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Abstract

The magic is only in what books say, how they stitched
the patches of the Universe together into one garment for us.

Fahrenheit 451
by Ray Bradbury.

In this thesis, we address the problemof constructing the complete supersymmetric descrip-

tion of systems ofN nearly coincident Dirichlet p-branes (multiple Dp-brane ormDp). A par-

ticularly important result is a completely nonlinear action for the 10-dimensional dynamical

system of nearly coincident multiple D0-branes (mD0) which is doubly supersymmetric, i.e.

it is invariant under both spacetime (target superspace) supersymmetry and the worldline

supersymmetry; the latter is a counterpart of the local fermionic κ-symmetry characteristic

of a single D0-brane (Dirichlet superparticle). This problem is approached in flat superspace

using the (spinor) moving frame formalism, which provides us with a geometric framework

to the treatment of supersymmetric particles and extended objects (p-branes) in higher di-

mensions. The construction of the complete doubly supersymmetric actions for multiple

D0-brane systemuses this formalismessentially; the counterpart of this action is not known

in others approaches.

To approach this goal, we first construct the action for the D = 4N = 1 non-Abelianmulti-

wave system (nAmW), which serves as the lower dimensional counterpart of the 11Dmulti-

ple M0-branes (mM0 or multiple M-waves), perform its dimensional reduction and thus ob-

tain a nonlinear action having the properties expected for the D = 3N = 2 counterpart of

the mD0 system (the 3DmD0 system). The nonlinearity of this (set of) action(s) is due to the

presence of a certain functionM(H) of the (d = 1 reduction of 3DN = 2) supersymmet-

ric Yang-Mills (SYM) HamiltonianH, constructed from the matrix fields describing relative

motion of the constituents of 3DmD0 system. Curiously, the action possesses double super-

symmetry for any positively definite functionM(H), and not just for the case of particular

M(H)which is obtained by dimensional reduction of 4DN = 1 nAmWsystem.



viii

Using the insights andprocedure refined through the studyof these lower dimensionalmod-

els, we construct a family of complete supersymmetric and κ-symmetric nonlinear actions

with the properties expected for 10D mD0-brane system which includes an arbitrary posi-

tive definite function M(H) of the d = 1 N = 16 SYM Hamiltonian H. We have shown

howaparticular representative of this family, characterized by a specific nonlinear choice of

M(H), canbederivedviadimensional reduction fromtheactiondescribing the11Dmultiple

M-wave (mM0) system.

Subsequently, we obtain the complete set of equations of motion for the 10D mD0 system

described by this action, perform a convenient gauge fixing, solve the center of energy equa-

tions and establish an interesting correspondence between the relative motion mD0 equa-

tions and those of maximally supersymmetric SU(N) SYM theory. While this correspon-

dence does not amount to a gauge equivalence, it provides a relation between solutions of

the systems. Inparticular, it implies that all supersymmetric configurationsof themD0equa-

tions in the relativemotion sector correspond to supersymmetric solutions of the SYMequa-

tions.

We have also initiated the quantization program aimed at development of a field theory of

multiple D0-branes. This quantization in its complete form is expected to lead to a novel su-

persymmetric field theory formulated on a superspace extended by additional bosonic and

fermionic matrix coordinates, whose development may offer significant insights into the

deeper structure of String/M-theory. As a first step toward this goal, we construct the Hamil-

tonian formalismandperformthecovariantquantizationof thesimplest3-dimensional coun-

terpart of the 10Dmultiple D0-brane system. We conclude with a discussion of some of the

properties and solutions of this emerging field theory in an extended (super)spacetime en-

larged by bosonic and fermionicmatrix coordinates obtained on this way.



Resumen

La magia sólo está en lo que dicen los libros, en cómo unían
los diversos aspectos del Universo hasta formar

un conjunto para nosotros.

Fahrenheit 451
de Ray Bradbury.

En esta tesis se aborda el problema de construir una descripción supersimétrica completa

parasistemas formadosporN Dirichletp-branascasi coincidentes, tambiénconocidoscomo

sistemas de múltiples Dp-branas (mDp). Un resultado particularmente importante es una

acción completamente no lineal para el sistema dinámico 10-dimensional de múltiples D0-

branas casi coincidentes (mD0), que resulta ser doblemente supersimétrica; es decir, es in-

variante tanto bajo la supersimetría del espaciotiempo (target superspace) como bajo la su-

persimetría de la línea de mundo. Esta última es análoga a la κ-simetría, una simetría fer-

miónica local característica de una única D0-brana (o superpartícula de Dirichlet). Este pro-

blema se estudia en un superespacio planomediante el uso del formalismo conocido como

(spinor) moving frame, que proporciona un marco geométrico adecuado para tratar con

partículas y objetos extendidos (p-branas) supersimétricos en dimensiones altas. La cons-

trucción de acciones doblemente supersimétricas para sistemas deD0-branasmúltiples uti-

liza este formalismo de manera esencial; no se conocen análogos de dichas acciones en

ningún otro formalismo.

Con este objetivo, se construye primero la acción del sistema demúltiples ondas no Abelia-

nas (nAmWpor sus siglas en Inglés) en D = 4N = 1, que actúa como homólogo en dimen-

sionesbajasdel sistemademúltiplesM0-branasen11dimensiones (mM0 tambiénconocido

comomúltiplesM-ondas). Se analizan sus propiedades y se lleva a cabo su reducción dimen-

sional, obteniendo una acción no lineal con las propiedades esperadas del análogo en D = 3

N = 2 del sistema de mD0 (el sistema 3D mD0). La no linealidad de esta acción se debe a

la presencia de cierta función M(H) dependiente del Hamiltoniano H de la reducción di-

mensional a d = 1 de la teoría de SYM en D = 3 N = 2 que se construye de los campos

matriciales que describen el movimiento relativo de los constituyentes del sistema demD0
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3-dimensional. De forma sorprendente, la doble supersimetría se preserva en el modelo in-

dependientemente de la forma deM(H) si ésta es positivamente definida.

Basándonos en estas ideas y en el procedimiento desarrollado durante el estudio de losmo-

delos en dimensionesmás bajas, construímos una familia completa de acciones no lineales,

supersimétricas y con κ-simetría (supersimetría de la línea demundo), con las propiedades

esperadas para el sistema de mD0-branas en 10 dimensiones. Esta familia incluye una fun-

ciónarbitrariadefinidapositivamenteM(H). Demostramosqueunrepresentanteparticular

de esta familia, caracterizado por una elección concreta y no lineal de M(H), puede obte-

nersemediante reduccióndimensional a partir de la acción quedescribe el sistemademúlti-

ples M-ondas (mM0) en 11D.

Asímismo, se obtiene el conjunto completo de ecuaciones de movimiento del sistema de

mD0 descrita por esta acción; se lleva a cabo una fijación conveniente del gauge, se resuel-

ven las ecuaciones del centro de masas, obteniéndose así una correspondencia interesante

entre las ecuaciones del movimiento relativo del sistemamD0 y las ecuaciones de la teoría

de Yang-Mills supersimétrica (SYM por sus siglas en Inglés) del grupo de gauge SU(N) con

supersimetría máxima. Aunque esta correspondencia no implica una equivalencia gauge,

sí establece una relación entre las soluciones de ambos sistemas. Entre otros resultados,

hemos probado que todas las configuraciones supersimétricas del sistemademD0 en el sec-

tor delmovimiento relativo se corresponden a soluciones supersimétricas de las ecuaciones

de SYM.

Por otro lado, hemos iniciado el programa de cuantización del sistema dinámico con el ob-

jetivo de desarrollar una teoría de campos para sistemas demúltiples D0-branas. Se espera

que, de realizarse en su formacompleta, esta cuantización conduzca a la formulacióndeuna

nueva teoría de campos supersimétrica definida sobre un superespacio extendido por co-

ordenadas matriciales bosónicas y fermiónicas, cuyo desarrollo podría ofrecer nuevas pers-

pectivas sobre la estructura de la Teoría de Cuerdas/Teoría M. Como primer paso hacia este

objetivo, se construye el formalismo Hamiltoniano y se realiza la cuantización covariante

delmodelo demD0más sencillo en tres dimensiones, el cual actúa como análogo en dimen-

siones bajas de un representante del sistema demúltiples D0-branas en 10D. Esta parte con-

cluyeconunadiscusiónsobrealgunaspropiedadesy solucionesde la teoríadecamposemer-

gente definida en un (super)espaciotiempo extendido por coordenadas matriciales bosóni-

cas y fermiónicas obtenida de estamanera.
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ResumenGeneral y Marco de
Investigación

Los libros sólo eran un tipo de receptáculo donde
almacenábamos un serie de cosas que temíamos olvidar.

No hay nada mágico en ellos. La magia sólo está en lo que dicen
los libros, en cómo unían los diversos aspectos del Universo

hasta formar un conjunto para nosotros.

Fahrenheit 451
de Ray Bradbury.

El Modelo Estándar (SM por sus siglas en Inglés) de la física de partículas representa uno

de los logros más importantes en la historia de la Ciencia, fruto de más de 2000 años de

búsqueda de conocimiento. A lo largo del tiempo, uno de los objetivos fundamentales tanto

de la Filosofía como de la Ciencia ha sido comprender cuál o cuáles son los constituyentes

más pequeños del Universo y cómo interactúan entre sí. Esta inquietud puede resumirse en

una pregunta esencial: “¿De qué está hecha lamateria?”.

Actualmente, en el marco del Modelo Estándar, esta cuestión se responde en términos de

partículas elementales1. Es de destacar que toda lamateria que nos rodea está formada úni-

camente por tres de estas partículas fundamentales: los electrones, y los quarks arriba (up) y

quarks abajo (down). La combinación de estos quarks da lugar a protones y neutrones, que

a su vez forman los núcleos atómicos.

Pero, ¿es este el final de la historia? La investigación científica actual sugiere que aún es posi-

ble irmás allá, es decir, encontrar estructuras aúnmás fundamentales que las consideradas

actualmente como partículas elementales. Sin embargo, antes de adentrarnos en esta posi-

bilidad, conviene describir brevemente cómo el SM explica las interacciones entre los consti-

tuyentes fundamentales de lamateria.

1Se entiende por partículas elementales a aquellas partículas que no están formadas por componentes más
pequeños. Por ejemplo, según el conocimiento actual que se tiene sobre lamateria (a finales de 2025), el electrón
es una partícula elemental, mientras que el protón no lo es, ya que está compuesto por quarks y gluones.
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Desde un punto de vista técnico, el SM se formula dentro delmarcomatemático de la teoría

cuántica de campos (QFT por sus siglas en Inglés), que puede entenderse como la extensión

de la teoría clásica de campos relativista almundo cuántico y representa, hasta elmomento,

elmarco teóricomásprecisodelquesedisponeparadescribir laNaturaleza. Enestemarco, el

Lagrangiano de la teoría determina su dinámica, donde lamateria está formada por partícu-

las fermiónicas (fermiones)mientras que las interacciones entre ellas se describenmediante

el intercambiodepartículas bosónicas (bosones), las cuales emergenapartir de las llamadas

simetrías de tipo gauge. En pocas palabras, una teoría gauge es una teoría de campos cuyo

Lagrangiano permanece invariante (en particular) bajo un conjunto de transformaciones lo-

cales2 que varían punto a punto en el espaciotiempo y que forman ciertos grupos de Lie.

A día de hoy, el SM es la única teoría que describe con éxito tres de las cuatro interacciones

fundamentales de la Naturaleza (las interacciones fuerte y débil, y el electromagnetismo) en

el marco de una teoría cuántica de campos. Es una teoría gauge invariante bajo la simetría

local SU(3)⊗ SU(2)⊗ U(1), donde cada subgrupo se asocia a una interacción distinta.

En particular, la simetría gauge SU(2) ⊗ U(1) sustenta la teoría electrodébil (EW por sus si-

glas en Inglés), que proporciona una descripción unificada de las interacciones electromag-

nética y débil. Esta simetría se rompe espontáneamente a un subgrupo U(1) y, como con-

secuencia, los bosones gaugeW± y Z0 adquieren masa a través del mecanismo de Englert-

Brout-Higgs-Guralnik-Hagen-Kibble,mientrasqueel fotónpermanecesinmasa. El grupode

simetría restante del SMesSU(3), también conocida comosimetría de color. Este es el grupo

de simetría de la CromodinámicaCuántica (QCDpor sus siglas en Inglés), la teoría gauge que

describe la interacciónentre quarks y gluones. Los gluones, queactúan comobosones gauge

de esta simetría, también están “cargados” bajo la interacción fuerte. Curiosamente, QCD

presenta dos propiedades clave: el confinamiento de color y la libertad asintótica, las cuales,

sin entrar en detalles técnicos, explican la existencia de los hadrones3.

La unificación de las interacciones electromagnética y débil no constituye el primer caso

de unificación en la historia de la física. Una de las ideas más populares (y productivas) de

la física teórica ha sido siempre la búsqueda de una descripción unificada. Esta búsqueda

puede entenderse como un camino hacia un conocimiento más profundo de la Naturaleza,

llegando a verse incluso como un principio filosófico de unidad: la Naturaleza es única y

una comprensión fundamental de ella debería revelar una explicación común para fenó-

menosque, enapariencia, parecendistintos, como lo son las cuatro interacciones fundamen-

2En este contexto, “local” significa que los parámetros de simetría cambian de un punto a otro del espa-
ciotiempo; concretamente, las simetrías gauge locales están “parametrizadas” por funciones.

3Los hadrones son partículas subatómicas compuestas por dos omás quarks.
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tales de la Naturaleza: el Electromagnetismo, las interacciones nucleares Fuerte y Débil, y la

Gravedad.

Este camino hacia una comprensión más profunda del Universo comenzó en el siglo XVII,

cuando IsaacNewtonunificó lamecánica terrestre y la celeste bajo las leyes de la gravitación

universal. En el siglo XIX, James C. Maxwell demostró que la electricidad y el magnetismo,

hasta entonces considerados fenómenos independientes, podían describirse mediante un

único conjunto de ecuaciones que hoy llevan su nombre, logrando así la unificación de la

electricidad y elmagnetismoenunúnicomarco: el electromagnetismo. Más recientemente,

como ya se ha mencionado, el SM unifica las interacciones débil y electromagnética en la

teoría electrodébil. Existen además las llamadas Teorías de Gran Unificación (GUT por sus

siglas en Inglés), cuyo objetivo es extender esta unificación incluyendo la interacción fuerte.

En un sentido amplio, una GUT pretende combinar las interacciones débil, fuerte y electro-

magnética dentro de unmismomarco teórico. En un sentidomás estricto, busca una teoría

gauge basada en un grupo de Lie que contenga como subgrupo a SU(3)⊗ SU(2)⊗ U(1).

El siguiente paso natural sería incorporar la gravedad junto a las otras tres pero, a día de hoy,

no está claro que exista una conexión directa entre el SM y la Relatividad General (GR por

sus siglas en Inglés). De hecho, una teoría cuántica de campos construida a partir de la ac-

ción de GR no es renormalizable, lo que implica que solo puede utilizarse como una teoría

de campos efectiva (EFT por sus siglas en Inglés). No obstante, existen sólidos argumentos

que sugieren que la gravedad puede (y debe) ser cuantizada. En particular, una teoría cuán-

tica de la gravedad es necesaria para poder estudiar, por ejemplo, las etapasmás tempranas

del Universo y ciertas propiedades de los agujeros negros.

Entre las alternativas teóricas que existen, la Teoría de Cuerdas se presenta como el marco

másdesarrollado yprometedor para incorporar todas las interacciones fundamentales. Esta

teoría constituyeuna formulacióncuánticade lagravedad (aunqueaúnnosehademostrado

que sea la gravedad de nuestro Universo), y ofrece unmarco unificado para todas las interac-

ciones. Supremisa, aparentemente sencilla, esque laspartículaspuntualesdelSMson, en re-

alidad, excitaciones de objetos unidimensionales llamados cuerdas. Es decir, cada partícula

correspondería a unmodo vibracional específico de una única cuerda elemental.

Además, la Teoría de Cuerdas incorpora una simetría adicional conocida como Supersime-

tría, que relaciona los bosones y los fermiones. La versión supersimétrica de la teoría (que

requiereunespaciotiempode10dimensiones) se conoce comoTeoria deSupercuerdas, den-

tro de la cual existen cinco formulaciones consistentes: Tipo I, Tipo IIA, Tipo IIB, Heterótica
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SO(32) y Heterótica E8 ⊗ E8.4

Este marco teórico también predice la existencia de otros objetos supersimétricos conoci-

dos como super-p-branas. En esta tesis nos centraremos particularmente en las Dirichlet

p-branas (Dp-branas), objetos fundamentales en las Teorías de Supercuerdas Tipo II que de-

sempeñan un papel clave en la comprensión de aspectos no perturbativos y de dualidades

dentro de estemarco teórico.

Como se anticipa en el título de esta tesis, el interés principal de este trabajo radica en el

estudio de los sistemas demúltiples Dp-branas (mDp-branas o simplementemDp), que con-

tienen configuraciones deN Dp-branas casi coincidentes, conN2 cuerdas abiertas que ter-

minan en estas branas. En estas configuraciones, las cuerdas que se extienden entre dife-

rentes branas pueden describirse pormedio de campos vectoriales (casi) sinmasa,mientras

que aquellas cuyos extremos se sitúan sobre la misma brana se comportan como campos

de gauge habituales. En 1995, E. Witten presentó argumentos a favor de la ampliación de

la simetría evidente (U(1))N
2
de este sistema a una simetría de gauge no Abeliana U(N).

Además, Witten sugirió que, en el límite de bajas energías (y tras fijar un gauge apropiado,

con ruptura de la invariancia de Lorentz), la teoría efectiva que describe el sistema de mDp-

branas está dada por una acción de Yang-Mills supersimétrica (SYM por sus siglas en In-

glés) con simetría gauge U(N). El caso particular de una única brana (N = 1) corresponde

a la acción de SYM Abeliana U(1) con supersimetría máxima que coincide con la versión

gauge fixing del límite de campo débil de la acción de una única super-Dp-brana. Dicha

acciónvienedadaporunacombinaciónde los términosdeDirac-Born-Infeld (DBI) ydeWess-

Zumino (WZ);por tanto, seesperaque laacciónefectivaparamDp incluyaunageneralización

no Abeliana del término de DBI.

Esto condujo naturalmente a un interés más amplio por construir acciones efectivas no li-

neales para los sistemas demúltiples Dp-branas. La búsqueda de una acción supersimétrica

satisfactoria para mDp-branas lleva ya más de 25 años en marcha y, aunque existen varios

avances significativos y se han desarrollado numerosos resultados e ideas valiosas durante

todo este tiempo, aún no se dispone de una formulación completamente satisfactoria en

su caso general. No obstante, las propiedades que se espera que tenga la acción de este

sistema de mD0 sí están bien establecidas: debe ser invariante bajo transformaciones de

Lorentz, poseer supersimetría global en el espaciotiempo, ser invariante bajo una genera-

lización (para los sistemas de múltiples branas) de la simetría local fermiónica llamada κ-

simetría de la acción de una única Dp-brana (conocida dicha generalización como super-

4Además de las cuerdas heteróticas supersimétricas, también ha despertado interés una versión heterótica
no supersimétrica pero libre de anomalías, con grupo de simetría SO(16)⊗ SO(16).
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simetría local de la líneademundo, quegarantizaríaunestado fundamental supersimétrico)

y reducirse a la teoría de SYMU(N) en el límite de bajas energías.

Dentro del contexto de estudio de los sistemas mDp-brana, resulta especialmente útil abor-

dar el caso de las múltiples M0-branas (mM0) en 11 dimensiones. Este sistema es particu-

larmente relevante ya que la reducción dimensional de una única M0-brana (que se corres-

ponde con la superpartícula sin masa en 11 dimensiones, también conocida comoM-onda)

reproduce laaccióndeunaD0-branaenunespaciotiempode10dimensiones. Enconsecuen-

cia, es natural suponer que la acción del sistema demúltiples D0-branas en 10 dimensiones

aparezca como la reducción dimensional de una acción en 11 dimensiones que represente

una generalización no Abeliana de la acción de una única M0-brana i.e. la acción de múlti-

ples M0-branas (mM0).

Efectivamente, dicha acción fue construida por I. Bandos en 2012, la cual se obtuvo exten-

diendo la acción de una única M0-brana mediante la incorporación de términos de interac-

ciónque involucrancamposmatriciales. Estoscamposmatricialesquedescriben ladinámica

relativa del sistema coinciden precisamente con los campos de la teoría de SYM SU(N) en

D = 10 reducida dimensionalmente a d = 1 dimensiones. Sin embargo, los intentos ini-

ciales de obtener una acción para el sistemamD0 a partir de esta acción en 11D no tuvieron

éxito y, al final, en un trabajo de 2018, se acabó construyendo directamente un candidato

para la acción de dicho sistema demD0-branas en D = 10.

Motivados por estos resultados, en el capítulo 3 se construye la acción del sistema de mul-

tiples ondas no Abelianas (conocido como nAmW por sus siglas en Inglés) en un superes-

pacio plano de D = 4N = 1; este modelo sirve como el homólogo en dimensiones bajas

del sistemamM0 en 11 dimensiones. En el capítulo 4, se estudia su reducción dimensional,

obteniéndoseunaacciónesencialmenteno lineal parael análogo3-dimensional del sistema

demD0 en 10 dimensiones.

Siguiendo esta línea de trabajo, en el capítulo 5 se presenta un conjunto completo de ac-

ciones no lineales, supersimétricas y con κ-simetría, para el sistema en D = 10N = 2 de

N múltiples D0-branas casi coincidentes, cuya forma general posee una función arbitraria

definida positivamente M(H), donde H es el Hamiltoniano de SYM con grupo de gauge

SU(N) construido a partir de los campos matriciales que describen el movimiento relativo.

Es relevante señalar que todas estas acciones comparten las propiedades esperadas del sis-

tema mD0, independientemente de la elección que se haga de la funciónM(H). Además,

en el capítulo 6 se demuestra cómo un representante particular de esta familia de acciones

puedederivarsepor reduccióndimensional apartir delmodelodemM0-branas en11dimen-
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siones.

Finalmente, en el capítulo 7 se desarrolla el formalismo Hamiltoniano y la cuantización del

representante más simple del sistema en 3 dimensiones que actúa como homólogo del sis-

tema de mD0-branas en D = 10. Se obtienen soluciones formales para el sistema de ecua-

ciones de la teoría de campos que aparece como resultado de esta cuantización, especifi-

candosudependencia respectoa las coordenadas fermiónicasdel centrodemasas. Además,

se discuten las configuraciones BPS5 en el sector del movimiento relativo, que describen el

estado fundamental del modelo matricial del tipo BFSS6 para N finito. Todo este análisis

constituye un paso necesario hacia una futura formulación completa de la teoría de campos

de sistemas demúltiples D0-branas en 10D.

Cabe destacar que las acciones demM0 ymD0, así como sus homólogos en dimensiones ba-

jas, están escritas utilizando el formalismo de (spinor)moving frame. Por ello, en el capí-

tulo 2 se presenta este formalismo y se subraya su importancia a través de un modelo ilus-

trativo: laM0-brana única en un supersespacio plano de 4 dimensiones, como paso previo a

la construcción desarrollada en el capítulo 3.

5Las siglas corresponden a Bogomol’nyi-Prasad-Sommerfield.
6El acrónimo corresponde a Banks-Fischler-Shenker-Susskind.





Preface

Ourmistake is not that we take our theories too seriously, but that
we do not take them seriously enough. It is always hard to realize that

these numbers and equations we play with at our desks
have something to do with the real world.

The First Three Minutes
by Steven Weinberg.

The Standard Model (SM) of particle physics represents one of the most significant achieve-

ments in the scientific history, spanning over 2000 years of inquiry. Over the course of time,

one of the primordial goals of both Philosophy and Science has been to comprehend what

is/are the smallest constituent/s of the Universe and their interactions. This quest can be

briefly captured by the fundamental question: “What is themattermade of?”.

Nowadays, in the context of the SM, the answer of the above question is given by the elemen-

tary particles7. Remarkably, all the matter around us is made up of just three of these fun-

damental particles: electrons, up quarks and down quarks; the combination of these quarks

forms the protons and neutrons which, in turn, make up atomic nuclei.

In that way, modern physics identifies elementary particles as the most basic constituents,

but this idea is not completely new. Ancient thinkers also sought to explain the composition

of theworld around them. In contrast to alchemical notions8 that emergedwithEmpedocles

and it was strongly rooted by Aristotle [6], an alternative perspective was introduced by Leu-

cippus and his disciple Democritus who proposed an indivisible unit called atom (from the

ancient Greek word atomos9, which means “uncuttable” or “indivisible”) as the constituent

of matter [8]. This concept, diverging from the prevailing beliefs of the time, was dismissed

7Elementary particles are defined as those particles that are not composed fromother small constituents. For
instance, in the current knowledge that we have of thematter (at the end of 2025), electrons are elementary par-
ticles but protons are not because they are composed by quarks.

8Alchemists believed that all matter was composed of different combinations of four fundamental elements:
water, fire, earth, and air. These ideas, rooted in Aristotelian philosophy, persisted until the time of Antoine
Lavoisier, who dropped out the old alchemist ideas as phlogiston and he reformulated the Chemistry in the 18th
century [5].

9Fromα (a-, “not”) and τoµoν of the root of τ ̀µνω (témnō, “cut”) [7].
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by scholars of the era. It was not until the 19th century, with John Dalton, that the atomic

theorywas resurrected although his interpretation differed from that of the ancient philoso-

phers. The English chemist noticed that chemical substances seemed to combine in fixed

and consistent proportions by weight, leading him to propose thatmatter was composed of

fundamental, indivisible units, which he named atoms [9].

The idea of the atoms as elementary particles was predominant until the experiments of

ErnestRutherford in1911 [10],whichdemonstrated thatatomsconsistofapositivelycharged

nucleus surrounded by electrons. Later, in 1919, Ernest Rutherford [11] and, in 1932, James

Chadwick [12] discovered that nuclei are composed by protons and neutrons (collectively

knownasnucleons). In1969, itwas revealed thatnucleons themselvesaremadeupofquarks

[13, 14], which, along with electrons, are currently considered fundamental particles.

Could this be the end of the story? Scientific research suggests thatwe can still advance a bit

more. However, before taking another step forward, let us return to the SM and explore how

it describes the interactions between these fundamental constituents.

Technically, the SM is formulatedwithin themathematical framework of quantumfield the-

ory (QFT) [15], which can be seen as the embedding of the special relativistic classical field

theory into the quantumworld, being themost accurate framework to describe Nature now.

QFToffers a view inwhichaLagrangiangoverns thedynamicsof the theory and thematter is

madeupof fermionicparticles (fermions) and the interactionsaredescribedby theexchange

of bosonic particles (bosons) which arise from gauge symmetries. In simple terms, a gauge

theory is a field theory in which the Lagrangian remains invariant (in particular) under a set

of local10 transformations that vary from point to point in spacetime and form certain Lie

groups [16, 17].

Today, the SM is the only theory that successfully describes three of four interactions of Na-

ture (the strong, the electromagnetic and the weak interactions) into a QFT description. It

is a gauge theory invariant under the local SU(3) ⊗ SU(2) ⊗ U(1) symmetry [18, 19] where

different subgroups correspond to different interactions.

Inparticular, theSU(2)⊗U(1)gaugesymmetryunderlies theelectroweak (EW) theory,which

provides a unified description of the electromagnetic and weak interactions [20–22]. This

symmetry is spontaneously brokendown to its certainU(1) subgroupand, as a consequence,

theW± and Z0 gauge bosons acquire mass through the Englert-Brout-Higgs-Guralnik-Ha-

gen-Kibble mechanism [23–26] while photon remains massless. The remaining symmetry

10The term “local”means that the symmetry parameters change aswemove between points in the spacetime;
specifically, local (gauge) symmetries are “parametrized” by functions
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groupof theSMisSU(3) symmetry, alsoknownascolour symmetry. It is thesymmetrygroup

ofQuantumChromodynamics (QCD) [27, 28], the gauge theory that describes the interaction

between quarks and gluons. The gluons, acting as the gauge bosons of this symmetry group,

are also themselves “charged” under the strong interaction. Interestingly, QCD exhibits two

key properties: colour confinement and asymptotic freedom, which, without delving into

technical details, explain the existence of hadrons11 [29].

The unification of the electromagnetic and weak interactions is not the first example of uni-

fication in the history of physics. One of themost popular andproductive ideas in theoretical

physics has always been the pursuit of a unified description12 of the fundamental interac-

tions of Nature. This journey towards a deeper understanding of the Universe began in the

17th century, when Isaac Newton unified terrestrial and celestial mechanics under the laws

of universal gravitation [30]. In the 19th century, James C. Maxwell demonstrated that elec-

tricity andmagnetism, previously considered separate phenomena, could be described by a

single set of equations that today bears his name. This achievementmarked the unification

of electric and magnetic disciplines into a single framework: electromagnetism [31]. More

recently, as discussed earlier, the SM successfully unified the weak and electromagnetic in-

teractions into the EW theory.

The ultimate goal of Grand Unification Theory (GUT) is to extend this unification further by

incorporating the strong interaction. In a broad sense, a GUT rests of the idea of combine

weak, strong and electromagnetism into one theoretical framework. In a narrow sense, it

seeksagauge theorydescribedbyaLiegroup that containsSU(3)⊗SU(2)⊗U(1)as subgroup.

Among themost extensively studiedGUT are the SU(5) gauge theory [32] (which is currently

excluded) and the SO(10) gauge theory [33].

As we have briefly introduced, the development of Physics is marked by successive unifica-

tions. However, it is not clear today that there is suchaconnectionbetween theSMandGene-

ral Relativity (GR). Moreover, while we have seen that electromagnetism, the weak and the

strong interaction are successfully described by QFT, gravity can not be fitted easily within

this framework: a QFT constructed on the basis of GR action is not renormalizable, and thus

can be used only as an eective eld theory (EFT). However, the consistency arguments sug-

gest that gravity can be and should be quantized [34]. In particular, a quantum theory of

gravity is necessary in order to study, for instance, the very early stages of the Universe [35]

and certain properties of black holes [36].

11Hadrons are subatomic composite particlesmade up of two ormore quarks.
12In some sense, the idea of unification can be seen as a philosophical principle: Nature is unique and amore

profound comprehension should reveal a common explanation for seemingly different phenomena.
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Of all the models that aim in a unification of SMwith a (quantum) GR, String Theory stands

out as the most developed one: it is a quantum theory of gravity [37] (although it remains

unprovenwhether it describes the gravity of our Universe) and provides a theoretical frame-

work for incorporating all fundamental interactions. Its premise, seemingly simple at first, is

that, at most fundamental level, point-like particles of the SM are actually excitations of ex-

tended13 1-dimensional objects called strings. In other words, each particle would be asso-

ciated with a specific vibrational mode of a single elementary string, recovering the ancient

notion that all matter emerges from a single fundamental constituent. From this subtle but

deep idea, the counterparts of all laws of physics can be naturally deduced [39]. So, String

Theory is an extremely ambitious and beautiful project toward a unified understanding of

Nature. But, as always, it is Nature itself that will have the last word.

We find it worthwhile to briefly explore some of the key characteristics of String Theory. We

begin by examining its origins and the major breakthroughs that have shaped its evolution

into the theory we know today. We will see that it is not only a theory with strings; String

Theory spectrum contains also extended objects known as branes (or p-branes, with p the

number of spatial dimensions of the worldvolume14 of the brane) which play an important

role in the theory. Inparticular,we focusonDp-branes (Dirichletp-branes), a classof theseex-

tendedobjectswhich are themain characters of this thesis. Notably, one of themost remark-

able predictions of String Theory is the existence of extra dimensions, extending beyond the

three spatial dimensionsweobserve inNature in our daily lives. It is precisely because String

Theory is formulated in higher-dimensional spaces that Dp-branes with p > 3 can exist.

Thus, after ahistorial review,wediscuss theconceptof extradimensionswhichmustbecom-

pactified to reconcile the theorywith our 4-dimensional observableUniverse. Theway these

extra dimensions are compactified plays a crucial role in determining the properties of the

resulting effective models. Depending on how thesemodels are constructed, twomain per-

spectives arise in String Theory, each offering a different approach to bridging the gap be-

tween fundamental theory and observable physics.

A brief story about String Theory

During the 1960s, particle accelerators revealed a vast number of so-called elementary parti-

cles. In this context, the term “elementary” refers toparticleswerenot composedof electrons,

protons or neutrons. At that time, most of the discovered particles were hadrons (which ex-

perience the strong interaction) rather than leptons, such as the electron, which does not

13The idea of extended objects dates back to earlier works by Paul Dirac and themembrane theory [38].
14Theworldvolume is thepath that thep-brane follows into the spacetime. Then,p = 0 corresponds toparticle,

p = 1 to string, p = 2 tomembrane and so on.
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interact via the strong force. In 1964, Murray Gell-Mann [28] and George Zweig [40] indepen-

dently proposed the quarkmodel to explain all this zoo of newelementary particlesmarking

the first step towardQCD, the theory that explains the strong interaction governing hadrons.

However, an alternative approach to describing this interaction was proposed by Gabriele

Veneziano [41], who developed amodel that successfully reproduced properties of hadronic

scattering amplitudes. Despite this success, the model had many shortcomings as a theory

of hadrons. Notably, it required a 26-dimensional spacetime which contributed to its initial

lack of recognition [42]. Nevertheless, as it was understood a bit later, it contained a remar-

kable structure in its core: strings, extended 1-dimensional objects in contrast to point-like

particles. These strings can be open, with two free endpoints, or closed, forming continuous

loops. The key point here is that if we analyse the oscillation modes of a closed string, we

find that one particular mode corresponds to a massless spin-2 particle: the graviton, the

particle associated with the gravitational interaction. This discovery, along with the possibi-

lity of studying thequantizationof suchobjects, positioned theVeneziano’smodel,what later

became known as bosonic string theory, as a candidate for a quantum theory of gravity. Ne-

vertheless, although thismodel seemed very attractive due to its prediction of the graviton, it

still suffered theabovementionedproblem, andalso thepresenceof tachyonswhich implies

vacuum instability.

At the beginning of 70th, Supersymmetry (SUSY) [43–49] came into play. SUSY, described

in [50] as “. . . one of the most strikingly beautiful recent ideas in Physics”, is a symmetry

between bosons and fermions . In a very schematically way, the generators Q of SUSY trans-

formations act as

QFermion〉 = Boson〉 , QBoson〉 = Fermion〉 .

The supersymmetric generalization of Veneziano’s model (called superstring theory) intro-

duced fermions into the theory and resolved the abovementioned instability of the vacuum

and reduced the requirement of 26-dimensional spacetime to 10. This breakthrough led to

what is known as the First superstring revolution [51]. However, the theory of supersymme-

tric string was found to be not unique: there exist five different consistent superstrings mo-

dels [52] which are generally classified as Type I, Type II (IIA and IIB) [53] superstrings and

Heterotic15 (SO(32) and E8⊗E8) strings [56, 57].

On the first glance one may think that having five consistent superstring theories could be

15In addition to the supersymmetric heterotic strings, a non-supersymmetric but tachyon-free heterotic string
with gauge group SO(16)⊗ SO(16) has also garnered interest (see e.g. [54, 55]).



6

a problem in the search for a unified theory. However, in the early 1990s, strong evidences

emerged that different superstring theories are connected to each other by dualities and, in

addition, are related to11Dsupergravity. Theseobservationssuggested the idea thatall these

models are thedifferent limits of a single,more fundamental underlying11-dimensional the-

ory: M-theory [58]. From this perspective, five superstring theories and 11D supergravity are

merely different perspectives of M-theory. This comprehension led to what is known as the

Second superstring revolution dated by 1995.

In this period, another crucial development came from JosephPolchinski [59], who identified

Dp-branes as themissing sources of Ramond-Ramond (R-R) q-formgauge fields16. Thus, Dp-

branes, which had appeared as the dynamical objects where the fundamental strings can

have its ends attached [60–62], were found to carry the charges of R-R fields. This knowledge

contributed to further breakthroughs, such as the development of the famous AdS/CFT co-

rrespondence17 [63], which later evolved into gauge/gravity duality.

Extra dimensions and Landscape vs Swampland perspectives

One of the unexpected and interesting properties of String Theory is its prediction of addi-

tional dimensions, in contrast to 4-dimensional spacetime used inmore conventional mod-

els of particle physics and GR. As previously mentioned, the quantum theory of the bosonic

string is consistent in a 26-dimensional spacetime, while superstring theory requires a 10-

dimensional one. However, although itmay seem strange, this idea is not exclusive to String

Theory.

Historically, there have been othermotivations for considering theories with additional spa-

tial dimensions. For example, Theodor Kaluza attempted to unify electromagnetism with

gravity by extending GR to a 5-dimensional theory [64], in which the photon emerged from

the extra component of the 5-dimensional metric [65].

Importantly, if extradimensionsarecompactified, for instance intocirclesof small radius [66],

they cannot be observed at low energies, providing a plausible explanation for why we per-

ceive only four dimensions in theUniverse. Thus, it is necessary to adopt an effective descrip-

tion in order to extract phenomenological particle models from String Theory. In the low

energy limit, the 10-dimensional description can be approximated by 4-dimensional EFTs

16Let us devote a few lines to this assertion: R-R fields appear as some of the field content of the type II super-
string theories, which naturally arise in the low energy type II supergravity limit. However, before Polchinski’s
famous paper [59], it was unclear what objects carried R-R charge.

17The AdS/CFT correspondence, proposed by JuanMaldacena in 1997, is a duality between a gravitational the-
ory in (d+1)-dimensional Anti-de Sitter (AdS) space and a conformal field theory (CFT) without gravity living on
its d-dimensional boundary.
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describing the dynamics of gravity and matter fields. These EFTs are obtained by compacti-

fying the higher-dimensionalmodels down to four dimensions description, where the struc-

ture of the compactification determines the spectrum of the lower-dimensional fields.

