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Preface

The first part of this thesis deals with a non-standard approach to field theories. This approach
tries to substitute the classical matrix formalism by mowing towards division algebras, espe-
cially complex quaternions. This division algebra perspective has its roots in treating such as
[ , |, and | |. This exploits the non-commutativity
of quaternions which helps to define Lorentz transformations of left-handed and right-handed
spinors by left and right multiplications, respectively. It also yields nicer implementations of some
of the operators in field theory, e.g. parity operator which becomes merely a quaternion conjuga-
tion.

The second part is dedicated to non-commutative geometry. This relatively new branch of
mathematics, which extends the classical Riemannian geometry, was first developed by a French
mathematician in | |. The basic idea of this new geometry relies in a generaliza-
tion of the famous Gelfand-Naimark theorem, which roughly says that the structure space of
the space of continuous function over some topological space is isomorphic to the topological
space itself. This shift of focus from topology and geometry to algebra can be extended be-
yond the commutative algebras of function spaces, e.g. to non-commutative algebras or even to
non-associative algebras. The non-commutative case provides a far reaching reinterpretation of the

standard model of particle physics | , ] and
[ |. There is also an approach to standard model from non-associative
geometry, namely | | and | |. However, in this thesis I

will only consider the non-commutative geometry, and try to show some interesting links between
the application of non-commutative geometry in particle physics and division algebras. Concretely,
I will exploit the idea of an almost-commutative manifold with the algebra of its finite spectral
triple being equal to C ® Q, and R & C & Q. This would yield the full electroweak sector of one
generation non-commutative standard model with see-saw mechanism for neutrinos, first proposed

by [ |, and a very similar electroweak sector with neutrinos having only
Majorana masses, respectively.
What remains to be considered is the non-associative approach of | |

applied to the algebra of octonions. In other words it would be interesting to see an almost-
commutative manifold with the algebra of the finite spectral triple corresponding to RCaH Q4.

Organization of the thesis

In the first chapter of this thesis I recall some basic definitions and theorems from division algebras,
which will be used throughout this thesis, and Lorentz group and its Lie algebra. Then I move
on a mathematical treatment of representations of Lie groups, especially the representation of the
proper, orthochronous Lorentz group - spinors and vectors. The following chapter uses the ma-
chinery so far developed and introduces a new approach to field theory using complex quaternions.
This approach was inspired by | , ], and | ]

The third chapter introduces some basic notions such as Clifford bundles or Dirac operators,
and then moves on the development of non-commutative geometry and spectral triples. The penul-
timate chapter dives into almost-commutative manifolds and their similarities to gauge theories. It
also deals with so-called spectral action. In the last chapter I present three examples of paramount
importance in the non-commutative standard model. The first deals with massless electrodynam-
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ics, and sets up an intuition for the roles played by different parts of real, even, spectral triples. The
second application introduces electroweak sector of one generation standard model with see-saw
mechanism for neutrinos, first introduced in [ ]. The last example modifies
the previous one in a way that the neutrino masses are Majorana.
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Chapter 1

Basics

Let me start with a recollection of some, for this thesis important, fact about division algebras,
Lorentz group, and its Lie algebra. First, I will examine division algebras.

1.1 Division algebras

It turns out that up to isomorphism there are only four normed division algebras, namely real
and complex numbers, quaternions, and octonions. Although, the term real numbers was only
introduced in 17th century by Descartes, and used to distinguish real roots of polynomials from
imaginary ones, the history of real numbers goes far beyond to the Indian, Chinese, and Arabic
mathematicians of medieval times. This makes them the oldest and the most popular division
algebra. Next on the list are complex numbers which are a bit more showy and much younger (16th
century). One could argue that the formalisation of complex numbers as pairs of real numbers
by Hamilton in 1835 led him to discover quaternions in 1843, and this subsequently let to the
discovery of octonions by Hamilton’s friend Graves a couple of months later. I will mostly talk
about the first three division algebras since they will be most important for this thesis. So let’s
start.

In this section I will follow | | and | |. The reader is encouraged to go to
the mentioned articles for more details on the subject.

1.1.1 Definitions

Definition 1.1.1. A non-zero algebra A is called a division algebra, if the operations of left and
right multiplication by any non-zero element are invertible. Equivalently, A is called a division
algebra if

(a,beA):(ab=0)= (a=0)V (b=0).

Definition 1.1.2. An algebra A is called a normed division algebra if it also is a normed vector
space with a norm ||ab|| = ||al|||?]|.

Remark. The previous definition implies that ||1|] = 1, and that A is a division algebra.
Definition 1.1.3. Let A be an algebra. Then

i) the commutator is defined as a bilinear map [,:] : A x A — A, given by

[a,b] = ab—ba, Va,be A;

ii) the anti-commutator is defined as a bilinear map {-,-} : A x A — A, given by

{a,b} =ab+ba, Va,be A;
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iii) the associator is defined as a trilinear map [-,-,:] : A x A x A — A, given by
[a,b,c] = (ab)c — a(bc), Va,b,c€ A.
Definition 1.1.4. An algebra A is said to be
i) unital if it admits unity, i.e.

(FleA):la=al=a, VacA;

ii) commutative if the commutator vanishes on any two elements of A4, i.e.
[a, b)) =0, Va,be A;
ili) associative if the associator vanishes on any three elements of A, i.e.
[a,b,c] =0, Va,b,ce€ A;
iv) alternating if the subalgebra generated by any two elements of A is associative, i.e.
[a,a,b] = 0=[a,b,b] , Va,be A.

Remark. Equivalently, A is alternative if and only if the associator is alternating, i.e. it switches
sign whenever any two arguments are exchanged.

Definition 1.1.5. Let A be a non-commutative algebra. Then it makes sense to a define left
multiplication L : A — End(A) as

Lob=ab, Va,be A;
and a right multiplication R : A — End(A) as
Ry,b=ba, Va,be A.
Remark. With this definition at hand it is possible to define the associator as
[a,b,c] = (ab)c — a(bc) = [Re,Lg] b, Va,b,ce€ A.

Note. 1 will denote the real numbers by R, the complex numbers by C, the quaternions by Q, and
the octonions by O.

Theorem 1.1.1 (Zorn). If A is an alternating, real division algebra, then A is isomorphic to R,

C, Q or Q.

Corollary (Hurwitz). If A is a normed real division algebra, then A is isomorphic to R, C, Q or
0.

Note. For a proof of the Zorn’s theorem and Hurwitz corollary see Theorem 4.8 and Corollary
4.11, both in | |.

1.1.2 Complex numbers

After the real numbers, the complex numbers, are the second simplest! (2-dimensional) real normed
division algebra, they are both commutative, and associative. It has two generators, the identity
1, and the imaginary unit ¢, such that 2 = —1.

Proposition 1.1.2. The automorphism group?® of complex numbers Aut(C) is isomorphic to Zs,
with the only non-trivial element being complex conjugation -* : C — C given by

a+ " =(a—1b), Va,beR.

Remark. The automorphism group of real numbers is trivial, i.e. having only the identity element.

IWell, depends on the point of view... In short, @ are one-sided complete, Q are two-sided complete, and finally
C are neither one- nor two-sided complete and one has to take into account action arising outside of the algebra
(complex conjugation) in order to make it complete. For more details see page 39 in | .

2What is meant here is algebra automorphism, acting trivially on the identity. There is an infinite number of
general automorphisms for C. For more see | |-
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1.1.3 Quaternions

Quaternions are the third simplest (4-dimensional) real normed division algebra, they are non-
commutative, and associative. The underlying vector space is generated by four basis elements
{1, €z, €y,€,}, where 1 is the identity and the other three elements are subjected to the following
relations

2 2 2 1.

T =€y =€ = €g€y€; = —

€

For notational reasons I will often denote €.,€, and €. by €;,€e2 and €3, respectively. Hence,

any quaternion can be written as

q=¢"1+ ',
where the summation convention applies. The directions 1,2,3 or x,y,z will be referred to as
spatial directions, the remaining 0 or ¢ (denoting the identity) will be referred to as the time
direction.

Any two repeated indices, one upper and the other lower, in a formula indicate summation.
The Latin indices from the middle of alphabet (e.g. 7, j, k, ...) indicate spatial directions (numbers
1 to 3), and are raised and lowered by the Kronecker delta (&;;, §).

Greek indices from the middle of alphabet (e.g. w,vo,...) indicate time and spatial directions
(numbers 0 to 3) and are raised and lowered by the "Minkowski eta" (7,,,, n*) giving minus sign
to the spatial direction.

There is a couple of useful relations when it comes to multiplication of quaternions, the first
goes as follows®

€€ = —51‘j + €ijk6k. (1.1)

Next, there are commutation, and anti-commutation relations which will be used extensively.

Lemma 1.1.3. Quaternions satisfy the following commutation, and anti-commutation relations

€ €5 €L
[51, 5]:| = 6ijk5 s {Gz’, 6,’} = —26”‘ . (12)

For complexified quaternions (C ®@g Q) one can write

{%, %] = LEl—jkLe?k 5 {LGZ', LQ‘} = 25” . (13)
Proof. Follows directly from the equation (1.1). O
Definition 1.1.6. The quaternionic norm [-|| : @ — R is defined to be

2 _
lgll” =qq, VqeQ,
where the symbol *: Q — Q is quaternionic conjugation given by
1+ ¢ie; = (°1 — ¢'e;), YqeQ.

The scalar product on quaternions {-,-) : Q ® Q — R is defined by

1
<p7Q>=§(p§+qTo), Vp,q € Q.

The reader can convince himself that (p, ¢) = p°qo +p*qs + pYqy +p®q,. For the case of complex
quaternions (C ®g Q) the situation is slightly more interesting. The norm is no longer positive
definite; and the most interesting case where ¢’ = (¢°1 + ¢'1¢;) yields

(d.d) =" - ) — () - (p°)°.

We will talk about this much later in the next chapter.

3This is an immediate consequence of the multiplication table for quaternions, see e.g. Wikipedia.
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Remark. Note that for p,q € Q being orthogonal with respect to the scalar product is equivalent
to pg € I(Q), where & denotes the imaginary part. The real part will be denoted by R.

Also note that the inverse of any quaternion ¢ can be written as ¢~! = W.

Lemma 1.1.4. The unit quaternions, called versors, are isomorphic to the 3-sphere S3 = SU(2).
Proof. This is quite simple, one just needs to realize that the 3-sphere is a subspace of C2, namely
53 = {(21,22) eC?: |n*+ |2? = 1} ,

and that a matrix representation of quaternions is

0 3 2 1
+ ¢ —q°+
¢+ —q q>:Q.

0 i
q=qg1l+q¢€ <q2 fut O =g

This map is an injection from Q to Mz (C) satistying ||¢|| = v/det Q.

O

Proposition 1.1.5. The automorphism group of quaternions, Aut(Q), is isomorphic to SO(3) =
RP3. Moreover, the automorphism group consists of only inner automorphisms, i.e. automor-
phisms of the form g+ pqp~! for some p € Q.

Proof. The (algebra) automorphism preserves identity and therefore also length. Moreover, from
the previous lemma one has that versors are isomorphic to S, whose automorphism group is
SO(3).
To prove the second part, first note that any versor can be written as
p =(cos(f) — pe;sin(6))
=exp(—0p'e;),
with an inverse
P =(cos(#) + p'e; sin(0))
=exp(fp'e;) -

Now, without loss of generality, one can choose our p = (cos(4) — €, sin(%)), which is nothing else
than a rotation around spatial z-direction by an angle 6

= i () e () o () 2
= cos? (g) q — cos (g) sin (Z) (€2q — qeg) — sin® <Z) €aes (1.4)

=q' +¢%, + [cos(8)q” + sin(8)g*] €, + [—sin(0)q¥ + cos(#)g?| e, ,

where in the last line the trigonometric identities have been used. O

1.2 Lorentz group

The Lorentz group, O(1,3), is a 6-dimensional, real Lie group of all transformations preserving
"Minkowski eta"4 It is not connected but has four connected components, which are not simply
connected. The physically significant component is the one connected to the identity. It is called
proper, orthochronous Lorentz group, and I will denoted it by SO™ (1, 3).

The quotient of groups O(1,3)/O"(1,3) consists of the four elements {1, P,T, PT}, and has
again the structure of a group. T is usually called the time-reversal operator, and P is referred to
as the parity-reversal operator. From this it is easy to see that 1 and PT are proper, i.e. preserving
orientation®; 1 and P are orthochronous, i.e. preserving time direction.

41 call it "Minkowski eta" because, for now, I am talking about a single point (e.g. I don’t have coordinate
dependence, yet).
5In the matrix representation these have determinant equal to +1.
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1.2.1 Lie algebra of Lorentz group

I will denote the Lie algebra of SO¥(1,3) by so(1,3). Its exponentiation gives a universal, spin,
double cover of SO*(1,3), denoted by SL(2,C) = Spin*(1,3)°.
A general element of SL(2,C) can be written as

A= exp(GiJZ- + BzKZ) s (15)

where J;, K; € sl(2,C) are the rotation and boost generators, respectively.

Remark. A potential point of confusion can arise! The Lie algebra si(2,C) is a 3-dimensional
complex algebra. However, I will look at this algebra, and also at the group it generates, as at
a 6-dimensional real algebra, hence six generators J;, K; for ¢ € {1,2,3}. The reason for this is
that it is desired to parametrize boosts and rotations by real angles; the consequences are left- and
right-handed spinors, I will talk about this later.

The generators satisfy the following commutation relations
[ i T3] = =3 T,
[Ji, Kj} = _Eiijk 5 (16)
[K“KJ] = €iijk .
From these relations it is easy to see that

I postpone the discussion which sign to pick until the proposition 1.2.6.

In the next definition I will define three inter-related conjugation operators acting on the Lie
algebra sl(2,C). Their names are neatly chosen so that they will correspond to the operators of
the same name acting on complex quaternions.

Definition 1.2.1. Let J;, K; be the generators of sl(2,C), and let X, Y be arbitrary elements of
sl(2,C). Then

i) the complex conjugation operator is defined by
Ji=Ji, Kj=-K;, XY"=X'Y";
ii) the quaternionic conjugation operator is defined by
J, =—J;, Ez -K;, XY =YX;

iii) the complex-quaternionic conjugation operator is defined by combination of the previous two,

() = () = ()" i,

Ji=—J, K =K;, xvi=yixt

i J

The commutation relations from the equation (1.6) exactly determine the form of the anti-

commutation relations explored in the following lemma’.

Lemma 1.2.1. The generators of sl(2,C) satisfy the following anti-commutation relations

1 1
{JZ‘,Jj}:—ie&ij, {KZ,KJ}: 56(51]‘,

where e is the identity of sl(2,C).

6Note that Spin(1,3) is sometimes in literature defined to be a universal cover of SO(1, 3), which is not connected.

7Strictly speaking multiplication, and hence anti-commutator, in a Lie algebra are not defined. To make sense
out of this, one has to go either to the enveloping algebra or to a (finite-dimensional) representation, which is always
isomorphic to some matrix algebra. But since in this thesis I am only concerned by finite-dimensional representations
I don’t need to worry about this.
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Proof. From the commutation relations it is clear that [J2,.J;] = [J2, K;] = 0 for J? = 6" J;.J;,
and the same holds for K2. This means that both J? and K? are proportional to the identity e.
The equation

1
ae = K?* = MK K = 55’” (K, K},

implies that {K;, K;} = %aeéij. Hence, I just need to show that J? = f%e, then the equation
(1.7) determine that K2 = %e. To this end I need the following messy calculation

L i j 70
J2§53{Ji7Jj} = J;iJ;J T

1 o1 oo
= S U I} T+ S i ) P

TR LI T = Jef [

1 S 1 B
i {Jis T} {J7, T} + Zeiijkej”Jl

1 . 1
TRCLEACATS B/

1 v L
= 7 e T T} = 5694 I

where J;J; = %{JZ—, Jit + % [Ji, J5], anti-symmetry of eijk, and the commutation relations from

the equation (1.6) were used extensively. Cancelling the {J;,J;} in the above calculation, and
contracting with d;; yields

32 =J7 - ge.
O
The generators of si(2,C) can be combined into a two-tensor M*” such that
M” =K'=K;
MY = ik g, (1.8)
and the commutation relations become
[MM MP] = "% MM — i MYP + nh? MY — P MH .
With this notation a general element of SL(2,C) can be written as
AV = exp(EHWM‘“’) , (1.9)

2

where 0p; = 0; = 0, and 0;; = %‘kﬁk'

1.2.2 Spinors

In the present subsection I plan to introduce spinor representations of si(2,C), viewed as a real Lie
algebra. But before I delve into this problem, let me first recall the definition of a representation,
and some useful results from the theory of representations of si(2,C).

