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Abstract

We present the analysis of the dynamics for a scalar field in the universal covering space of
N—dimensional anti-de Sitter spacetime, AdSy (N > 2), and for a spinor field satisfying
the Dirac equation in the universal covering space of two—dimensional anti-de Sitter
spacetime, AdSs. We apply a prescription for dynamics in static, non—globally hyperbolic
spacetimes based on the theory of self-adjoint extensions of operators on Hilbert spaces.
This prescription results in a family of field theories with a well-defined initial value
problem despite the lack of global-hyperbolicity of the spacetime manifold. Then, we
impose the invariance of the associated solution spaces under the infinitesimal action of the
isometry group of AdSy (éi(Z,R) for N = 2 and §6(2, N —1) for N > 3) to determine
which among the family of theories obtained by the prescription for dynamics can be used

to construct a quantum field theory with a stationary vacuum state.
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Introduction

One of the cornerstones of modern mathematical and theoretical physics is the framework
of Quantum Field Theory (QFT). Its predictive power and validation against experimental
scrutiny to a remarkably high degree of accuracy has cemented QFT as one of the most
successful physical theories of the past century. However, despite its success, QFT has
failed to describe a comprehensive and consistent theory of quantum gravity, mostly due
to the mathematical inconsistencies that arise when the principles of General Relativity
are included in the theory. Nevertheless, attempts to reconcile QFT with the equally
successful theory of General Relativity have resulted in a vast number of theories that have
broadened the landscape of mathematical physics and have added to our understanding
of the possible limitations of the mathematical tools that are used to describe physical
phenomena.

Among these theories, Quantum Field Theory in curved spacetime is a framework that
aims to describe quantum phenomena in a regime where the influence of the gravitational
field on the propagation of the quantum fields is significant, but its description as a quantum
field itself can be neglected. Thus, QFT in curved spacetime can be understood as an
approximation that takes into account the effects that a gravitational field introduces to the
quantum interactions that fall in this particular threshold. Specifically, the gravitational
interaction in these theories enters the picture in the form of a background spacetime
satisfying Einstein’s field equations on which the quantum fields propagate. Several
interesting predictions have been obtained by applying this framework to situations in
which we believe these considerations do apply, including, but not limited to, the discovery
of Hawking radiation [4, 5], the Unruh effect [6, 7, 8], and the Casimir effect [9].

Ever since the effort of QFT in curved spacetime was proven to produce useful results,
there has been an ongoing interest in analysing the propagation of quantum fields on
a variety of curved backgrounds. A very interesting example is that of anti—de Sitter
spacetime, a maximally symmetric vacuum solution to Einstein’s field equations of constant
negative curvature. This spacetime has two prominent peculiarities. Firstly, it admits the
existence of closed timelike curves, a fact that violates the causality of events if taken to be
a physical spacetime. Nevertheless, one usually avoids this issue by considering instead the
universal covering space, AdSy, of the N—dimensional anti—de Sitter space as the physical

spacetime this solution describes. Secondly, the universal covering space AdSy is not a

9



CHAPTER 1. INTRODUCTION 10

globally hyperbolic manifold. Hence, given a set of initial data on a region of spacetime,
the equations of motion describing the evolution of the fields may not be able to determine
the values of the field throughout the whole spacetime manifold. Despite this drawback,
AdSy has played a prominent role in many areas of mathematical and theoretical physics
in the last two decades. The interest to study anti—de Sitter spacetimes in the context of
QFT in curved spacetime may be attributed to the outstanding result from string theory
known as the AdS/CFT correspondence [10], which conjectures the equivalence between a
theory of quantum gravity on AdSy and a quantum field theory with no gravity defined in
its conformal boundary. Hence, the AdS/CFT conjecture may provide a way to describe
quantum gravitational effects while circumventing the notorious difficulties encountered
when defining a quantum theory of gravity. Interest in classical and quantum theories
in anti-de Sitter spacetime has gone well beyond its initial connection to the AdS/CFT
correspondence from the viewpoint of string theory and has resulted in the investigation of
their properties in a wide variety of different contexts.

Anti—de Sitter spacetime has proven to be a useful model to study QFT’s for which
the background manifold is not globally hyperbolic. The standard procedure to construct
a QFT consists of applying canonical quantisation to the solutions of the classical field
equations of motion. For this process to define a consistent quantum theory, the classical
field satisfying the equations of motion must have well-defined dynamics. If the spacetime
manifold fails to be globally hyperbolic, this last requirement is not guaranteed and, thus,
the heavy work for the quantisation of this kind of theories is usually done at the classical
level. For the particular case of AdSy, sensible dynamics for the classical field can be
obtained by imposing certain boundary conditions that the field must satisfy at spatial
infinity. Some properties of quantum field theories in anti-de Sitter spacetime obtained
from these boundary conditions have been studied in the past [11, 12, 13, 14] and more
recently [15, 16, 17, 18, 19]. Depending on the context in which such theories are analysed,
different arguments may be given for choosing a particular set of boundary conditions over
the others but, in general, there is no underlying principle that removes the ambiguity of
choice.

In a more general context, if the spacetime manifold admits a global timelike Killing
vector field, there exists a prescription that provides a way to obtain well-defined dynamics
for the equations of motion. This prescription for dynamics is due to Ishibashi and
Wald [20, 21] and, at its core, relies on the theory of self-adjoint extensions of operators
on Hilbert spaces. Since AdSy is maximally symmetric, it admits a global timelike Killing
vector and, thus, this prescription can be applied to this case. In particular, Ishibashi and
Wald analysed in Ref. [22] the classical scalar, vector and symmetric tensor field theories
defined on AdSy for all N > 3. The interesting aspect of Ishibashi and Wald’s prescription
is that it is possible to obtain a family of boundary conditions on the field solutions that
result in well-defined dynamics. The usual choices of boundary conditions arise in this
prescription as particular cases of the family of admissible boundary conditions. The
results of Ishibashi and Wald for AdSy cover the higher—dimensional cases (IV > 3), all of
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which behave in a very similar way under their prescription. However, their results do not
immediately extend to the two—dimensional case.

The main goal of the research presented in this thesis is to apply the prescription for
dynamics of Ishibashi and Wald to free scalar and spinor field theories in the universal
covering space of two—dimensional anti—de Sitter spacetime, AdSs. Additionally, we aim to
extend the analysis of Ishibashi and Wald in Ref. [22] by determining which of the boundary
conditions resulting from applying their prescription to a scalar field theory in AdSy for all
N > 2 and to a spinor field in AdSs are invariant under the isometry group of the spacetime
manifold. For AdS,, the isometry group is isomorphic to the universal covering group,
éi(Q, R), of SL(2,R), while for AdSy, with N > 3, the isometry group is the connected
component of the special indefinite orthogonal group SO(2, N — 1). The invariance of
the associated solution spaces under the isometry group of the theory thus provides a
criterion to select certain boundary conditions over the others. Furthermore, with the
aim of constructing a quantum field theory using the solution spaces that result from
the invariant boundary conditions, we determine which among these admit an invariant
positive—frequency subspace.

Thus, the general outline of this thesis is the following. The rest of Chapter 1 includes
a brief remark on the notational conventions we use in this thesis. In Chapters 2-5 we
present the mathematical preliminaries used in our research, including the prescription
for dynamics by Ishibashi and Wald, some general properties of N—dimensional anti—de
Sitter spacetimes and a review of the representation theory of éi(2, R). We also present a
brief summary of the theory of self-adjoint extensions of operators on Hilbert spaces and
include a useful example in which the correspondence with the self-adjoint extensions of a
differential operator and a family of boundary conditions is made explicit. In Chapters 6-8,
we present the analysis of a minimally coupled, free scalar field in AdSy (N > 2), and
that of a free spinor field satisfying the Dirac equation in AdS,. In Chapter 9 we provide
a summary of our results. The rest of this thesis consist of Appendices A-H, in which we
include some reference material regarding self-adjoint operators on Hilbert spaces as well

as some specific calculations used in this thesis.
1.1 NOTATION

We clarify some of the notational conventions we use throughout this work.
Tensors and tensor fields of rank 2 on a smooth manifold are denoted with the use of

boldface, e.g., the metric tensor on an N—dimensional pseudo-Riemannian manifold, M is

written as g. Local coordinates on M are represented by the N-tuples (2%, 2!,...,zNV"1)

collectively written as (z*), where 0 < p < N — 1. If the manifold M is Lorentzian with
signature (—1,1,...,1), we will denote the spacelike coordinates with Latin superscripts,
e.g., (z/) = (2°,2%), where 1 < i < N — 1, and we usually make use of the shorthand

0

z = (z'). A tensor field g evaluated at a point p € M with local coordinates (z°,x) is

denoted by g(,0 ;). The action of vector fields on smooth functions on M will be denoted



CHAPTER 1. INTRODUCTION 12

by the use of square brackets: For £ € X(M), and f € C°°(M), we have £[f] € C°(M).

We also denote partial differentiation of functions by the symbols

883: and 0.,

interchangeably.
For a Hilbert space #, we adopt the convention in which the inner product (-,-) in
J satisfies, for all z,y € 72, and A1, As € C,

Mz, A2y) = Mg (z,y)

where \; is the complex conjugate of \i.

The use of the superscript 1 will be relatively flexible and will depend on the type of
mathematical object it is used on. In general, it denotes the adjoint of a linear map acting
on a Hilbert space 2. If T': 7 — ¢ is a linear map, and (-, -) denotes the inner product
in 7, then T is defined by the relation

(z,Ty) = (TTa,y) | (1.1)

for all z,y € S for which the above expression is well-defined (see Definition 2.2.2 in
Chapter 2). In particular, if 7 = C with its standard inner product, then 7 is a complex
N x N-matrix and T is the conjugate transpose of T. If % is a more general Hilbert
space, and T is an abstract operator, then 7T must be understood through Eq. (1.1).

We adopt the convention that defines the set of natural numbers as N = {1,2,3,...},
and we use the symbol Ny to refer to the set defined by

No = NU {0}.

Finally, we denote the Gaussian hypergeometric function [23, Eq. 15.2.1] by

F(a,b;c;2) = i Mzk, (1.2)

k—0 (C)kk)'
for a,b, ¢,z € C, where
k—1
(@)= ||(a+k),
1=0
~ T(a+k)
- F(a,) ) a ¢ N07

denotes the Pochhammer symbol [23, Section 5.2(iii)], or rising factorial.
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Quantum field theory on static spacetime

The main idea behind quantum field theory (QFT) in curved spacetime is to formulate a
theory of a quantum field that propagates in an external, classically describable spacetime
generalising the methods and techniques used in usual QFT in Minkowski space as much
as possible. The extent to which this can be achieved depends quite substantially on the
geometric properties and causal structure of the curved background itself. Quantum fields
are first defined as classical solutions of the equations of motion which dictate the dynamics
of these fields on the given spacetime. Therefore, to have a deterministic evolution of the
system, the equations of motion should define a well-posed initial value problem for the
field. This narrows down the types of Lorentzian manifolds that can be treated as the
spacetime background for the theory. The most common requirement is that of global
hyperbolicity of the spacetime manifold [24]. This condition ensures that, given initial data
on a Cauchy surface, the values of the field at any point in spacetime will be completely
determined by the Cauchy evolution of the initial data through the equations of motion
without violating causality. Globally hyperbolic manifolds are not, however, necessary
for the dynamics of a field to be well defined in this sense. If the spacetime allows a
one—parameter group of isometries with everywhere timelike orbits which are hypersurface
orthogonal, then there is a prescription that ensures a deterministic dynamical evolution
of the field [20, 21, 22]. Spacetimes having this property are known as static [25, 26, 27],
and they usually have the physical interpretation of being solutions of Einstein’s equation
that represent equilibrium situations.

In this chapter we present the general outline of the canonical quantisation procedure
of free scalar and spinor fields on an arbitrary static spacetime. Our main goal is to
focus on the construction of the multi—particle Fock space for both cases, specifying the
requirements we need for this space to be well defined. Since anti-de Sitter spacetime is
a static solution to Einstein’s equations in the vacuum, the contents of this chapter will
serve as a guide for later calculations and methods that will be applied to the specific case

of anti—de Sitter spacetime we are interested in.

13



CHAPTER 2. QUANTUM FIELD THEORY ON STATIC SPACETIME 14

2.1 STANDARD STATIC SPACETIMES

The term spacetime will refer to any connected N—dimensional pseudo—Riemannian man-
ifold, (M, g), with Lorentzian metric g with signature (—1,1,...,1). We recall that a
smooth manifold has an associated tangent space 1T),M at every point p € M, and the
union of all tangent spaces of M forms a vector bundle over M, the tangent bundle
TM [25, 28, 29]. Smooth (local) sections of T'M are called vector fields, and the space of
vector fields on M is denoted by X(M). A vector field £ € X(M) is a Killing vector field
if the Lie derivative of g along £ vanishes, i.e., if L g = 0 [25, 28, 29]. The one-parameter
group generated by a Killing vector field £ is then an isometry of the spacetime. If the
spacetime (M, g) admits a global timelike Killing vector field, that is, if g,[¢,£] < 0 for
every p € M, then (M,g) is called stationary. On stationary spacetimes it is natural
to identify the “time direction” with that of the Killing vector £ itself, and regard the
Killing parameter t € R as a time coordinate for some local chart in M. In this sense,
the group of isometries generated by & expresses the time—translation symmetry of a
stationary spacetime. However, stationary spacetimes are not, in general, invariant under
time-reversal transformations. The following definition [30], although restrictive, ensures

that a stationary spacetime possess this additional invariance:

Definition 2.1.1 A stationary spacetime (M, g) is called a standard static spacetime
if M is the product manifold M =R x X, endowed with the metric tensor

9oy = —N(x)’dt @ dt + hy (2.1)

at every (t,x) € R x 3, where (X, h) is an (N — 1)—dimensional Riemannian manifold and

N2 == [575]

In this context, the timelike Killing vector field £ is referred to as the static vector field.
From Eq. (2.1) it is clear that the components of the metric tensor are independent of ¢,
and thus, g is invariant under time—translations as well as time-reflections.

To analyse further properties of standard static spacetimes, we explore some useful
consequences of choosing the Killing parameter ¢ as one of the coordinates for M. The
following analysis can be found in Ref. [25, Section 6.1]. First we choose arbitrary
coordinates on ¥, say {x’}f\;l,
(t,z',...,2N~1), and the static vector field takes the form ¢ = §;. Fixing the time

coordinate ¢ defines a spacelike hypersurface ¥; := {t} x ¥ in M which is referred to as a

so that a point (¢,z) € R x ¥ has the coordinate expression

static hypersurface or static slice. Since this coordinate system uses the Killing parameter
t as a coordinate function, every point of the hypersurface (¢,z) € ¥ lies in a unique
integral curve of the static vector field &, and from Eq. (2.1) we have g, ,y[¢,0;] = 0 for
all 1 <¢ < N — 1. This means that the hypersurface ¥; is orthogonal to the orbits of the
isometries generated by £. Letting the coordinate ¢ vary over R makes it clear that the
whole spacetime is foliated into a family of hypersurfaces orthogonal to £ parametrised by ¢.

Since every ¥y C M is isomorphic to 3 by construction, and the metric h is independent of
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t, the geometry of the static slices is constant in time. The manifold ¥ is then interpreted
as the spatial slice of the spacetime M which remains constant through time.

A stationary spacetime that admits a global timelike Killing vector field £ and a
hypersurface 3 orthogonal to the orbits of the isometries generated by £ is said to be
static [25, 27]. In contrast to standard static spacetimes, static ones allow a more general
topology of M to that of a product manifold. However, if we adopt a coordinate system
for a static spacetime for which the timelike coordinate is once again the Killing parameter,
t, and identify the hypersurface ¥ with all points in M with the same t—coordinate
by a suitable reparametrisation of the Killing orbits if necessary, then, following the
same construction as for the standard case above, the orthogonality condition around a
neighbourhood of ¥ implies that the metric of any static spacetime is locally given by
Eq. (2.1). Since in Chapter 3 we will find that anti-de Sitter spacetimes are standard
static, we will restrict our analysis to standard static spacetimes from now on.

We address some causal properties of standard static spacetimes. First, we recall some
basic notions related to causality for arbitrary spacetimes. Most of the following concepts
and definitions are based on Refs. [24, 25, 26].

Let (M, g) be an arbitrary spacetime. For p € M it is possible to define the light—
cone [25] passing through the origin of T, M, the tangent space at p, and assign in an
arbitrary fashion one half of the cone to be the future and the other to be the past. If this
designation can be made in a continuous fashion for every point in M, then (M, g) is said
to be a time—orientable spacetime.

A smooth curve c on M is a C° map from R, or an interval of R, into M, ¢: R — M.
The number s is referred to as the parameter of the curve ¢. A smooth curve c is said to
be a future-directed timelike curve if for every p € Image(c), the tangent vector ¢, at p
is future—directed i.e., lies in the interior of the future light—cone of p. A smooth curve
is said to be future-directed causal curve if the tangent vector ¢, at every p is either a
future—directed or a null vector. Past—directed timelike and causal curves are defined
analogously. Events on a spacetime, modelled as points in M, connected by (either future—
or past—) directed causal curves have the physical interpretation of being causally related
to each other, e.g., a material or light particle starting at p can only reach the event g if
there is a future—directed causal curve starting at p and containing ¢ [25]. It is possible to
extend the definitions of future—directed timelike and causal curves to continuous curves
on M. A continuous curve c is said to be a future—directed timelike (causal) curve if, for
every point p € Image(c), there exists a convex normal neighbourhood U of p such that
if ¢(s1),c(s2) € U for some s1 < sz, then there exists a smooth future-directed timelike
(causal) curve connecting ¢(s1) and c¢(s2). A convex normal neighbourhood of p € M is an
open neighbourhood U of p such that for every ¢,r € U, there exists a unique geodesic
connecting ¢ and r staying entirely within U.

The future (past) endpoint of a future— (past—) directed causal curve ¢ parametrised
by —oo < s < 00, is a point p € M such that, for every open neighbourhood U of p, there

exists so € R, such that, for every s > sp, we have ¢(s) € U. If a curve ¢ does not have a
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future (past) endpoint, then c is said to be future (past) inextendible. Endpoints of causal
curves may be interpreted heuristically as “limit points” of the curve as its parameter
s — 400, and thus, inextendible curves are those which do not approach to a point p € M
as its parameter grows arbitrarily large. With these notions we are ready to define the

following two concepts:

Definition 2.1.2 Let (M, g) be a time-orientable spacetime. A closed subset S C M s
called a Cauchy surface if every inextendible causal curve on M intersects S at exactly

one point. A spacetime that possesses a Cauchy surface is said to be globally hyperbolic.

Cauchy surfaces play an important role when the study of dynamical equations of
motion on spacetimes is concerned. The reason has to do with the causal properties
that these surfaces have which we shall now explain. A subset S C M is said to be an
achronal set if there do not exist p,q € & such that p and ¢ are connected by a future—
or past—directed timelike curve. For example, the static slices ¥; of a static spacetime
are achronal so no directed timelike curves connect any two points in ;, which follows
from the fact that R is simply connected, and the orthogonality of the static surfaces to
the orbits of the Killing field £. As any timelike curve connecting any two points on a
Cauchy surface S would necessarily intersect it more than once, from Definition 2.1.2 it
follows that any Cauchy surface must be achronal as well. Furthermore, globally hyperbolic
spacetimes do not admit closed timelike curves. If this was not the case, then a closed
timelike curve intersecting the Cauchy surface would contradict its achronality, while a
closed timelike curve not intersecting it would contradict global hyperbolicity [25]. Since
no directed causal curves connect any two points on a Cauchy surface S, no events on S
are causally related to each other, and thus, we may interpret S as representing an instant
of time throughout the spacetime.

Events on Cauchy surfaces influence events throughout the whole spacetime in the
following sense: For any closed achronal subset S C M, let DT(S) C M be the set of
all points p € M such that any inextendible past—directed causal curve passing through
p intersects S. The set DT (S) is called the future domain of dependence of S and the
set D™ (S), defined analogously, is called the past domain of dependence of S. The full
domain of dependence of S is the set D(S) = DT (S) U D~ (S). Definition 2.1.2 implies
that if § is a Cauchy surface, then we have D(S) = M. If § is a closed achronal subset,
but not a Cauchy surface, the interior of its domain of dependence, int[D(S)], is said to be
a globally hyperbolic region [25, 26], 7.e., there is a subset in int[D(S)] for which S is a
Cauchy surface according to Definition 2.1.2.

Classical fields at any point of a globally hyperbolic spacetime can be predicted or
retrodicted from conditions on the instant of time the Cauchy surface S represents. More
specifically, for certain systems of linear partial differential equations called second order
normally hyperbolic systems on globally hyperbolic spacetimes, unique solutions which
depend continuously on initial data defined on a Cauchy surface S can be found such that

sufficiently small perturbations to the initial data corresponds to small changes in the
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solutions over a fixed compact region of M and, in addition, changes in the initial data
over a closed region 2 of S should leave unchanged the solutions outside its future domain
of dependence D(€2) (an extensive discussion regarding hyperbolic systems of equations
and their initial value problem can be found in [24, Chapter 7] or [25, Chapter 10]). If
solutions of this form can be found, then the differential equations are said to have a
well-posed initial value problem.

To determine if a given static spacetime is globally hyperbolic or not, we use the

following criterion, a proof of which can be found in [30, Proposition 3.5]:

Theorem 2.1.3 The static slices % of a standard static spacetime M = R x X with metric
g given by Eq. (2.1) are Cauchy surfaces if and only if the metric g := h/N? is complete,

i.e., if the Riemannian manifold (3,gpr) is a complete metric space.

Remark 2.1.4 The completeness of a Riemannian manifold ensures that the associated
metric is geodesically complete, that is, that all inextendible geodesics have infinite proper
length [26, Chapter XII]. This result is called the Hopf-Rinow theorem.

Now, from Definition 2.1.2 it follows that if any of the static slices ¥; for some ¢t € R of a
static spacetime is a Cauchy surface, then the spacetime is globally hyperbolic. On the
other hand, Theorem 2.1.3 asserts that an arbitrary static spacetime need not be globally

hyperbolic.

Definition 2.1.5 A time function on (M,g) is a differentiable function 7 : M — R
such that the vector field drt, is always timelike.

Remark 2.1.6 Here, drf € X(M) is the gradient of the function T, defined as the vector
field such that, for any ¢ € X(M), we have g[dr*, (] = ([7].

Time functions play an important role to identify Cauchy surfaces in a manifold. The

characterisation is given as a consequence of Theorem 2.1.3 [26, Corollary 11.7]:

Corollary 2.1.7 On a globally hyperbolic spacetime (M, g), there exists a global time

function T whose level sets are Cauchy surfaces.

We are interested in the problem of finding solutions to dynamical equations of motion
that define a well-posed initial value problem in non—globally hyperbolic standard static
spacetimes. As we have explained, the lack of global hyperbolicity implies that for these
spacetimes there is no spacelike hypersurface whose domain of dependence is the whole
spacetime M, and thus, initial data defined on any spacelike region may fail to predict
the dynamical evolution of a system in certain regions of M. However, if the aim is
to construct a quantum field theory on a non—globally hyperbolic static spacetime via
canonical quantisation of solutions to dynamical equations of motion then, as it turns out,
there is one requirement that can be imposed on the theory in order to have a well-defined

Fock space of quantum states. In the rest of this chapter, we explain that for scalar and
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spinor field theories in an arbitrary static spacetime a quantum field theory can be defined
if a certain spatial component of the associated classical equations of motion defines a
self-adjoint (and additionally, for the case of a scalar field, positive) operator on the Hilbert

space of solutions.

2.2 SCALAR AND SPINOR FIELDS ON STANDARD STATIC SPACETIMES

In this section we will consider a standard static spacetime (M, g) with metric tensor given
by Eq. (2.1). We will not require the spacetime to be globally hyperbolic. We will obtain
the classical field equations for free scalar and spinor theories from a standard variational
principle and discuss some of the properties of the associated differential operators when
taking into account a decomposition of the equations with respect to the time coordinate
given by the Killing parameter.

We first introduce the relevant geometric objects for an N—dimensional static spacetime
that will be used throughout this and subsequent chapters. Let us consider the static
coordinates introduced in Section 2.1, and denote them by (z#) = (t,z',...,2N1), with
0<u<N-—1,so that 2% =t and 2 with 1 <4 < N — 1 are the local coordinates for
as in Definition 2.1.1. Then, the line element associated to the metric (2.1) is given in this

coordinate system by
ds? = gudatdz”
= —N(z)2dt* + h;j(z)dz'da? (2.2)
where g, = g0y, 0,] are the components of the metric tensor g, and h;; = h[0;, 0], with
1 <i,57 < N —1, are the components of the spatial metric tensor of ¥. The components of

the Levi-Civita connection are given by I'* |\ = % 9" (Oaguwk + Ovgrk — Okgun), and from
Eq. (2.2) they are found to be given by

1
% = N@“ﬂ (2.3a)
T = hINO; N, (2.3b)
. 1
I = ihd (O5hit + Oghji — Oihjk) (2.3¢)

with h¥ denoting the components of the inverse of the metric tensor h, and all other
components are found to be zero. The action of the covariant derivative associated to the
Levi—Civita connection on a vector field v € X(M) is found to be given by

1

Vout = ot + SHRINO; No® + 6 L Nt (2.4a)
Vil = 55%@» NvO + 9ok + GTF 07 (2.4b)

The Lagrangian for the minimally coupled scalar field ¢(t, z) € C°°(M) with mass M
in this spacetime [31, 32, 33] is

Lic = /Z L (6,0,0)dx, (2.5)
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with ¥ representing any of the static slices ¥; for some ¢t € R, with dz := dz' A--- AdzNV !
and where the Lagrangian density £ is given by

Fica(6,000) = 5VE N @00 — NI (@:0)(030) ~NMP#] . (26)

with h := det(h;;). The Euler-Lagrange field equations [27, 34] are derived from the

Lagrangian (2.5) and result in

——8 ¢+ —=—0;(VhhINO;¢) — M?¢ =0, (2.7)

\fj\/

which is the Klein-Gordon equation [25, 27] associated to the static metric (2.1). In fact,
we identify the Laplace-Beltrami operator on (M, g) as

1
0= e, .

02 f N % (VhhIN9;), (2.8)
where g := |det(g,, )|, and g"” are the components of the inverse of the metric g. Now, if
the static spacetime (M, g) is not globally hyperbolic, then none of the static slices ¥; are
Cauchy surfaces. In particular, if the initial data are specified on the slice ¥ corresponding
to t = 0, then solutions of Eq. (2.7) will only be defined on the domain of dependence
D(Xy) # M and thus, there may be regions in M outside D(3) for which no solutions
continuously depending on the initial data can be determined. We will briefly describe
the general prescription used by Wald [20] to address this particular issue. This will be
presented in the form of a condition that a certain differential operator (defined below)
must satisfy in order to find solutions of Eq. (2.7) defined throughout all M.

The fact that the second term of Eq. (2.8) does not depend on the t—coordinate allows

us to view the linear differential operator A, defined by

N g

A= —_9;VhhINDO; + M*N?, 2.9

TN, (29)

as an operator on the Hilbert space % := L?(X;dV) of square-integrable functions on

the static slice g, where dV := VAN ~1dz. With respect to this volume measure we can
define the inner product between elements ®1, $o of the Hilbert space 4 by

<(I)1, (I)2>KG = - (131( )@2( )dV (210)
0
and thus, the norm of an element ® € % is defined as |®|,, = ((®,®), )2
To fully describe a linear operator on a Hilbert space, we need to specify the subspace
in which it is defined, namely, the domain of the operator. In order to define the domain
of the operator A in Eq. (2.9), which we denote by Dom(A) C %, we first recall some

important definitions for an arbitrary linear operator 1" on a Hilbert space ¢ with inner
product (-,-) [35, 36, 37]:
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Definition 2.2.1 A linear operator T is said to be densely defined if Dom(T) is dense
in J€, that is, that every element f € J can be obtained as a limit of a sequence
{fn} € Dom(T). The operator A is said to be closed if, for a sequence {f,} € Dom(T)
satisfying fn, — f and Tf,, — g, f € Dom(T) and Tf = g.

Equivalently [35], a densely defined operator T is said to be closed if its graph, G :=
{(f,g9) € # x H|f € Dom(T),g="Tf}, is a topologically closed subset of 7 x 7 with
respect to the topology induced by the norm

Given a densely defined operator T on .57, let us define the subspace D as the space of
all f € 4, for which there exists a unique element F' € 2 such that

(F.Tf)=(F 1), (2.12)

for every f € Dom(T'). Relating both functions, f and F, gives rise to the next well -known

concept.

Definition 2.2.2 Let T be a closed, densely defined operator on F, such that (2.12) holds
for every f € Dom(T). Then, the operator T, with domain Dom(T") := D, defined by
Tt f:=F, is called the adjoint of the operator A. Equivalently, the adjoint operator T

of T, is uniquely characterised by
(f.1)=(1F.1)

The reason why we require 1" to be a densely defined operator is due to the fact that

Dom(T') being dense in .7 ensures that F' is uniquely determined by the relation (2.12).

Definition 2.2.3 A densely defined operator T on a Hilbert space H is called symmetric
if Dom(T) € Dom(T"), and if Tf =TT f, for all f € Dom(T). Equivalently, the operator

T is symmetric if and only if

(f,Tg)=(Tf9g), (2.13)

for all f,g € Dom(T), that is, if the action of the adjoint TT on the elements in Dom(T)
is identical to that of T.

The defining relation for a symmetric operator, namely, (2.13), is only valid for elements
in the domain of T, not for any f € . In order to make (2.13) valid for a broader set of

functions, we have to consider a more restrictive class of operators.

Definition 2.2.4 The operator T is called self-adjoint if and only if T is symmetric
and Dom(T) = Dom(TT).
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From this definition, it is clear that not every symmetric operator is self-adjoint. Some
relevant properties of self-adjoint operators which will be used here and in subsequent
chapters can be found in Appendix A.

Returning to the operator A in Eq. (2.9), we will assume that its domain Dom(A)
is specified in such a way that A is a closed, densely defined, self-adjoint operator. We
will also require the operator A to be positive [36] with respect to the inner product in
Eq. (2.10), i.e., that for any ® € Dom(A), we have

(®, AD), . >0. (2.14)

This requirement ensures that the spectrum of the operator A is strictly positive and, in
turn, that the operator AY/2 is well defined. The natural analogue of positive—frequency
solutions defined in QFT on Minkowski spacetime should obey the pseudo—differential
equation i0;¢ = A'/2¢ [27, Chapter 3]. Thus, if A is strictly positive then the time
evolution of the field is unitary (see Eq. (2.16), below). From a more heuristic viewpoint, if
A is allowed to have non—positive eigenvalues, the time evolution of the solutions results in
field configurations which quickly diverge as the parameter ¢ increases. The assumptions
we have imposed on Dom(A) are not as restrictive as they may seem at first. In fact, if
we require the operator A to be only symmetric instead of self-adjoint and positive with
respect to the inner product (2.10), then the domain of A can be chosen to be the subspace
C2°(X0) of smooth functions of compact support [25, 35] on ¥g. With this domain, A is a
densely defined symmetric operator [20, 21, 35, 36]. In Chapter 5 we will present a general
prescription to obtain a positive self-adjoint operator from a symmetric operator, showing
that, under certain conditions, the symmetric operator can be suitably “replaced” by a
positive self-adjoint operator that correctly encodes the dynamics described by Eq. (2.7).

We can now reformulate the problem of solving Eq. (2.7) into the problem of finding a

one—parameter family of vectors ¢, € 5 satisfying the equation

d2
Ay = —@@/- (2.15)
As noted by Wald [20], Egs. (2.7) and (2.15) are not strictly equivalent: The existence

of the partial derivative at a fixed spatial position x € ¥ of the scalar function ¢(t, z)
does not imply the existence of the derivative of the vector ¢; € %, with respect to
the parameter ¢ in the Hilbert space sense, for which convergence is with respect to the
L?-norm of J#;. However, Ishibashi and Wald [20, 21], managed to show that if the
operator A is self-adjoint and positive, then Egs. (2.7) and (2.15) are equivalent inside the
domain of dependence D(Xg) of the initial data surface 3¢, and that solutions to Eq. (2.15)
extend those of the Klein—Gordon equation such that they continuously depend on initial
conditions on Yy and can be defined throughout all M. We summarise their results in the

following theorem:

Theorem 2.2.5 (Ishibashi-Wald) Let A be the operator from Eq. (2.9) acting on the
Hilbert space G with domain Dom(A). If A is a positive and self-adjoint operator on
Dom(A), then:
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1. Given the initial data (¢g, do) € Dom(A) x Dom(A), the solution of Eq. (2.15) for
each t € R is given by

6r = cos (A12t) o + A~2sin (AY/%¢) g, (2.16)

where the operators cos (Al/zt) and A=1/%sin (A1/2t>, defined through the functional

calculus b of the self-adjoint operator A, are bounded.

2. There exists a unique ¢ € C>°(M), such that, for allt € R,

d

¢|zt = ¢, £“Vu¢|gt = aﬁbta (2.17)

and ¢ satisfies Eq. (2.7) throughout M.

Remark 2.2.6 The original argument in [20, 21] does not require the operator A to
be self-adjoint, but only positive and symmetric. In their statement, they start with a
symmetric operator A with Dom(A) = C°(Xy) and then show that any of its positive
self-adjoint extensions (see Chapter 5) satisfies points 1 and 2 above. Furthermore, in
Ref. [21] they show that their prescription is unique in the sense that any initial value

problem for Eq. (2.7) must arise from a particular choice of self-adjoint extension of A.

Theorem 2.2.5 ensures that if the operator A is a positive self-adjoint operator, then the
solution ¢ to Eq. (2.7) will be defined via initial data not just on the domain of dependence
D(%) of the static slice ¥y but on all M, even if the spacetime is not globally hyperbolic.

A similar argument can be made for a spinor field satisfying Dirac’s equation. In order
to define a spinor field on (M, g), we introduce a local orthonormal frame [25, 28, 29] at
each tangent space of the manifold M as follows; let {ea}i\:)l be a linearly independent
set of smooth vector fields and let e * denote the components of each e, € X(M) with
respect to the coordinates (z#) = (t,x), i.e., e, = e/'0,. We define these vector fields
such that at each point p € M they form an orthonormal basis for the tangent space
TpyM. Thus, we require g,[eq, €p] = 14 and é%[ep] = d, where nyp are the components of
the flat Lorentzian metric n = diag = (—1,1,...,1), and {éa}évz_ol is the dual basis for
each cotangent space T) M consisting of the co—frame fields with components e, defined
through &% = e da* [29]. In terms of the components e/, these orthonormality relations
read

v b b a
guwed'ey” =na, ej'e w=0a> el'et, = o . (2.18)

With respect to this local frame the associated connection 1-form [28, 29] w9 = w? pdzt,

can be defined through its spacetime components as

O.)ab'u = (a'ueb/\ + F)‘wjeb'/) ea)\ . (219)

!See Definition A.0.7 in Appendix A.
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An orthonormal frame compatible with the static metric g in Eq. (2.2) is obtained by
letting
1
0
ey = —,
0O TN

and by defining eij for all 1 < 4,5 < N — 1 to be functions of the spatial coordinates x

g =0=2¢€2, forall 1<i<N-—1, (2.20)

)

satisfying Eq. (2.18). Defined in this way, the fields e, and é* are time—independent. With
this choice of orthogonal frame we find that the non—zero components of the connection

1-form in Eq. (2.19) are given by
Wl = e N (z), (2.21a)
wijk = <8kejl + I‘lkmejm) €. (2.21Db)
Next, we will consider the complex space cN , where N := 2V/2] with | N/2] denoting
the floor function. We will use a representation for the N Dirac gamma matrices [38, 39],

7%, of dimension N x N for which (7°)f = —4% and (7%)" = 4*. Under our signature

convention the anticommutation relations read

{74} =201, (2.22)

where {-,-} denotes the matrix anticommutator. We will make use of the quantity ¥
defined as

1

ab . ~|.a b
0= [7 ,ﬂ ; (2.23)
where [, -] denotes the matrix commutator in CcN. We will regard spinor fields on the

static spacetime (M, g) as elements of the space C*°(M, cN ) of smooth maps from M to
CN [25, 40]. We assume that the spinor bundle is trivial. Given a spinor 1, we define its
Dirac adjoint by * := ¢T4°. The spinor covariant derivative [41, 42] is given by

1
Vﬁ) = aﬂ + §wabﬂ Eab , (224)

where wqp = Nacw, - The spinor covariant derivatives in the time and spatial directions

are obtained using Eq. (2.21), and read
VY =0 — e,/ NE (2.25a)
1 4
VP =8, + Wik »ik (2.25b)

respectively.

The Lagrangian for a free Dirac spinor field ¢ € C*°(M,C") with mass M is [34]

Lo = [ #p(.0")da, (2.26)
0
with the Lagrangian density .Zp given by

Lo, 9%) = VRN (392 = M) v, (2:27)
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where we have defined the spacetime gamma matrices 4# = e /y*. Variation of the action
functional Sp[v,¢*] = [ Lpdt with respect to the field ¢* yields the Euler—Lagrange field
equation [27, 34]

700 — [v <N2v;”> + %Nai N) — M/\/'2] V=0, (2.28)

which is the Dirac equation [25, 27] associated to the metric (2.1). Similarly to the case of
a scalar field, if the static spacetime is not globally hyperbolic, then Eq. (2.28) will not
determine the spinor (¢, ) outside the domain of dependence D(X(). Nevertheless, the
operator inside the square brackets of Eq. (2.28) is time—independent. This allows us to

view the differential operator
. 1
D :=iN 230 H <v;.”> + 2/\/181-/\/) — M] : (2.29)

as a linear operator on the Hilbert space .74, := L?(%y, cN ;dV’) of square—integrable
maps g — cN , with respect to the measure dV’ := v/hdz. We will refer to the maps
Uy — CV as spatial spinors. The inner product between elements ¥y, ¥y € 575 is
defined by

(U, Uy, = g Wy () Wy (z) AV, (2.30)
0
and thus, the norm of a spatial spinor ¥ € % is given by |¥|, := ((, \I/>D)1/2. We note
that due to the time-independence of the inner product (2.30), it can be defined as the
integral over any of the static slices ;. We will once again impose the crucial assumption
that the domain Dom(ID) C .} of the operator in Eq. (2.29) is defined such that D is a
densely defined self-adjoint operator with respect to the inner product (2.30) in the sense
of Defs. 2.2.1 and 2.2.4.
Thus, following a similar argument as for the scalar field, we will reformulate the
problem of finding solutions to Eq. (2.28) into the problem of finding the one—parameter
family of vectors vy € 5 satisfying the equation

Dy = —i%?/}t, (2.31)

where once again, the derivative of 1, with respect to the parameter ¢ is to be understood
in the sense of strong convergence in the Hilbert space norm [35, 43]. We will only concern
ourselves with solving Eq. (2.31) and showing that solutions to this equation are also
solutions of Eq. (2.28) throughout all D(X). Then, with an additional assumption we will
arrive at an analogous result to Theorem 2.2.5 for the operator D, that is, the solution of
Eq. (2.31) depends on the set of smooth initial data on ¥ and it defines a smooth solution
of Eq. (2.28) throughout M.

Proposition 2.2.7 For any ¢y € Dom(D), the one—parameter family of vectors

Yy = exp (itD) vy, teR, (2.32)
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where the operator exp (itD) is defined by the functional calculus of the self-adjoint operator
D in Eq. (2.29), gives a unique solution to Eq. (2.31), with vy € Dom(D) for all t € R.

Proof: By point 1 of Proposition A.0.9 in Appendix A and by the self-adjointness of D
we have that, for all ¢t € R, u(t) := exp (itD) defines a strongly continuous one—parameter
unitary group on %, (see Definition A.0.8). Since 1y € Dom(D), point 2 of the same

proposition implies that

D — T E2LD) Yo — v

10 t ’ (2:33)

where the convergence of the limit is with respect to the norm |-|,. Thus, it follows that

i &P (i(t + s)D) 1o — exp (itD) 1o exp (isD) Yo — o ‘
s—0 S S

= i exp (itD) Dy . (2.34)

= exp (itD) ll_I}I(l)

On the other hand, we also have

i P (0t + 5)D) Yo — exp (itD) oo _ . exp (isD) by — ¢ 7

s—0 S s—0 S

(2.35)

which by Eq. (2.34) exists. Therefore, point 3 of Proposition A.0.9, implies that ; €
Dom(D) and the right-hand side of Eq. (2.35) is equal to iD);. Furthermore, the left-hand
side of Eq. (2.35) reduces to diy/dt. Hence, 9y as given by Eq. (2.32) is a solution of
Eq. (2.31) for all ¢ € R. Finally, to prove uniqueness, we consider two solutions 1), 1, of
Eq. (2.31), with 19 = ¢ € Dom(ID). Define ¢; := ¢y — 1)} for all t € R, so that ¢g = 0.
By the previous argument, ¢; € Dom(D), thus, dy;/dt = iDy;, which implies that

d . .
e (0t 08) p =1 (e, Dpr) , — i (D, 1) p

=0, (2.36)

as D is a self-adjoint operator. Thus, [¢|? is constant throughout R. Since o = 0, we
conclude 1y = 9 for all t € R. [ |

Now we show that solutions to Eq. (2.31) reproduce the solutions of Eq. (2.28) obtained
by Cauchy evolution in the region D(X() by adapting the argument made for the scalar
field in [20]. Let ¢ be a solution obtained through Cauchy evolution of Eq. (2.28) with
initial data ¢(0,z) = 1o, with ¥y € C* (%, (CN) N Dom(ID). For each static slice ¥; we
define ¢ € 3 by pi(x) = @(t,x) for all (t,2) € ;N D(Xp). Assume that ¢ and the
solution v from Eq. (2.32) differ from each other on D(X¢). Then, there exists a static slice
Y, such that ¢, # ¢4, as elements of 5, on Xy, N D(3y). Let S be a Cauchy surface
for D(Xg) such that S includes an open neighbourhood within 3;, on which ¢, # ,.
Let f;, € C°(S, cN ) be a spatial spinor of compact support contained in & N ¥, , with
the property that

| @ en@ = @) av’ £o. (237
SNy,
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We define f throughout D(Xg) to be the Cauchy development of the initial data f;; on
S, and outside D(Xy) in the region between ¥y and 3, we set f = 0. Thus, f satisfies
Eq. (2.28) throughout the region between ¥y and ¥, , and for all 0 < ¢ < ¢;, the restriction
fo:= flyg, lies in C° (%, (CN). Consider the quantity

C(t) = f(t7 m)T (¢<t7 .’L‘) - ”%(37)) av’ ) (2'38)

Xty

with ¢; held fixed (we recall that dV’ = v/hdx is t-independent). The derivative of ¢ with

respect to t is given by

Cetr) = / ]

_ /E t (£t 2) 0 (t,2) + B, f (1, 2) ()| AV

)

and, since the spinors f and ¢ are solutions of Eq. (2.28), we can replace their partial

Ft0)! (Bt 0) = Sn(a) ) + DS (8. 0) (o(t,0) — () Qv

Pt Snte) + 0 ) )] v, (239)

t1

derivatives with respect to t appearing in the first term of the second equality above with
(iDf)! and iDg, respectively. By integrating this term by parts, and recalling that f;, is
of compact support, we find that it vanishes. Furthermore, we note that for any ¥; with
0 <t <ty, we have 0, f(t,z) = i(Df;)(x) by means of the way we have defined f. Thus,
using Eq. (2. 31) for ¢, Eq. (2.39) now reads

/ D) @) = i(F) (@) V"

<ft>D¢t> +Z<th7"/}t> )
(2.40)

since D is a self-adjoint operator. From Eq. (2.38) it is clear that ¢(0) = 0 as @9 = 9. On
the other hand, Eq. (2.37) implies that c(¢;) # 0, and thus, we arrive at a contradiction.
Hence, we must have ¢; = 1)y everywhere on D(X).

We have shown that solutions to Eq. (2.28) obtained by Cauchy evolution of the initial
data 1) coincide with solutions of Eq. (2.31) on D(X¢). Now, for any ¢t € R and = € ¥ the
solution ¢ (x) given by Eq. (2.32) is well defined as long as g lies in Dom(D). However,
Yy and di), /dt might fail to define spatial spinors that are smooth in the spatial variables.
The approach taken by Wald in Ref. [20] for the case of the scalar field relies on the fact
that one can apply an elliptic regularity theorem [44] to the operator A* for all k € N,
which cannot be directly adapted to the operator D in Eq. (2.29). Nevertheless, we will
find in Chapter 8 that, for the specific case of interest of two—dimensional anti-de Sitter
spacetime, solutions which are smooth on the spatial variable for fixed ¢ can be found when
the operator D is self-adjoint. If the solution v, and its derivative di;/dt for fixed t are
smooth with respect to the spatial variables, then spacetime smoothness at an arbitrary

point (t,x) € M is proven as follows (even for the general case of a static spacetime). Let
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Y; be the static surface passing through (¢,2) € M. Then on this surface 1; and dv,/d¢
are smooth with respect to x. Therefore, the solution ¢ of Eq. (2.28) with initial data
o(t,x) = Y (x) will be smooth throughout D(%;). Then, by the same argument leading
to Eq. (2.40), the solution ¢y (z) agrees with (¢, z) on D(%;). Since (t,z) € D(X;), this
shows that 1 is smooth at (¢,x) in the spacetime sense. This in turn also proves that the
existence of the derivative d/dt of ¢ in the strong convergence sense implies the existence

of the partial derivative 0; for the solution ¢ via spacetime smoothness.

2.3 CANONICAL QUANTISATION OF SCALAR AND SPINOR FIELDS

In this section we will construct the quantum field theories for the scalar and spinor fields
satisfying Eqgs. (2.7) and (2.28), respectively, through canonical quantisation. We assume
that the operators A and D in Egs. (2.9) and (2.29) are self-adjoint and in addition, the
operator A is also assumed to be positive, i.e., it satisfies Eq. (2.14). We will explain that
these conditions are sufficient to obtain the associated multi—particle Fock spaces for the
quantum theories. We will follow the usual quantisation procedure which can be found
in Refs. [24, 25, 27, 34]. We also show that if the spacetime (M, g) admits an isometry
group [25, 29], such that the space of solutions of the dynamical equations obeys a certain
invariance condition, then the vacuum state of the theory will be invariant under the action
of the isometries.

We consider the Lagrangian density %y (¢, 0,,¢) of a minimally coupled, free scalar field
¢ on the standard static spacetime (M, g), given by Eq. (2.6). The conjugate momentum
density [27, 31, 34] is defined as

0L q
D o0, )
h(z)
T N@)

Canonical quantisation of the scalar field theory is achieved by regarding the general

dp(t, ). (2.41)

solution ¢ of the Klein-Gordon equation (2.7) obtained through the Lagrangian density
Zxe and the conjugate momentum 7 in Eq. (2.41), not as functions of the spacetime
(M, g) but as operator-valued distributions [27, 34] on M. The idea is that for each point
(t,x) € M, the quantity ¢(t,z) defines a linear operator that acts on a Hilbert space
Fa of physical quantum states, which we will define shortly. This is analogous to the
way operators are defined in the Heisenberg picture of ordinary (point—particle) Quantum
Mechanics [37]. The distributional aspect of ¢ will be explained in more detail after writing
the field ¢ in a more explicit form (see Eq. (2.46)). Thus, from now on we will regard ¢ as
an operator—valued distribution and refer to it as a quantum field. We will require ¢ and 7

to obey the equal-time canonical commutation relations [34] given by

[p(t, ), m(t,2")] = id(z; "), (2.42a)
[¢(t, x),qﬁ(tm')] = [W(t,x),ﬂ'(t,a:')] =0, (2.42D)
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where ¢ is defined in the distributional sense by

. §(z; ') f(2")dx = f(x), (2.43)

for any smooth compactly supported function f on any of the static slices .

Now we will consider solutions of Eq. (2.7) or, more precisely, solutions of Eq. (2.15)
which are defined for all (¢,2) € M by virtue of Theorem 2.2.5. Since (M, g) is static, the
orthogonality between the static slices ¥; and the orbits of the Killing vector £ [25] allows

us to write these solutions? in the form

o (t,z) = @U(x)e*iw”t , (2.44)

1
\V2Ws
where o labels the elements of the spectrum o (A) of the operator A in Eq. (2.9), and
b, € . satisfies the equation

AD, = wid,. (2.45)

Now we will assume that the spectrum of the operator A is purely discrete, and
that w? > 0 for all o, i.e., that A is a strictly positive operator. Then, Theorem A.0.3
in Appendix A tells us that the eigenfunctions ®, of the operator A form a complete
orthonormal set for &, and we set (P, ®,r) .. = 05or. This allows us to write the

quantum field ¢(¢,x) as

Z [agqﬁg (t,z) + al oo (1, x)} , (2.46)

g

with w, > 0 and ¢ € N, where the mode functions ¢,(t,z) are defined by Eq. (2.44),
and the coefficients a,, ai. are the annihilation and creation operators, respectively. The
operational nature of these quantities will be made clear once the Hilbert space F i is
properly defined below. The spectrum o (A) is referred to as the frequency spectrum, and
its elements w, denote the allowed energy frequencies of the quantum field ¢. We note
that Eq. (2.46) is a mode expansion in terms of positive—frequency solutions.

Now, the infinite sum in Eq. (2.46) may not converge pointwise to an operator on the
Hilbert space ¢ [24, 25, 27]. Thus, ¢ must be understood in a distributional sense, i.e.,

for any smooth compactly supported function f on the spacetime M, the quantity

/M F(t,2)d(t, 2)/gdtde | (2.47)

defines an operator acting on the Hilbert space %k and has to be understood formally.

Using the fact that {®,},en is a complete orthonormal set for 7, we find that

S B, (2)®, (') = N@) 502,07 (2.48)

2Here we are implicitly assuming that the underlying field ¢ is a tempered distribution along the time
direction [35].
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This completeness relation allows one to show that the equal-time commutation rela-
tions (2.42) are equivalent to the commutation relations among the annihilation and

creation operators given by
[aO'val-/] = 60’0” 9 (249)

with all other commutators among a, and ai,, vanishing.