Such compactifications imply appearance of a large number of scalar fields, the possible val-

ues of which parametrize what is usually called themoduli space of the theory. Each point

inmoduli space can be associated to the set of vacuum expectation values (vev) of themod-

uli fields and corresponds to a different vacuum of the theory, leading to different particle

masses and coupling constants of the EFT. The collection of all EFTs that arise as low energy

limits of String Theory is known as the Landscape.

A vast number of possible compactifications from higher dimensions to 4-dimensional the-

ory (EFT)makes the study of the Landscape a challenging task [67]. However, there aremany

EFTs with certain properties that cannot be derived from String Theory and, probably, also

from any possible quantum theory of gravity. The collection of such theories is called the

Swampland. The search for some criteria indicating what kind of 4-dimensional EFTs can-

not have a String Theory origin, andmore generally, origin in any quantum theory of gravity

is known as the Swampland program [68].

To conclude this preface, let us note that the journey is far frombeing over: many challenges

remain and solving them is our task as researchers, with Nature as our ultimate and most

incorruptible judge.





1
Introduction

We observe without being observed.
We learn while remaining amystery to all.

Malazan Book of the Fallen I: Gardens of the Moon
by Steven Erikson.

In the following lines, we briefly introduce String Theory (section 1.1), the theoretical frame-

work underpinning this thesis, as well as superspace formalism (section 1.2), the principal

mathematical approach employed throughout. Dp-branes, the central objects of this work,

will be introduced in section 1.3, where we describe their most relevant features for our pur-

poses.

1.1 A brief introduction to String Theory

Thecoreof StringTheory is thatpointparticles are replacedby strings, 1-dimensional objects

whosemass and length scale are given by

ms =
2π

ls
=

1

′1/2 , (1.1)

where ′ is the so-called Regge slope18 a dimensional parameter of the theory. A crucial

point here is that the spectrum of all the particles arises from different vibrational modes of

the string; among them the graviton, which is the quantum of the gravitational interaction.

Additionally, the string coupling constant19 gs, which governs the strength of interactions

18This parameter α′ characterizes the linear relationship between the squared mass M2 and the spin J of
string excitations which is known as a Regge trajectory. Its name provides from the concept of the Regge slope
originates fromRegge theory of hadronic physics [69], where similar linear relationshipswere observedbetween
the spin andmass squared of hadrons [70, 71].

19The string coupling constant controls the perturbative expansion of the theory. In theweak coupling regime,
physical quantities can be expressed as power series in gs.
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between strings, is not a fixed parameter but is determined by the expectation value of the

dilaton fieldΦ (see e.g. [71–73] formore details).

As is typical inmost introductory texts on String Theory (see e.g. [34, 39, 52]), we begin by dis-

cussing the point particle case as a prelude to bosonic strings since it provides with a useful

tool and allows to present some basic concepts that wewill use along this thesis.

Thematerial presented here is based on standard textbooks [34, 39, 52, 72, 73].

1.1.1 Relativistic point particle

Let us start by recalling the action for amassive free (not subject to any external force) point

(no spatial extension) particle. In non-relativistic classical mechanics, the kinetic energy T

of a particle is given by20

T =
1

2
mv2 , (1.2)

where

v2 = ˙⃗x · ˙⃗x , ˙⃗x ≡ v⃗ =
dx⃗

dt
(1.3)

and x⃗ = x⃗(t) is a coordinate function defining the path of the particle as a line in space. The

action for a free massive non-relativistic particle is then defined by integrating the kinetic

energy (1.2) over time

Snr =

∫
dt

1

2
mv2 . (1.4)

The equation ofmotion is derived from variation of the above action,

dv⃗

dt
= 0 =⇒ v⃗ = constant , (1.5)

indicates uniform rectilinearmotion of the particle.

However, we can check immediately that this formulation allows velocities to exceed the

speed of light, thus violating Einstein’s second postulate of special relativity21 [74], which as-

serts that the speed of light is themaximum attainable speed for any particle.

Thus, the action Snr is inadequate for describing relativistic particles. This statement can

be followed to the fact that the action (1.4) is invariant under Galilean symmetry group in-

cluding, besides translations in time and in spatial directions, rotations of the space but not

pseudorotations mixing space and time (special Lorentz transformations or boosts). This

Newtonianmechanics appears as non-relativistic (small velocities) limit of the action invari-

20Let us consider here the typical 3-dimensional space and the vectorial notation x⃗.
21These postulates were enunciated by Einstein in [75], one of his “annusmirabilis” papers published in 1905.
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ant under relativistic symmetry, i.e. under Poincaré group transformation (including Lorentz

transformations and spacetime translations).

The simplest way to describe relativistic particle is to consider a flat D-dimensional space-

time, theMinkowski space R1,D1 with a set of coordinates

xµ = (x0, x1, . . . , xD1) = (ct, xi) , i = 1, 2, . . . ,D− 1 ,

(c is the velocity of light), and the distance between points separated by an interval dxµ,

ds2 = ηµνdx
µdxν , µ, ν = 0, 1, . . . ,D− 1 , (1.6)

definedwithmetric ηµν of indefinite signature

ηµν = diag(+,−, . . . ,−) =




1 0 · · · 0

0 −1 · · · 0
...

...
. . .

...

0 0 · · · −1




(1.7)

(mostly-minus in our convections). The interval ds2 defined in (1.6) is invariant under pseu-

dorotations of space and timewhich preserve themetric (1.7) (Lorentz group SO(1,D− 1)).

Theaction fora freemassive relativisticparticle is proportional to the total lengthof thepath

(worldlineW1) swept by particle in spacetime

S = −
∫

ds = −m

∫ 
ηµνdxµdxν . (1.8)

To specify the integral (1.8) in more detail, following old textbooks, we can choose t(= x0/c)

as theevolutionparameter. Then thecoordinate functionsdefiningW1 asa line inspacetime

are

xµ(t) = (ct, xi(t)) ,

dxµ(t) = dt · (c, ẋi(t))


. (1.9)

Substituting into (1.8), the action becomes

S = −
∫

ds = −m

∫
dt


c2 − ẋiẋi = −mc2
∫

dt


1− ẋ2

c2
. (1.10)

This actionmakes no sensewhen ẋi > c: which reflects the speed of light is the limit for any

velocity of (massive) particle. If we turn in to the so-called natural units, inwhich (ℏ =) c = 1,
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the action (1.10) reads

S = −m

∫
dt


1− ẋ2 . (1.11)

We can compute the canonical momentum

pi =
∂L

∂ẋi
=

mẋi√
1− ẋ2

, (1.12)

and, by the Legendre transformation of the Lagrangian

L = −m


1− ẋ2 , (1.13)

the corresponding Hamiltonian representing the total energyE

H = ẋipi − L =


pipi +m2 =


p2 +m2 = E . (1.14)

Although this Lagrangian is physically correct, it treats time t as a parameter rather than a

dynamical variable unlike the spatial coordinatesxi. This asymmetry obscures the Poincaré

invariance of the action. To make this manifest, we can promote t to a dynamical variable

(1d field) and parametrize theworldline of the particle by another parameter τ called proper

time. Then, the worldlineW1 (the line “swept” by particle in spacetime) is defined with the

use of four coordinate functions

xµ(τ ) = (x0(τ ), xi(τ )) = (t(τ), xi(τ )) , (1.15)

which can be used to write the action (1.8) in themanifestly relativistic invariant form

S = −m

∫
dτ


ηµν

dxµ

dτ

dxν

dτ
= −m

∫
dτ


ηµν ẋµẋν = −m

∫
dτ


ẋµẋµ . (1.16)

Besides Poincaré transformations, this action is invariant under reparametrizations of the

worldline parameter τ ,

τ 7→ f(τ ) , (1.17)

where f(τ ) is an arbitrarymonotonic function of τ .

We now turn our attention to the case of a free massless relativistic particle. The above ac-

tion does not admit amassless limit, but the following actionwith additional auxiliary fields

e(τ) does:

S = −1

2

∫
dτ

e1ηµν ẋ

µẋν + em2

= −1

2

∫
dτ

e1ẋµẋµ + em2


. (1.18)
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The equation ofmotion of this auxiliary field22 e = e(τ) is algebraic and substituting its solu-

tion into (1.18) we arrive at (1.16). Thus, the actions (1.16) and (1.18) are physically equivalent.

Settingm = 0 in (1.18) we obtain the action for amassless relativistic particle:

S = −1

2

∫
dτ e1ẋµẋµ . (1.19)

1.1.2 Relativistic string

The dynamics of the free relativistic string propagating in a D-dimensional spacetime with

metric gµν is described by the Nambu-Goto action

SNG = −T

∫
d2ξ


h (1.20)

where the constant T is the string tension, related to Regge slope via

T =
1

2π′ , (1.21)

ξi are theworldsheet coordinates and h denotes the determinant of the inducedmetric on

the worldsheet,

h = det(hij) , hij = gµν∂iX
µ∂jX

ν , i, j = 0, 1 . (1.22)

The fieldsXµ(ξ) are coordinate functions defining theworldsheet of the relativistic string as

2-dimensional surface in spacetime

Xµ = Xµ(ξ) . (1.23)

They are scalars with respect to reparametrizations of the worldsheet (general transforma-

tions of the worldsheet coordinates ξi 7→ f(ξi)).

Like in thepoint particle case, theNambu-Goto action is invariant under bothPoincaré trans-

formation andworldsheet reparametrization. However, the square root in the Nambu-Goto

action complicates the quantization of the theory even in flat spacetime. Amore convenient,

yet classically equivalent, formulation is provided by the so-called Polyakov action [76–78]

SP = −T

2

∫
d2ξ


ijgµν∂iXµ∂jX

ν . (1.24)

It contains an auxiliary field ij = ij(ξ) = ji(ξ), the metric of the worldsheet, through

22This field e(τ) can be recognised as an einbein of 1d gravity.
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its determinant  = det(ij) and its inverse ij . Equations of motion for ij are algebraic

and substituting their solution back into (1.24) we reproduce the Nambu-Goto action, thus

showing the equivalence between the two formulations.

Importantly, let us note that Polyakov action (1.24) has also Weyl invariance, i.e. invariance

under local rescaling of the worldsheetmetric

ij 7→ Ω2(ξ)ij (1.25)

which plays a crucial role in the quantization of the string [78].

Using reparametrization and Weyl gauge symmetries of this system, it is possible to trans-

form theworldsheetmetricij into theflat 2-dimensionalMinkowskimetricij = ηij . Then,

in the case of flat target spacetime gµν = ηµν , Polyakov action (1.24) becomes a free field the-

ory action

SPflat = −T

2

∫
d2ξ ∂iX

µ∂iXµ . (1.26)

The equations ofmotion are obtained by finding the extrema of the action from its variation

SPflat = −T

∫
d2ξ ∂iX

µ∂iXµ =

= T

∫
d2ξ


∂i∂iX

µ

Xµ − T

∫
d2ξ ∂i (∂iX

µXµ) .

(1.27)

To dealwith the total derivative term−T

d2ξ ∂i (∂iX

µXµ), we should consider two types

of strings

closed: ξ0 ∈ [τ0, τf ] , ξ1 ∈ [0, 2π) ,

open: ξ0 ∈ [τ0, τf ] , ξ1 ∈ [0,π] ,

where ξ1 is the spatial coordinate of the worldsheet and the time coordinate ξ0 is identified

with theproper time τ . Focusingonopen strings, theboundary terms from thevariation give

T

∫
dξ1 ∂ξ0X

µXµ

ξ0=τf

ξ0=τ0

− T

∫
dξ0 ∂ξ1X

µXµ

ξ1=π

ξ1=0

. (1.28)

Werequire that Xµ = 0at the initial andfinal times, so thefirst termvanishes. However, the

second term does not vanish apparently for open strings. To eliminate it we should require

∂ξ1X
µXµ = 0 at ξ1 = 0,π . (1.29)
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This can be reached by imposing either Newman boundary conditions,

∂ξ1X
µ = 0 at ξ1 = 0,π , (1.30)

which do not restrict Xµ thus allowing the ends of the string to move freely (at speed of

light), or by imposing Dirichlet boundary conditions,

Xµ = 0 at ξ1 = 0,π , (1.31)

fixing theendpointsof thestringat someconstantpositions. In turn, the impositionofDirich-

let boundary conditions along (D−1−p) constraints themotion of the endpoints of a string

withina (p+1)-dimensional hypersurfaces, explicitly breaking translations invariance in the

transverse directions. Aswewill see later, these hypersurfaces correspond to theworldvolu-

me of the dynamical objects of the theory: the Dp-branes.

As a natural next step, we will explore how supersymmetry fits into this framework. How-

ever, instead of discussing superstring model (which is string living in superspace, see text-

books [34, 39, 52, 72, 73]), herewewill introduce the concept of superspace,whichextends the

notion of spacetime by incorporating fermionic (Grassmann-valued) coordinates alongside

the usual bosonic ones.

1.2 Superspace and differential superforms

In quantum field theory, supersymmetry (SUSY) [43, 47–49] is the symmetry that exchanges

bosonic and fermionic fields. As a result, its irreducible representations, known as super-

multiplets, necessarily contain bothbosonic and fermionic components. Aparticularly com-

pact and elegant way to encode these supermultiplets is via the superfield approach, also

called superspace formalism. This is described in a number of comprehensive references

(see e.g. [79–82]), so that here we will briefly discuss some essential elements which are nec-

essary for understanding the content of this thesis.

Superspace is an extension of ordinary spacetime that includes, in addition to the usual bo-

sonic coordinates xµ, a set of extra fermionic coordinates θ. The latter are Grassmann vari-

ables i.e. anticommutative objects that are nilpotent,

θθ = −θθ =⇒ θ1θ1 = −θ1θ1 = 0 , θ2θ2 = −θ2θ2 = 0 , (1.32)

with , = 1, 2 in simplest D = 3 and D = 4 cases.
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Since the chapter 3 are devoted to the study of 4D non-Abelian multiwave (nAmW) system

which is the counterpart of 11Dmultiple M0-branes in flat D = 4 N = 1 superspace, let us

describe this superspace in some details.

1.2.1 Flat D=4N=1 superspace

The coordinates of flat D = 4 N = 1 superspaceΣ(44) are denoted by

zM = (xµ, θ, θ̄̇) , (1.33)

whereµ = 0, 1, 2, 3 is a 4-vector index and = 1, 2 and ̇ = 1, 2 areWeyl spinorial indices;

M = (µ,, ̇) is referred as supervector index.

The bosonic coordinates commute among themselves

xµxν = xνxµ , (1.34)

andwith fermionic coordinates θ, θ̄̇

xµθ = θxµ , xµθ̄̇ = θ̄̇xµ , (1.35)

while the latter anticommute among themselves

θθ = −θθ , θ̄̇θ̄̇ = −θ̄̇ θ̄̇ , θθ̄̇ = −θ̄̇θ . (1.36)

Bosonic coordinates are real,xµ = (xµ)∗, while fermionic are complex, θ = (θ̄̇)∗. All these

properties can be collected in

zMzN = (−)ϵ(M)ϵ(N)zNzM , (1.37)

where ϵ(M) ≡ ϵ(zM ) is the so-called Grassmann parity with ϵ(µ) = 0, ϵ() = 1 = ϵ(̇).

Fields living on superspace are called superfields: these are functions of both bosonic and

fermionic coordinates. As far as fermionic coordinates are nilpotent, the series expansion of

superfields in fermionic coordinates contains only a finite number of terms

F (z) ≡ F (x, θ, θ̄) = f(x) + θλ(x) + θ̄χ̄(x) + θθm(x) + θ̄θ̄n(x) + θσµθ̄ϕµ(x)+

+ θθθ̄λ̄(x) + θ̄θ̄θψ(x) + θθθ̄θ̄g(x) ,
(1.38)

where the coefficients in this series, called superfield components, are the ordinary space-
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time fields and θθ = θθ, θ̄θ̄ = θ̄̇θ̄
̇ and θσµθ̄ = θσµ

̇θ̄
̇, where σµ

̇ are relativistic Pauli

matrices. The Grassmann parity of the superfield F (z) is fixed so that the parity of its com-

ponent fields is determined by whether they entermultiplied by odd or even powers of θ, θ̄.

In general, a superfield describes a highly reducible representation of supersymmetry. To

reduce its field content to an irreducible representation, one can impose specific constraints

on the superfield, formulated in terms of fermionic covariant derivatives which we will be

considering later. One distinguishes between on-shell and off-shell constraints:

• On-shell constraints restrict the superfield component content to physical fields and

impose their equations ofmotion.

• Off-shell constraints, in contrast, do not impose equations of motion on the physical

fields. They just reduce the field content to some smaller number of physical and au-

xiliary fields (non-physical components that vanish or are expressed through the phy-

sical fields upon applying the equations of motion) which describe an irreducible re-

presentation of (off-shell) supersymmetry, a supermultiplet. The presence of these

auxiliary fields ensures the closure of the supersymmetry algebra off-shell (hence off-

shell constraints above23).

1.2.2 Differential superforms and variations

One of the key advantages of using differential forms is their manifest invariance under co-

ordinate transformations. Let us begin by introducing differentials of the superspace coordi-

nates

dzM = (dxµ, dθ, dθ̄̇) , (1.39)

and their exterior product

dzM ∧ dzN = −(−)(ϵ(M)+1)(ϵ(N)+1)dzN ∧ dzM . (1.40)

This relation encodes the following identities

dxµ ∧ dxν = −dxν ∧ dxµ , dxµ ∧ dθ = −dθ ∧ dxµ , dxµ ∧ dθ̄̇ = −dθ̄̇ ∧ dxµ ,

dθ ∧ dθ = dθ ∧ dθ , dθ ∧ dθ̄̇ = dθ̄̇ ∧ dθ , dθ̄̇ ∧ dθ̄̇ = dθ̄̇ ∧ dθ̄̇ .

(1.41)

23This means that the commutator of two supersymmetry transformations ϵ = iϵαQα , [ϵ1 , ϵ2 ] calculated
onall thefields is expressed throughother symmetry transformations (fromsuper-Poincaré group) actingon the
fields without using the equations ofmotion.



18 Introduction

Differential formΥq of degree q on superspace with coordinates zM is defined as

Υq =
1

q!
dzMq ∧ . . . ∧ dzM1ΥM1...Mq(z) , (1.42)

whereΥM1...Mq(z) is superfield carrying supervector indices.

Since these superfields contracted with exterior product of the differentials dzM , they have

tobegradedantisymmetric,ΥM1...Mq(z) = Υ[M1...Mq(z). This gradedantisymmetry implies

invariance under exchanging the pair of fermionic indices and appearance of (−1)when the

pairofexchanging indices involvesat leastonebosonic index, e.g.Υ[M1M2 = −(−1)ϵ(M1)ϵ(M2)

Υ[M2M1. Additionally, we observe that, ifΥq is bosonic, the superfieldsΥM1...Mq(z) contain-

inganoddnumberof spinorial indiceswill havea fermionicbehaviourwhile thosewitheven

number of fermionic indices behave as bosonic objects.

We use the exterior derivative, which acts on differential forms from the right,

dΥq =
1

q!
dzMq ∧ . . . ∧ dzM1 ∧ dzN∂NΥM1...Mq(z) ≡

≡ 1

(q + 1)!
dzMq+1 ∧ . . . ∧ dzM2 ∧ dzM1(q + 1)∂[M1

ΥM2...Mq+1(z) ,
(1.43)

where ∂N = ∂/∂zN . Aswe can see, d is an operator thatmaps q-forms into (q+1)-forms. As

∂M1∂M2 = (−1)ϵ(M1)ϵ(M2)∂M2∂M1 , the exterior derivative is nilpotent

dd = 0 . (1.44)

It acts on the product of differential forms according to the Leibniz rule

d(Υq ∧Υ′
p) = Υq ∧ dΥ′

p + (−)pdΥq ∧Υ′
p . (1.45)

The variation of differential formswith respect to superspace coordinates can be calculated

using the Lie derivative formula [83]

Υq = ι(dΥq) + d(ιΥq) , (1.46)

where ι is the contraction with variation symbol defined by

ιΥq =
1

(q − 1)!
dzMq ∧ . . . ∧ dzM2zM1ΥM1...Mq(z) , (1.47)
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and hence obeying

ι(Υq ∧Υ′
p) = Υq ∧ ιΥ

′
p + (−)pιΥq ∧Υ′

p . (1.48)

In the context of field theory, the generalization of the Lie derivative expression can be ap-

plied to the variationof the Lagrangiand-formLof a d-dimensional field theorywith respect

to fields,

L = ι(dL) + d(ιL) . (1.49)

To apply this correctly, the exterior derivative should be considered as acting in a space of

moredimensions (ideally in a spacewhereall fields are treatedonanequal footingwith coor-

dinates, reflecting a kind of coordinate-field democracy). Furthermore, the second term in

(1.49) is a total derivative and therefore does not contribute when deriving the equations of

motion.

It is often convenient to use a covariant version of the Lie derivative, particularly in the pre-

sence of gauge symmetries. This covariant version reads

L = ι(DL) + D(ιL) , (1.50)

which is equivalent to (1.49) provided that the connection in the covariant derivative corre-

sponds to a gauge transformation that leaves the Lagrangian form invariant.

1.2.3 Supervielbein of at superspace

Supervielbeins of superspace are 1-forms that define a supersymmetric generalization of

local reference frameor vielbein of spacetime (tetrade inD = 4 case). Wedenote the bosonic

and fermionic supervielbein 1-forms ofΣ(44) by

Ea(z) = dzMEa
M (z) , E(z) = dzME

M (z) , Ē̇(z) = dzM Ē̇
M (z) , (1.51)

where a = 0, 1, 2, 3. In our convention, Latin symbols a, b, . . . denote flat space 4-vector

indices corresponding to vielbein basis of tangent space, while Greek indices µ, ν, . . . are

reserved for the world 4-vector indices corresponding to the holonomic or coordinate basis.

These supervielbein forms can be collected in a single object with flat supervector index

EA(z) = (Ea, E) = (Ea, E, Ē̇) = dzMEA
M (z) . (1.52)

Here = (, ̇) can be (roughly) interpreted as Majorana spinor index.
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Superspace torsion 2-forms are defined as the covariant exterior derivatives of the superviel-

bein 1-forms

T a := DEa = dEa − Eb ∧ wa
b , (1.53)

T := DE = dE − E ∧ w 
 , w 

 :=
1

4
wabσ 

ab , (1.54)

T ̇ := DĒ̇ = dĒ̇ − Ē̇ ∧ w̇
̇
, w̇

̇
:=

1

4
wabσ̃ ̇

ab ̇
, (1.55)

wherewab = −wba = dzMwab
M (z) is spin connection1-form. The symbolsσab 

 = (σ[aσ̃b]) 


and σ̃ab ̇
̇
= (σ̃[aσb])̇

̇
are antisymmetrized products of the relativistic Pauli matrices (see

chapter 2 or section 4.1 formore details).

In this thesis we only focus on flat superspace which can be defined by torsion constraints

T a = dEa = −2iE ∧ σa
̇Ē

̇ , T = dE = 0 , T ̇ = dĒ̇ = 0 . (1.56)

These constraints admit the following explicit solution in terms of superspace coordinates

(1.33)

Ea = dxa − idθσa
̇θ̄

̇ + iθσa
̇dθ̄

̇ , E = dθ , Ē̇ = dθ̄̇ . (1.57)

Having briefly introduced string model and the superspace formalism, we now turn to the

central subject of this work: Dp-branes.

1.3 Dirichlet p-branes

The study of non-perturbative String Theory experienced tremendous progress during the

90th. Not only the connection between different string theories through dualities [58, 84]

was fascinating the scientific world; as mentioned in the preface, the Second superstring

revolution ushered in a deeper understanding of the crucial role played by supersymme-

tric extended objects, commonly referred to as super-p-branes (or simply p-branes) within

String/M-theory.

The degrees of freedomof these extended objects are described byD−p−1 coordinate func-

tions which define the embedding of the d = p + 1 dimensional p-brane worldvolume into

a D-dimensional target spacetime [52]. Examples of p-branes with p = 1 and p = 2 are the

fundamental string(s) (also known as F1-brane(s)) in 10 dimensions [53, 85] and supermem-

brane (M2-brane) [86] in 11-dimensional spacetime. However, certain p-branes also support

additional fields that “live” on and propagate along their worldvolume.
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In D = 10 spacetime, the set of these includes the Dp-branes of type II String Theory. In type

IIA one finds supersymmetric Dp-braneswith p = 0, 2, 4, 6 and 8while type IIB superstring

theory admits those with p = 1, 3, 5, 7 and 9. Each Dp-brane carries a d = p + 1 dimen-

sional U(1) Abelian gauge field on its worldvolume and (its ground state) can be described

by supersymmetric solutions of 10D supergravity equations [59]. One of the limiting cases is

the D9-brane, which “fills” all spatial dimensions of the 10D target (super)space. The funda-

mental superstring ending on spacetime lling D9-brane is actually an open string whose

endpointsmove freely across the brane.

Consistency of bosonic string theory demands it to live in a spacetime of 26 dimensions [87],

so that thecorrespondingspacetimefillingobject is theD25-brane. The fundamentalbosonic

strings have their ends free in emptyR1,25 but can be coupledminimally to (and hence carry

thechargewith respect to)U(1)gaugefieldon theD25-braneworldvolume. Requiringpreser-

vation of the gauge invariance (i.e. Weyl anomaly cancellation) for string quantized in the

gauge field background fixes the dynamics of this field [88] to obey the equations which can

be derived from the Born-Infeld (BI) action [89]. Thus, the BI action emerges as the effective

action of spacetime filling D25-brane in bosonic string theory. Similarly, the dynamics of

type IIB D9-brane is governed by a sum of supersymmetric extension of the 10D BI action

andWess-Zumino term [90–93].

The (theoretical) discovery of lower p objects was delayed largely because the prevailing be-

lief in the scientific community was that only open strings with free endpoints and closed

strings preserved Lorentz invariance, SO(1,D−1) in theD-dimensional target space. Indeed,

a string whose endpoints are confined to a d = p+ 1 dimensional hyperplane in spacetime

explicitly breaks SO(1,D− 1) down to the subgroup SO(1, p)⊗ SO(D− p− 1).

A key breakthrough in [60–62] which built upon the insight of Scherk and Schwarz [94], who

had earlier shown that closed string theory naturally describes a theory of gravity, is as fol-

lows. Since open string theories necessarily include closed strings in their spectrum, they

implicitly describe gravitational interactions too. Then, in a theory of gravity, fixed hyper-

planes cannot be treated as a static configuration. Instead, thed = p+1dimensional objects

onwhich open string endpoints liemust themselves be dynamical: these are the Dp-branes.

Then, the symmetry breaking

SO(1,D− 1) 7→ SO(1, p)⊗ SO(D− p− 1) ,

byDirichlet boundary conditions onDp-brane is spontaneous. Such spontaneous symmetry

breaking is a hallmark of any p-brane in String/M-theory [95].
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Focusing on the endpoints of an open string lie in Dp-brane and considering now the super-

symmetric case, we should conclude that the consistency between the coupling of string

ends with the U(1) d = p + 1 dimensional supersymmetric gauge theory requires that, in

the purely bosonic limit, the gauge field satisfies equations ofmotion derived from theDirac-

Born-Infeld (DBI) action [96]. This is reflected by the fact that the effective actions describing

supersymmetric Dp-branes [90–92, 97, 98] are the sums of supersymmetric extension of the

DBI action and of the so-calledWess-Zumino (WZ) term,which (in the case of nontrivial type

II supergravity background) describes the coupling of Dp-brane to R-R gauge fields (or, more

precisely, to their superspace generalization).

A fundamental featureof thesuper-Dp-braneactions is their invarianceunder local fermionic

κ-symmetry. This symmetry plays a crucial role as it eliminates half of the fermionic degrees

of freedom, ensuring a balance between bosonic and fermionicmodes on theworldvolume.

Moreover, κ-symmetry ensures that the ground state of the system preserves half of the tar-

get spacetime supersymmetry (see [99, 100] for further relevant discussion). Specifically, κ-

symmetry leads to Dp-brane ground states preserve a half of the original supersymmetries,

classifying them as stable 1/2 BPS24 state.

As it is anticipated in the title of this thesis, we are particularly interested in systems ofmulti-

ple Dp-branes (mDp-brane or simply mDp), which correspond to configurations ofN nearly

coincident25 Dp-braneswithN2 open strings endingon thesebranes. In such configurations,

the strings stretching betweendifferent branes canbe interpreted as (nearly)massless fields,

while those with both endpoints on the same brane behave as usual gauge degrees of free-

dom. Although themanifest symmetry of this system is (U(1))N
2
, in [101] E. Witten argued

in favour of its enhancement to a non-Abelian U(N) gauge symmetry.

Furthermore, in this brilliant paper he suggested that in the low energy limit (and after an

appropriategaugefixedwithbreakingLorentz invariance) theeffective theorydescribing the

mDp-brane system is given by a U(N) supersymmetric Yang-Mills (SYM) action. ForN = 1,

the U(1)Abelian SYM actionwithmaximal supersymmetry indeed coincideswith theweak

field limit of the gauge fixed action of a single super-Dp-brane; from [90–92, 97, 98]. It was

therefore expected that the mDp effective action should involve a non-Abelian generalisa-

24BPS stands for Bogomol’nyi-Prasad-Sommerfield.
25In the literature, the term “coincident Dp-branes” is often used. Here, we prefer to use “nearly coincident”

which is more precise particularly when, at low energy, this dynamical system is described by SYM action [101].
This involves nonvanishing scalar matrix fields XI B

A , where I = 1, . . . ,D − p − 1 and A,B = 1, . . . , N . The
off-diagonal components of thesematrices are generically nonvanishing, e.g. XI 2

1 6= 0 describes the distance in
I-th direction between Dp-brane labelled by 1 and Dp-brane labelled by 2. The case ofN completely coincident
Dp-branes corresponds to diagonalmatricesXI andoccurs in ground state ofmDp system. The supersymmetric
solutions of supergravity describing this are correctly referred to as “coincident Dp-branes”.
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tion of the DBI term (or BI term in the case of spacetime filling D9-brane).

This expectation naturally led to a broader interest to construct a more complete nonlinear

effective action for multiple Dp-brane systems. The quest for such a supersymmetric mDp-

brane action has continued for more than 25 years. While significant progress has been

made withmany valuable results and insights developed along the way [102–129], [1–4], the

problem has not been solved yet in its complete form. However, the expected properties of

this mDp action are known. It has to be 10D Lorentz invariance, target space supersymme-

try, a counterpart of the local fermionicκ-symmetryof the singleDp-braneaction (which can

be called local worldline supersymmetry26), which would ensure a supersymmetric ground

state, and reduction of the gauge fixed version to d = p + 1 U(N) SYM theory in the low

energy limit.

In the bosonic sector, the most widely accepted candidate remains the so-called “dielectric

brane” action proposed by Myers [107], which was motivated by consistency with T-duality

and exhibits and intriguing dielectric effect27. This action has been extensively studied and

generalised [113–116], and is often taken to represent the bosonic limit of the fullmDp-brane

action. Nonetheless, despite persistent efforts, no Lorentz-invariant or supersymmetric ge-

neralization of this action is currently known. A similar situation holds for analogous cons-

tructions in M-theory, such as the action for multiple M-gravitons (multiple M-waves) pro-

posed in [113–116], for which supersymmetric completion also remains out of reach.

In the context of mD0-brane it is instructive to discuss the 11D multiple M0-brane system.

This is particularly relevant since, as shown in [92], the dimensional reduction of single M0-

brane (corresponding to 11Dmassless superparticle, also knownasM-wave [92]) reproduces

the action of the 10D D0-brane. Consequently, it is natural to expect that the action of the

10DmD0-brane systemshould arise as thedimensional reductionof some11Daction,which

itself would represent a non-Abelian generalization of the single M0-brane action.

Such a non-Abelian 11D action has been constructed in [124] by adding to the M0-brane ac-

tion in its spinormoving frame formulation (which thendescribes the centerof energy sector

of mM0) an action for matrix fields with interacting terms involving center of energy varia-

bles. Thesematrix fields, which are precisely the fields of 10D SU(N ) SYM theory dimension-

ally reduced to d = 1 dimension, are understood to govern the relative dynamics of the sys-

tem. This is in alignment with Witten’s results [101], where the mD0-brane system at very

low energies is described by amaximally supersymmetricmatrixmodel, namely the dimen-

26The identity of the κ-symmetry of superparticle system as worldline supersymmetry was revealed in [130].
27Whereby lower dimensional mDp systems possess a coupling to higher form gauge fieldsCq+1 with q > p

i.e. are polarised with respect to these background fields, which are not coupled to single Dp-brane.
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sional reduction of 10D SYM to d = 1 for D0-branes.

The resulting action [124] was interpreted as describing the dynamical system of multiple

interacting M-waves (multiple M0-branes or mM0). Its advantages over the bosonic Myers-

type 11D action in [113, 114] are that it involves fermions and the action [124] is invariant

under twotypesof supersymmetry: theglobal 11Dtarget spacesupersymmetryand the local

worldline supersymmetry. The latter is especially important in the framework of String/M-

theorysince itguarantees that thegroundstateof thesystempreservesapart (onehalf) of the

target space supersymmetry. This, in its turn, guarantees that the ground state is a 1/2 BPS

statewhich saturates theBPSbound, ensuring its stability andunderscores their importance

in the non-perturbative regime of String/M-theory.

An attempt to derive an action for the 10DmD0 system from this 11DmM0 actionwhichwas

performed in [128] was not successful. Instead a candidate mD0 action was constructed in

[128] directly, by coupling of 1d reduction of the 10D SU(N ) SYM to the supergravity induced

by the embedding of the center ofmassworldline into the 10D type IIA superspace. The con-

sistent dimensional reduction ofmM0 action [124]which lead to candidatemD0 [2] and thus

is important for interpreting themM0 system as the decompactification limit of the type IIA

mD0-brane system, is described in this thesis following [3].

Another significant limitation is that both the 11DmM0 action constructed in [124, 125] and

the candidate 10DmD0 action proposed in [128] are currently known only for the case of flat

target superspace. To address this issue in a more manageable setting, a 3D counterpart of

the mM0 action was developed in [131], referred to as the non-Abelian multiwave (nAmW)

systemwhich was also generalised to curved AdS superspace [131].

The quantization of the 3D nAmWmodel was carried out in [132], yielding a system of rela-

tivistic field equations for bosonic and fermionic fields defined on a space involving addi-

tional non-commutative bosonic and non-anticommutative fermionic coordinates. Interes-

tingly, in [132] it was suggested that the D = 4 counterpart of this quantum 3D model may

exhibit a simpler andmore transparent structure. This simplification arises from the intrin-

sic complex structure of D = 4 N = 1 superspace, which also appears in D = 3 N = 2

supersymmetric theory.

Therefore, constructingandquantizing theD = 4versionof thenAmWsystem isanticipated

to offer a more effective basis for exploring the quantization of both the 11D mM0 and 10D

mD0models. Such developments could, in turn, shed new light on the structure and proper-
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ties of String/M-theory28.

Motivated by the arguments presented above, in chapter 3we construct the action for D = 4

nAmW system in flat N = 1 superspace; this model serves as lower dimensional counter-

part of the 11DmM0 system. Wedemonstrate that the resulting action is invariant under the

global 4D target superspace supersymmetry and the localworldline supersymmetry genera-

lizing the κ-symmetry of the massless D = 4 N = 1 superparticle [133]. In chapter 4 we

study the dimensional reduction of this system and obtain an essentially nonlinear action

for D = 3 N = 2 counterpart of the 10DmD0 systemwhich we call 3DmD0-brane abusing

a bit the terminology. The general form of this 3D mD0 action includes a positive definite

functionM(H) of the so-called relative motion Hamiltonian H. This Hamiltonian is itself

constructed from thematrix fields that describe the relativemotion and interactions among

themD0 constituents. Both chapters are based on [1].

In chapter 5 we present a set of nonlinear actions for the D = 10N = 2 system ofN nearly

coincident multiple D0-branes which possesses all the expected properties from the mD0

system and, like its lower dimensional D = 3 counterpart, includes a positive definite func-

tionM(H)with relativemotionHamiltonianH constructed from thefields of d = 1N = 16

SU(N) SYM fields. In chapter 6 we will show how one particular representative of this com-

plete set of candidates (characterized by a specific choice of M(H)) can be derived via di-

mensional reduction from the 11D mM0-brane system. There we also derive the equations

ofmotion of this dynamical system and study its properties, particularly its supersymmetric

solutions. Both chapters are based on [2, 3].

As a first stage towards the field theory of multiple D0-branes, in chapter 7 we construct the

Hamiltonian formalism and carry out the covariant quantization of the simplest29 three di-

mensional counterpart of the 10DmD0-brane system. This chapter is based on [4].

Since the mM0 and mD0 actions, and their lower dimensional counterparts, are written us-

ingmoving frame and spinormoving frame variables, we begin in chapter 2 by introduction

to this formalism and highlighting its significance on the example of a simple model: the

single M0-brane in D = 4 N = 1 flat superspace. This example also plays a key role in the

construction presented in chapter 3.

28Moreover, the 4D nAmW system provides a conventional toy model for addressing an important open pro-
blem: the generalization of the 11D mM0 action to curved backgrounds. However, this problem is beyond the
scope of this PhD thesis.

29Here, theword “simplest” refers to the choice of the positive definite functionM(H) = m, wherem themass
of the single D0-brane.





2
Spinormoving frame formalism

No question; language can free us of feeling, or almost.
Maybe that’s one of its functions.

So we can understand the world without
becoming entirely overwhelmed by it.

Contact
by Carl Sagan.

Themoving frame and spinor moving frame approach employed throughout this thesis in-

volves the use of some auxiliary variables known as moving frame vectors and their spinor

moving framecompanions. In this sectionwewill introduce this formalismstarting fromthe

first order formof 4Dversionof theBrink-Schwarz action. Notice that it is also relevant to the

so-called superembedding approach [134, 135], a geometrical description of the dynamics of

supersymmetric point-like and extended objects in String Theory (see [136–138] for reviews

and references).

Here we present this formalism starting for the case of D = 4N = 1massless superparticle

which serves as a prelude of the chapter 3, where the 4D counterpart of the 11-dimensional

systemofmultipleM0-branes ispresentedanddescribed. Notice that theaction for this latter

system is known only in spinormoving frame formulation.

