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LEVY PROCESSES ON THE LORENTZ-LIE ALGEBRA

AMEUR DHAHRI AND UWE FRANZ

ABSTRACT. Lévy processes in the sense of Schiirmann on the Lie algebra of
the Lorentz grouop are studied. It is known that only one of the irreducible
unitary representations of the Lorentz group admits a non-trivial one-cocycle.
A Schiirmann triple is constructed for this cocycle and the properties of the
associated Lévy process are investigated. The decommpositions of the restric-
tions of this triple to the Lie subalgebras so(3) and so(2, 1) are described.

INTRODUCTION

Factorisable representations of current groups and current algebras have a long
history, cf. [4, 17, 12], and they played an important role in the development of
quantum stochastic calculus, see [21] and the references therein.

Factorisable representations of current groups of a Lie group G can be viewed
as Lévy processes in the sense of Schiirmann [19] on the level of the associated
universal enveloping algebra U(g) or the Lie algebra g, see [8, 7]. We followed this
approach in [3], where we associated classical Lévy processes to the representation
introduced in [23] and studied, e.g., their marginal distributions. Furthermore,
in [1, 2], this approach was used to define “quadratic” exponential vectors and a
“quadratic” second quantization functor.

Interesting factorisable representations of current groups of a Lie group exist
only if the Lie group has a representation which admit a non-trivial cocycle, see
[22, 25, 10]. If we restrict our attention to unitary representations and simple Lie
groups, then this leaves only the two series. G = SO(n, 1) and G = SU(n, 1). These
are the simple Lie groups which do not have Kazhdan’s property (T). According
to Graev and Vershik [10, 24], this fact was first observed in 1973-74 by Gelfand,
Graev, and Vershik [22] (but we where not able to confirm this claim from the
paper’s English translation), according to Shalom [20] this was first proved by
Delorme [6] and Hotta and Wallach [13].

In [3], we focussed on the lowest-dimensional case, i.e. the unique non-compact
form so(2,1) = su(1,1) = sli(2,R) of the unique simple Lie algebra of rank one. In
the present paper we study the Lie algebra so(3,1) of the Lorentz group.

In Section 1, we recall the definition of the Lorentz group and its Lie algebra and
we introduce some notations which we shall use in this paper. For the purpose of
self-containedness we also recall several facts about their unitary representations.

In Section 2, we recall the definitions of Lévy processes and Schiirmann triples
on real Lie algebras. We also construct a Schiirmann triple on so(3, 1), which has a
non-trivial 1-cocycle. From the general theory mentioned above, it is clear that this
Schiirmann triple is unique up to rescaling and adding a coboundary. Therefore the
Lévy process associated to this Schiirmann triple must be the infinitesimal version
of the factorisable representations on SO(3, 1) studied in [10, 24].
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2 AMEUR DHAHRI AND UWE FRANZ

In the remaining sections we study restrictions of this Schiirmann triple to Lie
subalgebras of so(3,1) In Section 3, we obtain the decomposition of the restriction
to so(3). In Section 4, we study the restriction to so(2,1).

1. THE LORENTZ GROUP AND ITS LIE ALGEBRA

The Lorentz group O(3,1) is the the group of all isometries of Minkowski space-
time, i.e., it is the group of all 4 x 4 matrices that leave invariant the Minkowksi
inner product

The identity component SO(3,1)" of O(3,1) is called the restricted Lorentz group.
It consists of the 4 x 4 matrices A = (ajx) € O(3,1) with det(4) = +1 and a11 > 1.
The restricted Lorentz group SO(3,1)" is isomorphic to the projective special
linear group (or Mobius group) PSL(2,C).
The Lie algebra so(3,1) = sl(2,C) of the Lorentz group O(3,1) has as basis
{Hl, HQ, Hg, Fl, FQ, Fg} with the relations

[Hj,Hk] :iEjkgHg. [Fj,Fk] = *Z.fjkéFé,
[Fy, Hy] = iejre Hy,

, x/ > =ttt —xx’ —yy — 27

SIS
<

for j,k,¢ € {1,2,3}, where ¢ is the Levi-Civita symbol,

A (kO = (1,2,3), (2,3,1) or (3,1,2),
€kl = -1 if (k) = (2,1,3),(3,2,1) or (1,3,2),
0 else.