We now introduce the definition of the Hilbert space %, of quantum states. The
following construction is based on Ref. [25, Section 14.2]. Let us consider the Hilbert
space # of solutions of the Klein—Gordon equation and, from it, we construct the
n—fold symmetric tensor product space denoted by ®%.7%,. The space ®7 .7, consists
of continuous n—multilinear maps o) . e X -+ X I — C which are invariant under
permutations of its arguments. This space can be shown to be a Hilbert space with respect
to the inner product induced from the tensor product structure in the usual way (see for
example Ref. [35, Section I1.4, Proposition 1]). The algebraic direct sum of Hilbert spaces
defined by

=Co EB Q") (2.50)

consists of terminating sequences of the form
@), = (@0, oM o@ . o™ (.. .), (2.51)

with @) € C and with each ®V) € ®gw%”1<c- The space Z§“ is endowed with the norm
| - | 5., defined through

= (©|®)p =20 \2+ZH¢ Necm (2.52)

for all |®) 5, where | - |x¢n denotes the norm of ®4.7 ;. The Hilbert space completion
Frg = W with respect to the norm in Eq. (2.52) is known as the multi-particle bosonic
Fock space for the Klein—Gordon field, and it represents the Hilbert space of quantum states.
Elements in % consist of infinite sequences of finite norm. For each state ®' € 5, we
define the unbounded operators a(®’) and a'(®’) on .#, with dense domain given by
as follows. Given @' € ., the action of a(®’) on the element |®) 5 € Z;“ is defined as

o KG
F0

a(®)|®) 5 = (F7- oW V23 . 0@ . /nd . aM 0,...), (2.53)

where @ - ®U) ¢ ®§_1%G denotes the insertion of ® into one of the arguments of the
functional &), Similarly, for each ® € %, the action of the operator aT(<I>’ ) on an
element in the form of Eq. (2.51) is defined as

al (@) @) 5 == (0,209 V20 @, &' ... Vn+10™ @,8,0,...), (2.54)
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where ® € %, is the unique continuous linear functional associated to ® (i.e., ®'(®) =
<<I>/,®>KG for all ® € J;). For any ®,,P9 € %, we can calculate the commutator
between the operators a(®;) and af(®3). Indeed, using Eqgs. (2.53) and (2.54), we obtain

a(q)l)at(QQ) |q)>B = (@(0)@@27 231((1)(1) s éZ)v RRE) (n + 1)@(@(%) s é?)v 07 . ) )
o (@2)a(®1) )5 = (0, (@ - 80, 287 )0, By (@ 2) 5,0,

and, since for each 1 < j < n, we have?
(G + D1 (29 @ o) — (@1 - 80005 By = (D1 )@Y,
_ Do )
<<1>1,<1>2>KG<1> , (2.55)

then it follows that

[a(®@1),af (@2)] |9} = (01,%5) )5 - (2.56)

Similar calculations show that all other commutators between the operators a(®) and a'(®)

vanish. Hence, if we consider the orthonormal basis {®,} 4y of Hya, we can define

oco
the operators a, := a(®,) and af, := af(®,) for each basis elerilent ®,. Then, Eq. (2.56)
reduces to Eq. (2.49) and the operators a, and a, are precisely the operators appearing in
the mode expansion of Eq. (2.46).

The definition of the action of the annihilation operators a, through Eq. (2.53) implies

that the element
|0)5 :=(1,0,0,...) € Fke, (2.57)

known as the bosonic vacuum state, is uniquely characterised, up to a phase factor, by the

condition
(07 |0>B = 07 (2.58)

for all 0 € o(A). Note that Eq. (2.52) we obtain HOHiKG =(0]0) 5 := 1.

A basis for the space %, can be constructed from the action of the creation operators
on the vacuum state. Consider the orthonormal basis {®; }seq(4) Of #ic of eigenfunctions
of the operator A. Then, since the spectrum of A is assumed to be purely discrete, the
elements of the form &301 R+ Ry éan form a basis for the Hilbert spaces ®%.#%, and
varying n € N, we obtain a basis for %, [27]. Now, we consider the elements in % of
the form

[Ny s M2y s s Moy ) g = m (ab,)" (al,)"™ - (al,) " 10)5 . (259)

for some k € N and ny,...,nr € N. A straightforward calculation using Eqs. (2.54)
and (2.57) shows that for each k € N and nq,...n, € N, the element in Eq. (2.59) is

3This follows immediately after evaluating the left-hand side on (é1, @2, ..., ¢;) and using the symmetry
of the functionals with respect to permutations of their arguments.
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proportional to the basis element @?1"1 Rg -+ Qg é?gk. Hence, the states of the form of
Eq. (2.59), form a basis of ... The normalisation of these basis elements is obtained
through

<’I’L101 ,...,njaj mlai,...,mka;)B
= %: St sy~ Onsmag S, -+ ot (2.60)
where the sum is over all permutations « of the set of integers {1,2,...,k}.

With respect to the inner product on % obtained by linear extension of Eq. (2.60), it
can be shown that the operators a]; are in fact the conjugate transpose of the operators a,
for every o. The basis we have chosen is known as the occupancy number basis. Elements
of the basis are called Fock states. We may interpret the Fock states in Eq. (2.59) as
indicating the number of particles in a given quantum state. For example, the Fock state
Ine) 5 = (n)™1/2(af)™ |0) 5 indicates that there are n indistinguishable particles in the
state ®, with associated energy frequency w,. From Egs. (2.53) and (2.54) it follows that

the actions of the operators a/ and a, on this element are given by

al ng) g =vVn+1|(n+1)s) g, (2.61a)
ts Ino)p = vnl(n—1)s)p (2.61b)

and thus, aI, increases the number of particles in the state ®, by one and a, reduces the
number of particles by one, hence the naming convention of creation and annihilation
operators, respectively. The actions of these operators on the element (2.59) are carried
out using the commutation relations (2.49) and Eq. (2.61).

We note that the completeness and orthonormality of the set {®,} which was di-

oeN
rectly implied from the self-adjointness of the operator A in Eq. (2.9), played a fundamental
role in the construction of the Fock space .

The analogous Fock space %, of quantum states of a spinor field satisfying the Dirac
equation is constructed in a similar way. Considering the Lagrangian density £}, given by

Eq. (2.27), the conjugate momentum density is found to be

0L
o) = Syt ))

= iy/h(z) YT (t, x), (2.62)

where the first equality is obtained through the left—functional derivative of the action
Sp. As with the scalar field, canonical quantisation of the spinor field theory is achieved
regarding the solution ¢ of Eq. (2.28) and the conjugate momentum II in Eq. (2.62) as
operator—valued distributions for the Hilbert space %, of quantum states instead of a

spinor field. Thus, the field v is now regarded as a fermionic quantum field.
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Now, denoting the N component functions of the spinor ¢ by v, with a =1,..., N,

we impose the equal-time canonical anticommutation relations [27, 34] given by

{a(t, ), I (t,y)} = 0,;0(x,y), (2.63a)
{wd(t’ :E)v ¢i)(ta y)} =0= {Hd(ta ZE), Hb(t7 y)} ) (263b)

where ¢ is once again defined through Eq. (2.43).
Solutions to Eq. (2.31) which are defined for all (¢,2) € M can be found in the form

Y (t, ) = g (w)e ™" (2.64)

where & labels the elements of the spectrum o (D) in Eq. (2.29), and the spatial spinor
W5 € ) satisfies the equation

D‘I’& = w&\I’5 . (265)

Now, suppose that the spectrum of the operator D is purely discrete. Since D is assumed
to be self-adjoint, then Theorem A.0.3 implies that the set of spatial spinors satisfying
Eq. (2.65) forms a complete orthonormal set for the Hilbert space 7. Furthermore, we
will assume that ws # 0 for all 6. Thus, we set (¥s, Us/),, = 055/, and write the quantum
field ¥(t, x) as [27, 34]

(@) = Y [asWs(x)e 7! 4 b (W5 (2)) et . (2.66)

o

Here, the coefficients as and bg are operators acting on the space .%,. The spatial spinor
(U5)¢ in Eq. (2.66) is the charge conjugate spinor, defined by
(U5)° = C(U5)", (2.67)

g

where the charge conjugation matriz C is defined through C~'72C = —(v*)T, and required
to satisfy C~! = CT. The reason to consider the charge conjugate spinor in the expansion
of the quantum field (2.66) is that if W5 is a solution of Eq. (2.65) with ws > 0, then a
solution of this equation with ws — —ws is given by WS. Therefore, the sum in Eq. (2.66) is
over all o such that ws > 0, and in this way all positive- and negative—frequency solutions
are used for the expansion of the quantum field .

The sum in Eq. (2.66) is again to be understood in the distributional sense: For any

smooth, compactly supported map F : M — cN , the quantity

/M F(t,2) 1 (t, 2) /gdtd, (2.68)

defines an operator on the space .%,.

Since the set {Us}s5¢cn is a complete orthonormal set for J#,, we find that

Z\I/l;(x’)T\IJ(;(:U) = §(x, ). (2.69)

1
V()
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This relation is used to show that the anticommutation relations between the fields ¢ and
YT in Eq. (2.63) are equivalent to the equal-time anticommutation relations between the

creation and annihilation operators given by

{as,al } = G55 = {81, } | (2.70)

with all the other anticommutators vanishing.

The Hilbert space %, of fermionic quantum states is then defined in a way slightly
different to the case of a scalar field. From the space of solutions .77, we construct the
n—fold antisymmetric tensor product space ®'\¢.75, whose elements are the continuous
alternating n—multilinear maps U™ . 4, x - x 5, — C. For each n € N, the space
®"s#p is a Hilbert space with respect to the inner product induced from the tensor
product structure [35, Section I1.4]. We define the algebraic direct sum of Hilbert spaces
in analogy with Eq. (2.50) by

7y =Cao P(R1H) . (2.71)

n=1

Elements in % are finite sequences of the form
)= (0O g e o, (2.72)

where U € C, and ¥\ e ®’%s#. The norm in F§ is given by
o0
[912, = (@ 0) o= OO+ 3 w3, (2.73)

for all |¥) ;, with | - |, the norm in ®".75. The Hilbert space of quantum states for the
Dirac field, .%p, is defined as the completion of .%§ with respect to the norm in Eq. (2.73),
i.e., Fp, = F. For each V' € 4, we define the operators (V') and b(¥’') with domain
Z§, whose action on elements of the form of Eq. (2.72) is given by

a(') W) o= (0. oM V2w g /pue. o™ o, ), (2.74a)
b)Y |0 = (00D Vou @ e ™ o)), (2.74b)

where W' - ) ¥c. w0 € @751 57, denote the skew—symmetric insertions of ¥/ and ¥’¢,
respectively, into one of the arguments of the functional W), Similarly, for each ¥’ € 72,
we define the operators af (¥’) and bf(¥’) with dense domain .%#{ by the action on the

elements in Eq. (2.72) given by
af(U)|0) = (0, 9O V20 @,, 0 V10 @, 8™ 0,.. ), (2.75a)
b (U) | W) = (0, 00T /20 @, T >, VI, M 0, ), (2.75b)
where ¥/ and U’¢ denote the continuous functionals associated to the elements ¥ and W'¢,

respectively. We note that a direct consequence of definitions (2.74) and (2.75) is that,
for any U’ € 4}, we have a(¥")? = ol (¥/)2 = b(¥')% = bf(¥")2 = 0. We calculate the
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anitcommutator between the operators a(¥;) and af(Us) for any two ¥y, ¥y € 77,. Using
Egs. (2.74) and (2.75), we obtain

a(U1)al (W2) W) = (TOUS Ty, 205 (B0, WD), .., (04 1) TS (Fo@,s0™),0,... )
af (05)a(01) [) = (0, (U5 WD)y, 2050, (W WD), . ndy@ 6 (W5-0™),0,...)

and, since for all 1 < j < n we have

(G + DS - (B @4 TD)) + §F0@ 4 (6 - W) = Ty (0$) 1) |
= (U, U§), WO | (2.76)

then it follows that
{a(w1),al (Wa) } |9) p = (Ta, W5) , [ W) . (2.77)

An analogous calculation can be done for the anticommutator between the operators b(¥1)
and b (¥3), leading to

{b(w1),0f (W2) } 19) o = (05, 01) W) (2.78)

and using Eqgs. (2.74) and (2.75) it can readily be verified that all other anticommutators
vanish. Finally, let us consider the orthonormal basis {U5},. o) and, for each positive—
frequency basis element Ws let us define the operators as := a(Vs), by := b(Vs), a:[T =
af(¥¢), and b:ff := bl (WS). Then, Egs. (2.77) and (2.78) with ¥; = ¥; and with Uy = W¢,,
reduce* to Eq. (2.70). Hence, the operators az and b:[, are precisely the ones appearing in
the mode expansion of the quantum field in Eq. (2.66).

Similarly to the case of a scalar field, Eq. (2.53) implies that the element
|0)r :=(1,0,0,...) € Fp, (2.79)
is uniquely characterised by the condition
a5 0)p =0=10510) 5 , (2.80)

for all 5. The state |0) is known as the fermionic vacuum state. By means of Eq. (2.73),
the norm of the vacuum state is ”0”2% =(0]0)p = 1.

The occupancy number basis for the fermionic Fock space is constructed in a similar
fashion to the bosonic case. Let {¥s5 }scq ) be the orthonormal basis of 77, of eigenvectors
of D. Note that the elements V¢ are included in the basis since they correspond to the
eigenvalues —ws. The elements of the form \iigl Qg Rug \il&n, with 61 < --- < G, form
a basis for the space ®" ¢ 7. Varying n € N we obtain a basis for .%,,. Using Eqgs. (2.75)
and (2.79), it can be shown that, for each j, k € N, the element in .%, defined by

Bovsee Loy oy 0o o), o= aby el bE e obh (0} (2.81)

“We use the fact that the inner product in J#p satisfies (U, ¥§) , = (U2, 1) p.
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where 61 < --- <5, and 641 < --- < G4k, is proportional to the basis element

\TI&l AS \Ija] ®AS‘ \I/g i+ - Qs ‘I/

1 Ojt+k

and, thus, the elements of the form of Eq. (2.81) provide a basis for the fermionic Fock

space. The normalisation of these elements is obtained using Eq. (2.73), and we obtain

<1&17'--,161;1@“7---71&]-% 1&3,...,152;151/+1,...,15;+m>F
= 0ju8km Y 58n(@)sen(B)051501) **+ 051600y, 115540) " 0551475054 (2.82)
76
where the sum runs over all permutations « of the set {1,...,j} and all permutations /3

of the set {j +1,...,j + k}. In analogy with the particle interpretation for the bosonic
Fock space, the Fock state defined by [15;0) 5 := aj} |0) » represents a particle occupying
the quantum state s with energy frequency ws. However, since (aj})2 = 0, we have
a:r} |15;0) p = 0. The same is true for the Fock state defined by |0;15) := b:f, |0) > repre-
senting a particle in the quantum state ¢S with energy frequency —ws, i.e., bg |0;15) = 0.
This behaviour reflects the fact that fermionic fields obey the Pauli exclusion principle [37],
so that only one particle can occupy a given quantum state at a time.

As for the case of a scalar field, a key requirement for the construction of the space
of quantum states for the spinor field theory is the self-adjointness of the operator D in

Eq. (2.29) as well as the absence of zero-modes.
2.3.1 Invariance of the vacuum states under the isometry group

Now that we have constructed the quantum field theories associated to free scalar and
spinor fields on a general standard static spacetime, we will explore additional properties
that the spaces of quantum states have if we further assume that the spacetime (M, g)
admits a larger group of isometries and if we require the spaces of solutions to the dynamical
equations to be invariant under these transformations. The isometries will be generated by
a set of linearly independent Killing vector fields which includes the static vector field &.

Let ¢ be a Killing vector of the spacetime (M, g). The action of & on the quantum
scalar field ¢ is realised through the Lie derivative L¢ in the direction of . Since the
Laplace-Beltrami operator [J in Eq. (2.8) commutes with L¢/, the space of solutions of the
Klein-Gordon equation (2.7) is invariant under the isometries of (M, g). Hence, for all o

we obtain

ﬁg/(ﬁa t l‘ ZAJU’¢U t a: —‘r ZAUU,(ﬁU t x) (2.83)

with AM/,[\W/ € C. Substituting this expression into Eq. (2.46), we have

Lero( ZZ (@5 A gro + al Rgrg) 8o (1, ) + (a, Rora)bo(t,2)] . (2:84)
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Thus, the infinitesimal transformation of the annihilation operators a, corresponding to
the symmetry transformation generated by ¢’ is given by

55/@0 = Z (aUIAglg + az,m) . (2.85)

0—/

For the bosonic vacuum state |0) 5 defined by Eq. (2.58) to be invariant under the spacetime
symmetry transformation corresponding to the Killing vector £, we need to have Ayyr = 0.
That is,

£§/¢U(t, a:) = Z Aogl¢ol(t, ac) . (2.86)

In other words, for |0) 5 to be invariant under this symmetry transformation, the positive-
frequency solutions ¢, (t,z) given by Eq. (2.44) with w, > 0 must transform among
themselves without any component of negative—frequency solutions. Using the Lie derivative,
we can also see that |0); is stationary, i.e. invariant under time-translation symmetry
induced by the static vector field & = 9;. From the form of the solutions ¢, in Eq. (2.44),
the Lie derivative in the direction of the static vector field reads L¢¢, = —iws¢,. This
implies that

Leo =iy wo (565t 2) = aldo(t,2)) | (2.87)

and thus, the transformed coefficients d¢a, = —iw,a, and 55bf, = iwab]; define the same
vacuum state |0) 5.

For the case of a spinor field, the action of the Killing vector ¢ is realised through the
spinorial Lie derivative in the direction of ¢’ defined by [42, 41]

1
L = V0 + (V" (2.88)

As the Dirac operator 3V} commutes with the Lie derivative ng), space of solutions of

Eq. (2.28) must be invariant under the infinitesimal transformation induced by &’. Hence,

COYs(tm) =3 (Adptbor(t, ) + AL (1, 2)) | (2.89)

6./

where AL, /N\}fg,, € C. After substituting this expression into Eq. (2.64), we obtain

o (t,x):ZZ[(a&Ag’g,erg@) Wor(t7) + (ae ALy + BEATL ) v (£ 2)|  (2.90)

where we have used the fact that (E(g?) )C = Eg) ¢. Thus, we see that the Lie derivative

on 1 induces the transformation on the operators

a,

Q

3 (e, + T 2010
5—/

b

Qu—+

= 2 (A, +0LAT;) (2.91b)
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Hence, for the fermionic vacuum state |0) defined by Eq. (2.80) to be invariant under
the spacetime symmetry transformation corresponding to the Killing vector &', we need to
have A?}T, = 0. That is,

Ls(t,x) =Y NS e (t, ) . (2.92)

Once again, this means for the vacuum state |0); to be invariant under this symmetry
transformation, the positive—frequency solutions must transform among themselves without
any of negative-frequency solutions. Finally, we note that |0), is also stationary: The
action of the spinorial Lie derivative (2.88) in the direction of £ = J; on a spinor in the
form of Eq. (2.64) reads E‘g’”wgy = Opps = —iwsz1ps. Therefore, we have

LE(ta) = =iy ws (agtba(t,z) — bLuE () | (2.93)

and thus, the transformed operators é¢as = —iwsas and 6562; = iw;,b]; define the same

vacuum state |0) 5.
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The geometry of anti—de Sitter spacetimes

Einstein’s field equations, which relate the geometry of spacetime with the distribution
of matter and energy in the universe, are a system of coupled non-linear second order
partial differential equations for the components of the metric tensor [25, 45]. Due to the
complexity of Einstein’s equations, finding exact solutions is a highly non—trivial task.
Nevertheless, exact solutions were found not long after Einstein himself published his
seminal paper containing the field equations, albeit for a highly symmetric case in the
absence of matter or energy. Solutions to the Einstein’s field equations where no sources
of matter or energy are present are called vacuum solutions, and even if they do not fully
represent the “reality” of physical spacetimes, they provide an idea of the qualitative
properties that can arise in General Relativity and, thus, of the possible behaviour of
realistic solutions.

Amongst the vacuum solutions, those of constant scalar curvature [28, 29] represent the
simplest exact solutions to Einstein’s field equations. These solutions are characterised by
the sign of the scalar curvature, the trivial case of Minkowski spacetime, R, corresponding
to the value of zero. The four—dimensional anti—-de Sitter manifold is a static vacuum
solution with negative constant scalar curvature [24, 26, 27]. This solution, as well as
its N—dimensional analogues, are maximally symmetric spaces [25], meaning that the
number of linearly independent Killing vector fields that the metric admits is N (N + 1)/2.
In particular, this means that the isometry group generated by the Killing vectors acts
transitively on the anti de-Sitter manifold.

Even though anti-de Sitter manifolds are highly symmetric solutions to Einstein’s field
equations they are deemed as unphysical mainly due to a causal property they possess:
Closed timelike curves [24, 26]. This issue may be remedied by considering, not the anti
de-Sitter manifold as the physical spacetime, but instead its universal covering space [29].
This is achieved by “unrolling” the time coordinate of the original anti-de Sitter manifold!
to obtain an N—dimensional, simply connected Lorentzian manifold with no closed timelike
curves. We will refer to this universal covering space as the anti—de Sitter spacetime, AdSy .
Another issue arises when considering the universal covering space, that is, the lack of

global hyperbolicity of AdSy. However, as our main point of focus is the construction

'The concept of unrolling the time coordinate will be properly defined in Section 3.1.
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of scalar and spinor field theories in anti—de Sitter spacetimes, the machinery developed
by Wald described in Chapter 2 will help us circumvent the consequences that this issue
might produce for our specific goal.

In this chapter we will describe the geometric and causal properties of AdSy, introducing
a global coordinate system that will be used throughout this and subsequent chapters. We
will explain how the universal covering space is defined and show that the anti—de Sitter
spacetime is not globally hyperbolic. We will also pay special attention to the case N = 2
for which the geometry of the spacetime is slightly different from the higher—dimensional
cases. Since AdSy is a standard static spacetime in the sense of Definition 2.1.1, we will

be using most of the concepts and results introduced in Chapter 2.

3.1 THE ANTI-DE SITTER MANIFOLD AND ITS UNIVERSAL COVERING SPACE

The N-dimensional anti—de Sitter manifold can be defined [46] as a one—sheeted hyper-
boloid, Hyp, embedded in the (N + 1)-dimensional flat Lorentzian manifold, R%N~1,
endowed with the metric i, = diag(—1,—1,1,...,1). Denoting the standard rectangu-
lar coordinates in the ambient space R%N=1 by (y', 42, ...,yN 1), we can describe this

hyperboloid by the points satisfying the constraint
2 N2 N N2 )
)Y ) = &l
i=3

where the parameter R > 0 is known as the radius of curvature?. Here, and hereafter we
set R = 1, and choose the units ¢ = A = 1, with ¢ the speed of light and A the reduced
Planck’s constant.

The metric for the anti-de Sitter manifold is induced from the ambient metric n,,,
of RZN=1 The line element in the ambient space is given in terms of the rectangular

coordinates by
2 o Nl (2
ds%\fﬂ =— (dyl) — (dy2) + Z (dyl) . (3.2)
i=3

A change of coordinates in R%N~! from the rectangular system to hyperspherical-like

coordinates given by

y' = rsecp cost, (3.3a)

y? = rsecpsint, (3.3b)

y> = rtanp cos b , (3.3¢)
) i—3

y' =rtanp H sing; | cosfi_o, 3<i<N, (3.3d)
j=1
N-2

yV = rtanp sind; | , (3.3e)
j=1

2Viewed as a solution to Einstein’s field equations, the radius of curvature of the N-dimensional anti-de
Sitter manifold encodes the value of the (negative) cosmological constant via R?> = —(N — 1)(N — 2)/(2A)
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with 7 € [0, 00) and with

te[-mn,7), (3.4a)
pe [0, 727) , (3.4b)
0;cl0,n], 1<j<N-3, (3.4c
On_o € [0, 27(’) s (3.4(1)

reduces the hyperboloid equation (3.1) to r? = 1.

At this point it is worth pointing out that the parametrisation of R>N~! given by
Egs. (3.3) and (3.4) does not provide a complete coordinate system for the case N = 2.
For this case, there are no angular coordinates 6, and thus, the variables in Eqgs. (3.3d)
and (3.3e) are omitted, and we have y3 = rtan p. However, p € [0,7/2) covers only the
half-space of R*! given by y® > 0. Hence, for the particular case N = 2 we will always
understand the variable p to be defined by p € (—7/2,7/2) instead of Eq. (3.4b). The
fact that the NV = 2 case allows this parametrisation will result in a very important and
non—trivial distinction between the behaviour of the scalar field theory in dimension N = 2
and those in in dimension N > 3.

We can now define global coordinates for the anti—de Sitter manifold Hyp, as
(560, ot :cNfl) = ({,p,01,...,0N_2) . (3.5)
With respect to these coordinates the line element induced from (3.2) takes the form
ds?, = sec? p (—di? +dp? +sin? pdQ%_,) , (3.6)

where dQ%;_, is the line element of the (N — 2)-sphere [28, 29] given by

N—1 /i—2
A% o, =do7 + > < sin’ 91> de? ;. (3.7)
i=3 \I=1

The parametrisation of the coordinates (3.5) in terms of the ranges of the parameters
defined in Eq. (3.4) makes clear that the anti-de Sitter manifold has the topology [24, 46]
of the product S' x RV~! where S' is the unit circle and RY~! corresponds to the
hypersurfaces of constant £. Due to this fact it is clear that any curve parametrised by ¢
whose image consists of points with constant spatial coordinates (p, 01, ...,0xy,) is a closed
timelike curve. However, these curves are not contractible [24] and thus, the anti-de Sitter
manifold is not simply connected.

The universal covering space, AdSy, of Hypy is realised by redefining the time coordi-
nate £ — t € R, which can be interpreted as the “unrolling” of the unit circle S*. More
specifically, by considering the equivalence relation ¢ ~ ¢t + 27 for t € R, we can interpret
the coordinate f as the map £ : R — S that sends t to its equivalence class, and thus,

t :t > £(t) defines the covering map which is extended to AdSy — Hypy. We will refer
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to the universal covering space AdSy as the N-dimensional anti—de Sitter spacetime.

The (global) coordinate system for AdSy is thus given by
(mo,xl,mQ .. ,fol) = (t,p,01,...,0N-2) , (3.8)

with ¢ € R and with the range of the spatial variables = := (p,01,...,0n_2) given by
Egs. (3.4b)—(3.4d). By construction, AdSy is the product manifold R x RV=!. Using
Eq. (3.6) we see that the metric tensor g of AdSy is given with respect to the coordinates
(t, ) by

9itz) = — sec?pdt @ dt + sec?pdp ® dp + tan®pdQ%_,, (3.9)
and thus, identifying

N (x)* = sec?p, (3.10a)
h, =sec’pdp @ dp + tan?pdQ%_,, (3.10Db)

and ¥ := RV~! we see that (AdSy,g) is a standard static spacetime in the sense of
Definition 2.1.1. The coordinates (t,x) precisely correspond to a choice of the static
coordinates introduced in Chapter 2 and the static Killing vector field is given by & := 0,
as expected.

The Levi-Civita connection compatible with the metric tensor in Eq. (3.9) is calculated
using Eq. (2.3). We find that the non—zero components I'" | of the connection in terms of

the static coordinates (3.8) are found to be given by

[0y =Tl =Ty = —Tyy = tanp, (3.11a)
i—2

I, = —tanp H sin? (3.11b)
=1

%, =T"%, = cscpsecp, (3.11c¢)

I, =cotf_, (3.11d)

4 i—2
IV, =—cotf;_1 [] sin’6;, (3.11e)
I=j—1

for3<i<N—land2<j<i-—1.
A t-independent orthogonal frame in the form of Eq. (2.20) can be chosen by defining
the vector fields e, € X(AdSy), with a =0,1,..., N — 1 given by

ey = cospgt , (3.12a)
€1 = Cos p 68 , (3.12b)
p
0
e = cot p 20, (3.12¢)

i—2
0 .
e; = cot p <l:1_11 csc 01> 90, 3<i<N-1. (3.12d)
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The components e# of these vector fields are found to satisfy Egs. (2.18), and thus, define
an orthogonal frame at each (¢, x) € AdSy except at the points for which any of the angular
coordinates 01, ...,0n_o vanish, as the vector fields e; in Eq. (3.12d) become singulars.
With respect to the frame {ea}fl\[:—ol, the non-zero components w? u of the connection

1-form are obtained using Eq. (2.21) and read

W% o =tanp, (3.13a)
w9 =secp, :
EP 3.13b
‘ i—2
w';=secp ||sinb;, 13c¢
i in 3.13
=1
' i—2
w'j; = cotfj_1 H sin 6, (3.13d)
I=j—1

with 3 <i¢ < N —1and 2 <j <i— 1. Using either Egs. (3.9) and (3.11), or Egs. (2.8)
and (3.10), we can calculate the Laplace-Beltrami operator [25] associated to the anti-de
Sitter spacetime. This is given by

Oaasy = cot? P (— sin? P 88:2 + sin? P 252 + (N —2)tanp (gp + AN_2> (3.14)
where Ay _s is the Laplacian of the (N — 2)-sphere [28, 29].

We conclude this section with a discussion regarding the symmetries of anti—de Sitter
spacetime by analysing the properties of the isometry group of AdSy. We start by
considering the symmetry group of transformations of RV*! preserving the metric 1y 11
in Eq. (3.2), that is, O(2, N — 1), the indefinite orthogonal group [47]. In full analogy
with the Lorentz group [29, 47, 48] we will consider the identity component of O(2, N — 1)

preserving time (y' and y? coordinates) and space (v ...,y ! coordinates) orientations,

which we will denote* by SO(2, N — 1).

An element G of SO(2, N — 1) is characterised, in the fundamental (matrix) representa-
tion acting on R%V~1 by the condition GTn,, G =n,.,, where GT denotes the transpose
of the (N 4+ 1) x (N + 1)-matrix G, and by the requirement det(A) = 1 = det(D), where
A and D are 2 x 2— and (N — 1) x (N — 1)-matrices, respectively, defined by

A B
G= : (3.15)
C D
with B a 2 x (N — 1)-matrix and C a (N — 1) x 2-matrix.
By denoting elements in R%"~! as column vectors y = (y*, ...,V 17T, we can rewrite

the hyperboloid equation (3.1) that defines the anti-de Sitter manifold, Hypy, as y'n,,.y =

3If necessary we may choose a different chart in AdSy for which the point (¢, p, 81, ...,0x—2) has none
of its angular coordinates equal to zero.

“The correct notation for this group should be SOF (2, N — 1), whereas SO(2, N — 1) usually stands for
elements in O(2, N — 1) with unit determinant and no further constraints. As we will not deal with the
latter, we drop the cumbersome indices 0 and + for the sake of simplicity.
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—1. By applying the transformation y — Gy, we see that (Gy)'n,. Gy = y'n, .y, and
thus, for any y € Hypy, we have Gy € Hypy for all G € SO(2, N —1). Since the metric for
the anti-de Sitter manifold can be obtained by the restriction of 1, to the hyperboloid
Hypy, SO(2, N — 1) is a symmetry group of this space preserving the metric structure.
Hence, it is the isometry group of the anti—de Sitter manifold.

Now, since anti de—Sitter spacetime, AdSy, is defined as the universal covering space
of Hypy, the isometry group of AdSy is §6(2,N — 1), the universal covering group®
of SO(2, N — 1) [47, 49]. We will not concern ourselves with the full description of the
isometry group, but instead we will take the infinitesimal approach (which will prove to be
of greater relevance when we analyse the scalar and spinor fields on AdSy in Chapters 6, 7
and 8). Both Lie groups SO(2, N — 1) and SO(2, N — 1) share the Lie algebra so(2, N — 1)

consisting of real traceless matrices of the form [47]

0 a b11 bi2 <o bin—t
—a 0 ba1 b22 < by N1
¥ b11 bo1 0 c12 “oe CILN-1 (3.16)
| bie bao —C12 0 ceoeoN—1 | '
bin—1 bonN—1 —CiN—1 —CoN-1 - 0

A basis for the Lie algebra so(2, N — 1) is constructed as follows. Let E;;, with 1 <i,j <
N +1 denote the (N +1) x (N +1) matrix with a 1 in the position (7, j) and zero elsewhere.
We define the N(N + 1)/2 matrices O;; := njiEri — ninEr; where 7;; denotes the (i, 7)

element of n,,,. The matrices O;; can be renamed for specific values of i, j as follows:

I3 := FE13 — Eoy, (3.17a)
J’L'j::E’L'j_Eji7 3<i1<j<N+1, (317b)
Kij ::Eij“‘Eji, 1=1,2, 3<j<N+1, (3170)

Then, the matrix X € s0(2, N — 1) in Eq. (3.16) can be written as

2 N+1 N+1
X =alj9 + Z Z biﬂ‘_gKij‘ + Z Ci_QJ‘_QJij . (318)

i=1 j=3 1<j
The matrices O;; form a basis for the Lie algebra so(2, N — 1) and obey the commutation
relations

(045, O] = 1101 — 1Oji — ;104 + 1O , (3.19)

and thus, they are the infinitesimal generators of SO(2, N — 1) and §6(2, N —1). Using
Egs. (3.17) and (3.19), we can determine the commutation relations between the individual

sectors of the so(2, N — 1) algebra. Indeed, the one-dimensional subalgebra generated

5We will give a rigorous characterisation of a universal covering group in Chapter 4, more specifically
in Proposition 4.1.3.
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by I;2 is abelian and isomorphic to SO(2). All other non—zero commutation relations
involving I15 are given by

[Lijs K] = 050Kt — 0 K ju (3.20)

for all 7,7,k = 1,2 and 3 <1 < N + 1. We also have, for i, = 1,2 and k,[,m,n =
3,..., N + 1, the following

[Jkla Jmn] = 5km=]ln - 5knJlm - 5lkan + 5ankm , (3213«>
(K, Kji] = 0ilij — 0i5Jnt » (3.21b)
[Kik, Jim]| = 0gKim + S Kt - (3.21c)

From these relations we see that the elements Jy; defined in Eq. (3.17b) span a subalgebra
isomorphic to so(N — 1).
For the special case of N = 2, the Lie algebra so(2, 1) has the three generators 12, K13

and Koz which satisfy the commutation relations
[l12, Ko3] = K13,  [l2, Ki3] = =Koz,  [Ki3, Ka3] = ©12. (3.22)

These are the commutation relations of the Lie algebra sl(2,R), the special linear group
of real 2 x 2 matrices [47, 49]. This in turn implies that the isometry group for the
two—dimensional anti—de Sitter spacetime AdSs is the universal covering group, SAf4(2, R),
of SL(2, R). We will discuss some technical aspects of this group and its unitary irreducible
representations in Chapter 4. For now we will continue to treat all cases for arbitrary IV
in the same footing.

The action of SO(2, N — 1) on AdSy induces an action of s0(2, N — 1) on smooth
functions of the spacetime realised in the algebra of vector fields X(AdSy) [28, 29]. Since
§6(2, N —1) is the isometry group of AdSy, for each generator O;; € s0(2, N — 1) there
is an associated Killing vector field. Given f € C*®°(R>N~1) and X € s0(2,N — 1), we

R2N-1

calculate the action of the vector field £(X) on f as a function in , given by

€] = 5of (@+eXpy)| (3.23)

and then obtain the associated action on C*°(AdSy) by restriction to the hyperboloid
Hypy. Using Egs. (3.17) and (3.23) we obtain the following vector fields

8 0
e .2 1Y
8 0 .

K;:=¢(Kiy) = y83+y81’ 3<j<N+1, (3.24b)
B, = = 0 0 3<ji<N+1 3.24
J_g( 7]) yayj+yaz7 7S + 9 ( C)

0 o,
= . <3 i < N+1. .24
T =) =y'55—v'g5, 3Si<j<N+ (3.24d)
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From these expressions it is clear that & describes an infinitesimal rotation of the y'y?—

plane in RZN-1

, and the vector fields J;; correspond to purely spatial infinitesimal
rotations [28, 29]. The vector fields K; and B; can be understood as generalised boosts,
in analogy with the Lorentz algebra structure [48]. (See Eq. (3.21).) Finally, to obtain the
action of the Killing vector fields (3.24) on AdSy we write the partial derivatives 9/9y’
in terms of the static coordinates (3.4) using the coordinate transformation in Eq. (3.3)

setting » = 1. We obtain

88341 = —cosp sintaat—i—cotp cos p costa—p, (3.25a)
o cosp cost 9 + cot p cosp sint — (3.25b)
0
- _ i — 2
R cot p sin 64 26, (3.25¢)
- =cotp ( cse 9k> cos0;_o cot 0; sin“f; | — —sinf;_o ,

ay 1 =1 k=j 89] 891;2

(3.25d)

N—2 N-2 , P P
t0; in“60y | — On— 2
jzzl cot 0; kl_[] sin” 0}, 2, + cos Oy 289N72 , (3.25e)

where 4 < ¢ < N. Then, the Killing vector fields in Eq. (3.24) may be written in terms
of (t,z). In particular, Egs. (3.24a), (3.25a) and (3.25b) imply that &, = 9/0t, and thus,
& corresponds to the static Killing vector field of AdSy. It is also worth pointing out
that Egs. (3.3), (3.24d) and (3.25) imply that the Killing vectors J;; only depend on the
angular coordinates #. Similarly, the two boost—like Killing vectors K3 and B3 are given
by

9 N-3
Gy =cotp < H csc 0k>

k=1

d 0 tsinf; 0
K3 = —cosf; (sint sinpa —cost COSp(‘?p) — %a—el, (3.26a)
0 0 int sinf, 0
B3 = cos b (cost sin p 5 +sint cospap> - %8—91 . (3.26b)

For the case N = 2, the only Killing vector fields are given by &y, K3 and Bg, the latter
are obtained by setting #; = 0 in Eq. (3.26).

An N-dimensional spacetime that admits N (N + 1)/2 Killing vector fields is said to
be mazimally symmetric [25, 45]. This is clearly the case for anti—de Sitter spacetime as
the dimension of s0(2, N — 1) is the number of generators in Eq. (3.17). Since AdSy is a
maximally symmetric spacetimes of constant curvature, the components of the Riemann

curvature tensor can be written as [50]

R,uzm)\ = _(g;mgz/)\ - g,uAgun) ’ (327)

(we have taken into account our initial choice R =1 in Eq. (3.1)) and the Ricci curvature
R is then proportional to the metric tensor, i.e., R = —(/N — 1)g. Hence, the Ricci scalar,

defined as the trace of the Ricci curvature [25, 28, 29] with respect to the metric tensor,
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R := Tr(R) is given by R = —N(N — 1). By considering these facts, we see that the
metric g for AdSy satisfies

R- %Rg - %(N 1) (N —2)g., (3.28)

which is precisely the vacuum Einstein equation [25, 45] with cosmological constant
A=—(N-1)(N—-2)/2.

3.2 LACK OF GLOBAL HYPERBOLICITY

Now that we have reviewed some of the relevant geometric properties of AdSy, we briefly
explain why this spacetime is not globally hyperbolic. This fact is well known and has
been analysed thoroughly, thus, we will limit ourselves to give an intuitive explanation for
why this is the case. Several arguments for the lack of global hyperbolicity of AdSy can
be found throughout the literature, for example in [24, 26, 27, 30, 34, 51, 52].

If we consider the static coordinates (¢, p,01,...,0n_2), it follows that spatial infinity
is described by points in AdSy for which p — 7/2, with all other coordinates fixed.
From Eq. (3.9) we see that the function A/ diverges as we take the limit to spatial
infinity, and thus, the metric is not defined for these points. We can analyse the causal
properties of AdSy by considering the conformally related metric g¢ satisfying g = N'2g°,
where g is given by Eq. (3.9). The transformation given by g + ¢© is known as a
conformal transformation [24, 25, 28, 29, 45], and it has the property that it preserves null
hypersurfaces. The non-physical metric tensor g¢ describes a pseudo-Riemannian manifold
Kd\S]/v in which the “points at infinity” of AdSy are represented as the timelike boundary
p = 7/2, and the metric g€ is well defined at this boundary. Since null hypersurfaces

and time orientation are preserved under the conformal transformation [24], the causal

structure of AdSy is the same as for anti—de Sitter spacetime.
The existence of this timelike boundary in AdSy is precisely what prevents AdSy to
be a globally hyperbolic spacetime. The line element associated to the metric g€ is given

by
ds? = —dt? + dp? + sin?pd03,_,. (3.29)

If we then consider a null geodesic ¢ : I C R — XEI\STV emanating from the origin with
respect to the coordinates (¢, z), and moving radially outwards, then we must have dsQC =0,
with dQ?\F2 = (. The equation describing this geodesic parametrised by tg is simply given
by dt = +dp, so that p(typ) = to and p(tg) = —to describe the geodesics starting at
p = (0,0,6p) with the angular coordinates 6 € SV~2 held fixed. This means that a null

geodesic from the origin intersects the timelike boundary p = 7/2 after a finite coordinate

time, Aty = m/2. Note that this argument is easily extended to any point p € AdSy
other than the origin. In terms of AdSy, this implies that a light signal emanating from
p will escape to spatial infinity after a finite amount of time has elapsed. To see why

this fact implies the lack of global hyperbolicity, let us assume that AdSy is globally
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hyperbolic, and that there exists a Cauchy surface S containing p € AdSy. Now, the
null geodesic described above is an inextendible future—directed causal curve in AdSy
(points with p = w/2 are only defined in &1\87\/, so the geodesic has no future endpoint).
By Corollary 2.1.7, there exists a global time function 7 : AdSy — R, and the Cauchy
surface S can be described as the level curve 7 = 71 for some 7 € R. The time function 7
is clearly bounded along the null geodesic ¢ starting at p and escaping to infinity at ¢4z,
the upper bound given by its value at c(tqz), say 72 € R. For any € > 0, the level curve
T =Ty + € is, by Corollary 2.1.7, a Cauchy surface, S;,+.. However, as any point lying in
the null geodesic ¢ satisfies 7(c(t)) < 7, the surface S-,4. does not intersect ¢(t) for any
t, and thus, cannot be a Cauchy surface by Definition 2.1.2. Since S;,4. was obtained
by Cauchy development of S through 7, S cannot be a Cauchy surface, so we arrive at a
contradiction. As § was chosen arbitrarily this argument implies that no Cauchy surfaces

can exist in AdSy, hence, it is not a globally hyperbolic spacetime.
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Representation theory of SL(2, R)

One of the main aspects of QFT in Minkowski spacetime, R'3, is the role that the unitary
representations of the Poincaré group [48], the isometry group of R13, have in defining
physically acceptable quantum theories. Trying to reconcile Quantum Mechanics and
Special Relativity was what led to the framework of QFT in the first place, and this was
achieved, in broad terms, by requiring the fields that represent quantum observables to
form a unitary irreducible representation (UIR) of the Poincaré group [48, 53, 54].

Extending the methods and techniques of QFT in Minkowski spacetime to a QFT
defined in a more general curved background suggests, in a certain way, that requiring the
fields to be invariant under the isometry group (if any) of the curved spacetime may be a
sensible requirement for physically acceptable theories.

As we mentioned in Chapter 3, the isometry group of anti de—Sitter spacetime, AdSy,
is the universal covering group of SO(2, N — 1), which in the two-dimensional case reduces
to éi(?,R), the universal covering group of SL(2,R). The classification of all possible
UIRs of éi(2, R) up to isomorphism was mainly due to Pukanszky [55] who followed an
approach similar to that of Bargmann [56] for the case of SL(2,R). The classification
of UIRs of SO(p, q), for p,q € N, can be found in a series of papers by Limié¢, Niederle
and Raczka [57, 58, 59], while the UIRs for the universal covering group §6(2, 3) were
classified by Ehrman [60], and the generalisation to any p and g might be carried out in a
very similar way.

In this chapter we will briefly review some of the general concepts in the representation
theory of Lie groups and Lie algebras. We will present some fundamental definitions and
results for general Lie groups and then specialise to the properties of the groups of SL(2, R)
and §f4(2, R) and the representations of their Lie algebra. Then we will explain how the
UIRs of SL(2,R) can be obtained via the representations of the Lie algebra s[(2,R), and
we will arrive at the classification given by Pukanszky. We will adopt the notation and
conventions of Ref. [61] which are more closely related to the way we will apply the theory

to the particular case of AdSs.

48
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4.1 LIE GROUPS, LIE ALGEBRAS AND THEIR REPRESENTATIONS

In this section we give some elementary definitions and results regarding Lie groups and
Lie algebras. Most of the material presented here is well known and can be found in
standard textbooks, but we will base our notation, definitions, and results mainly on
Refs. [47, 49, 62].

We will refer to a set S as a separable topological space if its underlying topology is
that of a separable metric space. A Lie group G is a separable topological group [47]
with the structure of a smooth manifold compatible with the given topology in such a way
that the group multiplication G x G — G and inversion are smooth maps. An analytic
group is a connected Lie group. If the underlying manifold defining the Lie group G is
compact, then G is said to be a compact group. A matriz Lie group, or closed linear Lie
group, is a topologically closed subgroup of GL(n,C), where GL(n,C) with n € N is the
group of invertible n X n matrices with complex entries [49].

Let ® : G — H be a smooth map between the Lie groups G and H. If ® satisfies
D(g1g2) = P(g1)P(g2) for all g1, g2 € G, then ® is said to be a group homomorphism. A
local homomorphism between analytic Lie groups G and H, is a pair (®,U), where U C G
is an open connected neighbourhood of e € G and ® : G — H is a smooth map such that
®(g1,92) = ®(91)®(g2) whenever g1, g2 and g1g» lie in U.

A finite dimensional Lie algebra g is a vector space over a field F with a bilinear map
[,:] : g x g — g, called the Lie bracket, satisfying [X,Y] = —[Y, X], and the Jacobi identity

(X, [V, Z]) = [[X, Y], 2] + [, [ X, Z]], (4.1)

for all X,Y, Z € g. Given a basis {X;}?2; of a D-dimensional Lie algebra g, the commutator

between the vectors X; must satisfy
[XZ', XJ] = Ckink 5 (42)

for some ckij € F, with 1 < 4,5,k < D [47]. The quantities ckz»j € F are the structure
constants of the Lie algebra g, and they are basis—dependent. The structure constants, by
linearity, determine the Lie brackets of all elements of g. If all the structure constants
vanish in a given basis, then the Lie algebra g is said to be commutative or abelian. A
subspace h C g is said to be a Lie subalgebra if, for any X,Y € b, [X,Y] € h. A linear
map ¢ : g — h between two Lie algebras g and b, satisfying ¢ ([X,Y],) = [¢(X), #(Y)]
for all X,Y € g is called a Lie algebra homomorphism.

Several important types of Lie algebras are found by analysing how certain subalgebras
behave under operations involving Lie brackets; we now review the definitions of some
of these that will be relevant for our purposes [47, Chapter 1]. Let g be a Lie algebra,
and for any two subspaces a,b C g, write [a, b] to denote the linear span of elements of
the form [X,Y] with X € aand Y € b. An ideal a in g is a subspace satisfying [a, g] C a.
The centre of g is the subspace Z; consisting of all X € g such that [X,Y] = 0 for all

Y € g. Now, consider the following subspaces of g: The subspaces g* defined recursively
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by g° = g, g' = [g,g], and gFt! = [g¥, g*], and the subspaces g; defined recursively by
g0=0, 91 = [9,0), and gr1 = [g, gx]. A lie algebra g is said to be solvable if g* = 0 for
some k. A Lie algebra g satisfying g = 0 for some k is said to be nilpotent. If g has no
non—zero solvable ideals, then g is called a semisimple Lie algebra.

Now we briefly review the definition of a universal enveloping algebra, and refer to [47,
Chapter 3] for further details. Let g be a Lie algebra over C'. Since g is a vector space,

we can consider the tensor algebra of g defined by [47, 63]
T(s) == P (2*e) . (4.3)
k=0

where ®*g is the k—fold tensor product of the vector space g, and ®°g := C. T(g) is an
associative algebra with identity 1 in C. Consider the two—sided (left— and right—) ideal
generated by all (X ®@Y - Y ®X —[X,Y]) € T(g), with X,Y € g. The quotient of T'(g) by
this two—sided ideal, denoted by U(g), is known as the universal enveloping algebra of
g [47, 49, 63]. The universal enveloping algebra is also associative and unital (with identity
1 € C), and has a universal mapping property [63, Proposition 3.1]. The Lie algebra g
naturally embeds in U(g) by means of Eq. (4.3). The centre of U(g) is the set Z(g) of
elements X € U(g) such that XY = Y X for all Y € g [47, Proposition 5.22]. We will
return to universal enveloping algebras once we introduce the concept of representations.

The link between Lie groups and Lie algebras arises from the smooth manifold structure
of the Lie group G [47, Chapter 1]. For any g € G, let Ly : G — G be the left-translation
map by g, defined by L4(¢') = g¢’ for all ¢ € G. Now, consider a smooth vector field
X € X(G). A vector field X is said to be a left—invariant vector field if, for any g,¢" € G,
we have Xy, = (dLg)y(Xg), where (dLy)y : TyG — T,G denotes the differential or
pushforward [28, 29] of the map Ly at g’. The subspace g of left-invariant vector fields on
G forms a Lie subalgebra of X(G), and g is said to be the Lie algebra of the Lie group
G. The map X — X,, with e € G denoting the identity element of GG, is a vector space
isomorphism g — T.G onto the tangent space of G at the identity [47], and thus, we may
identify the Lie algebra of G with T.G. Hence, every Lie group G has a unique associated
Lie algebra g, up to vector space isomorphism canonically identified with its tangent space
at the identity.

This relation between Lie groups and Lie algebras also extends to homomorphisms [47,
Chaper I, Section 10]: Let ® : G — H be a smooth homomorphism between the Lie
groups G' and H with Lie algebras g and b, respectively. Let (d®), : TyG — Tg(q)H be the
differential of ® at g € G. Then, the map (d®). : g — b is a Lie algebra homomorphism.
This means that for any Lie group homomorphism there is an associated Lie algebra
homomorphism. The passage in the reverse direction, in general, only works locally. The
result is that, given two analytic groups G and H and a homomorphism ¢ between their
Lie algebras g and b, respectively, then there exists a local homomorphism ¢ : G — H,
such that d® = ¢.