2.1 Massless superparticle in different formulations

In this section we study the action of D = 4 N = 1massless superparticle (a counterpart

of the 11D single M0-brane [92], also known as M-wave) in the framework of spinor moving

frame formulation.
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2.1.1 Massless superparticle in D=4N=1 superspace

The first order form of the Brink-Schwarz action for D = 4 N = 1 massless superparti-

cle [139] reads

SBS =

∫

W1


pµ Eµ − e

2
pµp

µ

=

∫
dτ

pµ Eµ

τ − e

2
pµp

µ

, (2.1)

where µ = 0, 1, 2, 3 is the vector index of the Lorentz group SO(1, 3) and e = e(τ ) is an

auxiliary einbein field whose variation imposes the mass shell condition pµp
µ = 0 for the

auxiliarymomentum variable pµ = pµ(τ ) and

Eµ = Eµ(z) = dτ Eµ
τ = dzM Eµ

M (z) , (2.2)

is the pull-back of the bosonic supervielbein of the 4D target superspace to the worldline

parametrised by proper time τ . In this thesis, we restrict ourselves by the case of flat target

superspace; thebosonic supervielbein in this case (alsoknownasVolkov-Akulov (VA)1-form

[47, 48]) has the form

Eµ = Πµ = dxµ − idθσµθ̄ + iθσµdθ̄ = dxµ − idθσµ
̇θ̄

̇ + iθσµ
̇dθ̄

̇ , (2.3)

where zM = (xµ, θ, θ̄̇) are D = 4N = 1 superspace coordinates carrying vector andWeyl

spinor indices  = 1, 2 and ̇ = 1, 2. Here and belowwe use the relativistic Pauli matrices

σµ = σµ̇ = (1,σ1,σ2,σ3)̇ = σ̃µ̇ := ϵ̇̇ϵσν̇η
νµ ,

which obey

(σµσ̃ν + σν σ̃µ)


 = 2ηµν


 , (σ̃µσν + σ̃νσµ)
̇
̇
= 2ηµν

̇
̇
, (2.4)

σµ ̇σ̃
µ ̇ = 2 

 ̇
̇
. (2.5)

The spinorial indices are raised and lowered by the unit antisymmetric tensor

ϵ = −ϵ =


 0 1

−1 0


 = −ϵ̇̇ = ϵ̇̇

“acting from the left”, i.e. θ = ϵθ , θ = ϵθ
 and θ̄̇ = ϵ̇̇ θ̄̇ , θ̄̇ = ϵ̇̇ θ̄

̇ .

Thepull-backof theVolkov-Akulov (VA)1-formto theworldline isproportional todifferential
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of proper time τ :

Πµ = dτ Πµ
τ ,

Πµ
τ = Πµ

τ (z) = ∂τ x
µ − i∂τ θσ

µ ̄θ + iθσµ∂τ
̄θ . (2.6)

It is obtained from (2.3) by replacing the coordinates xµ and θ, θ̄̇ by bosonic and fermionic

coordinate functions xµ(τ ) and θ(τ ), ̄θ̇(τ ), respectively,

zM = (xµ, θ, θ̄̇) 7→ zM (τ ) = (xµ(τ ), θ(τ ), ̄θ̇(τ )) . (2.7)

The coordinates functions are used to define parametrically the embedding of the superpar-

ticle worldlineW1 into D = 4N = 1 superspaceΣ(44),

W1 ⊂ Σ(44) : zM = zM (τ ) . (2.8)

Belowwewill omit the hat symbol ^ from the coordinate functions and the pull-back of the

forms in order to simplify equations. Moreover, we prefer to hide dτ inside of differential

form, in particular to define the Lagrangian 1-formL = dτLτ , and write our actions as inte-

gral of this 1-formover theworldline

W1 L rather thanasan integral overdτ of aLagrangian,


dτLτ .

2.1.2 Massless superparticle in twistor-like formulation

The variation of worldline einbein e(τ) produces the mass shell constraint pµpµ = 0. Ex-

ploiting this fact it is possible to write the action (2.1) in an equivalent form by solving this

algebraic equation and substituting the solution back.

Let us introduce the bosonic spinor fields λ and its c.c. λ̄

λ = λ(τ ) , λ̄̇ = λ̄̇(τ ) . (2.9)

Themass shell constraint pµpµ = 0 can be easily solved using these bosonic spinors30

pµ = λσµ̇λ̄
̇ . (2.10)

30Indeed, as bosonic spinors λαλβ = λβλα ,we find

λαλα = ϵαβλ
αλβ = ϵ[αβ]λ

(α λβ) ≡ 0

and then

pµp
µ = λαλ̄α̇λβ λ̄β̇σµαα̇σ

µ

ββ̇
= λαλ̄α̇λβ λ̄β̇(2ϵαβϵα̇β̇) = 2ϵ[αβ]λ

(α λβ)ϵ[α̇β̇]λ̄
(α̇ λ̄β̇) ≡ 0 .
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Substituting this solution back into (2.1), we arrive at a new equivalent form of the superpar-

ticle action

SFS =

∫

W1

λσµ̇λ̄
̇Πµ , (2.11)

which is known as twistor-like or Ferber-Shirafuji formulation [140, 141] of the massless su-

perparticle action.

2.1.3 Moving frame formulation of themassless superparticle

In this sectionwe present the action of the same system in a onemore equivalent form. This

new form isquiet close to theFerber-Shirafuji formulationbut it providesamuchconvenient

basis for the study of themultiple branes systems, themain subject of this thesis.

Let us begin by considering a solution of themass shell condition pµpµ = 0 in a special refer-

ence frame,

P(a) = (1, 0, 0,−1)ρ . (2.12)

Clearly the vector field P(a) = P(a)(τ ) is light-like and ρ = ρ(τ) describes the energy of

the massless particle. The solution of the mass shell condition in an arbitrary frame can be

obtained from (2.12) bymaking a Lorentz transformation

pµ := U (a)
µ P(a) = U (a)

µ (1, 0, 0,−1)ρ =: u=µ ρ
# . (2.13)

Here

U (a)
µ :=

(
u#µ + u=µ

2
, U i

µ,
u#µ − u=µ

2

)
∈ SO(1, 3) (2.14)

is a Lorentz groupvaluedmatrixfieldwhoseelementsareknownasmoving framevariables

(also referred to as Lorentz harmonics [142]; see section 2.1.4 formore details on the connec-

tion between these terms) and i = 1, 2. Eq. (2.14) implies that the elements ofU (a)
µ = U

(a)
µ (τ )

obey the constraints [144, 145]

U (a)
µ Uµ(b) = ηab = diag(1,−1,−1,−1) , (2.15)

which can be split into

u=µ u
µ= = 0 , u#µu

µ# = 0 , u=µ u
µ# = 2 ,

u=µU
µi = 0 , u#µU

µi = 0 , U i
µU

µj = −ij .
(2.16)

The relations (2.16) are invariant under SO(D − 2) = SO(2) symmetry action on i, j indices

and SO(1, 1) symmetry action on light-like vectors as indicated by their sign indices u=µ =
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u
µ , u#µ = u++

µ . In (2.13) we have supplied the energy variable ρ of (2.12) with # index, indi-

cating its transformationswith respect toSO(1, 1) symmetrydefined in suchaway that (2.13)

remains invariant. Let us stress that, as pµ = pµ(τ ) was a dynamical variable in the super-

particle action (2.1), such is the Lorentz groupmatrix valuedU (a)
µ = U

(a)
µ (τ ) in (2.13).

Substituting (2.13), we can rewrite the Brink-Schwarz action (2.1) in the following equivalent

form

SM0 =

∫

W1

ρ#u=µΠ
µ =

∫

W1

ρ#E= , (2.17)

which corresponds to the action of massless superparticle inmoving frame formalism. In

the second form of (2.17) we have introduced the notation

E= = u=µΠ
µ (2.18)

which will be useful below.

For our purposes it is interesting to go one step further: the above analysis shows that the

superparticle action in this moving frame formalism “hides” a more useful spinor moving

frame formulation.

2.1.4 Moving frame and spinormoving frame formassless superparti-

cle in D=4

InD = 4 thespinormoving frame isconstructed fromapairofnonvanishingcomplexspinors

v± = (v̄̇ )
∗ that satisfy the normalization conditions

vv+ = 1 , v̄̇v̄+̇ = 1 . (2.19)

These constraints ensure that thematrix formed by the columns v+ , v

 (and its c.c. formed

by v̄+̇ , v̄

̄ ) is unimodular and thus an element of the SL(2,C) group31

ϵv+ v

 = 1 ⇐⇒ V ()

 := (v+ , v

 ) ∈ SL(2,C) . (2.20)

This matrix is referred to as the spinor (moving) framematrix, and it can be regarded as a

kindof “square root”ofaLorentzvector frame, describedby theLorentzgroupvaluedmoving

31The spinor frame variables are complexification of the harmonic variables ofN = 2 harmonic superspace
approach to the off-shell description of the N = 2 SYM, matter and supergravity in terms of unconstrained
superfields [150–152]. Hence the name of Lorentz harmonics used in [142].



32 Spinormoving frame formalism

framematrix (2.14)

U (a)
µ :=

(
u#µ + u=µ

2
, U i

µ,
u#µ − u=µ

2

)
∈ SO(1, 3)

in the following sense. The real light-like vectorsu=µ andu#µ of (2.14) can be constructed from

v , v̄

̇ and v+ , v̄

+
̇ , respectively, by the Cartan-Penrose representation similar to (2.10),

u=µ = vσµv̄ , u#µ = v+σµv̄
+ . (2.21)

Then, to proceed further, it is convenient to express also orthogonal and normalized space-

like vectorsU (i)
µ = (U1

µ, U
2
µ) in (2.14) in terms of complex light-like vectors

u+
µ =

1

2
(U1

µ + iU2
µ) , u+

µ =
1

2
(U1

µ − iU2
µ) = (u+

µ )∗ . (2.22)

For these, the relation with spinormoving frame variables are given by

u+
µ = v+σµ̇v̄

̇ , u+
µ = vσµ̇v̄̇+ = (u+

µ )∗ . (2.23)

It is easy to check that the vectors (2.21) and (2.22) are light-like

u=µ u
µ= = 0 , u#µu

µ# = 0 , u+
µ uµ+ = 0 , u+

µ uµ+ = 0 (2.24)

and, as a result of (2.19), are normalized by

u=µ u
µ# = 2 , u+

µ uµ+ = −2 . (2.25)

All other contraction of these vectors vanish, so that (2.15) and hence (2.14) hold

U
(a)
µ ∈ SO(1, 3) ⇐⇒ U

(a)
µ Uµ(b) = ηab = diag(+1,−1,−1,−1) ,

u#µ = U
(0)
µ − U

(3)
µ , u=µ = U

(0)
µ + U

(3)
µ , u±

µ = −U1
µ ± iU2

µ .

(2.26)

Actually, the light-likemoving framevectors formacomplete light-like tetradof theNewman-

Penrose formalism [153] (see also [154]).

It is important that (2.21) and (2.22) can be written in an equivalent matrix form relations
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(see (2.5))

u=
̇

= u=µ σ
µ

̇
= 2v v̄


̇
, u#

̇
= u#µσ

µ

̇
= 2v+ v̄

+

̇
,

u+

̇
= u+

µ σµ

̇
= 2v v̄

+

̇
, u+

̇
= u+

µ σµ

̇
= 2v+ v̄


̇
= (u+

̇ )∗ .

(2.27)

Substituting theexpression from(2.21) foru=µ in (2.17),wearriveat themassless superparticle

action in its spinormoving frame formulation [142]

SM0 =

∫

W1

ρ#u=µΠ
µ =

∫

W1

ρ#vσµ̇v̄̇Πµ . (2.28)

It is not difficult to see that a simple change of bosonic spinor variables

λ =


ρ#v , λ̄̇ =


ρ#v̄̇ (2.29)

converts (2.28) into the Ferber-Shirafuji action (2.11),

SFS =

∫

W1

λσµ̇λ̄
̇Πµ .

At first glance, this reformulation of the Ferber-Schirafuji action (2.11) might appear to be

trivial: the only difference seems to be the inclusion of the Stückelberg field ρ#, which intro-

ducesa scale gauge symmetry. However, the spinormoving frameapproachgoes far beyond

this. It is rather a method to deal with Ferber-Schirafuji-like formulation of superparticle,

allowing for systematic generalization to higher dimensions, to extended objects such as p-

branes, and for the constructionof completedoubly supersymmetric actions for systems like

themM0 andmD0.

The group-theoretical structure beyond the spinor moving frame variables, in the present

case including v and its partner v+ obeying vv+ = 1, is essential to this generaliza-

tions, and the gauge invariance under SO(1, 1) subgroup of SO(1,D − 1) = SO(1, 3) im-

plemented in (2.28) is essential to treat these as generalized homogeneous coordinates of

celestial sphere SD2 = S2.

Notice also the possibility to supplement the action (2.28) by a kind of bosonicWess-Zumino

term constructed from the forms vdv+ and v̄̇dv̄+̇ which have the properties of connec-

tion under SO(1, 1)⊗ SO(2) gauge transformation [142]. These described the (super)helicity

of massless superparticle at the (quasi-)classical level [142, 143].
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2.1.5 Local fermionic κ-symmetry

Toderive theequationofmotionsaswell as toanalyse thesymmetriesofadynamical system,

one studies the variation of the actionwith respect to all independent variables [146]. While

wewill not delve into the general details here,weareparticularly interested in a specific local

fermionic symmetry characteristic for supersymmetric particles and extended objects. Let

us consider the variations κ obeying ιΠµ = xµ − iθσµθ̄ + iθσµθ̄ = 0,32 which leads

to the following transformation of the bosonic coordinate function in terms of the fermionic

ones,

ικΠ
µ ≡ ικΠ

µ = 0 =⇒ κx
µ = iκθσ

µθ̄ − iθσµκθ̄ . (2.30)

Furthermore, imposing ικΠµ = 0 in the variation of the action and requiring vanishing of

this latter determines the complete set of κ transformations for the remaining variables.

The local fermionic gauge symmetry thus obtained is known as κ-symmetry33.

Such a variation (with ικΠ
µ = 0) of 4D Brink-Schwarz action (2.1) gives

κSBS =

∫
dτ


κpµ (Π

µ
τ − epµ)− 1

2
κepµp

µ − 2ipµ∂τθσ
µκθ̄ + 2ipµκθσ

µ∂τ θ̄


. (2.31)

Studying (2.31) one observes that, for κθ = κ̄̇σ̄
ν̇pν = κ̄σ̄νpν , the contribution fromvari-

ation of coordinates functions can be compensated by some κe(τ). This implies that (2.1) is

invariant under followed local fermionic κ-symmetry transformations

κx
µ = iκθσ

µθ̄ − iθσµκθ̄ , κθ
 = κ̄σ̄νpν , κθ̄

̇ = κσνpν ,

κe = 4i(κ̄dθ̄ − dθκ) , κpµ = 0 .
(2.32)

This symmetry is important because it guarantees that the ground state of the system is in-

variant under 1/2 of spacetime supersymmetry (see [148, 149] and refs. therein) and a stable

so-called BPS state. Moreover, the κ-symmetry can be used to remove half of the compo-

nents of θ (and its c.c. θ̄) [133] which equates the number of bosonic and fermionic degrees

of freedom34.

Tosee this, oneshouldobserve thatκ-symmetryofBrink-Schwarzaction is innitely reducible.

Indeed, with pµpµ = 0 one can check that κ andκ+ pµσ
µ
̇κ̄

(1)̇ (with an arbitrary κ̄(1)̇ =

κ̄(1)̇(τ )) generate the sameκ-symmetry transformations (2.32). This is usually expressed by

32ιΠ
µ corresponds to (2.3) but with replacement d 7→ .

33The κ-symmetry was discovered in [133] and [147], and was shown to be equivalent with worldline super-
symmetry in [130].

34The equality of degrees of freedom is a necessary condition for linearly realized supersymmetry in d > 1,
so that massless superparticle action can be written in (super)space of any (bosonic) dimension D. This balance
however is necessary for superstring and higher p-branes.
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saying that κ has a null vector κ̄(1)̇ and hence that κ-symmetry is reducible. Butmoreover,

it can be easily observed that κ̄(1)̇ and κ̄(1)̇ + pµσ̄
a̇κ

(2)
 (with an arbitrary κ(2) = κ

(2)
 (τ ))

lead to the same variation of the parameter κ, indicating a second order of reducibility for

this κ-symmetry (existence of null-vector for null-vector). Furthermore, this process can be

continued infinitelymany times, the factwhich is referred to as innitely reduciblenature of

the κ-symmetry of the Brink-Schwarz action for 4Dmassless superparticle.

Aswementioned above,κ-symmetry can be used to removed fermionic degrees of freedom.

This happens exactly because of∞-reducibility because the number of the components of

θ, θ̄̇, and of the κ-symmetry parameter is the same. The same number of components

have null-vector, null-vector for null-vector, and so on. So that, in this case, the number of

the removed degrees of freedom is calculated as the infinite sum

4−4+4−. . . = 4·(1−1+1−. . .) = 4· lim
q→1

(1−q+q2−. . .) = 4· lim
q→1

1

1 + q
= 4· 1

2
= 2 , (2.33)

illustrating howonly two of four fermionic degrees of freedomofmassless superparticle are

physically relevant.

In contrast, themassless superparticle action in spinormoving frame formalism35 (2.17) has

amanifestly irreducible form of κ-symmetry

κx
µ = iκθσ

µθ̄ − iθσµκθ̄ , κθ
 = ϵ+v , κθ̄

̇ = ϵ̄+v̄̇ ,

κv
 = 0 , κρ

# = 0 ,
(2.34)

parametrised by 2 fermionic parameters ϵ+ = ϵ+(τ ) and ϵ̄+ = ϵ̄+(τ ). Then each of these

ϵ+, ϵ̄+ can be used to reduce one half of the number of degrees of freedom of fermionic co-

ordinate functions θ(τ ) and θ̄̇(τ ). This latter fact does not surprise us since the actions in

Eqs. (2.1) and (2.28) are classically equivalent. In particular, it is straightforward to find the re-

lation between parameters of κ̄̇ of infinitely reducibleκ-symmetry (2.32) and ϵ+ irreducible

κ-symmetry of the spinor moving frame formulation. Substituting (2.13) into (2.32) we find

(2.34) with

ϵ+ = 2ρ#v̄̇κ̄̇ . (2.35)

This discussion demonstrates one of the advantages of spinormoving frame (or twistor-like)

formalism: in its framework the κ-symmetry of superparticles and super-p-branes acquire

an irreducible form [155–158]. This irreducibilitymakes itmore suitable for quantization and

reinforces the identification of κ-symmetry with local worldline/worldsheet/worldvolume

35The conclusions taking the Ferber-Shirafuji representation of (2.11) are similar.



36 Spinormoving frame formalism

supersymmetry of superembedding approach [134, 136–138] through the generalized action

approach of [159].

Letus stress that this relation, aswell as the transformation rulesof the irreducibleκ-symme-

try (3.11), necessarily involves the constrained spinors v and v̄̇. Thus the irreducible

form of the κ-symmetry is a characteristic property of the spinor moving frame and other

“twistor-like” approaches to superparticle dynamics.

In our case, the spinormoving frame variables are strictly necessary ingredients of the com-

pletemultiple D0-brane andmM0 actions which are not known in other formulations.



3
4Dcounterpart ofmultiple

M-wave system

Journey before destination... It cannot be a journey if
it doesn’t have a beginning.

The Stormlight Archive III: Oathbringer
by Brandon Sanderson.

In this chapter we construct the action of D = 4 N = 1 non-Abelian multiwave (nAmW)

system in flat superspace and prove its invariance under local worldline supersymmetry,

which generalizes the so-called κ-symmetry of themassless superparticle. This D = 4N =

1 nAmW system, a lower dimensional counterpart of 11D multiple M0-brane (multiple M-

wave or mM0) system, provides a toy model for developing the methods applicable to the

study of its more complex higher-dimensional counterpart.

3.1 D=4N=1massless superparticle

In this sectionwebeginby comingback to the spinormoving frame formulationof themass-

less superparticle in D = 4N = 1 superspace since its action will be used to describe the

center of energy sector of the complete nAmWsystem.

Using (2.5), we can rewrite this action as

S4D
0 =

∫

W1

ρ#v v̄

̇Π

̇ =

∫
dτρ#(τ )v (τ )v̄


̇ (τ )Π

̇
τ , (3.1)

where

Π̇ = dτΠ̇
τ , Π̇

τ = ∂τx
̇(τ )− 2i∂τθ

(τ )θ̄̇(τ ) + 2iθ(τ )∂τ θ̄
̇(τ ) (3.2)
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is the pull-back to the superparticle worldline of the VA 1-form

Π̇ := Πµσ̃̇
µ = dx̇(τ )− 2idθ(τ )θ̄̇(τ ) + 2iθ(τ )dθ̄̇(τ ) , (3.3)

x̇(τ ) = xµ(τ )σ̃̇
µ and θ(τ ) = (θ̄̇(τ ))∗ are bosonic vector and fermionic spinor coordi-

nate functions of proper time τ which define embedding of the superparticle worldlineW1

in D = 4N = 1 superspaceΣ(44),

W1 ∈ Σ(44) : xµ = xµ(τ ) , θ = θ(τ ) , θ̄̇ = θ̄̇(τ ) . (3.4)

To simplify the notation, we use the same symbols for coordinate functions and coordinates

(e.g. xµ(τ ) and xµ) as well as for the pull-backs of differential forms to theworldlineW1 and

the forms on target superspaceΣ(44) (see e.g. (3.2) and (3.3)).

The bosonic spinor fields v in (3.1) are constrained by (2.19) and define a spinor moving

frame attached to the worldline. Using (2.21) and (2.27), we can rewrite (3.1) in the following

equivalent forms

S4D
0 =

∫

W1

ρ#
1

2
u=̇Π

̇ =

∫

W1

ρ#u=µΠ
µ =

∫

W1

ρ#E= , (3.5)

where, at the last stage, we have introduced one of the pull-backs of the 1-forms of superviel-

bein adapted to the embedding of worldline in superspace, bosonic

E= = Πµu=µ =
1

2
u=̇Π

̇ = Π̇v v̄

̇ , (3.6)

E# = Πµu#µ =
1

2
u#̇Π

̇ = Π̇v+ v̄
+
̇ , (3.7)

E+ = Πµu+
µ =

1

2
u+
̇ Π̇ = Π̇v v̄

+
̇ = (E+)∗ , (3.8)

and fermionic

E = dθv , Ē = dθ̄̇v̄̇ . (3.9)

The first two real forms, E= and E#, will be used below to write the 4D nAmWaction.

The action (3.1) ismanifestly invariant under D = 4N = 1 spacetime supersymmetrywhich

leaves the spinor moving frame variables inert and acts on bosonic and fermionic coordi-

nates functions by

x
̇ = 2iθ̄̇ − 2iθ̄̇ , θ

 =  , θ̄
̇ = ̄̇ , (3.10)
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with constant fermionic spinor parameter  = (̄̇)∗. It also possesses the local fermionic

κ-symmetry in its irreducible form (as it is described in section 2.1.5)

κx
µ = iκθσ

µθ̄ − iθσµκθ̄ , κθ
 = κ+v , κθ̄

̇ = κ̄+v̄̇ ,

κv

 = 0 , κρ

# = 0 .
(3.11)

3.1.1 Admissible variations of spinormoving frame variables and Car-

tan forms

To vary the action and to clarify the structure of equations ofmotion, onemust also vary and

differentiate themoving frameandspinormoving framevariables. Although thesevariables

obey algebraic constraints, the underlying group theoretic structure beyond them makes

their differential calculus and variational problem quite simple. In fact, all differentials and

variations of these fields can be expressed in terms of the SO(1, 3) valued Cartan forms and

their variational counterparts.

As spinor frame variables are constrained by (2.19), it is convenient to search for “admissible”

variations which preserve these conditions. The same applies to the derivatives of spinor

moving framevariables. Theadmissiblederivativespreserving (2.19) canbeexpressed through

the so-called Cartan forms of SO(1, 3) group. Since there are four complex variables in v±

and one complex condition in (2.19), we can expect that there are three independent com-

plex derivatives of spinor moving frame. These are related to three complex Cartan forms

and their conjugates

Ω = vdv , Ω̄ = v̄̇dv̄̇ , (3.12)

Ω++ = v+dv+ , Ω̄++ = v̄̇+dv̄+̇ , (3.13)

ω(0) = vdv+ , ω̄(0) = v̄̇dv̄+̇ . (3.14)

Indeed, using the consequences

 
 = v+ v

 − v v
+ ,  ̇

̇ = v̄+̇ v̄
̇ − v̄̇ v̄

̇+ , (3.15)

of the constraints (2.19), we can express the derivatives of spinor frame variables i.e. dv()

and dv̄(̇)̇ in terms of Cartan forms by

dv = − ω(0)v + Ωv+ ⇐⇒ Dv := dv + ω(0)v = Ωv+ , (3.16)

dv+ = ω(0)v+ − Ω++v ⇐⇒ Dv+ := dv+ − ω(0)v+ = −Ω++v , (3.17)
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and their c.c. relations.

The expression for admissible variations

v = −ιω
(0)v + ιΩ

v+ ⇐⇒ ιDv := v + ιω
(0)v = ιΩ

v+ , (3.18)

v+ = ιω
(0)v+ − ιΩ

++v ⇐⇒ ιDv+ := v+ − ιω
(0)v+ = −ιΩ

++v , (3.19)

can be obtained from (3.16) and (3.17) by formal contraction with variation symbol ι as it is

described in section 1.2. Note that in the case of 1-forms this is essentially the substitution

d 7→ .

In Eqs. (3.16) and (3.17)we also define covariant derivatives D inwhich the 1-formω(0) and its

c.c. ω̄(0) play the role of a SO(1, 1) ⊗ U(1) connection. These gauge transformations can be

parametrized by ιω(0) and its complex conjugate ιω̄(0), as they appear in the expressions

for spinor frame variations (3.18) and (3.19). These symmetries correspond to the gauge in-

variance of the massless superparticle action (3.1) (or (3.5)) provided it is supplemented by

the following SO(1, 1) scaling of the Lagrangemultiplier ρ#,

ρ# = (ιω
(0) + ιω̄

(0))ρ# . (3.20)

The derivatives D in (3.16) and (3.17) are covariant derivatives with respect to this gauge sym-

metry. Moreover, one can observe that the action (3.5) (or (3.1)) involves only u=µ (or v
α
and

v̄̇ ) variables. Noting that the parameters ιΩ++ and ιΩ̄
++, present in (3.19), do not enter

into the variation of u=µ nor v
α
, we conclude that there is an additional gauge symmetry of

the system: the so-called K2-symmetry

K2 : K2v

 = 0 , K2v

+
 = −ιΩ

++v ,

K2 v̄

̇ = 0 , K2 v̄

+
̇ = −ιΩ̄

++v̄̇ .

Together the above listed gauge symmetries [SO(1, 1) ⊗ U(1)] ⊂×K2, can be used as identi-

fication relations on the set of constrained pair v , v+ which thus can be considered as a
kind of homogeneous coordinate for the coset of the Spin(1, 3) = SL(2,C) group, which is

isomorphic to the S2 sphere [161, 162]

v  =
SL(2,C)

[SO(1, 1)⊗ U(1)] ⊂×K2
= S2 . (3.21)

This can be recognized as the celestial sphere of an observer in a 4-dimensional spacetime.

Hence the introduction of the Lagrangemultiplier ρ#, which has a Stückelberg-type transfor-
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mation (3.20) under the SO(1, 1) gauge symmetry (i.e. it can be gauged to unity), makes the

constrained bosonic spinors a kind of homogeneous coordinates on the celestial 2-sphere.

3.1.2 Equations ofmotion and induced supergravity on theworldline

The equations of motion derived from the action (3.1) include (see Eqs. (A.11)-(A.18) in Ap-

pendix A for the complete list of equations)

E= = 0 , E+ = E+ = 0 , E = Ē = 0 . (3.22)

Thus, only the pull-backs of one bosonic and two fermionic projections of the target super-

space supervielbein remain nonzero on themass shell. These forms

E# = Π̇v+ v̄
+
̇ = dτE#τ , E+ = dθv+ = dτE+τ , Ē+ = dθ̄̇v̄+̇ = dτ Ē+τ (3.23)

describe 1dN = 2 supergravity inducedon theworldlineby its embedding intoD = 4N = 1

target superspace. Indeed, under the local fermionic κ-symmetry (3.11) these 1-forms trans-

form as

κE
# = −4i(E+κ̄+ − κ+Ē+) , κE

+ = Dκ+ , κĒ
+ = Dκ̄+ , (3.24)

and its τ -components by

κE
#
τ = −4i(E+κ̄+ − κ+Ē+) , κE

+
τ = Dτκ

+ , κĒ
+
τ = Dτ κ̄

+ , (3.25)

which are precisely the transformation rules of a 1d N = 2 supergravity supermultiplet.

We refer to this as supergravity induced by embedding, because these supergravity 1-forms

are built from the embedding coordinatesxµ(τ ), θ(τ ), θ̄̇(τ ) and spinormoving frame vari-

ables.

This induced supergravity provides the natural tool to couple a 1-dimensional supersym-

metric matter multiplets to massless superparticle while preserving its local fermionic κ-

symmetry. In particular, the action for 4D nAmW system, the counterpart of 11D mM0 ac-

tion from [124], is constructed by coupling of 3DN = 2 SU(N) SYMmultiplet dimensionally

reduced to d = 1 to this induced 1d supergravity. We shall present that action and exhibit its

full local worldline supersymmetry in the next section.



42 4D counterpart of multiple M-wave system

3.2 D=4N=1 non-Abelianmultiwave action and its world-

line supersymmetry

The action of 4D non-Abelianmultiwave (nAmW) system, a lower dimensional counterpart

of the 11D mM0 action, could in principle can be obtained from this latter by dimensional

reduction. Inpractice, however, thecomplicatedstructureof the11Dmoving framevariables

makesmore easy to construct it directly using symmetry principles (see [124] for D = 11 and

[131] for D = 3). On this way we arrive at

S4D
nAmW =

∫

W1

ρ#E= +
1

µ6

∫

W1

(ρ#)3tr


¯̃PDZ̃ + P̃D ¯̃Z − i

8
DΨ̃

¯̃
Ψ+

i

8
Ψ̃D

¯̃
Ψ


+

+
1

µ6

∫

W1

(ρ#)3
[
E#H̃ + iE+tr(

¯̃
Ψ
¯̃P + Ψ̃[Z̃, ¯̃Z]) + iĒ+tr(Ψ̃P̃ +

¯̃
Ψ[Z̃, ¯̃Z])

]
,

(3.26)

where

H̃ = tr


P̃¯̃P + [Z̃, ¯̃Z]2 − i

2
Z̃Ψ̃Ψ̃+

i

2
¯̃Z ¯̃
Ψ
¯̃
Ψ


. (3.27)

Thefirst termof (3.26) is exactly theD = 4massless superparticleaction (3.5), nowinterpreted

as the center of energy motion of the interacting multiwave system. The remaining part of

the nAmWaction, proportional to the dimensional parameter 1/µ6 36 contains bosonic and

fermionicmatrix fields. These are tracelessN ×N bosonic

Z̃ = Z̃0# := Z̃0+2 ,
¯̃Z =

¯̃Z#0 :=
¯̃Z+20 = (Z̃)† , (3.28)

P̃ = P̃+#+ := P̃++3 ,
¯̃P =

¯̃P#++ :=
¯̃P+3+ = (P̃)† , (3.29)

and fermionic

Ψ̃ = Ψ̃#+ := Ψ̃+2+ ,
¯̃
Ψ =

¯̃
Ψ+# :=

¯̃
Ψ++2 = (Ψ̃)† (3.30)

matrix fields37 all transforming under the gauge group SU(N). Here the sign subindices

(equivalent to the opposite sign superindices, e.g. Ψ̃#+ = Ψ̃=) indicate the transforma-

tion properties of the matrix fields under the GL(1,C) = SO(1, 1) ⊗ U(1) transformations

36Notice that µ has dimension of mass in our physical system of units with c = h = 1. Then [µ−6] = M−6 =
L6.

37Thematrix field symbols in the nAmWmodel are coveredwith tildes here to distinguish them from thema-
trix fields of the 3DmD0model, which are inert under SO(1, 1) but carry U(1) charges (see Eqs. (4.54)-(4.56)). One
might wonder why we do not apply this redefinition already at this stage, without explicitly performing dimen-
sional reduction. The reason is that such a redefinition would introduce derivatives of the Stückelberg field di-
rectly into the action, resulting in a formulation that we find less convenient for our purposes.
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acting on the spinor frame variables v = v
(0)
 and v̄̇

 = v̄̇
(0) as described in sec. 3.1

above. These latter enter, besides the first term, also in the remaining part of the action (3.26)

throughthe inducedsupergravity1-forms: 1dsupervielbeinE#, E+, Ē+ (3.23)andCartan forms

ω(0), ω̄(0) (3.14) which enter the covariant derivative

DZ̃ = dZ̃ + 2ω̄(0)Z̃ + [A , Z̃ ] , D
¯̃Z = d

¯̃Z + 2ω(0) ¯̃Z + [A ,
¯̃Z ] , (3.31)

DΨ̃ = dΨ̃+ (2ω(0) + ω̄(0))Ψ̃+ [A , Ψ̃ ] , D
¯̃
Ψ = d

¯̃
Ψ+ (ω(0) + 2ω̄(0))

¯̃
Ψ+ [A ,

¯̃
Ψ ] (3.32)

as connection for the GL(1,C) = SO(1, 1) ⊗ U(1) transformations. The SU(N) connection

1-form A = dτAτ , with the traceless antihermitian N × N matrix field Aτ , enters into the

action (3.26) inside the covariant derivatives (3.31) and (3.32).

The dimension of thematrixmatter fields are

[Z̃] = M = [
¯̃Z] , [

¯̃P] = M2 = [P̃] , [Ψ̃] = M3/2 = [
¯̃
Ψ] . (3.33)

The choice of such non-canonical dimension allows us to reduce the dependence on the di-

mensional parameterµ, with dimension ofmass [µ] = M , to an overallmultiplier in front of

the part of the action including thematrix fields.

Theaction (3.26) is invariantunder the localworldlinesupersymmetry transformationswhich

act on the center of energy fields as a bit deformed version of theκ-symmetry ofmassless su-

perparticle

ϵx
̇ = 2iϵθ

θ̄̇ − 2iθϵθ̄
̇ + v+v̄̇+ιϵE= ,

ϵθ
 = ϵ+v , ϵθ̄

̇ = ϵ̄+v̄̇ ,

ϵv

 = 0 , ϵv̄


̇ = 0 , ϵρ

# = 0 ,

(3.34)

where

ιϵE
= =

3i

2µ6
(ρ#)2 tr


ϵ+

¯̃
Ψ
¯̃P + ϵ̄+Ψ̃P̃ − (ϵ+Ψ̃+ ϵ̄+

¯̃
Ψ)[Z̃, ¯̃Z]


. (3.35)

Thematrix fields themselves are transformed by

ϵZ̃ = −iϵ+
¯̃
Ψ , ϵZ̃ = −iϵ+

¯̃
Ψ , (3.36)

ϵP̃ = iϵ+[Ψ̃, Z̃] + iϵ̄+[
¯̃
Ψ, Z̃] , ϵ

¯̃P = −iϵ+[Ψ̃,
¯̃Z]− iϵ̄+[

¯̃
Ψ,

¯̃Z] , (3.37)

ϵΨ̃ = 4ϵ+
¯̃P + 4ϵ̄+[Z̃, ¯̃Z] , ϵ

¯̃
Ψ = 4ϵ̄+P̃ + 4ϵ+[Z̃, ¯̃Z] , (3.38)

ϵA = iE#(ϵ+Ψ̃− ϵ̄+
¯̃
Ψ) + 8iE+ϵ+

¯̃Z − 8iĒ+ϵ̄+ Z̃ . (3.39)
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In the next chapter, we perform the dimensional reduction of the 4D nAmW action to D =

3. The resulting theory provides a candidate for the 3-dimensional counterpart of the 10D

multiple D0-brane system; henceforth referred to as the 3DmD0-brane.



4
Nonlinear 3DmD0 action by
dimensional reduction of

the 4D nAmWsystem

Always something new, always something I didn’t expect,
and sometimes it isn’t horrible.

TheWheel of Time II: The Great Hunt
by Robert Jordan.

In this section, we perform the dimensional reduction of D = 4 nAmWaction, which serves

as a counterpart of the 11D mM0-brane system, down to D = 3 and obtain in this way an

action with the properties expected for 3D counterpart of 10D mD0 system. Furthermore,

we will show that actually this procedure produces just one representative of a family of 3D

actions possessing these properties. Allmembers of the family contain in their actions some

positive definite functionM(H), whose meaning will be explained later. The dimensional

reduction produces the action with particularM(H) given in Eq. (4.71) below.

To proceed, it is convenient to first derive the action for amassive D = 3N = 2 superparticle

by performing the dimensional reduction of the D = 4massless superparticle action (3.5).

4.1 Notation and conventions from 4D to 3D

As it was already stated, D = 4 Weyl spinor indices are denoted by dotted and undotted

symbols taken from the beginning of the Greek alphabet (see section 1.2). Symbols from the

middle of the Greek alphabet are used for 4-vector indices when they are untilded, and for

3-vector indices when they carry a tilde.