Definition 1.2.2. A representation of a Lie algebra g is a Lie algebra homomorphism p : g —
End(V), i.e.
p([X,Y]) = [p(X),p(Y)], VX,Y Eyg.

Theorem 1.2.2. For each non-negative half-integer j (j =g3;n€ NO), there is an 2j+1-dimensional
irreducible complex representation, V;, of the complex Lie algebra sl(2,C). Any two irreducible
complex representations of sl(2,C) of the same dimension are isomorphic.
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Remark. The very first case, j = 0, is a trivial case of 1-dimensional representation. The objects
acted upon are called scalars. They don’t transform at all, for all three generators are mapped to
zero. The representation j = % is called fundamental and the objects it acts on are called Weyl

: 2
spinors.

Theorem 1.2.3. Let i and j be non-negative half-integers (z =
any two complex representations of sl(2,C), V; and V}, one has

9] =35;m,n€ No). Then for

ViV =Vigj @ Vigj—2® - @ Viijj42 ® Vii—y) -

Note. Proofs of the last two theorems can by found in | | as Theorem 4.32 and Theorem
C.1, respectively.

So far so good, but there is a problem. The theorem 1.2.2 says that all irreducible representa-
tions of sl(2,C) of equal dimension are isomorphic. However, from physics it is known that there
are two non-isomorphic representations of si(2,C), namely right-handed and left-handed spinors.
The solution to this is in the following proposition.

Proposition 1.2.4. Let V' be a complex vector space, and let g be an n-dimensional complex Lie
algebra. If g is viewed as a 2n-dimensional real Lie algebra, then for each irreducible representation
p: g — End(V) there exists a non-isomorphic, conjugate, irreducible representation p' : g — End V
called anti-representation.

Proof. First, I will show the existence of the anti-representation. If g is viewed as a complex
algebra p' is not a representation - it is anti-linear and hence not Lie algebra homomorphism! For
g viewed as real, this is not a problem because an anti-linear applied to real numbers is linear.
Second, I will prove that the two representations are non-isomorphic. By definition, two repre-
sentations are isomorphic if there exists an equivariant isomorphisms between the representation
spaces, i.e. it preserves action of the algebra and is linear.
More specifically, two representations p; : ¢ — End(V1), and py : ¢ — End(V2) are isomorphic if
there exists a linear isomorphism ¢ : V3 — V5 such that

P(p1(X)v) = p2(X)p(v), VX €g,YveVr.
By choosing ps = pi I force ¢ to be anti-linear which contradicts the assumption of linearity.
d(p1(X)zv) = d(p1(2X)v) = p2(2X)d(v) = 2" p2(X)d(v), VzeC,¥X €g,YvoeV].
O

The conjugate representation denoted by p! is adjoint of the representation operator p; and it
depends on the underlying algebra in questions. E.g. for matrix algebra over C it is the hermitian
adjoint i.e. the complex conjugation followed by the transposition; however this does not mean
that the operator (+) is the transposition operator, since transposition does not fulfil the conditions
in the definition 1.2.1!

The case of interest here will be complex quaternions, and the adjoint operation will denote complex
conjugation followed by quaternionic conjugation®.

I also hearten the reader to notice the bar over the underlying space of anti-representation V.
It means that the basis elements of the underlying space of representation and anti-representation
are related by this very operation. Moreover, later on in the proposition 1.2.6, I will show that
this operation transforms left-handed spinors into right-handed ones and vice versa, but will not
flip the spin, i.e. it is the parity operator.

Corollary. If one views sl(2,C) as a 6-dimensional real algebra, then for j = % it has two non-

isomorphic representations called fundamental, and anti-fundamental (or conjugate).

8The reason behind this "double conjugation" is perhaps clearer to see from to the way of derivation outlined
in the subsection A.1.1 of the appendix A, where I perform complexification of already complex algebra si(2,C) in
order to find the two real spinor representations.
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Remark. In physics, elements of V' acted upon by the fundamental representation of si(2,C) are
called left-handed Weyl spinors, and the representation is referred to as (%,O) with generators
JE, KE. On the other hand, elements of V corresponding to the anti-fundamental representation
are called right-handed Weyl spinors?, and the representation is denoted by (O ) with generators
JE = (J)T and K = (KF)T. In what follows, it is beneficial to think of V and V as, not

necessarily orthogonal, subspaces of si(2,C).

For the next proposition it is necessary to recall two points. The first is that a spinor basis
depends on the spatial direction onto which it is being projected, the most common is the projection
onto z axis. The second point to recall are the infinitesimal Lorentz transformations of left-handed
and right-handed spinors

Sur = 507 + B)os0
= (I PR v,

1 (1.10)
YR = 5 (0 = B)ojvr
= (0"J + K] R
The reader should be cautious when comparing these equation with different sources. Some authors,
e.g. | ], use the opposite notation (L <+ R), both notations are prevalent in physics
literature.

Lemma 1.2.5. The explicit infinitesimal transformation relations for left-handed and right-handed
Weyl spinors go as follows. For the rotations around x, y, and z azes of the left-handed spinors,
and for the boosts in those directions one gets

)36 #(6)-30). #6035
(G wrr )’ YLy —Yrr) (B —wpry )’
s )-3). w636 )0
Yry Yrr) YLy wrr )’ YLy —Yry)

For the right-handed spinors rotations agrees to their left-handed counterparts, however boosts pick

a minus sign relative to the left-handed spinors
H()-46) - #6240 #G -1
YRy Wrr) ' YRy 2 \—Ynrt/) "’ YRy 2 \~wnry)’
R (YRt —YR| R (YRt L (g R (YRt (o
Ko <¢Rl> (Wn)’ R (1/’1%) (WRT)’ K <¢Rl) (%Dm)

Proof. Trivially follows from the definition of Pauli matrices and the equation (1.10). O

Proposition 1.2.6. Let the space of left-handed Weyl spinors, V, be a subspace of sl(2,C); and
let Iy and I} be the basis of V' projected onto z axis. Then one has two options how to choose a

basis, either
1 1
ll = <26+1<»Z> ) Ty = <2€]<z> )

Z\L:(Km_LKy) , TLZ(—KI'l-LKy) R

91 would also like to stress that this naming convention has no physical significance, and one could as well have
it interchanged.
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or

L= (K, +.K,) , r = (=K —uKy)

1 1
lL:<26_KZ> s T'J,:<26+Kz) )

where v+ and | are the basis elements for the right-handed Weyl spinors.

Proof. By definition, the basis for right-handed Weyl spinors is related to the left-handed Weyl
spinor basis by r+ = Iy and r| = [;. Spinor basis projected onto z spatial direction means that Iy
and [ are simultaneous eigenvectors of J, and K,. Their eigenvalues, taken from the lemma 1.2.5,
are

L L
Ay =45k, Ty =Sl
ey =+3h, J:l 5l
1 1
Ky =+-1., K, =—-=1,
T =50 ¢ ot

These equations clarify the question of sign from the equation (1.7) by picking the minus sign,
so K; = —uJ;. Now, it is easy to guess the possible combinations (e with K, since they commute
with J;, and K, with K, since they anti-commute with J,)

Jo(tesr )i (tean), K (tesr.)=sl(tesk.),
2 2\ 2 2 2\ 2
1
I (Ky +1K,) = j:% (K, £0K,), K. (K, 10K,) = 5 (K, £1K,)

Matching rotations and boosts in the remaining two directions of these elements with the
demanded rules from the lemma 1.2.5 yields the desired result. O

1.2.3 Vectors

In this section I develop an alternative approach to the classical matrix formalism of spinors and
vectors. This will be immensely useful later on when I redefine the whole theory in terms of
complex quaternions.

So far I have explored the trivial, fundamental, and anti-fundamental representations of the Lie
algebra sl(2,C). The first mentioned has dimension 1 and the other two are both of dimension 2.
This gives us scalars, left-handed and right-handed spinors. Now I would like to obtain 4-vectors.

The naive guess would be the representation (1,0) or (0,1) but this turns out to give only a 3-
dimensional representation. It can be seen directly from the theorem 1.2.2 which says that complex
representation of sl(2,C) with j = 1 is 3-dimensional. Furthermore, the theorem A.1.1 (or the
remark following the theorem) tells that there exists an isomorphism between real representations
of su(2) and complex representations of su(2)c = sl(2,C); from which one can see that for j =1
the good old 3-vector representation is recovered.

But there is a need for a 4-dimensional representation with Lorentz transformations acting as
spatial rotations and boosts. It turns out that this problem is solved quite easily by the next
theorem.

Theorem 1.2.7. The 4-dimensional Minkowski space M can be interpreted as a subspace of the
Lie algebra sl(2,C) with orthonormal basis being {e,2K1,2K5,2K3}, where e is the identity of the
algebra, and K;’s are the boost generators. The scalar product (-,-) : M x M — R is defined by

1
(u,v) = 3 (wo+vu), VYu,veM,
where K; = —K; and € = e. Moreover, the complete set of Lorentz transformations is given by

a stmultaneous action of the fundamental and the anti-fundamental representations of SL(2,C).

This is called the 4-vector representation, and is denoted by (%, 3).
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Proof. The complex, unital algebra si(2,C) is 3-dimensional. Hence, taking its three generators
together with the identity gives a 4-dimensional complex vector space M¢. By taking the identity
with the boost generators as a basis, and restricting only to the real span of this basis, one arrives
at the Minkowski space M. For u = u’e + v'2K;, and v = 1% + vj2Kj the scalar product gives

2 {(u,v) = we + u'2K;) (v0e — v 2K ;) + (v0e + vV 2K ) (ule — u'2K;
j J
= 2u%% + 2u0ijj + 200 K, — 4uiKiv-jKj — 4ijjuiKZ-
= 2uv% — du'v? {K;, K;}
= 2(uv’ — u'vy)e,

where {K;, K} = %5@ coming from the lemma 1.2.1, has been used. To prove the last statement
it is rather easier to work with the infinitesimal transformations.

exp (67 JJL) exp(67 JJR)’U = exp(07.J;)v exp(—67 J;)
~ ’Uiej (JjKZ' - Kle)
=0'¢’ [J.j> Kl]
== €l]kU10JKk 5
exp(ﬁj KJL) exp(ﬁj K]R)v = exp(BjKj)v exp(ﬁjKj)
~ 02K + 20 B (K K + KiK;)
=B72K; + 20" 37 {K;, K}
= ’UoﬁjQKj + viﬁie R
where the fundamental representation acts by the left multiplication of J; or Kj;, and that the
anti-fundamental representation acts by the right multiplication of —J; or K;. The option JjL
acting by the right multiplication of .J; is not possible because the commutation relations for J;
would pick a minus sign'C.
Furthermore, [J;, e] = 0 and commutation relations from equation (1.6) have been used in the first

equation; Kj = K;, and {K;, K;} = %5,;j from the lemma 1.2.1 in the second. The reader should
compare this result with the equation (A.4). O

Remark. Another possible choice of the orthonormal basis would be a complex multiple of the
chosen one with an appropriately modified scalar product. E.g. by multiplying the basis by
t, the new basis takes the form of {e,2.J,2J5,2J5}, with a modified scalar product (u,v) =
—3 (uv + vu).

At the very end of this section, I would like to provide a proposition, where an alternative
way on how to view the relation between spinors and 4-vectors is explored. (This is very close
to the representation of 4-vectors using dotted and undotted spinor indices.) It will also prove
to be useful in many situation; two worth to mention are building Lorentz invariant Lagrangian,
and helping to bridge the difference between the standard matrix formalism of QFT and a the
formalism developed in the next chapter.

Proposition 1.2.8. Let ly, I}, r4, and r| be elements of sl(2,C) forming basis for the left-handed
spinors and the right-handed spinors, respectively. Then the underlying space of the 4-vector rep-
resentation (1 1), i.e. the Minkowski space, takes the form of

272
lTT,’F lT’I“I
llﬁ lu"l‘ ’

Moreover, if the spinor basis is projected onto the z axis, the underlying space takes the form of

( S+ K. Kw—Fbe) '

K, K, £-K,

107 don’t consider the option J ]L =—-R J; which is of course allowed but it merely interchanges the superscripts
R +» L in an unnatural way.
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The Lorentz transformations are performed by a simultaneous action of both fundamental and

anti-fundamental representations'!.

Proof. The proposition 1.2.4 and the text following it say that the basis for the right-handed
spinors is related to the left-handed spinor basis by ry = I and r| = [}, which yields

i Lot l% wjf
liT; liTj o lJ'lT l¢l¢ .
For a general element X € sl(2,C) such that X = ae + bie + ¢'K; + d'J; for a,b,c,d € R one
has

XX =(ae + be + ' K; + d' J;) (ae — bie + K — d? J;)
=+a® +b* + 2ac' K; — 2ubd' J;

1. . 1. . o
+ o {K, Ky} — gd'd {Ji, i} + ' (J;Ki — KiJj)
1 . )
= (a2 + b+ 1(02 + d2)> e+ (ac" Fbd') 2K;,

where the sign in the last equation depends on the sign of the equation (1.7), K; = +uJ;. This
implies that every element of the form X XT can be written as V = V0 + V2K, for VO Vi € R.
In other words every element of the above matrix is an element of the Minkowski space M from the
previous theorem 1.2.7! This immediately guarantees that the elements will transform accordingly
under Lorentz transformations.

To prove the second part it is enough to employ the proposition 1.2.6. The following multipli-
cations are readily checked assuming K; = —iJ; and the commutation relations from the equation
(1.6)

1 1 2
(26+KZ) =Ll = <26+Kz> = (Ky + K, (K —(Ky) ,
1 . 1 2
56_KZ =1r] = (Ky —1Ky) (K, + 1K) = ie_KZ ,
1 1
(K:E + LKy) = ZTT'I = <2€ + Kz) (Kx + LKy) = (Km + LKy) (26 - Kz) 3

1 1
(Kz — LKy) = lir?“ = (Ky — LKy) <2€ + Kz) = (26 - Kz) (Kz — LKy) .

O

Remark. The relation between the basis elements of the Minkowski spaces from the theorem 1.2.7
and the proposition 1.2.8 is easily seen to be
e=hLri+1r},
2K, = 1yrt + 1y,
2K, =1 (lu‘? — lﬁj) )
2K, = lyr} = Iy

With the inverse being {e,2K;} — {elax2,2K,0;,2K,0,,2K,0%}.

Remark. From the theorem 1.2.7, one can truly see that the sign in the equation (1.7) is related to
the handedness of the spatial coordinate basis. Had I picked the other sign I would have arrived
at equations modified by K; <+ —K; in the proposition 1.2.6, the mentioned theorem, and in the
proposition 1.2.8.