'If g is a real Lie algebra, then we shall take the complezification of g instead, given by g© = g @ ig [49].
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The lifting of homomorphisms of Lie algebras to homomorphisms of Lie groups described
above can be used to define the exponential map of a Lie algebra. We briefly review the
well-known definition and refer to Ref. [47, Chapter I, Section 10] for further details. Let
R the real additive group and denote by t its one—dimensional Lie algebra spanned by
T:= % o' Let G be a Lie group with Lie algebra g. Given X € g, the map T' — X defines
a Lie algebra homomorphism v — g, and it lifts to a smooth (local) group homomorphism
®x : R — G. Now, the map ®x defines a smooth curve on G with ®x(0) = e, where
e € (G is the identity element, whose tangent vector at e is X. Hence, ®x is an integral
curve of the left—invariant vector field X associated to X by X, = X. The exponential
map of the Lie algebra g, denoted by exp : g — G is then defined by exp(X) := ®x(1).

The exponential map, exp : g — G, is a diffeomorphism for any sufficiently small
neighbourhood of 0 € g onto an open neighbourhood of e € G [63]. Using the exponential
map two local coordinate systems for G' can be constructed [47, 63]. Given a basis {X;}2;

of the Lie algebra g, the map
(z',.. . 2P) = g exp(z! Xy +--- 2P Xp), (4.4)

carries a sufficiently small neighbourhood around 0 € R? diffeomorphically onto an open
neighbourhood of ¢ in G. Hence, the inverse map defines a compatible chart about g,
and defines canonical coordinates of the first kind. Similarly, if the Lie algebra g of an
analytic Lie group G is the direct sum of Lie algebras of one-dimensional subspaces,
g=019 - Pgp, and if U is a sufficiently small open neighbourhood of 0 € g; for
1 <k < D, then the map

(X1,...,Xp) = gexp(Xy)---exp(Xp), (4.5)

is a diffeomorphism of U; x --- x Up onto an open neighbourhood of g € G. The local
coordinates given by the inverse map of Eq. (4.5) are known as canonical coordinates of
the second kind.

The exponential map allows to map elements of a Lie algebra to the associated analytic
group but, in the general case, the surjectivity of exp only holds locally. This implies
that for a general analytic group G, it may not be possible to map the Lie algebra g onto
the entire Lie group through a single mapping of the form exp(X) with X € g. In other
words, there may exist elements g € G such that no X € g satisfies g = exp(X) [49, 64].
However, Eq. (4.5) implies that if the Lie group G is connected, then any element g € G
can be written as a product of exponentials of elements of the Lie algebra g. The algebraic
properties that the Lie algebra g has can thus be used to characterise the associated Lie
group via this correspondence. For example: A Lie group G with Lie algebra g is said to
be a nilpotent group if its Lie algebra is nilpotent and G is said to be a semisimple
group if g is a semisimple Lie algebra.

The local nature of the exponential map shows the reason why a Lie algebra g may

have two or more non—isomorphic analytic groups associated to it [49]; the exponential
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map does not provide information about the global nature of the group except in very few
specific cases [47]. However, there is a canonical way to assign a unique Lie group (up to

isomorphism) to a given Lie algebra, given by the following theorem [65, Corollary 3.43]:

Theorem 4.1.1 For any real or complex Lie algebra g, there is a unique, up to isomor-
phism, simply connected analytic group G whose Lie algebra is g. Any other analytic group
G’ with Lie algebra g must be of the form G' = G/H, for some discrete central subgroup
HCG.

Remark 4.1.2 The key property of this unique Lie group associated to g is its simple
connectedness. A pathwise connected topological space is said to be simply connected if
every loop based at a point can be continuously deformed to the given point with the point
itself held fixed [47, 49]. A central subgroup H C G is a subgroup contained in the centre
Z of G, that is, the set of elements that commute with every element of G. A subgroup H
of G is discrete if the subspace topology induced from G is discrete.

Theorem 4.1.1 gives the form of all possible analytic groups with Lie algebra g. If one
starts with an analytic group G which is not simply connected we may use this result to
find an analytic group G which is simply connected and that has the same Lie algebra as G.
If G is an analytic group, then it is pathwise connected, and locally simply connected [47].
Hence, G, as a separable topological space, admits a universal covering space, G. By
definition [29, 47], the universal covering space G is the unique (up to isomorphism) simply
connected covering of GG, and the following result ensures that G is an analytic group [47,
Propositions 1.97 and 1.99]:

Proposition 4.1.3 Let G be an analytic group and let G be its universal covering space.
Then there exists a unique multiplication on G that makes G into an analytic group such

that the covering map s a group homomorphism.

The group G obtained in this proposition is known as the universal covering group
of G. If we apply Theorem 4.1.1 to G, then it follows that both G and G have the same
Lie algebra and that G is isomorphic to G /H, with H a discrete subgroup of the centre of
G. In Section 4.2 we will explain how these results translate to the specific case of the
group SL(2,R).

Next, we review certain concepts regarding representations of Lie algebras and their
relation with representations of the associated Lie group. We begin by giving the general
definition [63]:

Definition 4.1.4 A representation of a Lie group G on a complex Hilbert space
is @ homomorphism 11 of G into the group of bounded linear operators on € with bounded
inverses, such that the resulting map G x J€ — F is continuous. A representation of
a Lie algebra g on a complex Hilbert space F€ is a homomorphism w from the Lie algebra

g to the Lie algebra of all linear transformations of € into itself.
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An invariant subspace for a representation II of G is a vector subspace .# C 7 such that
II(g).# C .# for all g € G. A representation II is said to be irreducible if it has no
closed invariant subspaces other than {0} and . For g € G, let II(g)" denote the adjoint
operator of II(g) with respect to the inner product of . as given by Definition 2.2.2. If
I(g)II(g)" = M(g)'TI(g) =1 for all g € G, with T the identity operator on %, then the
representation II is called unitary. Two representations II on . and I’ on #”’ of a Lie
group G are unitarily equivalent if there exists a bounded linear unitary map E : 5 —
with a bounded inverse such that II'(g)E = EII(g) for all g € G. An important result
concerning unitary irreducible representations of Lie groups is given by Schur’s lemma [63,

Proposition 1.5]

Theorem 4.1.5 (Schur’s lemma) Let G be a topological group. A unitary representa-
tion 11 of G on a Hilbert space F 1is irreducible if and only if the only bounded linear

operators on F commuting with all II(g), g € G, are the scalar operators.

Invariant subspaces and irreducible representations of Lie algebras are defined analo-
gously to those corresponding to Lie group representations. If 7 is a representation of a
Lie algebra g on a Hilbert space .7, then there exists a unique algebra homomorphism 7
from the universal enveloping algebra U(g) to the algebra of all linear transformations of
A into itself such that 7(1) =T and 7#(X) = 7(X) for all X € g C U(g) [49, Proposition
9.9]. The homomorphism 7 is a representation of the algebra U(g), and in this sense it
extends the representation 7 of g to U(g). An analogue of Theorem 4.1.5 for irreducible
representations of the universal enveloping algebra U(g) is given by the following result [47,

Corollary 3.6 and Proposition 5.19].

Theorem 4.1.6 (Dixmier) Let g be a complex Lie algebra, and let & be an irreducible
representation of U(g) on . Then, the only U(g)-linear maps # — F are the scalar
multiples of the identity.

Remark 4.1.7 A U(g)-linear map is an element of Endy g (', H), with S identified
with a left U(g)-module [47, 63]. Explicitly, given fi1, fo € S, a map L : I — H is
U(g)-tinear if L(7(X)f1 + 7#(Y)f2) = #(X)L(f1) + #(Y)L(f2) for all X,Y € U(g). If
L = 7(Z) for some Z € U(g), this means that Z is an element of Z(g). Thus, any element
of Z(g) must be mapped to a multiple of the identity operator in F if 7 is irreducible.

The result of this theorem gives a useful criterion to determine if a given representation of
a Lie algebra is irreducible: Any element of the centre Z(g) must act as a scalar operator
on a Hilbert space # on which a representation of U(g) and thus, a representation of g
acts. We will use this fact in Section 4.3 as a tool to classify irreducible representations of
s((2,R).

Now we review the relation between representations of a Lie group and representations
of its Lie algebra. Given a Lie group with Lie algebra g and a representation II of G on
a finite-dimensional Hilbert space 77, the differential (dII). of IT at the identity is a Lie
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algebra representation of g on J#, and dII uniquely determines II. Conversely, if 7 is a
representation of the Lie algebra g on a finite—-dimensional Hilbert space ## and if G is a
simply connected analytic Lie group with Lie algebra g, then there exists a representation
IT of G with dIT = 7 [63, Chapter I, Section 3]. The relation between finite-dimensional
representations of a Lie group and finite—dimensional representations of the associated
Lie algebra gives a correspondence between invariant subspaces and irreducibility: If a
finite—dimensional representation of a Lie group admits an invariant subspace .#, then .¢
is also an invariant subspace for the representation of the Lie algebra. Similarly, if the
representation II of G on 7 is unitary, then differentiation at the identity implies that
dIT = 7 maps elements of g to skew—Hermitian operators on 7, i.e., 7T(X)T = —m(X) for
all X € g.

The correspondence between representations of Lie groups and representations of Lie
algebras becomes more complicated when the underlying Hilbert space 7 is infinite—
dimensional. We will present a brief summary of the process needed to associate a
representation of the Lie algebra g of G to a representation II of G on an infinite-dimensional
Hilbert space. We omit the more technical details and refer to [62, Chapter VI, Section 1]
and in [63, Chapter 3, Sections 3 and 4] for a complete discussion.

Let G be an analytic group and II a representation of G on an infinite-dimensional
Hilbert space . An element f € JZ is said to be a C*°—vector if the map g — Il(g)f is
of class C°°. The C*°—vectors form a dense subspace of .7, and we denote this subspace
by C*°(II). Given f € C*°(II), and X € g, we define the linear mapping C*°(II) — C*°(II)
by

t—0 t (4.6)

For every X € g, the map 7(X) satisfies w(x)(C*°(II)) C C°°(II), and it defines a Lie
algebra representation of g on C°°(II) [63, Proposition 3.9]. The representation II of
G on S leaves C*°(II) stable and thus, Eq. (4.6) is an analogue to dII = = for the
finite-dimensional case. The important fact about the subspace C°°(II) is that it is dense
in J [63, Theorem 3.15]. Therefore, any f € 5 can be approximated by a sequence of
elements in C*°(II) and in particular, of elements in 7(C*°(II)).

The reason to focus our attention to infinite dimensional representations of Lie al-
gebras and Lie groups is that for non—compact semisimple groups such as SL(2,R) and
SO(2, N —1) [47] UIRs are, in general, infinite-dimensional. The relation between infinite—
dimensional representations at the Lie group and the Lie algebra level allows us to work
with representations of the Lie algebra to classify all UIRs which is a far simpler task than

dealing with the group representations.
4.2 GENERAL PROPERTIES OF SL(2,R), SL(2,R) AND sl(2,R)

In this section we will present some properties of the Lie group SL(2,R), the realisation of

its universal covering group and some aspects of the structure of the Lie algebra sl(2,R). We
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will briefly describe the construction of all the finite-dimensional irreducible representations
of the Lie algebra and leave the classification of all possible UIRs of éi(Z, R) for the next
section.

The real special linear group SL(2,R) is the matrix Lie group which in its linear

representation is given by the set of real 2 x 2 invertible matrices of determinant 1, i.e.,

SL(2,R) = { (a Z)

Any element g € SL(2,R), can be uniquely written in terms of the product of matrices

a,b,c,deR,ac—bdzl}. (4.7)

given by

9(0,s,y) = k(0)a(s)n(y),

_ cosf sinf\ [e® O 1 y ’ (4.8)
—sinf cosf 0 e®/\0 1

with 6 € [0,27) and s,y € R [47, Theorem 6.46]. The parametrisation of elements
g € SL(2,R) of the form (4.8) provides a global description of SL(2,R) with the identity
element obtained by setting e = ¢(0,0,0). Using this parametrisation it is also possible to
show [49] that the centre Z of SL(2,R) consists of the two elements, e and —e = g(m,0,0).
From this decomposition it follows that the topology of SL(2,R) is that of S* x R?, and
thus, SL(2,R) is a non—compact analytic group which is not simply connected.

Equation (4.8) also gives a decomposition of SL(2,R) in terms of the subgroups
K :={k(0)|0 € [0,27)}, A := {a(s)|s € R} and N := {n(y)|y € R}, where K ~ SO(2)
is compact, A is abelian and N is nilpotent. This is the Iwasawa decomposition [47] of
SL(2,R). The multiplication map K x A x N — SL(2,R) given by (k,a,n) — kan defines
a surjective diffeomorphism [63, Theorem 5.12], but not a group homomorphism.

The group SL(2,R) is not simply connected [64, Section 7.2], but it admits a universal
covering group, SL(2,R). From its Iwasawa decomposition (4.8) it is clear that the
subgroup K = SO(2), topologically equivalent to S!, has the real additive group R as its
universal covering group, and the universal covering group of SL(2,R) can be understood
as associating this “unrolling” of S! to the whole group. Instead of describing the group
éi(2, R) via a covering map on SL(2,R), we will use Theorem 4.1.1 to define the universal
covering group through the Lie algebra of SL(2,R), which we now review.

The Lie algebra s[(2,R) consists of the space of traceless 2 x 2 matrices over the reals.
This is easily seen from the fact that any smooth curve ¢ : R — SL(2,R) passing through the
identity at ¢ = 0 satisfies det(c(t)) = 1 and, thus, Tr(¢(0)) = 0 [49]. We will take advantage
of the Iwasawa decomposition (4.8) to obtain the generators of the subgroups K, A and
N by defining the smooth curves on SL(2,R) given by ¢;(t) = ¢(t,0,0), ca2(t) = g(0,t,0)
and c3(t) = ¢(0,0,t). We have ¢;(0) = e for all i = 1,2,3. The corresponding tangent
vectors in sl(2,R) are given by X; := ¢;(0), and we find

0 1 1 0 01
S ) Y () T ) B
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The tangent vectors in Eq. (4.9) form a basis of sl(2,R), and are related to the more

H:<l 0), E:<0 1), F:(O 0) (4.10)
0 -1 00 10

by X1 = F — F, Xo = H and X3 = E. The Lie brackets between the elements (4.10) are
given by

familiar basis [49],

[H,E|=2E, |[H F]=-2F, [EF|=H. (4.11)

From these relations, it follows that sl[(2, R) is non—abelian and the only ideal in s[(2,R) is
{0}, which means that it is a semisimple Lie algebra. This also implies that the centre
Zg(2,r) of the Lie algebra is trivial.

A more convenient basis of s[(2,R) can be found as follows. Consider the adjoint
map ad : sl(2,R) — Endgr(sl(2,R)), defined as adx(Y) := [X,Y] for all X,Y € sl(2,R).
The map ad defines a three-dimensional representation of s[(2,R) on itself [49]. For this
representation, each X € s[(2,R) is mapped to a linear operator on the Lie algebra given
by a 3 x 3 matrix. Thus, we can define a bilinear form By : sl(2,R) x sl(2,R) — s[(2,R),
given by

BK(X, Y) = Tr(adxady) , (4.12)

for X, Y € s[(2,R). The bilinear map By is known as the Killing form. A straightforward
calculation shows that Bi(adx(Y),Z) = —Bg(Y,adx(Z)) for all X,Y,Z € sl(2,R). A
very important result [47, Theorem 1.45], known as Cartan’s criterion for semisimplicity,
states that on any semisimple Lie algebra, Bx is non—degenerate. Since s[(2,R) is semisim-
ple, the Killing form defines a (pseudo—) metric on the Lie algebra. This is directly seen
by choosing a basis for s[(2,R), say {H, E, F'} in Eq. (4.10) and computing the matrix
representation B of B in that basis. Using Eqs. (4.11) and (4.12) it can be shown that
By has signature (—, +, +). The basis that diagonalises the Killing form is given by

1
“H, (4.13)

1 1
No=-(E—F), AM=xE+F), A=
0 2( )7 1 2( + )7 2 9

and Eq. (4.11) implies that the commutation relations for these elements are given by
[Ao, Al = Az, [Ao, Ao = —Ar,  [Ar, Ag] = —Ao. (4.14)

Note that these commutation relations correspond to those given by Eq. (3.22) for so(2,1)
by identifying Ag — I12, A1 — Koz and A2 — Kj3. Hence, it is now clear that s[(2,R) and
50(2,1) are indeed isomorphic.

Using the non—degeneracy of the Killing form we can find a basis for the dual vector
space s[(2,R)*. The dual basis {Aj, A}, A5} is defined by requiring By (A}, Aj) = 1;;. This
results in A, = A;/2 for i = 0,1,2. With this result, we can now consider the universal

enveloping algebra U(g), with g := sl(2, C), the complexification of s[(2, R) [49, Proposition
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3.38, Eq. 3.17]. Let us define the element @ := >, )~(Z’)~(z € U(g) for any choice of basis
{Xi}3_, of g € U(g). The element Q € U(g) is known as the Casimir element and, in
terms of the basis elements {Ag, A1, A2}, it is given by

1, ~ ~ ~
Q=3 (—A3+AT+A3) (4.15)

where we have used Eq. (4.14). For any complex semisimple Lie algebra g (not just
5[(2,C)) the element Q commutes in U(g) with all X € g which means that Q € Z(g) [47,
Proposition 5.24]. The element @ in Eq. (4.15) will play a central role once we study
irreducible representations of s[(2,R) at the end of this section.

Now, if we consider the Lie algebra sl(2,R), then exponentiation of this Lie algebra
canonically defines the universal covering group SL(2,R) of SL(2,R) [61]. It is well known
that the Lie group éi(Q, R) is not a matrix Lie group [49, Proposition 5.16] and, thus, it is
not possible to define convergence of exp(X) for X € sl(2,R) with respect to the topology
of 2 x 2 matrices. However, exponentiation of s[(2,R) can be defined abstractly using the

canonical coordinates of the second kind given by Eq. (4.5) which, for this case, read
(0o, al1,bAs) — Gexp(OAg) exp(aA) exp(bAs), (4.16)

for g,a,b € R and g € S‘E(Q,R). Furthermore, the canonical coordinates of the first
kind (4.4) define the inverse of the coordinate chart around § € SL(2, R), given by

(0,a,b) — jexp (5/\0 +al; + bAg) . (4.17)

To relate Si(2, R) with the result of Theorem 4.1.1, we need to identify a discrete central
subgroup H C SL(2,R) mentioned in this statement. As it turns out, the centre of
SL(2,R) is the discrete subgroup Z := {exp(2mnlAg)|n € Z}. Applying Theorem 4.1.1,
one finds that SL(2,R)/Z = SO¢(2,1) [55, 56, 61]. Now, the group SL(2,R) is a double
cover of the group SOq(2, 1), and we have SL(2,R)/Zy ~ SO¢(2,1) [55] with Za the cyclic
group of order 2. Thus, Eq. (4.16) gives a simple way to understand the relation between
the groups SL(2,R), SL(2,R) and SO¢(2,1), at least near their identity elements. The
map in Eq. (4.16) with § = é, where € denotes the identity in 51(2, R), takes the triple
(6Ao, a1, bAs) and maps it to exp(6Ag) exp(ali) exp(bAz). Now, we write § = 0 + 47n,
for some 6 € [0,47) and n € Z. Thus, we have

exp(fAg) exp(al;) exp(bAs) = exp(0Aq) exp(ahy) exp(bAs) exp(2rniy), (4.18)

where we have used the fact that exp(27nAg) € Z. This implies that, for elements near
the identity é of SAE(Q,R), the quotient map q : SAE(Q,R) — S0¢(2,1) is given by

exp(AAg) exp(al;) exp(bAz) — exp(0Aq) exp(al;) exp(bAs), (4.19)

and may be interpreted as the map induced by 0 = 0+47mn — . For the particular purposes

of our analysis, a full description of the Lie group SAI:(Z,R) will not be necessary as the
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classification of the UIRs of this group that will be used to analyse scalar and spinor fields
in AdS; only depends on the Lie algebra s[(2,R) and the element exp(2rAg) € Z [55, 61].

To conclude this section we review a very well-known result that characterises all the
possible finite-dimensional irreducible representations of the Lie algebra s[(2,R), as the
structure of these representations resembles the that of some of the infinite—dimensional
representations that we will review in Section 4.3. We will note that none of the finite—
dimensional irreducible representations except for the trivial representation can be unitary,
which is precisely the reason why we will need to consider the infinite-dimensional case
if we require the representations to be unitary. The following construction is based on
Ref. [49, Chapter 4, Section 4.6]. A more exhaustive analysis can be found in Ref. [62,
Chapter 6, Section 2].

Let us consider the basis of s[(2,R) given by the elements {A;} in Eq. (4.13). For any

representation 7 of s[(2,R), we define the ladder operators given by

Lo = i?T(Ao) y (4.20&)
Ly :=m(A) £im(Ag). (4.20b)

which, by means of Eq. (4.14), are found to satisfy the commutation relations
[Lo,Ly|=L4+, [Lo,L_]=-L_, |[Ly,L_]=2Lg. (4.21)

Now, let V}, be a complex vector space with dim(V') = n+ 1 and let {v;}}_, be a basis
of V,,. Consider the representation m, : s[(2,R) — Endc(V,,), defined by the formulae

Lovi == (;L — k‘) Vg, (4.22a)
k(n—k+1)vp_1, k>0
Livg = { (n (;r Jok-1, . i ) (4.22b)
k
L vy = {U’“O“ L s (4.22¢)
9 = n’

with Ly and Ly defined by Eq. (4.20) with 7, instead of w. Then, the representation
7y, is irreducible and, every finite-dimensional irreducible representation of sl(2,R) is
isomorphic to 7, for some n € Ny [49, Theorem 4.32]. Thus, the finite-dimensional
irreducible representations of sl(2,R) are labelled by the non-—negative integers n > 0. The
representation labelled by n = 0 corresponding to the trivial representation for which
mo(X) = I for all X € sl(2,R). Since the representations labelled by n are irreducible,
Theorem 4.1.6 tells us that the Casimir element (4.15) acts as a scalar multiple of the
identity. Indeed, in terms of the operators in Eq. (4.20) the Casimir element @, up to a

constant, is mapped to the operator
1
Qn=1L2+ g (Lylo+ L Ly), (4.23)

and, using Eq. (4.22), it can readily be verified that Q,, = (n?/4)I. Thus, the Casimir

element in the representation is completely determined by its eigenvalue ¢ = n?/4 which
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depends on the label n. A similar situation will be encountered in the infinite dimensional
case.

None of the representations 7, for n # 0 are unitary. Indeed, let m, be the irreducible
representation of s[(2,R) on the vector space V,, corresponding to the integer n > 0, with
dim(V;,) = n+1 given by (4.22). Then for 7, to be unitary we must have 7, (X)" = —m,(X)
for all X € sl(2,R), where 7,(X)! denotes conjugate transposition with respect to the
Hermitian inner product (-,-) in V,, ~ C"*!. Thus, Eq. (4.20) implies that L(T) = Lo and

L = — L. If vy € V;, is normalised such that |vo|?* = (vo,vo) = 1, then, for all k < n, we
have

Jol® = (L—vk—1,v8) (4.24)

== <’Uk717 L+Uk> ) (425)

= k(= k1) o (4.26)

where we have used Eq. (4.22b). However, n — k+ 1 > 1 for all 0 < k < n. In particular,
lor)> = —n|vo|® = —n, and we arrive at an inconsistent result. Hence, m, cannot be

unitary. Clearly the trivial representation n = 0 does not present this problem, and it is
the only finite-dimensional UIR of sl(2, R).

4.3 UNITARY IRREDUCIBLE REPRESENTATIONS OF SL(2,R)

Now that we have identified all finite-dimensional irreducible representations of s[(2,R)
and verified that none of them, except for the trivial representation, are unitary, we will
briefly describe the classification of all the possible UIRs of sl(2,R) that arise from the
group representations of SAf4(2, R). We will use the notation and conventions similar to
those of Ref. [61] which, in turn, are based on the original results by Pukanszky [55].

The construction of finite-dimensional representations of s[(2,R) in Section 4.2 relied
on the diagonalisation of the operator Lg, corresponding to the Lie algebra element iAg
(see Eq. (4.22a)). The basis for the vector space on which the representations act is the
eigenbasis of Ly, and the operators L1 act as ladder operators between the consecutive
one—-dimensional eigenspaces. We will adopt the same approach to construct represen-
tations of s[(2,R) that are related to the group SL(2,R). The main difference between
representations associated to SL(2,R) and those associated to SL(2,R) will arise in the
admissible eigenvalues of the operator L.

Let 4% be a separable Hilbert space with inner product (-,-), and let 7 be a unitary
irreducible representation of s[(2, R) on the subspace of C*—vectors of # (as discussed in
Section 4.1). We define the operators Lo and Ly acting on 5 by the relations (4.20). If
the representation 7 comes from a unitary irreducible representation II of SAfi(Q, R) on 27
defined through Eq. (4.6), then Theorem 4.1.5 implies that any element in the centre Z of
éi(Q, R) is mapped by II to a bounded operator that acts as multiplication by a scalar
on 4. In particular, the element exp(2rAg) € Z satisfies II(exp(2rAg)) = e~ 271, for
some p € R/Z [61]. From this fact we note that representations of SL(2,R) correspond
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to the values e 2™ = 1. Now, let ¢,, be an eigenvector of L with eigenvalue w. Since
Lo = im(Ag) and II(exp(2mAg)) ¢, = e 2™ @, the eigenvalue w must satisfy w = p + k,
for k € Z.

Similarly, Theorem 4.1.6 tells us that the Casimir element is constant over an irreducible
representation. With a slight abuse of notation, we denote the operator w(2Q) on S by
Q. In terms of the operators Lo and L., the operator (Q will be given by the right—hand
side of Eq. (4.23). Let g := A(A — 1) be the eigenvalue of @ in this representation. Since
the representation 7 is unitary, the adjoint operators of Ly and L. with respect to the
inner product in # must satisfy L(T) = Lo and Ll = —L~+. Hence, the eigenvalue ¢ of @) is
real. This allows us to restrict the values of the parameter A\ as

Ae%HR* or AeRandAz%, (4.27)
for which we have ¢ < —1/4 and ¢ > —1/4, respectively. We have taken into account the
fact that ¢ is invariant under the transformation A — 1 — X in restricting the values for A
in Eq. (4.27).

Now, one finds from the commutation relations (4.21) that LoLi¢, = (w £ 1)Lid,,.
We also find from Egs. (4.21) and (4.23) that

(Lot L) = = (b, Ly L) = —q + w* —w, (4.28a)
<L+¢w7 L+¢w> = - <¢w; L—L+¢w> = —q+ w2 +w. (428b)

If the representation is unitary, then the right—hand side of Eq. (4.28) must be non—negative.
Recalling w =+ k, k € Z and ¢ = \(\ — 1), we can write this requirement as

(k+p—MNk+p+r-1)>0, (4.29a)
(k+p+MN(k+p—X+1)>0, (4.29Db)

for the value of k for every eigenvector ¢, in the given representation. Notice that
Eq. (4.29b) is obtained from Eq. (4.29a) by letting (k, u) — (—k, —p).

The non—trivial UIRs are thus labelled by the pair (A, u), and they are classified
depending on the possible values that k and u can take for a given A in order to satisfy the
system of inequalities given by Eq. (4.29). Two of the types of representations are found
by requiring that Eqs. (4.29) are satisfied by all k& € Z, one corresponding to A = 1/2 + is
and the other to 1/2 < A < 1. Others are found by requiring that both Egs. (4.29a) and
(4.29b) are satisfied for & € N and that the equality in Eq. (4.29a) is satisfied by k = 0, or
that Egs. (4.29a) and (4.29b) are satisfied for —k € N and that the equality in Eq. (4.29b)
is satisfied by & = 0. In this manner, one finds the following UIRs, which exhaust all

non—trivial UIRs up to isomorphisms [55, 61]:

1. Principal series representations: 2/, for A\ = 1/2 + is, with s € RT, —1/2 <
w<1/2, and w = pu+ k, where k € Z. The Casimir eigenvalue satisfies ¢ < —1/4.

2. Complementary series representations: ¢} for 0 < A < 1/2, with |u| < X and
w = p+ k, where k € Z. The Casimir eigenvalue satisfies —1/4 < ¢ < 0.
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3. Discrete series representations:

. @iﬁ for A > 1/2, with p = £, and w = +=(\ + k), respectively, where k € Ny.

o PF, for 1/2 < X <1, with g = £(1 — ) and w = (1 — X + k), respectively,
where k € Nj.

The Casimir eigenvalue satisfies ¢ > —1/4.

4. Mock—discrete series representations: 952 forp=A=1/2,and w = +£(1/2+k),
respectively, with & € Ny. The Casimir eigenvalue is ¢ = —1/4.

The principal and complementary series representations are collectively referred to as
continuous series representations. For these representations, the spectrum of the operator
Ly consist of positive and negative eigenvalues w = p + k extending to infinity in both
directions separated by integer steps. The positive discrete series representations .@j
and 2;" , on the other hand are lowest-weight modules [49] with lowest weights A and
1 — A, respectively. Similarly, the negative discrete series 2, and %, , are highest—
wetght modules with highest weights —\ and A — 1, respectively. Mock—discrete series

representations 911/2’ are related to the limit of the reducible representation 323/ 2 by

P32 ~ 7, & 97, 55, 61, 63).
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Self-adjoint extensions of operators on Hilbert spaces

The formulation of Quantum Mechanics and QFT, heavily relies on the theory of linear
self-adjoint operators on a given Hilbert space. Indeed, quantum observables are defined
to be self-adjoint operators acting on the space of states. Having a well-defined set of
self-adjoint operators is essential in describing a mathematically rigorous and physically
coherent quantum theory. In Chapter 2 we found that the self-adjointness of the differential
operators A and D defined in Eqgs. (2.9) and (2.29), respectively, was a key assumption
that allows to have a well-posed initial value problem for scalar and spinor field theories on
a standard static spacetime which is not globally hyperbolic, like anti—de Sitter spacetimes.
However, for most of the relevant systems in quantum theories, we do not start with a
self-adjoint operator, but only with a symmetric one. The task is then to modify the given
symmetric operator in such a way that we end up with a self-adjoint operator which is
related to the one we started with.

From a mathematical point of view, an operator acting on a Hilbert space is defined
via its action on the states and the domain on which it is allowed to act. One must make a
clear distinction between an operation, i.e., the action on states, and an operator, i.e., the
operation together with its domain. One must distinguish between a merely symmetric
(or Hermitian) operator and a self-adjoint one having the same operation but defined on
different domains. Constructing a self-adjoint operator from a symmetric operator consists
in extending the original domain in a specific way.

This process is known as finding a self-adjoint extension of an operator. It was originally
introduced by Weyl [66] in the context of differential operators, and then generalized by
von Neumann [67] for general linear operators defined on a Hilbert space. The main
result, von Neumann’s theorem, states that every admissible self-adjoint extension is in
one—to—one correspondence with the parameters of a unitary map on a certain subspace of
the domain of the adjoint operator. The literature describing this procedure is extensive
from a mathematical point of view [35, 36, 43, 68, 69], and it has only recently been
emphasised in physics related literature [37, 70, 71, 72, 73].

Even though the prescription given by von Neumann is elegant and self-contained, the
explicit construction of self-adjoint extensions of symmetric operators is usually presented
in the literature for specific examples. The explicit correspondence between the domain

of the resulting self-adjoint operator and the set of boundary conditions associated with
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them is most commonly introduced as a convenient way to describe the domain instead of
a consequence of the self-adjoint extension prescribed by von Neumann’s theorem.

In this chapter we will review the process of finding all the possible self-adjoint exten-
sions associated to a symmetric operator acting on a Hilbert space based on von Neumann’s
theorem. In Chapters 6 and 8 we will show that the operators A and D that arise from
the Klein—Gordon and Dirac equations in AdSs, respectively, can be reduced to a one—
dimensional Schréodinger operator with a symmetric potential acting on a certain Hilbert
space. Thus, after introducing the theory behind the self-adjoint extensions, we will apply
the resulting machinery to this particular operator. Furthermore, we will show an explicit
way in which the domains of all the possible self-adjoint extensions of this operator can be
associated in a one-to—one fashion to a family of boundary conditions. We will make use
of the definitions introduced in Chapter 2, Section 2.2 involving general linear operators

on a Hilbert space.
5.1 THE THEORY OF SELF—ADJOINT EXTENSIONS

In this section we will review the theory behind the self-adjoint extensions of symmetric
operators on a Hilbert space. We will consider an arbitrary symmetric operator 71" in the
sense of Definition 2.2.3 acting on a separable Hilbert space 5. Then we will describe
the requirements that 7" must satisfy in order to admit closed extensions that are self-
adjoint according to Definition 2.2.4. The admissible self-adjoint extensions, as given
by von Neumann’s theorem, are described in terms of their domains, which in turn are
parametrised by certain unitary maps. We will show that, if 7" is a second order differential
operator on a Hilbert space of functions, then this family of domains can be put into
a one—to—one correspondence with a family of boundary conditions that the functions
in these domains must satisfy. The material covered in this section is mostly based on
Refs. [35, 36, 37, 43].

We start with a simple criterion to determine if a symmetric operator is indeed self—-
adjoint. Assume that T is a self-adjoint operator on 5. From Definitions 2.2.2 and 2.2.4,
we have TT = T and Dom(T)" = Dom(7T’). Now, we further assume that there is an element
g € Dom(T) = Dom(T") such that TTg = 4i)\g, for some real A\ > 0. Then, using the fact
that T'g = +i)g, it follows that

Fid(g,9) = (£idg, g) = (Tg,g) = (9, T'g) = (g, %iAg) = i) (g,9) ,  (5.1)

and, thus, ¢ = 0. This means that if T is self-adjoint, then the equations TTg = +i\g
cannot have non—trivial normalisable solutions. Note that the requirement A\ > 0 is imposed
in order to satisfy (5.1), however this relation is valid even if we generalise to T'g = +z4 g,
with z4 € C in the upper half-plane and z_ € C in the lower half—plane. We will restrict
ourselves to the imaginary axis, 7.e., to &\, in order to simplify calculations. This result

is part of the proof of the next statement.
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Theorem 5.1.1 (Basic criterion for self-adjointness) Let T be a densely defined,

symmetric operator on F€. Then, the following statements are equivalent:
1. T is self-adjoint.
2. T is closed and Ker(TT £ i)) = {0}.
3. Range(T £i\) = 2.

The implication 1==2 follows from the argument used in Eq. (5.1) and 77 is closed if T is
symmetric. For a detailed proof of the other implications, see for example [36, Theorem
VIIL3|.

From this criterion, it is clear that, for a given symmetric operator T', the spaces
Ay =Ker(TT —i)), # :=Ker(TT+i)), (5.2)

play an important role in determining whether or not T is self-adjoint. These subspaces of
A are called deficiency subspaces associated to T, while the numbers ny := dim 4,
are called deficiency indices.

Now, the problem we are interested in is the following. Given a densely defined
symmetric operator 7" which is not self-adjoint, we may ask if there is a way to construct
a self-adjoint operator whose action is identical to that of the original. In other words, the
question is: Is there a way to modify a symmetric operator T' to make it self-adjoint? To

answer this question, we first introduce the concept of the extension of an operator.

Definition 5.1.2 Let T and Ty be linear operators on €. The operator Ty is said
to be an extension of T, if and only if Dom(T) C Dom(Ty), and Ty f = Tf, for all
f € Dom (7).

A relevant example of an extension is that of the closure of an operator. An operator
A is said to be closable if there exists a closed operator in the sense of Definition 2.2.1
whose domain contains Dom(7") and it has the same action of T, i.e., if T admits a closed
extension. The smallest closed extension of T, denoted by T is called the closure of T
Similarly, Definition (2.2.2) implies that the adjoint T of a symmetric operator T' is an
extension of T' and we have Dom(7) € Dom(7T).

For a densely defined symmetric operator T, we will aim to find an extension Ty which
is self-adjoint. Before introducing the formal result, we will first give a description of the
machinery involved in finding such extensions.

The prescription: Let us begin with a closed, densely defined symmetric operator T,
such that #, # {0}. Hence, according to Theorem 5.1.1, T fails to be self-adjoint. This

means that at least one of the equations
TTgr = +idge, A>0, (5.3)

has non-trivial solutions in Dom(T').
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For any closed, densely defined symmetric operator, T', the domain of the adjoint

operator T is given by [36, Chapter X.I]
Dom(T") = Dom(T) & H, &1 H_, (5.4)
where the sum of vector spaces is orthogonal with respect to the inner product
Lty i
(1o )y 2= (F fo) + 55 (THALT ) (5.5)

for all f1, fo € Dom(T").

Now, consider a closed symmetric extension Ty of the operator T in the sense of
Definition 5.1.2. If T[JD denotes the adjoint operator of Ti;, then we have Dom(T;}) -
Dom(T'"). Hence, by Eq. (5.4) and the fact that Dom(Ty) C Dom(Tg,), we must have

Dom(Ty) € Dom(T') &7 H4 & A . (5.6)

The explicit form of the domain of Ty can be found from this inclusion in the following way.
First, Definition 5.1.2 states that Dom(7") C Dom(7y7) and, thus, Eq. (5.6) implies that
there must exist a subspace . C J#, ®&p #_, such that Dom(Ty) = Dom(T) & .. This
means that any element f € Dom(7y) is of the form f = fo+ g4 +g—, where fo € Dom(T),
and g4 € .Y, with .¥; subspaces of %4 such that . = . &p .%_. The fact that Ty is a

symmetric operator by definition implies that for f € Dom(7y) we have

(fot+tg-+g9-,Tu(fo+tg-+9-))={Tv(fo+g-+g-), fo+tg-+g-). (57)

Using the fact that the action of the operators T, T, [T] and Ty is equal to the action of T'
on fo € Dom(T), we obtain

(Thgs +9-).9+ +9-) = {9+ + 9, T+ +9-)) , (5-8)
and since Ty, (g4 + 9-) = TT(gs + g_), Eq. (5.3) implies that

—iA (g4 — 9—, 9+ + 9-) = iA(g+ + 9-, 9+ — 9-) - (5.9)

Hence, g+ + g— € . must satisfy |¢g+| = |g—|. Now, consider an orthonormal basis for
the space . with respect to the inner product in Eq. (5.5) given by {sj + s; }%_;, with
k = dim(.¥) and with sgt € 4. Using the fact that the deficiency spaces are orthogonal
with respect to the inner product (-,-);, and that, for any g, + g— € .¥ we must have
lg+] = lg—|, it can be shown that the vectors s satisfy

<S;F7S;r> = <SZ,S}> = 35@7 (5.10)

for all 1 < 4,5 < k, with respect to the inner product in 7. Thus, the subspace %, is
spanned by the elements {s; }¥_;, and the condition g+ | = |g—]| for all g1 + g— € .7 tells
us that any element in .¥ is of the form g + Ug, with g € ., , and where U : ., — J_
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is a partial isometry from the subspace .} into J#_ with respect to the inner product in

J€. Hence, the domain of any symmetric extension Ty of 1" must be given by
Dom(Ty) = Dom(T) @1 {g+ +9- € Hy P H_| gy € Sy, 9- =Ugy}, (5.11)

for some partial isometry U : .y — #_. We note that the choice of map U determines
the subspace Dom(7y), and this correspondence is one-to—one [36, Chapter X.I, Lemmal].

For any symmetric extension Ty of T, we can find the domain of the adjoint operator
T(T]. Let f1 € Dom(T") and fo € Dom(Ty/). By Eq. (5.4), we can write f; = f10+hy+h_,
with f19 € Dom(T), and h4 € Dom(#%). Similarly, by Eq. (5.11) fo can be written in
the form fo = foo+ g+ + Ugy, with fog € Dom(T) and g4 € .%;. Since Ty is symmetric,

the requirement for fi to be in Dom(7y)! is equivalent to

(f1.Tuf2) — <TTf1,f2> =0, (5.12)

for all fo € Dom(Ty). By expanding this expression and by using Eq. (5.3) we find that
Eq. (5.12) is equivalent to the requirement

<h+7g+> - <h—7 Ug+> =0, (513)

for all g+ € 4. Let hy = sy + st, with sy € .74 and st € (4)F, where ()t
denotes the orthogonal complement of . in £, with respect to the inner product in JZ.
Similarly, we let h_ = s_ + s*, where s_ € U(.%}) and s € [U(.%})]* with [U()]*
denoting the orthogonal complement of U (%) in #_. Then, Eq. (5.13) reduces to the

condition

<S+,g+> = <8—) Ug+> ’ (514)

for all gy, and no further restrictions on si or st. This is satisfied if s_ = Us,, that is, if

sy +s_ € .. Hence, for f1 to be in Dom(TlT]) we must have
fi=fio+ (54 +Usy) + st + st (5.15)
Thus, the domain of T(T] for a given symmetric extension Ty is given by
Dom(T}}) = Dom(Ty) Or (#4)*" & [U(L)]F, (5.16)

where the sum of vector spaces is orthonormal due to the fact that if S; & S is an
orthonormal sum, then so is Si- @ S5~ [35].

Thus far, we have shown that if we are given a closed, densely defined symmetric
operator T" on a Hilbert space 5 with deficiency subspaces £, then the symmetric
extensions Ty of T are parametrised by all the possible subspaces .. Furthermore, the
domains of Ty and T, g] are given by Eqs. (5.11) and (5.16), respectively.

The task of finding, amongst the possible symmetric extensions Ty, a self-adjoint

extension of the operator T', thus reduces to determining the conditions needed for Ty
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to satisfy Dom(Ty) = Dom(TIE). By considering the description of Dom(7, (E) given in
Eq. (5.16), we see that, whenever (.7, )t = [U(#;)]* = {0}, then this condition is
satisfied. Hence, if ., = ., the operator Ty is a self-adjoint extension of the operator
T. Furthermore, we note that [U(.#,)]* = {0} implies that the deficiency indices satisfy
ny = n_. If this is the case, Eq. (5.11) implies that the domains of the self-adjoint

extensions Ty of the operator T are given by
Dom(Ty) ={fo+g9+Ug | fo € Dom(T), g € H#+ }, (5.17)
for each unitary map U : #, — J#_. The action of Ty on this domain is given by
Tu(fo+g+Ug) =T fo +irg—iAUg. (5.18)

Equivalently, if .4 = J#, then the calculation leading to Eq. (5.11) implies that the
subspace .¥ corresponds to a maximal subspace of Dom(TT) on which the operator T is

symmetric, and we have [36, 68]

Dom(Ty) = Dom(T) & .7, (5.19)

The prescription described above constitutes most of the proof of a well-known theorem,
originally proposed by Weyl [66], and then generalised by von Neumann [67]. In general

terms, the aforementioned theorem reads:

Theorem 5.1.3 Let T be a closed, densely defined symmetric operator on a Hilbert space

FC, with deficiency indices ny, n_. Then,
1. T is self-adjoint if and only if ny =0=n_.

2. T has self-adjoint extensions if and only if ny. = n_. The self-adjoint extensions of

T are in one—to—one correspondence with the unitary maps from ;. to JH_.

3. If either ny = 0 # n_, orn_ =0 # ny, then T has no non-trivial self-adjoint

extensions.

A detalied proof of this theorem can be found in standard literature [36, Theorem X.2].
Using this result, we can give a concise set of steps to find the self-adjoint extensions of a
symmetric operator in the following way. Let us assume 7' is a densely defined, symmetric

operator on .7 with domain Dom(7"). Then,

1. We verify that T is a closed operator in the sense of Definition 2.2.1. If not, we will
then consider the closure T' of the operator T. By Definition 2.2.1, we achieve this
by extending the original domain of T" such that it is closed under the inner product

in Eq. (2.11) and T is still symmetric.
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2. Then, we calculate the deficiency indices for T. In other words, we verify if the
deficiency equations (5.3) have normalisable solutions in the domain of T'T. If the
deficiency indices are not equal, then Theorem (5.1.3) implies that there are no
non—trivial self-adjoint extensions of the operator T'. If the deficiency indices are
equal, say, n := ny = n_, then T admits non—trivial self-adjoint extensions. For
the sake of simplicity, we shall assume that n is finite. The case in which n is not
finite can be treated in a similar manner to the finite case, see for example the
discussion in [69, Chapter 3]|. Therefore, we denote the set of n linearly independent

(normalised) solutions of (5.3) by (gi) and (gj, ), 1 < j < n, respectively.

3. If the deficiency indices both equal to zero, then the only self-adjoint extension of
T, is its closure, T, otherwise, the self-adjoint extensions of T are parametrised by
the unitary maps U : &, — J#_. For finite n, these unitary maps admit matrix
representations given by unitary n x n matrices Ups. Thus, we consider the extension
Ty of T defined via its domain by Eq. (5.17) and its action on this domain in
Eq. (5.18).

4. Finally, we may explicitly describe the domain of the self-adjoint extension Ty in
terms of the solutions of the deficiency equations (5.3) and the possible choices of
n X n unitary matrices Uys. Considering the bases {gg) *, of 4, we can write the
action of U : #, — H#_ as

U <Z aig$)> = Z ﬁig(f) , (5.20)
i=1 i=1
for a; € C, and where the coefficients 3; are given by
Bi=> uijoy, (5.21)
j=1

where the numbers u;; € C are the elements of the n x n unitary matrix Uy = (u”)
representing the map U. Hence, Eq. (5.17) implies that any f € Dom(Ty) is given
by

f=ro+ Zaigsz) + Z (Z Uijaj) g(j) ) (5.22)

i=1 i=1 \j=1
where fo € Dom(T).

The prescription presented above applies for an arbitrary densely defined symmetric
operator T on a Hilbert space .#. However, if the Hilbert space 77 is a space of square—
integrable functions, and if T is a differential operator, then it is possible to obtain a
description of the admissible self-adjoint extensions, Ty, of the operator T in terms of
boundary conditions that the elements in Dom(7y) satisfy. This is seen as follows. Let Ty

be a self-adjoint extension of T' with domain given by Eq. (5.17). If (-,-) is the L?-inner
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product, then Eqgs. (5.4) and (5.19) imply that restricting the elements f € Dom(T) to

satisfy the condition

0=(f.Tuf)—(T'f,f) (5.23)

for all f € Dom(Ty), is equivalent to finding the maximal subspace .7 C ¥, @ H
that characterises the self-adjoint extension Ty;. However, if the domain of T consists of
sufficiently differentiable functions®, then the right-hand side of Eq. (5.23) can be written
in terms of the boundary values of the functions f and f using, for example, integration
by parts. Now, the functions f are given by Eq. (5.22) and, thus, the values of f at the
boundary are known and they depend on the entries of the unitary matrix Uys. Hence,
Eq. (5.23) reduces to a boundary condition on the function f € Dom(7") that depends
on the matrix Up;. Thus, for a given self-adjoint extension Ty we end up with a set of
boundary conditions that determines Dom(777). We will refer to the boundary conditions
obtained in this way as self-adjoint boundary conditions.

Suppose that, for a given densely defined symmetric differential operator T with domain
Dom(T') and deficiency indices satisfying n, = n_, the domain of the adjoint operator 7' is
known a priori. Then the existence of the self-adjoint extensions provided by Theorem 5.1.3
and the definition of the subspace . as a maximal subspace of Dom(7) for which 7' is a
symmetric operator, imply that we may find the self-adjoint boundary conditions directly

by imposing

(r.17) = (11, 1), (5.24)

for f € Dom(T"). Thus, imposing the symmetry condition (5.24) on Dom(T"), is usually
preferred for calculations whenever the domain of 77 is known explicitly [71, 72, 73].
However, in practice, the domain Dom(T") of TT does not always have a simple or
straightforward description as a subspace of square—integrable functions.

Having this in mind, we will now apply this machinery to the particular case of a
one—dimensional Schrédinger operator with symmetric potential on a finite interval to
show how the self-adjoint extensions of this operator can be given in terms of self-adjoint
boundary conditions as described above. Our aim is to classify all the possible self-adjoint
extensions for the associated operator with respect to different choices of unitary matrices

and find the explicit self-adjoint boundary conditions for each case.
5.2 SELF—ADJOINT EXTENSIONS OF THE SCHRODINGER OPERATOR

In this section we illustrate how the theory of self-adjoint extensions is applied to the
particular case of a differential operator T" acting on a space of functions. The operator
T we are focusing on is a one—dimensional Schrodinger operator with a symmetric (even)

potential term acting on the Hilbert space of square—integrable functions on a finite interval.

!This condition on Dom(TT) is related to the regularity theorem for weak solutions of partial differential
equations. For further details we refer to [35, Chapter V] and [36, Chapter IX].
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The reason we are choosing this operator as an example is due to the fact that the problem
of finding well-defined dynamics of a scalar field theory in AdSy and in AdSy, N > 3, will
turn out to be equivalent to finding the self-adjoint extensions of Schrédinger operator of
this form associated to the Klein-Gordon equation for these cases (see Chapters 6 and 7).
Thus, we consider the operator defined on /% = L?|—a, a], with a, a finite positive real
number, by
d2

T:=——
da?

+V (), (5.25)

where the real-valued piecewise—continuous potential satisfies V(—z) = V (z), and such
that V € L2 (—a,a), i.e., that if f € C;°(—a,a), then Vf € L*[—a,a] [37, 43]. The

domain of the operator is given by

Dom(T) = {f € AC?[~a,a] | f(a) = f(~a) = f'(a) = f'(~a) =0} . (5.26)

where AC?[—a, a] denotes the set of functions f € /# whose weak derivatives up to second
order are in AC[—a,al, in particular, they are continuously differentiable [36, Chapter X,
Example 2]. We choose the domain in this manner to ensure that T is a closed, densely
defined symmetric operator [35, 68, 74]. It is clear that T is not a self-adjoint operator
because [35, 37]

Dom(7") = { f € AC?[~a,a]} , (5.27)

that is, even though the formal expressions for T and T as differential operators are
identical, their domains are not the same.