Thus, the bosonic vector and fermionic spinor coordinates of D = 4 N = 1 superspace are
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denoted by zM (see Eq. (1.33)), while the coordinates of the D = 3N = 2 superspace are

zM̃ = (xµ̃, θ, θ̄) , µ̃ = 0, 1, 2 ,  = 1, 2 . (4.1)

TheWeyl spinor indices are raised and lowered using Levi-Civita symbols

ϵ = iσ2 =


 0 1

−1 0


 = −ϵ = ϵ̇̇ = −ϵ̇̇ . (4.2)

For instance,

θ = ϵθ , θ = ϵθ
 , (4.3)

which similarly applies to D = 3 spinors, and

θ̄̇ = ϵ̇̇ θ̄̇ , θ̄̇ = ϵ̇̇ θ̄
̇ . (4.4)

We use the following representation for the relativistic Pauli matrices (rPMs)

σµ̇ = 1,σ1,σ2,σ3 =






1 0

0 1


 ,


0 1

1 0


 ,


0 −i

i 0


 ,


1 0

0 −1





 =

= σ̃µ ̇ := ϵ̇̇ϵσν ̇η
νµ ,

(4.5)

which obey Eqs. (2.4) and (2.5). Among the D = 4 rPMs (4.5), only σ2 is complex and antisym-

metric. This allows us to identify the D = 3 gammamatrices, which admit a real symmetric

representation (after raising or lowering indices using the charge conjugation matrix) with

the rPMs carrying indices 0, 1, and 3

σµ̇ =

σµ̃̇ ,σ2̇


, σ̃̇

µ =

σ̃̇
µ̃ , σ̃̇

2


, (4.6)

µ̃ = σµ̃̇ = 1,σ1,σ3 =






1 0

0 1


 ,


0 1

1 0


 ,


1 0

0 −1





 , (4.7)

̃µ̃ = σ̃̇
µ̃ = (1,−σ1,−σ3) = ϵϵµ̃  . (4.8)
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4.2 Massive 3Dcounterpart ofD0-brane frommassless 4D

superparticle

As a warm-up exercise, let us discuss the dimensional reduction of the D = 4 N = 1mass-

less superparticle and obtain in thismanner the action for amassiveD = 3 N = 2 superpar-

ticle, the 3D counterpart of the 10D action for a single D0-brane. This action will later serve

as the center of mass sector of the system ofmultiple D0-branes.

4.2.1 Reduction of Brink-Schwarz action

Let us begin with the previously presented D = 4 Brink-Schwarz superparticle action (2.1),

S4D
BS =

∫

W1

pµΠ
µ +

e

2
pµp

µ . (4.9)

Let us choose x2 as the direction of reduction,

xµ = (xµ̃, x2) , pµ = (pµ̃, p2) , µ̃ = 0, 1, 3 ⇐⇒ µ = 0, 1, 2, 3 , (4.10)

which is convenient because it aligns with the representation of the D = 4 rPMs (4.5) and

their relation with D = 3 gamma matrices (4.7). This corresponds to the split of the 4D VA

1-form into

Π2 = dx2 − idθσ2θ̄ + iθσ2dθ̄ = dx2 − ϵ(dθ
θ̄ − θdθ̄) (4.11)

and the 3D VA 1-form

Πµ̃ = dxµ̃ − idθµ̃θ̄ + iθµ̃dθ̄ =
1

2
Πµ̃ . (4.12)

Here

dθµ̃θ̄ = dθµ̃ θ̄
 , (4.13)

with symmetric 2×2matrices

µ̃ = −iµ̃
σϵσ , ̃µ̃ = iϵσµ̃σ

 (4.14)

constructed fromthe3DDiracµ̃ and ϵ-symbolmatrices. Theseare imaginary inourmostly-

minusmetric convention and satisfy

µ̃ ν̃ = ηµ̃ν̃ + iϵµ̃ν̃σ̃σ̃ , ηµ̃ν̃ = diag(+1,−1,−1) . (4.15)
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Eq. (4.12) can be represented as a symmetric spin-tensor 1-form

Π = Πµ̃̃µ̃ = dx − 2idθ(θ̄) + 2iθ(dθ̄) . (4.16)

The dimensional reduction can be performed by using equations of motion for the x2 coor-

dinate which reads dp2 = 0 implying that p2 is a constant,

dp2 = 0 =⇒ p2 = m = const . (4.17)

Substituting the solution (4.17) back into the action (4.9), using (4.11) and omitting the total

derivative term, we find

S3D
dAL =

∫

W1


pµ̃Π

µ̃ +
e

2
(pµ̃p

µ̃ −m2)

+m

∫

W1

(dθθ̄ − θdθ̄) . (4.18)

This is the D = 3 counterpart of the De Azcárraga-LukierskiN = 2massive superparticle

action [147, 163]. This action possesses κ-symmetry, and let us note that κ-symmetry was

first discovered in thismassive example [147], slightly earlier than in the case of themassless

superparticle [133].

From a modern perspective, (4.18) is the D = 3 counterpart of super-D0-brane action [92]

or, simplifying terminology, the 3D D0-brane action. The second term in (4.18) is the Wess-

Zumino term of the D0-brane, which serves as the prototype for the Wess-Zumino term of

the superstring [85] and of higher super-p-branes (see [90–92, 97, 98, 102], [86, 164, 165] and

refs. therein).

4.2.2 A suggestive ansatz for dimensional reduction of (spinor) mov-

ing frame formalism

Our tasknow is to performdimensional reduction of the spinormoving frameaction forD =

4massless superparticle in a way that reproduces the 3D D0-brane action. (For a warm-up

see Appendix B, where we dimensionally reduce to the 3D massless superparticle.). To this

end it is sufficient to employ the following ansatz (cf. (B.4))




v = v − iv+µ

= ,

v+ = v+ ,




v̄̇ = v + iv+µ

= ,

v̄+̇ = v+ ,
(4.19)

where v± are real spinors satisfying

vv+ = 1 , (v± )
∗ = v± , (4.20)
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and µ= = µ=(τ ) is a real 1d scalar field.

This ansatz, although useful for the present illustrative purpose, will not be appropriate for

the dimensional reduction of the nAmW system, for reasons to be explained later. Never-

theless, it provides valuable intuition regarding dimensional reduction in the spinormoving

frame formalism.

Using (4.19), we can easily write that

u=
̇

= 2v v

 + 2v+ v

+
 (µ

=)2 + 2iϵµ
= ( = (u=̇)

∗ ) . (4.21)

Substituting into the original action (3.5) splits it into parts depending only on the 3D VA 1-

forms (4.12) and a separate element involvingΠ2 (4.11)

S4D
0 (4.19) =

1

2

∫

W1

ρ#
[
v v


 + (µ=)2v+ v

+


]
Π−

∫

W1

ρ#µ=
[
dx2 − ϵ(dθ

θ̄ − θdθ̄)
]
.

(4.22)

Now let us use the equation ofmotion for x2 coordinate,

d(ρ#µ=) = 0 =⇒ ρ#µ= = m = const . (4.23)

Substituting its solution into (4.22) we find

S4D
0 (4.19), (4.23) =

1

2

∫

W1

ρ#

v v


 +

m2

(ρ#)2
v+ v

+



Π +m

∫

W1

ϵ(dθ
θ̄ − θdθ̄) . (4.24)

The term with x2 has disappeared as a total derivative. We have thus obtained a 3D super-

particle action,where the second term in (4.24) is theWess-Zumino termof theD0-brane, the

same as in (4.18).

Now let us redefine the spinor frame variables as

v2 =


ρ#

m
v , v1 =


m

ρ#
v+ . (4.25)

Then ρ# is just removed from the first kinetic term.

The new spinors satisfy38

v2v1 = 1 ⇐⇒ vpvq = −ϵpq , q = 1, 2 (4.26)

38This constraint implies that2×2matrix (v1α, v
2
α)belongs to double coveringSL(2,R)of the 3DLorentz group

SO(1, 2). Hence the secondnameof Lorentzharmonics; seebelow, inparticular footnote 53, formoredetails and
references.
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and hence form a SL(2,R) valuedmatrix

vq = (v1, v
2
) ∈ SL(2,R) . (4.27)

Substituting the solutions of (4.25) for v± in the action (4.24) obtained by dimensional reduc-

tion of the 4Dmassless superparticle action (3.5), we arrive at

S3D
D0 =

∫

W1

L3D
D0 =

1

2
m

∫

W1

vqv
q
Π

 +m

∫

W1

ϵ(dθ
θ̄ − θdθ̄) =

=
1

2
m

∫

W1

u0Π
 +m

∫

W1

ϵ(dθ
θ̄ − θdθ̄) ,

(4.28)

which is the 3D D0-brane action in spinormoving frame formulation [128, 166].

In the second line of (4.28) we have introduced thematrix u0 = vqv
q
 representing timelike

normalized vector from the 3Dmoving frame attached to the worldline,

u0 = u0µ̃µ̃ = v1v
1
 + v2v

2
 , (4.29)

u1 = u1µ̃µ̃ = 2v1(v
2
) , u2 = u2µ̃µ̃ = v1v

1
 − v2v

2
 . (4.30)

These vectors obey the orthogonality and normalization conditions

u0µ̃u
0µ̃ = 1 , u0µ̃u

Iµ̃ = 0 , uIµ̃u
Jµ̃ = −IJ , I, J = 1, 2 (4.31)

which imply that they form SO(1, 2) valued 3Dmoving framematrix

uµ̃
ã =


uµ̃

0,uµ̃
I


∈ SO(1, 2) with ã = 0, 1, 2 . (4.32)

4.2.3 Irreducible κ-symmetry of the 3D super-D0-brane

To analyse the local symmetries of the 3D D0-brane action (4.28), we compute the exterior

derivative of the Lagrangian form of the action (4.28). This reads

dL3D
D0 = −2im(E1 + iE2) ∧ (Ē1 − iĒ2) +

1

2
mΠ ∧ du0 , (4.33)

where Eq and Ēq are fermionic 1-forms of the pull-back of 3D supervielbein adapted to the

embedding

Eq = (E1, E2) = dθvq , Ēq = (Ē1, Ē2) = dθ̄vq . (4.34)



4.2 Massive 3D counterpart of D0-brane frommassless 4D superparticle 51

We do not focus now on the derivatives of the spinor moving frame variables which will be

discussed later.

Belowwewill also need one of three bosonic 1-forms of this supervielbein

E0 = Πµ̃u0µ̃ =
1

2
Πu0 =

1

2
Π(v1v

1
 + v2v

2
) , EI = Πµ̃uIµ̃ = (E1, E2) . (4.35)

From (4.33) (and using the formalism presented in section 1.2), it follows that the action is

invariant under the following irreducible κ-symmetry transformations

ικE1 = κ , ικE2 = iκ , ικĒ1 = κ̄ , ικĒ2 = −iκ̄ ,

ικΠ
 = 0 , κv

q
 = 0 (=⇒ κu0 = 0) ,

(4.36)

or, equivalently,

κθ
 = κ(v2 − iv1) , κθ̄

 = κ̄(v2 + iv1) ,

κx
 = 2i(κθ

( θ̄) − θ(κθ̄
)) , κv

q
 = 0 .

(4.37)

Let us also observe that the action (4.28) is invariant under the local SO(2) symmetry rotating

the spinor frame components (4.27). This acts as a local SO(2) rotation of the spacelikemov-

ing frame vectors uIµ̃ and identifies the set of spinormoving framefields vq as homogeneous

coordinates of the coset
SL(2,R)
SO(2)

' SO(1, 2)

SO(2)
, (4.38)

which is suitable for the description of the 3Dmassive particle since SO(2) is the small group

of 3D timelikemomentum.

Another observation is that this SO(2) symmetry is notmanifest in the original ansatz (4.19)

for 4D spinor frame variables. It appears in the final action as a kind of emergent symme-

try. However, if we try to use this ansatz for dimensional reduction of a more complicated

nAmW system, the symmetry does not emerge automatically. This would imply that the

spinor frame variables in this 3D action parametrize the SL(2,R) group rather than coset

(4.38) and hence carry one extra degree of freedomwhich actually is not wanted. Thus a re-

fined dimensional reduction ansatzmust be used.
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4.3 Revising the 4D M0 reduction to 3D D0. Properties of

3D spinor frame

The dimensional reduction described above was based on the ansatz (4.19) for the spinor

moving frame variables, which explicitly breaks the U(1) subgroup of the GL(1,C) gauge

symmetry of the 4D spinor moving frame formalism. Moreover, this ansatz restores an im-

portant SO(2) gauge symmetry of the D = 3 Lorentz harmonic approach only at the final

stage, as a symmetry of the single super-D0-brane action (4.28).

4.3.1 SO(2)=U(1) invariant reduction of D spinor frame formalism

In this section, we describe amore complicated SO(2) ' U(1) invariant ansatz for the reduc-

tion of the D = 4 spinor moving frame formalism to D = 3. This ansatz is characterized by

the following expressions for the reduced lightlike vectors of the 4Dmoving frame

ρ#u=
̇

= Mu0 + iMϵ , (4.39)

1

ρ#
u#
̇

=
1

Mu0 − i

Mϵ , (4.40)

whereM = M(τ ) is a new real field on the worldline. Since only these moving frame vec-

tors appear explicitly in the nAmW action, and their reduction does not involve the vectors

uI = (u1 ,u
2
), we can expect that the reduced action will be invariant under SO(2) rota-

tionmixing these vectors.

The explicit form of the SO(2) ' U(1) invariant ansatz, expressing the D = 4 spinormoving

frame variables (2.20) in terms of 3D Lorentz harmonics vq = (v1, v
2
) defined in (4.27), and

which reproduces (4.39) and (4.40), is given by


ρ#v =

√
M√
2


v2 − iv1


,

1
ρ#

v+ =
1√

2
√
M


v1 − iv2


,


ρ#v̄̇ =

√
M√
2


v2 + iv1


,

1
ρ#

v̄+̇ =
1√

2
√
M


v1 + iv2


.

(4.41)

Notice that this implies


ρ#v̄̇ = i

M
ρ#

v+ ,
1
ρ#

v̄+̇ = i


ρ#

M v (4.42)

which breaks SL(2,C) invariance of 4D action down to SL(2,R) but preserves the complete

GL(2,C) gauge symmetry of the 4D Lorentz harmonic formalism. The SO(1, 1) subgroup

leaves both sides of (4.42), whileU(1) ⊂ GL(2,C) transformations of both sides arenontrivial
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and coincident.

Using (4.41), the (pull-backs of) relevant 4D supervielbein forms (3.6)-(3.9) can be expressed

in terms of (pull-backs of) 3D supervielbein forms (4.34), (4.35):

ρ#E= = ME0 +
i

2
MϵΠ

̇ = ME0 −MΠ2 =

= ME0 −M(dx2 − dθθ̄ + θdθ̄) ,
(4.43)

1

ρ#
E# =

1

ME0 − i

2

1

MϵΠ
̇ =

1

ME0 +
1

MΠ2 =

=
1

ME0 +
1

M(dx2 − dθθ̄ + θdθ̄) ,
(4.44)

1
ρ#

E+ =
1√

2
√
M


E1 − iE2


,

1
ρ#

Ē+ =
1√

2
√
M


Ē1 + iĒ2


. (4.45)

The dimensional reduction of themassless superparticle action requires to use only the first

of these expressions, (4.43). Substituting it into the action and using the equations ofmotion

for x2,

dM = 0 =⇒ M = m = const (4.46)

we arrive at the 3D super-D0-brane action (4.28).

4.3.2 Cartan forms and covariant derivatives in 3D

To proceed with the dimensional reduction of the nAmW action, we begin by introducing

the Cartan forms of the coset SL(2,R)/SO(2)

fpq := vpdvq = f qp , vp = ϵpqvq = ϵvp . (4.47)

Due to the constraint (4.26), this matrix 1-form is symmetric, fpq = f qp and the derivative of

the 3D spinor frame variables are expressed in terms of these by

dvq = vpf
pq , (4.48)

where vp = ϵpqv
q
. Explicitly, this yields

dv1 = v1f
21 − v2f

11 , dv2 = v1f
22 − v2f

12 . (4.49)

It is important to note that f qq transforms as SO(2) connection, while f12 = f21 and f11 −
f22 1-forms are covariant under SO(2). This structure becomes transparent when using the

3D moving frame vectors defined in (4.29) and (4.30), which allows us to identify the SO(2)
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connection as

u1du2 = −u2du1 = 1

2
u1du2 = f qq ⇐⇒ uIduJ = ϵIJf qq . (4.50)

Similarly, we define the SO(2) covariant forms f I = (f1, f2), which serve as the vielbein for

the coset SO(1, 2)/SO(2)

f1 := u0du1 = −f11 + f22 , f2 := u0du2 = 2f12 . (4.51)

For our discussion in the next section, it is important to note that the ansatz (4.41), together

with (3.14), leads to the following expressions for the 4D connections

ω(0) − ω̄(0) = ivqdvq =: if qq , ω(0) + ω̄(0) =
dρ#

ρ#
− dM

M . (4.52)

The second equation implies that the covariant derivative of the Stükelberg field in the 4D

nAmWsystem can be written in terms of the derivative of the fieldM:

Dρ# = dρ# − (ω(0) + ω̄(0))ρ# = ρ#
dM
M . (4.53)

4.3.3 N=2 3D mD0-brane action from dimensional reduction of the

4D nAmW

Let us turn to the problem of the dimensional reduction of the D = 4 nAmW action (3.26).

This procedure simplifies if, before substituting the above discussed ansatz (4.41) for the 4D

spinor frame variables, we first redefine thematrix fields bymaking themSO(1, 1) invariant.

This is achieved bymultiplying them by suitable powers of the D = 4 Stückelberg field ρ#:

Z̃ =
1

ρ#
Z ,

¯̃Z =
1

ρ#
Z̄ , (4.54)

P̃ =
1

(ρ#)2
P ,

¯̃P =
1

(ρ#)2
P̄ , (4.55)

Ψ̃ =
1

(ρ#)
3
2

Ψ ,
¯̃
Ψ =

1

(ρ#)
3
2

Ψ̄ , (4.56)

Using (4.54)-(4.56)onecancheck that thenewmatrixfieldshaveopposite leftandright “charges”

Z = Z+ , Z̄ = Z̄+ , (4.57)

P = P+ , P̄ = P̄+ , (4.58)

Ψ = Ψ 1
2
 1

2
, Ψ̄ = Ψ̄ 1

2
 1
2
, (4.59)
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confirming their SO(1, 1) invariance.

Such redefinition of the matrix fields clearly generates terms proportional to dρ# in the ac-

tion. However, after reducing the spinor moving frame sector according to the ansatz (4.41),

these derivatives are replaced by those of the new scalar fieldM, which is inert under both

SO(1, 1) and SO(2) transformations.

Indeed, using (4.53), the covariant derivatives of the old and newmatrix fields are related by

DZ̃ =
1

ρ#


DZ − dM

M Z


, (4.60)

D
¯̃Z =

1

ρ#


DZ̄ − dM

M Z̄


, (4.61)

DΨ̃ =
1

(ρ#)
3
2


DΨ− 3

2

dM
M Ψ


, (4.62)

D
¯̃
Ψ =

1

(ρ#)
3
2


DΨ̄− 3

2

dM
M Ψ̄


, (4.63)

where (see (4.52))

DZ = dZ + if qqZ + [A,Z] , (4.64)

DΨ = dΨ− i

2
f qqΨ+ [A,Ψ] . (4.65)

Now, writing the 4D nAmW action in terms of new matrix variables and reduced spinor

frame variables (4.41), and using the new covariant derivatives (4.64), (4.65) and the super-

vielbein forms (4.43)-(4.45), we arrive at

S4D
nAmW(4.41) =

∫

W1

E0

M+

1

M
H
µ6


+

∫

W1


−M+

1

M
H
µ6


(dx2 − dθθ̄ + θdθ̄) +

+
1

µ6

∫

W1

tr


P̄DZ + PDZ̄ − i

8
DΨΨ̄+

i

8
ΨDΨ̄


− 1

µ6

∫

W1

dM
M tr


P̄Z + PZ̄


+

+
1

µ6

∫

W1

i√
2
√
M


E1 − iE2


tr(Ψ̄P̄ +Ψ[Z, Z̄]) +

+
1

µ6

∫

W1

i√
2
√
M


Ē1 + iĒ2


tr(ΨP + Ψ̄[Z, Z̄]) .

(4.66)

Here,H has the same structure as H̃ (3.27), but is expressed through the new SO(1, 1) invari-

antmatrix fields,

H = tr


PP̄ + [Z, Z̄]2 − i

2
ZΨΨ+

i

2
Z̄Ψ̄Ψ̄


. (4.67)

The complex fermionic forms Eq = (Ēq)∗ and real bosonic form E0 are defined in (4.34) and
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(4.35), respectively.

Asalreadyseen insimplerexamples, thedimensional reduction requiresusing theequations

of motion for the extra bosonic coordinate, in this case x2(τ ). This coordinate appears only

once, in the second term of (4.66), and its equation ofmotion

d


M− 1

M
H
µ6


= 0 (4.68)

implies

M− 1

M
H
µ6

= m = const (4.69)

wherem is a constant of dimension ofmass. Eq. (4.69) can be solved by

M± =
m

2
±
√

m2

4
+

H
µ6

. (4.70)

Only thesolutionwithpositive sign in frontof the root isphysical, since it approachesmwhen

H → 0 (in particular when all matrix fields vanish). Thus wewill consider

M = M(H/µ6) :=
m

2
+

√
m2

4
+

H
µ6

= m


1 +

H
m2µ6

+O
( H

m2µ6

2
)

. (4.71)

The last expression can be viewed as a power series expansion in 1/µ6, or equivalently, as a

weak field expansion in the matrix fields. Below we will refer on it as on decomposition in

coupling constant 1/µ6 just for convenience.

Substituting the solution (4.71) of the x2 equation ofmotion into the action (4.66) we find the

following action for 3D counterpart of 10DmD0 system:

S3D
mD0 =

∫

W1


mE0 +m(dθθ̄ − θdθ̄)


+

1

µ6

∫

W1

E0
2

M H+

+
1

µ6

∫

W1

tr


P̄DZ + PDZ̄ − i

8
DΨΨ̄+

i

8
ΨDΨ̄


−

− 1

µ6

∫

W1

dM
M tr


P̄Z + PZ̄


+

+
1

µ6

∫

W1

i√
2
√
M


E1 − iE2


tr(Ψ̄P̄ +Ψ[Z, Z̄]) +

+
1

µ6

∫

W1

i√
2
√
M


Ē1 + iĒ2


tr(ΨP + Ψ̄[Z, Z̄]) ,

(4.72)

withH defined in (4.67), bosonic and fermionic 1-forms defined in (4.35) and (4.34), covariant

derivatives defined in (4.64), (4.65) andM = M(H/µ6) given in (4.71). Actually, as we will

discuss below, the action (4.72)with arbitrary (nonvanishing) functionM(H/µ6) alsomakes
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sense.

Notice that the derivative ofM = M(H/µ6) (independently of whether it is given by (4.71)

or considered to be arbitrary) is proportional to 1/µ6 (actually to 1/m2µ6),

dM = M′(H/µ6)dH =
1

µ6

dH

2

√
m2

4
+

H
µ6

, M′(y) =
d

dy
M(y) , (4.73)

so that at the first order in 1/µ6 the action does not contain dH and reads

S3D
mD0M7→m =

∫

W1


mE0 +m(dθθ̄ − θdθ̄)


+

1

µ6

∫

W1

E0
2

m
H+

+
1

µ6

∫

W1

tr


P̄DZ + PDZ̄ − i

8
DΨΨ̄+

i

8
ΨDΨ̄


+

+
1

µ6

∫

W1

i√
2
√
m


E1 − iE2


tr(Ψ̄P̄ +Ψ[Z, Z̄]) +

+
1

µ6

∫

W1

i√
2
√
m


Ē1 + iĒ2


tr(ΨP + Ψ̄[Z, Z̄]) .

(4.74)

4.4 Worldline supersymmetryof theD=3N=2mD0-brane

action

In this section we show that the characteristic properties of the mD0 system are also exhib-

ited by a more general class of models, described by the functional (4.72) with an arbitrary

positive definite functionM = M(H/µ6). Namelywewill show that such action possesses,

besides themanifest D = 3N = 2 supersymmetry, also the worldline supersymmetry gen-

eralizing the κ-symmetry (4.36) of single D0-brane action (4.28).

4.4.1 Worldlinesupersymmetry transformationsof thecenterofmass

variables

Our previous experience with the 4D nAmWsystem and the 10D action studied in [128] sug-

gested that, when investigating theworldline supersymmetry of themD0-brane system, it is

natural to assume that it acts on the center of mass variables of the mD0 system, i.e. on the

coordinate functions and spinor frame variables, in the samemanner as the κ-symmetry of
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single D0 brane,

ϵθ
 =

1√
2
(v2 − iv1)ϵ , ϵθ̄

 =
1√
2
(v2 + iv1) ϵ̄ ,

ϵx
 = 2iϵθ

(θ̄) − 2iθ(ϵθ̄
) ,

ϵv
q
 = 0 .

(4.75)

In the formalism presented in section 1.2 this is tantamount to stating that

ιϵ(E1 + iE2) = 0 , ιϵ(Ē1 − iĒ2) = 0 , ιϵE0 = 0 , ιϵEI = 0 ,

ιϵf
I = 0 , ιϵf

qq = 0 =⇒ ϵv = 0 ,
(4.76)

and, consequently,

ιϵE1 = ϵ/
√
2 =⇒ ιϵE2 = iϵ/

√
2 , ιϵ(E1 − iE2) =

√
2ϵ ,

ιϵĒ1 = ϵ̄/
√
2 =⇒ ιϵĒ2 = −iϵ̄/

√
2 , ιϵ(Ē1 + iĒ2) =

√
2ϵ̄ .

(4.77)

In this form it is easier to find the following transformation properties of the bosonic and

fermionic 1-forms entering the part of the action containing thematrix fields

ϵE
0 = −2i

1√
2
(E1 − iE2)ϵ̄− 2i

1√
2
(Ē1 + iĒ2)ϵ ,

ϵ(E1 − iE2) =
√
2Dϵ , ϵ(Ē1 + iĒ2) =

√
2Dϵ̄ , (4.78)

which are the typical transformations of the d = 1N = 2 supergravity multiplet. This su-

pergravity is induced by embedding of the worldline into D = 3N = 2 superspace (cf. (3.24)

and discussion around it). Eqs. (4.78) are useful to search for the worldline supersymmetry

invariance of the part of the action containing thematrix fields.

4.4.2 Worldlinesupersymmetry transformationsof thematrixmatter

elds

Now, writing the variation of the action (4.72) with (4.75)-(4.78) and extracting from this vari-

ation the terms proportional to DP, DZ, DΨ and their hermitian conjugates, we find the fol-

lowing equations for the basic κ-symmetry variations ofmatrix “matter” fields

ϵZ = − i√
M

ϵΨ̄+
1

µ6

M′

M

ZϵH̃ − P∆ϵK


, (4.79)

ϵZ̄ = − i√
M

ϵ̄Ψ+
1

µ6

M′

M

Z̄ϵH̃ − P̄∆ϵK


, (4.80)
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ϵP =
i√
M


ϵ[Ψ,Z] + ϵ̄[Ψ̄,Z]


− 1

µ6

M′

M PϵH̃+

+
1

µ6

2M′

M


[[Z, Z̄],Z] +

i

4
Ψ̄Ψ̄


∆ϵK ,

(4.81)

ϵP̄ =
i√
M


ϵ[Z̄,Ψ] + ϵ̄[Z̄, Ψ̄]


− 1

µ6

M′

M P̄ϵH̃−

− 1

µ6

2M′

M


[[Z, Z̄], Z̄] +

i

4
ΨΨ


∆ϵK ,

(4.82)

ϵΨ =
4√
M


ϵP̄ + ϵ̄[Z, Z̄]]


− 1

µ6

2M′

M [Ψ̄, Z̄]∆ϵK , (4.83)

ϵΨ̄ =
4√
M


ϵ[Z, Z̄] + ϵ̄P]


+

1

µ6

2M′

M [Ψ,Z]∆ϵK . (4.84)

These expressions are treated as equations because their right-hand sides involve the varia-

tions ϵH ofH from (4.67) and

∆ϵK = ϵK − i

2
√
M

(ϵ ν + ϵ̄ν̄) (4.85)

where

ν = tr

Ψ̄P̄ +Ψ[Z, Z̄]


, ν̄ = tr


ΨP + Ψ̄[Z, Z̄]


(4.86)

and ϵK is the variation of

K = tr(P̄Z + PZ̄) . (4.87)

As both of these composite variations enter with coefficients proportional to 1/µ6, the equa-

tionscertainlyadmitasolution (at least in the formofapowerseries in1/µ6). Moreover, there

is a straightforwardmethod for solving these equations: first, use them to derive closed alge-

braic expressions for ϵH and ϵK; second, solve these expressions; and third, substitute the
resulting solutions into the final terms of equations (4.79)-(4.83).

Indeed, using (4.79)-(4.83) we find

ϵH =
i√
M

tr


ϵ̄Ψ̄− ϵΨ

 
[Z, P̄] + [Z̄,P]− i

4
Ψ , Ψ̄


+

1

µ6

M′

M H ϵH (4.88)

and

ϵK = − i√
M

ϵ tr

Ψ̄P̄ − 2Ψ[Z, Z̄]


− i√

M
ϵ̄ tr


ΨP − 2Ψ̄[Z, Z̄]


+

1

µ6

M′

M H∆ϵK , (4.89)

where

H = tr


−2PP̄ + 4[Z, Z̄]2 − i

2
ZΨΨ+

i

2
Z̄Ψ̄Ψ̄


(4.90)
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(cf. (4.67)). Eqs. (4.88) and (4.89) are closed algebraic equations for ϵH and ϵK, respectively,
which are solved by

ϵH =
i√
M

1
1− 1

µ6

M′

M H

 tr


ϵ̄Ψ̄− ϵΨ

 
[Z, P̄] + [Z̄,P]− i

4
Ψ , Ψ̄


(4.91)

and

∆ϵK = − 3i√
M

1
1− 1

µ6

M′

M H

 
ϵ tr


Ψ̄P̄ −Ψ[Z, Z̄]


+ ϵ̄ tr


ΨP − Ψ̄[Z, Z̄]


. (4.92)

Thus the worldline supersymmetry transformations of thematrixmatter fields are given by

(4.79)-(4.83) with (4.91) and (4.92).

4.4.3 Worldline supersymmetry transformations of the non-Abelian

gauge eld

Taking into account the above relations, we find that the remaining expression of the action

variation contains the terms proportional to the pull-backs of bosonic and fermionic super-

vielbein forms to the worldline, namely to

E0 , (E1 − iE2) , (Ē1 + iĒ2) (4.93)

and to the variation of SU(N) gauge field 1-form A. This implies that, if the action is invari-

ant under worldline supersymmetry, then

ϵA = E0ϵA0 + (E1 − iE2)ϵAη + (Ē1 + iĒ2)ϵAη̄ . (4.94)

It is important to notice that ϵA enters the action variation in the trace of its product with

tr


ϵA


[Z, P̄] + [Z̄,P]− i

4
Ψ, Ψ̄


, (4.95)

so that the possibility of compensating all remaining terms in the action variation by choos-

ing appropriate ϵA0, ϵAη and ϵAη̄ is a nontrivial check of consistency of our calculations.

For instance, this implies that the condition of vanishing the contribution proportional to E0

in the κ-symmetry variation of the action,

tr


ϵA0


[Z, P̄] + [Z̄,P]− i

4
Ψ, Ψ̄


= − 2

M


1− 1

µ6

M′

M


ϵH , (4.96)
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can be solved because ϵH (4.91) is also given by the trace of certain expression with


[Z, P̄] + [Z̄,P]− i

4
Ψ, Ψ̄


.

This allows to obtain

ϵA0 = −


1− 1

µ6

M′

M H



1− 1

µ6

M′

M H

 2i

M
√
M


ϵ̄Ψ̄− ϵΨ


. (4.97)

Similarly studying the terms proportional to (E1 − iE2) and their c.c.-s, we obtain

ϵAη =
8i√
2M

ϵZ̄ − 1

µ6

M′

2
√
2M2


2iΨ

√
M∆ϵK − 3


ϵΨ− ϵ̄Ψ̄


tr

P̄Ψ̄−Ψ[Z, Z̄]



1− 1

µ6

M′

M H




 =

=
8i√
2M

ϵZ̄ − 1

µ6

3M′

2
√
2M2

1
1− 1

µ6

M′

M H

×

× (ϵ̄Ψ̄− 2ϵΨ)tr

P̄Ψ̄−Ψ[Z, Z̄]


+ ϵ̄Ψtr


P̄Ψ̄− Ψ[Z, Z̄]



(4.98)

and

ϵAη̄ = − 8i√
2M

ϵ̄Z +
1

µ6

3M′

2
√
2M2

ϵΨ− ϵ̄Ψ̄
1− 1

µ6

M′

M H

 tr

PΨ− Ψ̄[Z, Z̄]


+

+
1

µ6

iM′
√
2
√
MM

Ψ̄ ∆ϵK .

(4.99)

The second of these equations can be further specified with the use of (4.92).

4.4.4 Resume on the candidatemD0 action(s)

Thus, we have shown that the action (4.72), with a positive definite function M(H/µ6) of

the matrix field Hamiltonian (4.67), possesses not only the target superspace D = 3N = 2

supersymmetry but also local worldline supersymmetry. This local symmetry generalizes

the κ-symmetry of the single D0-brane action. Consequently, any of these actions can be

considered as a candidate for the role of D = 3 counterpart of themultiple D0-brane action.

A special representative of this family is the action whereM(H/µ6) is given by (4.71), as it

arises from the dimensional reduction of the D = 4 counterpart of the mM0-brane system

(4D nAmW action). In general, the actions (4.72) are essentially nonlinear but the simplest

representation of the family withM(H/µ6) = m = const, which provides the counterpart
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to the 10D action considered as a candidate for the mD0 action in [128]. Our study suggests

thatmoregeneric, essentially nonlinear candidates for the role of the 10DmD0action should

be explored, and this investigation is actually presented in the next section.

We will return to this D = 3 counterpart of the 10D mD0 system in chapter 7, where we

will construct the Hamiltonian formulation and perform the covariant quantization of the

simplest39 representative within this diverse zoo of 3DmD0models.

39As wewill see in chapter 7, “simplest” corresponds to the 3DmD0 representative withM(H/µ6) = m.
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In this sectionwe present a complete nonlinear action for the dynamical system of 10Dmul-

tiple D0-branes. This action exhibits not only manifest spacetime (target superspace) su-

persymmetry but also worldline supersymmetry, the generalization of the local fermionic

κ-symmetry characteristic of a single D0-brane. Moreover, as its lower dimensional 3D coun-

terpart, this action includes an arbitrary positive definite functionM(H) of the SYM Hamil-

tonianH constructed from thematrix fields describing relativemotion ofmD0 constituents.

The properties of this set of candidate actions will be analysed in this section, while the 11-

dimensional origin of a specific D = 10mD0model, corresponding to a particular choice of

M(H), will be discussed in section 6.

5.1 The 10DmD0 action and its symmetries

The nonlinear action that we have constructed is expressed in terms of center of mass vari-

ables of mD0 system, which are identical to those used in the single D0-brane case, andma-

trix variables describing the relative motion of mD0 constituents. The field content of such

systems is motivated by their low energy (and gauge fixed) description which, according to

[101], is given by U(N ) SYM theory. This generalizes the well-known fact that, after suitable

gauge fixing, the low energy description of a single Dp-brane is provided by an Abelian U(1)
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SYM theory. Consequently, the Lorentz-covariant formulation of the mDp-brane system is

expected to include both the fields known from the single Dp-brane description, which are

essentially coordinate functions and Abelian gauge field, and the fields of themaximally su-

persymmetric SU(N ) SYMmultiplet in d = p+ 1 dimensions [101].

Thus, focusing on the mD0-brane case, the set of worldline fields includes coordinate func-

tions

zM (τ ) = (xµ(τ ), θ1(τ ), θ2(τ )) , µ = 0, . . . , 9 ,  = 1, . . . , 16 , (5.1)

whichdescribe theembeddingof theworldlineW1 into the target type IIAsuperspaceΣ(1032)

whose bosonic and fermionic coordinates are zM = (xµ, θ1, θ2),

W1 ⊂ Σ(1032) : zM = zM (τ ) . (5.2)

In addition, according to [101], the system includes matrix fields from the d = 1 N = 16

SU(N ) SYM multiplet, and some auxiliary fields. The set of these latter includes the 10D

spinormoving framefields, discussed indetail below, and thematrixmomentumfieldwhich

allows the SYM sector to be written in a first order form.

Thematrix field content of themD0 system includes9+9bosonicHermitian tracelessN×N

matrix fields

Xi(τ ) , Pi(τ ) (5.3)

wherePi servesas theconjugatemomentumto thematrixfieldXiwhich isaphysicalbosonic

field of the SU(N) SYM multiplet; both are labelled by the SO(9) vector index i = 1, . . . , 9.

The system also includes an anti-Hermitian bosonic tracelessN ×N matrix valued 1-form

A = dτAτ , (5.4)

where Aτ (τ ) is a worldline gauge field valued in the Lie algebra su(N). The fermionic part

consists in 16 fermionic Hermitian tracelessN ×N matrix fields

Ψq(τ ) , (5.5)

which transform as a spinor under SO(9) (i.e. as Spin(9) fundamental representation) with

indices q = 1, . . . , 16. This completes the set of matrix fields which captures the dynamics

of the relativemotion sector of themD0 system.
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5.1.1 10DMoving frame and spinormoving frame elds

Finally to write the candidate for mD0 action we need to introduce the moving frame and

spinormoving framefields. Thesegeneralize toD = 10 themoving frameandspinormoving

frame formalism described in chapter 2.

Themoving frame vectors are described by Lorentz group valued 10×10matrix

(u0µ, u
i
µ) ∈ SO(1, 9) , i = 1, . . . , 9 (5.6)

which obey

uµ0u0µ = 1 , uµ0uiµ = 0 , uµiujµ = −ij . (5.7)

The spinormoving frame is described by Spin(1, 9) valuedmatrix

v
q ∈ Spin(1, 9) . (5.8)

This spinor frame is related to the above described moving frame by the conditions of the

Lorentz invariance of 10D sigma-matrices

u(b)µ σµ
 = vqσ

(b)
qp v

p
 , u(b)µ σ̃qp

(b) = vqσ̃

µ vp . (5.9)

providing a kind of square root of themoving frame vectors in the sense of Cartan-Penrose-

like relations. The indices q, p = 1, . . . , 16 correspond to SO(9) spinor indices, reflecting the

local SO(9) gauge symmetry that preserves the splitting in (5.6),

uµ0(τ ) 7→ uµ0(τ ) , uµi(τ ) 7→ uµj(τ )Oji(τ ) , OjiOjk = ik . (5.10)

Choosing an SO(9) invariant representation of sigma-matrices

σ(a)
qp = (qp, 

i
qp) = σ̃qp

(a) , iqp = ipq , (ij) = ij (5.11)

in which iqp = ipq are d = 9 gammamatrices, we find that (5.9) leads to

σ0 := u0µσ
µ
 = v

qv
q , σi := uiµσ

µ
 = v

qiqpv
p (5.12)

and vqσ̃

µ vp = u0µqp + uiµ

i
qp .