111t is understood that the representations are multiplied by I2x2, the identity matrix






Chapter 2

Field theory in terms of complex
quaternions

In this chapter I would like to go through the machinery reviewed and developed in the previous
chapter, and apply it to the complex quaternions viewed as a representation of the sl(2,C). I will
take advantage of the fact that quaternions are non-commutative algebra, and define the Lorentz
transformation for left-handed and right-handed spinors as left and right multiplication by repre-
sentation of the corresponding elements of SL(2,C). Also the basis for spinors viewed as elements
of complex quaternions will be established. Next, I will have a look on the 4-vector representation
and develop a way of representing them again as complex quaternions. This representation will
strongly resemble the representation of 4-vectors as spinors carrying two spinor indices (one dotted
and the other undotted). I will conclude this chapter by derivation of Lorentz invariant Lagrangian,
equation of motion and linking this description to the standard matrix one. A similar approach to
the one of this thesis was developed by [ | and | ]

2.1 Complex quaternions as spinors

Theorem 2.1.1. A linear map p : sl(2,C) — End(C ® Q) such that

1
p(Ji) = _§L5i = JiL7

1
pUKy) =15 L, = KL,

2 2

defines a fundamental representation (%, 0).

Note. The operators L, and R are the operators of left and right multiplication, from the definition
1.1.5.

Proof. The only thing to check here are the commutation relations.

TE T 6 = 2 L L] v

ivYyg

where the commutation relations of quaternions defined in the lemma 1.1.3, and the definition
1.1.5 of left multiplication have been used. All the other commutation relations follow from the
fact that JI and K} satisfy the equation (1.7). O

13



14 2. Field theory in terms of complex quaternions

Note. The complex conjugation is denoted by (-)*, the quaternionic conjugation is denoted by (+),
and finaly the symbol (-)T denotes the complex conjugation followed by the quaternionic conjuga-
tion, called complex-quaternionic conjugation.

Corollary. The anti-fundamental representation (0,%

is a linear map p' : sl(2,C) — End(C ® Q) such that

), conjugate to the above representation p,

1
pT(Ji) = §R€¢ = ']z'R>
1
Pl (K;) = L5 R, = K.
Proof. This is a bit more tricky than the other proof. First, I need to prove that the representation
in question really is conjugate to the fundamental representation; and hence can be called anti-
fundamental representation. To this end one writes

Ll = (Lo
= (ayp")T
= oal
=R, ¢.

Now, the commutation relations can be checked.

1
[JiR’ J]R] Y= 4 [Re, Re,] ¥
1
= ¥ (eei — €ie)
1
= 5%%%
= _Eijk Rek ¢ )

where again the commutation relations of quaternions defined in the lemma 1.1.3, the definition
1.1.5 of the right multiplication, and the anti-symmetry of eijk have been used. The other com-
mutation relations follow from the fact that JI and K7 satisfy the equation (1.7). O

Remark. Although, I still haven’t shown what exactly left-handed and right-handed spinors are,
they span 2-dimensional, not necessarily orthogonal, spaces of C® Q. Only after they are combined
into a 4-vector, (%, %) representation, they have to span the whole C ® Q.

It would be helpful to know exactly which complex dimensions correspond to the left-handed
and which to the right-handed spinors. This turns out to be ambiguous, which makes perfect
sense, since spinor basis depends on the spatial direction onto which we are projecting it. The
most prevalent choice however, is the projection onto the z direction!. In the standard matrix
formalism it is easy to see that this is the case, since the generators of z-rotations and z-boosts for
spinors are proportional to the third Pauli matrix which is diagonal.

In the case of complex-quaternions, there is no way to tell if the generators are diagonal. There
is not even a notion of being diagonal. But as it turns out this is not a problem because as opposed
to matrix formalism, where the space acted upon is fixed to be a column matrix, in complex-
quaternionic case one is free to pick any basis for C ® Q one likes. Hence, the desired basis is the
one being eigenstate of z-rotation and z-boosts.

It was shown in the proposition 1.2.6 that once the representation of the Lie algebra si(2,C)
acts on itself, i.e. p: sl(2,C) — End ((sl(2,C)), the basis fulfilling the conditions of the previous
paragraph is not unique. But there are two such equivalent bases. In the next proposition I will
explore only one, the other is easily derived from the mentioned proposition of the previous chapter.

L Actually, I haven’t seen any other choice.
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Proposition 2.1.2. The basis elements for left-handed spinors projected onto the z direction are

1

lT=§(1+LGZ), I, == (tex +¢y)

N

where 1y denotes the spin up®, and I denotes spin down. The basis elements for right-handed
spinors projected onto the z direction are

1

TT:§(1_L€z)a Tizi(_“x_fy)-

Proof. By replacing the boost generators K; in the first basis set of the proposition 1.2.6 with ce;
yields the desired outcome.

1 1 1 1
l¢:(26—|—KZ>:2(1+LeZ), TT:<26—KZ)=2 1—e,),
1
Iy = (Kp —uKy) = 5 (cex +€y) ry = (=K +Ky) =
By doing the same procedure on the other set of basis elements one finds out that
lh = (Kp + oK) =

1
l‘L: <2€—Kz) =

The reader is encouraged to check the correctness of the Lorentz transformations of this basis.
While doing this, he might find helpful the subsection B.2.1 in the appendix B. O

(t€z — Ey) ) = (=K, — LKy) = - (—tex + ey) )

| = N

1
2
(

1 1
(1—e,), r¢=(2e+Kz):2 14 e,) .

2.2 Complex quaternions as vectors
In this section, I would like to outline the construction of Minkowski space.

Theorem 2.2.1. The choice of the fundamental representation of sl(2,C) made in the theorem
2.1.1 gives rise to a 4-dimensional Minkowski space M with an orthonormal basis {1, te;, L€y, L€, }.
The scalar product is given by

U, V)= (UV+VT), VU,VeM,

N |

where the operation () : CRQ — C®Q is the quaternionic conjugation. The Lorentz transformation
of a 4-vector V.€ M take the form

A(B7,07)V = exp (;(—Gj + Lﬁj)e]) Vexp (;(—i—@j + Lﬁj)e]) .

Proof. The whole proof follows directly from the theorem 1.2.7. However, I would like to elaborate
more on Lorentz transformations; i.e. I would like to write the explicit transformation relations,
since in the mentioned theorem only infinitesimal versions were shown. By kicking off with

A0V = [exp (097F + B KF) exp (6/(JF)T + B/(K])') [V

— exp (;wj + Lmej) Vexp (;He]’ + Lﬂ%) ,

2This means that the projection onto the z axis points in the positive z direction
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one arrives at a general Lorentz transformation. Splitting this further into the rotation part and
the boost part should give the known Lorentz transformations. The former yields

exp <;0jej>Vexp (;Gje])
67 . (07 67 v
= {cos (2> — €;sin (2)] Vv [cos <2> + €, sin (2>}
J J J J
= cos” (Z) V — sin® <92) €;Ve; — cos (92> sin (92> le;, V] .

Writing out V explicitely, V = VY 4 V?.¢;, and evaluating the equation for let’s say j = z yields
VE+ Ve, + [cos(07)VY + sin(07)V =] te, + [— sin(0°)VY + cos(0°)V?] te.,

which proves the assumption about rotations, in this case around x.

For boosts the calculation is similar to the above one. The difference is in a substitution of
the commutator by the anti-commutator, and in a replacement of the trigonometric functions by
hyperbolic functions

exp <;BjL6j)VeXp (;,6’%6])
= {cosh (ﬂ;) + ¢;sinh <ﬁ;)} %4 |:COSh (ﬂ;) + ¢; sinh <ﬁ2j>}
= cosh? (f) V + sinh? (f) €;Ve; + cosh (f) sinh (f) {¢;,V}.

by writing V explicitly and evaluating for a concrete j, e.g. j = x, one gets
[cosh(B)V! + sinh(8%)V*] + [sinh(8%)V* + cosh(B%)V*] €, + VVe, + Ve, .
In other words one gets boosts along . O

Remark. An astute reader may have already noticed the rotation part in the equation (1.4).

I will now show another way of representing Minkowski space. This representation is still based
on complex quaternions but it is slightly closer to the traditional matrix formalism discussed in
the appendix A, and hints the intuition behind the connection of the two. It will also help to
understand the way how scalars will later be formed, especially when writing down a Lorentz
invariant Lagrangian.

Proposition 2.2.2. The Minkowski space from the previous theorem can be rearranged into a 2 x 2
"Hermitian" matriz®

L1+, e —¢y

2 \tex +ey l—ve, )~

The Lorentz transformations are performed by a simultaneous action of both fundamental and

anti-fundamental representations®.

Proof. By substituting the basis from the proposition 2.1.2

1
ZT:§(1+L62), re=—=(1—tes),

N — N~

1
L= et ) no=g (i)

3Hermitian in this context mean complex-quaternionic conjugation followed by the transposition does not change
the matrix, i.e. (HT)T =H.
41t is understood that the representations are multiplied by I2x2, the identity matrix
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into the proposition 1.2.8 yields
bri Lrp\ _ ( §+ K. Ke+uKy\ 1 (14w, e —¢,
Lrt Lr} C\K,— Ky, §-K. ) 2\wea+e 1l—ie )

The reader is encouraged to check these relations with the help of the subsection B.2.2 of the
appendix B. Especially, that both choices of basis yield the same matrix.

It is easy to see that the basis of the 4-dimensional Minkowski space from the theorem 1.2.7
and the theorem 2.2.1 can be extracted as follows

e= 1 =hLri+r],
2Ky = vep = lyri + Iy,
2Ky = ey = o (Iyry — lhr))
2K3 = te, = Lyl = yr] .

From this and the way the fundamental and anti-fundamental representations act it is clear
that there is indeed an isomorphism to the Minkowski space from the two previously mentioned
theorems, with the isomorphism being {e, 2K;} — {elax2,2K;(c?)*} so that

v VE+ Ve, Ve, — Ve,
Vi, —VVe, VI—=VZe, )7

where V = VO + Vi, and Ioyo is the 2 x 2 identity matrix. O

2.3 Lagrangian for complex quaternions

Now, let’s have a look on construction of Lagrangians. First thing to realize is that from matrix
formalism of QFT it is known that a Lagrangian must be Lorentz invariant and hermitian. In
case of complex quaternions this translates to Lorentz invariance, and invariance under complex-
quaternionic conjugation.

Theorem 2.3.1. The Lorentz invariant Lagrangian for massive spinors takes the following form
£ =0 [6LBr + VR0Tr] —m [0} 0r +vie]

where 0 = 0y + Y, 1e;0; and transforms as a 4-vector. Moreover, every other, physically rele-
vant, Lorentz invariant choice of the Lagrangian is related to this one by complex comjugation,
quaternionic conjugation or complex-quaternionic conjugation.

Remark. The above Lagrangian can be put into a more familiar form of

e (3 2)(®).

Proof. If one realizes that (széw L>T = —m/)}%z/} 1, and integrating by parts one obtains szgw L,
then it is easy to see that this Lagrangian is invariant under complex-quaternionic conjugation.

To show the second claim one has to realize how spinors and 4-vectors transform under in-
finitesimal Lorentz transformations. This is done by either left of right multiplication with :I:%ei,
for rotations, or with ﬂ:%Lq, for boosts. I outline the signs in the next equation, keeping in mind
that the upper sign is for rotations and the lower for boosts. In the case they are the same, I use
only one

(F)Yr Yr(+) (F)V(+)

(—)vs, ES) (—)V* (&)
Up(£) (—)og (-)V(&) (2.1)
Yl (+) (F)vh (V).



18 2. Field theory in terms of complex quaternions

A moment of thought convinces that the only Lorentz invariant combinations are the one from the
theorem and three conjugate versions®.

The note "physically relevant" in the theorem says that I don’t deal with the option where
a derivation is sandwiched with one left-handed and one right-handed spinor, since this has no
physical relevance. I also leave out the discussion of Majorana fermions. O

Next, I would like to derive the equations of motion from the above Lagrangian. This turns
out to be quite easy.

Proposition 2.3.2. The equations of motion obtained from the Lorentz invariant Lagrangian of
the theorem 2.3.1 are

1, —mipp =0
10 r —myr =0.

Proof. Very easy, just vary with respect to ¢TL, and 1}, or use the remark and vary with respect

to (Vi vL)- O
This clearly hints that one should define the complex-quaternionic gamma matrices.

Lemma 2.3.3. The Clifford algebra corresponding to the Minkowski space from the theorem 2.2.1
in the chiral representation takes the following form

1 ; LE;
0 __ i [
P ) )

Remark. If one writes 1 = 0¥ and te; = o° the gamma matrices take the exactly same form as
those from matrix formalism.
n at
7= :

Proof. Here one needs to show that {y*,7"} = 2n**. The case p = v = 0 is trivial, for the case

u =0 and v = i one gets
0 i1 _ [ L& LE; o
b= () (7 )

Finaly, the case u =17 and v = j yields

[y} = <{€z‘7€j} {Q’Ej}) _ 9417 |

where the anti-commutation relations of quaternions, defined in the lemma 1.1.3, have been used.
O

Definition 2.3.1. The fifth gamma matrix is defined as v° = —17°y'¥243, and in the chiral
representation it takes the following form

ee( ).

5There is a number of thinks which must be kept in mind, concretely V* = V and VT = V since the basis of
Minkowski space is {1, t€;}; O transforms as V; and that after performing (complex-)quaternionic conjugation one
has to integrate by parts to get the derivation act on the right.
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By combining the left-handed spinor and quaternionic conjugation of the right-handed spinor
into the Dirac spinor

AN :
Y= ( ;=9 =y ).
YR
the Lagrangian and equation of motion looks precisely like those from matrix formalism.

L= (7 O —m) ¥, 2.2)
('O —m) =0. .

One can also define the slash operator @ = Y O






Chapter 3

Non-commutative geometry

This chapter introduces the notion of non-commutative geometry. The main motivation of this
branch of mathematics is the duality between spaces and functions in a commutative setting,
namely Gelfand theorem, which will also be discussed. There are many approaches to the non-
commutative geometry, one of which is the approach of spectral triples. In this thesis I will adopt
spectral triples since they were proved useful in defining non-commutative gauge theories.

The idea behind non-commutative gauge theories resembles the one of Kaluza-Klein. In a
standard Kaluza-Klein theory one takes a product of a spin manifold with a circle. This allows to
describe electrodynamics in terms of geometry, however one must pay by introducing unobserved
dimensions. In the non-commutative setting one has the advantage of keeping the dimensions
intact thanks to the product with a finite spaces. But before I delve into the subject I need to
define some standard notions such as Clifford bundles and Dirac operators.

3.1 Clifford bundles and Dirac operators

3.1.1 Clifford algebras

Let V be a vector space over a field K (= R, C or Q), equipped with a quadratic form @ : V — K.

Definition 3.1.1. A Clifford algebra for V is a unital algebra CI(V, Q) over a field K equipped
with a map ¢ : V — CI(V, Q) such that p(v)? = Q(v)1.

In other words, the unital algebra CI(V, Q) is generated by vectors v € V subjected to the
relation ¢(v)? = Q(v)1. Because of this, and the fact that the map ¢ is injective I will often write
v instead of ¢(v).

Remark. It is easy to show that for a bilinear form gg(u,v) : V' xV — K associated to the quadratic
form @ one has

wv + vu = 299 (u,v),
where
gl v) = 5 (Qu-+v) ~ Q) ~ Q).
I will abbreviate gg as g and write CI(V, g) instead of CI(V,Q) .

The existence of this algebra can be seen in two ways:

i) Let 7(V) = @r_y V" be the tensor algebra on V. The first option is to consider the
quotient of the tensor algebra

Cl(V,Q) =T (V)/Ideal{u x v+ v x u — 2g(u,v)1lju,v € V).