We shall consider so(3,1) with the involution which makes these six elements
hermitian. Then the infinitesimals of unitary representations of SO(3,1)" are
*_representations of so(3,1). For our computations we will also use the bases
{Al,AQ,Ag,Bl,BQ,Bg} and {Hg,H_,H+,K3,K_,K+} with

Aj; = %(HJ +iF;), B;= %(H] —iF;), j=1,2,3,
Hs, Hi=H;+iHy, F3 Ki=K;+iKs.
In terms of these bases the relations become
[A;, Ag] = i€ejkele, [Bj, Bx] = i€jeBe, [Aj,Br] =0
[Hy,H_|=2Hs3, [F{,F_]=—-2H;3,
(Hs,Hy] = +Hy, [F3, Fi]=FHy,
[H3, Fi] = £Fy, [F3,Hy]=+Fy,
[Hy,F¢] =+F;, [Hy,Fi]=0, [F5,Hs]=0,
and
A;=Bj, Hi=Hg, Fi=Fz.

The representation theory of SO(3,1)" can be found in the monographs [9, 15, 18].
Here we are only interested in unitary representations. On the level of the Lie
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algebra so(3, 1) they can be described as follows. For ¢, € %Z, o >0, and ¢ € C,
let
Dyyo, = span{&m; €= Lo, bo+1,....m=—L,—0+1,...,¢}

and set
A(2—eg)(e2—F) .
Yoo 1T ifi>1
C, = a1 we=24
{ 0 if (=0, 3,
oty :
A, — e(e‘ii_l) if £ >0,
0 if £ =0,

(note that £ = 0 or £ = 3 can only occur if £y =0 or {y = 1, resp.).

We define an action of so(3,1) on Dy, by
oty (H3)etm = MEemy  proey (He)eom = /(L F m)(l £ m + 1)Ema1,
peoty (F3)€em = Co/ 2 — m2€_1 1 — mAsEom
—Coi1 \/m&ﬂ,ma
peoty (Fi)etm = £Ce/(EF m)(€ F m — )€1, ms1
—Ap /(L Fm)(LE£m+ 1) ma1 £ Copr/(CE£m+1)(C£m + 2)&11,ma1

(we use the same basis as [9] and [15], note that [5] uses ¥, = i™ “&,, instead).
As was observed in [5], “formally” there exists also a basis {@m, m,} on which
Ag, A:I: = A1 + iAQ, Bg, and B:I: = Bl + ’LB2 act as

A3¢m1,m2 = m1¢m17m2’ Ai = \/(.71 + ml)(jl =+ mi + 1)¢m1i1,m2;
BB¢m1,m2 = m2¢m1,m27 By = \/(]2 + m2)(j2 +mo + 1)¢m1,m2:|:17

where j; = jg = %(EO +4,—1).

Define an inner product on Dy, s.t. the family {&,,} is an orthonormal system
and denote by Hy,e, the completion of Dy, .

The representation py,e, is the infinitesimal representation of an irreducible uni-
tary representation of SO(3,1)" on Hy,e, in the following two cases:

a): /¢ is purely imaginary (and no restriction on ¢y € %ZJF), this is the prin-
cipal series.

b): 4o =0 and 0 < ¢; < 1, this is the supplementary series.
The representations pg ¢, and po,—¢, with ¢; purely imaginary are easily seen to be
equal, since only the square of £1 occurs in their definition. The remaining repre-
sentations are all inequivalent. Together with the trivial representation ¢, which
sends so(3,1) identically to 0, these two families exhaust all irreducible unitary
representations of SO(3,1)T. Note that the representation pg; is not irreducible.
It can be decomposed as pg1 = € P p1g on

Do1 = span{§oo} @ span{&em;l > 1,m = —¢(,...,(}.