Unlike their D = 4 counterparts (see [142] and section 2.1.4), these relations (5.12) impose

strong constraints on the spinor moving frame field v
q reducing its initial 16 × 16 = 256
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components to 45 = dim(SO(1, 9)). Additionally, we can define

σ̃0 := u0µσ̃
µ = vq

vq
 , σ̃i := uiµσ̃

µ = −vq
iqpvp

 (5.13)

where

vqσ̃
0 = vq

 , σ0vq
 = v

q . (5.14)

Thismatrix vq satisfies the relations:

vq
v

p = q
p ⇐⇒ v

qvq
 = 

 (5.15)

andhence canbe identifiedas inverse spinor framematrix. Belowwewill alsouse theCartan

forms

Ωi = u0µdu
µi, (5.16)

Ωij = uiµdu
µj (5.17)

whereΩi transforms covariantly under SO(9) gauge group (5.10), andΩij serves as the SO(9)

connection. Using (5.7) derivatives of themoving frame can be expressed in terms of Cartan

forms:

Du0µ := du0µ = uiµΩ
i , Duiµ := duiµ + ujµΩ

ji = u0µΩ
i . (5.18)

Herewehave also introduced the SO(9) covariant derivativeswith the composite connection

given by the Cartan formΩji (5.17).

The spinormoving framederivatives are also expressed in termsof the sameSO(1, 9)Cartan

forms by

Dv
q := dv

q +
1

4
Ωijv

pijpq =
1

2
iqpv

pΩi (5.19)

which implies

Dvq := dvq − 1

4
Ωijijqpv


p = −1

2
vp 

i
pqΩ

i . (5.20)

The variation of themoving frame and spinormoving frame variables can be also expressed

in terms of Cartan forms or, more precisely, in terms of contraction of these with the varia-
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tional symbol:

ιΩ
i = uµ0uiµ , ιΩ

ij = uµiujµ . (5.21)

The latter parametrize the SO(9) transformations whichwill be themanifest gauge symme-

try of our action. Thus, the essential variations of moving frame vectors and spinor moving

framematrices are given by

u0µ = uiµιΩ
i , uiµ = u0µιΩ

i , (5.22)

v
q =

1

2
iqpv

pιΩ
i , vq = −1

2
iqpv


p ιΩ

i . (5.23)

Themoving frame formalismallows todefine theLorentz invariant 1-formson theworldline

by contracting the pull-back of the VA 1-form of the type IIA superspace

Πµ = dxµ − idθ1σµθ1 − idθ2σ̃µθ2 (5.24)

with themoving frame vectors:

E0 = Πµu0µ , Ei = Πµuiµ . (5.25)

Similarly, spinor moving frame formalism allows to define on the worldline the following

Lorentz invariant fermionic 1-forms:

E1q = dθ1v q
 , E2q = dθ2v


q . (5.26)

5.1.2 CandidatemD0 action(s)

The action forN nearly coincident D0-brane system has the form

SmD0 = m

∫

W1

E0 − im

∫

W1

(dθ1θ2 − θ1dθ2)− 1

µ6

∫

W1

dM
M tr(PiXi) +

+
1

µ6

∫

W1


tr

PiDXi + 4iΨqDΨq


+

2

ME0H

+

+
1

µ6

∫

W1

1√
2M

(E1q − E2q)tr


−4i(iΨ)qP

i +
1

2
(ijΨ)q[X

i,Xj ]


,

(5.27)

wheremandµareconstantsofdimensionofmass. In theaboveequation, E0 is theprojection

(5.25) of the pull-back of VA 1-form (5.24) to the vector u0µ of the moving frame (5.6), E1q and

E2q are the contractions (5.26) of the pull-backs of the fermionic forms. The combination of
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bosonicPi andXi and fermionicΨq matrix fields

H =
1

2
tr

PiPi


− 1

64
tr

Xi,Xj

2 − 2 tr

XiΨiΨ


, (5.28)

which has the form of 1dN = 16 SU(N) SYM Hamiltonian; abusing a bit the terminology,

wewill call it below the relativemotion Hamiltonian.

Actually the two first terms in (5.27) formally coincide with the action of single D0-brane, i.e.

massive D = 10 type IIA superparticle in its spinormoving frame formulation [128, 166] (see

Appendix C for more details). In this casem plays the role of the superparticle mass. In con-

trast, the constant µ characterizes the interaction of the center of mass and relative motion

sector as well as the self-interaction of this latter. Notice that to simplify and to makemore

transparent the dependence of the action on this parameter we have chosen non-canonical

dimensions for thematrixmatter fields (5.3) and (5.5).

Inparticular,with this choiceof dimensionsofmatrixfields, the relativemotionHamiltonian

H (5.28) is µ-independent. However its dimension becomes (mass6) so thatH/µ6 is dimen-

sionless.

The calligraphicM in (5.27) is a positive denite function of this dimensionless combination

of the relativemotion Hamiltonian and coupling constant,

M = M(H/µ6) , (5.29)

for which, the consistency requires the functionM = M(H/µ6) to be positive and we will

assume this below,

M(H/µ6) > 0 . (5.30)

In section 6, wewill see how a particular case of the action (5.27) with

M =
m

2
+

√
m2

4
+

H
µ6

(5.31)

canbeobtainedbydimensional reductionof the11DmultipleM-wave (orM0-branes) system

from [124, 125], which is similar to dimensional reduction of its D = 4 counterpart described

in chapter 4. Another representative of the family (5.27) withM = m was studied in [128]

where it was noticed that it cannot be obtained by dimensional reduction from 11D mM0

action.
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The covariant derivatives in the second line of (5.27)

DXi = dXi − ΩijXj + [A,Xi] , (5.32)

DΨq = dΨq −
1

4
ΩijijqpΨp + [A,Ψq] (5.33)

contain, beside theSU(N) gaugefield (5.4), also the composite SO(9) connection. The formal

Ricci identities for such a covariant derivatives40 read

DDXi = Ωi ∧ Ωj Xj + [F,Xi] ,

DDΨq =
1

4
Ωi ∧ Ωj (ijΨ)q + [F,Ψq] ,

(5.34)

where F = dA − A ∧ A is the formal 2-form field strength of the 1-form gauge field A. When

deriving (5.34) we have used theMaurer-Cartan equations

DΩi = dΩi − Ωj ∧ Ωji = 0 , dΩij + Ωik ∧ Ωkj = −Ωi ∧ Ωj (5.35)

which can be found by taking formal exterior derivatives of (5.18).

5.2 Local worldline supersymmetry

The action (5.27) is manifestly invariant under 10D type IIA superPoincaré transformations,

including spacetime (actually target superspace) supersymmetry with constant fermionic

parameters ϵ1 and ϵ2 acting nontrivially only on the center of mass variables,

ϵθ
1 = ϵ1 , ϵθ

2
 = ϵ2 , ϵv

q
 = 0 , (5.36)

ϵx
µ = iθ1σµϵ1 + iθ2σ̃µϵ2 .

It is also invariant under the SU(N ) gauge symmetry acting on thematrixmatter fields by its

adjoint representation, provided the su(N) valued 1-form A transforms as SU(N) connec-

tion, as well as under the SO(9) symmetry acting by vector representation on index i of uiµ,

Xi,Pi and by its spinor representation on index q ofΨq and v
q
.

Furthermore theaction is invariantunder local fermionicworldline supersymmetrywhich is

parametrizedby fermionic functionκq(τ )carryingspinor indexofSO(9). It actson thecenter

ofmass variables exactly in the samemanner as irreducible κ-symmetry of single D0-brane

40These can be calculated on the extension of the worldline to some space of two or more dimensions. Such
an extension can be realized by considering the forms depending on both differentials and variations of the vari-
ables, i.e. on dxµ and xµ , etc.
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in its spinormoving frame formulation [128, 166] (see Appendix C for details),

κθ
1 = κqvq /

√
2 , κθ

2
 = −κqv

q/
√
2 ,

κx
µ = iκθ

1σµθ1 + iκθ
2σ̃µθ2 , (5.37)

κv
q
 = 0 =⇒ κu

0
µ = 0 = κu

i
µ ,

hence notation κq(τ ). On the matrix fields sector, the action of worldline supersymmetry

includes nonlinear terms some of which are proportional to the derivative of the function

M(H/µ6)with respect to its argument (hence to additional power of 1/µ6),

M(H/µ6) =
1

µ6
M′(H/µ6) H, withM′(y) =

d

dy
M(y) . (5.38)

Theworldlinesupersymmetry transformationsof thematrixmatterfieldsare (seeAppendixD

for their derivation)

κX
i =

4i√
M

κiΨ+
1

µ6

M′

M κH Xi − 1

µ6

M′

M ∆κKPi , (5.39)

κP
i = − 1√

M
[κijΨ,Xj ]− 1

µ6

M′

M κHPi+

+
1

µ6

M′

M∆κK


1

16
[[Xi,Xj ],Xj ]− ipqΨp,Ψq


,

(5.40)

κΨq = − 1

2
√
M

(κi)qP
i − i

16
√
M

(κij)q[X
i,Xj ]− i

4µ6

M′

M ∆κK [(iΨ)q,X
i] . (5.41)

Here

κH =
1√
M

tr

κqΨq


[Xi,Pi]− 4iΨq,Ψq



1 +
1

µ6

M′

M H

(5.42)

with

H := tr

PiPi


+

1

16
tr

Xi,Xj

2
+ 2 tr


Xi  iΨ


(5.43)

is the worldline supersymmetry variation of the relativemotion Hamiltonian (5.28) and

∆κK =
1

2
√
M

tr

4i(κiΨ)Pi + 5

2(κ
ijΨ)[Xi,Xj ]



1 +
1

µ6

M′

M H

. (5.44)
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This latter is related to the worldline supersymmetry variation ofK = tr(Xi Pi) by

∆κK = κ(tr(X
i Pi)) +

1

2
√
M

iκqνq (5.45)

where

iνq := tr


−4i(iΨ)qP

i +
1

2
(ijΨ)q[X

i,Xj ]


. (5.46)

In terms of the above blocks the worldline supersymmetry variation of the SU(N) connec-

tion 1-form (gauge field) can be written as (see Appendix D for its derivation)

κA = − 2

M
√
M

E0 (κqΨq)


1− 1

µ6

M′

MH



1 +

1

µ6

M′

M H

 +
1√
2M

(E1q − E2q)(
iκ)q Xi−

− (E1q − E2q)
1

µ6

M′
√
2M2

1
1 +

1

µ6

M′

M H

κpΨ(q tr


4i(iΨ)p)P

i +
5

2
(ijΨ)p)[X

i,Xj ]


.

(5.47)

5.3 Equations ofmotion

In this section we write the complete set of equations of motion for the multiple D0-brane

systemwhich follow from our action (5.27).

5.3.1 Equations for the center ofmass variables

Beginning from the center of mass variables, we regroup the variation with respect to the

coordinate functions, zM (τ ) = (xµ(τ ), θ1(τ ), θ2(τ )), into

ιE
i = zMEaM (z)uia , ιE

0 = zMEaM (z)u0a (5.48)

and

ι(E
q1 − E2q) , ι(E

q1 + E2q) , (5.49)

where

ιE
q1 = θ1v

q , ιE
2
q = θ2vq

 . (5.50)
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This choice simplifies the form of the equations ofmotion for the coordinate functions (orig-

inally defined as SmD0
zM

= 0) and splits their set in a Lorentz-covariantmanner into

Ωi


m+

2

µ6

H
M


= 0 , (5.51)


m+

1

µ6

H
M


E1q + E2q


=

−i

4
√
2Mµ6

iqpiνpΩ
i , (5.52)

and

2

M


1− 1

µ6

M′

MH

dH = 0 , (5.53)

1√
2M

iDνq −
1

µ6

1

2
√
2M

M′

M iνqdH − 2i

M

E1q − E2q


H = 0 , (5.54)

where

iνq := tr


−4i(iΨ)qP

i +
1

2
(ijΨ)q[X

i,Xj ]


. (5.55)

As we will show below, Eqs. (5.53) and (5.54) are dependent, meaning they are satisfied iden-

tically when the other equations of motion are taken into account. This reflects the Noether

identities associated with the worldline reparametrization invariance and the worldline su-

persymmetry (κ-symmetry)whose “localparameters” canbe identifiedwith ιE0 and ι(Eq1−
E2q), respectively. With this in mind, we begin by analysing (5.51) and (5.52), along with the

equations for the spinor frame variables. We then proceed to the matrix equations, which

will allow us to confirm the aforementioned dependence of (5.53) and (5.54)).

Given that the function M(H/µ6) appearing in our action is positive definite (as stated in

(5.30)), Eq. (5.51) immediately implies

Ωi = 0 . (5.56)

Using this result, the fermionic equation (5.52) simplifies to

E1q + E2q = 0 . (5.57)

Finally, the essential variations of themoving frame and spinor moving frame variables are

given by (5.22), (5.23)

u0µ = uiµιΩ
i , v

q =
1

2
ιΩ

i iqpv
p , vq

 = −1

2
ιΩ

i vp
ipq , (5.58)
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these leads to the bosonic vector equation

Ei

m+

2

µ6

H
M


− 1

2µ6
√
2M


E1q + E2q


iqpiνp−

2

µ6
tr

P[iX j] + iΨijΨ


Ωj = 0 , (5.59)

where iνq is defined in (5.55). Substituting (5.56) and the fermionic equations (5.57) into this,

we find that (5.59) reduces to the simple condition

Ei = 0 . (5.60)

Thus the complete set of equations governing the center ofmass sector is given by Eqs. (5.56),

(5.57) and (5.60). This coincides precisely with the set of equations of motion for a single D0-

brane in its spinormoving frame formulation [166].

5.3.2 Equations of the relativemotion of the constituents ofmD0 sys-

tem

The equations ofmotion for thematrix fields describing the relativemotion of themD0 con-

stituents read

DXi = − 2

M


1− 1

µ6

M′

MH

E0Pi +

1

µ6

M′

M

XidH − PidK


+

+
1√
2M


E1q − E2q


4i

iΨ


q
− 1

2µ6

M′

M iνqP
i


,

(5.61)

DPi =
2

M


1− 1

µ6

M′

MH

E0 +

1

µ6

M′

4
√
2M


E1q − E2q


iνq


×

×


1

16


[Xi,Xj ],Xj


− ipr Ψp,Ψr


− 1√

2M

E1q − E2q


[

ijΨ


q
,Xj ]+

+
1

µ6

M′

M dK


1

16


[Xi,Xj ],Xj


− ipr Ψp,Ψr


− 1

µ6

M′

M PidH ,

(5.62)

DΨq = − 1

2
√
2M


E1p − E2p


ipqP

i +
i

8
ijpq[X

i,Xj ]


−

− i

2M


1− 1

µ6

M′

MH

E0 +

M′

2µ6
dK +

1

4µ6

M′
√
2M


E1p − E2p


iνp


[(iΨ)q,X

i]

(5.63)

and

[Xi,Pi] = 4i Ψq,Ψq . (5.64)
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In Eqs. (5.61)-(5.63)H is given in (5.28),

K = tr(Xi Pi) (5.65)

and iνq is defined in (5.55). Eq. (5.64) appears as a result of variationwith respect to theworld-

line gauge field A = dτAτ and is the (non-Abelian version of the) Gauss law of 10D SYM

reduced to 1d.

Using Eqs. (5.61)-(5.63) and (5.64) one can check (by straightforward although a bit involving

calculations) that

dH = 0 (5.66)

and

iDνq =
2
√
2√

M
(E1q − E2q)H , (5.67)

which implies that Eqs. (5.53) and (5.54) are satisfied identically (as we have announced and

discussed just after their derivation).

Taking into account (5.66) we find that the equations for bosonic matrix matter fields, (5.61)

and (5.62) simplify a bit:

DXi = − 2

M


1− 1

µ6

M′

MH

E0Pi − 1

µ6

M′

M PidK+

+
1√
2M


E1q − E2q


4i

iΨ


q
− 1

2µ6

M′

M iνqP
i


,

(5.68)

DPi =
2

M


1− 1

µ6

M′

MH

E0 +

1

µ6

M′

4
√
2M


E1q − E2q


iνq


×

×


1

16


[Xi,Xj ],Xj


− ipr Ψp,Ψr


.

(5.69)

This formof equations is not yet final since it involves dK = tr

DXi Pi + XiDPi


. Calculating

the r.h.s. of this expression with the use of (5.68) and (5.69), we find

dK = − 2

M
H

1 + 1
µ6

M′
M H



1− 1

µ6

M′

MH

E0 +

(E1q − E2q)√
2M

×

×
tr

4i(iΨ)qPi + (ijΨ)q[Xi,Xj ]


− 1

2µ6
M′
M H iνq

1 + 1
µ6

M′
M H



(5.70)
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with

H := tr

PiPi


+

1

16
tr

Xi,Xj

2
+ 2 tr


XiΨiΨ


. (5.71)

Thus the final form of the equations for thematrixmatter (or relativemotion) fields is given

by (5.68), (5.69) and (5.63) with dK substituted by the r.h.s. of (5.70). While the resulting ex-

pressionsmay appear frighteningly complicated, wewill show that they can be significantly

simplified by an appropriate choice of gauge fixing for the symmetries of the system. Before

proceedingwith the gauge fixing, however, wemust first address the issue of themass of the

mD0 system.

5.3.3 Mass ofmD0 system and its center ofmassmotion

It is instructive to compute the canonicalmomentum for the center ofmass coordinate func-

tion ofmD0 system

pµ =


m+

2

µ6

H
M


u0µ =: Mu0µ . (5.72)

The massM of the mD0 is defined by the square of this 10-momentum, pµpµ = M2, and is

thus given by

M = m+
2

µ6

H
M . (5.73)

Note that thismassdependsessentiallyon thechoiceof thepositivedefinite functionM(H/µ6)

in the action (6.27). However, as a consequence of (5.66), this mass is conserved,

dM = 0 . (5.74)

It is important that the mass depends on the relative motion of the mD0 constituents. As

a result, in this supersymmetric model, the relative motion influences the center of mass

motion in the sameway it does in the purely bosonic dynamical system from [107].

The constant parameterm in the action (5.27) corresponds to themass of the center ofmass

motion ofmD0when the relativemotion sector is in its ground state, i.e. whenH = 0. Aswe

will see below, supersymmetric configurations ofmD0 systems satisfy this condition. There-

fore, any excitation of the relativemotion inevitably increases themass of the center ofmass

of themD0 system (due to the positivity condition (5.30)) and, as wewill also show, necessar-

ily breaks supersymmetry.

Now observe that, by definition of Cartan forms, du0µ = uiµΩ
i. Hence, Eq. (5.56) implies that

on-shell we have

du0µ = 0 . (5.75)
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Together with (5.74), this implies that themomentum (5.72) is conserved

dpµ = 0 . (5.76)

5.3.4 Gauge xing of the local SO(9) and SU(N ) symmetries

For future use, let us also notice that, on the surface defined by Eq. (5.56), the derivatives of

the orthogonalmoving frame vectors uiµ decompose entirely along these vectors,

duiµ = Ωijujµ . (5.77)

Furthermore, sinceΩij transformsas a connectionunder local gauge SO(9) symmetry of the

mD0 action (5.27), and since any 1-dimensional connection can be gauged away, we can fix

the gauge

Ωij = 0 (5.78)

in which the 9 spacelike vectors of themoving frame become constant

duiµ = 0 . (5.79)

Similarly, the local SU(N) gauge symmetry can be used to set the su(N) valued gauge field

to zero,

A = 0 . (5.80)

In this gauge, the covariant derivative D = dτDτ reduces to a (proper-)time derivative,

DXi = dτ
d

dτ
Xi = dτ Ẋi , DPi = dτ

d

dτ
Pi = dτ Ṗi , DΨq = dτ

d

dτ
Ψq = dτΨ̇q .

(5.81)

Notice that, as far asmoving frameandspinormoving framevariablesarenow (proper-)time

independent, we obtain

E0 = dτE0τ = dx0 − idθ1q θ1q − idθ2q θ
2
q , Eq1 = dθ1q , E2q = dθ2q , (5.82)

and

Ei = dτEiτ = dxi − idθ1qiqpθ
1p + idθ2q

i
qpθ

2
p , (5.83)

where

x0 = xµu0µ , xi = xµuiµ , θ1q = θ1v
q , θ2q = θ2v


q (5.84)
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are the supersymmetric generalizations of co-moving coordinates for the center of mass of

themD0-brane.

5.3.5 Gauge xing of κ-symmetry and reparametrization symmetry

Using the consequences (5.82) and the gauge fixing condition (5.78), Eq. (5.57) simplifies to

dθ1q = −dθ2q , (5.85)

This equation is invariant under global supersymmetry and local κ-symmetry, under which

(in the coordinate basis (5.84)) we have

θ1q = ϵ1q + κq/
√
2 , θ2q = ϵ2q − κq/

√
2 ,

x0 = idθ1q (ϵ1q − κq/
√
2) + iθ2q (ϵ

2
q + κq/

√
2) .

(5.86)

This implies

E0 = −2i(dθ1q − dθ2q )κ
q/
√
2 . (5.87)

Clearly,wecannowuse theworldlinesupersymmetry tofixone (butnotboth)of the fermionic

coordinate functions to zero (as the κ-symmetry of single D0-brane can be). Let us choose

θ2q = 0 . (5.88)

This gauge is preserved by a combination of global supersymmetry and local worldline su-

persymmetry satisfying

ϵ2q = κq/
√
2 . (5.89)

This condition also implies that the local worldline supersymmetry parameter becomes a

constant spinor at this stage. In this gauge (5.88), Eq. (5.85) simplifies to

dθ1q = 0 , (5.90)

which further reduces E0and Ei to:

E0 = dx0 , Ei = dxi . (5.91)

This gauge choice remains supersymmetric because now

x0 = i(ϵ1q + ϵ2q)θ
1q , xi = i(ϵ1q + ϵ2q)

i
qpθ

1p (5.92)
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and both r.h.s.-s are constants due to (5.90), dvq = 0 and dϵ1,2 = 0.

Having fixed κ-symmetry, wemay now fix the reparametrization symmetry by setting

dτ = dx0 = E0 =⇒ E0τ = ẋ0 = 1 (5.93)

still preserving thesupersymmetry. However, for convenience,wewillnotfixτ -reparametrization

symmetry at this stage and instead preserve its explicit form for subsequent analysis.

5.3.6 Gauge xed form of the eld equations

Thus, the above gauge fixing and the field equations for the center of mass variables imply

that

du0µ = 0 , duiµ = 0 , dvq = 0 , (5.94)

Ei = dxi = 0 , (5.95)

E1q = 0 , E2q = 0 , (5.96)

and that E0 = dτ ẋ0. With this inmind, the equations for thematrix fields reduce to

Ẋi = − 2

M


1− 1

µ6

M′

MH

ẋ0Pi − 1

µ6

M′

M PiK̇ , (5.97)

Ṗi =


2

M


1− 1

µ6

M′

MH

ẋ0 +

1

µ6

M′

M K̇


1

16


[Xi,Xj ],Xj


− ipr Ψp,Ψr


, (5.98)

Ψ̇q = − i

2M


1− 1

µ6

M′

MH

ẋ0 +

M′

2µ6
K̇

[(iΨ)q,X

i] , (5.99)

where

K̇ = − 2

M
H

1 +
1

µ6

M′

M H



1− 1

µ6

M′

MH


ẋ0 (5.100)

with H defined in (5.71). Substituting (5.100), we find that the final gauge fixed form of Eqs.

(5.97)-(5.99) is

Ẋi = − 2

M


1− 1

µ6
M′
M H




1 + 1

µ6
M′
M H

 ẋ0 Pi , (5.101)

Ṗi =
2

M


1− 1

µ6
M′
M H




1 + 1

µ6
M′
M H

 ẋ0


1

16


[Xi,Xj ],Xj


− ipr Ψp,Ψr


, (5.102)

Ψ̇q = − i

2M


1− 1

µ6
M′
M H




1 + 1

µ6
M′
M H

 ẋ0[(iΨ)q,X
i] . (5.103)
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Notice that, although one might fix the gauge ẋ0 = 1 (5.93), we prefer to keep it unfixed to

emphasize the invariance of our equations of motion under τ -reparametrization, a feature

that will be important in the discussion below.

5.3.7 Relationof the relativemotionequationsofmD0withSYMequa-

tions

Formally, we can define the new time variable by

dt = dx0
2

M


1− 1

µ6
M′
M H




1 + 1

µ6
M′
M H

 ⇐⇒ dt(τ)

dτ
= ẋ0

2

M


1− 1

µ6
M′
M H




1 + 1

µ6
M′
M H

 , (5.104)

and rewrite the above equations using the derivative d
dt arriving at

d

dt
Xi = −Pi , (5.105)

d

dt
Pi =

1

16


[Xi,Xj ],Xj


− ipr Ψp,Ψr , (5.106)

d

dt
Ψq = − i

4
[(iΨ)q,X

i] (5.107)

which coincide with the equations of motion of the 1d reduction of 10D SYM theory in the

gauge A = 0.

However, this procedure doesnot correspond to a τ -reparametrization (i.e. a 1d general coor-

dinate transformation of the proper time). The simplest way to see this is to appreciate that

thedefinitionof (5.104) for the “new time” is actually invariantunder the τ -reparametrization

and therefore cannot serve as a gauge fixing condition for this symmetry41.

The other more physical observation is that changing the form of the positive definite func-

tionM(H)affects thephysical properties of the system. In particular, it changes themassM

of themD0 system (cf. (5.73)), which depends on the choice ofM(H). Hence, such a change

cannot be achieved by transformation of a gauge symmetry of the system.

Thus what we have found is not a kind of gauge equivalence, but rather an interesting corre-

spondence between the gauge fixed form of the relative motion equations of our mD0 sys-

tem and those of maximally supersymmetricN = 16 1d SU(N ) SYM theory. Note, however,

that the formal definition (5.104) of thenew timevariable involves thematrix fieldsXi,Pi,Ψq

and thus, in general, differs for different solutionsof thefield equations. Indeed,whileH (and

henceM(H)) is constant on-shell, the same is not true forH = H(Xi,Pi,Ψq). However, for

41In fact, since equations (5.97)-(5.99) are manifestly reparametrization invariant, they cannot be transformed
into (5.105)-(5.107) via a τ -reparametrization.
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special solutionswithH = 0 (implyingalsoH = 0), the variable tbecomesproportional tox0

via a constant rescaling. In this case, the correspondence between themD0 relative motion

solutions and SU(N ) SYM equations is one-to-one.

Aswewill see in amoment, this situation arises for bosonic supersymmetric solutions of the

mD0 equations.

5.4 Supersymmetric bosonic solutions

As we have discussed in sec. 5.3.5, on the mass shell, one of two center of mass fermions

can be gauged away using worldline supersymmetry (κ-symmetry), as shown in (5.88), and

then the remaining fermionic coordinate function becomes constant (5.90). By setting this

constant to zero as well, we arrive at a purely bosonic center of mass configuration with

θ1 = 0 , θ2 = 0 . (5.108)

This configuration still preserveshalf of the target (super)space supersymmetry,with the two

supersymmetry spinor parameters related to a single SO(9) spinor parameter of the world-

line supersymmetry via constant spinor frame variables (fixed in the gauge (5.94)) by

ϵ1 = −κqvq /
√
2 , ϵ2 = κqvq/

√
2 . (5.109)

Then, after fixing the reparametrization invarianceby settingx0(τ ) = τ , the general solution

of the bosonic center ofmass equations takes the form

xµ(τ ) = xµ0 +
pµ

M
τ , (5.110)

where pµ andM are defined in (5.72) and (5.73). These are constants due to (5.66) which is

the Noether identity associated with reparametrization symmetry. Let us stress that any of

these bosonic solutions describing the center of mass motion preserves 1/2 of the type IIA

spacetime supersymmetry, which can be preserved or broken by the relative motion of the

mD0 constituents.

Originally, thematrix fields that encode the relativemotionof themD0 constituents are inert

under spacetimesupersymmetry. However, after gaugefixing theworldline supersymmetry

via Eq. (5.88), this is not longer the case. Theworldline supersymmetry parameter, which acts

on thematrix fields, becomes identified with the second spacetime supersymmetry param-

eter through Eq.(5.89). Furthermore, setting the remaining fermionic coordinate function to



5.4 Supersymmetric bosonic solutions 81

zero, (5.108), similarly identifies it with the first supersymmetry parameter (5.109). As a re-

sult, spacetime supersymmetry now acts nontrivially on the matrix fields, coinciding with

worldline supersymmetry, now parametrised by a constant fermionic spinor κq .

Setting to zero the fermionicmatrix field

Ψq = 0 (5.111)

we can still preserve the worldline supersymmetry (completely or partially), and hence also

a part of the spacetime supersymmetry if the following Killing spinor equation (see (5.41))

κΨq = − 1

2
√
M

(κi)qP
i − i

16
√
M

(κij)q[X
i,Xj ] = 0 (5.112)

admits a nontrivial solution. Notice that the contribution of the positive definite function

M(H) can be factored out, thus reducing the equation to

κpLpq := κp

ipqP

i − i

8
(ij)pq[X

i,Xj ]


= 0 (5.113)

which formally coincides with the BPS condition in the case of (the first order formulation

of) the maximally supersymmetric SU(N ) SYM theory42. It also formally coincides with the

equation defining the supersymmetry which can be preserved by purely bosonic solutions

of 11DmM0 equations [124], and thus our discussion below parallels that analysis in [124].

Preservation of the 1/2 of the global supersymmetry implies, in the light of (5.109), that Eq.

(5.113) does not impose any restriction on the parameter κq . This, in turn, requires that the

matrix Lpq vanishes, i.e. ipqP
i − i

8 (
ij)pq[Xi,Xj ] = 0. Then

Pi = 0 , [Xi,Xj ] = 0 , (5.114)

which characterizes the vacuum of the relativemotion of themD0 constituents. In this case

H = 0 and, indeed (5.114) follows directly from this condition.

To examine whethermore parts of spacetime supersymmetry can be preserved we analyze

Eq. (5.113), which is actually a set of 16 traceless SU(N ) matrix equations. To reduce it to a

moremanageable form, wemultiply it by thematrix

L̃qr :=


iqrP

i +
i

8
(ij)qr[X

i,Xj ]


, (5.115)

42The term “formally” highlights that the relation between Pi and Ẋi in the generic mD0 action involves the
functionM(H)and, forM′ 6= 0, additional dependenceonPi andXi through the functionHdefined inEq.(5.71);
see also Eq.(5.102).
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which differs by relative sign from thematrix Lqr in (5.113), and trace the result with respect

to the SU(N) indices. In such a waywe arrive at

κptr(LL̃)pq := κq

tr(PiPi)− 1

32
tr([Xi,Xj ]2)


+

i

4
κp(j)pqtr(P

i[Xi,Xj ]) = 0 , (5.116)

where we have used

ijkltr

[Xi,Xj ][Xk,Xl]


= ijkl tr


Xi[Xj , [Xk,Xl]]


= 0 , (5.117)

which follows from the Jacobi identity

X[j ,


Xk,Xl]


≡ 0. Now one can recognize in the

multiplier of the first term the bosonic limit of the relativemotionHamiltonianH (5.28)mul-

tiplied by 2 and also appreciate that the coefficient for the second term vanishes as a conse-

quenceof the (bosonic limit of the)Gauss constraint (5.64), tr(Pi[Xi,Xj ]) = tr([Pi,Xi]Xj) = 0.

Thus, if we use this constraint, the final form of the consistency condition (5.116) for the su-

persymmetry preservation bymD0 configuration simplifies to

κqH = 0 . (5.118)

Thus the BPS condition for a purely bosonic supersymmetric configuration of the mD0 sys-

tem is just the vanishing of the (bosonic limit of the) relativemotion Hamiltonian,

H =
1

2
tr

PiPi


− 1

64
tr

Xi,Xj

2
= 0 . (5.119)

Aswehavealreadynoticed, thegeneral solution is givenby thevacuum (5.114),meaning that

only 1/2 of the spacetime supersymmetry can be preserved by themD0 system.

This result allows us to conclude that any supersymmetric solution of themaximally super-

symmetric SU(N ) SYM theory yields a corresponding supersymmetric solution of the mD0

equations for any positive definite functionM(H) since the relativemotionmD0 equations

then differ from the SYM equations by rescaling of the time variable by the constant factor

M(0)/2. These solutions form a family characterized by distinct properties of the center of

mass motion xµ0 and pµ = Mu0µ in (5.110). Thus, as far as the supersymmetric configura-

tions of the relative motion sector in the mD0model is concerned, these are in one-to-one

correspondence with those solutions of the SU(N ) SYM equations.

The correspondence of the relativemotion equations of themD0 brane constituents and the

maximally supersymmetric d = 1N = 16 SU(N ) SYM equations can be also used to search

for non-supersymmetric solutions of themD0 equations. See Appendix E for an example.



6
Dimensional reduction of the 11D

mM0 action and its relation
tomD0 system

No, not Northward. Upward.

Flatland: A Romance of Many Dimensions
by Edwin A. Abbott.

In this chapter we demonstrate that a specific representative of the family of the candidate

mD0 actions (5.27), namely the one with M(H/µ6) as given in Eq.(4.71), can be derived by

dimensional reduction of the 11DmM0 action proposed in [124].

6.1 11DmM0 action and its symmetries

The mM0 brane system, which is conjectured to arise as the decompactification limit (M-

theory lifting) of mD0 system, contains the same matrix fields as the d = 1 N = 16 SYM

on its worldline. However, as we will see, the set of variables describing the center of energy

sector differs from that of themD0 system.

6.1.1 Center of energy variables formM0

The center of energy degrees of freedom include the coordinate functions

zM (τ ) = (Xµ(τ ),Θ(τ )) , µ = 0, 1, . . . , 9, 10 ,  = 1, . . . , 32 (6.1)

which describe the embedding of the worldline into the 11D superspace Σ(1132) with coor-

dinates zM = (Xµ,Θ). These are supplemented by spinor moving frame fields (described

below) and a Lagrangemultiplier ρ#(τ )whose role will also be clarified below.
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The 11D VA 1-form is given by

Πµ = dXµ − idΘΓµΘ = (Πµ,Π∗) , (6.2)

where Γ
µ

 are real symmetric 32× 32matrices

Γ
µ

 = Γµ

C = Γ

µ

 (6.3)

constructed from the 11D Diracmatrices Γµ

 = −(Γµ


)∗ obeying the Clifford algebra

ΓaΓb + ΓbΓa = 2ηab132×32 (6.4)

and the charge conjugation matrix C , which is antisymmetric and imaginary in our mostly

minus signature: C = −C = −(C)
∗. We will also need the symmetric matrices with

upper indices

Γ̃µ  = Γ̃µ  = CΓµ

 (6.5)

which can be used to write the Clifford algebra (6.4) in the form

Γ(µ
Γ̃

ν) = ηµν

 . (6.6)

We use the following SO(1, 9) invariant decomposition of 11D fermionic Majorana spinor

coordinates on two 10DMajorana-Weyl (with opposite chiralities)

Θ =


θ1

θ2


 . (6.7)

Then, with the appropriate SO(1, 9) invariant representation of the 11D gamma matrices

(presented in Appendix F), the 11D N = 1 VA 1-form decomposes, as indicated already in

(6.2), yielding the 10DN = 2 VA 1-form (5.24)

Πµ = dXµ − idθ1σµθ1 − idθ2σ̃µθ2 (6.8)

and the scalar (with respect to SO(1, 9)) 1-form

Π∗ = dX∗ + idθ1θ2 + idθ2θ1 . (6.9)

The 11D spinor moving frame variables (or 11D Lorentz harmonics [167]; see [124, 125] and
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refs. therein) are defined as rectangular blocks of Spin(1, 10) valuedmatrix

V
()
 =


v +
q, v 

q


∈ Spin(1, 10) (6.10)

which serves as a square root of the SO(1, 10) valuedmoving framematrix

U (a)
µ =


1

2


U#
µ + U=

µ


, U i

µ ,
1

2


U#
µ − U=

µ


∈ SO(1, 10) (6.11)

constructed from two lightlike vectorsU= andU# normalized in their contraction, together

with 9 orthonormal spacelike vectorsU i orthogonal to that two,

U=
µ Uµ= = 0 , U#

µU
µ# = 0 , U=

µ Uµ# = 2 , (6.12)

U i
µU

µ= = 0 , U i
µU

µ# = 0 , U i
µU

µj = −ij . (6.13)

Themoving frame vectors also obeyU (c)
µ η(c)(d)U

(d)
ν = ηµν , which can bewritten in the form

of

µ
ν =

1

2
U=
µ Uν# +

1

2
U#
µU

ν= − U i
µU

νi . (6.14)

The square root relations discussed above encode the Lorentz invariance of the 11D Dirac

matrices. They take the form,

V ΓµV
T = U (a)

µ Γ(a) , V T Γ̃(a)V = Γ̃µU (a)
µ . (6.15)

The spinormoving frame variables also satisfy the constraint

V CV T = C , (6.16)

which reflects the Lorentz invariance of the charge conjugationmatrix. From this, it follows

that the blocks of the inverse spinormoving framematrix obeying

v

q v +

p = qp , v
q v 

q = 0 ,

v
+
q v +

p = 0 , v+
q v 

p = qp (6.17)

are constructed from the spinor frame variables of (6.10) as

v+
q = iCv +

q , v
q = −iCv 

q . (6.18)

Using anappropriate (SO(1, 1)⊗SO(9) invariant) representationof the 11Dgammamatrices
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(see Appendix F), Eqs. (6.15) split into

vq Γ̃µv

p = U=

µ qp , U=
µ Γ

µ

 = 2vq
vq

 , (6.19)

v+q Γ̃µv
+
p = U#

µ qp , U#
µΓ

µ

 = 2vq
+vq

+ , (6.20)

vq Γ̃µv
+
p = U i

µ
i
qp , U i

µΓ
µ

 = 2v(q
iqpv)p

+ , (6.21)

where iqp = ipq are the SO(9)Diracmatrices obeying

iqr
j
rp + jqr

i
rp = 2ijqp . (6.22)

The derivatives of themoving frame and spinormoving frame variables can be expressed in

terms of Cartan forms

Ωij := UµidU j
µ , (6.23)

Ω(0) := Uµ=dU#
µ , (6.24)

Ω#j := Uµ#dU j
µ , Ω=j := Uµ=dU j

µ (6.25)

(see e.g. [168, 169] and refs. therein for more details). The form Ωij transforms as a con-

nection under the SO(9) symmetry which acts on both the 9-vector indices i, j and the 16-

component spinor indices q, pof themoving framevariablesand thematrixfields. This is the

11D counterpart of the Cartan form Ωij from the 10D SO(1, 9)/SO(9) spinor moving frame

(Lorentz harmonics) formalism.