We will now apply the prescription described in the Section 5.1 to find the self-adjoint
extensions of T', and we start by finding its deficiency indices. Thus, we look for normalisable
solutions of Eq. (5.3) with A = 1. By the assumption that V' (z) is an even potential, we may
choose the functions g,,g_ € AC?|—a,a] as the normalised even and odd eigenfunctions

of the equation

T go(z) = ige(x). (5.28)

We note that since g.,g9_ € AC?[—a,a], all weak solutions of Eq. (5.28) are continuously
differentiable, and, thus, we can think of this equation as an ordinary differential equation,
i.e., we rule out distributional solutions. Thus, ;. = span{g,g_}, where JZ, is defined by
Eq. (5.2) and it immediately follows that #_ = span{g;,g—}. Thus, we have n, = n_ = 2,
and, hence, by Theorem 5.1.3, the self-adjoint extensions of T are parametrised by a 2 x 2
unitary matrix.

Let Ty denote the self-adjoint extension of 7. Then, by Eqgs. (5.17) and (5.22), we
have that an element f € Dom(7y7) must be of the form

f:f0+clf++02f* EAC2[—(I,CL], (529)
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for some ¢, ¢y € C, where fy € Dom(7T') and where we have defined the functions

f+(x) = g4(2) + ur194 () + u129— (), (5.30a)
f-(x) = g-(x) + u2194 () + u2g9—(x), (5.30D)

with u;; denoting the ij—elements of a 2 x 2 unitary matrix Up;. Note that Eq. (5.30)
implies that c¢; fy + cof_ belongs to a maximal subspace .# C Dom(T) for which T is
symmetric.

Even though Egs. (5.29) and (5.30) specify the domain of the self-adjoint extension
Ty of T' completely, it is not written in a form suitable for finding the spectrum of Ty. It
is more convenient to specify the self-adjoint extension as a set of boundary conditions of
functions in AC%[—a, a] at x = +a as discussed at the end of Section 5.1. This is achieved
by restricting an arbitrary function f € Dom(T) to satisfy Eq. (5.23) for all f € Dom(Ty)
of the form of Eq. (5.29) above. This restriction leads to a set of boundary conditions for

the function f given by

( (@) ~if () >:u< (@) +if) ) 531)
f=a)+if(=a)) " \f(=a) — if(~a)

where the unitary matrix i/ is in one—to—one correspondence with the matrix Upys of
Eq. (5.30). In Appendix B we present the explicit calculation that shows the correspon-
dence between the domain of 7y described by Egs. (5.29) and (5.30) and the boundary
condition (5.31). The proof given in Appendix B concerns the more general case of the
Schrédinger operator associated to the Klein—Gordon equation in AdSs, but the calcu-
lations follow analogously for the operator T' in Eq. (5.25). We also note that the set
of boundary conditions (5.31) is the same as those inferred using other methods for free
quantum particle in a box [71].

To conclude this chapter, we will now write the self-adjoint boundary conditions in
Eq. (5.31) in a more familiar form. We will point out the types of boundary conditions
which are most frequently used as special cases.

We first write the boundary conditions (5.31) as follows:
/!
(H—U)({(a)>:i(ﬂ+u)< /(@) ) : (5.32)
f'(=a) —f(
To rewrite these boundary conditions in a more familiar form, it is useful to classify them

according to whether or not the matrices I — U or I 4+ U are singular.

Case I: both I — U/ and I+ U are regular. In this case we can write Eq. (5.32) as
f'(a) f(a)
—H , (5.33)
f'(=a) —f(=a)

H:=il-uU)y" T+U). (5.34)

where
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We note that the matrix H is the Cayley transform of the unitary matrix U [35, 43]. One
can readily show that the 2 x 2 matrix H is Hermitian and invertible. Furthermore, the
matrices H and U commute and U = (H — il)~*(H + 4I). Thus, the invertible 2 x 2
Hermitian matrix H and the 2 x 2 unitary matrix U, such that 14+ U are non—singular, are
in one-to—one correspondence through the relation (5.34).

By writing

_ (o B
H_Qﬂ>, (5.35)

where a, 7 € R, 8 € C and ay + |8]? # 0, we find that Eq. (5.33) becomes

f'(a)
f'(=a)

fla) = Bf(=a), (5.36a)
Bf(a) +7f(—a). (5.36b)

I
Q

Since the Hermitian matrix H is invertible, one may also express the boundary conditions
here by writing f(a) and f(—a) as linear combinations of f’(a) and f’(—a). Notice that if H
is diagonal, which implies by virtue of Eq. (5.34) that ¢/ is also diagonal, then Egs. (5.36a)
and (5.36b) become f’(a) = af(a) and f'(—a) = vf(—a), with @ # 0 and v # 0. These

boundary conditions are called the Robin boundary conditions.

Case II. I + U is singular and I — U is regular. This case is similar to case I and the
boundary conditions are given by Eq. (5.36) except that the Hermitian matrix H is not
invertible. Thus, f/(a) and f'(—a) are proportional to each other as linear combinations of
f(a) and f(—a). For the special case with &/ = —I we have H = 0, and conditions (5.36)

reduce to f'(a) = f'(—a) =0, i.e., the Neumann boundary conditions at both +a.

Case III. [ — U is singular and [+ U is regular. In this case the matrix H in Eq. (5.36) is
not defined. Instead, we can write Eq. (5.32) as

( f(a) ): o ( f’(a)> (5.37)
~f(-a) f'(=a))

H = —i(Il+U)"'1-U), (5.38)

where

which is Hermitian but not invertible. By letting
.Y,
H;(aBJ, (5.39)

we find

fla)=d'f'(a) = B'f'(—a), (5.40a)
f(=a) =B f'(a) + 7 f(~a), (5.40b)
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with o/,7 € R, and ' € C. Since the matrix H' is singular, f(a) and f(—a) are
proportional to each other as linear combinations of f’(a) and f/(—a). For the special case
with & = I, that is, for H' = 0, the boundary conditions reduce to f(a) = f(—a) = 0,
namely, the Dirichlet boundary conditions at both =+a.

Case IV. Both [ + U/ are singular. In this case U has 1 and —1 as eigenvalues. Then, U

can be given as

cos e~ sind
u=1 . , (5.41)
e?sinf —cosd

where 6 € [0,7] and ¢ € [0,27) are the polar and azimuthal angles, respectively, in the
standard spherical polar coordinates. (Thus, the matrix I/ is a Pauli spin matrix [29] in

the direction specified by the angles 6 and ¢.) By substituting this equation into Eq. (5.32)

we obtain
0T 6] 0 9 _w,a}
sin o [f (a) sin 5 f'(—a)e "% cos 2} =icos g [f(a) cos 5 f(=a)e sing | (5.42a)

—cosg {f/(a)ei‘p sing — f'(—a) cos g} =isin - {f(a)ew cosg — f(—a)sin Z] . (5.42b)

These equations are equivalent to

f'(—a) cos g = f’(a)ei“" sin g , (5.43a)
f(—a)sin g = f(a)e' cos g . (5.43D)

If # € (0, 7), then we can write these boundary conditions as

f(=a) = K f(a), (5.44a)

fil-a) = =f(@, (5.44b)

where K = €' cot(/2) is any non-zero complex number. For § = 7/2 (|K| = 1) we have
f(—a) = €% f(a) and f'(—a) = €*°f'(a). The boundary condition given by this set of
equations is often called an automorphic boundary condition. In particular, if ¢ =0
(K = 1), we have the periodic boundary condition, whereas if ¢ = 7, we have the
anti—periodic boundary condition.

If 6 = 0, then Egs. (5.43a) and (5.43b) become f(a) = f’(—a) = 0. Thus, we have the
Dirichlet boundary condition at a and the Neumann boundary condition at —a. On the
other hand, if @ = 7, then they become f(—a) = f’(a) = 0. Thus, we have the Dirichlet
boundary condition at —a and the Neumann boundary condition at a. These boundary

conditions will be collectively referred to as mixed boundary conditions.
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Scalar field theory in AdSs

The main goal of this chapter is to study the dynamics of a free scalar field theory in
two—dimensional anti—de Sitter space, AdSo, using Theorem 2.2.5 to obtain a well-posed
initial value problem. We will note that the spatial component of the Klein—-Gordon
operator in AdSs is not a self-adjoint operator. Thus, in order to use Theorem 2.2.5,
we will first apply the machinery described in Chapter 5 to this operator to obtain the
self-adjoint extensions associated to it. As mentioned in Chapter 3, in this spacetime
there are two disjoint spatial boundaries unlike in the higher—dimensional case studied by
Ishibashi and Wald in Ref. [22]. Due to this fact the self-adjoint extensions for the spatial
component of the Klein—-Gordon operator in AdS, are richer than in the higher—dimensional
case. The results of Ishibashi and Wald give some special self-adjoint extensions in two
dimensions but not all of them, as we will show in Chapter 7. This is because, for low
values of the squared mass of the field, the self-adjoint extensions in AdSy with N > 3
are parametrised by one real number whereas the extensions for the two—dimensional case
are parametrised by a 2 x 2 unitary matrix.

We also note that not all of the consistent theories obtained through the self-adjoint
extensions associated to the Klein-Gordon operator may be of physical interest. Depending
on the context in which such theories are analysed, different arguments may be given for
choosing a particular theory over the others. One possibility is to require the invariance
under the isometry group of the spacetime. Applying this requirement to scalar field
theory in AdSs, among the family of different consistent theories arising from self-adjoint
boundary conditions we may choose those whose positive—frequency solutions form a UIR
of the symmetry group of AdSs, i.e. éi(2, R). We will refer to the classification of the UIRs
of SAI:(2, R) given in Chapter 4 in order to identify the self-adjoint boundary conditions
that are invariant under éi(Q, R). Then, we identify the boundary conditions among these
that lead to an S‘f,(Q,R)finvariant positive—frequency subspace, which corresponds to an
éi(2, R)—invariant vacuum state as constructed for a general static spacetime in Chapter 2.
We also study the cases where the boundary conditions are invariant but the vacuum state
is not and identify the UIR to which the vacuum state belongs.

Free scalar and spinor field theories have previously been studied, under the lens of
supersymmetry by Sakai and Tanii in Ref. [14]. In their analysis the boundary conditions

for the mode functions are determined by imposing the vanishing of energy flux at the

74
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conformal boundaries. As we shall show, the boundary conditions stemming from the energy
flux condition coincide with the self-adjoint extensions corresponding to the boundary
conditions invariant under the action of SL(2,R).

Thus, we analyse a scalar field of mass M obeying the Klein—Gordon equation in AdSs.
More specifically, we study the self-adjoint boundary conditions for this equation and
find those such that the positive—{frequency solutions allow to define a UIR of SAfJ(2,R).
The type of self-adjoint boundary conditions depends on the value of the mass of the
field. If the mass is sufficiently large, the boundary conditions are uniquely determined
by requiring the solutions to the Klein—-Gordon equation to be normalisable with respect
to the Klein—Gordon inner product, while in a certain range of low mass parameter the
boundary conditions need to be specified. The theory of self-adjoint extensions will be used
to obtain such boundary conditions. Then we determine for which self-adjoint extensions
the corresponding positive—frequency solutions form UIRs. It will be found that only two
types of boundary conditions preserve the symmetry of anti—de Sitter spacetime for the

positive—frequency subspace of the solution space.
6.1 SOLUTIONS OF THE KLEIN-GORDON EQUATION IN AdS,

Let us consider the two—dimensional anti—de Sitter spacetime, AdS,. The static coordinate
system in Eq. (3.8) for N = 2 reduces to (¢, p), with ¢t € R and p € (—7/2,7/2). The static
slices X3¢ for t € R then correspond to the lines of constant time, isomorphic to the interval
(=m/2,7/2). By Eq. (3.6), the line element for AdSs written in these coordinates thus

reads
ds? =sec?p (—dt2 + dp2) . (6.1)

As stated in Chapter 3, the three Killing vector fields of AdSs are given by the static
vector field §y = 9/0t, and the boost-like vector fields K3 and Bj given by Eq. (3.26) with
01 = 0. Since these vector fields leave the metric in Eq. (6.1) invariant, they correspond to
the generators of the group §i(2, R). Thus, we can identify these vector fields with the
basis {Ai}?:(] of the Lie algebra s[(2,R) given by Eq. (4.13). We rename the boost-like
Killing vectors as & := K3, and & := B3, and we have

0

50 = a ) (62&)
. .0 0
&1 = —sint sinp = + cost cospa—p, (6.2b)
.0 . 0
&9 = cost sinp = +sint cospa—p. (6.2¢)

Hence, the map A; — &;, for i = 0,1, 2, corresponds to the induced action of the Lie algebra
s[(2,R) on C*°(AdS»).



CHAPTER 6. SCALAR FIELD THEORY IN AdS», 76

Now, using Eq. (3.14), we see that the Laplace—Beltrami operator, (,4s,, for AdSsy

0? 0?
DAd32 = COS2 P <_8t2 + ap2> . (63)

takes the form

On the other hand, the action of the Casimir element Q) of S~L(27 R) given by Eq. (4.15)
on a function f € C*°(AdSy) is given, up to a constant factor, by Qf = —&[&of] +
&1l&1f] + &[&2f]- A simple calculation using Eq. (6.2) shows that the Laplace—Beltrami
operator (6.3) and the action of the Casimir element on AdSs coincide, i.e., Q = Oy, -

The Klein-Gordon equation for a scalar field ¢ of mass M in AdSs is given by (s, —
M?)¢ = 0, which in static coordinates (¢, p) reads

0?2 97 AA-1)
2

COs p atQ apQ C082 p QS( 7p) ( )
Here we have let M? = A\(\ — 1) so that it is identified with the parametrisation of the
eigenvalue ¢ of the Casimir element as given in Section 4.3 of Chapter 4.

We first describe the solutions to Eq. (6.4) of the form of Eq. (2.44), so that
O(t,9) = Bulpe ™, w>0. (6.5)

Thus, the spatial component ®,, satisfies Eq. (2.45), i.e., A®, = w?®,,, where, for this
particular case, the differential operator A given in Eq. (2.9) reduces to

2 AA-1)

p——
dp? cos? p

(6.6)

By following the prescription for a scalar field in an arbitrary static spacetime introduced
in Chapter 2, we see that the operator A in Eq. (6.6) is defined on the Hilbert space
e of square—integrable functions on the static slice ¥y = (—n/2,7/2) with respect
to the measure dV = VAN 'dp. From Eq. (3.10), it follows that for AdSs we have
Vh =N = secp. Hence, dV = dp and, thus, the inner product in Eq. (2.10) between two
elements &1, Py € F# is given by

w2
(@10 = [ B0l 0 (6.7)

The inner product in % induces an inner product on the solutions ¢ of the form (6.5).
Indeed, if ¢; and ¢2 are solutions of Eq. (6.4) with wi,ws > 0 and w; # wa, then the

pairing

w/2 i (+ 1)
@rooi=i [ (mt, 2ot ool <z>z<t,p>> a.

= (wp — wy)e W2 D) (6.8)

KG

where in the last line we have used Eq. (6.4), is time-independent and defines a non—

degenerate bilinear form for each t € R.
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In order to completely define the operator A in Eq. (6.6), we will consider the “natural”
domain [20, 22, 35, 43] given by Dom(A) = C°(—n/2,7/2), where C°(—n/2,7/2) stands
for the set of compactly supported smooth functions with support away from the boundary
p = £m/2. On this domain, the operator A is symmetric in the sense of Definition 2.2.3
with respect to the inner product (6.7), that is, it satisfies (AP, @9),, = (P1, AP9),, for
all &1, P5 € Dom(A). This follows by a simple integration by parts. Furthermore, the set
C°(—n/2,7m/2) is dense in & [35] and, thus, A is densely defined on this domain.

Now, we consider the adjoint operator, AT, of the operator A. From Definition 2.2.2,
we have that if ® € Dom(AT), then

(¥, 49), . = (Afo) @) (6.9)

KG

for all ® € Dom(A) = CX(—n/2,7/2). It is known that, if ® € Dom(A'), then the
derivative d®/dp exists in L?(—m/2,7/2) and is absolutely continuous [36]. An important
consequence of this fact is that the operator A' is the same differential operator as A on
(oS Dom(AT) except on a measure—zero set, where ® may not be twice differentiable, and
that, if ®; € Dom(A') and ®5 € Dom(A), then the following equality from integration by
parts holds:

4% 4o pm/2
(A1 @) (01, 40),, = |0,() 22 A0Wg, () S (610)
P P p——m/2

We note also that AT® = A® if & € Dom(A) = CX(—7/2,7/2).

The operator A is not self-adjoint because Dom(A) # Dom(A'), the latter being
larger [36, 43]. To define a quantum theory of this scalar field as described in Chapter 2,
Section 2.3, we need to find a self-adjoint operator Ay with its domain satisfying Dom(A) C
Dom(Ay) € Dom(AT), such that Ay® = AT® if & € Dom(Ay). Hence, we will apply the
theory of self-adjoint extensions from Chapter 5 to the operator A. Since the operator A
defined by Eq. (6.6) is of the form of Eq. (5.25), that is, a one-dimensional Schrodinger
differential operator with potential term given by
A(A—1)

V =
()=~ P

, (6.11)

and with V® € L?[—7/2,7/2] for all ® € C§°(—n/2,7/2), the analysis of the self-adjoint
extensions of A will follow closely the analysis developed for the operator T

Now, from the prescription presented in Chapter 2, Section 2.3, we have that, given a
self-adjoint operator Ay with positive spectrum, one can define a quantum theory with
a stationary vacuum state for this scalar field. Hence, we will only consider the positive
self-adjoint extensions of the operator A. Now the operator A is positive for A € R because

d d
A= (-2 = 2, 12
(dp+)\tanp> <dp+/\tanp>+)\ (6.12)

It is shown in Appendix C that the operator A is unbounded from below if M? = A(A—1) <

—1/4, i.e., if X is imaginary. (The method for the proof is similar to the higher—dimensional
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case [22].) For this reason, we assume that M? > —1/4 and, hence, that A € R and
A > 1/2 from now on. This constraint on the mass values is analogous to the Breitenlohner—
Freedman (B-F) bound that occurs in the four-dimensional case [13]. In Chapter 7 we will
find an analogous result for the N—dimensional cases.

We note that since A is a positive symmetric operator, then at least one positive
self-adjoint extension exists, namely, the Friedrichs extension [43, Section 10.4]. We will
briefly comment on the relation between this particular self-adjoint extension and the ones
obtained by applying von Neumann’s theorem in Section 6.2.

Having these facts in mind, we will proceed with the analysis of the self-adjoint
extensions of the operator A. Since A is not self-adjoint, we will begin by finding solutions

in . of the equation AT®, = w?®,,, which reads
d? A(A=1)

D, MAAT

dp? (p) + { cos? p

Then, we will use the machinery developed in Chapter 5 to obtain a family of boundary

— wﬂ D,(p)=0. (6.13)

conditions for these solutions that correspond to the family of self-adjoint extensions Ay
of the operator A, effectively restricting the domain of A" in such a way that it coincides
with Dom(A¢r) given by Theorem 5.1.3.

Two independent solutions of Eq. (6.13) are given in terms of the Gaussian hypergeo-

metric functions [23, Chapter 15] and read

Aw A—w 1
‘I’S)(p)—(COSp)AF< ;W,J;Q;sin%), (6.14a)
T4+ A+w 1+ A
@&2)(p):sinp(cosp))‘F( +2+”, +2 w;;;sin2p>. (6.14D)

To find self-adjoint extensions of the operator A we need to analyse the behaviour of
the solutions (6.14) at the boundaries p = £m/2. We first find for which values of A these
solutions are square—integrable by examining their asymptotic behaviour at the boundaries.

It turns out that it is convenient to analyse them in the following three cases separately:
1. A > 3/2 with A # k4 1/2 for any k € N;
2. =1/2and A=k+1/2 for k € N;
3. 1/2< X< 3/2.

For the cases 1 and 3, we use the following transformation formulas for the hypergeometric
function, which are valid for A # k + %, k€ Z [23, Eq. 15.8.4]:

A A—w 1
() =(cosp)AA1(W>F< ;wv Qw;2+)\;coszp> :
1-—A 1—A— 3
+ (cos p)t=* B1(w)F( 2+w’ 5 w;i — \;cos? p> , (6.15a)
T+ d 4w T4A—w 1
q)c(uz)(p) =sinp {(COSP)/\A2(W)F( ks 2+w7 + 5 w;z—i—)\;cost) ,

2 — 2-\—
+ (cosp)t= Bg(w)F( ;+w7 ; oJ; g — \; cos? pﬂ , (6.15b)
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where
__TE)riE-y _rH)r(-3)
Al(W) T T <17§+w) T (1737(*}) ’ Bl(w) T r ()\Tw r ()WT“U) ) (6168‘)
3 1_ 3 _1
Ag(w) == r(3)r-» Ba(w) = r(3)re-s) (6.16b)

T (2—§+w> T (27370.;)
We define the variable p := 7/2 — |p|. Near the spatial boundaries, p — +m/2, we have
p — 0, and cosp ~ p. Since F(a,b;c;z) = 1+ O(x) for |x| < 1, the behaviour of the
general solution ®(p) = 01@5,1)(,0) 1+ 00 (p), with C1,Cy € C, of Eq. (6.13) for the

cases 1 and 3 around p = +7/2 is given by
®(p) ~ PNCrA1 (W) £ Coda(w) + O(%)) + o' NC1Bi(w) + CaBa(w) + O(5)) . (6.17)

For the solutions with A = k + 1/2 in case 2 the transformation formulas given by
Egs. (6.15) and (6.16) are ill-defined. For this case the following transformation formulas
are used instead [23, Eq. 15.8.9]

2)(p) =Ha(w)(cos )3 Y- s cos ) (in(eos” ) + In()
j=0
Chen (SR (e gl A
+ Bi(w)(cos p) 2 = ji%fk; J’@wpfﬁ (6.18a)
j=0 '

02 (p) =Ha(w) sin p(cos p)*+2 Y

! (cos p)* (In(cos” p) + ha(j)) -

g1 (Zhtw 4 3) (Zh-w 4 3
2 1) 72 i), .
+ By (w) sin p(cos p)*l”% Z ( >13 ( )j (cos p)? (6.18b)

where we have defined

(—1)F+1D(1/2) I'(k)(1/2)

o ’ Bi(w) = , 1da
1(w) D(=5 4 1)1 (5 + 1) 1(w) (2 4+ 1)1 (ke 4 1) (6.192)

e (—1)F11(3/2) Ba(w) I'(k)T(3/2) 6.19b)

T ()

and the constants hi(j) and ha(j) are given by

k+w 1 k

hl(j):¢(2+4+j>+¢<

() = v (54 5 +d) +

;w+1+j>w(j+1)¢(j+k+1), (6.20a)

4
ES 5 H) S+ )~ kD), (6:20b)

2 4 2 4
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and ¢ (z) is the digamma function [23, Eq. 5.2.2]. Note first that the leading behaviour
of these functions is the same as in case 1 if K > 1 (A > 3/2). For k =0 (A = 1/2) the
leading behaviour for ®(p) = C'1<I>£,1)(p) + 0P (p) is found as

N

(p) ~p
+0(p% In(3%)). (6.21)

{111(52)(01[{1 (w) + CQHQ(LU)) + (ClHl(w)hl(O) + CQHQ(w)hQ(O))}

Using Egs. (6.17) and (6.21) we can determine when we have square—integrable solutions

for each value of X in cases 1-3 as follows.

1. For this case we have 2\ > 3. Hence, the first term in Eq. (6.17) is square—integrable.
However, because 2 — 2\ < —1, the second term is not square—integrable unless it
vanishes. Hence, the solution ®(p) is square-integrable if and only if C1B;(w) £
CyBs(w) = 0. This can be achieved for both p = £7/2 if and only if B;(w) = 0 and
Cy =0, or Ba(w) =0 and C; = 0. From Eq. (6.16a) we find that the conditions
Bi(w) = 0 and Cy = 0 give the even solution @&1)(@ with w = A+2¢, ¢ € Ny while the
conditions Bs(w) = 0 and C7 = 0 give the odd solution o (p) with w =X+ 20+ 1,
¢ € Ny. These two cases can be combined to give the positive—frequency functions
as [23]

oL (t, p) = N (cos p)» PA1/2A=1/2) (5in p)e*iw’llt , Ww=A4n. (6.22)

where Péa’b) (x), n € Ny , are the Jacobi polynomials defined by [23, Eq. 18.5.7]

F'n+a+1)

(a,b) L
@) = a1

1—
F(n—l—a—l—b—i—l,—n;a—l—l; 2x>’ (6.23)

and N! are normalisation constants such that the mode functions ¢\ (¢, p) are nor-

malised by the Klein—Gordon inner product (6.8),
(s Oh)icc = 2n (@, @) = b, (6.24)

if we write ¢l (t, p) = @%(p)e‘i”%t. These constants are found by using the standard
normalisation integral for the Jacobi polynomials (see e.g., [23, Table 18.3.1]),

/1 (1 —2)%(1 4 z)° P{®®) (2) P\@Y) () da:

m
-1

20t (a4 n+ D)I'(b+n + 1)

= 5nm 9 9 b _]- . 2
Aatbtrlt2nl(atbrntl) a,0 > (6.25)
This gives the normalisation constant
(2
N n!I'(2X +n) (6.26)

"TATA+n+1/2)

2. As we stated before, if £ > 1, then the leading terms for p — /2 are identical with

those in case 1. Hence, the only square-integrable functions (up to a normalisation
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factor) are given again by <I>£,1)(p) with w = A+2¢, ¢ € Ny, in Eq. (6.18a) and y? (p)
with w =A+2¢0+1, ¢ € Ny in Eq. (6.18b), where A = k + 1/2. Equations (6.18a)
and (6.18b) are ill-defined for these values of w as they stand, but by observing that,

for j </,
, L DFIT(HT (1 +k+0)
ME){&QZHl(W)hl(J) = T+ L) ; (6.27a)
) L ()T 4k + 0
HgligMHz(w)hz(J) = e+ ) ; (6.27b)

with these limits vanishing if 7 > ¢+ 1, we find that @E})(p) and o2 (p) behave like
(cosp)* as p — +7m/2 for w = A + 20 and w = A + 2/ + 1, respectively. Thus, also
in these cases, the Klein—-Gordon normalised positive—frequency mode functions are
given by Eq. (6.22). For the case A = 1/2, the function ®(p) in Eq. (6.21) is square
integrable for all C, Cs and w. To treat this case, we need to analyse the boundary
conditions which give self-adjoint extensions of the operator A given by Eq. (6.6).

This analysis will be given in Sec. 6.3.1.

3. Here, we have —1 < 2 — 2\ < 1, so the function ®(p) in Eq. (6.17) is square
integrable for all values of C';, Cs and w. Therefore, we need to determine the
boundary conditions which give self-adjoint extensions of the operator A. This task

will be carried out in Sec. 6.3.1.

In this section we have seen that the leading behaviour of the solutions to the eigenvalue
equation for the adjoint AT is uniquely determined if A > 3/2. In these cases, the adjoint
AT turns out to be self-adjoint, as we discuss below. On the other hand, for 1/2 < \ < 3/2
all solutions are square integrable. For these cases, we need to find suitable boundary
conditions at p = /2 which give self-adjoint extensions of the operator A in Eq. (6.6).

This task will be carried out next.
6.2 SELF—ADJOINT EXTENSIONS OF THE OPERATOR A

Now we discuss the self-adjoint extensions of the operator A defined in Eq. (6.6) on the
domain Dom (4) = CX(—7/2,7/2).

Following a similar prescription to that of the operator T" presented in Chapter 5, we
start by finding the deficiency subspaces #4 defined by Eq. (5.2) of the symmetric operator

A, which are defined as the linear span of the (normalisable) solutions to the equations
ATd 4 (p) = £2iD4(p) . (6.28)

Notice that this equation is Eq. (6.13) with w? = £2i. Thus, each equation has two linearly

independent solutions. The solutions in JZ;, if they are square—integrable, are given by
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Eq. (6.14) with w =1+ as

dW(p) = ¢1(cos p)* F (/\ +21 + i, A _21 — Z‘; %;sin2 p) , (6.29a)
®@(p) = eysin p (cos p)* F ()\ +22 i i, A ; i; ;; sin? ) , (6.29b)

where the normalisation constants ¢; € R, j = 1,2, are chosen so that
<<1><1>, <1><1>>KG — <<1>(2>, c1><2>>KG —1. (6.30)

Note that (1) &) = 0 because 1) and &2 are even and odd functions, respectively.
We have @), &) e #, and @,@ e #_ if 1) and @ are square-integrable.

From the analysis preceding the solutions given by Eq. (6.22), we know that if A > 3/2,
then Eq. (6.13) has square-integrable solutions only if w = w), = A\ 4+ n, with n € Ng. This
means that there are no square—integrable solutions to Eq. (6.28) for w = 1 £ 4. Then it
follows that the spaces #4 defined by Eq. (5.2) are both zero—dimensional, i.e. ny = 0, and
so there is only one self-adjoint extension for A, namely, its closure A(= AT). In this case
the spectrum of A is discrete. That is, the eigenfunctions @l form an orthonormal basis for
L?[—m/2,7/2]. Note also that the eigenvalues, (w})2, are all positive. Since the self-adjoint
extension A is unique and, as mentioned in Section 6.1, A admits a Friedrichs extension
Ap [36, Theorem X.26], we conclude that Ap = A. With all these facts put together, we
conclude that, the quantum field theory and the vacuum state can be constructed using
the mode functions ¢! (¢, p) following the general procedure outlined in Chapter 2.

For the cases 1/2 < A < 3/2 both solutions in Eq. (6.29) are square-integrable
and, hence, in Dom(A"). This follows from the fact that these functions have the same
asymptotic behaviour as that of Eq. (6.17) if 1/2 < XA < 3/2, and of Eq. (6.21) if A =1/2,
which are both square—integrable for any value of w, in particular, for w = 1 £4. Hence, we
have ny = n_ = 2. Thus, by Eq. (5.19), the self-adjoint extensions of A are characterised
by the subspaces .% of J#, @ J#_ on which the operator AT is symmetric.

Let () = CIDSf) + <I>@, 1 =1,2, where @Ez) € #y and <I>@ € #_. Then, the condition
(@D, ATpW) = (AT, 2D implies (37, 8y = (@Y, &Y. Thus, if O, i = 1,2 is
in ., then ! = U<I>$), where U : ¥, — J_ is a unitary map. Hence, the self-adjoint

extensions are characterised by the following 2 x 2 unitary map U:

Ub, :=U = ], (6.31)

o) U1 D) + 190 P?)

where the 2 x 2 matrix,

U = <““ “12> , (6.32)

Uz1  U22

is unitary. By Egs. (5.17) and (5.18), the domain of the self-adjoint extension Ay is given
by

Dom (Ay) 1= {® + ®, + U®, |® € Dom(A), & € K } , (6.33)
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where the operator Ay acts on this domain as
Ap(@+®, +UD,) = ATd +2id, — 2iUD, . (6.34)

Although Egs. (6.31), (6.33) and (6.34) give all self-adjoint extensions of the operator
A, it will be more convenient to describe them in terms of boundary values of the functions
in the domain of Ay as we did for the operator T' in Chapter 5. Since the functions in the
deficiency subspace #, @ #_ behave either like (cos p)'~ or (cos p)* for 1/2 < A < 3/2
and either like (cos p)!/2 or (cos p)'/?In(cos? p) for A = 1/2 as p — 47/2, we define the

following quantities in order to extract the boundary behaviour of these functions:

N (p) := (cos p)*1B(p) (6.350)
DM (p) := (cos p)2_2/\£0 ((cos ,0)/\_1<I>(p)) , (6.35D)

for the case 1/2 < A < 3/2, and

5112 ) (cos p)~*/2

e -2(p)., (6.36a)

1/2

Do1/2) (p) := (cos p)[In(cos? p) — 1]2(fp <m®(p)> , (6.36D)
if A =1/2. At least one of the boundary values ™ (£7/2) and DM (£7/2) is non-zero
for ® € #, @ #_ (except for the zero function), and they vanish if ® € Dom(A) as
shown in Appendix D. Note also that for any given set of four values @ (47 /2) and
D®M (+7/2), one can find a function ® € Dom(A') which has these boundary values.
(For example, for 1/2 < A\ < 3/2 a smooth function ® satisfying ®(p) = (Cos p)'=* for
/4 < p < 7w/2and D(p ) =0 for —m/2 < p < 0 is in Dom(A) and has ®™ (7/2) = 1
and N (—7/2) = D<I> )(£7/2) = 0.) These facts imply that the four-dimensional
vector (B (—m/2), N (7/2), DN (=7 /2), D®W (7r/2)) uniquely determines a function
® € K, & #_. Thus, a self-adjoint extension of A can be characterised by a two—
dimensional subspace of the four—dimensional vector space consisting of these vectors which
characterises a subspace . C ;. @ J_, for which the operator Af is symmetric. We now
find such subspaces of this four-dimensional vector space.

For either A=1/2 or 1/2 < XA < 3/2, if &1, P9 € #, & #_, we have from Eq. (6.10)

<AT<1>1,<1>2> o <<1>1,AT<1>2> B
=P (r/2)D3Y (n/2) - DY (w/2)8 (r/2)
_ [5139 (—2/2)D (=7 /2) — DOV (—2/2)8 (—=7/2)] . (6.37)
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Thus, the condition <AT<I>1, <I>2> — <<I>1, AT<I>2> = 0 can be written as
KG

KG

(D&Y (r/2) — i (/2)] [DES (x/2) — i} <w/2>}

+ [DoYY (~7/2) + i@V (4/2)} (D8 (= /2) + i85 (~/2)]

1
= [D&WY (x/2) + i@ (x/2)] [DESY (x/2) + 185" (x/2)]

+ [DOP (=7/2) — 8 (—/2)] [DELY (—7/2) —i85Y (—7/2)] - (6.38)
This relation is equivalent to

( DIV (7/2) —id™ (n/2) >:u< DOW (1/2) +i®W) (7/2)
7/2)

D™ ( T/2) + o) (— DN (—7/2) — eV (=7 /2)> ) (6.39)

for all ® € . for a fixed 2 x 2 unitary matrix U. (This relation specifying the two—
dimensional subspace . of J#, @ J£_ is analogous to that for a free quantum particle in a
box.) Similarly to the case of the operator T in Chapter 2, the unitary matrices U above
and Uy in Eq. (6.32) both characterise a subspace .. We find the explicit map Uy — U
which identifies the unitary matrix I/ that specifies the same subspace . as the unitary
matrix Uy in Appendix B.

Note that the condition (6.39) can also be expressed in a similar way to the self-adjoint

boundary conditions of the Schrédinger operator 7' given by Eq. (5.32) as

(Déw Wz)) ( N (7/2) )
(I—U) =i(l+U)| _ : (6.40)
DY (—1/2) —oM (—7/2)

Thus, we have a family of self-adjoint operators Ay parametrised by the four entries
of the unitary matrix . The quantities ® (£7/2) and D®P (+7/2) for the general
eigenfunctions Cl@g})(p) + 3P (p), where <I>£,)( ) and CID&)( ) are given by Eq. (6.15),
are linear in C'y and Cs with their coefficients being functions of the frequency w. Hence,
Eq. (6.40) gives two equations linear in C; and Cs. The condition for the existence of
non-trivial solutions for C; and Csy gives the spectrum of w? for each unitary matrix .
It is known that the spectrum of the self-adjoint extension of a second—order differential
operator with deficiency indices ny = 2 is discrete [71, 75]. Therefore, the eigenfunctions
of the operator Ay satisfying the boundary conditions (6.40) form a basis for the Hilbert

2 are positive, then one can follow the standard

space L?[—7/2,7/2]. If all eigenvalues w
procedure to quantise this theory with a stationary vacuum state as outlined in Section 2.3
of Chapter 2. We provide an example of boundary conditions with negative eigenvalues for
w? in Appendix E.

Next, let us write the boundary conditions (6.40) in a more familiar form following the
same classification we found in Section 5.2 of Chapter 5. First let us consider the case for

which the matrix I — I is regular. In this case the matrix i(I — U)~*(I + ) is Hermitian
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(similarly to the matrix H in Eq. (5.34)). Hence, Eq. (6.40) can be written as
DN (1/2) = a®V (r/2) = BN (—7/2) , (6.41a)
DIV (—7/2) = BEW (7/2) + v 2N (—/2) | (6.41Db)

where «,y € R and 8 € C. Notice that if U is a diagonal matrix, then 5 = 0 and Eq. (6.41)
reduces to what can be called a generalised Robin boundary condition, in a similar way
to the boundary condition of Case I in Section 5.2. A special case of Eq. (6.41) is given by
a = f =~ =0 (corresponding to U = —1I) as

DO (7/2) = DOV (—71/2) = 0. (6.42)

We note that Eq. (6.42) corresponds to the Case II in Section 5.2 for which the resulting
boundary condition is a Neumann boundary condition. Thus, we call Eq. (6.42) the

generalised Neumann boundary condition. If T + I/ is invertible, then the matrix
i(I+U)~1(I — U) is Hermitian, and Eq. (6.40) can be given as

®WN (1/2) = a DY (7/2) — b DIW (—7/2) , (6.43a)

N (—7/2) = b DYV (7/2) + ¢ DOV (—7/2) | (6.43Db)

where a,c € R and b € C. The special case with a = b = ¢ = 0 (corresponding to U = 1) is
WM (1/2) = W (—x/2) = 0, (6.44)

which we call the generalised Dirichlet boundary condition in accordance with the
boundary condition we found for Case III in Section 5.2.
Similarly to Case IV in Section 5.2, if the matrices I == are both singular, i.e., if the

eigenvalues of U are 41, then it is a Pauli spin matrix and can be parametrised as

Y — ( cos 20 €' sin 20) 7 (6.45)

e~ sin20 —cos20
where 0, p € R. Then Eq. (6.40) reduces to

dW (7/2) cosf = N (—1/2) € sin b, (6.46a)
DOW (7/2)sinf = DO (—7/2) €' cos b . (6.46Db)

The special cases for which § = /4 give a set of boundary conditions that will be referred
to as the generalised automorphic boundary conditions. If we set ¢ = 0 as well, then

we have the periodic boundary condition. The special case with § = 7/2 reads
oWV (7/2) = DOV (—7/2) = 0, (6.47)
whereas the case with § = 0 reads

dN (—7/2) = DB (7/2) = 0. (6.48)



CHAPTER 6. SCALAR FIELD THEORY IN AdS», 86

These boundary conditions will be called the mixed boundary conditions.

Most of the boundary conditions given by Eq. (6.40) will result in a rather complicated
spectrum of the frequency w. This is related to the fact that they are not invariant under
the symmetry group ﬁ(Q,R) of AdSs. Next, we identify all boundary conditions among
those given by Eq. (6.40) that are invariant under this symmetry group.

6.3 THE INVARIANT SELF—ADJOINT BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

In order to determine which of the (positive) self-adjoint extensions of the operator A
result in a representation of gi(Z,R), we first find the boundary conditions which are
invariant under the infinitesimal action of the group. To do so, we consider the Killing
vector fields from Eq. (6.2). For each A; € sl(2,R), i =0, 1,2, the map 7 : A; — &; defines
a representation of s[(2,R) on smooth functions on AdS;. Thus, the action of the ladder
operators Ly, Ly defined by Eq. (4.20) on C*°(AdSs) is given by

, o)
Lyi:=¢& £i& =Tt (cos 9 | isin a> (6.49D)
+ =481 2 = 4 ap 'Oat . .

The action of these operators on the mode functions of the form ¢(t, p) = ®,,(p)e~™? in

our local coordinates are found to be given by

- —i(w d :
FiLio(t, p) = e W <cos pd—pq)w(p) F w81np<1>w(p)> . (6.50)
Thus, at ¢t = 0 the function ®,(p) and its derivative transform under the action of FiL4
as follows:
d
6+ P (p) = cosp dfp%(p) F wsinp Py (p) (6.51a)
5 (d@ ( )) (1 T w)sinp LD (p) + (—w? T w) cos p Du(p)
+ dp wlp) | = + P dp wlp + P Pu\p
A1 =)
2TV (), 51b
cos (p) (6.51b)

where we have used the Klein—-Gordon equation (6.4) to find Eq. (6.51b).
First, we examine the cases with 1/2 < A < 3/2. Using the definitions of 3 and
DY in Eq. (6.35), we find from Eq. (6.51)

5_ DN (p) =(w — 1+ A)sin p®M (p) + (cos p) T DDIN (p) (6.52a)
6-D3) (p) =(w — A sin p DBV (p)
+ [AMA = 1) —w(w —1)] (cos p)>" 2N (p) . (6.52Db)

The formulas for d4 are obtained from these by letting w +— —w. Then

5_ 0N (£7/2) = £(w — 1+ NDW (£7/2) , (6.53a)

6_D®W (£7/2) = +(w — A)DDW (£7/2) . (6.53b)

w
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Now, if &, and ®,, are eigenfunctions with the same boundary condition with
w1, ws € R, then
<AU(I)°J17 (I)w2>1<c - <(I)w1 ) AU(I)OJz)
B0 (w/2>D<1’>£g> (/2) ~ DEL) (r/2)8L) <7r/2>]
- [0 (=n/2)D8Y) (~r/2) - DIL) (~/93) (~r/2)
=0. (6.54)

If this boundary condition is invariant under the transformation 59), then §_P, must

satisfy the same boundary condition as ®,. This implies
(Ayd_y,, Do) o — (6B, Ay®ay) o = 0. (6.55)
Then,
[(Aud_DPu,, Pusy) oo — (0= Py s AuPuy) ee] + (AU Py, - Py o — (Puoys AUd— D) o]
— 1+ = 1) |88 (1/2)D8E) (7/2) — DIL) (n/2)8L) (s /2)
+ (e = 1) |88 (<r/2D8) (~r/2) - D) (~7/2)8) (~/2)|
—0. (6.56)
Equations (6.54) and (6.56) are compatible with each other if and only if
20 (r/2)DRE) (w/2) — DIL) (w/2)8) (/2)

= %Y (~7/2)DBY) (—/2) — DBLY (~7/2)8) (~7/2)
=0, (6.57)
for all pairs {®,,,, Py, } such that w; + wa # 1 (and there are infinitely many such pairs).

This implies that the unitary matrix &/ must be diagonal for the boundary condition to be

invariant under the SL(2, R) transformations. That is,
(1 — ) DOWY (£7/2) = +i(1 4 €+)dW) (£7/2) (6.58)
where a4 € R. Applying d_ to these equations gives
+(w — A (1 — ) DOWN (£7/2) = i(w — 1+ A)(1 + ) DV (£7/2) . (6.59)

Equations (6.58) and (6.59) are compatible with each other if and only if e’ = 41, i.e.,
if and only if ®™ (7/2) = 0 or DM (7/2) = 0, and @M (—7/2) = 0 or DN (—7/2) = 0.
Thus, the only SL(2, R)—invariant boundary conditions are the generalised Dirichlet and
Neumann boundary conditions, given by Eqs. (6.44) and (6.42), respectively, and the mixed
boundary conditions given by Eqs, (6.47) and (6.48). It can readily be seen that these
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boundary conditions are also invariant under the J—transformation, and hence under all
SL(2,R) transformations.

Next, we turn to the case A = 1/2. The transformation of ®,, and its derivative under
the infinitesimal group action is given by Eq. (6.51) with A = 1/2. From the definitions of
(/2 and D®(1/2) given by Eq. (6.36), we find

- 1 2 -
WD) (et 2 Nainpd(1/2)
6-%, "7 (p) (w > " Tn(eosZp) = 1) sin p @5,/ (p)

1 _
+ DO (p), 6.60
[In(cos? p) — 1]2 () ( 8)

‘LDEI;S/Q) (p) = {—4 + cos? p K—wQ +w— i) [ln(cos2 p) — 1}2 + 4} } &)&1/2) (p)

1 2 -
— 4+ ——— ) sinp D3 (p). .
" (w 2 " Tn(co? p) = 1) sinp D@,/ (p) (6.60b)

Thus, we obtain

5_ 01/ (£7/2) = £ (w —1/2) D1/ (£7/2) | (6.61a)
6_DO/? (£7/2) = & (w — 1/2) DO/ (£7/2) — 4012 (17 /2) . (6.61Db)

It can be shown as in the cases with 1/2 < A < 3/2 that, for the boundary condition
to be invariant under the §_—transformation, the matrix & must be diagonal. Thus, we
have boundary conditions of the form given by Eq. (6.58) in this case as well. Then the

d_—transformation gives

+ (w—1/2)(1 — %) D/?) (£7/2)
5!

= [z‘(w —1/2)(1 + €)W (£7/2) + 4(1 — eio‘i)} 1/ (1r/2) . (6.62)

w

This equation is compatible with Eq. (6.58) if and only if ¢?®* = 1. Thus, the only
éi(2,R)—invariant boundary condition is the generalised Dirichlet boundary condition in
Eq. (6.44). This was expected because all invariant boundary conditions for 1/2 < A < 3/2,
the generalised Dirichlet, Neumann and mixed boundary conditions, tend to the generalised

Dirichlet boundary condition in the limit A — 1/2.

6.3.1 Mode functions resulting from the invariant self-adjoint boundary conditions

Now that we have found the boundary conditions which are invariant under the group action
éi(lR), we shall find the frequency spectrum and the corresponding mode functions
for these boundary conditions. Since all invariant boundary conditions are either the
generalised Dirichlet or Neumann boundary condition at each boundary, it is convenient
to use the solutions to Eq. (6.4) satisfying one of these conditions at p = 7/2.

Let us start with the cases with 1/2 < A < 3/2. The solutions which satisfy the

generalised Dirichlet or Neumann boundary condition at p = 7/2 are

1 1—si

PN (p) = (cos p)*F (A tw AW A+ o ;mp> ; (6.63a)
L

dNN () = (cos p) T F <1 — At w,1-A—w; g - X 2Smp> : (6.63b)
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. (N . (D,)) .

respectively. Note that the function ®g, " (p) is obtained from @, (p) by letting A — 1—A\.

Using Eqgs. (6.16) and (6.17), we obtain the behaviour of these functions for p — —m/2,

which is given by

r(A+3)r(x-13)
212 P AN+ w) T (AN —w

(cos p)t, (6.64a)
3 _

)

1
N ( )%_COSWW(COS Ay F<2 >‘>F(§ /\>
P coS TTA p 22T (1 - A+ w)T(1-A—w

COS TwW
oM (p) ~ m(cos P +

] (cosp)*.  (6.64b)
Dirichlet boundary condition. The function CDL(UD’A)(p) given by Eq. (6.64a) satisfies
the generalised Dirichlet boundary condition also at p = —m/2 (with w > 0) if and only if
['(\ —w) = o0, i.e., if and only if w = wl := XA+ n, n € Ng. The mode functions are given
by Eq. (6.22).

Neumann boundary condition. We first discuss the cases with A # 1. The function
<I>£,N”\) (p) given by Eq. (6.64b) satisfies the generalised Neumann boundary condition also
at p= —7/2 (with w > 0) if and only if I'(1 = A —w) = o0 or I'(1 — A+ w) = o0, i.e., if
and only if w=1—X+mn,n € N, or w=|1— A|. For either case the positive—frequency
mode functions are obtained by substituting these values of w into Eq. (6.64b) and then

by using the definition of the Jacobi polynomials in Eq. (6.23). We obtain

1(t, p) = NIl (cos p)! A P2=M2N) (i p)eiont (6.65)

I _
=

(¢ o) o = 81un can be found by using Eq. (6.25) as

where w 1—A+n,neN, and wi' = |1 — A|. The normalisation constant such that

N Vol T(2 = 2\ +n)|
m2IAT(3/2 - A+ )

(6.66)

Notice that w; —wp =3 -2\ # 1if 1 < XA < 3/2.
For A = 1, we can write the positive—frequency solutions with the Neumann boundary

condition as

—_sinnpe™, n+4+1¢€2N,

S (t p) = V" | (6.67)
\/% cosnpe” ™ ne€2N.
We have ( %“zl),&}“:”)m = Omn for m,n € N. Note that there are solutions with
w=20:
6"V (t,p) = At + B, (6.68)
where A and B are constants.
(D)

Mixed boundary conditions. The function @,/ (p) in Eq. (6.64a), which satisfies the

generalised Dirichlet boundary condition at p = m/2, will satisfy the generalised Neumann
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boundary condition at p = —x/2 if and only if cosmw =0, i.e., w =n+1/2, n € Ny (for
w > 0). Then

2" T T

1 : 1/2—X 1 1—s¢i
= (cosp)* <+251np> F (1 +n,—n; A+ X 251np> . (6.69)

1 1 1 1—si
PN (p)ucmirje = (c0sp)'F (Abnot A== Jidt g

The positive—frequency mode functions corresponding to this function are

oM (¢, p) = NI (cos p)* (1 + sin p)1/2_>‘ PO=1/2:22%1/2) (gin p)e_i”lbnt , (6.70)

n

where wll! = n + 1/2 and where the normalisation constant such that (¢l oMo = 6,
found using Eq. (6.25), is

n!
Natt = V2IA+n+1/2)T(3/2 - X+n) (6.71)

The positive—frequency mode functions satisfying the generalised Dirichlet and Neumann

boundary conditions at p = —m/2 and p = 7/2, respectively, are

o (t, p) = NI (cos p)* (1 — sin p)l/Q_)‘ P(AFL/2A=1/2) (gi p)e‘iwglt . (6.72)

n

Since PT(LO‘”B)(—JU) = pi#) (x), we have

gb}’LV(t’ P) = gl(tv *p) ) (6'73)

as expected.
Next let us discuss the case A = 1/2. As we saw, the only invariant boundary condition

in this case is the generalised Dirichlet boundary condition. We have

1 1 1 —si
B2 (p) = (cos ) 2F (5w — il ol

= (COS p)l/QPw—l/Q (Sin p) ) (674)
where P, () is the Legendre function of the first kind. Then, since [23, Eq. 14.9.10]

2
Po_i2(—2) = — cos W Qu—1/2(7) +sinTwP,_y5(), (6.75)

where Q,(z) is the Legendre function of the second kind with Q,(z) ~ —In(1 — x)/2 as
x — 1[23, Eq. 14.8.3], we must have cos mw = 0 to have the generalised Dirichlet boundary
condition at p = —7/2 as well. Thus, we obtain the positive—frequency mode functions in
this case as
1 . —iwY

O (t,p) = ﬁ(cos p)/?Pp(sin p)e~nt (6.76)
where wY = n + 1/2. Note that P, (z) = pi™o (). These mode functions are normalised
so that (6, &Y ) ke = Omn-
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6.3.2 Boundary conditions from vanishing enerqgy flur at the boundaries

The SL(2,R)-invariant boundary conditions and the solutions to Eq. (6.4) found in
Section 6.3.1 are identical with the results of Sakai and Tanii [14] based on the requirement
that the energy flux should vanish at the endpoints p = 4+x/2. (This requirement is
analogous to that used in the higher—dimensional case [11, 12, 76].) We briefly review this
derivation.