21



22 3. Non-commutative geometry

Since the relations are not homogeneous, the Z-grading is lost, and I only have a Z-grading,
with the grading x given by

x(v1 - vg) = (=1)*vy vy
Hence one have CI(V, g) = CI°(V,g) ® CI'(V, g) for the odd and even parts.
ii) The other option is to define CI(V, g) as a subalgebra of Endg(A®V') generated by all expres-
sions ¢(v) = e(v) + ¢(v) for v € V, where
e(W) v A Avg = VAUV A - Ay,
and

t(v) v A - /\vkn—>z g(v,v)vr A AU A A

Note that for all u,v € V we have e(v)? = 0 = ¢(v)? and e(u)(v) +¢(v)e(u) = g(u,v)1. Thus
c(v)? = g(v,v)1 ;c(u)cev) + c(v)e(u) = 2g(u, v)1.

From this it is clear that CI(V,g) is isomorphic to A*V as a vector space, however not as
algebras. Hence, dim Cl(V, g) = dim A®V = 24mV,

Lemma 3.1.1. Any K-linear map f : V — A that satisfies

f(v)2 =g(v,v)la, YoeV,

extends to a unique unital K-algebra homomorphism f Cl(V,g) —

Proof. There is really nothing to prove. Since f (v1,...,vp) = f(v1) -+~ f(v,) gives the uniqueness,
provided only that this formula is well-defined. But observe that f (uv + vu — 2g(u, v)1) = f((u+
v)? —u? —v? —2g(u,v)1) = 0. O

I will denote the Clifford algebras of vector spaces R™ and C™ with the standard metric ¢ by:
Clf == CI(R™,¥);
Cl,, = CI(R",-90);
Cl, = cycr).
The Clifford algebra Cl,, is the complexificaiton of both CIE.

Definition 3.1.2. The chirality operator 7,11 in Cl,, is defined as
Yn+1 = <_1)”L€1 T €n,
where n = 2m or n = 2m + 1.

By performing a slightly tedious calculation one can find that v,411 = 751, and Y1175, =
%2L+1 =1
Remark. i) If n = 2m is even, then ~,; is the grading operator. ii) If n = 2m + 1 is odd, then
Yn+1 lies in the odd part, CI., and the center of Cl,, is generated by 1 and v, 1.

Proposition 3.1.2. The even part, (Cl,,,,)°, is isomorphic to Cl, .
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Proof. Define a map ¥ : Cl; — Cl,,, defined on generators by
U(e;) = ept16; -
Indeed, for 7,5 =1,...,n one has
U(e;)U(ej) + U(e;)¥(e;) = —28;; = U(—24;;) .

Thus, ¥ is a homomorphism. Moreover, since it sends generators of one algebra to the generators
of the other algebra, and the dimensions of algebras coincide, therefore it is an isomorphism. [

Proposition 3.1.3. For any k > 1 one has
Clif ®r Cly ~Cl,,,
Cl;, ®@g Cly ~ ClkJr+2 .

Proof. The map ¥ : Cl,,, — C’l,ir ®r Cl, defined on generators

_ 1® €; 1= 1, 2
\Il(el)_{ei@)eleg i:3,...,n}’
extends to the desired isomorphism. O

Proposition 3.1.4.
Clf ~RoR, Clj ~C, Clj ~M(®R), Cl, ~Q.

Proof. Easy. O

From the two proposition one gets the following two relations (known as Bott periodicity™)
Clf o Clf ~ClE,,,
ClF @p Clf ~ ClE, 4.
For the complex Clifford algebras one has
Cl,, ®¢ Clg ~ Clyy2,
where Cly ~ M5 (C). From which follows the next proposition.
Proposition 3.1.5. The irreducible representations of Cl,, are

c?", (n=2m);
" aeC?, (n=2m+1).

Proof. Clay, ~ Mam (C) and Clay, 41 ~ Mam (C) @ Mam (C). O

Definition 3.1.3. A representation of a Clifford algebra is called a Clifford module.

1Originally the Bott periodicity theorem describes periodicity in the homotopy theory of classical groups, this
triggered the development of K-theory of stable complex vector bundles.
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3.1.2 Clifford Bundles

Let M denote an n-dimensional riemannian manifold, where n = 2m or n = 2m + 1.

Definition 3.1.4. The Clifford bundle CI™(T*M) — M is a fiber bundle whose fiber (at a point
x € M) has the structure of Clifford algebra CI(T; M, g,) ~ CI}, and whose local trivializations
respect the algebra structure.

Meaning that the action of the transition functions inherited from T*M, which are given on
open U,V C M by tyy : UNV — O(n), can be extended fiberwise to CI} by

a1-~ak»—>tUV(a1)~-~tUV(ak); (ag,...,0 €T*M).

One can replace the metric g by —g to obtain Cl~(T*M).
Finally, the replacement of the fiber ;¥ by CI(T} M) ~ Cl,, in the above definition defines the
complex Clifford bundle
CI(T*M) ~ CI*(T*M) ®x C.

Remark. Note that the definition really means that the Clifford bundle is an associated vector
bundle to the orthonormal frame bundle F(T*M), and the representation p : O(n) — Aut(CL}):

CIT(T*M) = F(T*M) x, CL} .

From this it is easy to see that Clifford bundles can be easily defined on an arbitrary vector bundle
E — M with a frame bundle F(F) as

CI*(E) = F(E) %, Clf, () -

Definition 3.1.5. A Clifford module bundle E — M is a vector bundle whose fibers are Clifford
modules, i.e. representations of Clifford algebras.

The canonical example is a spinor bundle. In fact, on a spin manifold (defined later), every
Clifford module is obtained by twisting the spinor bundle. For now I will be concerned exclusively
by complex Clifford module bundles (i.e. their fibers are isomorphic to C2", the representations
of Cl,, ~ Mym (C)).

Remark. Sections of s Clifford bundle have a natural action
c: T(CUT*M)) — T'(End(E))

on the sections of Clifford module bundles, such that

(s, c(r)t) = (c(K7)s, 1),
where k € I'(CI(T*M)) and (-, ) is a hermitian pairing.

Example 3.1.1. Consider a section s € M x C?", and a one-form a € Q'(M), then c(a) €
T(CI(T*M)). Moreover, the above action is realized by pointwise matrix multiplication (i.e.
c(ag) € Mym(C) and s, € C*").

Definition 3.1.6. A Riemannian manifold is called spin® manifold if there exists a vector bundle
S — M such that there is an algebra bundle isomorphism

Cl(T*M) ~ End(S), n=2m;
C(T*M)° ~End(S), n=2m+1.
The pair (M, S) is called a spin® structure on M.

Note that when n = 2m the grading operator v, introduces Zo-grading on S = S° @ S*.
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Definition 3.1.7. A Riemannian spin® manifold is called spin manifold if there exists an anti-
unitary operator J : I'(S) — I'(S) such that

1) J(pf) = J(@)f* for o € I'(S) and f € C(M);
ii) J(e(k)y) = c(x*)J (@) for ¢ € T'(S) and k € T'(CI(T*M));
iii) J2 = £1 whenever M is connected.

In physics, the operator defining spin manifolds is called the charge conjugation.

3.1.3 Connections

Now, I replace sections by smooth sections (with the same notation) and introduce connections on
spinor modules. But first, I will recall the notion of a Hermitian connection .

Definition 3.1.8. If a C(M)-module I'(E) is equipped with C(M)-valued Hermitian pairing, a
connection V on I'(E) is called Hermitian connection if

(Vs,t)+ (s,Vt) =d(s,t), s,tel(E).

Definition 3.1.9. On a spinor module I'(S), a spin® connection? is any Hermitian connection
Ve T(S) = QY (M) ®T(9),

which is compatible with the action of the Clifford bundle CI(T*M) in the following way

V(c(a)s) = ¢(Va)s + c(a)Vi(s); VYa e QY (M),Vs e T(S),
where V is Levi-Civita connection.
If V, V’ are any two connections, thenV — V' is a C'(M)-module map

(V = V')(fs) = £V = V')s.

In the case of spin® connection this means that locally, over U C M for which S|y — U is trivial,
one can write
VS =d+w,
where w € QY(End(S|y)).
To understand this connection better I need to introduce an isomorphism of Lie algebras [ :
so(Ty M) — spin(T: M) defined by

zn: (dz*, Ada?)e(dz")c(9;) -

yh\’—‘

It is the inverse of the adjoint map* ad : spin(T; M) — so(T; M) sending B ~ [B,]. Hence, for
Christoffel symbols T' € Q! (End(T*M))® one can write

(1) = {Thiclda)e(d))

and since VI¢ = d — T one has w = —il—‘{ic(dxi)c(aj). Putting all this together yields a local
expression for the connection on I'(S)

J %
Vi=d- ZF” c(dz*)e(09;) .
2This is just a lift of Levi-Civita connection to the spinor bundle, it will become clearer in local coordinates.
3Here I am slightly abusing the notation: c(05) = g‘jkc(dxk), where g;i, is the metric.
4Just plug it in and brute-force.
5s0(T* M) ~ End(T*M)
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Remark. In physics the operators ¢(dz’) and ¢(d;) are called gamma matrices 7* and v, respec-
tively.

Proposition 3.1.6. If (S,J) is the data for the spin structure on M, then there is a unique
Hermitian spin® connection VT'(S) — QY (M) @ T(S) such that

VyJ =JV%,
where X is a real vector field. This is called a spin connection.
Proof. Tt follows from the fact that (") is skew-adjoint and it commutes with J. O

For any connection V on a module I'(E) one has V2(fs) = fV2s for f € C(M) and s € T'(E).
Thus, V2s = Rs for a certain 2-form

R € Q*(End(E)),
R is called the curvature of V. For the Levi-Civita connection, a local calculation gives
Via = (—d'+ T AD)a,
which yields the local expression of the Riemann curvature tensor
Rly = (—d' + T AT) € Q*(s0(T*U)) .
Likewise, the curvature R® of a spin connection V¥ is locally given by

RY = —dj() + (T) A u(T) € Q2(End(S)).

3.1.4 Dirac operators
Definition 3.1.10. The Dirac operator is defined as

D= —icoVY,
where é: K ® Y — ¢(k)y for ¢ € T'(S) and k € T(CI(T*M)).

Remark. The definition of the Dirac operator varies, in some texts it is defined up to a constant
factor, i.e.

I(S) L T(T*M@S) L T(TM®S) 5 T(S).
I will stick with the physicist’s notation from the definition.

When using local coordinates, one obtains the following formula
Py = —ic(da?) V5 = —ind V3.

From this one can easily see that in the case n = 2m, the Dirac operator is odd with respect to
the Zs-grading of S.

Lemma 3.1.7. The adjoint of the connection operator, V* : T(T*M®5) — I'(S), has the following
form
Viia®s— —Tr(V(ia®s)).

Proof. Denote a ® s = A; locally one gets V*(A) = —>".(V¢,A)(e;). I claim that

(VS,A) — (S,V*A) =d*(w),
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where w = (s, A(+)) is a 1-form, and d*(«) = tr(Va) = div(e, -). This is easily shown locally:
d*(s, A()) = Z (Ve (5,4) ) (e2)
—Z Ve, s, Ale;) +Z (Ve A) el)

= (VS,A) — (S,V*A) .
Integrating over the manifold and using the Stokes theorem yields the result. O

I need one more definition before everything is ready for Lichnerowicz—Weitzenbock’s formula.

Definition 3.1.11. Let e; be a local orthonormal frame for TM, and let ¢ : TM — End(S) be
the Clifford action. Then for an End(S)-valued 2-form K € Q2(End(S) one can define Clifford
contraction of K as follows

1
K=Y cleele)) K (eme;) (=) elenele;) K eie5)) -
i<j i#]
Note that the Clifford contraction belongs to End(S)

Theorem 3.1.8 (Lichnerowicz—Weitzenbock’s formula). The square of the Dirac operator is given
by the following formula

P =V'V-K,
where IC is the Clifford contraction of the curvature of V.

Proof. This is easily done in local coordinates

P’s=— Zc(ej)vej (c(e;)Ve,s)
= — Z ej €i)v€jvei8

= — ZVQ S — Z )C(ei)[ve]'avei]s’

j<i

where in the second equality I used the property of synchronous orthonormal frames. In the last
line, the first term is clearly equal to —tr(V(Vs)); the second term is the Clifford contraction of
the curvature K (e;, e;) = [Ve,, Ve,] on S. O
Theorem 3.1.9 (Bochner’s theorem). If the least eigenvalue of K at each point of a compact
manifold M is strictly positive, then there are no mon-zero solutions of the equation ZDzs =0; i.e.

ker P = {0}.

Proof. Since M is compact I end up with (Ks, s) > ¢||s||?, for some ¢ > 0. But from the previous
theorem one has

(Ks,s) = (P’s,s) — ||Vs]|> <0.
O

Theorem 3.1.10. Let (M,g) be a compact Riemannian spin manifold without boundary. The
Dirac operator P is essentially self-adjoint on T'(S). Moreover, it has a compact resolvent (1+7P)~*
and

[P, f] = —ee(df)
= ||fHL7lp )

where ||| 1;,,is a Lipschitz semi-norm.
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Proof. 1 will only show that it is symmetric, e.g. (¢, P¢) = (D1, ). The rest of the proof can be
found in | ]

(1, Do) — (P, ) = (¥, 7' Vi) + (V' Vi, ¢)
(¥, VEi6) — (1, ¢(Vidz')d) + (Vi 7' ¢)

Now, a map a — (9, c(a)¢) taking one-forms to functions is a vector field Z,4. Hence, the
right-hand side becomes

0i(dz"(Zye)) — (Vida")(Zye) = da'(ViZye) = divZys .
The Lipschitz semi-norm is defined as

(-1
7 ”“pzﬁ{ = }
O

Example 3.1.2. The complexified exterior algebra A*T*MC is a natural CI(T* M )-bimodule. And
its Dirac operator is

Dk = c(dz")V;k
= e(d2")V;k + 1(d2") Vik
=(d+0)k.
This example gives the motivation behind definition of Dirac operator as a square root of the

Laplacian operator, i.e. @2 = (d+6)2.

3.1.5 Curvature

Lemma 3.1.11. Let K be the curvature of V°, and let ¢ : TM — End(S) be the Clifford action.
Then for any X,Y,Z € TM one has

[K(X,Y),c(Z)] = c(R(X,Y)Z),
where R is the Riemann curvature tensor of the manifold M.

Proof. 1 will perform the computation in a synchronous orthonormal frame. The connection com-
patibility yields

(V2. V2 1(cler)s) = e([Ves, Ve, Jer)s + c(ex) V2, VE Is
K(ei, ej)(cler) - s) = c(R(e;, ej)ex)s + clex) K (es, e5)s,
from where the result is immediate. The cross-term vanishes due to the synchronous frame. O

Definition 3.1.12. A Riemann endomorphism, RS, for a Clifford bundle S is defined to be a
End(S)-valued 2-form

RS(X,Y) = 1 Y clen)elen) (R(X. Y)ex, 1)
k,l

Remark. Do not confuse this with K =37, c(e;)c(e;) K (ei, €;).
Lemma 3.1.12. Let ¢: TM — End(S) be the Clifford action. Then for any X, Y, Z € TM

[R%(X,Y),c(Z)] = ¢(R(X,Y)Z).
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Proof. This is just a long and messy calculation. Take Z = e;, plug in the definition of RS and
brute-force.

[RS(X,Y), c(en)] = iz (R(X,Y)er e)le(es)ele ), clex)]

.3

- 72 (X,Y)ei, e;) (Ginc(e;) — djrc(er))

fZ( (X, Y )erse5)eles) — (ROX, Y )es, ex)ele))
C(Z(R(X,Y)ek,ej)ej>

= C(R(X, Y)ek) .