The Cartan formΩ(0) transforms as a connection under the SO(1, 1) group, under which the

moving frame, spinor moving frame variables, and the Lagrange multiplier ρ# scale accord-

ing to the weights indicated by their sign indices. In particular, since # = ++we have

U#
µ 7→ e2U#

µ , U=
µ 7→ e2U=

µ , U i
µ 7→ U i

µ ,

Ω(0) 7→ Ω(0) + d , Ωij 7→ Ωij ,

ρ# 7→ e2ρ# (6.26)

under SO(1, 1) group. The remaining Cartan forms,Ω#j andΩ=j , transform covariantly un-

der both SO(9) and SO(1, 1)which are gauge symmetries of themM0 action.

6.1.2 Matrixeldsdescribing the relativemotionofmM0constituents

Thematrixfieldsdescribing the relativemotionof themM0constituentsareexactly thesame

as those appearing in the mD0 system. These include bosonic tracelessN × N matrices Xi
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and Pi, carrying the SO(9) vector indices, fermionic tracelessN × N matricesΨq , carrying

SO(9) spinor index q = 1, .., 16; and a bosonic traceless N × N matrix 1-form A = dτAτ

corresponding to the SU(N ) gauge connection on the worldline.

6.1.3 ThemM0 action

The action for the 11DmM0 system, originally proposed in [124], can be written in the form

SmM0 =

∫

W1

ρ# E= +
1

µ6

∫

W1


tr

PiDXi + 4i  qDΨq


+ E#

1

ρ#
H

+

+
1

µ6

∫

W1

E+q 1
ρ#

tr


−4i(iΨ)qP

i +
1

2
(ijΨ)q[X

i,Xj ]


− 1

µ6

∫

W1

Dρ#

ρ#
tr(PiXi) ,

(6.27)

in which the matrix fields are redefined (with respect to those in [124]) to be inert under the

SO(1, 1) symmetry acting on the spinormoving frame variables and Lagrangemultiplier ρ#,

as shown in (6.26).

The covariant derivatives of thematrix fields appearing in (6.27) are given by

DXi := dXi − ΩijXj + [A,Xi] , (6.28)

DΨq := dΨq −
1

4
ΩijijqpΨp + [A,Ψq] (6.29)

and include, besides the SU(N ) connection 1-form A, also the composite SO(9) connection

Ωij (6.23). In addition, the derivative of the Lagrangemultiplier ρ#

Dρ# = dρ# − 2Ω(0)ρ# (6.30)

includes the SO(1, 1) connection (6.24). Let us recall that these composite connections are

Cartan forms arising from the nonvanishing components of the derivatives of the moving

frame and spinormoving frame variables.

Themoving frameandspinormoving framevariablesalsoenter theactionexplicitly through

the projections

E# = ΠµU#
µ , E= = ΠµU=

µ , (6.31)

whereΠµ is the pull-back of the 11D bosonic supervielbein 1-form (see Eq. (6.2)), and

E+q = dΘ v +
q (6.32)

is the pull-back of the fermionic supervielbein form.
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The “relativemotion Hamiltonian” in (6.27)

H =
1

2
tr

PiPi


− 1

64
tr

Xi,Xj

2 − 2 tr

XiΨiΨ


(6.33)

coincides with that of themD0 system (cf. Eq. (5.28)).

The action (6.27) is manifestly invariant under the 11D target space supersymmetry and, as

shown in [124], possesses an additional 16 parametric local worldline supersymmetry, gen-

eralizing the κ-symmetry of single M0-brane action formulated in the spinor moving frame

approach [160, 170].

The properties of thismM0 systemdescribed by the action (6.27)were further studies in [125].

The problem of its dimensional reduction to D = 10was addressed in [128], but not resolved

there. The reason was that a suitable convenient choice of the basic matrix fields was not

found in [128]. This issue was recently overcome, first for the simpler case of D = 4 coun-

terpart of mM0 system described in chapter 3. Using this insight in [3] we have successfully

rewritten the mM0 action from [124] in terms of more convenient matrix variables, as pre-

sented in Eq. (6.27). The dimensional reduction of this reformulatedmM0 action to 10D is the

subject of the next subsection.

6.2 Dimensional reduction ofmM0 action to D=10

As we have already noticed, with the suitable representation for 11D gamma matrices and

charge conjugation matrix (see Appendix F, in particular Eqs. (F.1), (F.2), and (F.3)), the 11D

VA 1-form can be decomposed as in (6.2) into the 10D VA 1-form (6.8) and SO(1, 9) invariant

1-form (6.9).

6.2.1 SO(1,9) invariant formohthe11Dspinormoving frameandbasic

1-forms

The next step is to solve the constraints defining the above described 11D spinor moving

framevariables in termsof the10DSpin(1, 9)/Spin(9) spinorones (5.8). Theconvenient form

of the solution is

1
ρ#

v +
q =

1√
2

1√
M


 v q



−vq



 ,


ρ# v 

q =
1√
2

√
M


 v q



vq



 (6.34)
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which implies the complementary relations

1
ρ#

v+
q =

1√
2

1√
M


vq



v q



 ,


ρ# v

q =
1√
2

√
M


 vq



−v q



 . (6.35)

These expressions involve both the Lagrange multiplier ρ# from the mM0 action and an ar-

bitrary functionM(τ ) of the proper time τ parametrizing the center of energy worldline of

themM0 system.

Importantly, this is not merely an ansatz, but the general solution of the constraints (6.19)-

(6.21) and (6.16). This can be confirmed by counting the number of degrees of freedom,mod-

ulo natural gauge symmetries, on both sides of the relation (6.34) which gives 1 + 9 = 1 + 9.

Indeed, both sides include one scalar (ρ# or M) and spinor frame variables parametrizing

cosets isomorphic to S9 sphere:

SO(1, 10)

(SO(1, 1)⊗ SO(9)) ⊂×K9
' S9 and

SO(1, 9)

SO(9)
' S9 (6.36)

respectively (see e.g. [168, 169] and refs. therein for more details). Notice also that the l.h.s.

of (6.34) preserves the characteristic SO(1, 1) gauge symmetry (6.26) of the 11D spinor mov-

ing frame formalism (which was taken into account in the above counting of the degrees

of freedom). From the 11D perspective, the solution (6.34) explicitly breaks the full Lorentz

symmetry SO(1, 10)down to its SO(1, 9) subgroup,which becomes Lorentz symmetry of the

reduced 10D theory.

Substituting (6.34) into (the pull-backs of) 11D fermionic 1-form entering the mM0 action

(6.27), we obtain

E+q =


ρ#
1√
2M

(E1q − E2q) , (6.37)

where

E1q = dθ1vq , E2q = dθ2v

q (6.38)

can be naturally identified with the pull-backs of the 10D type IIA supervielbein forms (5.26).

Now, substituting (6.34) into Eqs. (6.19) and (6.20) and using the suitable representation for

11D gamma matrices (see Appendix F) as well as (5.12) we find that the 11D moving frame

vectors are related to its 10D counterparts by

U=
µ =

M
ρ#

u0µ , U=
∗ = −M

ρ#
, (6.39)
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U#
µ =

ρ#

M u0µ , U#
∗ =

ρ#

M (6.40)

so that

ρ#E= = M(E0 − Π∗) ,
E#

ρ#
=

1

M(E0 + Π∗) . (6.41)

Moreover, from (6.21) we find

U i
µ = µ

νuiν (6.42)

which can be used to identify the composite SO(9) connection of the mM0 system with its

10D counterpart (5.17),

Ωij := UµidU j
µ = uµidujµ =: Ωij . (6.43)

Thus the covariant derivative of the matrix fields in the mM0 action (Eqs. (6.28) and (6.29))

coincide with (5.61) and (5.63) used in themD0 action (5.27).

As far as SO(1, 1) connection is concerned, we find from (6.39) and (6.40)

Ω(0) =
1

4
U=µdU#

µ =
1

2


dρ#

ρ#
− dM

M


, (6.44)

which gives

Dρ# = dρ# − 2ρ#Ω(0) = ρ#
dM
M . (6.45)

Thus, after using in (6.27) the relations (6.34) and their consequences, ρ# disappears from the

11D action and it is fully replaced byM.

6.2.2 Dimensional reduction of themM0 action

With the solution (6.34) and the splitting (6.2), themM0 action (6.27) acquires the form

SmM0(6.34) =
∫

W1

M(E0 − Π∗) +
1

µ6

∫

W1

1

M(E0 + Π∗)H+

+
1

µ6

∫

W1

tr

PiDXi + 4iΨqDΨq


− 1

µ6

∫

W1

dM
M tr(PiXi)+

+
1

µ6

∫

W1

1

2
√
M

(E1q − E2q) tr


−4i(iΨ)qP

i +
1

2
(ijΨ)q[X

i,Xj ]


,

(6.46)

where the covariant derivatives are given by (5.61) and (5.63), and the relativemotion Hamil-

tonianH has the form of (5.28). Here,

E0 = Πµu0µ . (6.47)
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withΠµ from (6.8) (see (5.25)),Π∗ is defined in (6.9) and, according to (6.38),

E1q − E2q = dθ1vq − dθ2v

q . (6.48)

To complete the dimensional reduction, we derive the equation of motion, from the action

(6.46), for the 11th bosonic coordinate fieldX∗,

d


M− 1

M
H
µ6


= 0 , (6.49)

and substituting its solution back into the functional (6.46). This solution can be equivalently

written as

M− 1

M
H
µ6

= m (6.50)

for some integration constantm. Its solution (with nonvanishing limit whenH 7→ 0) is

M =
m

2
+

√
m2

4
+

H
µ6

. (6.51)

Substituting this result back into the action (6.46) we find the 10D mD0 action (5.27) with a

particular functionM = M

H/µ6


given by the above expression (6.51).

Thus, among the family of models described by Eq. (5.27), this specific case is singled out as

having a clear origin in 11DM-theory.





7
Towards eld theory ofmultiple

D0-branes: quantization of
simplest 3DmD0 prototype

They were close to the end of the beginning...

The Dark Tower I: The Gunslinger
by Stephen King.

In this thesis we have constructed and presented a completely supersymmetric nonlinear

action thatexhibits thepropertiesexpectedofamultipleD0-branesystem. Itsquantization is

anticipated to yieldan interesting supersymmetric field theory formulated in the superspace

extended by additional matrix coordinates, which can provide important insights into the

study of String/M-Theory.

As a first step toward this goal, in this chapter we develop the Hamiltonian formulation and

perform a covariant quantization of the simplest 3-dimensional counterpart (see chapter 4)

of the 10-dimensional multiple D0-brane model (see chapter 5). Through this process, we

derive a supersymmetric equations of thefield theory of this simplest 3D counterpart ofmD0

system and discuss some of its solutions.

7.1 Simplest 3D counterpart of the 10DmD0 action

In this section we recall the fields used to describe the 3D mD0 counterpart. However, as

wewill discuss in section 7.1.3, we adopt a different representation for the 3D spinormoving

frame variables compared to the one used in chapter 4.
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7.1.1 Physical and auxiliary elds of the 3DmD0 system

The dynamical variables of 3DmD0 system, can be naturally decomposed into the center of

mass variables and thematrix fields describing the relativemotion of themD0 constituents.

This latter set contains the fields of D = 3 SU(N ) SYMmodel dimensionally reduced to d = 1.

These are tracelessN ×N bosonicmatrix fields

Z = Zi
j(τ ) and Z̄ = Z̄i

j(τ ) , (7.1)

which are related by Hermitian conjugation

Z = (Z̄)† ⇐⇒ Zi
j = (Z̄j

i)∗ , trZ = Zi
i = 0 , i, j = 1, . . . , N , (7.2)

and two Hermitian conjugate tracelessN ×N fermionicmatrix fields43

Ψ = Ψi
j(τ ) and Ψ̄ = Ψ̄i

j(τ ) , (7.3)

satisfying

Ψ = Ψ̄† ⇐⇒ Ψi
j = (Ψ̄j

i)∗ , trΨ ≡ Ψi
i = 0 , (7.4)

as well as anti-Hermitian 1-form

A = dτAτ = dτ Aτ i
j(τ ) = −A† ⇐⇒ Aτ i

j = −(Aτ j
i)∗ . (7.5)

All thesefieldsdependon theproper time τ whichparametrizes thecenterofmassworldline

W1 of the 3D mD0 system. This is described by the same variables as that used to describe

a single D0-brane in the spinor moving frame formulation. The center of mass degrees of

freedom are described by 3-vector bosonic and two complex conjugate fermionic spinor co-

ordinate functions

zM (τ ) = (xµ(τ ), θ(τ ), θ̄(τ )), θ̄(τ ) = (θ(τ ))∗ , µ = 0, 1, 2 ,  = 1, 2 , (7.6)

which parametrize the worldlineW1 as a trajectory in flat D = 3N = 2 superspace Σ(34)

with coordinates zM = (xµ, θ, θ̄),

W1 ⊂ Σ(34) : zM = zM (τ ) . (7.7)

43Herewehave replaced the notation for thematrix fermionic fields fromΨ 7→ Ψ compared to chapter 4. This
distinctionallowsus todifferentiatebetween the fermionicmatrix fieldsΨand the fermionic coordinatesΨ that
will appear in the quantization of themD0 system in section 7.4.
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To write the action we also need to introduce some auxiliary fields, in particular the spinor

moving frame variables, which will be described below. However, as a preliminary step, it is

useful to revisit the de Azcárraga-Lukierski action, formulated purely in terms of the coordi-

nate functions introduced above.

7.1.2 3D version of the de Azcárraga-Lukierski action for a single D0-

brane

When single D0-brane is considered, its action can be written only in terms of the above de-

scribed coordinate functions. We present it here as a reference point.

The standard action for single D0-brane [92] is given by 10D counterpart of the D = 4 action

originally constructed by de Azcárraga and Lukierski [147, 163]. Here we discuss its 3D coun-

terpart given by

SAL = −m

∫
dτ


Ea

τE
b
τηab + θ̇θ̄ − θ ˙̄θ


(7.8)

where the dot denotes a derivative with respect to proper time τ , and

Ea
τ = ẋa − iθ̇aθ̄ + iθa ˙̄θ , (7.9)

is the pull-back (coefficient of dτ ) of the VA 1-form,

Ea = dxa−idθaθ̄+iθadθ̄ =: Ea(z) , Ea(z(τ )) = dτEa
τ , a = 0, 1, 2 . (7.10)

(See sections 4.1 and 4.2.1 for the notation).

As key property of the action (7.8) is its invariance under local fermionic κ-symmetry

κx
a = iκθ

aθ̄ − iθaκθ̄ , (7.11)

κθ
 = κ


ϵ− i̃aE

a
τ /


Eb
τEτb



, κθ̄
 = κ̄


ϵ+ i̃aE

a
τ /


Eb
τEτb



,

which, as we have emphasized on several occasions throughout this thesis, implies that the

ground state of the system preserves 1/2 of the spacetime supersymmetry [99], making it a

BPS state, the 3D counterpart of the D0-brane BPS state in String Theory.

Thus, moving frame and spinor moving frame variables are not obligatory for describing a

singleD0-brane: in this case, thespinormoving frameformulation (aspresented inchapter4)

is classically equivalent to the formulation providedby the deAzcárraga-Lukierski action de-

scribedabove. However, theaction for the 3DmD0 system is knownonly in its form involving

spinormoving frame variables which we are going to describe now.
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7.1.3 3D complex spinormoving frame variables (Lorentz harmonics)

In chapter 4we have used the real spinormoving frame variables (v1, v
2
) subject to the con-

straint v2v1 = 1. However, for the purpose of this chapter, we found it much more conve-

nient to describe the spinor frame variables using complex spinors

w =
1√
2
(v1 − iv2) and its c.c. w̄ =

1√
2
(v1 + iv2) (7.12)

which obey the relation

w̄w = i . (7.13)

This allows us to write the unity decomposition and to decompose the unit antisymmetric

tensors as


 = iw̄w

 − iww̄
 , ϵ = −iw̄w + iww̄ . (7.14)

Taking these constraints into account, we find that the derivatives of these complex spinors

(providing a 3D version of the 4D Newman-Penrose diad [153]) are expressed by

Dw := dw + iaw = ifw̄ , Dw̄ := dw̄ − iaw̄ = −if̄w , (7.15)

in terms of Cartan forms44

f = wdw , f̄ = w̄dw̄ , a = wdw̄ = w̄dw . (7.17)

Thefirst twoof theseprovideacovariantbasisof thecotangentspace to thecosetSU(1, 1)/U(1) =

SL(2,R)/SO(2), while the third, a, transforms as a U(1) connection. This allowed to intro-

duce theU(1) covariantderivativesD in (7.15). It is straightforward to check that theseCartan

forms satisfy theMaurer-Cartan structure equations

Df = df + 2if ∧ a = 0 , Df̄ = df̄ − 2if̄ ∧ a = 0 , da = −if ∧ f̄ . (7.18)

Themoving frame vectors (a 3D version of the complex 4D lightlikeNewman-Penrose tetrad

[153]) are constructed as bilinears of the complex spinorw and w̄

u(0)a = waw̄ , ua = waw , ūa = w̄aw̄ . (7.19)

44These relate to the real Cartan forms fpq = vαpdvqα used in chapter 4 by

f =
1

2
(f11 − f22)− if12 , f̄ =

1

2
(f11 − f22) + if12 , a =

1

2
(f11 + f22) =

1

2
fqq . (7.16)
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Due to the properties of D = 3 gammamatrices, these vectors obey

u
(0)
a ua(0) = 1 , u

(0)
a ua = 0 , u

(0)
a ūa = 0 , (7.20)

uau
a = 0 , ūaū

a = 0 , uaū
a = −2 . (7.21)

Furthermore, they satisfy

u(0)a a = 2w(w̄) , ua
a
 = 2ww , ūa

a
 = 2w̄w̄ . (7.22)

Eqs. (7.20) and (7.21) imply that the real 3× 3matrix

u(b)a =


u(0)a ,

1

2
(ua + ūa),

1

2i
(ua − ūa)


∈ O(1, 2) (7.23)

belongs toO(1, 2)group. Moreover, their construction fromspinorbilinears further implies45

ϵabcu(0)a ubūc = −2i ⇐⇒ u[būc] = −iϵabcu
a(0) , (7.24)

which ensures this matrix to be SO(1, 2) valued (not just O(1, 2) valued as guaranteed by

(7.20), (7.21)),

u(b)a =


u(0)a ,

1

2
(ua + ūa),

1

2i
(ua − ūa)


∈ SO(1, 2) , (7.25)

meaning that this set of vectors defines an oriented Lorentz frame. Thus (7.22), or equiva-

lently (7.19), establishhowthemoving frame is constructed fromthecomplex spinormoving

frame.

The derivatives of themoving frame vectors are expressed through the Cartan forms (7.22)

du(0)a = if ūa−if̄ua , Dua = dua+2iaua = 2ifu(0)a , Dūa = dūa−2iaūa = −2if̄u(0)a .

(7.26)

Consequently, Cartan forms (7.17) can be equivalently written as

f =
i

2
uadu(0)a , f̄ = − i

2
ūadu(0)a , a = − i

4
ūadua =

i

4
uadūa . (7.27)

Whendifferentiatinga functionh(w̄, w)of thespinor framevariablesonly, theconstraint (7.13)

45To see this we can take the constant “vacuum” value of the spinors vqα = qα in (7.12) and find that the vectors
are u(0)

a = 0a , ua = −0a + i1a , ūa = −0a − i1a and obey (7.24) with our representation for 3D gammamatrices
(see section 4.1).
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implies that its exterior derivative decomposes on the Cartan forms (7.17)

d = dw̄
∂

∂w̄
+ dw

∂

∂w
= if D̄ − if̄D + iaD(0) , (7.28)

where we have used Eqs. (7.15) at the second stage and the covariant derivatives are defined

as

D = w
∂

∂w̄
, D̄ = w̄

∂

∂w
, D(0) = w̄

∂

∂w̄
− w

∂

∂w
. (7.29)

These covariant derivatives have the characteristic property to “annihilate” the constraint

(7.13)

D(w̄w) = 0 , D̄(w̄w) = 0 , D(0)(w̄w) = 0 (7.30)

and obey the su(1, 1) ' su(2,R) algebra

[D , D̄] = D(0) , [D(0) , D] = −2D , [D , D̄] = 2D̄ . (7.31)

Finally, using the spinor and moving frame vectors, we can split the pull-back of the D = 3

N = 2 superspace supervielbein forms

Ea = aµdx
µ − idθaθ̄ + iθadθ̄ , E = dθ , Ē = dθ̄ (7.32)

into a set of three bosonic and four fermionic Lorentz invariant 1-forms

E(0) = Eau(0)a , E = Eaua , Ē = Eaūa , (7.33)

Ew = dθw , Ew̄ = dθw̄ , (7.34)

Ēw = dθ̄w , Ēw̄ = dθ̄w̄ . (7.35)

7.1.4 Lagrangian of the simplest 3D counterpart of themD0 system

The Lagrangian for the 3D counterpart of the 10D mD0 action contains two constants with

dimension ofmass„m and µ, as well as an arbitrary positive definite function

M = M(H/µ6) (7.36)

defined in terms of the bosonic composite constructed frommatrix fields

H = tr


PP̄ + [Z, Z̄]2 − i

2
ZΨΨ+

i

2
Z̄Ψ̄Ψ̄


. (7.37)
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This expression can be recognized as the Hamiltonian of 3D SU(N ) SYM model reduced to

d = 1. For convenience, let us also introduce a pair of conjugate fermionic currents

ν := tr(ΨP + Ψ̄[Z, Z̄]) , ν̄ := tr(Ψ̄P̄ +Ψ[Z, Z̄]) , (7.38)

which can be identified as the SYM supercurrents. The Lagrangian corresponding to the ac-

tion (4.72) can then be written as

Lτ [m,µ,M(H)] = mE0τ +m(θ̇θ̄ − θ ˙̄θ) +
1

µ6
E0τ

2

MH +
1

µ6

Ṁ
M tr


P̄Z + PZ̄


+

+
1

µ6
tr


P̄DτZ + PDτ Z̄ − i

8
DτΨΨ̄+

i

8
ΨDτΨ̄


+

1

µ6

i√
M


θ̇ wν̄ + ˙̄θw̄ ν



(7.39)

Here Dτ denotes covariant derivatives which include not only the su(N) valued connection

A = dτAτ , but also a composite U(1) defined by the Cartan form a = dτaτ (7.17) (see also

(7.27))

DτZ = Ż + 2iaτZ + [Aτ ,Z] , DτΨ = Ψ̇− iaτΨ+ [Aτ ,Ψ] ,

Dτ Z̄ = ˙̄Z − 2iaτ Z̄ + [Aτ , Z̄] , DτΨ̄ = ˙̄Ψ+ iaτΨ̄+ [Aτ , Ψ̄] .
(7.40)

Two special members within this family of Lagrangians are defined by function (7.36) being

constant

M = m = const , (7.41)

and by specific function

M =
m

2
+

√
m2

4
+

H
µ6

. (7.42)

The latter was derived in section 4.3.3 by dimensional reduction of the 4D counterpart of the

mM0 action [124], while the former is the simplest representative of the family which can be

recognized as 3D counterpart of the 10D action discussed previously in [128].

In this chapter, we focus on the simplestmodel with constantM = m, with the Lagrangian

Lτ [m,µ] = mE0τ +m(θ̇θ̄ − θ ˙̄θ) +
1

µ6
E0τ

2

m
H +

1

µ6

i√
m


θ̇ wν̄ + ˙̄θw̄ ν


+

+
1

µ6
tr


P̄DτZ + PDτ Z̄ − i

8
DτΨΨ̄+

i

8
ΨDτΨ̄


.

(7.43)

Wewill developHamiltonian formalism for thismodel andperform its quantization, thereby

deriving the equation of the field theory of simplest 3D counterpart of themD0-brane.
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7.2 Hamiltonian formalism of the simplest 3D prototype

ofmD0 branemodel

In this section we develop Hamiltonian formalism for our simplest 3-dimensional counter-

part of themD0 system.

7.2.1 Canonicalmomenta and Poisson brackets

In general, the canonicalmomenta pA are defined as derivatives of the LagrangianL(qA, q̇A)

with respect to generalized velocities q̇A = d
dτ q

A associated with the coordinates qA,

pA =
∂L

∂q̇A
. (7.44)

They are canonically conjugate to these coordinates which implies the following structure

of the Poisson brackets algebra

[pA, q
BPB = −(−)(A)(B)[qB , pAPB = −BA ,

[qA, qBPB = −(−)(A)(B)[qB , qAPB = 0 , [pA, pBPB = −(−)(A)(B)[pB , pAPB = 0 ,

(7.45)

where (A) is Grassmann (fermionic) parity of pA and qA equal to 0 for bosons and 1 for

fermions46.

ThecanonicalHamiltonianH0(pA, q
A) is thendefinedbyLegendre transformof theLagrangian47

H0(pA, q
A) = q̇ApA − L(qA, q̇A) (7.46)

and the evolution of the dynamical system is described by the Hamiltonian equations

ḟ(q, p) = [f(q, p) , H0]PB ⇐⇒





q̇A =
∂H0

∂pA
,

ṗA = −∂H0

∂qA
.

(7.47)

46The Poisson brackets are essentially defined by relations (7.45) and the Leibniz rules [fg, h}PB = f [g, h}PB +
(−)(f)(h)[f, h}PBg, where f , g and h are arbitrary functions of qA and pA . An explicit expression is given by

[f, g}PB = (−)(A)(f)

(
∂f

∂qA
∂g

∂pA
− (−)(A) ∂f

∂pA

∂g

∂qA

)
.

47We simplify the definition of the Legendre transformhere since this is sufficient for our purposes. For amore
precise treatment and examples of systems where this distinction is crucial see e.g. section 3 of [171] and refer-
ences therein.
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In our case, we first denote themomenta conjugate to the bosonic and fermionic coordinate

functions by

pa =
∂Lτ

∂ẋa
, Π̄ =

∂Lτ

∂θ̇
, Π =

∂Lτ

∂ ˙̄θ
(7.48)

so that their nonvanishing Poisson brackets are

[pa, x
b]PB = −[xb, pa]PB = −ba ,

Π̄, θ
PB = θ , Π̄PB = − , Π, θ̄

PB = θ̄ ,ΠPB = − .

(7.49)

7.2.2 CovariantmomentaandPoisson/Diracbrackets inthespinormov-

ing frame sector

Similarly, we can introduce the canonical momenta conjugate to spinor frame variables

P̄ =
∂Lτ

∂ẇ
, P =

∂Lτ

∂ ˙̄w
(7.50)

which have nonvanishing Poisson brackets

[P̄, w ]PB = − , [P, w̄ ]PB = − . (7.51)

When working with these canonical momenta, we have to consider the condition (7.13) as

a second class constraint (in terminology of Dirac [172]; see below for further discussion). It

turns out that this constraint48 is conjugate to

wP̄
 + w̄P

 ≈ 0 , (7.52)

which also appears in ourmodel. Thenwe could resolve this pair of second class constraints

by passing from Poisson brackets to the corresponding Dirac brackets (see [132] and refs.

therein), after which both (7.13) and (7.52) can be considered as satisfied in the strong sense.

Alternatively, this procedure can be overcame by introducing the so-called covariant mo-

menta

d = wP
 , d̄ = w̄P̄

 , d(0) = w̄P
 − wP̄

 , (7.53)

48Here and below, ≈ denotes weak equality in the sense of [172], i.e. relations between coordinates and mo-
menta which can be used only after all Poisson brackets are calculated.
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which have the Poisson brackets with spinor frame variables

[d, w]PB = 0 , [d, w̄]PB = −w ,

[d̄, w]PB = −w̄ , [d̄, w̄]PB = 0 , (7.54)

[d(0), w]PB = w , [d(0), w̄]PB = −w̄ .

It is straightforward to verify that these covariantmomentahave vanishingPoissonbrackets

with the constraints (7.13). Therefore, by working only with the covariant momenta, we can

consider the constraint (7.13) as satisfied in the strong sense.

Notice that (7.54) imply the following Poisson brackets of the covariantmomenta withmov-

ing frame vectors

[d, u(0)a ]PB = −ua , [d, ua]PB = 0 , [d, ūa]PB = −2u(0)a ,

[d̄, u(0)a ]PB = −ūa , [d̄, ua]PB = −2u
(0)
a , [d̄, ūa]PB = 0 , (7.55)

[d(0), u(0)a ]PB = 0 , [d(0), ua]PB = 2ua , [d(0), ūa]PB = −2ūa .

The covariant momenta thus generate the so(1, 2) ' su(1, 1) algebra under Poisson brack-

ets

[d(0), d]PB = 2d , [d(0), d̄]PB = −2d̄ ,

(7.56)

[d, d̄]PB = d(0) .

To express the canonical Hamiltonian (7.46) in terms of the Lagrangian and covariant mo-

menta, we start from the standard relation

dτH0 = dwP̄
 + dw̄P

 + . . .− L , (7.57)

substitute for thederivativesofw and w̄ theirexpressions in termsofCartan forms, Eq. (7.15)

(valid when constraint (7.13) is satisfied), and use (7.53) arriving at

dτH0 = iad(0)+if d̄−if̄d+. . .−L ⇐⇒ H0 = iaτd
(0)+ifτ d̄−if̄τd+. . .−dτLτ . (7.58)

This relationmakes itmanifest that the covariantmomenta correspond to derivatives of the
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Lagrangian with respect to the Cartan forms

d(0) = −i
∂Lτ

∂aτ
, d = i

∂Lτ

∂f̄τ
, d̄ = −i

∂Lτ

∂fτ
. (7.59)

7.2.3 Simplifying Poisson/Dirac brackets in the sector ofmatrix elds

The canonical momenta of the bosonicmatrix fields are

∂L
∂Żi

j

≈ 1

µ6
P̄j
i ,

∂L
∂ ˙̄Pj

i

≈ 0 ,

∂L
∂ ˙̄Zi

j

≈ 1

µ6
Pj
i ,

∂L
∂Ṗj

i

≈ 0 . (7.60)

These relations correspond to resolved pairs of second class constraints, allowing us to ex-

clude the variables Pj
i , P̄

j
i and their momenta from the consideration.

However, a more convenient equivalent procedure is to remove the momenta conjugate to

Pj
i and P̄j

i and instead replace the momenta conjugate to Z = Zj
i and Z̄ = Z̄j

i by P̄j
i and Pj

i .

Then, the nonvanishing Poisson brackets for these new phase space variables (in fact, Dirac

brackets) are49

[P̄j
i ,Zk

l]PB = −µ6


li

j
k −

1

N
ji 

l
k


, [Pj

i , Z̄k
l]PB = −µ6


li

j
k −

1

N
ji 

l
k


.

(7.61)

A similar approach is standard when constructing Hamiltonian mechanics for fermionic

fieldswith canonical kinetic term,where the conjugatemomentumof fermionicfield is iden-

tified with the field itself. In our case, the fermionic matrix fields also possess such a kinetic

term.

The canonicalmomenta for the fermionicmatrix fieldΨ = Ψj
i and its Hermitian conjugate

Ψ̄ = Ψ̄
j
i are given by

ΠΨ̄ =
∂L
∂ ˙̄Ψ

≈ − i

8µ6
Ψ , Π̄Ψ =

∂L
∂Ψ̇

≈ − i

8µ6
Ψ̄ . (7.62)

The canonical Poisson brackets with nonvanishing r.h.s. are

{
Πi

j , Ψ̄k
l
}
PB

=
{
Ψi

j , Π̄k
l
}
PB

= −(li
j
k −

1

N
ji 

l
k) (7.63)

49Note that the last terms on the r.h.s.’s of Eqs. (7.61),− 1

N
ji 

l
k , ensure their consistencywith the tracelessness

condition ofmatrices (7.2).
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where, for shortness, wewriteΠi
j := (ΠΨ̄)i

j and Π̄i
j := (Π̄Ψ̄)i

j .

From these, we see that (7.62) are second class constraints. Since they are not in explicitly

resolved form, to treat themasstrongequalities,wehave to replacePoissonbracketsbyDirac

brackets

[. . . , . . .D = [. . . , . . .PB − 4iµ6[. . . , (ΠΨ̄ +
i

8µ6
Ψ)jiPB[(Π̄Ψ +

i

8µ6
Ψ̄)ij , . . .PB−

− 4iµ6[. . . , (Π̄Ψ
i

8µ6
Ψ̄)jiPB[(ΠΨ̄ +

i

8µ6
Ψ)ij , . . .PB .

(7.64)

With these Dirac brackets, the complex fermionic matrix field and its Hermitian conjugate

become canonically conjugate

{
Ψi

j , Ψ̄k
l
}
D
= −4iµ6(li

j
k −

1

N
ji 

l
k) ,

{
Ψi

j ,Ψk
l
}
D
= 0 ,

{
Ψ̄i

j , Ψ̄k
l
}
D
= 0 .

(7.65)

Belowforsimplicity, and in linewith thecommonpracticeof imposingconditionsof the form

(7.65) as canonical, we will call these Dirac brackets Poisson brackets andwrite (7.65) as

{
Ψi

j , Ψ̄k
l
}
PB

= −4iµ6(li
j
k−

1

N
ji 

l
k) ,

{
Ψi

j ,Ψk
l
}
PB

= 0 ,
{
Ψ̄i

j , Ψ̄k
l
}
PB

= 0 .

(7.66)

This is more convenient also because we have already used implicitly the passage to Dirac

brackets in the spinormoving frame sector of ourmodel.

7.2.4 Primary constraints

With our Lagrangian (7.43), we compute the canonical momenta (7.44) and covariant mo-

menta (7.59) for the fields in both the center ofmass sector and the gauge field. This leads us

to the following set of primary constraints of the system

Φa := pa −mu(0)a − 2

µ6

H
m
u(0)a ≈ 0 , (7.67)

d := Π̄ + ipa(
aθ̄) −mθ̄ − i

µ6
√
m
w ν̄ ≈ 0 , (7.68)

d̄ := Π + ipa(
aθ) +mθ − i

µ6
√
m
w̄ ν ≈ 0 , (7.69)

d ≈ 0 , (7.70)

d̄ ≈ 0 , (7.71)
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U := d(0) − 2

µ6
B ≈ 0 , (7.72)

through

B := tr


P̄Z − PZ̄ +

i

8
ΨΨ̄


, (7.73)

and

PA :=
∂L

∂Ȧτ

≈ 0 . (7.74)

The last relation is the only primary constraint imposed just on the matrix variables. How-

ever, the matrix fields also contribute to the constraints derived from the definition of mo-

menta of the center of mass variables throughH of (7.37) in (7.67), via

ν̄ = tr(Ψ̄P̄ +Ψ[Z, Z̄]) and ν = tr(ΨP + Ψ̄[Z, Z̄]) (7.75)

in (7.68) and (7.69).

7.2.5 Canonical Hamiltonian and secondary constraints

The canonical Hamiltonian of our system is defined by the Legendre transform of the La-

grangian, which we write in terms of SO(1, 2)/SO(2) Cartan forms and covariant momenta

(see equation (7.58)) as

dτH0 = dxapa + dθΠ̄ + dθ̄Π + iad̃(0) + if d̄− if̄d+

+
1

µ6
tr(dZP̄) +

1

µ6
tr(dZ̄P)− i

8µ6
tr(dΨΨ̄)− i

8µ6
tr(dΨ̄Ψ) + tr(dAPA)− LmD0 .

(7.76)

For our Lagrangian (7.43), after extracting the primary constraints, (7.76) reduces to

H0 = Ea
τΦa + θ̇d + ˙̄θd̄ + iaτU + ifτ

¯̃d− if̄τ d̃+ tr(dAPA) + tr(AτG) ≈ tr(AτG) , (7.77)

whereG is aN ×N anti-Hermitian tracelessmatrix

G :=
1

µ6


[Z̄,P] + [Z, P̄]− i

4
Ψ, Ψ̄


. (7.78)

The last expression, valid in the weak sense, can be used to check whether the preservation

of the primary constraints under evolution, as defined by Hamiltonian equations (7.47), pro-

duces secondaryconstraints. Indeed, thishappens: requiring thepreservationof theprimary
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constraint (7.74), ṖA = [PA, H0] ≈ 0, leads to the secondary constraint

G =
1

µ6


[Z̄,P] + [Z, P̄]− i

4
Ψ, Ψ̄


≈ 0 . (7.79)

This reveals the role of the 1d gauge fieldAτ as a Lagrangemultiplier for the constraint (7.79),

which we will call the Gauss law, keeping inmind its counterpart in higher dimensional su-

persymmetric gauge theories. Furthermore, since it can be shown that constraint (7.74) is

the first class and generates a gauge symmetry corresponding to an arbitrary shift of Aτ , we

will simplify the presentation by omitting the conjugate variables Aτ and PA from further

consideration50.