The elements Cy = 242 + AL A_ + A_A, and Cp = 2B3 + BLB_ + B_B.
generate the center of the universal enveloping algebra U(so(S, 1)) and satisfy C) =
Cp. The Casimir invariants

J1=Ca+Cp=2H2+H,H +H H, —2F} -F,.F_ —F_F,,
Jo=—i(Cy —Cp)/2=HyF_+H_F, +F.H_+ F_H, +4F3Hs,
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are hermitian and also generate the center of U(so(S, 1)) In the irreducible unitary
representations defined above they act as

proe, (1) = (5 + 6 = 1)idp,,,,  and  pee, (J2) = ilolridp,,,, -

In this paper we will work with (in general) unbounded involutive representations of
involutive complex Lie algebras (g, *) or their universal envelopping algebras U(g)
acting on some pre-Hilbert space D. See [16] for necessary and sufficient conditions
for such a representationation to be the infinitesimal representation associated to
a unitary representation H = D of the connected simply connected Lig group G
associated to the real Lie algebra gr = {X € g; X* = —X}.

2. SCHURMANN TRIPLES ON s0(3,1) AND THEIR LEVY PROCESSES

We start by recalling the definition of Schiirmann triples and Lévy processes on
real Lie algebras. Let g be a real Lie algebra, (gc, *) its complexification equipped
with the involution that makes the elements of g anti-hermitian, and Up(g) its
universal enveloping algebra, without unit, but with the involution induced from

(g(Ca *)
For D a complex pre-Hilbert space with, we let £(D) be algebra of linear op-

erators on D having an adjoint defined everywhere on D, and Lau(D) the anti-
Hermitian linear operators on D.

Definition 2.1. [7, Definition 8.1.1] Let D be a pre-Hilbert space and w € D a
unit vector. A family

(ot 19— ﬁAH(D))OSSSt
of representations of g is a Lévy process on g over (D,w) if

a): (increment property) we have

forall 0 < s <t<wuandall X €g;
b): (independence) we have

[jst(X>ajs/t’(Y)] :07 vaegv
0<s<t<s <t,and
<w’j51t1 (Xl)kl o .jsntn (Xn)knw> = <w’j51t1 (Xl)k1w> T <w’j5ntn (Xn)knw>’
o S tna

forn,ki,....,kn €N, 0< 51 <t; <89 < Xi,..., X, €g;
c): (stationarity) forn € N, X € g,0< s <t,

(w, Jst(X)"w) = (W, Jo,t—s(X)"w)

i.e., the moments depend only on the difference ¢t — s;
d): (pointwise continuity) we have

P\I‘n<w7jst(X)nw> = 07 ne N7 X e g.

To a Lévy process we can associate the states ¢ = (w, jot(a)"w) for a € Uy(g),
t > 0, and the functional

L(a)= —| (), a € Uo(g.
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The functional L is a generating functional in the sense of the following definition:
A linear functional L : Up(g) — C on the non-unital *-algebra Uy(g) is called a
generating functional on g if

a): L is Hermitian, i.e., L(u*) = L(u) for u € Uy(g);
b): L is positive, i.e., L(u*u) > 0 for u € Up(g).

Definition 2.2. [7, Definition 8.2.1] Let D be a pre-Hilbert space. A Schirmann
triple on g over D is a triple (p,n, 1), where

a): p:g— Lau(D) is a representation of g on D, i.e.,

p([X,Y]) = p(X)p(Y) = p(Y)p(X)

for X,Y €g;
b): n:g— D is a p-1-cocycle, i.e. it satisfies

n([X.Y]) =p(X)n(Y) - p(X)n(Y), X, Yeg;

c): ¢ : g — Cis alinear functional with imaginary values s.t. the bilinear map
(X,Y) — (n(X),n(Y)) is the 2-e-e-coboundary of ¢ (where ¢ denotes the
trivial representation), i.e.,

Y(X,Y]) = (), n(X)) — n(X),n(Y)), X, Yegq.

See [11] for more information on the cohomology of Lie algebras and Lie groups.

The Schiirmann triple and in particular the linear functional ¥ in a Schiirmann
triple have unique extensions to g¢ (by linearity) and to Up(g) (as representation,
cocycle and coboundary, resp.) and the extension of the functional is a generating
functional. Therefore it corresponds to a Lévy process on g (which is unique in
distribution). This Lévy process can be realised on the symmetric Fock space
I'(L*(R4, D)) = D,y L*(R4, D)®=" over L*(Ry, D) as

Jst(X) = At (p(X)) + AL (n(X)) + Ag (n(X7)) +¥(X)(t - 9)id, X € gc,

cf. [19]. Here Ag(M) = A(M ® 1j54), Af,(v) = A(v ® 1j54), and Ay (v) =
A(v ® 1[5 y), with M € L(D), v € D, denote the conservation, creation, and
annihilation operators, see, e.g., [7], Chapter 5].