In the second equality I have used [c(e;), c(er)] = —20;x, and the third one follows from symmetries
of Riemann tensor. O

This just proved the following proposition.
Proposition 3.1.13. The curvature 2-form K of a Clifford bundle S can be written as
K=R%+F%
where R® is the Riemann endomorphism; F° is called twisting curvature of S, and commutes with
the Clifford algebra action.
Proposition 3.1.14. Let P be the Dirac operator associated to the Clifford bundle S. Then
P’ :v*vff5+in,

where FS = D c(e;)c(e;)FS (e e;) is the Clifford contraction of F¥, and k is the scalar curva-
ture of the manifold M.

Proof.
1
> clenele;) RS (er e;) 1 Z (eirej)en, er)e(ei)e(e;)eler)e(er)
i<j Jikeol
1
§Z (ess e5)en, er)e(es)e(eg)cler)c(er)
ijkl
where in the second equality R(e;,e;) = —R(ej,e;) was used. One can now skew-symmetrize the

first three Clifford elements to obtain
clei)c(ej)cler) = cles Nej Ner) + dic(es) — dincle;) + di5c(ex) -

Bianchi identity kills the first term, the relation R(e;,e;) = —R(ej,e;) kills the last term. The
other two contribute equally due to symmetries of R. Thus one ends up with

1

> cleieles) R eie;) = 7 Y (Rleisej)ej, er)eles)eler)
i<j ijl
1 .
=1 ;ch(ei,ei)
_ 1
= _ZK”

where the penultimate equality was obtained from the fact that Zj (R(ei, ej)e;, el) = Ric(e;, ep).
O
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3.2 Spectral triples

3.2.1 Defining spectral triples

As mentioned, spectral triples will play a crucial part in this thesis. They will be defined shortly
but before doing so, one needs some basic definitions of C*-algebras, and their properties. For
more details I encourage the reader to consult | -

Definition 3.2.1. A (C*-algebra, A, is a Banach algebra over C, together with map * : A — A
such that

(@) =a,
(a+b)*=a"+0d*,
(ab)* =b*a™,
(Aa)* = X*a”

laall = lal la*]

for all a,b € A and A € C.

Definition 3.2.2. The structure space A of a C*-algebra A is the set of all unitary equivalence
classes of irreducible representations of A.

Theorem 3.2.1. Let A be a commutative C*-algebra, then the Gelfand transformation, defined by

A — Cy(A) such that a(¢) := ¢(a), is an isometric x-isomorphism.

Remark. This theorem is often referred to as Gelfand duality and basically says that any Hausdorff,
topological space X is isomorphic to the structure space of the algebra of functions vanishing at

infinity, i.e. X ~ Cy(X).
Note. A proof of the theorem can be found e.g. in | | (Theorem 11.2.2.4).

Proposition 3.2.2. Let M be a Riemannian spin®-manifold with Driac operator . One can
define the distance between points in C(M) = M as follows

dey) = swp {17 = I P A< 1}

fece=(
This distance coincides with the Riemannian distance dg.

Proof. The relation [|f||;,, <1, c.f. theorem 3.1.10, ensures that d < dy. For the other inequality
fix y € M, and take f,(z) = d¢(z,y). From this follows that | fy[l,,, < 1, and that d(z,y) >

1fy(@) = fy @)l = dg(z,y). O
Definition 3.2.3. A spectral triple (4,7, D) consists of:

e a Hilbert space H;

e an involutive algebra A equipped with a faithful representation on H;

e a self-adjoint operator P on H, with dense domain, such that for all a € A:

— a(DomP) C Dom P ;
— the operator [@, a] defined initially on Dom P, extends to a bounded operator on #;
— P has compact resolvent, i.e. (P — \)~! is compact, when \ ¢ spP.

Definition 3.2.4. A spectral triple (A, H, D) is called real spectral triple if there exist an anti-
unitary operator J : H — H such that

J(DomP) C Dom P,
[a, Jb*J '] =0, Va,beA.
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Definition 3.2.5. A spectral triple is called even spectral triple if there exist a self-adjoint, unitary,
Zo-grading operator v on H such that

ya=ay, Va€eA
v(Dom P) = Dom P,
P =-Py.

Remark. The condition [a, Jb*J _1] = 0 in the definition of real spectral triple is usually referred
to as order zero condition and means that the left and right actions of A on H commute. The right
action is represented as

b= Jb*J Y, VY eH, VbeA.

The right action will be discussed in more detail in the definition 3.2.14 and the text following it.
Usually, for a real spectral triple an additional condition is required, namely that

[B.a], 00071 .

This is so-called order one condition.

The reality and evenness of spectral triples introduces freedom in choosing signs, represented
by €’s, in the following equations

J2 — 5’
JP =£"DJ,
Jy=¢e"~J.

It turns out that these signs are uniquely determined by the so-called KO-dimension n of the
underlying space®, and are closely linked to the Bott periodicity (Z/Zsg) and K-theory.

n 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
e 1 1 -1 -1 -1 -1 1 1
e’ 1 -1 1 1 1 -1 1 1
o 1 1 1 -1

Table: Signs linking KO-dimension and J? = ¢/, JP = "DJ, Jy =<"vJ.

Definition 3.2.6. The spectral triples (A, H1, ;) and (As, Ha, P5) are said to be unitary equiv-
alent if A; = A5 and if there exists a unitary operator U : H1 — Hs such that

Urmi(a)U" =ma(a), Va€e A,
UP,U* =D,.

For the purpose of this thesis a product of spectral triples will be important. Let (A;, Hi, Pi;vi, Ji) i €
{1,2} be two real spectral triples. Then one can form a product spectral triple by

A=A ® Ay,
H="H1Q@Ha,
P=D121+m2D,, (3.1)
vT=71972,
J=J1®Js.

Especially, note the occurrence of +; in the third line. This is defined so that the cross term in
square vanishes due to {y1,P;} =0, i.e. P = ZD? ®R1+7® @;

60ne can also think about it the other way around, that the KO-dimension depends on the signs.
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Definition 3.2.7. The A-bimodule of Connes’ differential one-forms is given by

Qp(A) = {Zai [D,b:] |ai, b; € A} ,

and the corresponding derivation d : A — Qlw (A) is given by d = [¢7 }

Remark. Here a caution is needed. The operator d defined in the above definition is not a differential
operator. In order to make it a differential operator, one has to factor out so-called junk forms.
For more details see | | section 6.2.

In case of a real spectral triple one can construct another spectral triple from the original one
just by restricting A to
Ay :={a € AlaJ = Ja*} . (3.2)

Proposition 3.2.3. Let (A, H,D;J) be a real spectral triple. Then
e Ay defines an involutive commutative complex sub-algebra of the centre of A.
o (A;,H,D;J) is a real spectral triple.
e [a,w] =0 for alla € A and for allw € Q

1
P
Proof. First, if a € A then a* € A since Ja*J~1 = (JaJ!)* = a yielding the involution require-
ment. Moreover, for a € Ay and b € A one has [a,b] = [Ja*J_l,b} = 0 giving that A; is in the
centre of A. The next point, saying that all the conditions for a spectral triple are satisfied, holds
true automatically since A; is a sub-algebra of A. The last point follows from the point one, and
the order one condition. O

3.2.2 Gauge groups and algebras

In developing the gauge groups and algebras of non-commutative manifold I borrow some of the
definitions from | ]. The reader is welcomed to consult the mentioned book and
references therein.

Definition 3.2.8. A x-automorphism of a x-algebra, A, is a linear invertible map ¢ : A — A such
that

plab) = p(a)p(b), ¢(a) = ¢(a)", Va,be A.
The group of such automorphisms is denoted by Aut(A).
I will denote the unitary subgroup of A by U(A) := {u € Aluu* = u*u = 1}.

Definition 3.2.9. An automorphism ¢ is called inner automorphism if it has the form ¢(a) = uau®*,
for some u € U(A). The group of inner automorphisms of A is denoted by Inn(A).
The group of outer automorphisms of A are defined as a group quotient Out(A) := Aut(A4)/Inn(A).

From this it is easy to see that Inn(A) ~ U(A)/U(Z(A)), where Z(A) is the centre of A. Hence,
one gets two short exact sequences
1 — Inn(4) — Aut(A) — Ouwt(A) — 1,

(3.3)
1—U(Z(A)) — U(A) — Inn(A) — 1.

One should also notice that in case of A = C*°(M) one has Aut(A) ~ Diff(A). Here, M is a
smooth compact manifold, and Diff (M) is a group of diffeomorphisms of the manifold.

Proposition 3.2.4. Let (A,H,D;J,7) be a spectral triple, m : A — B(H) be a faithful repre-
sentation of A on H, and let U = w(u)Jn(u)J =Y, for w € U(A). Then the inner automorphism
0y € Inn(A) induces a unitary equivalent spectral triple (A, H, UDU*; J,~) with the Dirac operator

UPU* =D +u[D,u] +&"Ju [P, u*] JL. (3.4)
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Proof. This is quite straightforward, just use order-zero condition from the definition 3.2.4 and the
table with signs above it to show that Un(a)U* = wo¢,(a), UyU* = v, and that UJU* = J. The
Dirac operator is readily checked using order-zero and order-one conditions. O

Definition 3.2.10. The gauge group of a spectral triple (A, H,P; J) is defined as
GAH;J) = {U =uJuJ uecU(A)} .
Proposition 3.2.5. There is a short exact sequence of groups
1—UAy) —UA) — GAH J) — 1.
Moreover, there is a surjective map G(A, H;J) — Inn(A).

Proof. One only needs to check that the map U(A) — G(A,H;J) is a group homomorphism. To
this end use order-zero condition to show that uJuJ ~tvJvJ ! = uvJuvJ 1. The rest is trivial. [J

Remark. Note that if U(A;) ~ U(Z(A)) then the equation (3.3) yields G(A,H;J) ~ Inn(A).
Definition 3.2.11. The gauge algebra of a spectral triple (A, H,D; J) is defined as

g AH; J) = {T=X+JXJ "X eu(d)} ,
where u(A) are the derivations of U(A).

Remark. The infinitesimal version of the proposition 3.2.5 takes the form of

0 — u(Ay) — u(4d) — g(A,H; J) — 0.

3.2.3 Morita equivalence

Morita equivalence turns out to be of immense importance when deriving equations of motion
by perturbing the so-called spectral action, which will be defined later. It will also be shown
that Morita equivalence is of interest only when dealing with non-commutative rings, since for
commutative ones this equivalence relation coincides with isomorphism.

Definition 3.2.12. Let A and B be associative, not necessarily commutative, algebras. If there
is an equivalence of categories between A-modules and B-modules, then A and B are said to be
Morita equivalent.

Note. 1 will denote Morita equivalence by M, and A-module by A-mod.

Proposition 3.2.6. Commutative algebras are Morita equivalent if and only if they are isomorphic.
Le. for A, B commutative algebras, AXB = A~B.

Proof. The direction < is obvious. Now, suppose that A XB , then A-mod ~ B-mod which yields
that Z(A-mod) ~ Z(B-mod). But for associative algebras one has Z(A-mod) ~ Z(A). O

Lemma 3.2.7. Let A be an algebra and let n € N,n > 0. Then Mat,,(A) KA.

Theorem 3.2.8. Let A and B be two rings, and let F : A-mod — B-mod be an additive right
exact functor. Then there exists a (B, A)-bimodule Q, unique up to isomorphism, such that F is
isomorphic to the functor

A-mod - B-mod, Mw—Q®s M.

The preceding theorem provides an opportunity for an alternative definition of Morita equiva-
lence. Let A and B be two algebras. Then A X B if and only if there exists (A, B)-mod, E, and
(B, A)-mod, F, such that

ERpF~A, F®sFE~B,

as A and B bi-modules, respectively.
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Note. For the proof of the previous lemma and theorem see | | Lemma 2.2.4 and
Theorem 2.3.1.

Definition 3.2.13. A right A-mod, F, is called finitely generated projective module if there exists
an idempotent p € Mat,, (A) for some n € N such that £ = pA™.

Lemma 3.2.9. A right A-mod, F, is finitely generated projective if and only if
Endy(E) ~ E® 4 Homy(E, A).
Note. For the proof I refer the reader to | ], Lemma 6.11.

Proposition 3.2.10. Let A be a *-algebra, and E a finite projective right A-mod. Then there
exists a hermitian structure on E, that is to say, there is a pairing (-, )p: E X E — A on E.

Proof. Is a direct consequence of the definition 3.2.13, since there is a hermitian structure on A"
for n € N, which is preserved by idempotents. O

Theorem 3.2.11. Let (A,H, D) be a spectral triple, and let E be a finite projective right A-
module; denote B = Enda(E) and H' := E®4 H. Then (B,H',@I) s a spectral triple with the
Dirac operator being

P=vVel+lep,

where V: E — E®q Q%D is a hermitian connection.

Proof. First I need to show that H' is a Hilbert space; this follows directly from the definition
3.2.13, i.e. H' ~ pA™" @4 H ~ pH" for n € N and p an idempotent. Moreover, the Hilbert space
‘H' carries a natural action of B

d(n@aty) =) ®aty, ¢eBneEpeH.

The Dirac operator ZD/ properly generalizes to the ideal, na ® 4 ¥ — n ® 4 arp = 0, defined by the
tensor product over A:

P (na®ar —n@aa) =+ (Vn)a+n®ad(a)) ®4¢ +na®@s D)

—(Vn)®@aat —n®a (d(a)y — aD())
=0.

The action of B is clearly bounded.
. / . .
Now I will show the compactness of the resolvent of 70". Any connection can be written as

V:po[af]"’_wu

where w: F — E®y4 Qlw, and p an idempotent. This shows that the new Dirac operator ﬁ/ can

be written as pPp + w. Thanks to hermiticity of V, w acts as a bounded, self-adjoint operator.
Every self-adjoint operator T satisfies

+T+w) ' =0+D) "' (1-wi+T+w)™).

When substituting 7" = pPp, and realizing that p acts as identity on H’; I only need to show that
(t4+T)"' = (ip+ pPp)~" is compact. To this end, take the identity

(Lp +p7Pp) (p(b + 7?)’11)) =p[t+D,p] t+P) 'p+p,

multiply from the left by (tp + pPp)~!, and reorder to get

(+pPp) " =p(t+D) 'p— (wp+pPp) 'p[P,p] (D) 'p,

which shows the compactness of (tp + pPp)~! because (1 + P)~! is compact by definition. O
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Definition 3.2.14. Let F be a (B, A)-bimodule. The conjugate module E° is given by the (A, B)-
bimodule
E°.={e=e€ E},

witha-é-b=>b*-e-a* foralla € Aand b € B.
I would like to generalize the previous theorem to the case when
H =FE@aH®4E°,
and ¢ € (B =Enda(E)) acts as follows
PN @av©a8) =¢(n) ®a®aE, VnE€E Y eH.

Theorem 3.2.12. Let (A, H,D; J,v) be an even, real, spectral triple, and let E be a finite projective
right A-module. Then (B,H’,?l; J',v") is a spectral triple with the operators defined by

P=(Velel)+(1ePol)+(1e1aV),

J=18J%1,
Y=12v®1.
Proof. Follows directly from the previous theorem. O

In the above theorem, if one chooses E = A, from which follows that B = End4(E) = A. The

Grassmann connection for this choice, V : A — Q%D(A), can be written as

V=d+w

The action of this connection on the identity element yields

w = V(l) = Zai [@,bz] .

The right action of V@ on an element of H’ gives
YVa = ("JdaJ " +&"Jwal)p, Y eEH acA.
Since in this case one has H ~ H’ the Dirac operator acts as follows

Py=P1eyeIl)
=Py + V(1) + V(1)
=Dy +wp +e" T 1.

This is often referred to as the inner perturbation of the Dirac operator by Morita self-equivalence
and is denoted by
D, =DP+w+e"JwJ !, (3.5)

where w = w* € Q%(A) is called a gauge field or an inner fluctuation of the Dirac operator.