As a result, the Gauss law (7.79) implies the canonical Hamiltonian vanishes weakly

H0 ≈ 0 . (7.80)

7.2.6 First class constraints and gauge symmetries

The vanishing of canonical Hamiltonian (7.80) implies that the total Hamiltonian of our sys-

tem, as introduced by Dirac in [172], is a linear combination of the constraints,

H = baΦa + κd + κ̄d̄ + ikd̄− ik̄d+ ik(0)

d(0) − 2

µ6
B

+ tr(YG) , (7.81)

where the coefficients in this expression, functions of proper time τ knownas Lagrangemul-

tipliers51, are restricted by requiring preservation of all the constraints under the evolution

[172],
d

dτ
(constraints) = [constraints , H ]PB ≈ 0 (7.82)

(cf. (7.47))52. The solution of Eqs. (7.82) expresses the original Lagrange multipliers in terms

of fewer variables acting as (true) Lagrangemultipliers for the first class constraints that gen-

erate, on the Poisson brackets, gauge symmetries of the dynamical system under considera-

tion.

To specify the system of equations for Lagrangemultipliers, it is useful first to determine the

algebra of constraints under Poisson brackets. Let us start from the Gauss law constraint

50More precisely, one can understand this reduction of the phase space as fixing the gauge Aτ = 0 using the
symmetry generated by the constraintPA and then treating the constraint (7.74) as strong equality.

51Notice the reappearance of the pure gauge 1d gauge field Aτ , which we removed from consideration using
thegauge symmetry generatedby (7.74), nowreincarnatedas theLagrangemultiplierY for theGauss constraints
(7.79).

52Generically this procedure might result in appearance of further secondary constraints, but in this case the
system instead produces equations for themultipliers.
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(7.78) which is (an anti-Hermitian traceless) matrix G = Gi
j different matrix elements of

which may have nonvanishing brackets. Actually these form a representation of the su(N)

algebra. To write it in a compact and comprehensive form, it is convenient to introduce “ref-

erence” traceless matrices Y and Y′ and compute the brackets of the traces of G with these

matrices. In such awaywe find the su(N) algebra in the form

[tr(YG), tr(Y′G)]PB = tr

[Y,Y′]G


. (7.83)

Furthermore, G has vanishing Poisson brackets with all other constraints, which reflecting

their SU(N) invariance (see Appendix G for technical details). Thus, G is a first class con-

straint generating the SU(N) gauge symmetry of themodel.

The remaining constraint algebra, given by Eqs. (7.67)-(7.74), is characterised by the following

nonvanishing Poisson brackets (see Appendix G):

[d, d(0) − 2
µ6B]PB = −2d , [d,Φa]PB =


m+ 2

µ6
H
m


ua , (7.84)

[d, d̄]PB =
i

µ6
√
m
wν , (7.85)

[d, d̄]PB = d(0) , (7.86)

[d̄, d(0) − 2
µ6B]PB = 2d̄ , [d̄,Φa]PB =


m+ 2

µ6
H
m


ūa , (7.87)

[d̄, d]PB =
i

µ6
√
m
w̄ν̄ , (7.88)

[Φa, d]PB =
2i

m
√
m

u(0)a w tr(ΨG) , (7.89)

[Φa, d̄]PB = − 2i

m
√
m

u(0)a w̄ tr(Ψ̄G) , (7.90)

and

d, dPB = −8i

m
ww tr(Z̄G) , (7.91)

d̄, d̄PB =
8i

m
w̄w̄ tr(ZG) , (7.92)

d, d̄PB = −2ipa
a
 + 2mϵ +

4i

µ6
ww̄

H
m

=

= −2iΦa
a
 − 4iww̄


m+

1

µ6

H
m


.

(7.93)

Using this algebra, the requirement of constraint preservation under evolution, described by

Eq. (7.82)withHamiltonian (7.81), implies that the Lagrangemultipliersmust satisfy a system
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of equations solved by

k = 0 , k̄ = 0 , (7.94)

baua = 0 , baūa = 0 =⇒ ba = bu(0)a , (7.95)

κ̄w = 0 =⇒ κ̄ = κ̄w , (7.96)

κw̄ = 0 =⇒ κ = κw̄ . (7.97)

Thus, the total Hamiltonian reads

H = b ua(0)Φa + κ w̄d + κ̄wd̄ + ik(0)

d(0) − 2

µ6
B

+ tr(YG) . (7.98)

The arbitrary Lagrange multipliers b, κ, κ̄, k(0) and Yj
i (with Yi

i = 0) reflect the gauge sym-

metriesofourmodel: reparametrization, localworldline supersymmetry (κ-symmetry), U(1)

andSU(N) symmetries. In (7.98) theyaremultipliedby the constraints generating these sym-

metries,

Φ(0) := pau
a(0) −


m+

2

µ6

H
m


≈ 0 , (7.99)

w̄d := w̄(Π̄ + ipa(
aθ̄) −mθ̄) +

1

µ6

1√
m
ν̄ ≈ 0 , (7.100)

wd̄ := w(Π + ipa(
aθ) +mθ)−

1

µ6

1√
m
ν ≈ 0 , (7.101)

U (0) := d(0) − 2

µ6
B ≈ 0 , (7.102)

withB defined in (7.73), and secondary constraint (7.79).

7.2.7 Second class constraints

Theremainingconstraintsare thesecondclassones. Theycanbecollected inconjugatepairs

d ≈ 0 , d̄ ≈ 0 , (7.103)

Φ := uaΦa = uapa ≈ 0 , Φ̄ := ūaΦa = ūapa ≈ 0 , (7.104)

wd = w(Π̄ + ipa(
aθ̄) −mθ̄) ≈ 0 , w̄d̄ = w̄(Π + ipa(

aθ) +mθ) ≈ 0 ,

(7.105)
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as can be seen from their Poisson brackets, particularly

[d, Φ̄]PB = −2Φ(0) − 2


m+

2

µ6

H
m


≈ −2


m+

2

µ6

H
m


, (7.106)

[d̄,Φ]PB = −2Φ(0) − 2


m+

2

µ6

H
m


≈ −2


m+

2

µ6

H
m


, (7.107)

wd, w̄
d̄PB = −2iΦ(0) − 4i


m+

1

µ6

H
m


≈ −4i


m+

1

µ6

H
m


. (7.108)

7.2.8 The algebra of rst and second class constraints

Notice that there are also other nonvanishing brackets among the second class constraints:

[d, d̄]PB = d(0) =


d(0) − 2

µ6
B

+

2

µ6
B ≈ 2

µ6
B , (7.109)

[d, w̄d̄]PB = −wd̄ − 1

µ6
√
m
ν ≈ − 1

µ6
√
m
ν , (7.110)

[d̄, wd]PB = −w̄d +
1

µ6
√
m
ν̄ ≈ 1

µ6
√
m
ν̄ . (7.111)

Thealgebraof thefirstandsecondclassconstraints is summarized inTable7.1 (below),where

we omit the first class constraintsGi
j (7.78) since they only have nonvanishing bracketswith

themselves, (7.83). We also introduce the notation

M(H) := m+
1

µ6

H
m

. (7.112)

This shouldnotbeconfusedwithM(H)whichwasdiscussed in thefirst sectionsof this chap-

ter as well as in chapters 4-6.

The appearance of the positively definite additive contributionsM(H) orM(2H) in the r.h.s.

of the Poisson brackets clearly indicates the pairing of fermionic and bosonic second class

constraints.

The algebra of constraints is sufficiently complicated to hamper the use of BRST quantiza-

tionwith standard “abelization” scheme for second class constraints [173, 174]. The technical

problemcomes fromthenon-canonical formof thebosonic secondclass constraintsalgebra

in which, besides the nonvanishing brackets (7.106), (7.107) and (7.108), the other brackets

(7.109), (7.110) and (7.111) also do not vanish in the weak sense.
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[. . . , . . .PB U (0) Φ(0) w̄d wd̄ d d̄ Φ Φ̄ wd w̄d̄

U (0) 0 0 −w̄d wd̄ 2d -2d̄ 2Φ −2Φ̄ wd −w̄d̄

Φ(0) 0 0 −2tr(ΨG)
m
√
m

−2tr(Ψ̄G)
m
√
m

Φ Φ̄ 0 0 0 0

w̄d w̄d 2tr(ΨG)
m
√
m

8itr(Z̄G)
m −2iΦ(0) wd 0 0 0 0 −2iΦ̄

wd̄ −wd̄ 2tr(Ψ̄G)
m
√
m

−2iΦ(0) −8itr(ZG)
m 0 w̄d̄ 0 0 −2iΦ 0

d −2d −Φ −wd 0 0
U (0)+

+2B
µ6

0
−2Φ(0)−
−2M(2H)

0
−wd̄−
− ν

µ6
√
m

d̄ 2d̄ −Φ̄ 0 −w̄d̄
−U (0)−
−2B

µ6

0
−2Φ(0)−
−2M(2H)

0
−w̄d+
+ ν̄

µ6
√
m

0

Φ −2Φ 0 0 0 0
2Φ(0)+

+2M(2H)
0 0 0 0

Φ̄ 2Φ̄ 0 0 0
2Φ(0)+

+2M(2H)
0 0 0 0 0

wd -wd 0 0 −2iΦ 0
w̄d−

− ν̄
µ6

√
m

0 0 0
−2iΦ(0)−
−4iM(H)

w̄d̄ w̄d̄ 0 −2iΦ̄ 0
wd̄+

+ ν
µ6

√
m

0 0 0
−2iΦ(0)−
−4iM(H)

0

Table7.1: Algebraof thefirstandsecondclassconstraintson thePoissonbracketsof thesimplest3DmD0system.
M(H) := m+ 1

µ6
H
m
is defined in (7.112).

Moreover, whenattempting to apply theGupta-Bleuler quantization scheme in its canonical

forms, we found that for this algebra of constraints the corresponding system of equations

(in supercoordinate representation) admits only the trivial solution. We demonstrate this

explicitly for the simplest case of vanishing all thematrix and fermionic fields inAppendixH.

This is the only example known to the authors where the Gupta-Bleuler simplified method

of quantization of dynamical system fails.

Hence, the only remaining option, capable of overcoming these difficulties, is to apply the

Dirac bracket procedure in the bosonic sector of the system. Notably, this procedure can be

significantly simplified (in fact, reduced to explicit resolutionof thebosonic second class con-

straints) once we pass to the so-called analytic basis in the center of mass sector of the con-

figuration superspace. Wewill carry out this change of coordinate basis in the next section.

7.3 Hamiltonianmechanics in the analytical basis

In order to simplify the constraint structure and enable an explicit resolution of the pairs

bosonic second class constraints, in this sectionwe reformulate theHamiltonianmechanics

in the analytical (Lorentz harmonic) basis.

7.3.1 Constraints in the analytical basis

Let us begin by noticing that the center of mass sector of the configurational space of our

dynamical system can be identified with the so-called Lorentz harmonic superspace, an ex-
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tended enlarged superspace with coordinates53

Σ(3+34) = (xa, θ, θ̄, w, w̄) =: (zM , w, w̄) , w̄w = i . (7.113)

Thecompleteconfigurationsuperspacealso includes2(N2−1)bosonicand (N2−1) fermionic

matrix coordinates, and its coordinate basis can be chosen as

Σ(4+2N23+N2) = (xa, θ, θ̄, w, w̄;Z, Z̄,Ψ) =: (zM , w, w̄;Z, Z̄,Ψ) . (7.114)

This implies that Ψ̄ is considered to bemomentum conjugate toΨ.

Clearly, other coordinate bases can be chosen. In our case, it is convenient to perform a

change of coordinate in the center of mass sector (7.113) of the whole configurational su-

perspace, choosing in it the analytic coordinate basis

Σ(3+34) = (x(0), xA, x̄A , θw, θw̄, θ̄w, θ̄w̄;w, w̄) =: (z(M)
An , w, w̄ ,Z, Z̄,Ψ, Ψ̄) ,

(7.115)

with

x(0) := xau(0)a , (7.116)

xA := x − 2iθwθ̄w , x := xaua , (7.117)

θw := θw , θw̄ := θw̄ , (7.118)

x̄A := x̄+ 2iθw̄θ̄w̄ , x̄ := xaūa , (7.119)

θ̄w := θ̄w , θ̄w̄ := θ̄w̄ , (7.120)

(see Appendix I, particularly Eqs. (I.5)-(I.7), cf. [142, 144, 145]). In this analytical basis, the La-

53 Here, “extended” refers toN = 2 supersymmetrywhile “enlarged” reflects thepresenceof additionalbosonic
spinor (spinormoving frameor Lorentzharmonic) coordinates. The terminology goes back to [142], whichbegan
the line of seminal papers on Harmonic superspaces [144, 145, 150, 175]. See Appendix I for further discussion.
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grangian formL = dτLτ withLτ from (7.43) reads

L = dx(0)

m+

2

µ6

H
m


− ifm


x̄A


1 +

2

µ6

H
m2


− 4i

µ6

H
m2

θw̄θ̄w̄ +
i

µ6

1

m
√
m
θw̄ν̄


+

+ if̄m


xA


1 +

2

µ6

H
m2


+

4i

µ6

H
m2

θwθ̄w +
i

µ6

1

m
√
m
θ̄wν


−

− 2i

dθw̄ − iaθw̄


θ̄w


m+

1

µ6

H
m


− 2i


dθ̄w + iaθ̄w


θw̄


m+

1

µ6

H
m


−

− 2i (dθw + iaθw)


1

µ6

H
m

θ̄w̄ − 1

µ6

1

2
√
m
ν̄


− 2i


dθ̄w̄ − iaθ̄w̄

  1

µ6

H
m

θw − 1

µ6

1

2
√
m
ν


+

+
1

µ6
tr


P̄DτZ + PDτ Z̄ − i

8
DτΨΨ̄+

i

8
ΨDτΨ̄


.

(7.121)

It is convenient to introduce the notation

H̃ =
1

µ6

H
m

, ν̃ =
1

µ6

1

2
√
m
ν = (¯̃ν)∗ (7.122)

which allows the Lagrangian to be writtenmore compactly

L = dx(0) (m+ 2H̃)− if
[
x̄A(m+ 2H̃)− 4iH̃ θw̄θ̄w̄ + 2iθw̄ ¯̃ν

]
+

+ if̄
[
xA (m+ 2H̃) + 4iH̃ θwθ̄w + 2iθ̄wν̃

]
− 2i


dθw̄ − iaθw̄


θ̄w (m+ H̃)−

− 2i

dθ̄w + iaθ̄w


θw̄ (m+ H̃)− 2i (dθw + iaθw)


H̃ θ̄w̄ − ¯̃ν


−

− 2i

dθ̄w̄ − iaθ̄w̄

 
H̃ θw − ν̃


+

1

µ6
tr


P̄DτZ + PDτ Z̄ − i

8
DτΨΨ̄+

i

8
ΨDτΨ̄


.

(7.123)
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Then the canonical Hamiltonian is defined by

dτH0 = dx(0)p(0) + dxAp̄+ dx̄Ap+ dθwΠθ
w + dθw̄Πθ

w̄ + dθ̄wΠ̄θ̄
w + dθ̄w̄Π̄θ̄

w̄+

+ iad̃(0) + if ¯̃d− if̄ d̃+
1

µ6
tr(dZP̄) +

1

µ6
tr(dZ̄P)− i

8µ6
tr(dΨΨ̄)−

− i

8µ6
tr(dΨ̄Ψ) + tr(dAPA)− LmD0 .

(7.124)

In (7.124) themomenta for the bosonic coordinate functions are related to their central basis

counterparts by

p(0) := ua(0)pa , p := −1

2
uapa , p̄ := −1

2
ūapa (7.125)

and have the nonvanishing Poisson brackets


p(0), x(0)


PB

= −1 , [p, x̄A]PB = −1 , [p̄, xA]PB = −1 . (7.126)

The momenta conjugate to the fermionic coordinate functions of the analytical basis obey-

ing

Πθ
w, θ

wPB = −1 , Πθ
w̄, θ

w̄PB = −1 ,

Π̄θ̄
w, θ̄

wPB = −1 , Π̄θ̄
w̄, θ̄

w̄PB = −1

(7.127)

are related to their central basis cousins by the somewhatmore complicated relations

Πθ
w := −iw̄Π + 2iθ̄wp̄ , Πθ

w̄ := iwΠ − 2iθ̄w̄p ,

Π̄θ̄
w := −iw̄Π̄ − 2iθwp̄ , Π̄θ̄

w̄ := iwΠ̄ + 2iθw̄p .

(7.128)

The covariant momenta in the analytical basis, denoted by tilde to distinguish then from

their central basis counterparts, satisfy

[d̃(0), z
(M)
An ]PB = 0 , [d̃, z

(M)
An ]PB = 0 , [¯̃d, z

(M)
An ]PB = 0 , (7.129)

while

[d(0), zM ]PB = 0 , [d, zM ]PB = 0 , [d̄, zM ]PB = 0 . (7.130)

Eq. (7.124) also implicitly encodes the definitions of the canonicalmomenta as derivatives of

the Lagrangian with respect to velocities, (7.44), as well as the covariantmomenta as deriva-
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tives with respect to Cartan forms, (7.59). Calculating these for our Lagrangian (7.123), we

obtain the primary constraints (cf. (7.67)-(7.74))

Φ(0) := p(0) − (m+ 2H̃) ≈ 0 , (7.131)

−1

2
Φ := p ≈ 0 , (7.132)

−1

2
Φ̄ := p̄ ≈ 0 , (7.133)

d̃+ xA (m+ 2H̃) + 4iH̃ θwθ̄w + 2iθ̄wν̃ ≈ 0 , (7.134)

¯̃d+ x̄A (m+ 2H̃)− 4iH̃ θw̄θ̄w̄ + 2iθw̄ ¯̃ν ≈ 0 , (7.135)

Ũ := d̃(0) − 4iθw̄θ̄w (m+ H̃) + 4iθwθ̄w̄ H̃ − 2iθw ¯̃ν + 2iθ̄w̄ν̃ − 2B̃ ≈ 0 , (7.136)

where B̃ :=
1

µ6
B :=

1

µ6
tr


P̄Z − PZ̄ +

i

8
ΨΨ̄


, (7.137)

dw := Πθ
w − 2i


¯̃ν − θ̄w̄H̃


≈ 0 , (7.138)

dw̄ := Πθ
w̄ + 2i


m+ H̃


θ̄w ≈ 0 , (7.139)

d̄w := Π̄θ̄
w + 2i


m+ H̃


θw̄ ≈ 0 , (7.140)

d̄w̄ := Π̄θ̄
w̄ − 2i


ν̃ − θwH̃


≈ 0 (7.141)

and (7.74)

PA :=
∂L

∂Ȧτ

≈ 0 . (7.142)

Exactly as in the central basis analysis, the requirement of preservation of this last constraint
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leads to the secondary constraint (7.79),

G =
1

µ6


[Z̄,P] + [Z, P̄]− i

4
Ψ, Ψ̄


≈ 0 (7.143)

and, as a result, the canonical Hamiltonian vanishes in the weak sense

H0 ≈ 0 . (7.144)

That is, the total Hamiltonian is a linear combination of constraints or,more precisely, of the

first class constraints.

The set of first class constraints includes Eqs. (7.131), (7.138), (7.141),

Φ(0) ≈ 0 , dw ≈ 0 , d̄w̄ ≈ 0 , (7.145)

andthesumof (7.136)witha linearcombinationof thesecondclassconstraints (7.132), (7.133),

(7.139) and (7.140),

˜̃U (0) := Ũ (0) − 2xAp̄+ 2x̄Ap− θ̄wd̄w + θw̄dw̄ =

= d̃(0) − 2xAp̄+ 2x̄Ap− θ̄wΠ̄θ̄
w + θw̄Πθ

w̄ + 4iθwθ̄w̄H̃ − 2iθw ¯̃ν + 2iθ̄w̄ν̃ − 2B̃ ≈ 0 .

(7.146)

It also includes (7.142) (reflecting the gauge nature of the 1d gauge field) and the Gauss con-

straint (7.143). The remaining constraints are second class.

In what follows, we will not need the complete Poisson bracket algebra of the constraints.

Instead of calculating it directly, we can use their relations to the central basis constraints,

togetherwith the knowledge of the algebra of these latter. In the case of first class constraint

(7.99) and second class constraints (7.104), this relation is just a coincidence,

Φ(0) := pau
(0) − (m+ 2H̃) = p(0) − (m+ 2H̃) , (7.147)

Φ := Φau
a = −2p , (7.148)

Φ̄ := Φaū
a = −2p̄ . (7.149)

The same is true for the Gauss constraints (7.143) and for (7.142). However, for the remaining
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constraints, the relations are nontrivial:

U (0) := d(0) − 2B̃ = d̃(0) − 2xAp̄+ 2x̄Ap− θwΠθ
w − θ̄wΠ̄θ̄

w + θw̄Πθ
w̄ + θ̄w̄Π̄θ̄

w̄ − 2B̃ =

= ˜̃U (0) − θwdw + θ̄w̄d̄w̄ ,

(7.150)

w̄d := w̄(Π̄ + ipa(
aθ̄) −mθ̄) + 2¯̃ν = idw − Φ(0)θ̄w̄ , (7.151)

wd̄ := w(Π + ipa(
aθ) +mθ)− 2ν̃ = −id̄w̄ + Φ(0)θw , (7.152)

wd := w(Π̄ + ipa(
aθ̄) −mθ̄) = −idw̄ + 4pθ̄w̄ + Φ(0)θ̄w , (7.153)

w̄d̄ := w̄(Π + ipa(
aθ) +mθ) = id̄w − 4pθw − Φ(0)θw̄ , (7.154)

d = d̃+ 2(x(0) + iθw̄θ̄w + iθwθ̄w̄)p+ (xA + 2iθwθ̄w)p(0) + θ̄wΠ̄θ̄
w̄ + θwΠθ

w̄ , (7.155)

d̄ = ¯̃d+ 2(x(0) − iθw̄θ̄w − iθwθ̄w̄)p̄+ (x̄A − 2iθw̄θ̄w̄)p(0) + θw̄Πθ
w + θ̄w̄Π̄θ̄

w . (7.156)

Using these expressions, the algebra of constraints in the analytical basis can be read from

Table 7.1 and Eqs. (7.106)-(7.111). Below we will need only part of this algebra, summarized

(essentially) in Table 7.2.

7.3.2 Resolving bosonic second class constraints

Actually, aswehavealready stated,wedonot require the complete algebraof the constraints

in detail. Instead,we canobserve that thebosonic second class constraints in the analytic ba-

sis, Eqs. (7.133), (7.134) and (7.132), (7.135), are explicitly resolved (in Dirac’s terminology [172]).

Thismeans that in these pairs of constraints, one element (namely (7.134) and (7.135)) can be

rewritten to express the coordinates xA and x̄A in terms of other variables, while the conju-

gate elements ((7.133) and (7.132)) imply the vanishing of the momenta conjugate to these

dependent coordinates. In such cases, the procedure of changing the Poisson brackets by

Dirac brackets can be replaced by just settingmomenta to zero in the strong sense

p̄ = 0 , p = 0 , (7.157)

and substituting xA and x̄A in all places when these appear by their expressions obtained

from solving (7.134) and (7.135),

xA = − d̃+ 4iH̃ θwθ̄w + 2iθ̄wν̃

m+ 2H̃
, x̄A = −

¯̃d− 4iH̃ θw̄θ̄w̄ + 2iθw̄ ¯̃ν

m+ 2H̃
. (7.158)
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Fortunately, in our case, xA and x̄A do not contribute to other constraints. Therefore, the

above prescription is tantamount to reducing the configuration space by omitting the direc-

tions corresponding to these coordinates. Equivalently, one can omit (7.134) and (7.135) the

set of constraints, thereby converting (7.133) and (7.132) into first class constraints. Then, xA

and x̄A can be gauged away using the symmetries generated by (7.133) and (7.132), thus ar-

riving at the same result as described above.

For the fermionic second class constraints, since the canonically conjugate constraints are

also complex conjugate, they can be quantized via the Gupta-Bleuler method. At the clas-

sical level, this is equivalent to omitting one of the conjugate constraints (say, dw̄), thereby

effectively promoting its conjugate d̄w to a first class constraint.

[. . . , . . .PB Φ(0) ˜̃U (0) dw d̄w̄ d̄w

Φ(0) 0
2i

θwtr(Ψ̃G̃) +

+θ̄w̄tr( ¯̃ΨG̃)
 2itr(Ψ̃G̃) −2itr( ¯̃ΨG̃) 0

˜̃U (0)
−2i


θwtr(Ψ̃G̃) +

+θ̄w̄tr( ¯̃ΨG̃)
 0

2θw

3θ̄w̄tr(Ψ̃G̃) −

− 4itr(Z̄G̃)
 2θ̄w̄


3θwtr( ¯̃ΨG̃) −

− 4itr(ZG̃)


−d̄w−
−2θw̄θ̄w̄tr( ¯̃ΨG̃)+
+2θwθw̄tr(Ψ̃G̃)

dw −2itrΨ̃G̃)
−2θw


3θ̄w̄tr(Ψ̃G̃) −

− 4itr(Z̄G̃)
 4θ̄w̄tr(Ψ̃G̃)−

−8itr(Z̄G̃)

2

θwtr(Ψ̃G̃) +

+ θ̄w̄tr( ¯̃ΨG̃)
 2θw̄tr(Ψ̃G̃)

d̄w̄ 2itr( ¯̃ΨG̃)
−2θ̄w̄


3θwtr( ¯̃ΨG̃) −

− 4itr(ZG̃)
 2


θwtr(Ψ̃G̃) +

+θ̄w̄tr( ¯̃ΨG̃)
 −4θwtr( ¯̃ΨG̃)+

+8itr(ZG̃)
−2θw̄tr( ¯̃ΨG̃)

d̄w 0

d̄w+

+2θw̄θ̄w̄tr( ¯̃ΨG̃)−
−2θwθw̄tr(Ψ̃G̃)

2θw̄tr(Ψ̃G̃) −2θw̄tr( ¯̃ΨG̃) 0

Table 7.2: Closed algebra of the “effective first class constraints” of the mD0 system. For compactness, we have
omitted the lines and columns corresponding to theGauss constraint (7.143) (which have only onenonvanishing
element on their crossing) and to the first class constraint (7.142) (which are rows and columns of zeros), andwe
have also rescaled the Gauss constraint and the fermionic matrix fields as follows: G̃ := 1

m
G , Ψ̃ := 1√

m
Ψ ,

¯̃Ψ := 1√
m

Ψ̄.

The essential part of the algebra of the resulting effective first class constraints is collected in

Table 7.2. Wehave omitted rows and columns corresponding to the constraint (7.142), which

has vanishing brackets with all others, and the Gauss constraint matrix (7.143), whose only

nonvanishing bracket is with itself, (7.83). To simplify expressions on the r.h.s., we introduce

in Table 7.2 rescaled expressions for Gauss constraint and for the fermionicmatrix fields:

G̃ :=
1

m
G Ψ̃ :=

1√
m

Ψ ¯̃Ψ :=
1√
m

Ψ̄ . (7.159)
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Notice that all the terms in the r.h.s. of the brackets resumed in Table 7.2 are proportional to

the Gauss law constraint and thus vanish when this is taken into account

7.4 QuantizationofmultipleD0-brane systemand its eld

theory equations

Quantization implies replacing the phase space variables with operators, whose commuta-

tors (and anticommutators) are determined by the Poisson brackets of their classical coun-

terparts, according to Dirac’s prescription

[. . . , . . .PB 7→ 1

i
[. . . , . . . . (7.160)

In the supercoordinate representation, the bosonic and fermionic configuration space vari-

ables maintain their (quasi-)classical description, i.e. they are ordinary numbers (c-number)

or elements of a Grassmann algebra (a-number), respectively. Their momenta are repre-

sented by differential operators such that the Dirac prescription (7.160) holds.

In particular, for the bosonic and fermionic center of mass coordinate functions and their

momenta, quantizationproceedsby replacing themwith thecorrespondingcoordinatesand

differential operators as

x(0) = x(0) , xA = xA , ̄xA = x̄A ,

p(0) = −i∂x(0) , ̄pA = −i∂xA , pA = −i∂x̄A ,

(7.161)

and

θw = θw , θw̄ = θw̄ , ̄θw = θ̄w , ̄θw̄ = θ̄w̄ ,

Πθ
w = −i∂θw , Πθ

w̄ = −i∂θw̄ , ̄Πθ̄
w = −i∂θ̄w , ̄Πw̄

θ̄
= −i∂θ̄w̄ ,

(7.162)

where the notation

∂x(0) =
∂

∂x(0)
, ∂xA =

∂

∂xA
, ∂x̄A =

∂

∂x̄A
,

∂θw =
∂

∂θw
, ∂θw̄ =

∂

∂θw̄
, ∂θ̄w =

∂

∂θ̄w
, ∂θ̄w̄ =

∂

∂θ̄w̄

(7.163)

has been used. For the complex spinors frame variables, the covariant momenta are ex-
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pressed in terms of covariant derivatives

D(0) = w̄
∂

∂w̄
− w

∂

∂w
, D = w

∂

∂w̄
, D̄ = w̄

∂

∂w
, (7.164)

so that
w = w , ̄w = w̄ ,

d(0) = −iD(0) , d = −iD , ̄d = −iD̄ .

(7.165)

For the bosonicmatrix fields, quantization in coordinate representation is standard

Zi
j = Zi

j , ̄Zi
j = Z̄i

j ,

̄Pi
j = −iµ6 ∂

∂Zj
i
, Pi

j = −iµ6 ∂

∂Z̄j
i
,

(7.166)

while for the fermionicmatrix variables obeying

{
Ψi

j , ̄Ψk
l
}
= 4µ6(li

j
k −

1

N
ji 

l
k) ,

{
Ψ
j
i ,

Ψ
l
k

}
= 0 ,

{
̄Ψj

i ,
̄Ψl

k

}
= 0 (7.167)

one employs the holomorphic representation (analogous to that for theHeisenberg algebra),

inwhich thecreationoperator is representedbydifferentiationwith respect to classical coun-

terpart of the annihilation operator,

Ψ
j
i = Ψj

i ,
̄Ψj

i = 4µ6 ∂

∂Ψi
j

. (7.168)

Then, the quantumcounterparts of theSYMsupercurrents andHamiltonianare represented

by the following differential operators

̃ν =
1

µ6

1

2
√
m

ν =
1

2
√
m
tr


−iΨ

∂

∂Z
+ 4[Z, Z̄]

∂

∂Ψ


, (7.169)

̃̄ν =
1

µ6

1

2
√
m

̄ν =
1

2
√
m
tr


−4iµ6 ∂

∂Z
∂

∂Ψ
+

1

µ6
Ψ[Z, Z̄]


, (7.170)

̃H =
1

µ6

H
m

=
1

m
tr


−µ6 ∂

∂Z
∂

∂Z̄
+ 8iµ6Z̄

∂

∂Ψ

∂

∂Ψ
+

1

µ6
[Z, Z̄]2 − i

2

1

µ6
ZΨΨ


, (7.171)

and the U(1) generator acting on thematrix variables is

̃B =
1

µ6
B = itr


Z̄

∂

∂Z̄
− Z

∂

∂Z
+

1

2
Ψ

∂

∂Ψ


. (7.172)

The state vector is represented by a function dependent on the configuration space coordi-
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nates54,

Ξ = Ξ

x(0), w̄, w; θw, θw̄, θ̄w, θ̄w̄;Z, Z̄;Ψ


. (7.173)

The physical states are represented by the state vectors obeying equations obtained as quan-

tum version of the effective first class constraints which read

[
−i∂x(0) −


m+ 2 ̃H

]
Ξ = 0 , (7.174)

i
̃̃
U (0)Ξ =


D(0) − θ̄w∂θ̄w + θw̄∂θw̄ − 4θwθ̄w̄ ̃H + 2θw ̃̄ν − 2θ̄w̄ ̃ν − 2i ̃B − q


Ξ = 0 , (7.175)

[
∂θw + 2


̃̄ν − θ̄w̄ ̃H

]
Ξ = 0 , (7.176)

[
∂θ̄w̄ + 2


̃ν − θw ̃H

]
Ξ = 0 , (7.177)

[
∂θ̄w − 2


m+ ̃H


θw̄

]
Ξ = 0 , (7.178)

where ̃ν , ̃̄ν and ̃H are given in (7.169), (7.170) and (7.171), and the quantum SU(N) Gauss law

constraint

iGj
iΞ =

(
Z̄k
i

∂

∂Z̄k
j

− Z̄j
k

∂

∂Z̄i
k

+ Zk
i

∂

∂Zk
j

− Zj
k

∂

∂Zi
k

+Ψk
i

∂

∂Ψk
j

−Ψj
k

∂

∂Ψi
k

)
Ξ = 0 , (7.179)

Notice that, when calculating the quantum generator of SU(N) transformationsG in (7.179)

we have to use the “qp” ordering for the commutators and anticommutators of matrices op-

erators. Specially, we have

[Z̄,P]ij 7→ −iµ6


Z̄i

k ∂

∂Z̄j
k
− Z̄k

j ∂

∂Z̄i
k


, [Z, P̄]ij 7→ −iµ6


Zi

k ∂

∂Zj
k
− Zk

j ∂

∂Zk
i


,

Ψ, Ψ̄ij 7→ 4µ6

(
Ψ k

i

∂

∂Ψ k
j

−Ψ j
k

∂

∂Ψ i
k

)
.

(7.180)

Without this ordering, the resulting expression forGwould fail to be traceless as it should be.

Thus, Eqs. (7.174), (7.175), (7.176), (7.177), (7.178) and (7.179) define the (super)field theory cor-

responding to the simplest 3D counterpart ofmultiple D0-brane system in the configuration

superspace (7.173).

It is convenient to allow the state vector to depend also on additional complex bosonic coor-

54To be precise, we should also say thatΞdepends on the 1d gauge fieldAτ , but thenwe should subject it to the

quantum constraint (7.74) which reads
∂

∂Ȧτ

Ξ = 0 and implies just independence on Aτ . We allowed ourselves

to “straighten” the presentation by omitting this stage.
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dinates xA and its c.c. x̄A,

Ξ = Ξ

x(0), xA, x̄A, w̄, w; θ

w, θw̄, θ̄w, θ̄w̄;Z, Z̄;Ψ

, (7.181)

but we impose the additional constraint removing this dependence:

∂

∂xA
Ξ = 0 ,

∂

∂x̄A
Ξ = 0 . (7.182)

This formulation is equivalent to the original one, but it makes explicit that the state vector

can be viewed as dependent on the central basis coordinates,

Ξ = Ξ̃

xa, w̄, w; θ, θ̄;Z, Z̄;Ψ


. (7.183)

Thisperspective isuseful for interpreting the resulting (super)field theoryequationsandwrite

this in a more conventional form, at least in some particular cases such asN = 1 case dis-

cussed in the next subsection. In particular, in this simplest case forN = 1, the equations

can be reformulated in terms of derivatives55 and covariant derivatives in the central basis

∂a = u(0)a ∂x(0) + ua∂xA + ūa∂x̄A , (7.185)

D = ∂ + i(aθ̄)∂a = w


∂θw + iθ̄w̄∂x(0)


+ w̄


∂θw̄ + 4iθ̄w̄∂x̄A + iθ̄w∂x(0)


, (7.186)

D̄ = ∂̄ + i(aθ)∂a = w


∂̄θ̄w + 4iθw∂xA + iθw̄∂x(0)


+ w̄


∂̄θ̄

w̄ + iθw∂x(0)

, (7.187)

and the spinor frame variables can be integrated out, thus arriving to a more conventional

description of field theory in terms of usual (central basis) spacetime coordinates.

But before considering theN = 1 case, let usnote that, in the general case of arbitraryN > 1,

it is possible to change the variables in the relativemotion sector by decomposing thematrix

fields
Zj
i =

√
2 ZIT j

Ii ,
̄Zj
i =

√
2 ̄ZIT j

Ii ,
Ψ
j
i =

√
2ΨIT j

Ii ,

̄Pj
i =

√
2 ̄P IT j

Ii ,
Pj
i =

√
2 P IT j

Ii ,
̄Ψj

i =
√
2 ̄ΨIT j

Ii ,

(7.188)

55Here, we have introduced the notation

∂α =
∂

∂θα
, ∂̄α =

∂

∂θ̄α .
(7.184)
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on the SU(N) generators T j
Ii , with I, J,K = 1, . . . N2 − 1 , which satisfy

[TI , TJ ] = ifIJKTK , fIJK = f[IJK] , fIJKfI′JK = NII′ ,

tr(TITJ) =
1

2
IJ , TITJ =

1

2


1

N
IJ1 + (dIJK + ifIJK)TK


, dIJK = d(IJK) ,

TI i
jTIk

l =
1

2


i

lk
j − 1

N i
jk

l


=⇒ (TITI)i
j = CF i

j , CF =
N2 − 1

N
(7.189)

and some other relations which can be found, e.g., in [176]. In the simplest case of SU(2) (for

N = 2),

SU(2) : TI i
j =

1

2
σI i

j , fIJK = ϵIJK , dIJK = 0 , I, J,K = 1, 2, 3. (7.190)

The coefficients in (7.188) are chosen in suchaway that thenontrivial commutation relations

of the basic operators have (almost) standard form

[ P I , ̄ZJ ] = −iµ6IJ , [ ̄P I , ZJ ] = −iµ6IJ , ΨI , ̄ΨJ = 4µ6IJ . (7.191)

Thus, in coordinate representation, the operators are realized by

ZI = ZI , ̄P I = −iµ6 ∂

∂ZI
, ̄ZI = Z̄I , P I = −iµ6 ∂

∂Z̄I
,

ΨI = ΨI , ̄ΨI = 4µ6 ∂

∂ΨI
,

(7.192)

where ZI = (Z1, Z2, . . . , ZN21) are complex bosonic (c-number) coordinates and ΨI =

(Ψ1,Ψ2, . . . ,ΨN21) are fermionic (a-number) coordinates,

ΨIΨJ = −ΨJΨI . (7.193)

In terms of these relativemotion coordinates, the quantum generator of SU(N) transforma-

tions (7.179) reads

Gj
i =: 2 GIT j

Ii = 2fIJK


Z̄I ∂

∂Z̄J
+ ZI ∂

∂ZJ
+ΨI ∂

∂ΨJ


TKi

j , (7.194)

while the part of the U(1) generator acting on thematrix field (7.172) is

̃B =
1

µ6
B = i


Z̄I ∂

∂Z̄I
− ZI ∂

∂ZI
+

1

2
ΨI ∂

∂ΨI


. (7.195)
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Similarly, the SYM supercharges (7.169), (7.170) take the form

̃ν =
1

µ6

1

2
√
m

ν = − i

2
√
m


ΨI ∂

∂Z̄I
− 4

√
2fIJKZI Z̄J ∂

∂ΨK


, (7.196)

̃̄ν =
1

µ6

1

2
√
m

̄ν = − i

2
√
m

(
4µ6 ∂

∂ZI

∂

∂ΨI
−

√
2

µ6
fIJKZI Z̄JΨK

)
, (7.197)

and the SYMHamiltonian (7.171)

̃H =
1

m


−µ6 ∂

∂ZI

∂

∂Z̄I
− 4

√
2µ6Z̄IfIJK

∂

∂ΨJ

∂

∂ΨK
−

− 2

µ6
fIJMfKLMZI Z̄JZKZ̄L +

√
2

4µ6
fIJKZIΨJΨK

)
.