If the cocycle 7 is a coboundary, then the associated Lévy process is unitarily
equivalent to the second quantisation of p, cf. [7, Proposition 8.2.7], and the Lévy
processes of cocycles that differ only by a coboundary are also unitarily equivalent.
Therefore it is most interesting to study the processes associated to non-trivial
cocycles. The Lévy processes associated to reducible Schiirmann triples can be
constructed as tensor products of the Lévy processes of their irreducible compo-
nents, for this reason we shall study only irreducible representations.

If the Casimir invariants are invertible in some representation, then all 1-cocyles
are coboundaries, cf. [3, Lemma 2.2]. Therefore the only non-trivial irreducible
unitary representation that can have a non-trivial cocycle is p1g. Since so(3,1) is
simple, it is clear that the trivial representation has no non-zero cocycles at all, cf.
[3, Lemma 2.1].

From [6, 13], we know that only one irreducible unitary representation of SO(3,1)
admits a non-trivial 1-cocycle, and this is p1g. We will describe a non-trivial 1-
cocycle of this representation below, after recalling a useful lemma.
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Lemma 2.3. (Raabe-Duhamel test) Let (upn)nen be a sequence of strictly positive

real numbers such that
1
Un+41 1g+0<_>
Up, n n

If a < 1, then the series ZneN uy, diverges, if a > 1, then the series ZHGN Up,
converges (nothing can be concluded in the case a =1).

We can now construct a non-trivial 1-cocycle for pig.

Proposition 2.4. There exists a 1-p1g-cocycle ¢ with ¢(Fy) = &11. The cocycle ¢ is
not a coboundary and every other non-trivial 1-p1o-cocycle is a linear combination
of ¢ and some 1-p1g-coboundary.

Proof. The cocycle ¢ can not be a coboundary, since the vector £11 is not in the
image of p19(F4). Indeed, assume there exists a vector ¢ = Y 2pm&em € Hip s.t.
p10(F3)¢ = &11- Then we have 24, = 0 for all m # 0 and for pairs with m = 0 and
£ odd. For m = 0 and even ¢ we find the recurrence relation

with the initial condition x99 = —i\/g . We have

lzeol? ((L=1)2=1)(4—1) (2 —20)(42 — 1)

lze—20l? — (2—1)(4((—1)2—1) (2 —1)(44%>—8(+3)
404 — 803 — 12 + 24 1 1
= ol —
404 — 803 — (2 480+ 3 4
ie., « = 0 < 1. So the Raabe-Duhamel test implies that the series Y |zsm|?
diverges and therefore there exists no such vector ¢ in Hg.

It was shown in [6, 13] that the first cohomology group of p1o has dimension one,
this implies the uniqueness. To prove existence, one checks that
¢(H3)=c¢(HL)=0

1

V2

defines indeed a 1-pjgp-cocycle. O

c(F3) = §10, c(Fy) =+ 141

Remark 2.5. Let £y = 0. The 1-pg ¢,-coboundary of &y is given by
900 (H3) = 0= 9o (Hy),
900 (F3) = —iC1(0,01)&10,  Ooo(Fy) = £iC1(0, £1)V/ 261 11,

with C1(0,41) = \1/;% . We see that c is formally the limit of the 1-pg ¢,-coboundaries

1
magoo as 61 tends to 1.

Proposition 2.6. There exists a unique Schiirmann triple (p1o,c,) containing
the representation pi1g and the cocycle c.

Proof. This is a consequence of the fact that so(3,1) is simple and that therefore
the second cohomology group of the trivial representation is trivial. Any element
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in so(3,1) can be written as a commutator and so Condition ¢) in Definition 2.2
allows to deduce the values of ¥ from the values of c. We have, e.g.,

26(Fs) = V([P H-]) = {e((F*)"). elH-)) = {e((H)") e(Fp)) = .
It turns out that ¢ is identically equal to 0 on su(3,1). O

We would like to characterise the Lévy process associated to the Schiirmann
triple (p10,¢,%). For this purpose one could compute the action of the Casimir
invariants on the vacuum vector Q € I'(L?(Ry, D)).