The stress—energy tensor with the conformal coupling constant (3 is given by [14]

pu—au¢au¢_ g;wgfw @ Os ) — gMVMQQb + 5(9NVD VuVy +R,LW)¢ ., (6.77)

where R,, = g,, is the Ricci curvature, and V, is the covariant derivative given by

Eq. (2.4) with N = 2 and v/h = N = sec p. The requirement of vanishing energy flux reads

V —det g QIMT;W&)/

iy =0 (6.78)

where & = 6} are the components of the Killing vector field & in Eq. (6.2) in global
coordinates (t,p). From Eq. (6.1), we have g = sec? pdiag(—1,1), and therefore by
Eq. (2.3), the only non—vanishing connection components are I'); = '}, = I'l; = tan p. By

substituting the mode functions given as in Eq. (6.5) into Eq. (6.78), we find

d®y(p)
dp

o 0. (6.79)
p==xm

(1-29) +Btanp.(p)) 2.(p)

For A > 3/2 we have ®,(p) ~ (cosp)*, and hence this condition is satisfied. For
1/2 < A < 3/2, the condition (6.79) becomes

{(1=28)D8) (p)

(3= 208 — (1= )] (cos p) > sin p @) () } 8 () —0,  (6:80)

‘p::l:7r/2
where <A15()‘)( ) and D&)(A)( ) are defined by Eq. (6.35). This condition is satisfied by the
Dirichlet boundary condition ®™ (+7/2) = 0 for all 3. If we choose
1—A
=2 81

b= (681)
then the Neumann boundary condition D®X )(£7/2) = 0 and the mixed boundary con-
ditions D®NM(7/2) = dMN(—7/2) = 0 or DIV (—7/2) = dN(7/2) = 0 satisfy the
condition (6.80).

For A = 1/2, Eq. (6.79) reads

{(1 —2B8)DdN (p) + (25 — ;) {ln(cos2 p) — 1}2

—2(1—-2p) {ln(cos2 p) — 1] 1 tan p W) (p)} <T>()‘)(p)‘p:i7r/2 =0. (6.82)
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This is satisfied only by the Dirichlet boundary condition ®* (+7/2) = 0. Thus, for
all values of A\ the energy fluxes at p = £m/2 vanish for some values of § if and only if
éi(ZR)finvariant boundary conditions are imposed.

The above analysis shows that, among all the allowed self-adjoint boundary conditions,
only those which are invariant under éi(Q, R) result in solution spaces satisfying the energy
flux condition at the endpoints p = £7/2. The physical interpretation of the vanishing of
the energy flux at the boundary (not necessarily the vanishing of the energy flux at each
endpoint), is that the energy of the system is conserved and, thus, the model describes a
closed system. On the other hand, the self-adjointness of the operators Ay also entails that
we are dealing with an isolated system. Thus, one might think that there is a contradiction
in place since not all self-adjoint boundary conditions satisfy the condition (6.78). This is
not, however, entirely the case: We note that the energy condition in Eq. (6.78) is stronger

than the similar but more general requirement

V—det g g"* T, &5

for which conservation of energy is also guaranteed. It might be the case that certain non—

w/2
=0 (6.83)

invariant self-adjoint boundary conditions do correspond to solutions satisfying Eq. (6.83).
Further analysis may be necessary to verify if this situation holds true. Another possibility
is that the non—invariant self-adjoint boundary conditions lead to solutions that satisfy
a different energy condition: One in which part of the energy flows along the boundary,
similar to the cases analysed in Ref. [77]. Once again, further analysis is needed to verify

these claims.
6.3.3 Boundary conditions leading to unitary irreducible representations

In this subsection we discuss the mode functions found in Section 6.3.1 with reference
to the UIRs of the group ST;(Q, R) listed in Section 4.3. Let us start with the cases with
A > 3/2. In each of these cases the positive—frequency mode functions were found to have
spatial components given by Eq. (6.22) and frequencies w, = A + n, with n € Ny. By
comparing the ranges for A and the frequencies w = p + k with the classification given
in Section 4.3, we find that the eigenvectors of the Casimir operator, i.e., O in Eq. (6.3),
form a discrete series representation 2, labelled by the pair (A, A).

Next, let us discuss the cases with 1/2 < XA < 3/2. For each of these cases there are
four possible éi(Z, R)—invariant self-adjoint extensions of the operator A. Correspondingly,
there are four sets of positive—{frequency solutions to the Klein-Gordon equation. The
positive—frequency mode functions with the generalised Dirichlet boundary condition,
oL (t, p) in Eq. (6.22), form the discrete series representation Z; as in the cases A > 3/2.

For the positive—frequency mode functions with the generalised Neumann boundary
condition, ¢ll(¢,p) in Eq. (6.65), we need to discuss the cases 1/2 < A < 1, A = 1 and
1 < A < 3/2 separately. If 1/2 < XA < 1, then these mode functions form a discrete series

representation .@f_ , With the positive frequencies w, = (1 — A) +n, n € N.
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If A = 1, then the mode function ¢§\(t, p) has zero frequency. There is no éi(ZR)f
invariant vacuum state because of this mode function. This situation is analogous to the
absence of de Sitter—invariant vacuum state for the massless minimally—coupled scalar field
in de Sitter space [78]. Now, if we let the ladder operator L_ act on ¢i!(t, p) o sin pe=%
we have by Eq. (6.50)

iL_ ¢ (t, p) = \/1% (6.84)

Since a constant function is orthogonal to all mode functions including itself with respect
to the Klein-Gordon inner product (6.7), we can identify it with 0. This amounts to
identifying ¢l (¢, p) + constant with ¢ll(t, p) for n > 1. With this identification, the mode
functions ¢l (¢, p) form the UIR 2; . Thus, it is possible to define an SL(2, R)-invariant
vacuum state if we “quotient out” the zero—frequency sector.(A de Sitter invariant vacuum
state can be constructed also for the massless minimally—coupled scalar field in de Sitter
space in this manner [79, 80].)

If 1 < X\ < 3/2, then the positive—frequency mode function with n = 1 satisfies

iL—¢£I(tv P) = 2()‘ - 1) ¢%)I(ta p) ) (6'85)

where Eq. (6.50) has been used. That is, the infinitesimal transformation of the positive-
frequency mode ¢il(¢, p) leads to a negative—frequency mode ¢}l (¢, p). Thus, the positive—
frequency subspace of the solutions to the Klein—Gordon equation and the vacuum state are
not invariant under SL(2,R) transformations (sce Section 2.3). In this case, the positive—
frequency mode functions ¢ll(t, p), n € N, together with the negativefrequency mode
function ¢}l (t, p) form a representation in the non-unitary discrete series [61] denoted by
FE .

Next, let us discuss the solutions obeying the mixed boundary conditions for 1/2 < A <
3/2. Also in this case, the space of positive—frequency solutions and the vacuum state are
non—invariant because positive—frequency mode functions and negative—frequency mode

functions mix under the SL(2, R) transformations. This can be seen by using Eq. (6.50) as

iL-6ll(t.0) = (5~ A) e p). (6.56a)
Lo (tp) =~ (5 =) o). (6.56b)

For either of the mixed boundary conditions, the positive— and negative—frequency mode
functions together form a non—unitary representation of @(2, R).

For A = 1/2, the positive—frequency mode functions with the generalised Dirichlet
boundary conditions, ¢\ (¢, p), n € Ng, form a unitary representation because in this case
we have L_<b8/(t, p) = 0. This representation is .@172, which is a representation in the
mock—discrete series, labelled by the pair (1/2,1/2).
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6.4 INVARIANT THEORIES WITH NO INVARIANT POSITIVE-FREQUENCY SUBSPACE

In Section 6.3.3 we found that some boundary conditions lead to an éi(2,]R)finvariant
theory with non-invariant vacuum state if 1/2 < A < 3/2. The Klein-Gordon inner
product (6.8) is éi(Q, R)—invariant with any of these boundary conditions. This implies
that the SAfJ(Z, R) transformations on the quantum field are Bogoliubov transformations [24,
27, 34], which mix annihilation and creation operators. Since a theory with any of these
boundary conditions is SNL(Z, R)-invariant but the vacuum state is not, it must be possible
to find a UIR of this group which the vacuum state belongs to. We may associate to these
cases a type of broken symmetry. In this section we identify this representation.

We start with the cases with the mixed boundary condition in Eq. (6.47) with 1/2 <
A < 3/2. (The cases satisfying the boundary condition (6.48) are similar.) We expand the
quantum field operator ¢(t, p) as in Eq. (2.46) so that

[ee])

6(t,0) = Y landn'(t, p) + af &l(E, p)] - (6.87)

n=0

Then, the conserved quantum charge for the symmetry generated by L. is

= %((ﬁy L:i:¢)KG

w/ —
N Z/ /22 [W 2 gtLi¢(t p) = aﬁ’ ’) Lﬂﬁ(t,ﬂ)} dp. (6.88)

We use the ladder operators for the Jacobi polynomials [23, Eqs. 18.9.17, 18.9.18]
(2n+a+ B)(1 - x2)%3§aﬂ>(gg>
= n(o = = (20 + o+ A)r) P () +2(n + a)(n + )P, (=),
(2n+a+B+2)(1— xQ)d%:P,(f"ﬂ) () (6.892)
=(n+a+B+1)(a—B+@2n+a+b+2)z)P)(x)
—2n+1)(n+a+ B+ )P (), (6.89b)

to find Lygll = —ik,olt, (n > 0), Lol = —ik,_19lL, (n > 1), L_¢IT = ik,pll,
(n>0), L qﬁIH = ikp_19M | (n > 1), where

k, = [(A—l—n—i—i) (n—l—g—)\)rm . (6.90)

On the other hand, we have L_¢{! = —i(1/2 — \)¢l! (see Eq. (6.86a)) and L+¢HI -
i(1/2 — A\)¢l. By using these formulas and the orthonormality relations (gL, o), =
—(QHL ) . = G,y in Eq. (6.88), we find

. > 1 1
iLy = knal qan — 3 ()\ - 2) (ah)?, (6.91)
n=0

> 1 1
= knalans1 — = ()\ - ) (ag)?. (6.92)
= 2 2
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Then,
2 1 AN i
Z k2(afan — al)ani1) + 5 (A3 (abao+agah). (6.93)

We note that the first term above should annihilate the bosonic vacuum state |0),
thus, the manipulation of this sum must be understood formally, keeping the operators

normal-ordered. Thus, we obtain
[Ly, L) =2Lo, (6.94)

where

y & 1 1\?

Lo—ngo<n+ >aan 4()\2) I. (6.95)
(If we substituted the equality a a, — GLH%H = aqal, — an+1ail+1 into Eq. (6.93) and
manipulated the summation formally, we would find an infinite constant added to ﬁo.)

From Eq. (6.49), we know that the operator Ly = [Ly, L_]/2 corresponds to the action
of the timelike Killing vector &y on the solution space. Thus, by comparing the commutation
relation (6.94) with Eq. (4.21) we conclude that the operator Lg should be identified as the
time—translation generator, i.e., the energy operator. The vacuum state |0) 5 annihilated by
all a,, n=0,1,2,..., satisfies L_ [0) 3 = 0 and Lo [0) 53 = [(A — 1/2)%/4] |0) 5. Hence, the
state |0) 5 belongs to the representation @( N—1/2)2) . The other states in this representation
can be found by applying L* repeatedly on 10) 5.

The theory with 1 < A < 3/2 obtained by imposing the Neumann boundary condi-
tion (6.42) can be studied in the same manner. For these cases, we find L+<b}hbI = —zqn¢>n 11
(n>1), L ¢l =ign 16, (n>2), L@l =iguoll,, (n > 1) and Ly ¢l = —ign 19T
(n > 2), where

Gn=1/(n+1)(2 -2\ +n). (6.96)

On the other hand, we have Lol = i\/20A — 1), L ¢l = iy/2A—1) ¢, L_¢l} =
—iy/2(\ — )¢1 ) L+¢111 = - \/7—1 and L_ qu = L+d>g = 0. Then we find

o0
iLy = Z qnaL+1an —/2(\ — 1)aJ{a$ , (6.97)
n=1
[o@)
= Z qnaLan+1 —/2(A = 1)aqag . (6.98)
n=1

Then, in the same way as in the cases with the mixed boundary condition, we find
(L] = 2L, (6.99)

where

Z wlala, + (A = 1)I. (6.100)

Thus, the vacuum state in this theory belongs to the representation .@;r_l.
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We conclude this chapter summarising our main results for the analysis of a scalar
field in AdSs in Table 6.1. Here, the symbols 8‘” and ﬁ“‘ stand for the column vectors
(@M (7/2), =@M (=7 /2))T and (DO (7/2), D&M (—7/2))T, respectively. We also define
the matrices Uy = i(I+U) and U_ :=1—-U.

Table 6.1: Self-adjoint boundary conditions for scalar field in AdSs

M (A) SABCs Inv. SABCs Spectrum (w) Inv. P-F solutions | UIR
M2 >3 w = foD)
N Dirichlet Dirichlet " oL, WMD) 788
()\ > 3 (\,D) n A
= 5) wy T =A4n
(A,D)
w = Fw
Dirichlet " oL, wsﬁ’D) 78
(A,D) n A
Woy =A+n
w = inf’N)
0<M2<3 Neumann - -
; U_D?W:U+$W w7(L>\YN> =1-X+n
(1<rx<3i)
Mixed 1 - -
wit =it
JjEZL
Mixed II - -
(1,D)
w=*tw R
Dirichlet (1.D) " ¢}1, w,(Ll’D)
wp T =14+n
n @i‘r
Wit = (1,N)
M2 =0 5 Neumann 7 [¢£LI+1], wy iy
U_DB=U, O JEL
(=1
Mixed I - -
wit =it
JjEZL
Mixed II - -
(A,D)
w=Zw s
Dirichlet " oL, wsﬁ’D) 178
(A,D) n A
Way =A+n
(A,N)
w = tw, s AN
_% <M2<0 o Neumann (AN o w,(l N @f—x
U_D?“>:U+<I>‘*) wy T =1=X+n
(3<xa<u)
Mixed I - -
"-’J('M) -+ %’
JEZL
Mixed II - -
M2 = _1 (1/2,D) _ ., 1
‘| UD3»=U,3® | Dirichlet s Ity v wil/2D) 77
=1 . n 1/2
( = 5) JEZL
Here n is assumed to be in Nj.
The symbol [d)ngl} stands for the equivalence class of modes modulo a constant term.
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Scalar field theory in AdSy

Now that we have analysed a scalar field theory in the two—dimensional anti—de Sitter
space, we shall extend our analysis to the higher dimensional cases. We shall consider a
scalar field on an N—dimensional anti—de Sitter spacetime, AdSy, with NV > 3. We will
proceed in a very similar way to that of Chapter 6, first obtaining general solutions to
the Klein—Gordon equation in AdSy, then finding all possible self-adjoint extensions of a
certain one—dimensional operator in the form of boundary conditions and finally finding
which, among these, are invariant under the isometry group of the spacetime.

The analysis of a scalar field in AdSy using the theory of self-adjoint extensions has
been done by Ishibashi and Wald [22]. The main objective in their analysis was to prove
that a scalar field theory in AdSy can be constructed in a way such that the dynamics
for the classical field is well defined. They proceeded to show that the radial component
of the Klein—Gordon equation defines a densely defined symmetric operator on a certain
Hilbert space that admits a family of positive self-adjoint extensions. Then, they applied
von Neumann’s theorem (Theorem 5.1.3) to determine the domains of the self-adjoint
extensions using the method presented in Chapter 5. Following this, they found that the
positive self-adjoint extensions are parametrised by a real number.

In this chapter we will rework the analysis by Ishibashi and Wald for the scalar field
in AdSy, and, after replicating their results, we will extend their analysis by imposing
invariance under the isometry group of AdSy to determine which among these theories
result in invariant vacuum states. We will follow a similar method to the one used in
Ref. [21] (which is the same method used in Chapter 6 for a scalar field in AdSs). Thus,
we present the general positive—frequency solutions to the Klein—Gordon equation in AdSy
and analyse the behaviour of the radial component of the solutions for different ranges
of the mass of the field. For certain values of the mass parameter the associated radial
operator admits a family of self-adjoint extensions prescribed by von Neumann’s theorem.
After finding the domains of the admissible self-adjoint extensions of the radial operator,
we show that these domains can be put in a one-to—one correspondence with a family of
boundary conditions. Additionally, after we find the boundary conditions characterising
all possible self-adjoint extensions we will impose invariance under the isometry group,
SO(2,N —1), of AdSy as a criterion to determine which among these boundary conditions

are of physical interest. Finally, we will consider the action of one of the boost-like Killing

97
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vector fields of AdSy on the mode solutions arising from the different boundary conditions

that characterise the admissible self-adjoint extensions of the radial operator.
7.1 SOLUTIONS OF THE KLEIN-GORDON EQUATION IN AdSy

Let us consider the N—dimensional anti—-de Sitter spacetime, AdSy, with NV > 3. We
use the static coordinate system given by Eq. (3.8), where the ranges of the coordinates
(t,p,01,...,0N_2) are given by Eq. (3.4). The line element for AdSy in these coordinates
is given by Eq. (3.6). Using Egs. (3.7) and (3.10), we also see that for AdSy we have

N(p,0) =secp, (7.1a)
N—
h(p,0) = sec p (tan p)™¥ H sin 0, )N F2 (7.1b)
where we have denoted 6 = (61,...,0n_2).

A scalar field ¢ of mass M satisfies the Klein-Gordon equation (O, — M 2) ¢ =0,
where [, is the Laplace-Beltrami operator on AdSy given by Eq. (3.14). Similarly to
the two—dimensional case in Chapter 6, we are interested in positive—frequency solutions

of the form
bt p,0) = y(p,0)e ™, w>0. (7.2)

Expressing the solutions of the Klein—Gordon equation in this way, we can identify the

spatial component functions ®,, as solutions to the equation
Ad, = WD, (7.3)

where the operator A, defined for a general static spacetime in Eq. (2.9), is obtained for
AdSy using Eq. (3.14), and reads

o N-2 9 M? 1
A O NZ2 0 M L (7.4)
ap sinpcospdp cos?p sin®p

The space of solutions of Eq. (7.3) thus forms the Hilbert space . := L?(%,dV),

where ¥ corresponds to any of the hypersurfaces 3; of constant t—coordinate, and

AV = VRN 'dpdb; - - dfn_s,
N-3

= (tan p)V 2 ( H (sin Gk)N_k_2> dpdf; ---dOn_2, (7.5)
k=1

where we have used Eq. (7.1). Following the theory presented in Chapter 2, the inner
product of J% is given by Eq. (2.10), and for &1, ®9 € S it reads

(®1,02), = [ B2, 0)2a(p.0)(tan )" 2 dpdy s (7.6)
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where we have denoted the volume element of the unit (N — 2)-sphere as

N-3
dQy_9 = ( H (sin gk)Nk2> dfy---dOn_o. (77)

k=1
The inner product (7.6) induces an inner product on the space of positive-frequency
solutions of the Klein—-Gordon equation. Indeed, for any two solutions ¢1, ¢, of the form

of Eq. (7.2) with wy,ws > 0 and w; # wa, the inner product is given by

—0 0 0 0
<¢17 ¢2)KC =1 /Z <¢1 (t7 P 0) ¢2 (;’tp’ ) - ¢)1 (;’tp’ ) ¢2(t7 P 0)) (tan P)NﬁQdP dQN—? )
— ((JJQ + wl)e—i(wz—wl)t <(I)w17 @w2>xc . (7.8)

With these facts in mind, we now look for solutions of Eq. (7.3) which are normalisable
with respect to the inner product (7.6). We begin by finding the general solutions for
different values of the mass M of the field. Let us consider the separation of variables for

the function ®,, of the form
Doy(p,0) = Ru(p)Y (). (7.9)
Substituting this expression into Eq. (7.3) and rearranging we obtain

sin? p d? N-2 d + M?
R,(p) | dp? sinpcospdp cos?p

—w?| Ry(p) = Yze)AN—QY(G)' (7.10)

Since the right—hand side of this expression equals a constant whenever Y () is an
eigenfunction of the Laplace operator on the (N —2)-sphere, we can consider these functions

to be solutions of the equation
An_2Yi(0) = —li(lh + N = 3)Y1(0), (7.11)

where 1 € Ny, and [ labels the full spectrum of Ay_s5. Solutions to Eq. (7.11) are given
by the scalar hyperspherical harmonics [81, 82, 83]. Adopting a convention similar to that
of Ref. [84], the normalised solutions to Eq. (7.11) are given by

1 N3 '
Yi(0) = — = (H Py (%)) elv-20n-2 (7.12)
Ver \ 5 k

where the integers I1, [, ..., Iy_2 satisfying
lh>l>In-3>|In-2, (7.13)

comprise the spectral label I := (I3, ...,Ix_2). The functions FL,L in Eq. (7.12) depend on
the associated Legendre functions of the first kind [23, Eq. 14.3.9],

1 z— 1\ M2 1—z
p# = F 1,—-v;1 — .14
S0 e () Fertwiemegt) .
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via the definition

==l . _(N—k— —l—(N—k—
Py 1 (0) = c, 1 (sin6) "N TR=2p AV 9 2 cos ) (7.15)

The constants c% ; are given by [84]

; (2L+N—k—2(L+z+N—k—3)!>1/2

CrL = 5 =) (7.16)

and normalise the functions Y; with respect to the angular component of the inner product
in Eq. (7.6), that is,

Lo TOYe(0)d2 2 = by (7.17)
SN—2

where 5l,l/ = 5[171/1 s 51N—2,Z§V,2'

Substituting Eq. (7.11) into Eq. (7.10), we obtain a differential equation for the radial

function R, ;, given by

d? N —2 d+ M? (I + N - 3)
dp? sinpcospdp  cos?p sin? p

Ruty(p) = *Russ(p).  (7.18)

In order to simplify this equation, let us consider the function r,,;, defined through the

relation
N2
Ry, (p) = (cot p) 2 1wy, (p) .- (7.19)
The radial equation (7.18) reduces to a differential equation for the function r,;, given by

ARad’rw,ll - U.)Q rw,ll 9 (720)

where the differential operator Ag,q is given by

d? vi—1/4 0% —-1/4
Agy i = ——= . 7.21
fad dp? + ( cos? p * sin? p (7.21)
with the constants o and v defined as
N — N —1\?2
a::ll—i—TB, V= \/M2—|—<2) . (7.22)

The operator Ag,, is of the form of the Schrodinger operator T' in Eq. (5.25) with

potential term given by

%(¥)+M2+ (%2)" = 532 4 (1 + N - 3)

cos? p sin? p

Vip) = (7.23)

Hence, we are to investigate the properties of the radial operator in Eq. (7.21) in a way
similar to the analysis of the operator A for the two—dimensional case in Chapter 6.
We first note that the inner product of elements in the Hilbert space % of square—

integrable functions on the static slice X, given by Eq. (7.6) induces an inner product
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on the (scaled) radial component functions, 7, by means of the decomposition in
Eq. (7.2) and the definition in Eq. (7.19). Given two elements ®1, $y € % such that
P1(p,0) = Ruy 1y (p)Y1(0) and @2(p,0) = Ry, 1 (p)Yy(0), Eq. (7.6) together with Eq. (7.17)
imply that

w/2
(@1, B) . = Oy /0 For s (P rnts ()dp. (7.24)

Hence, we will consider solutions to Eq. (7.20) lying in the Hilbert space L?[0,7 /2], with

inner product given by

w/2
<TUJ17117TW2,11>Rad = /O Twl,h(p)rwzh (p)dp. (7'25)

To completely specify the operator Ay, we will consider its domain to be defined by
Dom(Ag.a) := C°(0,7/2), the space of compactly supported smooth functions on the
interval (0, 7/2) with support away from the boundary at p = 7/2 [22, 35]. On this domain,
the operator Ag,, is densely defined in the sense of Definition 2.2.1 and it is symmetric
with respect to the inner product of Eq. (7.25).

Since the operator Ag,q is symmetric and densely defined, the adjoint operator A;rm

exists and it is given by Definition 2.2.2. For any 7’ € Dom(A}t\ad), we have

<7‘/, AR,adr>Rad = <AI{M1T/7T>R3(1 ) (726)

for all r € Dom(Ag,q).

The operator Ag,, with domain C2°(0, 7/2) shares several properties with the operator
A in Eq. (6.6) from Chapter 6. In fact, for N = 2 and [; = 0, Eq. (7.22) implies that
0?2 = 1/4 and v> = M? + 1/4. Thus, Eq. (7.21) reduces to Eq. (6.6) as a differential
operator if we identify v? — 1/2 with A(A\ — 1) in Eq. (6.11). In this “limiting” case,
both operators Ag,q and A are defined on compactly supported smooth functions on a
finite interval. Hence, similarly to the case of the operator A, if r € Dom(AI{ad), then
the derivative dr/dp exists in L?(0,7/2) and it is absolutely continuous [36]. Therefore,
the operator A;&ad is the same differential operator as Ag,q on r € Dom(AItad) except on a
measure—zero set where r may not be twice differentiable. Similarly, if 1,79 € Dom(A;Qad),

then we have
- p—/2

——dr dr
<A§,adT17T2>Rad = {1 Araar2) g = |71(P) ;/(),o) - éf()p) r2(p) :
p—0

(7.27)

and, if r € Dom(Ag,q), then A]T,{adr = Ap.ar.
The operator Ag,q is not self-adjoint since Dom(Ag.q) # Dom(AZ;ad), the latter being
a larger subspace of L?[0,7/2] [36, 43]. We will thus apply the theory of self-adjoint
extensions of Chapter 5 to the operator Ay, to find a family of operators (Ag.q)y satisfying
Dom(Ap.,) € Dom((Apa)) € Dom(AL,), and (Ap)ur = Apaer for all r € Dom(Ap,).
Since our goal is to define a quantum theory with a stationary vacuum state for the
scalar field ¢ following the prescription of Chapter 2, we will only consider positive self-

adjoint extensions of the operator Ag,,. Then, each (Ag, )y will be a self-adjoint operator
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with positive spectrum. Now, if 22 > 0, then the operator Ap,, in Eq. (7.21) can be written

as
A —<—d+F( ))(d+F( )>+(y—a—1)2 (7.28)
Rad = dp p dp p ) .
where we have defined
F(p)=— (v — ;) tan p — (a + ;) cotp. (7.29)

Then, for arbitrary r € Dom(Ag..) = C°(0,7/2), we have [22]

2
dp,  (7.30)

w/2 w/2
0 Auir)s = =0 =17 [ @) dp+ | +Flp)r(p)

dr(p)
dp

and, thus, the operator Ay, is positive for v? > 0. If, on the other hand, v? < 0, an
argument similar to that for the operator A presented in Appendix C shows that the
operator Ag,, is unbounded below, and thus, it is not a positive semi-definite operator [22,
Proposition 3.1]. Hence, we will only consider the values for v such that v? > 0 which,
by Eq. (7.22) corresponds to the mass of the scalar field ¢ taking on the values M? >
—(N —1)%/4. We note that this value corresponds to the generalisation of the B-F
bound [12, 22] for the higher—dimensional cases.

To find the self-adjoint extensions of the operator Ay, we begin by finding square—
integrable solutions of the equation AI{adrw,ll = cu?rwll, that is,

d? V2 —1/4 o2 —-1/4
—d—pzrwh (p) + / + /4 w?| 7o, (p) =0. (7.31)

cos? p sin? p

We note that the functional form of the general solutions of Eq. (7.31) depends on the
values of the constants o and v due to their roles as coefficients of the singular terms
in the differential equation. In particular, Eq. (7.31) can be taken to the form of a
hypergeometric equation whose second linearly independent solution depends on whether
or not the constant o is an integer or a half-integer [23, Egs. 15.10.6-15.10.10]. Thus, we
follow the analysis of Ref. [22, Section 3.2] to write the general solution of the differential

equation in terms of the hypergeometric functions as
_ o yo+a v+i w  ew, e i 2
Twii (p) =Ci(sin p)7 72 (cos p)" 2 F (), (g3 1 4 038in” p
+ Ca(sin p)%*”(cos p)”+%]—",,7a(p) , (7.32)

where the quantities ¢/, are defined by

1
b = 5(1—}—1/—1—04—(,‘)), (7.33)

and where C, Cy € C are arbitrary constants. The function F, , is given by the hypergeo-

metric function

]:V,U(p) = F (CZJ—I—L—aa C]/_—‘:j)]_,—o'; 1-— g3 Sin2 p) ) (734)
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if 0 ¢ Ny, and by [23, Eq. 15.10.7b]

= (GG

o .2 w —w. L2 ( . 2k w
Fuolp) =In (sin? p) F (g, G 31 + 03sin? p) +k§::0 S s V(G + k)

TG )~ o+ k4 1) — (k£ 1)]
e (—DFol(k —1)!
2 (o=~ Gl — G

(sin p) 2k | (7.35)
if o € N. For o = 0 the function F, ¢ is given by Eq. (7.35) with the last sum understood
to be zero.

So far, the analysis of the operator Ag,, has been analogous to that of the operators T
of Chapter 5 and A of Chapter 6, including the differential equations for their respective
eigenvalue problems and their general solutions. However, for the particular case of AdSy
with NV > 3, the general solution in Eq. (7.32) needs to be restricted at this point in order
to be a physically acceptable radial component of the Klein—-Gordon field. Indeed, before
proceeding any further we must verify that Eq. (7.32) defines a square—integrable function
at the coordinate origin of the static slice ¥ which corresponds to the value p = 0. It
is worth pointing out that this regularity condition at p = 0 is already a restriction on
the domain of the operator Ap,,. We restrict the domain of Ag,, before we analyse its
self-adjoint extensions for the following reason. If we apply the theory of self-adjoint
extensions to the operator Ag,, with natural domain C§°(0,7/2) without any restrictions
at p = 0, then Eq. (7.27) implies that the self-adjoint extensions of Ay,, can be put in
correspondence with the boundary data at p = 0 and p = 7/2, just as the two—dimensional
case. However, that would imply that we are regarding p = 0 as an endpoint of the
boundary. Since the coordinate origin p = 0 has no special bearing for the theory, simply
being a consequence of the chart we work with, there is no (physical) reason to consider
the SABCs of the operator Ay, which depend on the data at p = 0.

By direct inspection of Egs. (7.32), (7.34) and (7.35), it is clear that the function
with coefficient Cs is not square—integrable at p = 0 for ¢ > 1 due to the prefactor
(sin p)1/2-7

general solution (7.32). (Note that this issue was not present in the case of the spatial

. Hence, for these values of ¢ we must impose the condition Co = 0 on the

component of the scalar field in AdSs since none of the functions in Eq. (6.14) were
ill-defined at p = 0.) The cases with o = 0 (occurring only for a scalar field in AdSs with
l1 =0) and 0 = 1/2 (occurring only for a scalar field in AdSs with {; = 0) do not yield
physically acceptable solutions unless C = 0, as pointed out by Ishibashi and Wald [22,
Section 3.2]. Therefore, from this point onwards we will set Cy = 0 for all N > 3 and all

values of o, and consider the general solution of Eq. (7.31) given by
. 1 1 _ .
Pt (9) = Niy(sin p)7 8 (cos p) 3 F (25, G251+ oisin® p) . (7.36)

where N;, ,, is a normalisation constant.
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7.2 SELF-ADJOINT EXTENSIONS OF THE RADIAL OPERATOR

Now that we have found the general solution of the radial component of the Klein—-Gordon
equation, we will apply the theory of Chapert 5 to find the positive self-adjoint extensions
of the operator Ag,, defined in Eq. (7.21) with domain given by Dom(Ag..) = C°(0,7/2).
We will take a similar approach to that of the scalar field on two-dimensional anti—de
Sitter spacetime presented in Chapter 6. Thus, we begin by finding solutions in L?[0, 7 /2]
of the equation A};adri = +2¢ry which defines the deficiency spaces J#1 of the operator
Ag.q as given by Eq. (5.2) with A = 2. The number of linearly independent solutions to
these equations gives the deficiency indices n4 which in turn determine whether or not
the operator Ag., admits any self-adjoint extensions by means of Theorem 5.1.3. The
following calculations, up to and including Eq. (7.46) are adapted from the analysis in
Ref. [22, Section 3.3].
Thus, let us consider the equations

d? 2_1/4 2_1/4
—d7p27’:t<p)+ Y /+U / T

= +2¢ , 7.37
o p i) +(p) ir+(p) (7.37)
for r1 € L?(0,7/2) and v > 0. Since o,v € R, it follows that if r is a solution to the
positive eigenvalue equation, then the function r_ := 7 is a solution to the negative
eigenvalue equation. Now, Eq. (7.37) for ry is of the same form of Eq. (7.31) for 7,
with w? = 2i, that is, w = 1 + i. Hence, the general solutions to Eq. (7.37) which are

square—integrable at p = 0 are given by
ri(p) = Na(sin )"/ (cos p) 2F (U, 1751+ ossin ), (7.38)

where we have used Eq. (7.33), and Ny € C are normalisation constants satisfying
N, =N_.

We now determine for which values of the mass parameter v € R the functions in
Eq. (7.38) are square—integrable at p = m/2. To do this, we analyse the asymptotic
behaviour of r+ as p — 7/2 by transforming the argument sin? p of the hypergeometric
function in Eq. (7.38) to cos? p. Since the functions ri in Eq. (7.38) can be obtained
by taking w =141 in Eq. (7.32), we can analyse the asymptotic expansions of r,;, for
arbitrary w € C and then specialise to the cases of interest [22, Section 3.3].

If v ¢ Ny, then we use the transformation of the hypergeometric function [23, Eq.

15.8.4] to write 7y, as

1 1
Pty (p) =Ny, (sin p)7+% [ A2 (cos p) 2 F (C2,, G131+ w3 cos? p)

+A% (cos p) VT (C2, 0, CCipi 1 — vicos® p) | (7.39)

where we have defined

o T0+0Tw)

C T TGEIT(GE) (7.40)
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For v = m € Ny, the transformation of the hypergeometric function leading to Eq. (7.39)
is not well defined. Instead, we can use the limiting case of the transformation [23, Egs.
15.8.10 and 15.8.12] to obtain

o~ (Gno )k (o )k

Py () =Nosiy (sin p) 72 | HE (cos p)™+2 Y [1n(cos? p) + hu (k)] (cos p)**

= klm+ k)
m— w —m+1 = (Co—.]m,a)k(cz;;)z,o‘)k
+ (=)™ HY, (cos p) ™2 kz:% B — )y (cos p)%] , (7.41)

where we have defined the quantities

()™ IT(1 + o)

o = pe N, (r42)
and
ho(k) = (G oy +B) + (% + k) =k +m+1) =k +1). (7.43)

Defining the variable p = m/2 — p, we see that cosp ~ p as p — 0. Let us first consider
the case for which v ¢ Ny. The asymptotic expansion of Eq. (7.39) as p — 0, is given by

runy (p) ~Noy, 42,5748 + 425 3] [1+0(52)] - (7.44)

Now, if v > 1, the second term in Eq. (7.44) is not square—integrable near the spatial
boundary p = 7/2 since the exponent of p satisfies —v+1/2 < —1/2. Hence, for w =1+
the only acceptable solution is obtained by setting Ni4;;, = 0. This means that, for this
range of v, the positive deficiency subspace #, (and thus, #_ as well) is zero-dimensional
and we have ny = 0. Hence, as a consequence of Theorem 5.1.3, the only self-adjoint
extension of Ay, is its closure, Ag.q. On the other hand, if 0 < v < 1, Eq. (7.44) implies
that 7, is a square-integrable solution near the boundary. Therefore, we have ny =1
and, thus, Theorem 5.1.3 implies the existence of a family of self-adjoint extensions (Ap.q)u
of Ag,q parametrised by a unitary map U : #; — J#_. Since both deficiency spaces are

one—dimensional, Eq. (5.20) implies that we can represent the map U as
U:ry s Ury =% (7.45)

with o € [—7,7), and r_— € L.
Similarly, for the case with v = m € Ny, the asymptotic behaviour of r,,;, in Eq. (7.41)
as p — 0 is given by

Pt (p) ~ Ny [Hiap ™2 (5 %) + (-1)" 1 H2, 52 140 (52)] . (7.46)

From this expression it follows that if m > 1, then the second term in Eq. (7.46) is not
square—integrable for any w € C, since the exponent of p satisfies —m+1/2 < —1/2. Hence,
the deficiency spaces are again zero-dimensional, and we have ny = 0. If m = 0, the second

term is absent, and the term proportional to 7 /2In(p %) goes to zero as p — 0. This
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means that for m = 0, the solution in Eq. (7.46) is square—integrable, and the deficiency
spaces are both one—dimensional. By Theorem (5.1.3), the only self-adjoint extension of
Apaq with v = m > 1 is its closure, Ag,q, while if m = 0, there exists a family of self-adjoint
extensions of Ag,, parametrised by « € (—m, 7] through Eq. (7.45).

From the analysis above, we have found that the admissible self-adjoint extensions
of the operator Ag,, depend on the value of the mass parameter v. Therefore, it will be
convenient to separate the rest of the analysis of the self-adjoint extensions of Ay, into

the following three cases:
1. v>1,
2. 0<v<l,
3. v=0.

For Case 1 we have ny = 0. Hence, Theorem 5.1.3 implies that the unique self-
adjoint extension of Ag,, is its closure Ag,y. A simple argument using the fact that
Apa = (ALL)T [35] shows that if r € Dom(Any,), then r must satisfy the boundary
condition

{(cos p)”fl/Qr(p)} ‘pzz =0. (7.47)

El

We leave the proof of this result in Appendix F. Thus, the boundary condition in Eq. (7.47)
uniquely determines the self-adjoint extension of Ay, for this particular case.

For Case 2 we have n+ = 1, and thus, the self-adjoint extensions of Ay, are parametrised
by the unitary maps in Eq. (7.45). Theorem 5.1.3 together with Eqgs. (5.17) and (7.45)
provide the description of the self-adjoint extensions (Ag,q)q in terms of their domains

given by

Dom ((Apaa)a) = {7"0 g+ e0TE ’ 7o € Dom(Ag.), 74 € '%/'f'} ) (7.48)
where the action of (Ag.a)a on Dom((Ag.i)a) is given by
(Apaa)a(ro + 74 + €977) = Al 1o + 2iry — 2ie’77. (7.49)

Using the prescription presented in Section 5.1, we find the boundary conditions that
elements in Dom ((Ag.a)a) satisfy by identifying the corresponding maximal subspace
7 C Dom(AlT,{ad) on which Al];ad is symmetric for all elements in Dom((Ag.q)q). This is
achieved by restricting the functions in Dom(A;rmd) via Eq. (5.23). We write this condition
for r € Dom(Aimd) as

(7, (Ana)a®) oy — (Afuarss) =0 (7.50)

Rad

i

for all s € Dom((Ag.a)a). Equation (7.48) allows us to write s = so + sy + e~

*sy with
sp € Dom(Ag,.) and s; € #,. Now we use Eq. (7.27), to rewrite this condition as

r(n/2) [ (7 /2) + 70 (w/2)] = ' (7/2) [s5(7/2) + e s (x/2)] =0, (7.51)
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where we have used Eq. (7.49) and the fact that

(7, (Anat)as0)s — (Aburs0) =0, (7.52)

ad

by the symmetry of A;ad. A straightforward calculation shows that Eq. (7.51) is equivalent

to

0 =r")(r/2)

D% (w/2) + ¢ D5 V) /2)

— DF (% /2)

SO/ + o5 Va2 (7.53)

where the functions 7®), D7) are defined by

7w (p) := (cos p)V_%r(p) , (7.54a)
DF")(p) := (cos p)12V(i)F(V) (p) . (7.54b)

for 0 < v < 1. Similarly to the case of a scalar field in AdSs, the functions in Eqgs. (7.54) are
defined in order to extract the boundary behaviour of the solutions at p = 7/2. (Compare
with Eqs. (6.35) and (6.36).) The functions 53 ) and Dsy ) are defined analogously
using Eq. (7.54). Since the function s; admits the transformation given by Eq. (7.39), the
definitions in Eq. (7.54) imply that

/2= A5, D& (n/2) = —2wAll). (7.55)
Hence, by substituting this into Eq. (7.53) we obtain
27 O [2) [AL + T AL 4 DFC) (r/2) [T + T AL =0, (7.56)

A simple rearrangement shows that Eq. (7.56) can be rewritten as

(AL 2 AL 4 e (AL 4 2w AL | (DF ) (w/2) — i) (7 /2))
= — [ALTT = 2w Al 4 T AlH — 20w A (DFW)(r/2) + ) (n/2)) . (T.57)

Now, from the definition of A% in Eq. (7.40) it follows that the expressions inside square

brackets in Eq. (7.57) are never zero. Hence, we can write Eq. (7.57) as
(D7) (x/2) =i (x/2)) = Un (DF ) (x/2) + i7" (x/2)) (7.58)

where we have defined

ALY = 2i AL et (AT — 20 ALY

Uy = . ~ ; ‘ -
T Al 20 A 4 oAb 4 2ipAlt)

(7.59)

Substituting Eq. (7.40) into Eq. (7.59), and applying the identity I'(z 4+ 1) = aI'(x) for the
gamma function, we obtain a simpler expression for U,, given by
Cy,oem + Du,a

Uy = —Sre® Do (7.60)
Du,aeza + CI/,O'
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where we have defined

Cro=(c+v+i)l ‘F ltza ’ +2i(c—v+i)T'(1—v) ‘F &30 1 (7.61a)
Dy = (o +v =)l (1) [[(C5FE) ] +2i(0 — v = )T (1 = v) NG5 (7.61b)
Since o, v and « are real parameters, Eq. (7.60) implies that [U,| = 1, and we write

U, = e™ for some u € (—m,7]. Now, it is clear from Eq. (7.60) and from the fact that
|Cy.0|? # |Duo|? that, given a1, as € (=, 7] with a1 # ag, we have Uy, # Ua,. Hence,
given a € (—, 7] there exists a unique u € (—m, 7] such that U, = e™. Similarly, given
u € (—m,m] we can find

gio — _ Dvo + Cro™ (7.62)

Dy,aelu + CI/,O'

Thus, given uj,ug € (—m,w], with u; # ug, we have e’ # €92 since |Cy,|> # |Dyo|?.
Hence, the correspondence o — U, is one-to—one. This means that Eq. (7.58) is a

one—dimensional analogue of Eq. (5.31), and thus, can be rearranged into

(1= ™) DF(w/2) = i (14 &™) 7P (r/2). (7.63)

The correspondence between « and u implies that Eq. (7.63) is, in the terminology
introduced in Chapter 5, a family of self-adjoint boundary conditions which completely
determines the domains of the self-adjoint extensions of the operator Ag... We note that

if u =0, Eq. (7.63) describes a generalised Dirichlet boundary condition, that is,

{(cosp)”_%r(p)} ‘p: =0. (7.64)

(VE]

If w = 7 then we have a generalised Neumann boundary condition, given by

=0. (7.65)

us
-2

{(cos p)lQl';p ((COS P)V%T(P))}

All other values of u give generalised Robin boundary conditions, which we write as

1 1

sin% [(cos p)l_Q”(fo ((Cos p)”‘w(p))} ‘pg + cosg {(cos p)”_5r(p)} ‘p:% =0. (7.66)

Now we perform a similar analysis for Case 3, that is, for v = 0. For this value we
have ny = 1 and, thus, by Theorem 5.1.3, we have that the self-adjoint extensions of
Ag.q are also parametrised by a real number o € (=7, w]. The domain of the self-adjoint
extension (Ag.i)q is given by Eq. (7.48), but with the solutions of the deficiency spaces,
r+ given instead by Eq. (7.41) with v = m = 0. Thus, the problem of finding the maximal
subspace ., on which A;fmd is symmetric, characterising the domain of (Ag.q)a follows
analogously to the treatment of Case 2 above. Indeed, the condition for r € Dom(AlT{ad)

given by Eq. (7.50) is equivalent to finding the subspace . for which AIT{.M1 is a symmetric
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operator for all elements Dom((Ag.q)a). However, for this case, Eq. (7.50) reduces instead

to
0 =7+ (x/2) [D;‘; O (7/2) + e~ D57 © (W/Q)}

— DO (7 /2)

SO0/ + e 53 Ow/2)| (7.67)

where the functions 7, D7(©) are defined in a way such that the asymptotic behaviour

at p = m/2 is finite. These are given by

cos p)~1/2
7O (p) = (111(@22 5 r(p), (7.68a)
DF O (p) := cosp [ln(cos2 ,0)}2 (fp?(o) (p), (7.68Db)

and the functions s ©) and Dsy ©) are defined analogously. (Compare with functions
defined for Case 1 by Eq. (7.54)) We take the function s; given in the form of Eq. (7.41)
and use Eq. (7.68) to obtain

sy O(w/2) = Hy™ . D5y O(n/2) = ~2H3 ' ha1i(0), (7.69)

where H) T and hy,;(0) are given by Eqs. (7.42) and (7.43), respectively.
We substitute Eq. (7.69) into Eq. (7.67) to obtain

0 =27 (m/2) [Hy haei(0) + ¢ HY o 1(0)
+ D70 (7/2) H&H + e*iaH(}Jri} 7 (7.70)

which, after rearranging appropriately can be taken to the form

= [H T (14 2ih133(0)) + e Hy T (1 4 2ih114(0))] (DF O (/2) — 7O (w/2)) =
Hy' (1= 2ih133(0)) + e 7 Hy 7 (1= 2ih114(0))] (DF O (n/2) + 7O (w/2)) . (7.71)
The definitions in Eqs. (7.42) and (7.43) of the quantities Hyt* and h14;(0) imply that

the expressions in square brackets in Eq. (7.71) are never zero. Thus, we may write this

equation as Eq. (7.58) with v = 0, and U, given instead by
Hy ™ (14 2ik135(0)) + e Hy ™ (14 2 14(0))

Uy = ——— : .
Hy ™ (1= 2ih135(0)) + e Hy ™ (1 = 2 14(0))

(7.72)

From this expression it is clear that the numerator is the complex conjugate of the
denominator and, thus, we have |U,| = 1. Finally, a straightforward calculation similar to
that involving Eq. (7.59) shows that the correspondence o — U, is one-to—one. Hence, given
a € (—m, ] there is a unique u € (—m, 7] such that U, = ™. Therefore, the condition
in Eq. (7.71) for the function r € Dom(ALd) completely characterises Dom ((Ap.q)a)-

Rearranging this equation, we obtain the self-adjoint boundary condition

(1= ™) DFO(x/2) =i (1+ ™) 7O (x/2), (7.73)



CHAPTER 7. SCALAR FIELD THEORY IN AdSy 110

parametrised by u. Since Eq. (7.73) is of the same form of Eq. (7.63), we have the same

types of boundary conditions as for Case 2, that is, a generalised Dirichlet boundary

COS _1/2
l( P) 7“(/))1

In(cos? p)

condition,

=0, (7.74)

™

=3

for u = 0, a generalised Neumann boundary condition,

cos p) /2
lcosp [ln(cos2 p)}2 (SO <(ln(c’(;:)32p)r(p>>]

for u = m, and a family of generalised Robin boundary conditions for all other values of u

=0, (7.75)

s
2

p=

given by
o 5 12 d [ (cosp)~l/?
iy oo oo (Tt
-2
u | (cosp)'72 =
beos. lm(cos? ol =0 (7.76)

=3

7.3 INVARIANT SELF—ADJOINT BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

Now that we have found the family of self-adjoint boundary conditions parametrised
by u € (—m, x|, we will find for which values of u Egs. (7.63) and (7.73) result in mode
solutions of the Klein—Gordon equation which are invariant under the isometry group,
SO(2, N —1). Similarly to the analysis in Chapter 6, we will take an infinitesimal approach
and, thus, we will analyse the action of the Killing vector fields of AdSy on the mode
functions resulting from the self-adjoint boundary conditions obtained in the previous
section.

Before we proceed with the analysis of the invariance of the self-adjoint boundary con-
ditions, we point out some useful remarks regarding the infinitesimal action of SO(2, N —1)
on the space of solutions of the Klein-Gordon equation given in terms of the decomposition
in Eq. (7.2). This will be useful to simplify the task we are concerned with. First, we recall
that the Killing vector fields of AdSy, introduced in Chapter 3, are given by Egs. (3.24)
and (3.25). The decomposition into positive—frequency solutions for the Klein-Gordon
equation given in Eq. (7.2) that we are considering corresponds to finding simultaneous
eigenfunctions of the operator [, and the static Killing vector field £y = 9; in Eq. (3.24a).
Hence, the space of solutions ¢, ;, of this particular form we are considering is invariant
under §y and we clearly have ¢, 1, = —iwdy, i, -

Now, the commutation relations in Eq. (3.21) for the generators of so(2, N — 1) imply
that the Killing vector fields J;;, with 3 <4, j < N +1 given by Eq. (3.24d) correspond to
spatial rotations of the static slices ¥;. Since we have considered solutions ¢(t, p, #) of the
form

N—-2

(rbw,ll (tv P 9) = (COt p)Trw,ll (p)}/l(g)eith ’ (777)
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we have that the Killing vector J;; for any 3 <4,j < N + 1 acts on ¢ by

(i bty )t 1 6) = (cot p) 7 1oty (p) [T i] ()", (7.78)
where we have used the fact that the Killing vectors J;; do not depend on the variables ¢
and p, which follows from Egs. (3.24) and (3.25). Now, since the hyperspherical harmonics
are eigenfunctions of the Laplacian operator Ay _o of the (/N — 2)-sphere and this operator
commutes with all J;;, the function J;;¥; is a linear combination of hyperspherical
harmonics with the same label I; [85, Chapter 9]. (Indeed, the space of functions Y7, ;. .
with fixed I; forms an irreducible representation of the group SO(N —1) whose infinitesimal
generators are given by J;;, and the Casimir element corresponds to the Laplacian Ay _s.)
From this result it follows that any function ¢ of the form of Eq. (7.2) is invariant under
the action of the Killing vectors J;;, regardless of the boundary condition (7.63) the radial
function r,,;, defined by Eq. (7.19) obeys.