Now it is the right time to put together three separate notions we discussed so far, namely the
unitary equivalence of spectral triples from the definition 3.2.6, the gauge group of spectral triples
from the definition 3.2.10, and the Morita self-equivalence discussed recently.

Proposition 3.2.13. Let (A, H,D;J) be a real spectral triple, and let U = uJuJ !, where u €
U(A) is unitary, i.e. U € G(A,H;J) is a gauge group element. Then the unitary equivalence of
the spectral triple by the gauge group element is a special case of Morita self-equivalence in which

w:u[ZD,u*]

Proof. Follows directly from plugging w = u [ﬁ, u*] into the equation (3.4). O
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3.2.4 C(Cr-algebra bundle

It was shown in the proposition 3.2.3, that the sub-algebra A; defined by the equation (3.2) is in
the centre of A, hence commutative. The Gelfand duality theorem 3.2.1 says that there exists a
Hausdorff space X such that Ay C Cy(X). This space can be interpreted as a background space
on which the spectral triple (A, H,P;.J) describes a non-commutative gauge theory.

Having said this, it follows that the gauge group G(A,H;J) can be interpreted as a group
of vertical or purely non-commutative transformations, hence the name gauge group. In this
subsection I would like to outline this structure in a more mathematically rigorous way; hopefully,
this will shed some light on the construction of non-commutative gauge theories described later in
this thesis. I will mostly follow [ | and T urge the reader to consult the book
and references therein for more details on the subject.

Definition 3.2.15. An upper semi-continuous C*-algebra bundle B over a compact topological
space X, 7 : B — X, such that each fibre B, = m~!(z) is a C*-algebra, and the map a — ||al| is
upper semi-continuous, all the other algebraic operations on B are continuous.

Proposition 3.2.14. The space I'(X, B) of continuous sections equipped with the norm
]| := sup ||s(z)| 5,
reX

forms a C*-algebra.

In order to construct the C*-algebra bundle B in the case of interest, one has to first identify
C(X) with the completion of A;. Then define the ideal of A as follows

I, :={fala€e A, f € C(X), f(x) =0}".

Theorem 3.2.15. Let I, be as above and let B, := A/I,. Then B := U,cx B, defines an upper
semi-continuous C*-algebra bundle over X. Moreover, there is a C(X)-linear isomorphism of A
onto I'(X, B).

Note. Proofs of the last proposition and theorem can be found in | |

Now, if one denotes the closure of A as A then the closure of a gauge group G(A,H;J) is the
continuous gauge group B
U(4)

G(A,H; J) ~ 0

(3.6)

Proposition 3.2.16. The action of a € G(A,H;J) on A by inner C*-algebra automorphisms
induces an action & € G(A,H; J) on B by continuous bundle automorphism; i.e.

m(a(b)) =n(b), Vbe B.

Remark. 1t should be clear that by the identification made in the theorem 3.2.15 one also has that
the induced action & on I'(X, B) coincides with the action of « on A.

Note. For more details and the proof of the last proposition I refer to | |



Chapter 4

(Gauge theories from
almost-commutative manifolds

As already mentioned, idea behind the usage of non-commutative gauge theories in particle physics
is very similar to that of Kaluza-Klein theories. However, the advantage of the approach of almost-
commutative manifolds resides in the fact that the space tensored with a spin manifold is finite;
hence no additional dimensions arise, and there is no need for compactification. The finite space
can however have a non-trivial structure. In this thesis the structure will be non-commutativity,
however one does not need to restrict himself so much. There already exists a very nice general-
ization to non-associative finite spaces by | ]

4.1 Almost commutative manifolds

In this section I will outline the general construction of almost-commutative manifolds, show their
resemblance to standard gauge theories, and lastly compute the so-called spectral action which
will provide a Lagrangian.

To define a canonical spectral triple I need to recall the following facts from spin geometry for
an even-dimensional Riemannian spin manifold M

e (C°°(M) is the algebra of smooth functions on M;
e L2(S) is the Hilbert space of square integrable sections of the spinor bundle S — M;

e D, is the Dirac operator associated to the Levi-Civita connection lifted to the spinor bundle
(c.f. the definition 3.1.10);

Jas is the anti-unitary operator defining the spin structure (c.f. the definition 3.1.7);

v is the chirality operator on the spinor bundle (c.f. the definition 3.1.2 and the definition
3.1.6).

Definition 4.1.1. The spectral triple (C°°(M), L%(S), Ps; Jar, Yar), corresponding to an even-
dimensional, compact, Riemannian spin manifold M, is called canonical spectral triple.

As one might expect, in order to define almost-commutative manifolds the equation (3.1),
defining the product of spectral triples, will become handy.

Definition 4.1.2. The almost-commutative manifold M x F' is defined as a spectral triple

(COO(M7 Ap),L*(S® (M x Hp)), (Py @1+ v @ Pr); Ju @ Jp, Yu ®’YF) ;

corresponding to the tensor product of canonical spectral triple and a finite real spectral triple
(Ap, ", Pr; Jr,vP).

37
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After identifying U(C’OO (M, AF)) with C'* (M, U(AF)) one can write the gauge group for almost-
commutative manifold as

G(M x F) := {uJuJ*1|u e (M, U(ZF))} ,
and the gauge algebra for almost-commutative manifold as
g(M x F) := {X +JXJYX e ™ (M,U(ZF))} .

At this point, it should be clear from the discussion in the subsection 3.2.4 that the gauge group
of a canonical spectral triple is trivial. The next proposition reveals more details on the gauge
group of almost-commutative manifold.

Proposition 4.1.1. Let M be simply connected. Then the gauge group of an almost-commutative
manifold M x F is given by G(M x F) = C>(M,G(F)), where

s the gauge group of a finite space F.

Remark. The gauge algebra of an almost-commutative manifold M x F' is given in a similar fashion,
ie. g(M x F)=C>(M,g(F)).

Proof. The proof follows immediately from the following three parts, namely from the equation
(3.6), the identification of U(C>(M, Ar)) with C>°(M,U(AF)), and from the fact that the map

c (M, U(ZF)) — C® (M,G(F))
is surjective since M is simply connected. O

One should appreciate the beauty of this construction, the gauge group of an almost-commutative
manifold is the space of sections of a group bundle M x G(F') which acts on the elements of the
Hilbert space L?(S® (M x Hp)), more precisely it acts fibre-wise on the second factor of the bundle
S® (M x Hg). This hints that the full symmetry group of an almost-commutative manifold M x F'
is a semi-direct product of inner, also called gauge, automorphisms, and outer automorphisms, i.e.
diffeomorphisms of M. Putting this together one obtains the symmetry group of M X F' being

G(M x F) x Diff (M) .

It is possible to look at the space E := S ® (M x Hp) as a twisted spinor bundle also called
gauge-multiplet spinor bundle known from gauge theories.

4.2 Gauge fields from inner fluctuations

From now on, I will be concerned only about the 4-dimensional spin manifolds M.

Lemma 4.2.1. Let M x F be an almost-commutative manifold, with M being a 4-dimensional
manifold. Then the inner perturbation of a Dirac operator by Morita self-equivalence w is of the
form

w=1"QA" +yu ® ¢,

where A, := —1ad,b, and ¢ :=a [@F, b] are self-adjoint operators.

Remark. The terms A, and ¢ from the above lemma are in the literature usually called gauge field
and scalar field, respectively.



4.2. Gauge fields from inner fluctuations 39

Proof. The definition of the Dirac operator, P = P,; ® 1 + vy ® Pp, on an almost-commutative
manifold consists of two terms, one containing the Dirac operator of a spin manifold, P,,, and the
other consisting of the finite Dirac operator 7. This allows for separation of the inner fluctuations
also into two terms. The first term is

Ve A" =a [@M ® l,b] = -y ®ad,b,
and the other term takes the form of

VM ® ¢ :=a[yn @ Pp,b] =vu ®a [Pp,b] .

Combining these two yields the desired result. Moreover, the self-adjoint property is required since
the Dirac operator is (essentially) self-adjoint. O

Proposition 4.2.2. Let M X F be an almost-commutative manifold, with M being a 4-dimensional
manifold. Then the fluctuated Dirac operator on M X F takes the form of

D, =-'VE +mm®®,
where ® := Dy + ¢ + b JroJnt, and
E _ S
Vi=V,®1+.1®B,
is a connection twisted by A, on a twisted spinor bundle E := S ® (M x Hp), i.e. B, = (A" —
E%JFAMJ_I).

Proof. The fluctuated Dirac operator, P, = P + w + ¢’ JwJ !, was defined the equation (3.5).
By plugging in w from the previous lemma and realising the fact that J M’y/‘J];Il = —y* for a
4-dimensional spin manifold, the last two terms give

wHeJwJ ! 27“®Au+’YM®¢+5//J(7“®AM+VM®¢)J_1
=@ (A — e dp A + 9 @ (¢ + epdrd i)

where the notation B, = (A, — % JpA,J ') is used. Now adding the second term of the Dirac
operator P = P, @ 1 + vy @ Pp to the second term in the above expression yields ®, whereas
the first term yields

—L’y“Vf =Py1l+4*® (Au — E%JFAujgl)
=Py ®1+4"® By,

with B, being a section of the trivial bundle M x Hp. O

In the proposition 3.2.13 I showed that the unitary equivalence of a spectral triple by a gauge
group element is a special case of Morita self-equivalence. The following proposition shows that
performing such unitary equivalence transformation on a fluctuated spectral triple gives nothing
else than gauge transformation of gauge and scalar fields.

Proposition 4.2.3. Let M be a 4-dimensional manifold, and let M x F' be an almost-commutative
manifold, with a fluctuated Dirac operator P,,. Then its unitary equivalence transformation by an
element of U € G(M x F), such that U = uJuJ ! for u € U(A), yields gauge transformations of
the fields

* *
Ay — uAu® — wdyu”,

¢ = upu* +u [@F,u*] .
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Proof. The proposition 3.2.4 determines the unitary transformation of a Dirac operator begin
D, — UD,U*. Applying it to the fluctuated Dirac operator form the equation (3.5) one arrives
at

Up U* =UPU* +UwU* +Ue" JwJ1U*
=D+u [ﬁ,u*] +e"Ju [ﬁ,u*] J 1+ uwut + € Juwu* T
=D+ (wwu* +u [P, u*]) +&"J(wou* +u[P,u])J ",

where in going from U = uJuJ ! to u is accomplished by using the order one, and order zero
conditions. Hence one sees that U : w — uwu®™ + u [@, u*] The rest of the proof follows directly
from applying the following equations

w=oA+tym 9,
@wa”vg@lJr’YM@@F,

and [Vﬁ,u*] = Ouu*. O

Remark. One can clearly see the connection to the gauge theories and physics. However, there is
a small problem. The gauge field A, transforms in adjoint representation, as expected. On the
other hand the Higgs field ¢ transforms also in the adjoint representation and this is the problem.
Since in the standard model Higgs field transforms in the fundamental representation of the gauge
group. Fortunately a right choice of the finite space F' solves this problem. I refer the reader to
[ | and | | for more detailed explanation.

4.3 Spectral action

In this section I only vaguely state the derivation of heat kernel expansion of the spectral action.
For more details on the subject I encourage the reader to go to |

, | or | |-

The following proposition gives the square of the Dirac operator, see also the theorem 3.1.8.

)

Proposition 4.3.1 (Generalized Lichnerowicz—Weitzenbock’s formula). Let M be a 4-dimensional
manifold, and let M x F be an almost-commutative manifold, with a fluctuated Dirac operator P,,.
Then the square of the fluctuated Dirac operator is

(ﬁw)2 = AE - F,

for E=S® (M x Hp) being the twisted spinor bundle, and the endomorphism F is given by
F=—lso1-108+ tnmyoF, - e [V, 9]
- 4 S 2 Ly nv LYmy o )

with the following notation

0} Zzwp —+ ¢+ éJIfﬂ]Fd)J]«:l )
B, =A" — & JpA,J
Fu :=0,B, —9,B,, +t[B,, B.]
Vi, ®] =0,® + . [B,, 9],
VP =Vy©1+:1@B,,

and s being the scalar curvature.

Now comes the definition of the bosonic spectral action. For fermionic part the reader is
welcomed to consult the above mentioned literature.



4.3. Spectral action 41

Definition 4.3.1. Let A be a real cutoff parameter, and let f : R — R be positive, even, rapidly
decaying function such that it makes f(P,/A) a traceclass operator. The bosonic spectral action
is defined as follows

D, )

A
Remark. For the definition of traceclass operators I refer the reader to one of the following two
books, | | or | |

Sposonic|w] := Tr f(

Theorem 4.3.2. The bosonic spectral action is gauge invariant functional of the gauge field w €
QL (A).
P

Proposition 4.3.3. Let M be a 4-dimensional manifold, and let M X F' be an almost-commutative
manifold, with a fluctuated Dirac operator P,,. Then the asymptotic heat kernel expansion, A — oo,
of the bosonic spectral action is

Tr (f(%)) ~ 2fiMag (DY) + 2f2M2a (D) + £(0)as (D) + O(A7Y).

The numbers f; = [ f(z)z?~'dz, for j > 0 are moments of f; and a; are Seeley-DeWitt coeffi-
cients of the generalized Laplacian (D,)? = AF — F given by

ao (J:, (@w)Q) = (471')*% Tr(id),
az(z, (D)) = (4m) F Tx (G +F),
a1(w, (Po)?) = (4m) "% Tr (= 1245 + 5% — 207 Ry, + 2R Ry

+60sF + 180F2 — GOAF + 300£,(27)).






Chapter 5

Applications

5.1 The two point space

In this section I will be concerned by a special case of a finite-dimensional spectral triples and their
products with canonical spectral triple. This spectral triple is called two point space because as
its name hints it describes a manifold consisting of two points.

The algebra of functions on this space is Ap = C @ C, and for now I will choose the Hilbert
space to be Hrp = C @ C. Note the obvious representation of the algebra Ar on the Hilbert space

7r:fr—>(f(1) f(2)>’ Vi€ Ap.

()

splits the Hilbert space into two parts, 7—[% The Dirac operator can be chosen to be off-diagonal

0 t
lpF_<t* 0>a te(c7

since any diagonal element would drop out from commutation relations with elements of Ap.

The grading operator

Proposition 5.1.1. The finite space Fx can have a real structure Jp only if Pr =0, i.e. t = 0.
Such a space is of KO-dimension 0,2 or 6.

Note. In order to prove this proposition one needs to introduce Krajewski diagrams for real spectral
triples, which play a similar role as Dynkin diagrams for simple Lie algebras. These diagrams give
rules for possible relations between Py, .Jr, and Hp. However, in this thesis, I will not explore
neither the diagrams, nor classification of finite spectral triples. Therefore, I urge the reader to
consult [ | for an introduction to Krajewski diagrams and to classification of real
spectral triples.

Definition 5.1.1. The 2-dimensional two point space is defined by a finite spectral triple Fx =
(C%,C?, Pp; Jr,vr), such that

C 0 t
JF:(O )v ¢F:<t* 0)7 te(ca

for C' being the operator of complex conjugation®.

IThe choice of Jp is again based on the Krajewski diagrams and KO-dimension being 6
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One could think of performing the product of spectral triples defined in the equation (3.1).
Although, this will not give the desired result of electrodynamics it will show interesting properties
of the finite Dirac operator, so let’s do it anyway. The product of the above two point space with
a canonical spectral triple takes the form

M x FX = (COO(M7(CQ)’L2(S) ®C27$M®17JM®JF77M®7F) . (51)

The Gelfand duality theorem 3.2.1 says that the algebra of the above spectral triple is nothing
else than a disjoint union of two copies of the manifold M. For the gauge group one has the
following proposition.

Proposition 5.1.2. Let Fix be the two point space described in the definition 5.1.1, then its gauge
group s
G(Fx)=U(@).