Since 1 vanishes on g, we have a simple formula for the action of Lie algebra
elements on the vacuum vector,

Jst(X)Q = c(X) @ 1[5 4, X €gce, 0<s<t,
so we have
jst(HB)Q =0= jst(H:I:)Qv
. 1 .
Jst (F3)Q = _E&O @ sy,  Jst(Fe)Q = £ 41 @ 1y

For the Casimir invariants we get

st (J2) Q0 = jat (Hy)(— &1,-1 @ s g)) + dst (H-) (£1,0 ® L5 49) = 0.
and

1 .
—%510 ® 1[s,t]) - Jst(F+)( -&,1® 1[S,t])

—jst(F-) (§11 ® 154)
=—(t-90+V2(&1® Lioy) © (61,21 ® 1)
+V2(&,1 ® L) ® (€11 ® 1psy))
—V2(€10 ® 1js4)) ® (£10 ® L[5 49)-

ot () = —2j.1(F) (

The action of js(J1) on the vacuum vector shows that js:(J1) is not a multiple
of the identity, which implies that the representatoin j, restricted to the subspace
generated from the vacuum vector can not be irreducible.

To get a better understanding of the representations js, 0 < s < ¢, we will now
consider the restrictions of p1p to Lie subalgebras of so(3,1).

3. RESTRICTION TO THE LIE SUB ALGEBRA s0(3)

The basis we used to describe the representations of so(3, 1) is already adapted to
the subalgebra so(3) = span{Hs, H;, H_}, so it is easy to decompose the restriction
of representations of so(3, 1) to its Lie subalgebra so(3) into its irreducible parts.

The representation pig restricted to so(3) = span{Hs, Hy, H; } decomposes into
a direct sum of finite-dimensional irreducible representations. Recall that the irre-
ducible representations of so(3) are all unitarily equivalent to one of the following.
Let s € %Z, set Es = span{e_g,e_s41,...,€s}, where e_g, ..., e5 form an orthonor-
mal basis, and set

7s(H3)em = mep, ms(Hy)e, = \/(s Fm)(st s+ 1)emstn,
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for m = —s,...,s. It is not difficult to check that we have

[e.°]

(D10, p1olso(3)) = @(Es, Ts).
5=3

4. RESTRICTION TO LIE SUB ALGEBRA s0(2,1)

The basis elements Hs, Fiy, F_ span a Lie sub algebra of so(3,1) that is isomor-
phic to the non-compact form sl(2;R) = su(1,1) = so(2, 1) of the three-dimensional
simple Lie algebra sl(2). We will now describe the restriction of our Lévy processes
on so(3,1) to this Lie sub algebra.

Recall that so(2,1) admits the highest and lowest weight representations 7,” and
w7, with ¢ > 0, acting on D = span{e,;n € N} (where (e,) are an orthonormal
basis) as

+ —
7; (Hz)en = £(n+t)en,
1 (F)en = V(n+ D(n+20ent1, 7 (Fien = v/n(n+2t — e,
7 (F)en = V/nn+2t — Denpy, m (Fo)en =/ (n+1)(n+ 2t)eni1,

cf. [3]. There is also a third family 7., acting on D , = span{f,,n € Z} (where
(fn) is an orthonormal basis) as

7TC7M(H3)fn = (n—p)fn,
Ten(Fi)fn = V/n2+ (1 =2+ p(p — 1) = cfuyr,
Tew(F)fn = V(=12 + (1 =2u)(n— 1)+ p(p — 1) — cfu1,

with 0 < < 1and c< p(p—1).

The families 7;” and 7, are called the positive and the negative discrete series.
Our third family contains both the principal unitary series and the complementary
unitary series. See, e.g., [26], Section 6.4] for more information on the representation
theory of SU(1,1).

Denote by K = HZ — 2(FyF_ + F_Fy) = H3(Hs — 1) — F_Fy the Casimir
element of so(2,1). Then we have

mi(K)=2t(t—1)id  and 7., (K)=2cid.