Finally, let us assume that the space of solutions ¢,,;, is invariant under the action
of at least one of the two boost-like Killing vector fields, K in Eq. (3.24b) or By, in
Eq. (3.24¢). Let us denote these Killing vectors collectively as K, with ¢ € {1,2} and
ke{3,...,N + 1}, so that Ky, = K} and Ko, = Bj. This implies that we must have

(K i) (t,0,0) = 3 Clwo, o 11, 15) Ry iy (p) Yr (0)e™ ™7, (7.79)

W'l
for some coefficients C(w,w’; l1,1]), and where the sum runs through the allowed eigenvalues
w and /. Now, the commutation relations of the elements in so(2, N —1) given in Eq. (3.21)

imply that the Killing vectors must satisfy
(K ik, J ] = K- (7.80)

Since the Killing vector J}; leaves the space of solutions ¢, ;, invariant, and we have
assumed that Eq. (7.79) holds, the function J ;0 K;j¢,,;, must also be a linear combination
of solutions ¢,/ ;. On the other hand, we have, by Eq. (7.80)

Jio Kipbo 1, = [T, Kir) oty + Kik 0 Jdw,
=—K;¢u 1, + KipoJpdy,, - (7.81)

and by the invariance of the space of solutions under Jj;, the last term is a linear
combination of solutions as well. Hence, the function K¢, ; must be of the form of
Eq. (7.79) and, thus, we conclude that if the space of solutions of the Klein—-Gordon
equation is invariant under the action of any of the boost-like Killing vector fields K,
then it must also be invariant under the action of all Killing vector fields, that is, solutions
are invariant under the infinitesimal action of SO(2, N —1).

Thus, we will determine which of the self-adjoint boundary conditions in Egs. (7.63)
and (7.73) result in invariant solutions spaces under the action of the Killing vector field
K3 given by Eq. (3.26a), that is,

0 ) B cost sinf; O (7.82)

., .0
K3 = —cosbt smtsmpa—costcospa—p e 8791
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By the argument presented above, this requirement is sufficient to prove invariance of the
resulting solution spaces under the infinitesimal action of SO(2,, N — 1).

Let us consider the solution ¢, ;, given by Eq. (7.77) and calculate the function that
results after applying K3 to this solution. First we note that the last term of Eq. (7.82)
acts only on the hyperspherical harmonic Y;(#). For the sake of clarity, we change the
notation of the label I = (I1,...,Ix_) of the hyperspherical harmonics to I = (I1,1). Thus,
we begin by differentiating the function Plﬁll (01) defined in Eq. (7.15) with respect to 61,

to obtain

d — lh . Na [ d (1 (N—4)/2)
dfelpf,h(el) =cpy, (sin )™ 2 {%BI+EN_4)/2 (cos b1)
N -4 —(l2+(N—4)/2
i Cotﬁlljllif;(_4)/2)/ )(Cosﬁl)} ,
!
_ | Ll +l+N-=3) (01)
sin 6, clﬁl1+1(2l1 + N -3) i

(7.83)

lh =)+ N —-3)—
ot N s )]
012,l1—1(211 + N — 3)

where we have used the identities for the associated Legendre functions [23, Egs. 14.10.3
and 14.10.5]

_ v4+pu+1__ vV—p o
x Pyt = 21/7—1—1]3”"#1 () + T 1Pl,_“l(a:) , (7.84a)
d 1 _
2 372513;“(55) R (Vﬂ? PMa) — (v — M)Pyﬁ(x)) : (7.84b)

Thus, using Eq. (7.83) and the definition of the functions Y; ;(0) in Eq. (7.12) we obtain
the following:

) 0
sinb150-Y,1(0) = herl, 4 1(0) = (b + N = 3)ea¥,  1(6), (7.85)

where we have defined the constants

L <(ll —12+1)(11+l2—|—N—3))1/2
-\ (24 +N - 1)(2l + N —3) ’

— < (It =) (lh + 1o + N — 4) >1/2
= (2[1 + N — 3)(2[1 +N— 5) .

(7.86)

The action of K3 on the solution ¢, in Eq. (7.77) is thus obtained from Egs. (7.82)
and (7.85), and reads

[K3¢w,l1] (ta P 9)

- d N —2cost
= (cot p)¥ {cos 91Y11j (0) (cos t cos pdip + iwsintsin p — — ;Tp) Tty (P)
cost Y
 sinp <llclyll+1vl~(9) — (i N =3)eaY) 7 (9)) Tw,h(P)} e (7.87)
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Using the identity (7.84) for the Legendre functions, we obtain the relation between the

hyperspherical harmonics given by
cos1Yy 1(0) = 1Y) 4,7 (0) + e2Yy 1 7(6), (7.88)

where the constants ¢; and ¢ are given by Eq. (7.86). Thus, we substitute Eq. (7.88) into

Eq. (7.87) and we write the functions sint¢ and cost in terms of exponentials to obtain

(K301t p,0)

1 N-2 d N-2
= §(cot p) 2 { [(clYllH’[(ﬂ) + 02}/}1_17[(0)) (cos pd—p -

(hexY; 010 = (1 + N = BjeaY; 1 6)) ry ()] "

sin p
d N-2
+ {(C1Yll+1,i(9) + C2Yll—1,i(9)> <COS pdip " Ssmp wsin p) Twiy (P)
! —i(w+1
~ s (Y01 0) = (0 + N =3, g (0) r ()] e (7,89

Finally, after grouping the terms with the same hyperspherical harmonic factor together,

we get

[K3¢w,l1] (t, P 0)

1 N2 —i(w—1 d o +1/2
= §(cotp) 2 {01Y11+1,Z(9)€ ( )t {COSpdp a sin p

T

o d o-1/2 .
+ oYy, 1 (0)e i(w—1)t |:COSpdp + sinp/ —|—wsmp} Tw,iy (p)

d o+1/2
dp sin p
d o-1/2
sin p

+ ClYil-t,-lj (e)efi(cH»l)t

S

— wsin p} Tl (p)} . (7.90)

where we have used the definition of the label o from Eq. (7.22) to identify the quantities
Lh+(N-2)/2=0+1/2and |1 + (N —-4)/2=0—1/2.

Now, we define the following operators acting on the radial function 7, (p) by

d o+3 .

Lsron] (p) = (osp g = T2 Fasing | v, (o) (791a)
d o — % .

(Lesrn] () = (cos s+ T2 Fwosing ) i (). (7.91b)

which correspond to the expressions in square brackets in Eq. (7.90). Since K3 commutes
with the Casimir operator, i.e., the Laplace—Beltrami operator in Eq. (3.14), direct
inspection of Eq. (7.90) shows that the functions resulting from the above expressions must
be proportional to solutions with the appropriate labels (w, 1), that is, that Ly 17, o
Twt1,i+1 and Ly w741, < 7411, 71. We leave the proof showing that these transformations
are indeed satisfied in Appendix G, where we obtain that the operator K3 acting on ¢,
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results in a linear combination of solutions. Hence, Eq. (7.90) reads

[K3¢w,l1] (tv P 0)

(g (e —o—1) C20
= Ny, — Gw—1+1( p, 0) + ——— P15, -1(t, p, 0
w1 Nw_1711+1(1+0') w 1+ ( p ) Nw_1711_1 w 1 ( p )
oGy —o—1) 20
+ ’ : ¢ 1,1 1ta 70 +7¢ 1,11 -1 tv 79 ’ 7.92
Noyrn (o) Qe (t,p,0) Noprg 1 0ot (t,p,0) (7.92)

where N, ;, is the normalisation constant of r,,;, with respect to the inner product in
Eq. (7.25).

We now find for which values of u € (—m,n| the space of solutions of Eq. (7.31)
satisfying the self-adjoint boundary conditions are invariant under the action of the vector
field K3. Once again, we divide the analysis into three cases.

For Case 1 we have 1 < v, and the only self-adjoint boundary condition is given by
Eq. (7.47). Let r,;, be be a solution of Eq. (7.31) satisfying the boundary condition in
Eq. (7.47). Now, let us consider the function 7 _ := Li_r,;, and calculate the quantities

“) defined through Eq. (7.54). We obtain

( 1) , o+3
Ww+vVv——|sinp — —
2 sin p

)

f_t,__ and D’Iﬁ_i__

— W)

P (p) =(cos p) Drgy, W (p) +

ron “(p), (7.93a)

Dry, ) (p)

— [ 1 1
i () = <w—y—> sinp— 212
2 sin p

2
1
1 o+3 P
+‘“‘4+““—W+(@92@wm22mh“@» (7.93b)

where we have used Eq. (7.31) to obtain Eq. (7.93b). We note that the function Dr;, @)
takes on a finite value at p = /2. This is seen from Eqs. (7.44) and (7.46) and the
definition of Dr @) in Bq. (7.54).

Now, since the function r,,;, satisfies Eq. (7.47) and since Dry,;, ) is finite at p = 7/2,
Eq. (7.93) implies that 7, _ ) (7/2) = 0 and Df,_ )

argument shows that the analogously defined functions 744 and 7#_ also satisfy Eq. (7.47).

(m/2) remains finite. A similar

Hence, this boundary condition results in a space of solutions which is invariant under K3
and, thus, under the infinitesimal action of SO(2, N —1).
For Case 2 we have 0 < v < 1, and the self-adjoint boundary conditions determining

Dom((Ag.i)a) are given by Eq. (7.63), which we rewrite as
R TIN. U
sin §Dr ) (1/2) + cos 57 W(r/2) =0, (7.94)

for all r € Dom((Ag.a)a). Assume 7, is a solution of Eq. (7.31) satisfying Eq. (7.94), and
let #4_ := Ly _7y;,. The functions Py ) and D7, _ ) are calculated using Eqgs. (7.54)
and (7.91a), and they are found to be given by Eq. (7.93) with the appropriate range of
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the parameter v. Thus, we evaluate Eq. (7.93) at p = /2 to obtain

— W
(

P (m)2) = (w+v—o—1) 1, V(n/2), (7.95a)

— )

Di " (1)2) = (w—v—0—1)Drgy, V(x/2). (7.95b)
Hence, we have
sin %D?%FN_ ) (m/2) + cos gﬂv_ ) (m/2)
u
2
Now, let u # 0 and u # 7, so that Eq. (7.94) corresponds to a generalised Robin boundary

=(w—v—0-1) sin%Dv@j1 (x/2) + (w+v—0 —1)cos Tl W(x/2).  (7.96)

condition. Then, since r,;, satisfies the boundary condition in Eq. (7.94), we can write
Dfy_ ) (7/2) = — cot(u/2)74_ % (w/2), and by substituting this into Eq. (7.96) we obtain

) ®) (m/2) = 2vryy, ) (r/2). (7.97)

sin %D?%FN_ (7/2) 4 cos gﬂrN_
Since v # 0, the right—hand side of this expression is never zero and, thus, the functions
fT_ ) and D”fz ) do not satisfy Eq. (7.94). Hence, the generalised Robin boundary
conditions (7.66) do not result in an invariant space of solutions.

Now if u = 0, i.e., if we have a generalised Dirichlet boundary condition, then Eq. (7.94)
reduces to 7, ) (7/2) = 0. However, Eq. (7.95a) directly implies that if Tw,, satisfies
this condition, then so does 7_. A similar argument using Eq. (7.91) shows that this is
also the case for the functions. Thus, the Dirichlet boundary condition (7.64) results in an
invariant space of solutions.

Similarly, if u = 7, then Eq. (7.94) reduces to Dr,;, ) (7/2) = 0, that is, a generalised
Neuma(tnn boundary condition. If r,,;, satisfies this condition, then Eq. (7.95b) implies that
pi,_ "

L_.r,;,. Hence, the generalised Neumann boundary condition (7.65) yields an invariant

(m/2) = 0 and, once again, the same holds true for the functions L4417, and

space of solutions.
Finally, we consider the Case 3. The self-adjoint boundary conditions in Eq. (7.73) are

written as

sin gDF(O)(W/Q) + cos g?@) (1/2) =0, (7.98)
for all » € Dom((Ag.a)a). Equations (7.68) and (7.91) imply that if r,,;, is a solution of
Eq. (7.31) and 71— = Ly_7r,,, then the functions P © and Df4_ (0), are given by

—_— l 9
i (o) = lw sinp— 212 [nlcosp) +4

— (0)
sin p 21n(cos? p) roli - (p)

1

T— YOI 7.99a

[In(cos? p)]? T 20P) ( )

2

1 (O’ + %)
_ 2 2 2 _ _ = N 47

(p) = |cos” p[In(cos” p)]” | w(1 — w) il sin?

1\ . o+ % 2sinp (0
— - - Droy, Q). 7.99b
<w 2) e sin p + In(cos? p) Tl (0) ( )

—4sin®p| 151, O(p)

_l’_
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We evaluate these functions at p = 7/2 to obtain

i Vm/2) = (w0 — 1), On/2) (7.100a)
DA Vx/2) = (w— 0 — 1)Drg, O (/2) — 477, O (n/2). (7.100Db)

Let us assume that r,,;, satisfies Eq. (7.98) with u # 0 and u # 7. Then, we calculate

sin & DF O (x/2) + cos L. Oz /2)
= (w—0—1)|sin gpr;,q ©)(7/2) + cos gr;lq ©) (7 /2)
— 4sin %@71 ©)(7/2). (7.101)

Then, since 7, satisfies the boundary condition, Eq. (7.98) implies that the terms in

square brackets above vanish. Thus, Eq. (7.101) reduces to
sin %Dr;jl ©)(7/2) + cos gr’; ©(x/2) = —4sin gr;jl ) (7 /2), (7.102)

and the right—-hand side is never zero. Hence, the function 7;_ does not satisfy the
self-adjoint boundary condition (7.98). This implies that the generalised Robin boundary
conditions (7.76) do not result in an invariant space of solutions.

Now, if ry,;, satisfies Eq. (7.98) with u = 0, that is, the generalised Dirichlet boundary
condition 7, ©)(7/2) = 0, then Eq. (7.100a) directly implies that 7,_ © (r/2) =0. A
similar argument shows that all other functions obtained by applying the operators in
Eq. (7.91) to the Dirichlet function r,,;, satisfy the boundary condition as well. Thus, the
generalised Dirichlet boundary condition (7.74) yields an invariant space of solutions.

Finally, let us assume that r,;, satisfies the boundary condition in Eq. (7.98) with
u = m, and we have Dry, ©)(7/2) = 0. This time, Eq. (7.100a) implies that

DV (n/2) = —ar53, O(n)2) (7.103)

and, thus, the function 7 _ does not satisfy the same boundary condition that 7 ;, does.
Hence, the generalised Neumann boundary condition (7.75) does not result in an invariant

space of solutions.
7.4 MODE FUNCTIONS SATISFYING THE INVARIANT BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

Now that we have determined which amongst all the possible self-adjoint boundary
conditions result in solution spaces which are invariant under SO(2, N — 1), we can give
the explicit form of the associated mode solutions for each of these cases. The frequency
spectrum for the Dirichlet, Neumann and Robin mode solutions can be found, for example,
in Ref. [16]. We note that the values of the frequencies we obtain for the Dirichlet and

Neumann modes correspond to these results.
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Let us begin by considering all cases for which v ¢ Ny. Thus, we can consider the
general solution of Eq. (7.31) in the form given by Eq. (7.39). We use the definition given

in Eq. (7.54a), to obtain the function 7, (”), namely,

— . 1 —
ot W(p) =Ny (sin p)743 [A2, (cos ) F (G, G831 + v cos? p)
+AE (Cf,,,m (Tpos 1 — vscos? p)] : (7.104)
where we have extended the definition in Eq. (7.54a) to encompass the cases where v > 1

and v ¢ N. Using the definition in Eq. (7.54b), and the identity for the hypergeometric
function [23, Eq. 15.5.1]

d b
—Flabicz) = P Pa+1,b+ et La), (7.105)
xT C

we calculate the function Dr, (”), which reads

Dz, Y (p) =Nupy (sin o)+ | 42, co? p [ T2 Ry () — 25050 )
o o v sin p 1+v

o+1/2 _ 2CEV7UC:;U
sin p 1—v

+ A%(cos p)*~ < F’Q(p)> - zquyFl(p)] , (7.106)

where we have defined the functions

Fi(p) ::F( o ;g’;l+u;0082p> , (7.107a)
Fylp) = F (C¥,5, (il 1 = vic0s? ) | (7.107b)
F1(p) :F<1+C,‘jfg,1+g,;;’;2+v;0052p) , (7.107c¢)
i(p) == F (1 (200 14+ (Y02 — v cos? p) : (7.107d)

Let us then apply the generalised Dirichlet boundary condition (7.64) to the solution
Tw,i,, that is, 7,7, ) (7/2) = 0. (We note that the unique self-adjoint boundary condition
for 1 < v given by Eq. (7.47) is also a Dirichlet boundary condition of this type.) Hence,
we evaluate Eq. (7.104) at p = w/2. Since F(a, b;¢;0) =1 for all a,b,c € C, we have that
Tl W (7/2) = N, A% . Thus, the function r,;, satisfies the Dirichlet boundary condition
if A = 0. The definition of A% in Eq. (7.40) implies that this is satisfied whenever
F(C,f;’)*l = 0, that is, whenever

1 +
lrotvrw _n, (7.108)
2
for any n € Ny. Hence, the Dirichlet boundary condition is satisfied if we constrain the
frequency values to w = :l:ng’D), where we have defined
wP) =2 41404, (7.109)

for n € Ny. Since we are interested in positive—frequency solutions, we choose the positive

frequency parameter in Eq. (7.109). We substitute w = w,(f’D) into Eq. (7.39) to obtain
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(v,N)

the Dirichlet solution r, ;" :=7r @), . We find
501 Wy, A

(v.D)

rnull

(v,D)
(p) =N _wnp) llA“_”;, (sin p)”+%(cos p)"+%F (n +v+o+1,—n;1 4 v;cos? p) ,
— N(VvD)

n,ly

(sin p)7 2 (cos p)” T2 PLo¥) (cos 2p) | (7.110)

where P,Ea’b) (x) is a Jacobi polynomial given by Eq. (6.23) and N, (V’P) is a normalisation

n,l

constant.
Now, for special case for which v € N the function r,,;, given by Eq. (7.39) is ill-defined.
Hence, we consider the transformation given Eq. (7.41) instead. Using this definition of

the solution 7, ;,, we calculate

1 : o l w m =
(c08 )™ 31201, () =Noy (sin p)7+3 [Hm@os P} 3" i [In(cos? p) + hu ()] (cos p)*
k=0

m—1
+ (=)™ tge > Dk(cosp)%] , (7.111)
k=0

where we have defined the coefficients C}, and D;, as

(G0 E(Cno ) (o) k(om0 )k
Kl(m+ k)’ K1 —m)

Cy = Dy, = (7.112)
We impose the boundary condition (7.47) on the function r,;, by evaluating Eq. (7.111)
at p = 7/2 and equating the result to zero. Since (cos p)*™!In(cosp) — 0 as p — 7/2,

Eq. (7.111) implies that

_1 m— w
[(cos )™ 2run ()] | = Non (=)™ HE,,. (7.113)

Hence, the function r,,;, satisfies the Dirichlet boundary condition if H* , = 0. Using the
definition of the constant H¥ , given by Eq. (7.42), we see that this condition is equivalent
to I'( ﬂg‘:ﬁ,)*l = 0, which is satisfied if and only if w = :l:w%m’D), that is, if the frequency

spectrum is given by Eq. (7.109) with ¥ = m. Once again, since we are considering

positive—frequency solutions we take w = wfzm’D). The substitution of this value of w into
Eq. (7.41) is a bit more subtle compared to the case where v ¢ N. If we substitute wimP)

into H¥, Eq. (7.42) implies that
w;m,D) . (—l)erlF(l + U)

mn T T+ 1+ o) (—m) 0- (7.114)

Thus, it would appear that the Dirichlet solution T D) is trivial. However, we note

) h_mp) (k) in Eq. (7.41) vanish. From the definition

n

(m
that not all the combinations Hy»
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of the constants h, in Eq. (7.43) and the result in Eq. (7.114), we see that

(D) L (=1)™FIP(1 + o)
Hy hwﬁlm’D) (k) = ll—{% IF'2n+14+0)l'(—m+e¢)

B (-D)™HT1+0) . Y(k—m+e)
T T@ntl1+o) 30 D(—m+te)
_(=D™IT (A4 o)
= Tantito) (=1)™m! lim
I'(1+o)m!

=~ 7 " A1
I'2n+1+0)’ (7.115)

vk —m+e),

)

where we have used the fact that ¢(z)/T'(x) - —1 as * — 0. Thus, a straightforward
calculation shows that, after substituting w = wﬁm’D) into Eq. (7.41) and applying the
result of Eq. (7.115), the solution T D) reduces to Eq. (7.110) with v = m. Thus, by
this analysis we conclude that the generalised Dirichlet boundary conditions result in the
mode functions given by Eq. (7.110) for all 1 <v and 0 < v < 1.

Now let us consider 0 < v < 1. For these values of the parameter v, the general solution
is also given by Eq. (7.39) and the functions 7, ™) and Dry, ) are given by Egs. (7.104)
and (7.106). We evaluate Eq. (7.106) at p = 7/2 and we obtain

Drog, W(n/2) = —20AY,, . (7.116)

Now, let 7, be a solution satisfying the generalised Neumann boundary condition in
Eq (7.65). Hence, we must have Dry, ) (7/2) = 0, which is satisfied if A%, = 0. The
definition in Eq. (7.40) implies that this is satisfied whenever I'( ffj ») =0, that is,

1 —v+
1to-vEw —n, (7.117)
2
with n € Ng. Hence, the frequency spectrum is constrained by w = j:ng’N), where
wN =+ 140 —v. (7.118)

We choose the positive frequencies and substitute w = wSLV’N) into Eq. (7.39) to obtain the
(v,N)

Neumann modes I

=7 wnN), . We find
Wn :ll

(v,N)
7*7(;311\1) (p) = walu,N)’llAﬁj" (sin p)‘”%(cos p)%*”F (n —v+o+1,—n;1 —v;cos? p) ,

= NWN)(sin p)° 2 (cos p)2 VP (cos 2p) , (7.119)

where we have used the definition of the Jacobi polynomials in Eq. (6.23) and N,gV’N) is a
normalisation constant.

Finally, we consider the case v = 0. The general solution 7, is given by Eq. (7.41)
with m = 0 (the last term omitted). Now, Eq. (7.68) implies that the function r,, © i
given by

770 O (0) = N sin o) % | 13 S <<(>k|<><> (14 e

k=0

p)) (cosp)%] . (7.120)

In(cos?
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The only invariant self-adjoint boundary condition in this case corresponds to the gen-
eralised Dirichlet boundary condition in Eq. (7.74), that is, 74, ©(x/2) = 0. From
Eq. (7.120) we have 7, O (r/2) = N, Hg. Hence, the solution 7, satisfies the Dirich-
let condition if Hy = 0. The definition in Eq. (7.42) implies that this is the case whenever
T'(¢ye)~t =0, that is, if

1 +
oW (7.121)
2
. . . . . __ (0D) (0,D)
with n € Ny. This constrains the allowed frequencies to satisfy w = £wy, 7, where wp,
is defined by taking v = 0 in either Eq. (7.109) or (7.118). We take the positive frequency
spectrum and set w = wng’D). We substitute this value of w into Eq. (7.41) in a very similar

way to the case v € N above. Thus, using Eq. (7.114), we obtain the Dirichlet solution
(0,D)

niy =T oD, given by

n,l1

(0,D)
n,ly

(p) = ]\TWSLO,D)J1 (sin p)‘”%(cos p)%F (—n, n+o+1;1+ o;sin’ p) ,
= N©OD) (sin p)"+% (cos p)%P("’O) (cos2p), (7.122)

n7ll n

where we have used Eq. (6.23), and Nfl?l’lD) is a normalisation constant.

To conclude this section we present the full mode solutions of the Klein—Gordon
equation given by Eq. (7.2) associated to all the SO(2, N — 1)—invariant self-adjoint
boundary conditions for the different values of the mass parameter v. The normalisation

constants of the radial components are obtained by imposing the condition

<Tn,llarn’,l1 >Rad = Onn 5 (7.123)

with the inner product defined in Eq. (7.25). We have made use of the orthonormality
of the Jacobi polynomials given in Eq. (6.25). We adopt our original notation used in
Section 7.1 and denote the hyperspherical harmonics defined by Egs. (7.12) and (7.15) by
Y;(0) where I = (11,...,Iny—2). We also use the definition of ¢ in Eq. (7.22) to write the
mode functions in terms of the angular number /;.

Case 1: v > 1 (M? > (N —3)(N +1)/4). The only self-adjoint boundary condition for
the radial component is the generalised Dirichlet boundary condition given by Eq. (7.47).

The normalised positive—frequency mode solutions are given by

_ li+-N=3 _ . (v,D)
Ut p,0) = NP (sin o)1t (cos p)+ 27 P (cos 20)Wi(0)e 000, (7.124)
with frequency spectrum given by
N -1
WP =2+v+h+—5—, nelp, (7.125)
and normalisation constant given by
1
(VvD) N—1 2
2w n'(n+v+l + 25—
wb) _ | b ( ) (7.126)

F(n—l—u—i—l)lﬂ(n—i-h—l-%)
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Case 2: 0 < v <1 (—(N-1)2/4 < M? < (N —3)(N +1)/4). The invariant self-
adjoint boundary conditions are the generalised Dirichlet (7.64) and Neumann (7.65)
boundary conditions. The Dirichlet modes are given by Eq. (7.124). The normalised
positive—frequency Neumann modes are given by

N

. (vN)
N (t,p,6) = N (sin p)' (cos p) 7~ P (cos 20)Yi(@)e ", (7.127)
with frequency spectrum given by
N -1
gff)zzn—wrlﬁT, n e Ny, (7.128)
and normalisation constant given by
1
(v,)N) N-1)72
2w nlT(n—v+1+ 55—
wN) - | ( 7) : (7.129)

F(n—z/—i—l)l“(ﬂ—i—h%-%)

We note that, for the case N = 4, that is, for a scalar field in AdS,4, the Dirchlet and
Neumann mode functions given by Eq. (7.124) and (7.127), respectively, reduce to those
found by Breitenlohner and Freedman in Refs. [12, 13]. In their analysis, they showed
that for —9/4 < M? < —5/4 two types of mode solutions, corresponding to Dirichlet and
Neumann boundary conditions, make the energy flux at the boundaries to be zero. The
freedom of choice between these two sets of mode functions can then be explained using the
fact that only these two solution spaces coming from the self-adjoint boundary conditions
are invariant under SO(2, N — 1).

Case 3: v =0 (M? = —(N —1)2/4). The only invariant self-adjoint boundary condition
for this case is the generalised Dirichlet boundary condition (7.74). The normalised positive—

frequency Dirichlet modes are given by

BOP)(t,p,6) = NP (sin p)'* (cos p) 7 P{TF ) (cos 20)vi(0)e 0, (7.130)
with frequency spectrum given by
wq(fl’?) =2n+10 + % , néeNp, (7.131)
and normalisation constant given by
NP = [mffg?)}% . (7.132)

We note that these mode solutions correspond to Eqgs. (7.124) and (7.127) with v = 0.
Thus, the Dirichlet and Neumann mode solutions in Eqs. (7.124) and (7.127) for 0 < v < 1
approach the Dirichlet modes in Eq. (7.130) in the limit as the mass squared approaches
to the critical value —(N — 1)2/4. We also note that the Dirichlet modes in Eq. (7.130)
for N = 4 coincide with those found by imposing the vanishing of the energy flux at the
spatial boundary in Refs. [11, 12].
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7.5 INVARIANT POSITIVE-FREQUENCY SUBSPACES

In Section 7.3 we have shown that if the space of solutions to Klein—-Gordon equation is
invariant under the action of the Killing vector field K3, then it is invariant under the
infinitesimal action of SO(2, N — 1). We found in Section 7.4 that only the Dirichlet and
Neumann modes form invariant solution spaces. We now turn to the task of determining
whether or not the space of solutions for these cases, namely, the ones spanned by the mode
functions in Eqs. (7.124), (7.127) and (7.130), respectively, results in invariant positive—
frequency spaces. We will first show that for any of these sets of mode solutions, the
action of the boost-like Killing vector K3 in Eq. (7.82) on any positive—frequency mode is
a linear combination of positive—frequency modes. Then, using the Killing algebra, we will
show that this fact implies that any other Killing vector field preserves positive—frequency
solutions.

Let ¢, 1, be any of the three mode solutions of Eqs. (7.124), (7.127), or (7.130) such
that the associated frequency satisfies w, > 0. Then, the action of the vector field K3
on @y, 1, is given by Eq. (7.92). From this expression, it follows that K3¢,, ;, is a linear
combination of the four mode solutions ¢, +1,+1, and ¢y, +1,1,71. Also, if n =0 = [y,
then Egs. (7.86) and (7.92) imply that K3¢u0 X ¢uot1,+1- Now, since w, > 0 for
all n € Ny, the two modes, ¢,,,+1,1,+1, have positive frequencies. The other two mode
functions have frequencies w,, — 1, with [{ — 1 and I1 + 1, respectively. Thus, the frequencies
wn — 1 will be positive unless w, < 1 for some n. The explicit form of the frequency
spectrum for the invariant spaces is given by w, = 2n+ev+1; + (N —1)/2, where ¢ = +1,
so that € = 1 corresponds to the Dirichlet modes and € = —1 corresponds to the Neumann
modes. If v > 1, then only the Dirichlet modes (¢ = 1) are invariant, and for these
cases it follows that w, > 2 for all n,l; € Ny, since (N —1)/2 > 1 for all N > 3. Hence,
K3¢,,, 1, is a linear combination of positive frequency modes for all n € No. Now, for
the Dirichlet modes (¢ = 1) with 0 < v < 1, we have w,, > 1 for all n,l; € Ny and, thus,
K3¢,,,, is again positive-frequency. Finally, for the Neumann modes (¢ = —1) which
only appear for 0 < v < 1, we have w, > 1 for all n,l; € N, since the frequency wy with
l1 = 0 does satisfy 0 < wp < 1 (since if N = 3, we have wg = —v+ (N —1)/2 < 1).
However, as mentioned above, we have K3¢,,,0 X ¢uy+1,,+1, SO no negative frequency
solution appears for this particular case either. Hence, K3¢,,, ;, is a linear combination of
positive—frequency solutions for all n,l; € Ny for the Neumann modes as well. Therefore,
we have shown that for any of the invariant mode solution spaces, the positive—frequency
subspaces are invariant under the action of the Killing vector K.

Now, let ¢, ;, be any of the positive-frequency mode solutions with w;,;; > 0 coming
from the Dirichlet or Neumann boundary conditions. The first thing to note is that,
since [£o,J] = 0 for all 3 < k <1 < N — 2, where & is the time-like Killing vector
field and Jy; is defined in Eq. (3.24d), the action of Jy; leaves the frequency invariant.
Thus, Jy¢n,, must be a linear combination of modes with the same frequency wy, .

Similarly, by our previous result, we can write K3¢,;, = > Cn,n/;ll,l’l G 1y, With each ¢y iy
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a positive—frequency mode. Since Eq. (7.80) implies that
K; =[K3,J3j] (7.133)

for all j > 3, where K is given by Eq. (3.24b), the action of K; on the mode function

®n,1, reduces to

Kj¢n,l1 = (Kg [¢] Jgj) qull - Z Cnvn/ﬂhlll J3j¢n’,l’1 . (7134)

n,l}

We immediately note that the second term is a linear combination of positive—frequency
modes due to the invariance of the frequency by the action of J3;. Similarly, the function
J3;¢n,, is a linear combination of positive—frequency modes and the action of K3 on
these functions preserves the positive—frequency subspace. Hence, Eq. (7.134) implies that
the mode function K¢, is a linear combination of positive-frequency modes for all
j > 3. Finally, we note that Eq. (3.20) implies that B; = [K,&] for all j > 3, where the
boost-like Killing vector Bj is given by Eq. (3.24c). Thus, we calculate the action of B;

on the mode ¢, ;, to obtain

Bony, = —twn iy Kjbnyy — S0Kjdny, (7.135)

we have used {o¢y, 1, = —iwy 1, @pny,- Since we previously found that K¢, ;, is a linear
combination of positive—frequency mode solutions for all j > 3, Eq. (7.135) implies that
B¢, ;, must also be a linear combination of positive-frequency modes for all 7 > 3. Hence,
we can conclude that the subspace of positive—frequency solutions for the Dirichlet and
Neumann boundary conditions is invariant under the action of the Killing vectors K, B;
and Jy; for all j, k, 1.

In conclusion, we have shown that the Dirichlet modes gbm?) for all 0 < v, and the

N
Neumann modes ¢7(1Vi1 )

for 0 < v < 1, form invariant positive—frequency subspaces. Thus,
it is possible to construct quantum field theories with a stationary vacuum state for these
solution spaces by following the general prescription presented in Section 2.3 of Chapter 2.

We conclude this chapter summarising our main results for the analysis of a scalar field
in AdSy in Table 7.1. In this table, the symbols 7*) and D7*) represent the evaluations
7 (7/2) and D7) (/2), respectively. We have also defined the numbers u_ := 1 — ¢™

and uy :=i(1 + e™).
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Table 7.1: Self-adjoint boundary conditions for scalar field in AdSy

M (v) SABCs Inv. SABCs Spectrum (w) Inv. P-F sol.
M? > Mg w = 4w
- Dirichlet Dirichlet b il (D) wffiD)
(v=1) WD) o vt o
(v,D)
w=3w ,
5 Dirichlet (D) mh PP, wffi?)
-1-M M2 <M D) _ ,
BF < < Mpfr w. DY) — u+?<V) Wp iy 2n+v+o+1
O<r<l) =
w=+w" R
Neumann N n.ly d’gzU’N), wfluzN)
w(ui):2n—y+o+1 L
n,l1
M2=—-1-M _ _ w:iw(O,D)’
BE u_Dr(® = 4 70 Dirichlet oD nh ¢$L0!D)7 wioiD)
(v=0) wiil>:2n+a+1 i

The number Mpp := (N — 3)(N + 1)/4 is the B-F bound.

Here n is always assumed to be in Np.
We have taken the definition o =11 + (N — 3)/2
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Dirac spinors in AdSs

In this chapter we analyse a spinor field of mass 0 < M obeying the Dirac equation in
AdS,. We will apply the prescription introduced in Chapter 2 for spinor fields. Following
the approach taken for the scalar field case in Chapter 6, we will first obtain the general
solutions of the Dirac equation via separation of variables, decomposing the solution with
respect to the frequency spectrum. Since our goal is to prescribe well-defined dynamics
for the classical field in order to obtain a quantum field theory via canonical quantisation
(as in Section 2.3), we consider only positive—frequency solutions. The spatial component
of the Dirac operator, defined on a suitable Hilbert space of functions, is a densely defined
symmetric operator which fails to be self-adjoint. Hence, we will apply the theory of
self-adjoint extensions presented in Chapter 5 to this operator. The theory of self-adjoint
extensions has been applied to a Dirac field in AdS, in a slightly different way to the
one we have used for the scalar field in AdSy by Bachelot [86], where certain boundary
conditions are highlighted.

The admissible self-adjoint extensions provided by von Neumann’s theorem 5.1.3 are
given in terms of their domains. Similarly to the analysis of scalar field theory in AdSs and
AdSy, N > 3, we associate to each self-adjoint extension a self-adjoint boundary condition
that the elements in its domain must satisfy. However, we will use a different method to
obtain the associated self-adjoint boundary conditions to the one we applied in Chapters 6
and 7 for the case of scalar field theories. This equivalent approach is based on the analysis
in Ref. [71]. The type of self-adjoint boundary condition depends on the absolute value
of the mass of the field. If |M]| is sufficiently large, the boundary conditions are uniquely
determined by requiring the solutions to the Dirac equation to be normalisable with respect
to the Dirac inner product, which is equivalent to the fact that the spatial Dirac operator
for this mass range is essentially self-adjoint and thus, has a unique self-adjoint extension.
On the other hand, in a certain range of low mass parameter, similarly to the case of a
scalar field, the self-adjoint extensions will be parametrised by a 2 x 2 unitary matrix.

We will then determine which of the self-adjoint boundary conditions result in invariant
mode solutions under the infinitesimal action of éi(2, R), which can be realised through a
certain Lie derivative operator defined on spinor solutions. We will then find which of the
resulting invariant mode solution spaces admit an invariant positive— or negative—frequency

subspace and hence, result in a vacuum state invariant under the éi(Q, R) action following
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the prescription of Section 2.3. Finally, we analyse the cases for which the invariant
boundary conditions result in modes which do not admit this frequency spectrum splitting

and thus, describe quantum theories with non—invariant vacuum sectors.

8.1 SOLUTIONS OF THE DIRAC EQUATION IN AdS,

Let us consider the two—dimensional anti—de Sitter spacetime, AdSs. We use the static
coordinate system defined in Eq. (3.8) which, for N = 2, reduces to (z°,2') = (¢, p), with
t € Rand p € (—7/2,7/2). The line element for AdSs is given by Eq. (6.1). With respect
to the metric tensor, the non—zero components of the Levi—Civita connection are given
by Eq. (3.11), and for N = 2, they reduce to I'%; = I'ly, = I'!}; = tan p. We adopt the
local orthonormal frame {e,}q—0,1 given by Eq. (3.12). For the two-dimensional case, the

non-zero components e ** of the frame fields are given by

e} =cosp=e;’. (8.1)

With respect to the orthonormal frame, the connection 1-form w®, defined in Eq. (2.19),
has non-zero components w? , given by Eq. (3.13), which read w o = wlyy = tanp
Following a convention similar to that of Ref. [14], we will use the 2-dimensional

representation of the 2 x 2—-gamma matrices v* given by

o [0 i L (-1 0
7_<z’ 0)’ 7_<0 1)’ (82)

which satisfy the anticommutation relation in Eq. (2.22), that is, {y*,7*} = 2n®I, with
n® = diag(—1, 1). For this choice of gamma matrices, we have (7°) = =70 and (1) =~
From Eq. (2.23), we see that the quantities % for the gamma matrices in Eq.(8.2) are

given by
10 4
»ot == , 8.3
2 (—i 0) (8:3)
and by 219 = —%01 In this representation the charge conjugation matrix C' is given by
C =223 for any z € C on the unit circle. We choose z = —1, and write

0 —1
C ( 0) | (5.4

and, from Eq. (8.2), it follows that we have C = —%41.

As discussed in Chapter 2, spinor fields in AdSs will be regarded as elements of the
space C*°(AdSz, C?), of C?>-valued smooth functions on anti-de Sitter spacetime. The
spin covariant derivative acting on a spinor (¢, p) in AdS; is defined using Eqs. (2.24)
and (2.25). With respect to our choice of orthonormal frame (8.1), the spinor covariant

derivatives in the time and spatial directions are found to be given by
1
Ve =0 — 5 tan p X0 | (8.5a)

VY =0,, (8.5b)
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respectively. We recall that the spacetime gamma matrices are defined by the relation
At = e '~?. Hence, the Dirac equation defined for a standard static spacetime in Eq. (2.28)
reduces, for the case of AdSs in global coordinates (¢, p), to

cos p [voat + 7t (ap + %tan pﬂ WU(t, p) = Mip(t, p), (8.6)

where 1) € C* (AdS2; C?), and M € R denotes the mass of the field.

It will be convenient to define the two—component spinor 1; via the relation

b(t, p) = (cos p)2d(t, p), (8.7)

so that Eq. (8.6) is equivalent to the equation for the spinor 1; given by

(7000 + 718, ) $(t. p) = M sec pi(t, p) . (8.8)

A simple substitution shows that if 1 is a solution of this equation with mass M, then
i¥0%) is a solution with mass —M. Then, without loss of generality, we will only consider
solutions to Eq. (8.8) with M > 0.

Since we are interested in the description of the solutions of Eq. (8.6) in terms of

positive— and negative—frequency mode spinors, we will consider solutions 1; of the form

D(t, p) = Vy(p)e ™, w0, (8.9)

where ¥, € C®((—m/2,7/2),C?). Following the description of spinors in standard
static spacetimes given in Chapter 2, we identify the spatial spinor associated to ¢ with
(cos p)'/2W,,. We recall that the Hilbert space 7, was defined as L? ([—7/2,7/2]; C?), the
space of square-integrable spatial spinors with respect to the measure dV’' = vhdp =
sec pdp (which follows by Eq. (7.1)). Considering the scaling of the spatial spinor defined
in Eq. (8.7), the scaled spatial spinors ¥, can be identified with the elements of the Hilbert
space L? ([—m/2,7/2];C?) with respect to the measure dp. Since the multiplication map

by the factor (cos p)'/?

is a unitary isomorphism between these two Hilbert spaces, we will
refer to the latter by the same symbol, 7.

With these considerations in mind, we see that Eq. (2.30) implies that the inner product
between the elements Wy, Wy € J73, is given by

w/2

), = [ ) el (8.10)

where UT denotes the conjugate transpose of ¥(p) € C2. The inner product of .7, induces
an inner product between the spinors ¢ € L? (AdSy; CQ). Given two solutions, 1 and 1, of
Eq. (8.6), of the form (¢, p) = (cos p)l/Z\Ile (p)e~™it  j = 1,2, with non-zero frequencies
w1 # wo, the pairing

™

/2 d
(¢1)¢2)n = /9 1/)1(t, p)T¢2(t7p)

cosp’

= e W)t (g WY (8.11)
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defines a non—degenerate bilinear form for a fixed ¢t € R.

From Egs. (8.6) and (8.8), it follows that the spatial spinor ¥,, satisfies the equation
DY, (p) =wPy,(p), (8.12)
where we have defined the operator!
o1 d g
D:=iyy L v Msecp. (8.13)
P

Analogously to the case of a scalar field in AdSe, we will consider the operator D acting on
the natural domain Dom(D) = C° ((—n/2,7/2),C?), that is, the subspace of compactly
supported smooth maps (—7/2,7/2) — C? with support away from the boundary. We
note that, since any element in .7#5 can be approximated arbitrarily well by elements in
C® ((—n/2,m/2); C?), we have Dom(D) = s#,. Hence, D is a densely defined operator.
Furthermore, the operator I is a symmetric operator with respect to the inner product
given by Eq. (8.10), that is, for all ¥1, ¥y € Dom(D), we have

(V1,DWy) , = (DVy, ¥y),, , (8.14)

which follows by using Eq. (8.10) and integrating by parts.
Now, we consider the adjoint operator D of I. From Definition 2.2.2 we have that if
U’ € Dom(DT), then

(¥, D¥), = (DIw', ) (8.15)

for all ¥ € Dom(D). In general, Dom(D) # Dom(D'), and thus, the operator I is not

self-adjoint?. In fact, the domain of the adjoint operator is found to satisfy
Dom(D) € Dom(D'), (8.16)

but we can easily find elements in ) not contained in the domain of D satisfying
Eq. (8.15) (e.g., spatial spinors ¥ for which the component functions W'D /() are
absolutely continuous functions on (—7/2,7/2) do satisfy Eq. (8.15) and are not contained
in Dom(ID)).

Thus, we will apply the theory of self-adjoint extensions presented in Chapter 5
to the operator D to find a family of self-adjoint operators Dy. Following the general
prescription of Section 5.1, we will first look for solutions in %, satisfying the equations
DIW, = 44U, in order to find the deficiency indices n4 of the operator D. Then, we
will apply von Neumann’s theorem to identify the domains of the admissible self-adjoint

extensions of D.

!The operator D above and the one defined in Eq. (2.29) are not the same for N = 2, but instead
related by the intertwiner defined as multiplication by (cos p)1/2.

2We will explicitly prove the lack of self-adjointness of I shortly by calculating its deficiency indices
and applying von Neumann’s theorem.
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Similarly to the case of a scalar field, we determine if normalisable solutions of D ¥, =
wW, that is,

d
v "M secp| W,(p) = wly(p), (8.17)

i 0y

exist for w € C. Thus, by specialising to the particular values of w = +i, solving Eq. (8.17)

is equivalent to determining the deficiency subspaces L of the operator D. The number
of linearly independent solutions will thus provide the deficiency indices of D.

In order to find the general solutions, we project Eq. (8.17) onto the components of the

spinor W, with respect to the gamma matrix representation we have chosen. Let us define

vl
U, = : 8.18
w (\Ilﬁ?) (8.18)
with \Ilc(,}), \I/((f) complex—valued functions on the interval (—m/2,7/2). Hence, Eq. (8.17) is

equivalent to the coupled system of equations given by

d

3, Y 0) + Msecp B (p) = w0 (), (8.19a)
~Su0(p) + Msee p U (p) = wu Do), (3.19D)
p

We note that if ¥, is a solution of Eq. (8.12) with w € R and w > 0, then the charge
conjugate spinor ¢, := C(7°)T W, where C is given by Eq. (8.4), is a solution of Eq. (8.12)
with —w.

Now, by eliminating \Pg,2) in Eq. (8.19) we obtain the second order equation

2
Lo

a7 (p) + [wQ + M sec p tan p — M? sec? p] vW(p)=0. (8.20)

A general solution to this equation when M — 1/2 ¢ Ny is given in terms of the Gaussian

hypergeometric functions [23], and reads

= 1 1 —sin
v (p) =(2M + 1)Cy o (p)MF (< i 5+ M; 2p)
+ 3 1 —si
wCq cospa(p) ™MF (1+w,1—w;2—M;;mp> ’ (8.21)

where we have defined

1
1—sinp)\2
= — 8.22
0= (1ams) (8:22)

and with C7,Cy € C arbitrary constants. Using this solution, we now define the second

spinor component g through Eq. (8.19a). By using Eq. (7.105) it can readily be verified

@

that the second component W’ is given by

-y
U (p) =w Creos po(p) F (1 +w,1 —w;ngM; ;mp>

+(2M — 1)Cyo(p)™MF (w,—w;l M; 1—smp> .

— 2
5~ M; = (5.28)
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If M =1/2+ k, with k € Ny, then it can be shown that the general solutions are instead
given by

w(p) =a(p)? [C1 (PLF(sinp) + PLE, (sinp))

+ Oy (Q b(sinp) + QS (sinp) )] (8.24a)
WP (p) =o(p) 2 [C1 (PLE,(sinp) — PSH(sin p))

+ O (QCE(sinp) = Q*(sinp)) | (8.24b)

where P# and Q¥ are Ferrers functions of the first and second kind, respectively. These are
given by [23, Egs. 14.3.1, 14.3.2]

1 1+ 2\ /2 1— o
Phle) = (1 — p) (1 — x) F (” tlh-nl-m— ) , (8.25a)
R AC u (COS pm Py () — mpi“ (fv)> : (8.25b)

The functions Q;* with k € Ny can be defined by substituting Eq. 14.9.3 in Ref. [23] into
Eq. (8.25b) and taking the limit 4 — —k. Solutions for M = 1/2 reduce to Legendre
functions by means of the relation P?(z) = P,(z). We also note that the solutions for
the massless spinor field can be directly obtained from Egs. (8.19a) and (8.20) by setting

M = 0, in which case the components are simply given by

U _o(p) = Creoswp + Casinwp, (8.26a)
U _o(p) = ~Cisinwp + Gy coswp, (8.26b)

for some él, Cs € C.

In order to determine if square—integrable solutions exist, we need to find for which
values of M the functions in Egs. (8.21) and (8.23) are square-integrable. This can be done
by analysing the asymptotic behaviour of these solutions at the boundary. The leading
behaviour of the hypergeometric functions appearing in these solutions at p = £7/2 is
different for different values of the mass of the spinor field M, thus, it will be convenient

to perform this analysis separately for the following cases:
1. 0< M < 1/2.
2. M >1/2, with M —1/2 ¢ N.
3. M =1/2+ k, with k € Np.

We analyse cases 1 and 2 first. If M = 0, then it is clear from Eq. (8.26) that both
solutions are square-integrable for any C;,Ca,w € C. Therefore, the deficiency indices for
the massless case are given by n4+ = 2. Now, for the non—zero values of M falling on these

ranges, we evaluate the functions (8.21) and (8.23) at p = m/2 — e for sufficiently small
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€ > 0. Then, using the fact that F(a,b;c;e) =1+ O(e) as € — 0, it follows that

o (T_.\ = 2\ .M 2\ 1-M
y( (2 e> = [eM+1)Ci+0(E)] M+ [w+0(2)] M, (8.27a)
@(T_.)= 2\1 1+ M _ 2\ —M
e (2 e> — w0 +0(2)] &V 4 [ -Gy +0 ()] M. (327)
To evaluate the component functions near p = —7/2, we use the transformation formula

for the hypergeometric function [23, Eq. 15.8.4],
F(e)l'(a+b—rc)
I'(a)l'(b)
I'(e)l'(c—a—10)
I'(c—a)l'(c—10)

so that we can write Eqs. (8.21) and (8.23) as

F(a,b;c;x) = (1-2)*Flc—a,c—bjc—a—b+1;1—x)

F(a,bja+b—c+1;1—2x), (8.28)

v (p) = (2M +1)Cro(p) [APD M (p) + ALY (1 -+ 5in )2 B ()
+wCycos pa(p) ™M [BIEFM (p) + BS (1 +sinp) M2EM (p)] , (8.29)
and
W) (p) = wCrcos pa(p)™ BB () + BSY (14sin p)M 2 BT (p)]
+(2M = 1)Cao(p) M [ATM M () + AT (14 5inp)2 ™ By M (p)] |, (3.30)

respectively, where we have defined the quantities

2
T — F(§+M1) A _rGrm)r (5 M>, (8.31a)
T(3+M+w)T(3+M-w) ()T (-w)
on_ LG-a)r(a-5) G- M)F( M)
& _r(;—M+w)r(;—M—w)’B Fl+w)l(l-w) - (8:31b)

and the functions F]-M (p), j = 1,...4, are the hypergeometric functions of argument
(1 + sinp)/2 that result from the transformations in Eq. (8.28) and satisfy FJM (p) =
14+ O(1+sinp) as © — —m/2. We are now able to evaluate these functions at p = € — 7/2,

for the same small parameter ¢ > 0 above. This results in
v (e - ;r) =@M +1)Cr AP + Cow B + 0 ()] M
+ [(QM + 1)C’1A( )+ Cy w By M40 (62 } ML (8.32a)
v (e— ;r) =[CrwB{™ + @M = 1) AT £ 0 ()] M,
+[Crw BEM 4 oM = 1)CoAT M0 ()] M. (8.32b)

Since the inner product in Eq. (8.10) is written in terms of the components in Eq. (8.18) as

(v, 0, = [ 7;//22 (19 (0) + 2P ()98 (0)) dp. (5.33)
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it follows that the spinor ¥, will be normalisable if the asymptotic behaviour of the
function \\I/U(})(p)|2 + \\Ifg)(p)P as p — +m/2 is given by (7/2 — |p|)" with r > —1. Using
Eq. (8.27) and the fact that M > 0 for the cases we are considering, we have that

2
-9

2 2 9
‘\IJ(” <e - ”)‘ + ‘W) (e - g)‘ ~|Crw B 4 2M = )0yl M

2
~ ‘02‘2 (|w‘26272M + (2M o 1)2672]\/[) 7 (834)

+ ’(QM + 1) AN + Cow B[ e2M - (3.35)

(M) ’2
2
as € — 0. Thus, it follows that if 0 < M < 1/2, then the leading term of these expressions
is proportional to €, with r > —1 at both endpoints. Therefore, the two component
functions \IJS) and \IJL(E) are square—integrable for any C1,Cs,w € C, in particular, for
w = =+, and thus, the deficiency subspaces of D for this mass range have dimension n4 = 2.
By von Neumann’s theorem 5.1.3, the operator D admits a family of self-adjoint extensions
parametrised by the isometries from %, to J#_ which, due to finite—dimensionality, can
be realised as 2 x 2—unitary matrices. The self-adjoint extensions of the operator D for
this case will be obtained in Sec. 8.2.