Proof. Clearly U(Ap) = U(C?) = U(1) x U(1), so I only need to show that U((Ap),,) = U(1)
since the equation (3.6) gives
U(Ar)

()= =2
U((AF)JF)
Now, it is clear that f € (Ar), if and only if Jgf* ng = f but this is possible ounly if f(1) = f(2)

since (C C) <f*(1) f*(2)) (C C> - (f(Q) f(1)> 7

which completes the proof. O

Corollary. The gauge group of the product spectral triple M x Fx described by the equation (5.1)
is equal to C*°(M,G(Fx)).

Proof. This is a direct consequence of the proposition 4.1.1. O

Proposition 5.1.3. Let M x Fx be the spectral triple described in the equation (5.1). Then the
fluctuated Dirac operator takes the form of

@w :/P_F,Y#Y,U‘@VF
Moreover, the action of the gauge group G(M ® Fx) takes the form of
u:Y, =Y, —wo,u".

Proof. The gauge field A, is determined by two U(1) gauge fields X}L, Xﬁ € C*°(M,R). From the
proof of the proposition 4.2.2 one gets the definition of B,, to be

1® B, =A" — JpA,Jg!

1 2
(™ x)- (% )
Xy Xy
:Y# & YF -

where €% = 1 thanks to the KO-dimension being 6, and Y,, = X}L — Xﬁ. The rest follows from the
proposition 4.2.3. O

In the next proposition I would like to show what role is played by the finite Dirac operator,
and what consequences should one expect by setting it to zero.

Proposition 5.1.4. The distance between the two copies of M 1is reciprocally proportional to the
mass scale of the theory determined by the Higgs field ¥ which in turn is determined by the finite
Dirac operator.
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Proof. The distance formula for a Riemannian spin® manifold was defined in the proposition 3.2.2.
This can easily be generalized to finite space F'x as follows.

dp,.(1,2) = sup{[| f(1) = Q)| |f € Ap, || [Pr, f]]| < 1}.

Since the finite space in question is two point space, there is only one non-trivial choice. Moreover,
an f € Ap is uniquely determined by a pair of complex numbers f(1) and f(2). Now, the

commutator gives
e =|( ) (" )]
=(£(2) - f(1)) <_t* t)

Hence the norm is ||[Pp,7(f)]|| = [I£(2) — f(1)|| [|t]l. Putting everything together yields the
distance formula

1

The proposition 5.1.1 implies that in case of real structure Jp the two copies are infinitely apart.
The relation to the mass scale follows from the fact that the mass scale of the theory is proportional
to the Higgs field, which is contained in the part of the fluctuated Dirac operator vy, ® ®, where
b= @F+¢+5’}’7JF¢J;1, is proportional to P p. O

Remark. There is a well-known trick to make this theory massive, namely doubling the Hilbert
space Hp. In this particular case, fermions will acquire mass without being couplet to the Higgs
field.

5.2 Electroweak sector with see-saw mechanism

The results presented in this section were first derived in | |. T will take a
simplifying approach, meaning I will be concerned only about electroweak sector of one generation
standard model.

It is known from the standard model, that the lepton space? contains right-handed electron
and neutrino as singlets, and a doublet of their left-handed counterparts. The anti-lepton space
has the very same structure with the only difference of anti-particles instead of particles. Thus one
has that

Hipt ={vr,er, (vp,er)} ~ C*,
ﬁlpt :{vRaERa (vLaéL)} = (C4 .
Knowing this, one can draw the Krajewski diagram:

1 1 2 Where each vertex, o, corresponds to an irreducible representation of
a subalgebra of the finite algebra Agy ; and each edge, lines connect-

1° ing vertices, corresponds to an interaction term in the finite Dirac op-
erator Pgyy. Thus, in the diagram on the left, the horizontal vertices
1° correspond precisely to H;,:, whereas the vertical vertices correspond
to ﬂlpt' The full Hilbert space H gw takes the form H;p, @ﬁlm ~ C8.
90 The finite algebra clearly takes the form of Agy = C @ Q.

In order to find out the action of the algebra Agyw/, first recall the isomorphism between Q and
the sub-algebra of M3(C), namely

Q= { (_Oé* Oi) (a,ﬁec}.

2] am talking here about only one generation.
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which maps ¢ = a + be, + cey + de, to the matrix

. a+td b+c
q b+ a—1d)

I will use the two notation for quaternions interchangeably. Now, one can determine the represen-
tation, , of the algebra Agy restricted to Hjpr ~ C* as follows

A0
A*

Ty, t (A q) = 0 o 5| VA e C,VgeQ.
_5* at
The restriction of this representation to ﬁlm ~ C* takes the form
T, 0 (A @) = diag(A, A\ A ), YA e C, Vg e Q.

Putting this together gives the full representation 7w of Agw on Hew

A0
0 M
m: (A q)— B , VAeC,Vq€eQ, (5.2)

(0%
_B* o

| ALy

where I is the 4 x 4 identity matrix. The representation 7° of A%y, is determined in a similar
manner by using the anti-linear operator Jgy defined later. The corresponding Dirac operator
DPew : Hew — Hew takes the form of

Yy 0 |Yg O
0 Y*| 0 0

ool o

Y,
0
wEW = YR
0

Y, O
0 Y.

where all Y,’s and Y.’s are the masses of respective particles; and Yy is the Majorana mass of
right-handed neutrion. In the case of three generations the Y’s would be 3 x 3 Yukawa mass
matrices and Yr would be 3 x 3 Majorana mass matrix.

Eigenvalues of the grading operator ygyw are +1 on left-handed particles and —1 on the right-
handed particles, i.e.

vew = diag(—1Iz, Is, — 1z, I2) .

The anti-linear operator Jgy maps particles into their corresponding anti-particles, i.e.

I
Jew = <I4 4) .

Finally, I can state the following proposition.
Proposition 5.2.1. The finite, real, even, spectral triple
Few = (Apw, Hew, Pew; Jew, vEw )

has KO-dimension 6.
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Proof. Finiteness, reality and evenness is clear, to prove that the KO-dimension is 6 one needs to
check that ¢’ =¢” =1 and " = —1. -

Proposition 5.2.2. The gauge group of the finite spectral triple Fry is given by

Proof. Clearly U(Agw) = U(1) x U(Q). From the lemma 1.1.4 one has that U(Q) ~ SU(2). For a
to be in (Agpw)Jgy it has to satisfy the relation Jpwa = a* Jew?, which means that A = \* = ¢;
and hence (Agw )z, =~ R. This gives U((Agw).Jpy ) = Z2 and the definition 3.2.10 yields the
result. O

Corollary. The gauge group of the almost-commutative manifold M x Fgw takes the form of
C>(M,G(Fgw)).

Lemma 5.2.3. Let M x Fgw be an almost-commutative manifold, with M being a 4-dimensional
spin manifold. Then the gauge field, A,, from the lemma 4.2.1 takes the form of

Ay = diag (Auv —Ap, Qu, (AMI4)) )
where
Ay =—29 N, AN eC™(M,C),
Qu=—10ud", ¢4 € C*(M,Q),
such that A, is a real field, and Q, is a sum of real fields multiplied by the Pauli matrices.

Proof. From the block diagonal form of the action of Agw on Hgw in the equation (5.2) it is
easy to see that the gauge field, A, = —wad,a’ for some a,a’ € C°(M, Agw ), splits into three
components corresponding to the three diagonal parts, namely A,, A, and @,. The first and the

last are given in the lemma itself, the remaining is Au = —t\*0,(N)*. However, the hermiticity
condition A, = (A,)* forces A, = —A,, be a real field. The same condition @, = QL restricts @,
to be the sum of real fields multiplied by the Pauli matrices?. O

In the remainder of this chapter I will use the following notation

(Y ([ a B
Y - ( Ye) 9 q - <_5* Oé*> )
Y/R = (YR 0> ) q\ = <>\ )\*) .

Lemma 5.2.4. Let M X Fgw be an almost-commutative manifold, with M being a 4-dimensional
spin manifold. Then the scalar field, ¢, from the lemma 4.2.1 takes the form of

(5.3)

0 YTy
p=1 ¢Y 0 ;
0
where , .
_ [ ¥ 2 r_ 1 2
4 (w% <ﬂ’{) Y (wg)* <soa>*> ’
for
p1=aN —a)+ (6", @1 =Mo" = X),

2= —af + B((N) = (o)), wh=2I3".
30f course, I am using a sloppy notation; one should write Jgyw (a) = 7(a)* Jgw .
41 implicitly assume the embedding of Q in M2 (C).




48 5. Applications

Proof. From the above mentioned lemma one has that ¢ := a [@ Bw,a ] Plugging in the compo-
nents yields

ax YT |Yg qx
q Y q
a [ﬁEWa CL/] = 2\ YR YJr P \
\ v N
0 a(YTq — g YT)
= ¢Yqn —qY) 0
|0
0 Yign(d — qx)
=1 qlgx — )Y 0 | ,
0

where in the last line I used the fact that both Y and ¢, are diagonal; hence they commute. After
performing the 2 x 2 matrix multiplications one obtains the equations for ¢ and ¢'. O

Combination of the preceeding two lemmas gives the fluctuated Dirac operator on our almost-
commutative manifold.

Proposition 5.2.5. Let M x Fgw be an almost-commutative manifold, with M being a spin
manifold of dimension 4. Then, using the notation from the previous two lemmas, the fluctuated
Dirac operator on M x Fgy takes the form of

@w:pM®1+7M®B/L+7M®©7

where
0 0
0 —2A,
_ (Qu — Au)
Bu = 0 o0 ’
0 2A,
_(Qu - Au)
and
Yr O
(o R
Yie'+1D) | 5
o= (§+%Y (5.4)
R (A
0 0 Yi(e'+1)
(p+1)Y

Proof. The fluctuated Dirac operator is determined in the proposition 4.2.2. Hence I only need to
prove the expressions for B, and ®.

For the first expression one can write B, = A, — JpwA,J, E‘}V After performing the matrix
multiplications in the second term one arrives exactly at the desired result.

In the case of the second expression one has ® := Dy + ¢ + JEWQSJE‘}V, where the second term
yields

Jew gy =

Putting everything together yields the result. O

Remark. 1t is interesting to note that the coeflicients in front of A, in the field B,, correspond to
the Hypercharges of corresponding particles, i.e.
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VR‘GR‘VL‘GL‘PR‘ER‘?L‘éL
O\—Q\—l\—l\O\Q\l\l'

Proposition 5.2.6. Let M x Fgy be an almost-commutative manifold, described above; and let
u=(k,p) € U(Apw) for k € C*°(M,U(1)) and p € C>(M,SU(2)). Then the gauge transforma-
tions of the gauge fields defined in the lemma 5.2.3 and the lemma 5.2.4 are

Ay Ay, — kK" (¢+1) — p(e + 1)gl,
Qu+ pQupt —pdup’, (¢ + 1) qu(¢’ + Dpt.

Proof. The transformation properties of the gauge field A, and the scalar field ¢ are given in the
proposition 4.2.3.

In the case of the gauge field, A, first notice that it has a block diagonal form, and that the
action of Agw on it has the same structure. Thus, the problem splits into transformations of A,
and Q. Next thing to note is that A, € C*°(M,C) yielding that KA, x* = A,. The rest follows
directly from transformation forms of the above mentioned proposition.

In the case of the scalar field, ¢, one has

10) l—>u¢uT +u [@EW, uT]
:U(¢ + wEW)UT —Prw -

It is clear that this equation has the same structure as the equations in the proof of the lemma
5.2.4. Writing out only the non-zero part acting on H;, yields

0 Y +1) 0 Yige(o +1)pf
((90 +1)Y 0 ) ~ (p(w +1)qlY 0 > ’ (5:3)

which completes the proof. O

From this last proposition one can see that the gauge fields A, and @, transform in the
adjoint representation, whereas the fields ¢ and ¢’ transform in the fundamental representation.
Moreover, the lemma 5.2.4 shows that ¢ and ¢’ have only two complex degrees of freedom, i.e. are
doublets, even though they are written as 2 x 2 matrices. All this is in agreement with the earlier
interpretation of ¢ as the Higgs field.

Now, I would like to show the see-saw mechanism which is built in the Dirac operator P gy .
The Dirac operator written in the basis of neutrinos, i.e. omiting every second row and column,
can be writen as follows

Y,
,pEW = YR

The four eigenvalues of this matrix are

1
ig(YR /Y2 + 4Y3) .

Assuming the relation Yz > Y, between the Majorana mass, Yx, and the Dirac mass, Y, (c.f.

[ |, section 29.3.4) gives an approximate values for the eigenvalues, +Yg and j:})i—i.
This yields the well-known see-saw mechanism. I refer the reader to the above mentioned book for
more details on this mechanism.

In the next section I will modifie the finite algebra and see what consequences this modification
offeres.
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5.3 Electroweak sector with Majorana neutrinos

As already mentioned, in the present section I will be concerned with the algebra

Ar=ReCoQ,

which looks much more elegant in a way that it contains all three associative division algebras.
This modification will lead to an electroweak sector with only Majorana neutrinos.

1r
Iz ©
I¢
2

1c

29

The Krajewski diagram gets modified as shown on the left. Note
that not only the diagram has less edges, which will force the Dirac
operator to have less entries in the diagonal components, it also has
two double vertices instead of one. This double vertex allows for
giving the electrons a Majorana mass. However, I will not consider
this option since it was not observed in experiments.

The Hilbert space stays the same as in the previous example, namely Hp = Hpt & Hipt, where

Hipt ={vr,er, (v, er)} ~ C*,

Hipt ={Vr,er, (Vp,e)} ~ C*.

The action of the algebra Apr on the Hilbert space, Hp, is

w:(r,z,q) —

The Dirac operator takes the form of

Pr=

0
0 =
a B
_B* ot , VreR,VzeC,VqeQ. (5.6)
T
Z*Ig
0 0 |Yr O
0 Y |0 0
0 O
0 v,
Yr O 0 0
0 0 0 v
0 O
0 Ye

Finally, the grading operator stays the same as in the previous case

TP = diag(_IQa 127 _127 12) )

but the anti-unitary operator, Jp, is modified because of the complex-conjugation of the action of

Afr on ﬁlpt.

_ Iy
!

where C' : C — C is the operator of complex conjugation. I can gather all this in the next

proposition.

Proposition 5.3.1. The finite, real, even, spectral triple

has KO-dimension 6.

F = (AF,HF,ﬁFQ JF:'YF)
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The gauge group stays the same, however the proof is slightly modified due to the additional
component in the finite algebra.

Proposition 5.3.2. The gauge group of the finite spectral triple F' is given by
G(F) = (U(1) x SU(2)) /22

Proof. This is analogous to the proof from the proposition 5.2.2, with the only difference being the

fact that (Ar)s, = R @ R because the relation Jpa = a*Jp forces z = z* = ¢ for a = (r,2,q) €

Ar. O
The gauge field A,, and the scalar field ¢ are modified according to the next two lemmas.

Lemma 5.3.3. The gauge field, A, on M x F, defined in the lemma 4.2.1, takes the form of
A, =diag (0,A,,Q,, 0, (=Auls)),
where
Ay i=—120,7, 2,2 € C®(M,C),
Qu=—10uq", ¢4 € C*(M,Q),
such that A, is a real field, and Q,, is a sum of real fields multiplied by the Pauli matrices.

Proof. The proof of this proposition is pretty much the same as the one of the lemma 5.2.3 from
the previous section. The small difference is in the condition R, = R}, for R, = —urd,r’; because
r,r" € R the condition forces R, = 0. O]

In the following text I will use a modified notation, originally defined in the equation (5.3),
more precisely

(0 A B
Y—( Ye) , q= (_5* Oé*> )
?R = (YR O> y  Qrz = (r Z> .