The subrepresentations 7;” and 7, can be detected by their cyclic vector eg
which is characterised by the equations

™ (F-)eg = 0, m (Hz)eo = teo
(or m; (Fy)eo = 0, mf (H3)eg = —teg resp.).

Proposition 4.1. If we restrict the representation pio of so(3,1) to the Lie subal-
gebra so(2,1), then it decomposes as

(D10, p10lso(2,1y) = (DY, 71) @ (D7, 77 ) ® (DR, 7R)
where the "rest” (mr,Dg) is a direct sum of unitary irreducible representations
(7e,0, Dg,o) belonging to the third family.
Proof. We need to determine all eigenvectors of pjo(Hs) that are annihilated by
p1o(F-). A non-zero vector { = > ,° an:fe Tem&em 18 an eigenvector of p1o(Hs),

if and only if there exists an integer my € Z s.t. zgy, = 0 for m # mg. And this
integer is then its eigenvalue.
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Let us now study, when such a vector is annihilated by p1o(F-). We consider
first mg € {—1,0,1}. For & = 3,2, ®¢&em, € D1o we have

oo

(1) pro(F-)§ = *Z ($e+1C’e+1\/(£+mo+1)(€+mo)
—
(2) + 2-1Cen/ (€ — mo) (£ — mo + 1)) Eemy s

If this vector vanishes, then the coefficients xo¢41, ¢ € N, are determined by z; via
the recurrence relation

Cg\/(f—mo)(f—mo + 1)

(3) Top1 = _Cg+1\/(£+m0 n 1)(£+m0)$z_1-

We get
o] _ (2 =14 +1)* = 1) (£ —mo)(£ —mo +1)
20| (462 = 1) (€ +1)2 = 1) (€ +mo + 1) (¢ + my)

87’710 1
= 17“(@)

and the Raabe-Duhamel test shows that for x; # 0 this series can only converge if
mo = 1.

Furthermore, in the case mg = 1 we get z9 = 0 from the coefficient of £1¢ in (1),
and then xgp = 0 for all £ > 1 from the recurrrence relations (3).

We set 1 = 1, 2o = 0 and let (z/)¢>1 denote the solution of the recurrence
relation (3). Then &t = >",7 | 24&n is a non-zero vector s.t.

pro(H3)E" =€%,  pro(FL)ET =0,
it is therefore the cyclic vector of a subrespresentation of (Dig, p10]so(2,1)) that is
unitarily equivalent to (D}, 7;).

A careful study of the equation p1o(F-)& = 0 shows that all solutions are of the
form AT for some A € C.

Indeed, the discussion above shows this already for mg € {—1,0,1}. Further-
more, there are no solution with mg > 1, because the condition p1o(F-)¢ = 0
implies immediately 1 = 0 = 2. And the Raabe-Duhamel test allows to show
that there are no solutions with mg < 1, either.

The discussion of the condition p19(F5)§ = 0, which leads to subrepresentations
that are unitarily equivalent to a representation of the form (D, , 7, ) is similary.
Set y1 =1, y2 = 0 and let (y ¢)s>1 be the sequence determined from these values
via the recurrence relation

” Co/(U+m)(+m+1)
o1 =

o JT=m){—m+1)
with m = 1. Set &~ = Y_,2, ye&r,—1. Then we have

{€ € D1o; pro(Fy )¢ =0} = C¢™,

which implies that (D19, p10/s0(2,1)) contains a unique subrepresentation that is
unitarily equivalent to (DT, 7).
Since the spectrum of p19(Hs) is equal to Z, it follows that the remaining sub-

representations have to belong to the family (Dgo, Te,0), ¢ < 0. O
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5. CONCLUSION

We have identified the Schiirmann triple underlying the factorizable current rep-
resentations of the Lorentz group in [10, 24].

The decomposition in Proposition 4.1 can be used to compute the classical dis-
tribution of elements of js:(Fy + F— + AH3), since the distributions of elements of
this form are known for the irreducible unitary representations of so(2,1), cf. [14]
and [3], and since the direct sums at the level of the Schiirmann triple translate
into tensor products for the associated Lévy processes.

It would be interesting to extend these results to the higher rank groups O(n, 1)
and U(n, 1) in the future.
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