On the other hand, for Case 2, if 1/2 < M < 3/2, the terms with ¢272M decay faster
than e !, so the singular behaviour comes from the terms proportional to e 2. For the

spinor ¥, to be square—integrable at both endpoints, we must have
Cy=0, and AM =o0. (8.36)

If M > 3/2 and M — 1/2 ¢ N, then terms proportional to €272 are also singular, so
square—integrable solutions for this range need to satisfy Eq. (8.36) as well as the additional

condition

wBM — 0. (8.37)

Using the definitions of these quantities in Eq. (8.31) we note that Bg_M) is proportional

to AgM) as a function of w, so the only positive values of w for which AgM), and therefore
Bﬁ_M), vanish are given by w = w!, where
I 1
wn::§—|—M—|—n, n € Np. (8.38)
This implies that no square—integrable solutions exist for w = =i, and therefore, the
deficiency spaces are both zero—dimensional and thus, by von Neumann’s theorem, the
operator D is essentially self-adjoint. This means that the unique self-adjoint extension
for the operator D is its closure, D.
A similar conclusion holds for Case 3. First we note that for the values of M we

are considering, the general solution to Eq. (8.19a) with w = 0 is given by ¥(p) =
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C1(a(p)™,0)T + C2(0,0(p) )T, where o(p) is defined by Eq. (8.22). This solution is not
square—integrable for any M > 1/2, so we will continue the analysis for these values of M
assuming w # 0. Let us now consider the functions in Eq. (8.24) with £ > 0. As shown in
Appendix H, the asymptotic behaviour of the these component functions at p = 7/2 — e,

for sufficiently small € > 0 is given by

Wl (3 - ) = [cawal) + 0 (&)] ki, (8.302)
e (; _ e) = [CokaP + 0 (&)] 3, (8.30)

and similarly, at p = € — 7/2, we have

w

o) (e — g) = kAgk) [012 sinm(w — k) + Cacosm(w — k) + O (62)] eh3 ,  (8.40a)
T

2 <e - ;) =w Agk) [012 sinm(w— k) + Cycosm(w —k)+ O (62)] e kt3 , (8.40Db)
™
where we have defined
A0 . 2T(R)C(w — k)
57 Tw+k+1)

(8.41)

The behaviour of the modulus squared of the spinor at the boundary is obtained using
Egs. (8.39) and (8.40) and it can readily be verified that it is given by Eq. (8.34) at p = /2
and by Eq. (8.35) at p = —7/2, with M = k 4 1/2. From these approximations it is clear
that the leading terms at both endpoints are of the form €¢" with r < —1, so in order
to obtain square—integrable solutions the expressions on the left—hand side must vanish
simultaneously. This occurs only when |A;(f“‘)|2 =0, or when Cy =0 and sin7(w — k) = 0.
From Eq. (8.41), the former case only happens when w = —n — k — 1 with n € Ny, and
the latter only happens when w = n + k + 1. Therefore, no square—-integrable solutions for
w = =i exist for this case either, thus, the deficiency indices are once again n4 = 0, hence,
the unique self-adjoint extension is given by the closure D.

If k = 0, then the solutions in Eq. (8.24) are given in terms of Legendre functions which
have a different asymptotic expansion at the endpoints of the boundary. From the analysis

in Appendix H we find that

2 2|0y
o (W _ 6) + ‘w) <” _ 6) NGl (8.42a)
w 9 w 92 ‘w|2 ’
2 2 2 1 2
’q;ful) <e - 72T> + ‘\1;&2) (e — 72T> ~ ‘Cl sinmw + Co— cosmw| €1, (8.42D)
Tw w

as € — (. Once again, the spinor solution will be square—integrable if the above expressions
on the left-hand side vanish. This only happens if Co = 0 and sinww = 0, the latter
condition restricting the values of w to be w € Z, and we once again note that these values
are also of the form w! in Eq. (8.38) with M = 1/2. Thus, by the same argument as for
the case k > 0, the deficiency spaces are zero—dimensional, and thus we will treat this case

in a way similar to the Case 2.
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Let us summarise the results of this section. Looking at the asymptotic behaviour of
the solutions at the boundary we have found that the deficiency indices of the operator D
are ny = 2 when 0 < M < 1/2 (Case 1 above) and ny = 0 when the mass of the spinor
field satisfies M > 1/2 (Cases 2 and 3). For the latter case, square-integrable solutions
exist only for the frequencies given by Eq. (8.38). Now that we have found the deficiency
indices of the operator D, we will proceed to obtain the associated self-adjoint extensions
Dy .

8.2 SELF-ADJOINT EXTENSIONS OF THE OPERATOR D

In this section we will find the self-adjoint extensions of the operator D. We start by
analysing the case with 0 < M < 1/2 for which we have found that ny = 2. Since the
operator D is densely defined and symmetric, the domain of its adjoint operator is given by
Eq. (5.4). Hence, based on the theory presented in Chapter 5, we know that the domain of
the admissible self-adjoint extensions Dy of D must be of the form of Eq. (5.19), that is,

DOm(]D)U) = DOHl(]D)) Gp &, (843)

where . C J#, ®p J#_ is a maximal subspace on which the operator D is symmetric.
This fact makes possible the description of all the self-adjoint extensions of the operator
D in terms of boundary conditions which we will impose on the solutions of Eq. (8.17).
These boundary conditions can then be obtained by finding the conditions that elements of
& satisfy. This equivalent approach to finding the self-adjoint extensions of D was applied
to several one-dimensional differential operators in Ref. [71]. We expand that analysis and
apply it to the present case.

For the analysis that follows, we will need to manipulate the boundary values of the
solutions with 0 < M < 1/2 which, by the analysis in Section 8.1, were found to be given
only in terms of the asymptotic behaviour of the solutions at the boundary. Therefore,
it will be convenient to define the component functions \I/l(vl) and \I/J(VQ) that contain the
same leading behaviour as the components U(!) and ¥(?) but take on finite values when

evaluated at p = +7/2. Hence, given ® € Dom (D) and 0 < M < 1/2, we define

VW(p) := a(p) M T (p), (8.44a)
V@ (p) = o (p) ) (p). (8.44b)

For the case M = 0 the functions on the left-hand side are defined trivially by U(1) = ¥(1)

and W) = U@, Thus, if ®,, is any solution of Eq. (8.17) with 0 < M < 1/2 and fixed
w € C then, with Egs. (8.27) and (8.32), a straightforward calculation shows that the
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component functions defined through Eq. (8.44) satisfy

D/x 2M +1)C
(qi\g (2)) = ( “ , (8.45a)
U (%) (2M —1)C
\Iﬁ) (—2) (2M + 1)ClA§M) + 2M+%ngB§M>
) - , (8.45b)
v’ (—5) 2M-30ywBSM 4+ (2M — 1)Cy AT

and from Eq. (8.26) it is clear that solutions for M = 0 satisfy the simpler relations

(8.46)

\Ih(dl) (£%) ( C| cos “r+ Cy sin “r )

\I:L(UVQ) (i%) = sin “5F + Cy cos ¢

Let us recall that the elements of deficiency subspaces £ and J#_ are linear combina-
tions of the solutions ¥, of Eq. (8.12) with w = 41, respectively. If M = 0, a solution ¥4,
of this equation is given by Eq. (8.26) and, if M # 0 it is given by Egs. (8.21) and (8.23)
instead. Since %4 is two—dimensional, its elements are characterised by the two coefficients
of the solution W.; which we can denote by Ci and Cy. Equations (8.45) and (8.46),
with C1, Cy, C1, Cs replaced by CfE and C;E 7Ai/mply tlla\ug these coefficients are completely
determined by the values of the functions \IIS_LIZ) and ‘I/fz) at the boundary. Therefore, an
element ¥ = U, + W_; € J#, ®p JH_ is in one—to—one correspondence with the vector

<q7<7> (g) ) (g) o) (_727) ) ({))T ect, (847)

of boundary data. This means that finding the two—dimensional subspace . that charac-
terises a self-adjoint extension of D is equivalent to finding the two—dimensional subspace
of C* of boundary data on which D' is symmetric. Now, from the definition of the subspace

&, any element ¥ € . must satisfy
— (DT ]
0= <]D> \IJ,\II>D <\If7]D> \IJ>D . (8.48)

Using the inner product from Eq. (8.33), expanding in terms of the components ¥(1) and

U2 of the spinor ¥ and integrating by parts, we find that this condition becomes

0= [‘I’(T(P)\If@) (p) — \I,(T(p)q,(l)(p)} ‘71/:/2 |
_ [q?(vl)(p)i@)(p) @) e (p)] " .
)2

where the second equality is obtained using the definition in Eq. (8.44). We can rewrite

Eq. (8.49) as
. . 2 P P
_lo® (T 400 ”) _ ’ @ (”) _ i) (”)
0 g <2> + W (2 )\ 5 3\ 5
— — 2 N N
@ (_ T\ _Lp@ _7T> _lw@ <_7T) (1) <_7T>
+ “l’ ( 2) A < 5 )\ 5 + v 5

2

2
(8.50)
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This expression implies that the components of the vectors of the form of Eq. (8.47) that

2

I3
S—
I
SN—

belong to the symmetric subspace . must satisfy
o) w()
‘ ( (3) + D ( (8.51)

2 — .
()0 () \[*_|( 9 (5) -0
w® (~5) il (-5) )| {0 (-3) 400 (-3)

By writing the element from Eq. (8.47) as (¥, ¥3)T, where

%_(j%(w@( ) \1,2_(375@)—@()), 8.52)
U@ (-%) - 90 (~3) U@ (-3) +ivl) (-3)

ol
SN—
ol

we find that Eq. (8.51) and the linearity of .7, imply that if (0, ¥5)” € .7, then ¥y = 0,
and thus, if (¥, ¥9)T, (¥, ¥/5)T € .7, then ¥y = W'y, Therefore, any (¥, ¥y)7 € .7
must satisfy Wo = U(Wq) for some linear function U. Hence, for any ¥ € ., we must

have

U( ¥ () + 190 (5 ) _ (EA@ (5) -0 (5) ) , (8.53)
5 2

V@) (—3) — w0 (=) U@ (=) 440 (=7)

where U is a 2 x 2 matrix. For the boundary values of ¥ € . to span a two—dimensional
space under this condition, the vector ¥; of Eq. (8.52) must take on all possible values.
This fact, together with Eq. (8.51), implies that U must be a unitary matrix. Conversely,
for any two W, V' € %, @p #_ satisfying Eq. (8.53) for a fixed unitary matrix U, we
have <]D)T\I/, \Il’> = <\II,DT\II’>. Thus, we conclude that the unitary matrix U specifies a
self-adjoint extension Dy of the operator D through the boundary data of the element ¥. In
this way, every self-adjoint extension Dy is characterised by the boundary condition (8.53)

which we rewrite as

v (5) )\ _, v (3)
(I-0) (N 2 ) =i(I+0) (_ o0 (ig)) : (8.54)

With this, we are now able to solve the eigenvalue problem of Eq. (8.17). We will solve the
equation DI®,, = w¥, now with w € R to be determined by requiring that the solutions as
given by Egs. (8.21) and (8.23) are elements of Dom (D). Based on the analysis carried
out in this section, we note that this is equivalent to finding solutions to this equation
satisfying the boundary condition in Eq. (8.54) for each matrix U.

Finally, for the solutions with mass satisfying M > 1/2, as shown in Section 8.1, the
deficiency indices satisfy n+ = 0 and thus, the only self-adjoint extension of the operator
D is its closure D. From Eq. (5.4), it follows that Dom(DD) = Dom(D'), so finding solutions
in Dom(D) is equivalent to finding square-integrable solutions of DI ¥, = w¥,. We recall

that, from the analysis of the deficiency spaces in Section 8.1, square—integrable solutions

I

for this equation exist only when the frequency w is restricted to be of the form w;,

as given
in Eq. (8.38). We can rephrase this fact in a way more similar to that of the cases with

0 < M < /2, that is, in terms of a boundary condition as follows: From the definitions
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of the component functions \I/U(Jl) and \I/L(UQ) in Eq. (8.44), it can be directly verified that

imposing the boundary condition, which we will refer to as Dirichlet type I boundary

@ (T O (T
qlw - — - \I/w —_ 3 .
(5)=0=u(-3) (3.55)
on the general solutions in Egs. (8.21) and (8.23) if M — 1/2 ¢ Ny and, in Eq. (8.24) if

M —1/2 € Ny, results in the same frequency spectrum w! and restriction Cy = 0 that

condition, given by

were obtained in Section 8.1 by requiring square—integrability of the spatial spinor ¥,,,.
Hence, we can conclude that for all M > 1/2, the unique self-adjoint extension of I is
characterised by the Dirichlet type I boundary condition. This fact will be used in Sec. 8.3

when analysing the invariance of the solutions under the action of SL(2, R).

8.3 INVARIANT SELF—ADJOINT BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

Instead of finding the spectrum of the operator Dy for every unitary matrix U, we will
only focus on those matrices which, via Eq. (8.54), result in boundary conditions that
remain invariant under infinitesimal SL(2, R)~transformations. In order to do this, we
need to consider the infinitesimal action of the Lie algebra sl(2,R) on the space of spinors,
C>(AdSs; C?).

We recall that, for a spinor field 1 € C°°(AdSs, C?), the spinorial Lie derivative in
the direction of an arbitrary vector field £ € X(AdSs2), is given by Eq. (2.88). Thus, the
spinorial Lie derivatives in the direction of the Killing vector fields of AdSs from Eq. (6.2)

define an infinitesimal action of éi(Q, R) on the space of spinor fields. These read

Le, =0, (8.56a)
Le¢, = cost sin pd; +sint cos pd, + cost cos p Xt (8.56D)
Le, = —sint sinpd; + cost cos pd, —sint cos p Xt (8.56¢)

From these operators we can construct the associated time—translation operator Lo := iL¢,

and the ladder operators

Ly =L £il,,
= Tt (iz’ cos p 0, + sin p O + cospEOl) , (8.57)

which will be more convenient to use once we obtain a mode decomposition of the solutions.

We note that the commutation relations between these operators are given by
(Lo, Lo]l=xLy, [L4,L-]=2Ly. (8.58)

On the representation of s[(2,R) on the space of spinors, the Casimir element @) defined
by Eq. (4.15) acts by

1
Q=17L32+ g (LiLo+ L Ly). (8.59)
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It can readily be verified using Egs. (8.56) and (8.57), that the Dirac operator ##V! on
AdS,, given by the left-hand side of Eq. (8.6) is related to the Casimir operator @ in
Eq. (8.59) by

(W“Vﬁ))z =Q+ %H. (8.60)

Hence, the eigenvalue ¢ of the Casimir operator for the representation on C*° (AdS,, (Cz)
satisfies, by Eq. (8.6), the relation

1
q=M?*— 1 (8.61)

We recall the fact that we have been considering spinor solutions of the form given by
Eq. (8.7). Hence, we will denote by L. the associated ladder operators acting on the spinor
Y = (cos p)~/%¢). From the decomposition into mode solutions in Eq. (8.9), it follows that
—iwt

the action of the ladder operators on spinors of the form v (t, p) = ¥, (p)e is given by

Ly {\Pw(p)e_z‘“t} === [cosp EP (2 + w) sinp Fi cospZOl} W, (p)e @Dt - (8.62)

From this expression we see that at ¢ = 0, the component functions \I/S) and \115,2) of the

spinor ¥, transform under the action of FilL4 as

(6:0,)D(p) := — {M + (; + w) sin p] vV (p) + (w + ;) cos p U@ (p), (8.63a)
(0:0) D) = = (wet 5 ) cos pu ) 4 [ M = (5 ) sinp| ¥D(p).  (3.63b)

where we have used Eq. (8.19a) to eliminate the derivative terms. Using the definitions of

the components \I/S) and \1/53) in Eq. (8.44), we find that

C0)(p) = [0 + (5 £ ) sinp| 1D (p)

+ (w + ;) cospa(p)*QM\I/&Q) (p), (8.64a)

(04 0.)@(p) = — (w + ;) cos pa(p)* M w (p)

+ {M - (; + w) sin p] \I::(?) (p) . (8.64b)

In particular, for the 6_—transformation, we have

(50 (ig) S [M + (; - wﬂ p <ig) : (8.652)
(5_0,)@ (ig) = [Mq: @ - wﬂ e <i72r) . (8.65b)

and the values for d4 are obtained by replacing w — —w. We also note that these boundary

values are valid for the massless case by setting M = 0.
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Now, if ¥,,, and ¥, are two solutions of the equation Dy¥ = wV¥, with wy,ws € R,
satisfying the same boundary condition (8.54) for a fixed matrix U, then we must have
0= Dy¥Yey,, V) — (Yo, Du¥y,) , that is,

o= o (59 (5) -2 (5)2 (5)
1 T\ _ (2 T (2 ™\ (1 T
- [ 0 (-5 ) (-5) - vl (-5 ) el <—2>] . (8.66)

From Eq. (8.65), it follows that if the boundary condition is invariant under the transfor-

mation induced by Ly, then the relation

0= [<DU6—\ij17 \ijz> - <6—\ij17]D)U\Ilwg>] )

1 v (M@ (T _ @ (T\gOD (T
= (1 w1 CUQ) |fIhu1 (2)\I]wz <2> \Ilwl (2)\Pw2 <2>]
(1 — w1 — wo) [1115}3 (—2)@&? (—;r) —y® (—g) o) <—g)] . (867

(here, the operator Dy is not transformed) must also be satisfied. Eqgs. (8.66) and (8.67)

are compatible with each other if and only if the two equations

o () () o ()00 (=)

are simultaneously satisfied. For this to hold for all pairs {w1,ws}, we must have

g2 (j:g) x vV (J;) , (8.69)

=0, (8.68)

for both w; and wsy, with the proportionality constant being the same real number, or

\I&g) = 0 at each endpoint. This is only true if the unitary matrix U in Eq. (8.54) is
diagonal, that is, if
(1 - ey <j:72r> = £i(1 + =) (i”) , (8.70)
for some a4+ € R.
Now, using Eq. (8.64), we see that that if these boundary conditions are invariant, then
the components (5_\Ilw)(1) and (5_\Pw)(2) must satisfy

(; —wF M> (1 — o)y <ig) = +i @ —w M) (1 + ey gl <ig) . (8.71)

From these relations, it is clear that if M = 0, then Eq. (8.71) reduces to Eq. (8.70), thus,
the self-adjoint extensions parametrised by a diagonal matrix U are all invariant under
both ladder operators. In contrast, if 0 < M < 1/2, then for Eq. (8.70) to be consistent
with Eq. (8.71), there are only 4 different cases for the values that the numbers e?*+ can
take:
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1. ei*+ = F1, d.e., U = diag(—1,1). Then the invariant boundary condition is the
Dirichlet type I condition that was also found for the case M > 1/2 in Eq. (8.55),

namely,
@) (T 1) s
W <2> =0=Uy <—2> . (8.72)

2. el =41, j.e., U = diag(1, —1). Then, Eq. (8.54) reduces to

O (T g g®@(_T
o <2>_0_\11w ( 2), (8.73)

which we will refer to as the Dirichlet type II condition.

3. e+ =1, i.e., U = I. This self-adjoint boundary condition then takes the form of a

Dirichlet boundary condition for the first weighted component of the spinor, namely,

oG O
Uy’ (=) =0=Uy" [—= ) . 74
( 2 ) ’ ( 2 ) (8.74)
We will call this boundary condition Dirichlet type III.

4. e+ = —1, j.e., U = —I. In this case, we have a Dirichlet boundary condition for

the second weighted component of the spinor, namely,

o () 0= (-3). |
5) =0 5 (8.75)

This boundary condition will be referred to as Dirichlet type IV.

For the case M > 1/2 we recall that the unique self-adjoint extension of the operator
D is its closure D. As pointed out at the end of Sec. 8.2, square-integrable solutions of
DIW, = w¥,, can be characterised by solutions satisfying the Dirichlet type I boundary
condition in Eq. (8.55). This boundary condition is the same as those found in Eq. (8.73)

above, and thus, also invariant under the infinitesimal action of SL(2, R).
8.4 MODE SOLUTIONS SATISFYING THE INVARIANT BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

Now that we have found which of the boundary conditions that characterise the admissible
self-adjoint extensions of the operator D are invariant under SL(2,R), we shall find the
frequency spectrum and the corresponding mode solutions for each of these boundary

conditions. It will be convenient to analyse the massless and massive cases separately.
8.4.1 Massless field

We know from the analysis in Sec. 8.3 that any boundary condition of the form given by

Eq. (8.54) with a diagonal matrix U will result in an invariant self-adjoint extension of D.
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Let us reparametrise this matrix as U = diag(e??+, €25-), with 0 < S+ < 7, so that the

boundary condition for this case is now written as

cos S WD) (:I:g) = Tsin L 02 (:I:;T) , (8.76)
which, by Eq. (8.46), read
cos <w27r + ﬁi> Cy =+ sin <w27r + ﬁi> Cy=0. (8.77)

To have non—trivial solutions for 01 and Cg, the determinant of the associated linear
system of equations should vanish, that is, sin (wm + B4 + f—) = 0, which means that the

frequency w is restricted by this condition to be of the form

wi= (B +8)+i, JeZ. (8.78)

In order to substitute these values back into Eq. (8.77), we need to treat the cases for
which j is even and odd separately. By a direct calculation it can readily be verified that
the constants C’l and C’z must then satisfy

cos (ﬁ-‘r;ﬁ—) Cy + sin <”B+;B_) Cy

sin <ﬁ+;ﬁ_) C’l — COos <6+;ﬁ_> C’g

0, if j=2m,

0, if j=2m+1, (8.79)

for m € Z. Substituting the values of C; and Cy into Eq. (8.77), and relabelling the index
m to m + 1 € Z for later convenience, we find that the mode solutions of the form of
Eq. (8.9) will be given by

) om+1-8)p—B |
Fomoltop) = Nom | I ETFEEDTEN i (8.80a)
—sin[(2m +1— B) p — B]

} sin[(2m+2-6)p—B]\
Yom+1,0(t, p) = Nomy1 e~ @m+2=h)t (8.80Db)
cos[(2m+2— ) p — B

where we have used Eq. (8.9) and where we have defined  := (84+ + f-)/7 and B :=
(B4 — B-)/2. Using the inner product in Eq. (8.10), we find that N; = 7~ /2 for all j € Z.

8.4.2 Massive field

For the massive spinor field with mass satisfying 0 < M < 1/2, we only have four unitary
matrices U leading to invariant self-adjoint extensions as listed at the end of Sec. 8.3. In
each of these cases we impose the associated boundary conditions to the general solutions
U, given by Egs. (8.21) and (8.23) and then we substitute the resulting spatial components
into the scaled Dirac spinors ¢ via Eq. (8.9). For all the mode functions obtained below,

we use the definition of the Jacobi polynomials given by Eq. (6.23).
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1. U = diag(—1,1): The Dirichlet type I boundary condition in Eq. (8.72) applied to
Eq. (8.45) reduces to the requirement Cy = 0 and AgM) = 0, which restricts the values
of w to be of the form +w?! = +(1/2 4+ M + n), with n € Ng. Then the solutions take

the form

1 (—3+M3+M)
- (1+sinp)2 Py 2 (sinp)\ 4,
1/1111,M(ta p) = NTIL,M(COS p)M ( ot (b4M- L) e tnt (8.81a)
(1 —sinp)z Py? 2 (sin p)
1 (—3+M34+M)
. (1+sinp) P2 M gy )
win,M(t’ p) = NTIL,M(COS p)M ( +M,~14+M ) € nt ) (8 81b)

1
—(1 —sin p)%P,SZ

with the normalisation constant given by

Vvn!T(n +2M + 1)
Non = T . (8.82)
2¥T2T(1/2 4+ M +n)

2. U = diag(1, —1): The Dirichlet type II boundary condition given in Eq. (8.73) reduces

to U1 =0 and Agf ) = 0, which restricts the values of w to be of the form w = wi =

n — M + 1/2, with n € Ny for the positive-frequency modes, and w = —w!! for the

negative—frequency modes. Then the solutions are found to be given by

l_M .
sin p) ) e it (8.83a)

(1 sin )3 pLETM737M)

lz%lz[,M(tap) = Né{M(COS p) M (

1 1
—(1 + sin p)%P,g 3-Mz=M) (sin p)
.1 o(5-M, )/
1—sinp)2P,? 2 sin -
Hn M(t p) N’r{{M (COS p)_M (El pi 1 P?_é_Mé_M)E pi) szﬁlt y (883b)
+sinp)z Py sin p
with
I Vnll(n —2M + 1)
Npyv = = . (8.84)

22 M1 (1/2 — M +n)

3. U =1I: The Dirichlet type III boundary condition for the first component in Eq. (8.74)
implies that C; = 0 and B(M) = 0. Using the definitions in Eq. (8.31), we find that this
boundary condition restricts the value of w to be either zero or of the form w = wi! :=n,
with n € N for the positive-frequency modes and w = —w/ for the negativefrequency
modes. By substituting these values into Eqgs. (8.21) and (8.23), we find that the mode

solutions 1 reduce to the forms

. M Lonmiin),
¢H[ (t,p) = NIH (1 + sin p) 2 cospPE2 21 )(sm p) —_y (8.850)
) apl b g,
M
1+sinp\2 [ 0
I I
t Now \ T——=— 8.85b
lhett.) = N3 (52 (_2>, (8.85D)
1 1
T IIT II7 1 + Sln p % COS pP(2 M +M) (SlIl ,0) iwIIIt
nM( ) N 17 ( l—M—l—&-M) e~ n ", (8856)
—sinp op\ T2 Ma (sin p)
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where

n!
Naihs = oVT/2+ M+mI(1/2-M+n) (8.86)

4. U = —I: The Dirichlet type IV boundary condition in Eq. (8.75) implies that Cy = 0
and w Bé_M) = 0. Once again, the definitions in Eq. (8.31) imply that these conditions

restrict the value of w to be either zero or once again of the form w = Wl = n, with
n € N for the positive-frequency modes and w = —w! for the negativefrequency

modes. Thus, the associated mode solutions ) reduce to the form

a1
1 v (1—sinp el 2P7£ 3 M3 -M) (sin p) iy
Yot p) = Nplyr 1+ sinp (140,10 e n b (8.87a)
sinp/ - \cos p P25 (sin )
1—sinp\ 2 (2
i v —simp 2
t,p) = N, —_— .87b
Yot p) = Nour <1+Sinp> <0> : (8.87D)
_lippolo
- v (1—sinp e 2P7~(L 3+ M= 5= M) (sin p) il
w—mM(t?p) = Nn,M T (l‘i’Ml*M) e-n 7, (8870)
sin.p —cospP,?, 77 (sin p)

with NS/M = Nr%\/[ as given in Eq. (8.86).

From the remarks at the end of Section 8.3, all square—integrable solutions with M > 1/2
are invariant under éi(Z,R) and satisfy the boundary condition in Eq. (8.55). As shown
in Sec. 8.1, imposing this boundary condition (or equivalently, requiring square—integrable
solutions) restricts the values of the frequencies to be w! and requires the second linearly
independent solution to vanish. We substitute these conditions into the general solutions
found for M > 1/2 as follows:

1. For M — 1/2 ¢ Ny: We substitute Co = 0 and w) = 1/2 + M + n, n € Ny into the
general solutions given by Eq. (8.21) and (8.23). This results in the mode solutions
1/;711 a in Eq. (8.81a). This was indeed expected as both sets satisfy the same boundary

condition (8.55), the only difference being the values of the mass M in each in case.

2. For M = k+1/2, with k € N: We substitute Cy = 0 and wl = k+n+1, n € Ny into
the general solutions given by Eq. (8.24). This results in the spatial components

00 (p) = Cro(p)3 (Pt (sinp) + Pk, (sinp)) | (8.884)
1 ok _ '
\115,253 (p) =Cio(p) 2 (Pkfn(sm p) — Pkfnﬂ(sm p)) . (8.88D)

After writing the Ferrers functions above in terms of Gaussian hypergeometric
functions using Eq. (8.25), we find that the components above reduce, via Eq. (6.23),

to Jacobi polynomials, and thus, the mode solutions are found to be given by

L (kD)
- 1 [(1+sinp)2 Py (sinp) ) ikin
1/)T‘L/,k(tap) = NXk(COS p)Fta ( %P(kz+1,k)( ) e i(knt )t (8.89)
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with

W2k +n+1)!
25+ (1 + k)

Ny, = (8.90)

From these expressions it is clear that the mode solutions @ZX ;. are of the same form
as !, in Eq. (8.81a) with M =k +1/2.

3. For M = 1/2: Substituting Cy = 0 and w! = m, where m € N into Eq. (8.24) with

k = 0, we find the spatial components of the spinor solutions as

W) = C10(p)? (Prya(sin p) + P (sin p)) , (8.91a)
W% = C10(p) "% (Pp(sinp) — Ppnya (sin p)) . (8.91b)

To match the functional form of these component functions to the previous cases,
we use the fact that Legendre polynomials are related to Jacobi polynomials by
Pn(z) = 79) 0) (z). By applying recursion relations for the combinations above, it

can readily be verified that the resulting mode solutions reduce to

. \Lo(01), .

VI VI 1 [((T4sinp)2 Py (sinp) ) gy
t,p) =N, (cosp)z e , 8.92
¢n,1/2( p) n (cosp) ((1 _sin p)%PT(Ll,O) (sin p) ( )
where n € Ng, and N/ = \/n + 1/2. From these expressions it follows that these

modes are of the form of @éM (and thus, of 1/;7‘{,6) with M =1/2 (k = 0, respectively).

Thus, the mode solutions found for all possible values of M > 1/2 reduce to the form

of the spinors @éM as given by Eq. (8.81a).
8.5 MODE SOLUTIONS LEADING TO INVARIANT POSITIVE-FREQUENCY SUBSPACES

We will now determine which of the solution spaces that result from the éi(2, R)-invariant
self-adjoint boundary conditions found in the previous section split into invariant positive—
and negative—frequency subspaces and thus, lead to an invariant vacuum state via the
fermionic Fock space construction outlined in chapter 2, Section 2.3. It is clear that all
the sets of mode solutions listed in Section 8.4 form a unitary representation of éi(Z, R)
with respect to the inner product in Eq. (8.10), as from Eq. (8.62) we have L} = —L~,
and (W, a7, Yo, ar),, > 0 for all values of M and all w in the frequency spectrum. In order
to determine if any of these representations admits a splitting into invariant positive— or
negative—frequency subspaces, we will use the action of the operators Ly from Egs. (8.62)
and (8.63) on each of the sets of mode solutions to determine if a particular mode is
annihilated by any of these operators and thus, defines a highest— or lowest—weight vector
of an invariant subspace. Once again, it will be more convenient to treat the massless and

massive cases separately.
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8.5.1 Massless spinor

We consider the modes in Eq. (8.80) collectively written as 1%70 for j € Z. By applying the
operators L4 on both 152,1,0 and 1/;2n+170, it can readily be verified that

(Latio)t.p) = i1/ (§ £a;) Braot ). (5.93)

We recall that the frequencies are given by w; = j + 1 — 3, with 8 = (84 + f-)/7 so that
0 < B < 2. This implies that the right-hand side of the expression above vanishes only
for = 1/2 or B = 3/2. Thus, for any other possible value of 5 and j € Z all elements
15]‘,0 can be reached by applying the operators L. Hence, the representation is irreducible
for 8 # 1/2,3/2. In order to relate this irreducible representation to the UIRs of éi(2,R)
given by the classification at the end of Section 4.3, we need only note that Eq. (8.61)
implies that the mass of the spinor field M relates to the eigenvalue parameter A (where
g=AA—1)), by A =M + 1/2. Hence, we identify these irreducible representations with

the unitary principal series of the form 22}, with the values of p given by

_67 O§ﬁ<%
2-8, 3<p<2.

Now we turn to the specific cases in which the resulting representations are reducible.
When g = 1/2, we see from Eq. (8.93) that L+1z_1,0 and L_onﬁo, with frequencies
w_1 = —1/2 and wy = 1/2 respectively, vanish. Therefore, the representation splits into

the two invariant subspaces spanned by the positive—frequency modes {&n,o} g and
n 0

the negative—frequency modes {1/;_”70} N’ respectively. The explicit form of the mode
n

solutions is obtained by writing Eq. (8.80) in terms of one of the parameters, say 8, so

that f_— =7/2 — B+ > 0 and B = 54 — w/4. By doing this, we find that, for g4 € [0,7/2)

and n € Ny, the invariant positive—frequency subspace is spanned by the modes

1

- 1 T cos(2n+5)p Ci(omad

Potolt,p) = —=R (4 - 6+) ( 1> et (2nta)t (8.95a)
VT —sin (2n + 5) p

sin(2n+1+1)p ,
( 2) e*l(2n+1+%)t (895b)

)

7B+ 1 i
ol = (T 5)
VT 4 cos<2n—|—1—|—%)p
where we have defined R(6) as the 2 x 2 rotation matrix parametrised by the angle 6. The
negative—frequency subspace is obtained by taking —n € N.
Similarly, when 8 = 3/2, the transformed modes L+1§070 and L_ﬂljo, with frequencies
wo = —1/2 and w; = 1/2 respectively, are the only ones vanishing, and thus, the repre-

sentation once again splits into the two invariant subspaces spanned by {lzn,()} . and
n

{’L;_n’g} Ny’ The explicit form of the mode solutions is once again obtained by writing
n€No
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Eq. (8.80) in terms of 4, so that _ = 37/2 — 54 < 7w and B = 4 — 3w /4. Also, after
shifting the labels of the spinors so that the lowest positive—frequency mode is ¥g o, we
have that, for 54 > 7/2 and n € Ny, the positive-frequency subspace is spanned by

sin <2n + %) P
cos (2n + %) P

1

- 1 3 cos(2n+14+35)p )

¢g;+1 olt,p) = —=R (W - 5+) ( 2> emi(2nt14g)t , (8.96Db)
’ VT 4 —Sin(2n+1—|—%)p

155;{,0(75%) =—7=R <4 - B+> e_i(2n+%)t, (8.96a)

and the negative—frequency modes are obtained by considering instead —n € N. However,
by writing R(3w/4 — f4) = R(w/4 — f4+)R(m/2) above, and noting that the matrix R(m/2)
maps a two component spinor (a,b)? to (b, —a)T, we note that the modes in Eq. (8.96)
in fact reduce to the same form of the modes in Eq. (8.95) (up to a minus sign for the
odd modes). Therefore, regardless of the value of 54 € [0,7), the invariant subspaces the
representation splits into are given by the linear span of the modes appearing in Eq. (8.95).

Before we identify the resulting subspaces with the known UIR’s, we write the mode
solutions in terms of Jacobi polynomials so that we can match the functional form of the
spinors with M # 0 found in Section 8.4.2. If we use the fact that?

+(1 —sin p)%Pygé’_%)(sin p) ), (8.97a)
sin (n + ;) p :Cn\/z ((1 + Sinp)%P(ié’%)(smp)
+(—-D"(1 - sinp)%Bg%’_%)(sin p)) , (8.97Db)

where we have defined the constants
(—1)L3]p!

Cp = m (8.98)

then a straightforward calculation shows that the modes in Eq. (8.95) can be collectively

written as

NI

(1+4sinp)3 PLT22)(

Upo(t,p) = CuR (g - B+) () n ) emilztn)t (8.992)
(1 —sinp)2 Py?" 2/(sinp)
o Np(EE)
~ 1 + 2Pn (1
wiwmzaﬂg—m)( Y fmm )t (3.99b)

—(1- sinp)%Pygé’ )(sin p)

3These identities can be obtained using the power series expansions for the Jacobi polynomials [23, Egs.
18.5.7, 18.5.8]. For this particular case the author found it more convenient to prove these formulas via
induction.
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for all 4 € [0,7) and n € Nyg. We note that the matrix R(f) can be written as R(0) =
exp(—2i0%°) by means of Eq. (8.3). Now, it is a well-known fact that the massless Dirac
equation has a global internal chiral symmetry [42]. In a two—dimensional spacetime,
chirality corresponds to the spinor components of the solutions to Eq. (8.6) with M =0
being left— or right—-moving plane waves. In terms of the gamma matrix representation
in Eq. (8.2), the chiral transformation is given by 1 ~ exp(2i#%°!)y) and two massless
Dirac spinors differing by a chiral transformation are taken to be equivalent under this
symmetry. Then, the action of the rotation matrix R(w/2 — ) in Eq. (8.99) is in fact
a chiral transformation on the modes 1;@1,0- Therefore, the sets of mode functions with
different values of 8, define a unique representation up to chiral equivalence. If we refer
to the classification of UIR’s in Section 4.3, we can directly identify the linear span of the
positive—frequency mode solutions in Eq. (8.99a) with the positive mock—discrete series
representation @172.

Eq. (8.99b) is identified with the negative mock—discrete series 12" The fact that the

unitary representation spanned by both positive— and negative—frequency subspaces splits

Similarly, the negative—frequency subspace spanned by the modes in

into the two invariant subspaces is consistent with the representation theory of §f4(2, R).
This follows from the fact that the reducible representation spanned by both positive—

/2 which, as

and negative—frequency modes corresponds to the unitary principal series 9&
discussed in Section 4.3, is known to have the decomposition into irreducible subspaces
Py~ 90 97,

We also note that the invariant sets of mode functions corresponding to the Dirichlet
types I-IV boundary conditions in Eqs. (8.81)—(8.87) reduce to certain massless sets of
modes in the limit M — 0. The Dirichlet type I and type II modes with M = 0 reduce to
Eq. (8.99) with g4 = /2 and 4 = 0, respectively. To see the correspondence with the
Dirichlet type III and type IV modes, we consider the invariant massless mode functions in
Eq. (8.80) forming the principal series 2}, with © = 0. From Eq. (8.94) we note that this
restricts the values of 54 to satisfy § = 1. Thus, by setting 5_ = 7 — 4 in Eq. (8.80), the
invariant massless modes reduce to
—sin 2mp

Pamo(t, p) = \/17?R(—ﬁ+) e 2mt (8.100a)

— cos 2mp

_ 1 cos(2m +1)p 4
Yams1,0(t, p) = —=R(—B4) ettt (8.100b)
VT —sin(2m+ 1)p

where R(f4) is a rotation matrix by the angle 5. We now write these modes in a
form more readily recognisable as the massless limit of the massive cases. Consider the
identities [23, Egs. 18.5.1, 18.5.2] cos nf = T, (cos#), and sin nf = sin QU,,_1(cos §), where
n € Ng and T,, U, are Chebyshev polynomials of the first and second kind, respectively,
and the relations [87, Eq. 8.962.3]

Ty (z) = nlym P(=1/271/2) ()

o) = PEDVT g
R CESTILL Un(x) P22 () - (8.101)

C20(n+3/2)" "

)



CHAPTER 8. DIRAC SPINORS IN AdS, 148

Hence, Eq. (8.100) can be written, for n € N, as

) cos p PP P (sinp) |
Gno(t, p) = (=1)" Ny R(—p4) e it (8.102a)
—op{~Y/271/2) (sin p)
. 0
boo(t, p) = Nog R(—B4) : (8.102b)
—2
5 —cos p PP (sinp)\
bonolt, p) = (=1)" Ny R(= By ) et (8.102¢)
72P£71/2’71/2)(sin )

From these expressions it follows that if 54 = 0, then the modes above are the Dirichlet
type III mode solutions in Eq. (8.85) with M = 0, and if 81 = 7/2, then we obtain the
Dirichlet type IV mode solutions in Eq. (8.87) with M = 0. Similarly to the previous
situation, all other values of 5 are equivalent to either of these two mode solutions up to

a chiral transformation.
8.5.2  Massive spinor

Now we analyse the massive mode solutions that resulted from imposing the self-adjoint
boundary conditions which are invariant under SL(2,R). Thus, we will determine which of
the sets of mode solutions appearing in Eqs. (8.81)—(8.87) span a solution space with an
invariant positive— or negative—frequency subspace by applying the ladder operators L4
on the lowest positive— and highest negative—frequency modes and determine for which
cases these modes are annihilated.

We first consider the two sets of mode solutions 1% u for all M > 0 and 15{1[ u for
0 <M < 1/2, given by Egs. (8.81) and (8.83). Using Eq. (8.62) and standard recurrence
relations for the Jacobi polynomials [23, Secs. 18.9(i), 18.9(iii)] we find that the set of

Dirichlet type I modes transform under the ladder operators L4 as

Ledl v = —iy/(n+1/2£ 1/2)(n +2M + 1/2+ 1/2)) 4 (8.103a)

Ledl =i/ (n+ 1/2F 1/2)(n+2M + 1/2F 1/2)0 0 (8.103b)

for all n > 0 (here, we use the notation oL o.u to denote the highest negative—{requency
mode). Similarly, the Dirichlet type II mode solutions transform as in Eq. (8.103) with M
replaced by —M. From these expressions we see that LJEO,M =0= L+1!~),0, M, and thus,
both the positive- and negative—frequency subspaces are invariant for these two sets of
mode solutions. Furthermore, using the classification of UIR’s at the end of Sec. 8.1, we can
identify these subspaces with the discrete series representations: The mode solutions @in M

form the representation _@fﬂ M

while the mode solutions 1/~)i]n s form the representation
@:ﬁ:
1/2—-M"
On the other hand, Dirichlet type III and type IV mode solutions in Egs. (8.85)

and (8.87), respectively, form an irreducible representation and thus, do not split into



CHAPTER 8. DIRAC SPINORS IN AdS, 149

invariant positive- and negative—frequency subspaces. This can be seen as follows: Using
Eq. (8.62) we find that both sets of mode solutions, ¥/ and ¢!V transform under the

action of the ladder operators Ly as

Lt = —iy/(n+ M £1/2)(n — M £ 1/2)dn11, (8.104a)
Lty =iy/(n+ MF1/2)(n — M F 1/2)d_ns1, (8.104b)

for all n > 1, and
Lo = Fiy/1/4 — M24)s . (8.105)

Since these solutions are valid only for 0 < M < 1/2, the right-hand sides of Egs. (8.104)
and (8.105) are never zero for any n € Ny, and thus, all consecutive modes appearing in
Egs. (8.85) and (8.87) can be reached by applying ladder operators Ly, so the associated
spaces spanned by these modes are irreducible under the action of éi(2,R). In fact,
using the classification of UIRs, we can identify both of these solution spaces with the
complementary series representations ‘510/2 M

We have found that only the mode solutions stemming from the invariant self-adjoint
boundary conditions that span a solution space with invariant positive— and negative—
frequency subspaces are those coming from Dirichlet type I boundary condition given
by Eq. (8.81) and from the Dirichlet type II boundary condition given by Eq. (8.83),
which correspond to the self-adjoint extensions of the operator D labelled by the matrices
U = diag(F1, £1), respectively.

It is also worth noting that the massless and massive mode solutions that result
from imposing the Dirichlet type I-IV boundary conditions are invariant under charge
conjugation, v — )¢ = C(VO)TZ with C = —2%0%. This fact follows immediately by
noting that all of the negative—frequency modes from these sets of mode solutions satisfy
Vop = —71% for all n > 0. From Egs. (8.2) and (8.3), we have C(7°)T = —4! and
thus, all Dirichlet type I-IV modes satisfy TZ% = ﬁ_n. Furthermore, the only self-adjoint
boundary conditions that are invariant under both, charge conjugation and éi(ZR)f
transformations, are those corresponding to the four unitary matrices U = diag(+1, F1)
and U = +I. A simple calculation shows that if v, satisfies the general self-adjoint
boundary condition of Eq. (8.54), then the charge conjugate &5 = —~4),, satisfies the same
boundary condition if and only if the matrix U satisfies U = U. We can then determine
which of these charge conjugation—invariant boundary conditions are also invariant under
éi(Q, R)-transformations using the analysis of Sec. 8.3 but assuming U = U. We find that
if M = 0 the matrix U must also be diagonal and the only unitary matrices satisfying
both of these requirements are U = diag(+1, F1) and U = +1. If M # 0, we find the same

four unitary matrices.

8.6 INVARIANT THEORIES WITH NO INVARIANT POSITIVE-FREQUENCY SUBSPACES

In Section 8.5 we have found that only certain éi(2,]R)finvariant self-adjoint boundary

conditions result in invariant positive—frequency subspaces, and thus, in an invariant
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vacuum state once the fermionic Fock space construction, as outlined in Section 2.3, is
performed. We also noted that the rest of the gi(2, R)-invariant self-adjoint boundary
conditions result in unitary representations that do not split into positive— or negative—
frequency subspaces and thus, no invariant vacuum state can be found. Instead, since the
inner product (8.10) is SL(2, R)-invariant for any of these boundary conditions, the ladder
operators L1 acting on the quantum field are Bogoliubov transformations [24, 27, 25] that
mix the creation and annihilation operators. This implies that for these theories there
must be UIRs of §i(2, R) to which the associated vacuum states belong. In this section
we find these representations.

We will start by considering the massless modes in Eq. (8.80). Without loss of generality,
we will choose the parameters S1 of the unitary matrix U such that wg = pu > 0 is the
lowest positive frequency. The analysis for the other representations labelled by p in
Eq. (8.94) can be carried out by appropriately relabelling the frequency index. The case
u = 0 will be analysed separately.

We recall that the frequency spectrum is given by w; = j + i, j € Z, and for the sake
of simplicity, we will denote the associated mode solutions by 1/31- instead of 1[;]-,0. The
negative—frequency modes are given by 1/;_j for j > 0 and, thus, the quantum field ¥ is

expanded in terms of the complete set of mode solutions as

b= (agy + b)) (8.106)

=0
where the operators a;, by satisfy
{ajal} = o1 = {b;,b]} , (8.107)

and all other anticommutators vanish. Using the action of the ladder operators on the
modes ?Z}j given by Eq. (8.93), we find that

Lyt =iy (1) ((Wj + ;) ajtjs1 + (w—j—l - ;) b;wz—j—l)

j=0

+i(n= ) tido. (8.108a)
L_9 :z'jg)(l)jJrl <(Wj + ;) aj+11/~1j + <w]~1 — ;) b}&jQ)

+i (u — ;) agt_1 . (8.108b)

Using the inner product in Eq. (8.11) in terms of the field o) = (cos p)~1/24, for which
the mode solutions 1/7j satisfy (1[}]', zﬁk) = 0k, we define the conserved quantum charges
D

for the symmetry generated by L4 by

Iy= (1/3, Liu?)D : (8.109)
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and from Eq. (8.108), we find that these can be written in terms of the annihilation and

creation operators as

1 1 . 1
Ly =i > (- J+1(< + 2) a}Haj + (2 - w_j_l) b;_Hbj) +i (,u — 2) a%bg, (8.110a)

7>0
1)/+ DY ot ! bib ' Y aob b
,—’LZ +§ ajaj+1+ 5-6073;1 05+1 —1 ,u—§ ag 0(8110)
j>0
Next, we calculate the commutators between these charges. Using the anticommutation
relations in Eq. (8.107) and the fact that w; = j + p for j € Z, it can readily be verified

that
1 2
(L L] =23 (wiala; — wj1blb) + (u - 2) I. (8.111)
j=>0
We then define the operator

IAJ() = Z (wja}aj — w_j_lb}bj) + 2I€H, (8.112)

Jj=0
with & = (u — 1/2)2/2. If we then compare Eq. (8.111) with Eq. (8.58), we can identify L
with the time—translation charge induced from L. By applying the general prescription

in Section 2.3, the fermionic vacuum state |0), is defined by the requirement that for all
Jj>0,0a;|0)p =0=0b;]0)p, and we see that

Lol0)p = A[0)p, L_10)p=0, (8.113)

the latter resulting directly from Eq. (8.110b). The fermionic Fock space is thus a weight—
module with lowest weight x and lowest-weight vector |0) . From the classification of
UIRs at the end of Section 4.3 we see that this representation is isomorphic to the discrete
series Z,F.