Lemma 5.3.4. The scalar field, ¢ on M x F, defined in the lemma 4.2.1, takes the form of
0 Yiy

(5.7)

where

B Oé(?“/ _ O/) + 6(6/)* —Oéﬁ/ + B(z' _ (a/)*) ;L ’I“(O/ _ 7n/) 7,5/
Y= _5*(7,/ _ a/) + Oé*(ﬁ/)* B*ﬁ/ + a*(zl _ (O/)* P = _Z(B/)* Z((O/)* _ Z’) .
Proof. Very same as in the lemma 5.2.4, only substitute ¢ for ¢, in the proof. An easier way

is to make the substitution A — 7 and A\* — 2z, however one must be careful with complex
conjugations! O

Proposition 5.3.5. The fluctuated Dirac operator on M x F takes the form of
Do=Pu®@1+7u @B, +7u @,

where

0 0
0 —27,

—(Qu+Ay)
and ® is as in the equation (5.4)., with the modified notation from the equation (5.7).
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The transformation relations for the gauge and scalar fields are as in the proposition 5.2.6 with
the only change being g, — ¢s . for s € R and w € C.

The discussion about the transformation properties, and about the Higgs field, following the
proof of the proposition mentioned in the previous paragraph, carries over to the current setting.
Moreover, since here Y = diag(0, Y.), only the parts of ¢ and ¢’ containing z survives. The parts
having terms with r are killed by the zero on the diagonal of Y. This restricts ¢ and ¢’ to have
only two complex degrees of freedom.

The eigenvalues of the Dirac operator, P, restricted to the subspace of only neutrinos are
+YR of multiplicity one, and 0 of multiplicity 2, giving that in this setting neutrinos have only
Majorana masses.

The link to the hypercharge of particles picks up minus sign, this can be fixed by reinterpreting
particles as anti-particles and vice versa.
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Physicist’s conventions

A.1 Lorentz group representation

This appendix serves the purpose of outlining the standard matrix representations of spinors and
4-vectors.

A.1.1 Spinors as columns

I will kick off the first subsection with some facts about Lie algebras and their complexifications.

Theorem A.1.1. Let G and H be matriz Lie groups with Lie algebras g and h, respectively; and
let ¢ : g — h be a Lie algebra homomorphism. If G is simply connected, there exists a unique Lie
group homomorphism ® : G — H such that

U(exp(X)) =exp(¥(X)), VXeg.
Corollary. Suppose G and H are simply connected matriz Lie groups with Lie algebras g and h,
respectively. If g is isomorphic to h, then G is isomorphic to H.

Remark. This basically mean that there is a bijective correspondence between real representations
of a Lie algebra g, and complex representations of its complexification gc. A fact which will be
very useful later.

Lemma A.1.2. The following list of identities holds
s0(3)c = su(2)c = sl(2,C),
so(4) = su(2) ® su(2),
s0(1,3)¢ = sl(2,C)¢ = s0(4;C) 2 s1(2,C) @ sl(2,C).

Note. For the proof of the last lemma and theorem, the reader is encourage to consult the Theorem
5.6 and Proposition 3.38 both in | |

Physicists usually use a different convention when it comes to exponentiating Lie algebra ele-
ments. It goes as follows

A= exp(LGiJNZ- + L,Bif(i) ,
where the relation to the generators defined in the equation (1.5) is
Ji:Lji, Ki:Lf(i.

The commutation relations are modified to
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However I will stick to the original, mathematician’s, definition of the generators from the equation
(1.5) satisfying the commutation relation written in the equation (1.6).
At this point a complexification of (already complex, but viewed as a real algebra) si(2,C) is
performed by taking the following complex combinations of generators'
1 _
Jh= i(Jl +.Ky), JT==(J; — 1K), (A.1)
which simplifies the commutation relations as follows
+ 747 k 7+
[Ji"]j}__gij i (A.2)
i .
[J5, JF] =0.
The algebra generated either by J;r or J; has the same commutation relations as su(2). Due
to the exceptional isomorphisms (also called accidental isomorphisms) this algebra has multiple
names su(2) = so0(3) = sl(2,R) = so(1,1).
After performing this transformation, often an incorrect claim so(1, 3) = su(2) @ su(2) is made.
The problem is easy to spot - the first algebra is non-compact but the second is compact.
The correct way to thing about this is that the other possible complex combination of the
generators was forgotten, namely

1
K =-uJ' = §(KZ —ui),
1

K =.J =
1 LZ 2

(Ki + LJi) .
After some tedious calculations one can convince himself that we actually got si(2,C) @ si(2,C).
Therefore the claim holds only after complexification.

s0(1,3)c 2 sl(2,C)c = su(2)c P su(2)c -

But this is exactly what the lemma A.1.2 tells us. So, thanks to the theorem A.1.1 (or rather
the remark following it), we are now looking for a complex representation of sl(2,C) @ si(2,C),
which is nothing other than a tensor product of two copies of a complex representation of si(2, C).
These are labelled by a pair of numbers (i, j). Now again, the lemma A.1.2 tells us that sl(2,C)
is complexification of su(2), and the theorem A.1.1 tells us that it is sufficient to take real rep-
resentations of su(2). But we know that the real representations of su(2) are spinors, vectors,
etc.

The above discussion yields that there are two inequivalent, meaning non-isomorphic, funda-
mental representations of sl(2,C). The first one is a complex, 2-dimensional representation denoted
by (%, O)7 and called the left-handed, also known as fundamental, with objects of the underlying
space called the left-handed Weyl spinors. The other one is again a complex, 2-dimensional repre-
sentation denoted by (0, %), and called right-handed, also known as anti-fundamental. The objects
this second representation acts on are called the right-handed Weyl spinors. The infinitesimal
transformations for these representations are

Sr = 507+ B)os0
(077 + B v,
S0 — B)ojuin
(0’7 + B K;) ¢,

YR

with an obvious notation.

IThis really is a second complexification because the 3-dimensional complex algebra si(2,C) is viewed as 6-
dimensional real algebra.
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What usually follows next in the QTF textbooks are Clifford algebras and y-matrices. The
two representations are joined into (2 , 0) @ (O, 2) called Dirac representation with transformation

matrices )
A° =exp <291L,,SW> ,

where S# = 1 [y#,4”]. In the chiral basis, gammas are written as

ot
= (5# > :

Where o0 is the identity matrix and %’s are the Pauli matrices; the bar multiplies the spatial Pauli
matrices by —1. This representation acts on objects called Dirac spinors, represented in the chiral

basis by a column vectors
<¢L)

Let me conclude this subsection by outlining the construction of a Lorentz invariant Lagrangian.
For a more self-contained treatment see chapter 10 in |

By exploiting the transformation relations of left-handed and right- handed spinors, it is realized
that the combinations

Vi = (Whor, vhavr) = vhotvr,
V= (hbr, —vlavr) = ity

transform as 4-vectors. Here again & represents the Pauli matrices. By doing so a Lorentz invariant
Lagrangian

L= who'd,r + 5" 0,01 — m(Whvr +¥livg)
= QZ_J(L’)/M(?# - m)d) )

is defined. Where the bar 1) = 17° is obviously not the quaternionic conjugation operator from
the main text.

A.1.2 Vectors as columns

From quantum field theory it is known that the joint representation (%, %) is the 4-vector repre-
sentation. In this subsection, some details of the 4-vector representation will be explored. Here, I
will partly follow the already a couple of times mentioned book by [ |

The transformation properties of 4-vectors, and of the metric tensor are carried over from
special relativity. They take the form of

XH 5 AM XV
77;“/ = (AT)p,pnpaAau

Explicitly, the transformation matrices for rotations around the x, y or z axes take the form

1 1 1
1 cos(6y) —sin(6,) cos(f,) sin(6,)
cos(f;) sin(6.) |’ 1 ' —sin(d,) cos(6,)
—sin(6,) cos(f:) sin(6,) cos(fy) 1
For boosts in the z, y or z directions one gets
cosh(f,) sinh(8,) cosh(,) sinh(8,) cosh(s,) sinh(8,)
sinh(B,) cosh(fB,) 1 1
" | sinh(By) cosh(py) ’ 1

1 sinh(.) cosh(.)
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This can be put into a nice equation for vector transformations
L
AV = exp(iéwM’“’) ,

see equation (1.8), and equation (1.9).
Infinitesimally, this yields the following transformation rules of a 4-vector X

S(XO, X7 = (B X", B* X" + e, F X107)

where 67 are the rotation angles and ¢ are the boost angles.
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Complex Quaternions

B.1 Link between matrix and complex-quaternionic formal-
ism

In this section, I would like to outline the relation between matrix and complex-quaternionic
formalism. It is known that the transformation relations for spinors in matrix formalism take the
form

1 . .
o, = §(L9J + 8o,
1 . .
opRr = §(L9j —B)ojvr.
The left-handed spinors in matrix formalism are good to go, since the Lorentz transformations

act by the left multiplication; and the isomorphism is simply ¢ : Ly, — ¢tL¢,. On generators one
gets

1 1
JE s L, S S L.,
1 L2 i 2 7
1 1
KF:ZL, &=L, .
1 2 % L2 i

On the other hand, right handed spinors in the matrix formalism are slightly different. This is
because Lorentz transformations act again by the left multiplication, but in complex quaternionic
formalism they acts by the right multiplication. Hence, I need a slight modification of the above
isomorphism.

1 1. -
R ®
=Ly, —— L. - R,
J; L2 e 5 zr—>2R1

1 1. - 1
KE. —5 Lo, s —t5 Le, 15 Re

From which it is clear that the isomorphism for the right handed spinors is (o @) = @ : L,, —
—tR,,. Because *¥*> = 1, and { commutes with ¢ one can also write

[

PEkopoT.

This yields that using the map ¢ : Mt — ng for left-handed spinors!, and p : Mt — @gQ for
right-handed spinors give the desired isomorphisms. The map ¢ can be also used as a isomorphism
map between Clifford algebra representations.

1To distinguish between spinors in the two formalism I temporarily use the superscripts Mat and CQ.

57



58 B. Complex Quaternions

I have shown that spinors have the same transformation rules in either representation, c.f.
lemma 1.2.5. Now, I would like to connect the 4-vector or (%, %) representation in complex-
quaternionic formalism to its matrix formalism counterpart. To this end recall that in the later
formalism 1)y*4) transforms as a 4-vector. The same is true for 1/J2(1 + vei)r and (1 — e,
(see the equation (2.1)). This gives the connection between 4-vectors of matrix formalism written
as 2 x 2 matrices with two spinorial indices, i.e. V = V*o,, where 0% carries the spinor indices.
The corresponding map between them is just the above map ¢ sending o; to te; and og to 1.

It is known that in this formalism the equations of motion take the form
("0 —m)y =0,

which when written out in the chiral basis means

-m ot P, _0
w9, —m Yr)

This machinery heavily depends on the Clifford algebra of the underlying Minkowski space. Clearly,
the gamma matrices written out in the chiral representation are

0—#
= (5# ) ;

where 00 is a 2 x 2 identity matrix and ¢’ are the Pauli matrices.
This Clifford algebra for complex quaternions can be written out as follows

1 ; LE;
0 _ i i
=) (e )

Using this and the combination of the left-handed spinor and quaternionic conjugation of the right-
handed spinor into the Dirac spinor yields the desired outcome for equation of motion, precisely
like in the equation (2.2)

B.2 Calculations with complex-quaternions

0

B.2.1 Action of Lorentz generators on complex-quaternions

For the basis

1 — 1
ZT:§(1+L62)7 lT:’I"Tzi(l*LGZ),

1 — 1
l¢:§(mx+6y), lizmzi(faemfey);

one has the following Lorentz transformations

rotations of [+ boosts of I}
Loe, : (14 te;) = t(teg + &), Lo, : (1 +te;) = (teg +€) ;
Loe, i (1+te) = —(tex +¢y), Lie, o (14 tez) = ttex +€y);
Lo :(1+ce)—(1+1e,), L. : (14te) = (14e,).
rotations of [ boosts of I
L_., : (tex +€y) = e(1+es), Ly, : (tex +€y) — (1 +te,);
Lo¢, : (tex +ey) = (14 te), Lic, : (tex +€y) = —1(1 + te2);

L., : (tez +€y) = —t(ter + €y), L, : (e +€y) = —(tez +€y).
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rotations of 74

Re, : (1 —tey) = t(—te; — €y),
Re, : (1 —te.) = —(—tex — €y),
Re. : (1 —tey) = o(1 —tey),

rotations of 7

Re, : (—tez —€y) — (1 —te,),
Re, : (—tez —€y) = (1 —te2),
Re, 1 (—teg —€y) = —1(—tez — €y),
In the case of the basis
1
lh = 5(“% —€&y),
1
I, = 5(1 —Ll€,),

the transformations take the from of

rotations of I4

L, : (tex —€y) = t(1 —tes),
Lo, : (tex —€y) > —(1 —te),
L_., : (tex — €y) — t(tex — €y) ,

rotations of [

Loc, : (1 —te;) = 1(ter —€&y),
Loe, i (1 —ter) = (teg —€y),
Loc :(1—te)— —1(1—tey),

rotations of 7y

Re, : (—tez +€y) = (1 + ce2),
Re, : (—tex +¢y) = —(1+e.),
Re, : (—teg +€y) — t(—teg + &),

rotations of 7

Re, : (14 ter) = t(—tex +¢y),
Re, : (1 +te.) = (—tex +¢y),
Re, : (14 ey) = —o(1 4 cey),

boosts of 7y

Rie, : (1 —te,) > —(—te; — €y) ;
Rie, : (1 —ter) = —t(—tex — €);
Rie. : (1 —rey) = —(1 —te,);
boosts of r|
Rie, : (—tegy —€y) = —(1 — te;) ;
Rie, : (—tex —€y) = 1(1 —te2);
Ric, i (—tex —€y) > (—Leg — €y) .
7T =ry=(—tex +6),
E* ry = —(1+te;)
boosts of I}
Lo, : (tez —€y) = (1 —tes);
Lie, @ (tez —€y) ¥ o(1 — te2);
Ly, : (tex —€y) — (teg — €y) .

boosts of I

B.2.2 Multiplication tables for spinor bases

(T4 e)(1+tey) =2(1 + ¢ey)
(14 cex)(1 —ee,) =0

(14 te;)(tegy +€4) =0

(14 ex)(ter — €y) = 2(teg — €y)

Lie, : (1 —tes) = (tex — €y)
L, : (1—tes) > —u(tey —€y);
L, : (1 —vey) = —(1—te,).
boosts of r4
Ric, : (—tex +€y) = —(1 +te2);
Ric, : (—tex +ey) = —1(1 +te);
Rie, : (—teg +€y) = —(—tex +€);
boosts of 7
Rie, : (14 te.) = —(—tex + &)
Rie, : (14 ter) = 1(—teg +€y);
Rie, : (14 tez) = (14 tey).
(1 —te))(14+1e,) =0
(1 —te)(1 —tey) =2(1 — te,)
(1 — te;)(teq + €y) = 2(teg +€y)
(1 —es)(tez —€y) =0
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(tex +€y) (1 + te,) = 2(tey + €y) (tez —€y)(1+ee,) =0
(tex +ey)(1—te,) =0 (tex — €y)(1 — ter) = 2(1ey — €y)
(tez +€y)(tex +€4) =0 (tex — €y)(Ler + €y) = 2(1 + te)
(tex +€y)(Ley — €y) = 2(1 — te) (tez —€y)(tey —€y) =0

21+ vez) = (1 + ter) (1 4 tey) = (L€ — €y) (e + €y)

2(1 —ey) = (e +€y)(teg — €y) = (1 — te;) (1 — tey)

2(vey +€y) = (tex +€) (1 +te,) = (1 — te,) (e + €y)

2(ter —€y) = (1 4+ 1e.)(ter — €y) = (1€ — €y) (1 — te2)
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