We now turn to the analysis of the massless modes with 4 = 0 and the massive modes
with 0 < M < 1/2 satisfying the self-adjoint boundary condition with U = I, given by
Eq. (8.85). We recall the fact that the massless modes with g = 0 can be written as in
Eq. (8.102) and thus, are equivalent to the Dirichlet type III modes with M = 0 up to
a chiral transformation, therefore, this analysis includes the case for which M = 0 and
p = 0. Furthermore, the massive Dirichlet type IV modes in Eq. (8.87) are related to the
Dirichlet type III modes by ¢2 = (=1)"PyX! | where Pi(t, p) = iy%(t, —p) is the parity
transformation acting on the spinor ¢. From the fact that PL4P = — L., it follows that
the ladder operators take the same form for the Dirichlet type IV modes as for the Dirichlet
type III modes. Thus, without loss of generality, we will consider the mode solutions ¢IH
with 0 < M < 1/2 to include all remaining cases. For these theories, the quantum field is

expanded as

P = (anzzlfff + 6501 + agi! (8.114)

n=1
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with the annihilation and creation operators satisfying Eq. (8.107). Using the transforma-

tion in Eq. (8.104), we find that the action of the ladder operators on the quantum field is

given by
Ly = =i Cp (antifhy = bl 1) +iCo (bl — ao®{) | (8.115a)
L™ == i3 Co (ans 1™ = b0 ) +iCo (a0t — argillh) | (8.115b)
n=1

where we have defined the constants C,, = \/(n + M +1/2)(n — M + 1/2).
Once again, we define the conserved quantum charges Ly by Eq. (8.109), and considering
the fact that the mode solutions @Eéﬂ are also orthonormal with respect to the inner product

(8.11), we find the quantum operators L+ to be given by

= —1 Z Ch ( Ay 10p + bn+1b ) +1iCo (agbi — a]ia(]) , (8.116a)

= —1 Z Ch ( nln+1 + bT bn+1) +1Cy (blao — agal) . (8.116b)

The commutator between these charges is calculated using the anticommutation relations
in Eq. (8.107) and the fact that C2 — C2_; = 2n. This is found to be given by

|2 }_22 (ahan + blbn) + C21. (8.117)

By comparing this with Eq. (8.58), we identify the right—hand side with 2L, where

. > 1/1
— T T (. Y/ 2
Lo—;n(ananwnbn) +3 (4 M )]1, (8.118)
is the time-translation charge operator. The canonical vacuum state |0) ;, satisfies
N 1/1 N
Lol0ye =3 (3-2) e, Lo10) =0, (8.119)

However, in contrast to the previous case, the vacuum sector with energy (1/4 — M?)/2

has a double degeneracy: The state a(T) |0) = also satisfies
Loa}|0)p = ((1/4 = M?)/2) af0)s ,  L-a}[0); =0 (8.120)

This was indeed expected from the fact that there is a zero—frequency mode ¢III in the
solution space. We therefore have a two—parameter family of (normalised) vacuum states,

given by
105 0) = r[0) 4+ (1= | ) af|0),, acC, (8.121)

which implies that for every a € C, the vacuum sector for these theories generates the
lowest—weight module isomorphic to the discrete series representation .@(1 J4-M2) /2"

We conclude this chapter summarising our main results on the analysis of a Dirac
field in AdSs in Table 8.1. The symbols E/)(l) and 3(2) stand for the column vectors
(T (7/2), — 0 (—7/2))T and (T@ (x/2), T (—1/2))T, respectively. We have also de-
fined the matrices Uy :=i(I4+ U), U_ :=1—U and H := —diag(tan 54, tan 5_).
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Table 8.1: Self-adjoint boundary conditions for a Dirac field in AdS,

jiez,pBe (3,2

M SABCs Inv. SABCs Spectrum (w) Inv. P-F sol. Rep.
M>1 Dirichlet T Dirichlet w = ton, bl ! 25 ., ®9;
23 irichlet irichlet w£ _ % M4n wn,J\h Wn T+M & 1+M
. w = Fw!, - I n _
Dirichlet I Wl = % CMan Y0 Wn 9§+M S2] —@$+M
w=dwll, -
Dirichlet 1T Pl Wil | 9F e g,
0<M<% U_E}(Q)ZU_A,_E)U) waI:%—M—l—n , i-Mm i-M
Dirichlet ITT - €0
1 _
witt=j€i
Dirichlet TV - €
1 . 7 o+ 7
w‘jf§+]7 [wﬂﬁo],wn 9% ®9§
VESY/ (Chir. Equiv.) (~~ {}”é)
wj = Jj—8, @,3
M=0 |U_¥@=U,90 | ¥O =pgv@ | jezpe0,}) oo
wj = Jj—8, 3 @3_5
jezpe(33)
wj = ] - 57 2
22— B
_ P2

Here n is always assumed to be in Ng. We also write 8 = (84 + 8-)/m.

The symbol [71 OJ denotes the equivalence class of @Zi o W.r.t. chiral equivalence.
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Conclusions

In this thesis we have presented the analysis of the dynamics for a scalar field in N—
dimensional anti-de Sitter spacetime AdSy (N > 2), and for a spinor field satisfying
the Dirac equation in two—dimensional anti-de Sitter spacetime, AdS,. The case of a
scalar field in AdSy for N > 3 was based on the original results by Ishibashi and Wald
in Ref. [22], which we reworked to more closely resemble the way we approached the
two—dimensional case. By applying the prescription for dynamics in static, non—globally
hyperbolic spacetimes of Ishibashi and Wald, we have found a family of field theories with a
well-defined initial value problem despite the lack of global-hyperbolicity of the spacetime
manifold. Additionally, we studied the invariance of the associated solution spaces under
the infinitesimal action of the isometry group of the spacetime (éi(Q,R) for AdSs and
SO(2,N — 1) for AdSy). We determined which, among the family of theories obtained
by the prescription for dynamics, can be used to construct a quantum field theory with a
stationary vacuum state.

We summarise our results for each of the cases we analysed as follows:

e For a free scalar field of mass M in AdSs, the prescription for dynamics reduces to
determining the admissible positive self-adjoint extensions of the spatial component,
A, of the Klein—Gordon equation. We associated a unique boundary condition for the
spatial solutions at infinity (p = £7/2) to each self-adjoint extension of the operator A.
The number of admissible self-adjoint extensions and, thus, of boundary conditions, is
given by von Neumann’s theorem, and we found that it depends on the value of the
mass parameter )\, defined by M2 = A(\ — 1). If the eigenvalues w? for the self-adjoint
extension Ay of the operator A are positive, then one can define a quantum field theory
with a stationary vacuum state following the standard procedure. We noted that A
has to be real for A to be a positive operator and, since M? remains unchanged under

A < 1 — )\, we were able to restrict our analysis to A > 1/2.

For A > 3/2 the self-adjoint extension of the operator A is unique and determined to
correspond to the generalised Dirichlet boundary condition. For 1/2 < A < 3/2 the
self-adjoint extensions of A are labelled by a 2 x 2 unitary matrix &/, which parametrises
the boundary conditions. These boundary conditions are analogous to the self-adjoint

boundary conditions for the free quantum particle in a box [71].
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Next, we determined the self-adjoint boundary conditions which are invariant under
the action of the group ﬁ(Q,R). The generalised Dirichlet boundary condition is
invariant for all A > 1/2. For 1/2 < A < 3/2, there are additional invariant boundary
conditions, which are the generalised Neumann boundary condition and the mixed
boundary conditions consisting of the generalised Dirichlet boundary condition at one
end and the generalised Neumann boundary condition at the other. We also noted
that the mode solutions obtained from these boundary conditions are identical to those
obtained by Sakai and Tanii [14] by requiring the vanishing of the energy flux at each

boundary.

The set of solutions to the Klein—-Gordon equation satisfying an invariant boundary
condition forms a representation of the group gi(Z, R), but this representation may not
be unitary. For the stationary vacuum state to be invariant under the éi(2, R) symmetry,
the positive—frequency (w > 0) subset of the solutions must form a unitary representation.
We found that the positive—frequency solutions form a unitary representation for the
generalized Dirichlet boundary condition for all A > 1/2 and for the generalised Neumann
boundary condition for 1/2 < A < 1. The generalised Neumann boundary condition
does not lead to a unitary representation for 1 < A < 3/2, and the mixed boundary
conditions do not lead to a unitary representation for any value of \. For A = 1
(M? = 0), the Neumann boundary condition allows spatially constant solutions. For
this case, the spatially non—constant positive—frequency mode functions form a unitary

representation.

Finally, we studied the cases where the boundary condition is SL(2, R)—invariant but
the positive—frequency subspace is not. This situation occurs for the cases with the
mixed boundary conditions with 1/2 < A < 3/2 and those with the Neumann boundary
condition with 1 < A < 3/2. In particular, we found that the vacuum state, which is
not invariant under the éi(2, R) transformations, belongs to a UIR in each case: For
the former, the vacuum belongs to the discrete series 9{;\_1 /2)2 /40 and for the latter, the

vacuum state belongs to @f_ A

e For a free scalar field in AdSy with N > 3, the prescription for dynamics reduces to
determining the positive self-adjoint extensions of the radial component Ag,q of the
Klein—Gordon operator. The analysis originally done by Ishibashi and Wald in Ref. [22]
for this case concluded that the number of self-adjoint extensions of Ay, depends on
the mass of the field M, and the dimension, N, of the spacetime. In particular, they
showed that the mass of the field has to satisfy M? > —(N — 1)2/4 for Ay, to be a
positive operator and, thus, to have positive self-adjoint extensions. Similarly, they
found that if M? > (N — 3)(N + 1)/4, then the self-adjoint extension of Ag,, is unique,
and determined to be the closure of Ay, For —(N —1)2/4 < M? < (N — 3)(N +1)/4,
the self-adjoint extensions of Ay, are parametrised by a real number « € (—m, 7]. This

situation differs from the two-dimensional case (scalar field in AdSs) since the radial
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coordinate characterises spatial infinity in AdSy as a single point, p = 7/2, instead of a

pair of endpoints, p = £7/2, which characterises spatial infinity in AdS,.

Using a slightly more explicit approach to that of Ishibashi and Wald, we associated a
unique boundary condition for the radial solutions to each of the admissible positive
self-adjoint extensions of the operator Ay,,. For the case with M? > (N —3)(N +1)/4
the unique self-adjoint extension of Ay, was determined to correspond to a generalised
Dirichlet boundary condition at p = /2. When the mass satisfies —(N —1)2/4 < M? <
(N —3)(N +1)/4, the self-adjoint extensions correspond to a family of generalised Robin
boundary conditions parametrised by u € (—m, 7], with the generalised Dirichlet and

Neumann boundary conditions arising as special cases (v = 0 and u = 7, respectively).

Next, we imposed invariance under the infinitesimal action of §6(2, N —1) on the sets of
solutions corresponding to the admissible self-adjoint boundary conditions. We showed
that it is sufficient to verify if a given set of mode solutions is invariant under the action of
any of the boost—like Killing vector fields of AdSy in order for this space to be invariant
under all infinitesimal §6(2, N — 1)—transformations. Considering this, the generalised
Dirichlet boundary condition was found to be invariant for all M? > —(N — 1)2/4. For
—(N —1)2/4 < M? < (N — 3)(N + 1)/4, the only other type of boundary condition
that results in invariant mode solutions is the generalised Neumann boundary condition.
We noted that for N = 4, these two sets of mode solutions correspond to the ones found
in Refs. [11, 12, 13].

Finally, we explored the behaviour of the sets of mode solutions resulting from the
invariant self-adjoint boundary conditions under the action of the boost—like Killing
vector field K3 in Eq. (7.82). In particular, we considered the positive—frequency modes
for the generalised Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions. We found that these
mode functions are mapped to positive—frequency modes by action of the Killing vector
field K3. By means of the Lie algebra structure of the Killing vector fields of AdSy, this
result implies that all the sets of mode solutions resulting from the invariant self-adjoint
boundary conditions form invariant positive—frequency subspaces and, thus, a unitary
representation of §6(2, N —1). Hence, for each of these cases a quantum field theory
with an invariant vacuum state can be constructed by following the general prescription
of Section 2.3.

e For a free spinor field of mass M satisfying the Dirac equation in AdSs, the prescription
of dynamics is equivalent to finding the admissible self-adjoint extensions of the spatial
component D of the Dirac operator. Similarly to the scalar field case, the number of
self-adjoint boundary conditions depends on the mass of the field M. Since solutions
of the spatial Dirac equation with mass —M can be obtained from the solutions with

mass M, we restricted our analysis to M > 0.

For M > 1/2 the self-adjoint extension of the operator D is unique and determined

to correspond to the Dirichlet type I boundary condition for the spatial component
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of the spinor solutions at the endpoints p = £7/2. For 0 < M < 1/2 the self-adjoint
extensions of D are labelled by a 2 x 2 unitary matrix U, which parametrises the

boundary conditions.

Next, we determined the self-adjoint boundary conditions which are invariant under the
action of the group SAIJJ(2, R). For 0 < M < 1/2, we found that the only unitary matrices
U parametrising the boundary conditions which result in invariant mode solutions are
given by U = diag(F1,+£1) and U = £I. These matrices correspond to the Dirichlet
boundary conditions of type I, II, III and IV, respectively, defined in Eqgs. (8.72)—(8.75).
For the massless case M = 0, we found that any diagonal unitary matrix U gives a set
of boundary conditions that result in invariant mode solutions. We also noted that the
Dirichlet type I-IV boundary conditions for all 0 < M < 1/2 and the Dirichlet type I

boundary condition for all M > 0 are invariant under charge conjugation.

The set of solutions to the Dirac equation satisfying an invariant boundary condition
forms a unitary representation of the group éi(ZR), but this representation may not
split into invariant positive— and negative—frequency subspaces, which is necessary
for the vacuum state of the quantised theory to be isometry—invariant. We found
that the positive—frequency solutions span invariant subspaces for the Dirichlet type I
boundary condition for all M > 0. For 0 < M < 1/2 there is an additional invariant
boundary condition that leads to an invariant positive—frequency subspace, which is
the Dirichlet type II boundary condition. The mode functions resulting from these
boundary conditions were identified with the sum of discrete series representations,
@172 @ @1_/2 4y for the Dirichlet type I modes and @;“/2_ P @1_/2_ y for the Dirichlet
type II modes. Both Dirichlet types III and IV mode functions are identified with the
complementary series representations ‘510/2 4y Which are already irreducible and do not
split into invariant positive— and negative—frequency subspaces. For the massless case
we found that the only diagonal unitary matrices corresponding to boundary conditions
that result in invariant positive— and negative—frequency subspaces are of the form
U = diag(e?P+, —e~2+), with B, € [0,7). The particular cases for f, = 7/2 and
B+ = 0 correspond to the massless Dirichlet conditions of type I and II, respectively. We
noted that all the other massless mode solutions that form invariant positive—frequency
subspaces are in fact related to the Dirichlet type I and II mode solutions by a chiral
transformation realised as the action of the rotation by the angle 7/2 — 3, on the spatial
components of these modes. Since the massless Dirac equation is invariant under chiral
transformations, the solutions parametrised by (4 are taken to be equivalent, and thus,
can be identified with the Dirichlet type I (or type II) mode solutions. These mode
solutions, up to a chiral transformation, are identified with the sum of mock—discrete
series representations _@172 <) 172. For all other diagonal matrices, the associated
self-adjoint boundary condition results in mode functions forming the principal series
representation &), where p depends on the parameters Sy via Eq. (8.94). It is worth

pointing out that, besides the massless mode solutions forming the principal series
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2}, all other mode solutions that we obtained from the éi(?, R)-invariant self-adjoint
extensions of the operator D, i.e., the Dirichlet type I modes for all M > 0, the Dirichlet
types I-IV for 0 < M < 1/2, and the massless modes parametrised by 4, up to a chiral

equivalence, also correspond to the modes found by Sakai and Tanii [14].

Finally, we examined the cases for which the self-adjoint boundary conditions are
§i(2,R)finvariant but the solution spaces do not split into invariant positive— and
negative—frequency subspaces, i.e., the massless solution spaces satisfying the boundary
conditions with Sy + f_ # /2,37 /2, and the massive solution spaces satisfying the
Dirichlet type III and IV boundary conditions. Due to the lack of an invariant positive-
frequency subspace, the vacuum state associated to these theories is not invariant, but
instead belongs to a UIR of ﬁ;(?,R). For the massless theories, we found that the
vacuum state belongs to the discrete series representation 27, with k = (u — 1/2)2/2,
and p given by Eq. (8.94). The massless theory with = 0, and the massive theories
corresponding to the Dirichlet type III and type IV mode solutions resulted in a doubly
degenerate vacuum sector. The UIR to which the vacuum state |0; «), for a € C belongs

is isomorphic to the discrete series @(Jg Ja—M2) )2

As pointed out above, the sets of mode solutions that we obtained from the invariant
self-adjoint boundary conditions for the scalar and spinor fields in AdSy correspond to
the mode solutions obtained by Sakai and Tanii by a different argument. The latter were
obtained by requiring the energy flux of the fields to vanish separately at each endpoint of
the boundary. Thus, it will be interesting to investigate deeper connections, if any, between
these two requirements.

From the analysis of a scalar field in AdSy for N > 3 we concluded that only the
generalised Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions result in §6(2, N — 1)-invariant
sets of mode solutions. We examined the action of the Killing vector K3 on the lowest
positive—frequency modes of each of these sets and found that these are mapped to
positive—frequency modes solutions, implying that these solution spaces admit invariant
positive—frequency subspaces and, thus, form a unitary representation of §6(2, N —1)
resulting in a stationary vacuum sate. Thus, contrary to the N = 2 case, there are no
invariant theories with a non-invariant vacuum state for the higher—dimensional case. It
will be interesting to explore if an analogous situation is also present for spinor field theories
in AdSy with NV > 3.

Our results also show that there is a fundamental difference between the scalar field
theories in AdS, and the scalar field theories in AdSy for N > 3. For both of these cases
the self-adjoint extensions are parametrised by non—trivial unitary maps only when the
mass of the field lies within a particular range of low values, and if the mass is sufficiently
large, then only one self-adjoint boundary condition exists. However, for the low mass
range, the unitary map parametrising the self-adjoint boundary conditions is a 2 x 2
matrix for AdSs, while for AdSy the unitary map is given by a phase, e’*. As previously
discussed, this is due to the fact that spatial infinity consists of the endpoints {—m/2, 7/2}
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for AdSy and of the single point {7/2} for AdSy with N > 3. Since the spinor field in
AdS, also admits a family of boundary conditions parametrised by a 2 x 2 unitary matrix
for the low—mass range, it will be interesting to confirm if the boundary condition for
self-adjointness is parametrised by ¢™ for the low—mass range in the higher-dimensional
case.

We have analysed the dynamics of free scalar and spinor fields in AdSy and AdSs,
respectively. Our results provide certain choices for sensible dynamics in each case and
thus allow to construct the associated free quantum field theories. This in turn opens
the possibility for the analysis of interacting field theories, the first step to achieve this
being constructing the associated propagators for these cases. An interesting question
from this perspective is the compatibility between the isometry invariance condition which
we have focused on and the Hadamard condition on the two—point functions associated
to the theories. A similar analysis has been done in the case of automorphic fields in
two—dimensional de Sitter space [88], where invariant Hadamard and non-Hadamard states
have been found. It would be interesting to see if any similar conclusions can be found for

the anti—de Sitter case.
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Some properties of Self-adjoint operators

In this chapter we present relevant concepts and standard results related to self-adjoint
operators on a separable Hilbert space 5. All of the statements and proofs are quite
standard and can be found thoguhout the literature, for example in [35, 36, 37, 43].

We will denote elements of # by f,g,h,... etc. The inner product between two
elements f, g €  is denoted by (f, g), and the norm of f is defined by |f| := (({f, f>)1/2.
An operator T is a linear map Dom(T') — 5, where Dom(T') C  denotes the domain
of T.

Definition A.0.1 An operator T : 7 — F€ is said to be bounded if the operator norm
of T, given by

ITlop = sup |TF] (A1)
I71=1

is finite. An unbounded operator T is a linear map from a dense subspace Dom(T) C
into .

It is worth pointing out that from this definition an unbounded operator is not necessarily
bounded.

Definition A.0.2 Let T be an unbounded operator on . A number w € C belongs to

the resolvent set of T if there exists a bounded operator B such that:
1. For all f € 5, Bf belongs to Dom(T), and (T —wl)Bf = f.
2. For all f € Dom(T') we have B(T —wl)f = f.

If no such bounded operator B ezists, then w belongs to the spectrum o (T).

Theorem A.0.3 Let T be a self-adjoint operator on an infinite—dimensional Hilbert space

FC. Then, the following are equivalent:

1. There exists a real sequence (wp)nen and an orthonormal basis { f}nen on F such
that |wy| — 00 as n — oo, and T'f, = wy frn, for all n € N.

2. T has a purely discrete spectrum.
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Remark A.0.4 An operator T has a purely discrete spectrum if o(T') consists only

of eigenvalues of finite multiplicities which have no finite accumulation point.
Proof: See Ref. [43, Proposition 5.12].

Definition A.0.5 A spectral measure on the o—algebra B(Y) of subsets of a set Q is a
mapping p of B(Q) into the orthogonal projections on a Hilbert space F such that:

1. (@) =o0.
2. u(2) =1
S (1N Q) = p(1)p(S22).

4 1 (Upeny Mn) = > pen (My) for any sequence (M, )nen of pairwise disjoint sets from
B(2) whose union is also in B(Q).

Theorem A.0.6 (Spectral theorem for self-adjoint operators) Let T be a possibly
unbounded self-adjoint operator on €. Then, there exists a unique spectral measure pur
on the Borel o—algebra B(R) such that

T = / wdpr(w). (A.2)
R
Proof: See Ref. [43, Theorem 5.7].

Definition A.0.7 Let T be a self-adjoint operator with spectral measure pr. For any
measurable function f on B(T'), define the possibly unbounded operator f(T') by

1) = [ f)dur(), (A.3)
defined on the domain
Dmﬂﬂn>~{ge%ﬂéumm%omwMyw<m}. (A4)

An operator f(T') defined by Eq. (A.3) is said to be obtained though the functional

calculus of T.

Definition A.0.8 A one—parameter unitary group on J is a family u(t), t € R,
of unitary operators such that U(0) = I, and u(t + s) = u(t)u(s) for all t,s € R. A

one—parameter unitary group is said to be strongly continuous if

tim Ju(t) f — u(s)f] = 0, (A.5)

for all f € 2 and all t € R.
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Proposition A.0.9 Suppose T is a self-adjoint operator on H and for t € R, let u(t) be
defined by

u(t) = exp (itT) (A.6)

where the operator on the right—hand side is defined through the functional calculus of T as
in Definition A.0.7. Then, the following hold:

1. w s a strongly continuous one—parameter unitary group.

2. For all f € Dom(T), we have

Tf=lim lu(t)fi—f , (A.7)

t—0 1 t

where the limit is in the norm topology of F.
3. For all f € J, if the limit
Lu(®)f - s

lim - s
t—0 1 t

exists, then f € Dom(T) and the limit is equal to T'f.

Proof: See Ref. [37, Proposition 10.14].
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Relation between the two descriptions of self-adjoint extensions

In this chapter we find a one-to—one map between the unitary matrix Uy characterising
the map U : #; — #_ defined in Eq. (5.20) and the boundary conditions obtained by
imposing the restriction given by Eq. (5.23). The calculations presented below are given in
terms of the operator A defined in Eq. (6.6). Hence, we show the correspondence between
the unitary matrix Uy in Eq. (6.31) and the unitary matrix U defined by Eq. (6.40). These
two matrices characterise the self-adjoint extensions of the operator A in two different
ways. However, the following procedure also applies to the Schrodinger operator T' of
Chapter 5 given by Eq. (5.25). For this operator the calculations in this chapter show that
Egs. (5.29) and (5.30) which describe Dom(77) are equivalent to the boundary condition
given by Eq. (5.31), and the matrix Uy is in one-to—one correspondence to the matrix U.

We write the matrix Uy; as U in this appendix for simplicity.

Let ® € Dom(Ay ), where Ay is a self-adjoint extension of A, and let f € . C L DA .
(Recall that Dom(Ay) = Dom(A) @ ..) Let {g1,g2} be an orthonormal basis of % .
Hence, {g1, g2} is an orthonormal basis of J#_. Then, from Eqs. (6.31) and (6.33), the
element f € . is written as

1 1
f= 615(91 + w1191 + u2192) + 625(92 + u12g1 + u2292) , (B.1)

for some c1,co € C. The elements defined by

1 .
Gj=3 (9j +ujngr +ujeg2) , j=1,2. (B.2)

define an orthonormal basis of . with respect to the inner product (,-), (see the

construction in Section 5.1). Since the operator Ay is symmetric, it follows that

0= <(I)7AUf>KG - <AU(I)7f>KG )
= <(I), AU(C1G1 + CQG2)>KG — <AU(I), Gy + CQGQ)KG . (B3)

Let us consider the two cases: ¢; # 0, co = 0 and ¢; =0, ¢ # 0. By integration by parts,

the resulting equations can be written in terms of the boundary values as

~ ' (0)G; ()|, — ®(p) G} ()

, . —_—
» » Lt YOG )| ,=0 (B4
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From Eq. (6.29) we know that the solutions in the deficiency spaces .} & .#_ behave
at the boundaries in a way similar to the solutions of the original eigenvalue problem.

Thus, we can write Eq. (B.4) as follows:
N (1/2) DGV (n/2) — DEM (m/2) GV (7/2)
— &W (—7/2) DAY (~7/2) + DOW (—7/2) GV (~x/2) =0, (B.5)

where ég’\)(p) and Dég)‘) (p) are defined similarly to @™ (p) and D®™ (p) in Egs. (6.35)
and (6.36). Next, we define

. DM (n/2) 0 B DGV (=n/2) 0 )
A= < 0 D9~2()‘)(7T/2)> B ( 0 D@(A)(_ﬂ/2)> ,  (B.6a)

— (A o AR 0
B:= < 0 ‘62()\)(71'/2)> ( 0 _g~2()\)(_ﬂ_/2)> ) (B.6b)

where gNj()‘) and Dg}@) are defined from g;, j = 1,2, in the same way as &™) and DOV
are defined from ®. The second equalities in Eqgs. (B.6a) and (B.6b) follow from the fact
that g1 and g are even and odd, respectively. Then, Eq. (B.5) can be written in a matrix

form as
(A+TA)@ = (B+TB) D3, (B.7)
where

N (r 71' m DN (=7
i (‘P (m/2) + W (- /2)) Db (D<I> (m/2) = DO ( /2)) B8
N (7/2) — dW) (—7/2) DN (1/2) + DOW (—7/2)

It is useful to note that, by expressing the relation
(95> Avj) o = (AUGj> 9j) oo = 4 (B.9)
with j = 1,2, in terms of the boundary values %(A)(iﬁ/Z) and Djj(’\)(:lzw/Q), one finds
BA — AB = 2iI. (B.10)
We rearrange Eq. (B.7) as
[B-iA+T®B-iA)| (DB~ i®) =~ [B+id+T(B+iA) (DB +i®). (B.11)

The matrices B + i A+ U(B £ iA) are invertible because the relation (B.10) implies that
there are no non.-trivial solutions @ to either of the equations ||(B+iA)d|?> = ||[(B+iA)a|?.
Then, the matrix ¢/ defined by

U:=— [B—MJFU(B—M)}_I [B+iA+T(B+iA)], (B.12)
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is unitary and the map U +— Uis a bijection as we show below. Thus, the self-adjoint
extensions characterised by the unitary matrix U is indeed equivalently characterised by
another unitary matrix U which specifies the boundary conditions.

The unitarity of ¢ follows from

VWV — WV =40-TT, (B.13)
where

Vii=B—iA+U(B-iA), (B.14a)

Vo :=B+iA+U(B+iA), (B.14b)

since U = —V; 1V, and TU =1L Equation (B.13) results from Eq. (B.10). Next, we
show that the map U — Uis a bijection by demonstrating that the matrix U satisfying
Vid = —V; for a given unitary matrix U exists and is unique. This equation is solved

uniquely for U if and only if the homogeneous equation
UB—iAU =—-U(B+iA), (B.15)
admits only the trivial solution U = 0. Indeed, if Eq. (B.15) is satisfied, then
UB—iA)B+iA)T =T(B+iA)B—iAT . (B.16)

Then, by Eq. (B.10) we find U = 0, which implies U = 0.
Thus, we can write Eq. (B.11) as

(1—)Dd = i1+ U) D , (B.17)

where U is unitary. Then, by defining

1/1 1\ ~(1 -1
et (4 alt ) -

we arrive at Eq. (6.40). It is clear that the map U — U is a bijection because the map
U U is.
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The operator A with M? < —1/4

In this appendix we demonstrate that the operator A with M? < —1/4 is unbounded from

below. In this case we have

d> 1/4+a
A= — _ - 1
dp?  cos?p (C.1)
with a > 0. We first observe
n 1
/ (cos p) /2 A(cos p)/2dp = —2aIn(sec n 4 tann) + 3 sinn, (C.2)

-1
for 0 < n < m/2. Notice that this integral diverges to —oo as n — 7/2. Let /6 <n < 7/2

and e = (7/2—n)/2. Then0<n—e<n+e<m/2
Let f € Dom(A) be defined by

1/2

o) = {(COS p) %f lpl <m—e, (©3)
(cos p)'2x((lpl =m)/e) if |p| =n—e,

where x is a smooth monotonically—decreasing function satisfying the condition that
x(x) =1if x < —1 and x(z) =0 if x > 1. We have f € Dom (A) because f(p) = 0 if
n+e<|p| <m/2. We have

w/2
/ f(p)[?dp < 2. (C.4)
—7/2
and
w/2 n—e n+e__
[ Foatedo= [ FoAree 2 [ F@AL . (C)
—7/2 —n+e n—e

Since the first integral diverges to —oo as n — e — 7/2 by Eq. (C.2), if the second integral
is bounded in this limit, then the operator A is unbounded from below.

For n —e < p <n+ € we find
FAL(p) = X(p = 1)/0) |~ cos px"((p = 1)/0) + < sin px (9 = )

+ (—Cozp ~ icos p) x((p — 77)/6)] : (C.6)
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Let |X"(z)] < Oy, |X/(x)] < Cy and recall |x(z)| < 1. Then,

C C 1
F(p)AF(p)] < 5 sinBe+ =+ —— + 1.

€ sine 4
Then,

nte

e
/n_E f(p)Af(p)dp‘ S/n F(p)Af(p)|dp

—€

2C! 2
< —QSin3e+2Cl + i
€ sin €

— 6Cy + 2C1 + 2a,

€

2

167

(C.7)

(C.8)

as € = (/2 —n)/2 — 0. Hence, the second term in Eq. (C.5) is indeed bounded for n

and € in the range considered. Therefore, we can take n — e — 7/2, and the operator A is

unbounded from below.
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The closure of the operator A

In this appendix we demonstrate that, if ® € Dom(A), then
oM (£r/2) = DOV (£7/2) =0, (D.1)

where A denotes the closure of the operator A in Eq. (6.6) and where &™) and DOV are
defined by Egs. (6.35) and (6.36). First we examine the case with 1/2 < XA < 3/2. Let
fi(p) and fa(p) be smooth functions whose support is in [0, 7/2] and which take the values

1-X

(cos p)* and (cos p)'=*, respectively, for p € [r/4,7/2). Then since A and 1 — A are both

larger than —1/2 so that f1, fo € L?[—7/2,7/2] and since, for p € [7/4,7/2),

2 J—
2 —_
(—fpz A(A:)> falp) = (1= N2(cos p)! >, (D.2b)

we have ATfy, AT fy € L?[—7/2,7/2] and therefore fi, fo € Dom(AT).
Now, suppose ® € Dom (f_l) Since A = (A")T (see Reference [35]), we have by

definition
(c1f1 + cafa, AD) — (1 ATf1 4+ c2 AT fo, ®) = 0, (D.3)

where c1,co € C. This can be written as

a 2 2
dm [ {jpg[qf1<p>+c2f2<p>]<1><p>—[c1f1<p>+c2f2<p>]jpz@@)}dp:o. (D.4)

Then, by integration by parts we have

lim {(1 —2\)E(cos p)* L sin p®(p)
p—T/2

1 _on d .
- {cﬁ(cosp)”‘ 1y 02] (cos p)? 2)‘d—p {(cos p)* 1<I>(p)}} =0. (D.5)
Let ¢; =0 and co = 1. Then,

d
: 2-2) L A1 _
phI7P/2(COS ) S [(cos ) q)(p)] 0. (D.6)
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That is, D®™ (7/2) = 0. Next, let ¢; = 1 and ¢z = 0. Then since (cos p)2*~* — 0 and
sinp — 1 as p — 7/2, we find

lim (cos p)* 1@ (p) = 0. (D.7)

p—T/2

That is, ™) (r/2) = 0. We can construct a similar argument to show that we also have
DN (—7/2) = dN (—n/2) = 0.
For A = 1/2 we can let fi(p) = (cosp)'/? and fa(p) = (cos p)/?[In(cos? p) — 1] for
p € [7/4,7/2) and let them vanish for p € [~7/2,0]. We find that f, is also in Dom(AT)
because
d? 1 1
<_dp2 — 4cos2p> (cos p)'/? {ln(cos2 p) — 1} :Z(COS p)'/? [ln(cos2 p) — 1}
+ 2(cos p) /2. (D.8)

Proceeding in the same way as before, if ® € Dom(A), then we find, instead of Eq. (D.5),

. 2¢7 sin
pl—l>r7]rﬂ/2 { (cos p)1/2 [lln(coz2 p) —1] (p)
- &) 2d o(p)
_ {[ln(cos?lp)—l] + 62] (cos p) [ln(cos2 p) — 1} dp <(COS )72 [In(cos? p) — 1]>}
-0 (D.9)

By choosing ¢y = 0 and ¢z = 1, we find

: 2 d ®(p) _
pl_l}r;l/Q(COS ) [ln(cos,2 p) — 1} P ((cos 72 [In(cos? p) — 1]> =0. (D.10)

That is, D®(1/2) (1 /2) = 0. Next we choose ¢; = 1 and ¢, = 0 and we find, since sin p — 1
and In(cos? p) — —oco as p — 7/2,

o @(p)
p—m/2 (cos p)t/2 [In(cos? p) — 1]

=0. (D.11)
That is, ®1/2)(7/2) = 0. We can argue in a similar manner to conclude D®1/2)(—7/2) =
®(1/2)(—7/2) = 0. In fact, it is possible to show that if ® € Dom(A), then

li =32 (p) = 0 D.12
Hljglrﬂ(cosp) (p)=0, (D.12)

if 1/2 < X < 3/2, which is stronger than one of the results, @™ (£r/2) = 0.
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Boundary conditions with negative eigenvalues of Ay

In this example we let A = 1 so that the eigenvalue problem is given by

d2q> = w?® E.l
e (p) =w ®(p). (E.1)

Choosing the unitary matrix in Eq. (6.40) to be diagonal, we find that the following

boundary conditions are possible:

O (£7/2) = +ad' (£7/2) | (E.2)

where we choose a > 0. Two independent solutions to Eq. (E.1) with w? = —v2 < 0 are
o) (p) = cosh(vp), (E.3a)
32 (p) = sinh(vp). (E.3b)

The functions &% and & satisfy the boundary conditions (E.2) if

coth () = av, (E.4a)
tanh (%) = av, (E.4b)

respectively. Equation (E.4a) has a solution for all & > 0 whereas Eq. (E.4b) has a solution
if 0 < o < /2. It is interesting that in the limit o — 0 (the Dirichlet limit) we have

v — oo and hence w? — —oc.
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The closure of the operator A,,,

In this appendix we show that any element r in Dom(Ag.q) where Ay, is the radial operator
defined in Eq. (7.21), with the mass parameter satisfying v > 1, satisfies the boundary
condition
[(cosp)y—%r(p)” _=0. (F.1)
p=m/2
The proof follows a similar argument to the one used in Appendix D.

Let s be a smooth function with support in [0,7/2]. Assume that the function s is
supported away from p = 0, and that, for p € [7/4,7/2), the function s takes the values
(sin p)7+t1/2(cos p)¥ /2, with o = 0,1/2,1,..., and v > 1. This implies that, s € L?[0,7/2].
Since, for p € [7/4,7/2) the function s satisfies

d2 2_1/4 2_1/4
( v -1/4, o’ —1)

S dp? T cos?p sin? p ) s(p) = (0 +v+1)%s(p), (F.2)

we have A;rms € L?[0,7/2]. Hence, s € Dom(A;r{ad).
Let r € Dom(Ag.q). Now, the operator Ayg,, is densely defined and symmetric with
respect to the inner product in Eq. (7.25), which implies that Ag., = (A;ad)f. Then, we

must have
0= <A1{ad3a 7">Rad - <3> ARadr>Rad . (F.3)
Using Eqgs. (7.21) and (7.25) we can write Eq. (F.3) as
@ [ d%s(p) ——d*r(p)
0= 1 — d F.4
Jim [ [ () =) . (F.4)

and, after integrating by parts we obtain

200
)

NI

:pggl/z { [(a + ;) (sinp)"_%(cos p)”+% — (1/ + ;) (SiDP)JJF%(COS p)" 2| r(p)

in )7+ (cos )3 172
~(sin )"+ (cos )4 } . (F.5)
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We note that

1 d

il . o+l d L1
cos p)!"*E L r(p) =(sin p)7E cos p L [(eos ) Er(p)|

+ (1/ - ;) (sin p)”"'% {(cos p)”_%r(p)] , (F.6)

(sin p)7 2 (

We substitute Eq. (F.6) into Eq. (F.5) to obtain

1 1

0= pl_i>171r1/2 { (0 + ;) (sin p)"*% cos® p [(cos p)”*ﬁr(p)} — 2v(sin p)‘7+% {(cos p)”*ﬁr(p)}

— (sin p)7*3 (cos p)*(cos ”Mi [(cos p)”%r<p>]} . (F.7)

Since sinp — 1 as p — 7/2, we have

0= lim, {—2V [(cos )"~ 3r(p)] — (cos p)?* (cos p)l—”(SO [(cos p)v—ér(p)}} . (F8)

Finally, we note that (cos p)* — 0 as p — /2. Thus, for r to be in Dom(Ay.,), we must
have

~2v [(cos p)~21(p)] \/Hm ~0, (F.9)

and the factor (cos p)1*2”dip[(cos p)" 121 (p)] must remain finite as p — 7/2. A simple
power—counting argument shows that if Eq. (F.9) is satisfied, then this factor is indeed

regular at p = 7/2 and, thus, the requirement reduces to Eq. (F.1).
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Infinitesimal transformations of the functions

In this appendix we verify that the expression in Eq. (7.92) holds for the solutions r,,;, of
Eq. (7.31).

Let us consider the general solution, 7, ,, given by Eq. (7.36). For notational simplicity,
we write this function as

. 1 1
Tty () = Ny (sin p)7+2 (cos p)" 2 F, ()
where we have defined

(G.1)

sza(/)) =F (CIU,J,WC,;;);l%—U;sinQ p) .

Cl‘:O’ + 1= COJ+1

(G.2)
We note that, from the definitions of the quantities ¢, in Eq. (7.33), it follows that
v,o+1»

- - —(w—1

Go T1=C 01 = Cu,gil s (G.3)
Considering these definitions, we will now apply the operators L4y, L4+ defined
through Eq. (7.91) to the function in Eq. (G.1). We begin by calculating Ly _r;,. Since

the derivative of the hypergeometric functions is given by Eq. (7.105), we have, by means
of definition (G.2),

dip y,a(P) BT u+1,a+1(,0)- (G.4)
Thus, using this identity we obtain
. 1 11265600 .
c0s p Tty (p) =(sin p)7 T (cos ) TE | R sin p cos” p g4 (p)
1
5 1
+ (211_/)2 cos? p — <V + 2) sin p) Fs’gl . (G.5)
We substitute Eq. (G.5) into Eq. (7.91a) to obtain
o4l vil | oCoe 9w
L ran) (o) =2(sin )7 cos )3 | 22T (01— sin ) By 1 ()
~GEF, ()] - (G-6)
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Now, using the identity for the hypergeometric functions [23, Eq. 15.5.13], given by

b b(a —
%(1—z)F(a+1,b+1;c+1;z): (ac 2

F(a,b+1;¢+1;2) + bF(a,b;¢;2), (G.7)
we obtain, by means of Eq. (G.3), the identity

Colue . G (Cg =1 —0) -
e (L =si® p) PP o (p) = =54 ——F () + G B (0) . (G8)

Hence, after substituting Eq. (G.8) into Eq. (G.6), we obtain

G (Cg—o—1) 8 ot
(Lo )(p) = 2295202 ————=(sin p) 72 (cos p) * 2 F 4 (p)
o (g = — 1)
=227 110’+ o Tw—l,lﬁ-l(p) ’ (Gg)

where in the last line we have used Eq. (G.1) and the fact that o — o £ 1 corresponds to
l1 = 11 £1 by means of Eq. (7.22).
Next, we substitute Eq. (G.5) into Eq. (7.91b) to obtain

w —Ww

2T sin? p(1 — sin® P 1 o11(p)

[L——ru1,)(p) =2(sin p)~ 2 (cos p)"*3 [ L

+ (0= G2 sin?p) F2,(p)] - (G.10)
Now we use the identities [23, Egs. 15.5.19, 15.5.12]

b
a—z(l—z)F(a—l—l,b—l—l;c—l—l;z):(c—a)F(a—l,b;c;z)
c

—(c—a—bz)F(a,b;c; 2), (G.11a)
(c—1)F(a—1,b;c—1;2) = (c—a)F(a—1,b;¢;2) + (a — 1)F(a,b; c; 2) (G.11b)

to obtain

Colvo
V,0 SV,0

Lo sin® p(L = sin® p) s g (0) =0 F25 2041 (p) = (0 = G5 sin ) Fip (), (GH12)

where we have used Eq. (G.3) to infer that (;/, —1 = C;f;il and (5 = C,jgffll We
substitute Eq. (G.12) into Eq. (G.10) to obtain
1 1 _
[L——7u](p) =20(sin p)7 =2 (cos p)" 2 F2o L (p)
:20'7}‘,,17[1,1(,0) . (G13)

Next we substitute Eq. (G.5) into Eq. (7.91a), so that we have

Coong
V,05V,0

140
~C ()] - (G.14)

1
vty

. o432 : w
[L++Tw,ll](p) :2(8111 ,0) T2 (COS p) (1 - Sln2 p)Fy+1,a+1(p)
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We consider the identity in Eq. (G.7) with b <+ a, that is
b h—
%(1—2)F(a—|—1,b—|— Lie+1;2) :a( . C)F(a,b+1;c+ 1;2)
+aF(a,b;c;z). (G.15)

This implies that we have

w F—w ) w ( —w _ 1 _ O') .
v,050,0 . v,0\Sv,o
H_fg(l —sin” p) 541 (p) = 1o a1 (p) + Gy (p) . (G.16)
Hence, substituting this identity into Eq. (G.14) we obtain
GolCpg —o—1) 3 L
[Loron](p) = 22— (sin p)7*2 (cos p) T2 E L (p)
Gro(Cg —o—1)
=92 v,o l/i0'+ - Tw+1,l1+1(P) . (Gl?)
Finally, we substitute Eq. (G.5) into Eq. (7.91). This results in
. o—1i v+i f,ag,f}} ) .9 w
L r)(p) =2(sin p)7 3 eos )"+ | S22 sin? (1 — s p) 11 (0)
+ (0’ — (oo sin? p) F;fo_(p)} ) (G.18)
Now, we consider the identities in Eq.(G.11) with b <> a, that is,
ab
—z(1—=2)F(a+ 1,04+ 1;¢+ 1;2) = (¢ = b)F(a,b— 1;¢; 2)
—(c—b—az)F(a,b;c;2), (G.19a)
(G.19Db)

(c—=1)F(a,b—1;¢—1;2) = (c—=b)F(a,b—1;¢;2) + (b—1)F(a,b; c; z) .

Thus, we have

Cobvo . . :
LD G p(1 = i ) Fs () = O FE 1) = (0 — L s® ) (). (G20)
After substituting this expression into Eq. (G.18), we obtain
. ool 1
[L_1700,](p) = 20(sin p)7 "2 (cos p)* T2 FFL (p)
(G.21)

= 2074410, -1(p) -

Hence, if we substitute Egs. (G.9), (G.13), (G.17) and (G.21) into Eq. (7.90), we obtain

Eq. (7.92).
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Asymptotic behaviour of Ferrers functions

In this section we show that the asymptotic behaviour at the spatial boundary of the
component functions in Eq. (8.24) corresponding to Dirac spinors of mass M =k + 1/2
(k € Nyp), is given by Egs. (8.39) and (8.40) if £ > 0, and we show Eqs. (8.42) for the case
k=0.

We begin by analysing the case k > 0. The behaviour of the Ferrers functions P_*(x)
and Q_%, for w € C with w # 0, at the singular point z = 1 is given by [23, Eqs. 14.8.1,
14.8.4]

_ 1 1—z\%
o TR —k+1) [ 2 \2
Q. (z) ~ (o h ) (1 _x) : (H.1b)

where f(z) =~ g(z) if and only if f(x)/g(z) — 1 as x — c¢. For sufficiently small € > 0, we
have that if p = 7/2 — €, then sin p = cose, thus, Eq. (H.1) with z = cos e implies that

P *(cose) = P% (cose) = 0, (H.2a)
Fwl(w —
Q" (cose) + QS (cose) =~ 2 ELE "y 4—)I1‘§k) , (H.2b)
_ 28kT(w — K)T(K) _
Q F(cose) — QF (cose) ~ Twtht D , (H.2¢)

where we have used the estimate cose ~ 1 — €2/2 so that (1 — cose) %2 ~ %, We note

that for the same value of p, we have

1
1—sinp)z 1
I ~ . H.3
<1 + sin p) € ( )
Then, it follows that the component functions in Eq. (8.24) evaluated at p = 7/2 — ¢
behave as
28wl (w — k)T (k)
o) (” - ) ~ C. ekt3 H.4
w 2 € 2 ((,U + ]C + 1) Y ( a‘)
2kk:F(w — k)(k)
v (” - ) ~ H.4b
o \gTe) Twrkt+1) © (H.4b)
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which are precisely the expressions in Eq. (8.39).

To analyse the behaviour of the component functions \IIE}) and \IIL(UQ) at the other
endpoint p = —7/2, we use the connection formulas for the Ferrers functions, [23, Eqgs.
14.9.10, 14.9.8] namely

P k(—z) = cosm(w — k)P K (z) — 2 sin7(w — k)QLF (),

w

QuF(—a) = = cosw(w — F)QLF(2) — T sinm(w — KPS (@), (H.5)
from which it follows that
PLF (=) & PR (—2) = cosm(w — k) (PLH(2) 7 P2, (@)
—fsmﬁw—k (Q M) F QF (2 )) 7 (H.6a)
QF(—2) £ Q) (—2) = cos7r(w — k) (QZ* (@) 7 Q% (@)
- gsinﬂ(w — k) (P (@) FPSE (@) - (H.6b)

Taking the plus sign above and setting p = € — 7/2, so that —x = sinp = —cose, and

substituting Eqgs. (H.2a) and (H.2c) we obtain

28T (w — K)T(K)
Mwrk+1)

28kT(w — K)T(K)
Twtk+1)

P,¥(—cose) + PJ* (— cose) ~ sinm(w — k) (H.7a)

QLK (—cose) + QF, (— cose) ~ cosm(w — k) , (H.7b)

therefore, using the analogous estimate appearing in Eq. (H.3) this time with p — —p, it
(1)

follows that the behavior of the component function ¥,

k —
g <e 7T) z2 llfff:_ kli)rlgk) 01% sinm(w — k) + Cycosm(w — k) eh (H.8)

is found to be

Similarly, taking the minus sign in Eq. (H.7) and p = € — /2 we obtain

2k (w — k)T(K) o~k
mNw+k+1) ’

2kl (w — K)T(K) 4,
MNw+k+1)

P_¥(—cose) — PJ* (—cose) ~ sinm(w — k)

(H.9a)

Q" (— cose) — QF (— cose) = cos(w — k)

w—1

, (H.9b)

(2)

and thus, the second component W;;’ satisfies

k
v (e 2) Twrktl) wCl sinmm(w — k) + Cycosm(w— k)| e " 2. (H.10)

Equations (H.8) and (H.10) are Eq. (8.40).
For the case when k = 0, the Ferrers functions in the component functions of Eq. (8.24)
reduce to Legendre functions of the form P, (z) and Q,(z). At z =1 we have P, (1) =1
for the functions of the first kind, and for the functions of the second kind we have, as

x— 1,
1

Qu(z) ~ Pu(z) [2 In (

1+«
1—=z

)—7—¢(w+1) , (H.11)
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where 1 denotes the digamma function, and « the Euler constant ¢(1). Letting p = 7/2—¢,

for sufficiently small values of € > 0 we use Eq. (H.11) with 2 = cose to obtain

Qu(cose) + Qu_1(cose) ®In2 —2lne — 2y — 2¢h(w) — % , (H.12a)
Qu(cos€) — Qu-1(cos€) ~ —5, (H.12b)

where we have used the estimate 1 — cos e ~ €2/2 and the identity ¥(w + 1) = ¥(w) + 1/w.
Using Eq. (H.3) we take into account the prefactors of the component functions in Eq. (8.24),

and thus we have

\Ilc(ul) (721- _ 6) ~ —2Cy 6% Ine, (H13a)
\Ij((f) <721' _ €> ~ 20267% R (Hl?)b)
w

hence, considering that ¢/2lne — 0 as € — 0, it is clear that Eq. (8.42a) immediately
follows.

To evaluate at the other endpoint of the spatial boundary, we use the connection
formulas for the Legendre functions which are obtained by setting & = 0 in Eq. (H.5). It
then follows that the identities in Eq. (H.6) with & = 0 are valid for the Legendre functions.
By setting —z = sin p with p = € — 7/2, and using Eq. (H.12) we have that

2

Pu(—cose€) + Py,_1(—cose) ~ P sin Tw , (H.14a)
T
1

Qu(—cose€) + Qu_1(—cose) ~ - cos W, (H.14Db)

for the plus sign, and

2 1
Po(—cose) — Py_1(—cose) ~ — —sintw (2lne —In2 -2y —2¢Y(w) — )
T w

+ 2cosTw, (H.15a)
1
Qu(—cos€) — Qu—_1(—cose) &~ — cos Tw (2 Ine—In2— 2y —2¢(w) — )
w

- g sin 7w, (H.15Db)

for the minus sign. Once again, using Eq. (H.3) the expressions above imply that

2 1
\I/S) (e — g) = [Clw sin Tw + Cg; coS Ww] ez ; (H.16a)
T
2
@) (e — ;T) ~— [Cl sin mw + cos m}} ezlne. (H.16b)
m

Using these approximations and the fact that ¢!/2Ine — 0 as e — 0, we have the asymptotic

expansion given in Eq. (8.42b) immediately.
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