(7.198)

These expressions can be used in the equations (7.174)-(7.178) imposed on the state vector

superfield (“wavefunction”)

Ξ = Ξ

x(0), xA, x̄A, w̄, w; θ

w, θw̄, θ̄w, θ̄w̄;ZI , Z̄I ;ΨI

, (7.199)

which also satisfies (7.182). This ismanifestly a superfield on superspacewith 5+N2 bosonic

and 3 + N2 fermionic directions (specifically, 9 bosonic and 7 fermionic directions in the

simplest caseN = 2).

7.5 Some properties of 3DmD0 eld theory equations

7.5.1 N=1: Field theory of single D0-brane

If we set the numberN of D0-branes to unity,N = 1, thematrix fields disappear so that the

state vector becomes superfield in a center ofmass superspace. This superspace is the usual

superspace enlarged by spinor frame variables (Lorentz harmonic superspace in terminol-

ogy of [142])

Ξ0 := ΞN=1 = Ξ̃0


xa; θ, θ̄; w̄, w


= Ξ0


x(0), xA, x̄A, w̄, w; θ

w, θw̄, θ̄w, θ̄w̄

. (7.200)

The above system of equations for this states vector then reduces to

∂θwΞ0 = 0 , ∂θ̄w̄Ξ0 = 0 , (7.201)


∂θ̄w − 2mθw̄


Ξ0 = 0 , (7.202)
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∂xAΞ0 = 0 , ∂x̄AΞ0 = 0 , (7.203)

(−i∂x(0) −m)Ξ0 = 0 , (7.204)


D(0) − θ̄w∂θ̄w + θw̄∂θw̄ − q


Ξ0 = 0 . (7.205)

This system of equations describes the free (super)field theory of single 3D counterpart of D0

brane, i.e. themassiveN = 2 superparticle inD = 3. InAppendix I,we showhowthis system

is obtained directly by quantizing the massive superparticle in its spinor moving frame for-

mulation. Of course, the quantization of such a simple system in the standard formulation

described by the de Azcárraga-Lukierski action (7.8) is much simpler; however, in our case,

themore complicated quantizationmakes sense as it describesN = 1 limit of our simplest

counterpart for multiple D0-brane system, which is known presently in its spinor moving

frame formulation only.

Eqs. (7.201)and (7.203) imply that thestatevector superfieldΞ is independentofxA, x̄A; θw, θ̄w̄

coordinates,

Ξ0 = Ξ0


x(0), w̄, w; θw̄, θ̄w


. (7.206)

Eqs. (7.202) and (7.204) are easily solved by

Ξ0 = eimx(0)2mθw̄ θ̄w χ(θw̄, w̄, w) ≡ eimx(0) (1− 2mθw̄θ̄w)χ(θw̄, w̄, w) (7.207)

and then (7.205) implies


D(0) + θw̄∂θw̄ − q


χ(θw̄, w̄, w) = 0 . (7.208)

Decomposing χ in the powers of (fermionic and hence nilpotent) θw̄ ,

χ(θw̄, w̄, w) = ϕ(w̄, w) + iθw̄ ξ(w̄, w) (7.209)

wefind from(7.208) that thecomponentsof these superfieldsarebosonicand fermionic func-

tionsof complexnormalizedbosonic spinors (functionsonSU(1, 1) ≈ SL(2,R))withdefinite

U(1) charges q and (q − 1),

ϕ = ϕq(w̄, w) ,

D(0) − q


ϕq(w̄, w) = 0 . (7.210)

ξ = ξ(q1)(w̄, w) ,

D(0) − (q − 1)


ξ(q1)(w̄, w) = 0 . (7.211)
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These definite U(1) charges imply that the fields are functions on the coset SU(1, 1)/U(1)56.

As far as θw̄ carries charge one with respect to U(1) symmetry generated by the operator

in (7.208), the latter equation implies that the superfield χ itself has definite charge q with

respect to this U(1) symmetry,

χ = χq(w̄, w; θ
w̄) . (7.212)

Eqs. (7.210)and (7.211) imply the followinghomogeneitypropertiesof thebosonicand fermionic

components under U(1) gauge transformations

ϕq(eiϑw̄, e
iϑw) = eiqϑϕq(w̄, w) ,

ξq1(eiϑw̄, e
iϑw) = ei(q1)ϑξq1(w̄, w) .

(7.213)

Spacetime interpretation I

To clarify the physical meaning of these functions, let us observe that, as a result of the con-

straints ( Eqs. (7.13) and (7.131)-(7.133)), which imply pa = mu
(0)
a and

pa
a
 = mu(0)a a = 2mw̄(w) , (7.214)

we canwrite

w̄w =
1

2m
pa

a
 +

i

2
ϵ , pap

a = m2 . (7.215)

As a result, the dependence on theproduct w̄w canbe identifiedwith a dependence on the

on-shellmomentumof amassive particle. For integer q ≥ 1we can thenwrite the following

solution of Eqs. (7.210) and (7.211)

ϕq(w̄, w) = w̄1 . . . w̄qϕ1...q(p)p2=m2 ,

q ≥ 1 .

ξq1(w̄, w) = w̄1 . . . w̄q−1ξ1...q−1(p)p2=m2 .

(7.216)

According to the general spin-statistics theorem57, for even q the field ϕq(w̄, w) should be

bosonic and ξq1(w̄, w) fermionic, and vice versa for odd q.

56Moreprecisely, they are sections of a fiber bundleπ : SU(2) 7→ SU(2)/U(1)with structure groupU(1), which
can be identifiedwith Hopf fibration of S3 = SU(2) over S2 = SU(2)/U(1)with fiber S1 = U(1). However, such
mathematical subtleties are beyond the scope of this thesis.

57Notice that in 3D, the set of possible statistics is not exhausted by the Bose-Einstein and Fermi-Dirac options
and includes also anyons [177–179], such as quartions [180], which can be collected in exotic supermultiplets
[181]. Wewill not address these possibilities in the present thesis.
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For q ≤ 0, a similar solution is

ϕq(w̄, w) = w1 . . . w−qϕ1...−q(p)p2=m2 ,

q ≤ 0 .

ξq1(w̄, w) = w1 . . . w−q−1ξ1...−q−1(p)p2=m2 .

(7.217)

Finally, for q = 1we have

ϕ(1)(w̄, w) = w̄ϕ(p)p2=m2 , ξ(0)(w̄, w) = ξ(p)p2=m2 . (7.218)

with fermionic ϕ(p) and bosonic ξ(p).

However, since it is not manifestly clear how/whether these analytic solutions can be nor-

malized, wewill next describe the solution in terms of a different type of functions.

Spacetime interpretation II

To pass to a more standard description in terms of central basis coordinates, let us summa-

rize the preceding discussion: the state vector superfield for a single massive 3DN = 2 su-

perparticle takes the form

Ξ0 = Ξq
0 = eimx(0)


ϕq(w̄, w) + iθw̄ξq1(w̄, w)− 2mθw̄θ̄wϕq(w̄, w)


, (7.219)

where ϕq(w̄, w) and ξq1(w̄, w) satisfy (7.210) and (7.211). Using (7.116), (7.118), (7.120)

(or (7.185)-(7.187)) and acting with a covariant derivative in central basis on this superfield,

we obtain

(D̄ + imθ)Ξ
q
0 = 0 , (7.220)

which can be obtained froma (generalized) dimensional reduction of the chirality constraint

in D = 4, 58. We also have

(∂a − imu(0)a )Ξq
0 = 0 (7.221)

which implies the Klein-Gordon equation

(∂a∂
a +m2)Ξq

0 = 0 . (7.222)

58The fermionic operator on the l.h.s. of (7.220) is the result of the dimensional reduction of the 4D fermionic
covariant derivative D̄α̇ = ∂̄α̇ + i(θσa)α̇∂a with ∂x⊥ := ∂x2 = im.
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Consider the leadingcomponentof thesuperfield (7.219), givenbyeimx(0)ϕq(w̄, w). Roughly

speaking (that is, following the structure of (7.216)), for the case q = 0 this can be written as

Ξ
(0)
0 

θ=0
= eimx(0)ϕ(0)(w̄, w) = eipax

a
ϕ(p)p2=m2 , (7.223)

where we used (7.131)-(7.133). In this form it becomes evident that the state vector depends

on both momentum and coordinates. To obtain a conventional state vector (a “wavefunc-

tion”) in coordinate representation, we should integrate over the on-shell momentum.

In the standard textbook notation this reads

ϕ(x) =

∫
d2p⃗

(2π)2p0

eipax

a
ϕ(p) + eipaxa

ϕ∗(p)
∣∣∣∣

p0=
√

p⃗2+m2

. (7.224)

Our twistor-like representationdescribes only oneof two terms in the integrandof the above

equation, since the sign of p0 is fixed by (7.99). This relation also allows us to determine the

expression for integratingmeasure in terms ofmoving frame and spinormoving frame vari-

ables. Indeed, it implies (see (7.26))

dpa = imfūa − imf̄ua , (7.225)

and, using (7.24),
1

2
ϵabcdpb ∧ dpc = −2iua(0)f̄ ∧ f . (7.226)

Therefore, the natural correspondence is

d2p⃗ ←→ f̄ ∧ f (7.227)

and the standard coordinate representation of the state vector field with q = 0 is

ϕ(x) =

∫
f̄ ∧ f eimxau

(0)
a ϕ(0)(w̄, w) , q = 0 , (7.228)

where (let us recall)

u(0)a = w̄aw , f = wdw = (f̄)∗ , w̄w = i . (7.229)

This construction can be easily generalized to the case of nonzero q giving

ϕ1...q(x) =

∫
f̄ ∧ f w1 . . . wqe

imxau
(0)
a ϕq(w̄, w) , q > 0 , (7.230)
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and

ϕ1...−q(x) =

∫
f̄ ∧ f w̄1 . . . w̄−qe

imxau
(0)
a ϕq(w̄, w) , q < 0 . (7.231)

It is important to emphasize that when using expressions involving ϕq(w̄, w), we have to be

careful about the class of functions we work with. In particular, we should not substitute

Eqs. (7.216)-(7.218) for ϕq(w̄, w) since the corresponding integrals would diverge. Wewill not

work out the precisemathematical formulation of the problemhere (see [142] and [182, 183]

for a more rigorous treatment of D = 4 case), but rather state that Eqs. (7.230) and (7.231)

describe the solutions of the wave equation, assuming ϕq(w̄, w) are chosen such that the

integrals converge.

Similarly, the standard superfield representation of the state vector can be written as

Ξ1...|q|(x, θ, θ̄) =






f̄ ∧ f w1 . . . wq eimxau

(0)
a 2mθw̄ θ̄w χq(w̄, w, θw̄) , q ≥ 0 ,


f̄ ∧ f w̄1 . . . w̄−qe

imxau
(0)
a 2mθw̄ θ̄w χq(w̄, w, θw̄) , q < 0 ,

(7.232)

where θw̄ = θw̄ = (θ̄w)∗ and u(0)a = w̄aw. These superfields obey

(D̄ + imθ) Ξ1...|q|(x, θ, θ̄) = 0 , (7.233)

(DD − 2imθ̄D −m2θ̄θ̄) Ξ1...|q|(x, θ, θ̄) = 0 (7.234)

and Eq. (7.222)

(∂a∂
a +m2) Ξ1...|q|(x, θ, θ̄) = 0 . (7.235)

Moreover, one can easily check that for q 6= 0 the superfield (7.232) obeys the following Dirac

equation

∂1Ξ12...|q| = −m
q

qΞ

2...|q| (7.236)

and, for q < 0,

(D − imθ̄) Ξ1...−q = 0 . (7.237)

For q > 0wedonot have equation of such type, indicating that the corresponding supermul-

tiplet is reducible.

In the case q < 0, Eq. (7.236) can be derived using D̄ to (7.237), while Eq. (7.235) can be ob-

tained in a similar way from (7.236) or by applying D̄D̄ to (7.234).



7.5 Some properties of 3DmD0 field theory equations 129

The irreducible multiplet for q = 0 contains massive complex scalar and spinor fields. Its

equationscanbeobtainedviadimensional reduction fromthoseofmassless scalarmultiplet

in D = 4. Eqs. (7.233)-(7.237) describe amassive vectormultiplet (12 , 1) for q = −1, a massive

supermultiplet with 3d gravitino (1, 32) for q − 2, a massive supergravity multiplet (32 , 2) for

q = −3, and higher spin supermultiplets for q ≤ −4.

Thus the quantum state vector of D = 3N = 2 superparticle can be identified with super-

field in the standard D = 3N = 2 superspace obeying Eqs. (7.233)-(7.236). This description

is equivalent to that in terms of a function defined on the analytic basis Lorentz harmonic

superspace (7.200) obeying (7.201)-(7.205).

Unfortunately, in the general case ofN > 1, the first type of description is not available (or,

perhaps more precisely, is not practical). This is because the bosonic and fermionic matrix

coordinates of the 3DmD0 configurational superspace are not inert under the U(1) symme-

try. Therefore, wehave toworkwith the description of the second type, in terms of superfield

dependingon the coordinates of theanalytical basis of center ofmass superspace (7.181), sat-

isfying the set of equations (7.174)-(7.179).

7.5.2 DependenceonGrassmanncenterofmasscoordinatesforgeneric

caseN >1.

The set of fermionic equations for the state vector (7.176)-(7.178) can be solved in the general

case ofN > 1. To this end, let us first observe that the commutators and anticommutators

of the SYM currents simplify significantlywhen acting on the state vector obeying Eq. (7.179),

̃ν2 Ξ = 0 , ̃̄ν2 Ξ = 0 , ̃ν, ̃̄νΞ = ̃HΞ , (7.238)

[̃ν, ̃H]Ξ = 0 , [ ̃̄ν, ̃H]Ξ = 0 , (7.239)

which, in particular, leads to

e2θw ˆ̃̄ν ̃ν = ̃νe2θw ˆ̃̄ν − 2θw ̃H . (7.240)
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It is then straightforward to verify that Eqs. (7.176)-(7.178) admit the (formal) solution

Ξ = e2θw ˆ̃̄νe2θ̄w̄ ˆ̃νe+2θw θ̄w̄ ˆ̃He2θw̄ θ̄w(m+ ˆ̃H)

B+ θw̄F


=

=

1− 2θw ̃̄ν − 2θ̄w̄ ̃ν + 2θwθ̄w̄( ̃H − 2 ̃̄ν ̃ν)− 2θw̄θ̄w(m+ ̃H)+

+ 4θwθw̄θ̄w ̃̄ν(m+ ̃H) + 4θw̄θ̄wθ̄w̄ ̃ν(m+ ̃H)−

−4θwθ̄w̄θw̄θ̄w( ̃H − 2 ̃̄ν ̃ν)(m+ ̃H)
 

B+ θw̄F

,

(7.241)

where

B = B

x(0), w̄, w;Z, Z̄;Ψ


, F = F


x(0), w̄, w;Z, Z̄;Ψ


(7.242)

are superfields of opposite statistics (one bosonic, one fermionic), depending on the spinor

moving framevariables and thematrix coordinatesof our enlarged superspace. They should

obey

Gj
iB = 0 , Gj

iF = 0 (7.243)

with Gj
i defined in (7.179) (or (7.194)), implying that B and F are constructed from SU(N)

invariant combinations of thematrix fields. Moreover, they obey


D(0) − 2i ̃B − q


B = 0 ,


D(0) − 2i ̃B − (q − 1)


F = 0 , (7.244)

which fix their U(1) charges under transformations acting on the spinor frame and matrix

fields

B = B(q)

x(0), w̄, w;Z, Z̄;Ψ


, F = F(q1)


x(0), w̄, w;Z, Z̄;Ψ


. (7.245)

Additionally, asa resultof (7.174), these functionsobey theSchrödingerequationwithashifted

SYMHamiltonian, where x(0) coordinate playing the role of time,


i∂x(0) +m+ 2 ̃H


B(q) = 0 ,


i∂x(0) +m+ 2 ̃H


F(q1) = 0 . (7.246)
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To derive (7.244) from (7.175), we use the relations

i
̃̃
U (0)e2θw ˆ̃̄ν =


D(0) − θ̄w∂θ̄w + θw̄∂θw̄ − 4θwθ̄w̄ ̃H + 2θw ̃̄ν − 2θ̄w̄ ̃ν−

−2i ̃B − q

e2θw ˆ̃̄ν = e2θw ˆ̃̄ν


D(0) − θ̄w∂θ̄w + θw̄∂θw̄ + 2θ̄w̄ ̃ν − 2i ̃B − q


,

(7.247)


D(0) − θ̄w∂θ̄w + θw̄∂θw̄ − 2θ̄w̄ ̃ν − 2i ̃B − q


e2θ̄w̄ ˆ̃ν =

= e2θ̄w̄ ˆ̃ν

D(0) − θ̄w∂θ̄w + θw̄∂θw̄ − 2i ̃B − q


,

(7.248)

which follows from the commutation relations of the U(1) generator B with the SYM super-

currents

[̃ν,B] = i

2
µ6 ̃ν, [ ̃̄ν,B] = − i

2
µ6 ̃̄ν . (7.249)

Naturally, Eq. (7.246) admits the formal solution59

B(q)

x(0), w̄, w;Z, Z̄;Ψ


= eix

(0)(m+2 ˆ̃H) B(q)

w̄, w;Z, Z̄;Ψ


,

F(q1)

x(0), w̄, w;Z, Z̄;Ψ


= eix

(0)(m+2 ˆ̃H)F(q1)

w̄, w;Z, Z̄;Ψ


,

(7.250)

but its usefulness is restricted. Belowwewill discuss somemore explicit particular solutions

of our equations.

7.5.3 Solutions with BPS-type congurations of the SYM sector

Let us consider the generic caseN > 1 but impose on the state vector superfield the follow-

ing set of conditions:

̃ν Ξ = 0 , (7.251)

̃̄ν Ξ = 0 , (7.252)

̃HΞ = 0 , (7.253)

where ̃ν , ̃̄ν , ̃H are defined in Eqs. (7.169), (7.170), and (7.171), respectively. Under these condi-

tions, Eqs. (7.174)-(7.178) reduce to Eqs. (7.201)-(7.205), now imposed on the state vector su-

perfield depending on matrix coordinates, as given in (7.181). Furthermore, in this case, the

center of mass sector of the equations of motion decouples from the equations governing

59This solution is formal because it involves exponent of operator like e−it Ĥ
ℏ which can be used to write a for-

mal solution of an arbitrary Schrödinger equation iℏ ∂

∂t
ψ = Ĥψ.
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the relativemotion. The latter are now specified by Eqs. (7.251)-(7.253) and (7.179).

Therefore, we can search for a solution in the formwith factorized center ofmassmotion, i.e.

in the form of a sum of products

Ξq =
∑

q′Ξqq′
0 (x(0), w̄, w; θw̄, θ̄w) Ξq′(ZI , Z̄I ,ΨI) , (7.254)

where Ξqq′
0 depends on the center of mass variables and obeys Eqs. (7.201), (7.202)–(7.204),

as well as 
D(0) − θ̄w∂θ̄w + θw̄∂θw̄ − (q − q′)


Ξqq′
0 = 0 , (7.255)

andΞq′(ZI , Z̄I ,ΨI) depends on the relativemotion variables and obeys Eqs. (7.251)–(7.253),

(7.179), together with 
̃B − i

2
q′


Ξq′(ZI , Z̄I ,ΨI) = 0 , (7.256)

with the operators defined in Eqs. (7.194)-(7.197).

The set of Eqs. (7.196)-(7.198) and (7.179) (with (7.194)) coincides with the equations for the

supersymmetric vacua of the 1d reduction of the 3D SYM model in the Schrödinger repre-

sentation (see [184] for a study of 3D Yang-Mills (YM) theory in this representation). Related

analyses of the ground state of YM, SYM, and theBFSSMatrixmodelwere carried out in [185–

187], and references therein.

The solutions forΞqq′
0 correspond to the solutions of equations for a single D0-brane, which

we have already discussed in the previous (sub)section. Here, we focus on Eqs. (7.198), (7.196),

(7.197), and (7.179) for the simplest case ofN = 2.

N=2 case: eld theory of simplest nontrivial 3D counterpart ofmD0 system

Let us search for a solution of mD0 equations that obeys the additional conditions (7.251) in

the case of N = 2, corresponding to a system of two D0-branes and strings ending both

on the same and on different D0-branes. In this case the decomposition of the superfield

Ξq′(ZI , Z̄I ,ΨI) in the fermionic coordinatesΨI = (Ψ1,Ψ2,Ψ3) reads

Ξq′(ZI , Z̄I ,ΨI) = fq
′
(Z, Z̄) +ΨI fq

′1
I (Z, Z̄) +

1

2
ΨIΨJ fIJ

q′2(Z, Z̄) +Ψ∧3fq
′3(Z, Z̄)

(7.257)

where

Ψ∧3 :=
1

3!
ϵIJKΨIΨJΨK = Ψ1Ψ2Ψ3 (7.258)

is the basicmonomial of maximal degree constructed from three fermionic variables.
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Wenowsubstitute this decomposition intoEqs. (7.256), (7.253) , (7.251), (7.252) and (7.179)with

(7.194). First of all, Eq. (7.256) clearly implies that the component functions in the decomposi-

tion (7.256) are eigenfunctions of the operator

−2i ̃B0 =


2Z̄I ∂

∂Z̄I
− 2ZI ∂

∂ZI


, (7.259)

witheigenvalues (having themeaningofU(1)charges) indicatedby thesuperscriptson these

component fields.

Next, note that the anticommutators of the operators in (7.251) and (7.252) can be expressed

in terms of the operators in (7.253) and (7.179). Therefore, it is sufficient to solve former two

equations.

Substituting (7.257) into Eq. (7.251) (and re-denoting q′ by q), we find that this superfield equa-

tion leads to the following set of four equations for the component functions

ϵIJKZJ Z̄K f
(q1)
I = 0 , (7.260)

∂̄I f
(q) = 4

√
2ϵJKLZ

J Z̄K f
(q2)
LI , (7.261)

∂̄[I fJ ]
(q1) = 4

√
2Z [I Z̄J ]f(q3) , (7.262)

∂̄[I fJK]
(q2) = 0 , (7.263)

where (and below)

∂̄I :=
∂

∂Z̄I
, ∂I :=

∂

∂ZI
. (7.264)

By Poincaré lemma, Eq. (7.263) is solved by

f
(q2)
IJ = ∂̄[I fJ ]

(q) . (7.265)

So that, Eq. (7.261) takes the form

∂̄I f
(q) = 4

√
2ϵJKLZ

J Z̄K ∂̄[LfI]
(q) ⇐⇒

⇐⇒ ∂̄I


f(q) + 2

√
2ϵJKLZ

J Z̄K fL
(q)

= 2

√
2ϵJKLZ

J Z̄K ∂̄LfI
(q) .

(7.266)

Similarly, one can find that Eq. (7.252) for superfield (7.257) with (7.265) implies the following
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three equations (since the highest component of Eq. (7.252) vanishes identically)

µ6 ∂I f
(q1)
I = 0 , (7.267)

µ6 ∂J ∂̄[I f
(q)
J ] = − 1

2
√
2µ6

ϵIJKZJ Z̄Kf (q) , (7.268)

µ6 ∂I f
(q3) = − 1√

2µ6
Z [I Z̄J ]f

(q1)
J . (7.269)

In Appendix J we present the Born-Oppenheimer-likemethod to search for asymptotic solu-

tion to this system of equations, in the line of [185] (see also [186]).

Thus, in this chapterwehave carried out the covariant quantization of the simplest 3-dimen-

sional counterpart of the 10DmD0 system. Through this process, we derived the equations

of the 3DmD0field theory,which is definedon the superspace extendedbyadditionalmatrix

bosonic and fermionic coordinates. We have also studied some particular solutions of these

equations and have discussed their properties.

These results represent an initial step toward the development of the (super)field theory of

10DmD0-branesystemwhich, asweexpect,will shedanew lightonstructureandproperties

of String Theory



Conclusions and Outlook

Ho sfilato via lamia vitamiei desideri. Se tu potessi
risalire il mio cammino, li troveresti uno dopo l’altro,
incantati, immobili, fermati lì per sempre a segnare

la rotta di questo viaggio strano che a nessuno
mai ho raccontato se non a te.

Novecento: Unmonologo
by Alessandro Baricco.

While a complete supersymmetric description of theN nearly coincident Dp-branes system

is still far from being achieved, this thesis takes some steps toward such a description, both

in classical and quantum domains, beginning with the system of multiple D0-branes and

laying the groundwork to guide possible future progress in this direction.

Motivatedby the result presented in [92], where itwas shown that thedimensional reduction

of the 11D singleM0-brane reproduces the action for a 10D single D0-brane, it was natural to

expect that the action for the 10DmD0-brane (mD0) should arise as the dimensional reduc-

tionof some11Daction; namely, anon-Abeliangeneralizationof thesingleM0-branesystem.

This idea was pursued by the supervisor of this thesis, who constructed such a non-Abelian

11D action in flat superspace [124] by extending to theM0-brane action in its spinormoving

frame formulation (which is described in chapter 2)with an additional sector ofmatrix fields

and interacting terms involving center of energy variables.

However, a previous attempt to derive such 10D action for mD0 system from this 11D mM0

system was not successful [128]; instead a candidate action for such 10D mD0 system was

constructed in [128] by coupling of 1d reduction of the 10D SU(N) SYM to the supergravity

induced by the embedding of the center ofmass worldline into the 10D type IIA superspace.

This unsuccessful attempt of reduction of mM0 action (along other arguments previously

discussed in chapter 1) served as the starting point for the investigation presented in this

thesis. Basing on the idea that the 10D mD0 action should have an 11D origin, and wishing
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first to approach the problemona simpler example, in chapter 3wehave constructed the ac-

tion (3.26), describing the 4D nAmW counterpart of the 11DmM0 system in flat superspace.

This toy model, which was explicitly constructed from first principles, is doubly supersym-

metric (that is, it is invariant under both target superspace supersymmetry and local world-

line supersymmetry), a characteristic property expected for p-branes and multiple p-brane

systems in String/M-theory. As such, it provides a simplified but concrete framework for ap-

proaching the problem of the 11D origin of the 10DmD0 action.

In chapter 4, the dimensional reduction of the 4D nAmW action (3.26) was performed and

thus a 3D counterpart of mD0 action was obtained. But moreover, the study there showed

(following [1]) the existence of a set of D = 3N = 2 candidate actions (4.72) for describing

the lowerdimensional counterpart of the10DmD0 system. All thememberof this set exhibit

theproperties expected for sucha3Dcounterpart: it includesall bosonic and fermionicfields

that one anticipates from considering the very low energy gauge fixed description given by

the U(N) SYM action [101] and the known actions for single Dp-branes [90–92, 97, 98, 102].

Moreover, it is doubly supersymmetric, i.e. invariant under both D = 3N = 2 target super-

space supersymmetry and under local worldline supersymmetry, generalizing the κ-sym-

metry of the single D0-brane (in the irreducible form characteristic for the spinor moving

frame formulation [166]). The generic form of the action of this set includes an arbitrary pos-

itive definite functionM(H/µ6) of the SYM HamiltonianH, constructed from the bosonic

and fermionicmatrix fields describing the relativemotion of the constituents of the 3DmD0

system (we roughly call it “relativemotionHamiltonian”). A key feature is that the system re-

mains doubly supersymmetric regardless of the specific choice of this positive definite func-

tionM(H/µ6). A representative of this set of actions (4.72), which can be obtained directly

via the dimensional reduction of the 4D nAmW action (3.26), corresponds to a particular

choice ofM(H/µ6) given in (4.71).

Following the line developed in chapter 4, we have obtained in chapter 5 a (set of) nonlin-

ear action(s) for the dynamical system of 10D multiple D0-branes (5.27). Notably, this ac-

tion possesses all the properties expected for the description of mD0 system in flat target

superspace. Specifically, it is doubly supersymmetric which means that it possesses both

target space supersymmetry and worldline supersymmetry, the latter generalizing the κ-

symmetry of the actionof singleD0-brane. This property ensures that the ground state of the

dynamical systempreserves half of the target space supersymmetry, and thus is a stable 1/2

BPS state, the property expected for mD0-brane system. Moreover, as in the 3D counterpart,

the generic candidate 10DmD0 action (5.27) includes a positive definite functionM(H/µ6),

and remarkably, the system remains doubly supersymmetric regardless of the choice of this
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M(H/µ6). Curiously enough, the simplest candidate action proposed in [128] can be recov-

ered by choosingM(H/µ6) = m, withm being the center of mass parameter which coin-

cideswith themass parameter in a single D0-brane action use to describe the center ofmass

motion ofmD0 system.

Wehave derived the complete set of equations ofmotion from this action for anyM(H/µ6),

showing that the center of mass dynamics formally coincides with the dynamics for single

D0-brane, but with an effectivemass

M = m+
2

µ6

H
M

expressed in terms of M(H/µ6). The gauge invariant relative motion equations are com-

plicated, but we have shown that they imply dH = 0, which is the Noether identity mani-

festing the reparametrization symmetry (1d general coordinate invariance), ensuringM is

conserved, dM = 0.

Another interesting result obtained in this chapter 5 is that, in a suitable gauge (fixed on the

fields from center of mass sector and on 1d SU(N) gauge field), the relative motion equa-

tions simplify and reveal an interesting relation with the equations ofN = 16 d = 1 SU(N)

SYM theory. This relation, valid for any positive M(H/µ6) is not a gauge equivalence; it

links (equationsof relativemotionof the)modelswithdifferentM(H/µ6), and thusdifferent

massM, via Eq. (5.73).

Through this relation, we find that all supersymmetric bosonic solutions of the relative mo-

tion sector are in one-to-one correspondencewith SUSY solutions of the SYMmodel. The as-

sociated BPS conditions reduce to a single equationH = 0, implyingM = m, whichmeans

that theeffectivemassMof theconfigurationsdescribedby these supersymmetric solutions

are givenby center ofmassparameterm. In otherwords, for anypositive functionM(H/µ6),

theBPS spectrumof ourmD0model essentially coincides (in the relativemotion sector)with

the vacuum set of themaximally supersymmetricN = 16 d = 1 SU(N) SYM theory.

The above correspondence also allows to study the non-supersymmetric solutions of the

mD0 equations using known SYM solutions (see Appendix E for an example).

The origin of the unexpected multiplicity of massive p = 0 supersymmetric objects founds

in our study remains as an open question60. However, our study establishes a notable link

60Notice that the zoo of theses objects includes, besides our mD0 models with positive definite function
M(H/µ6), the elegant 0-brane model of [112] with arbitrary function of relative motion variables M̄ =
M̄(Xi,Ψq).
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between the gauge fixed equations of themD0model (5.27) for anyM(H/µ6) and themaxi-

mally supersymmetric SYM equations, suggesting a possible reason behind thismultiplicity.

In chapter 6, we revealed the D = 11 origin of one representative of the family of candi-

dates actions (5.27) for the 10DmD0-brane system. Specifically, we showed that themember

of (5.27) with the particular form of the positive definite function

M(H/µ6) =
m

2
+

√
m2

4
+

H
µ6

can be derived by the dimensional reduction of the 11Dmultiple M0-brane system.

Finally, in chapter 7, we have initiated the program of quantum description of the 10DmD0-

brane system beginning by its quantization which should result in a superfield theory in su-

perspace extended by bosonic and fermionic matrix coordinates. Since the quantization of

the 10D system turned out to be quite complicated, we have begun by quantization of a toy

model given by the simplest 3D counterpart of mD0 system, described by the action (4.72)

with the choice of positive definite functionM(H/µ6) = m.

Firstwehavedeveloped theHamiltonian formulationof themodel. Thecalculationof canon-

icalmomenta for both the center ofmass variables (including spinormoving frame) and the

SU(N) gauge field led to the identification of primary constraints. The SU(N) gauge field,

while carrying no physical degrees of freedom, serves as a Lagrange multiplier for the non-

Abelian Gauss law, which appears as the only secondary constraint in this system. As ex-

pected from reparametrization invariance, the canonical Hamiltonian vanishes in the weak

sense (i.e. when constraints are imposed). Then, we separated the constraints into first class

(generating gauge symmetries) and second class ones (split on canonically conjugate pairs).

However, the nontrivial Poisson brackets algebra of these first and second class constraints

made powerful modern methods, like BRST quantization, difficult to apply. Surprisingly,

even the Gupta-Bleuler approach failed for the bosonic sector, leaving the Dirac brackets

method as the only way for quantizing this simplest 3DmD0 system.

In order to simplify the quantization, we moved to the so-called analytical coordinate basis

of the center of mass superspace, where the bosonic second class constraints are effectively

resolved, allowing us to remove the “unphysical” coordinates from the phase space without

passing (explicitly) to the Dirac brackets. To deal with the fermionic second class constraints,

we applied the Gupta-Bleuler (or more precisely, generalized conversion) method, reducing

the system to a set of effective first class constraints that, upon quantization, can be imposed

on the quantum state vector.
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By imposing the quantum constraints on the state vector Ξ in the (generalized) coordinate

representation,wederived thefield theory equationsdescribing the simplest 3D counterpart

of the quantum mD0-brane system. This theory is defined on the superspace extended by

tracelessN × N bosonic Z = (Z̄)† and fermionicΨ, Ψ̄matrices, together with the center

of mass sector which can be identified with coordinates (coordinate functions) of Lorentz

harmonic D = 3 N = 2 superspace. This superspace is parametrized by spinor moving

framevariablesand theusual coordinatesxa, θ, θ̄̇, taken in theanalytical basis (e.g., x(0) =

xaw̄aw , θ̄w = θ̄w, etc.). Even for N = 1, corresponding to the single D0-brane case,

the resulting field theory has an unusual structure. We have discussed this case in detail,

showing how the equations for the state vector superfield looks like in the central basis of

Lorentz harmonic superspace, Ξ = Ξ(xa, θ, θ̄; w̄, w), and how one can pass to the standard

3D field theory equations and solutions in spacetime. This central basis description is not

available (not practical) forN > 1.

For the generalN > 1 case, we have presented the formal solution of this system of equa-

tions describing the dependence of the state vector on the fermionic center of mass coordi-

nates. We have also investigated BPS-like solutions in the relativemotion sector, where this

sector decouples from the center of mass, describing configurations similar to the ground

states of the BFSS matrix model at finite N , as studied in [185–191]. For N = 2 case with

SU(2) gauge symmetry, we obtained field theory equations describing the ground state of

the D = 3 N = 2 SU(2) SYM theory in Schrödinger-type representation61. Following the

approach of [185], we also discussed the asymptotic behaviour of these solutions.

The resultsobtained in this thesisopen thedoor tomanydirections for further research in the

quest for a complete description ofmultiple Dp-branes system. In particular, let usmention

• theconstructionof theHamiltonianmechanicsandquantizationof the10DmD0-brane

system, starting from the single D0-brane case aswell as a search for generalization of

ourmD0 action for the case ofmDp-branes with p ≥ 1, beginning from p = 1.

• This (relatively) simplest case is intriguing inparticular because it couldhelp to identify

which candidate in the 10D type IIA 0-brane zoo truly describes themD0 system, given

that it should be related tomD1 by T-duality transformations. Such a study could also

deepen our understanding of the nature and implications of T-duality.

61See [184] and refs. therein for studies of 3D YMmodel in Schrödinger representation.
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In summary, the results and research directions outlined in this thesis aim to enhance the
understandingofmultipleDp-brane systemsandhelp establish a foundation for uncovering
deeper connections within the structure of String/M-theory.

The Road goes ever on and on down from the door
where it began. Now far ahead the Road has gone,

and Imust follow, if I can, pursuing it with eager feet,
until it joins some larger way where

many paths and errandsmeet. Andwhither then?
I cannot say.

The Lord of the Rings
by J. R. R. Tolkien.



Appendices

But that is another story and shall be told another time.

The Neverending Story
by Michael Ende.





A
Variation of the action of the 4D

massless superparticle and
its equations ofmotion

In this appendix we obtain the equations of motion for the massless superparticle in D = 4

N = 1 superspace by varying the action of its spinormoving frame formulation

S4D
0 =

∫

W1

L4D
0 =

∫

W1

ρ#E= =

∫

W1

ρ#Π̇v v̄

̇
,

whereΠ̇ is given in (3.2).

The exterior derivative of the Lagrangian 1-form

L4D
0 = ρ#E= = ρ#Π̇v v̄


̇

(A.1)

reads

dL4D
0 = −Dρ# ∧ E= − 4iρ#E ∧ Ē + ρ#E+ ∧ Ω + ρ#E+ ∧ Ω̄ , (A.2)

whereE=, E+, E+, E and Ē aredefined in (3.6)-(3.9) andΩ, Ω̄ areCartan forms (3.12).

Using (1.46), (1.47) and (1.50), we find that

L4D
0 = ιDρ

#E= − Dρ#ιE
= − 4iρ#EιĒ

 + 4iρ#ιE
Ē+

+ ρ#E+ιΩ
 − ρ#ιE

+Ω + ρ#E+ιΩ̄
 − ρ#ιE

+Ω̄ ,
(A.3)

where we have used

dΠ̇ = −4idθ ∧ dθ̄̇ =⇒ Π̇ = +iθdθ̄̇− 4idθθ̄̇+ d(iΠ
̇) , (A.4)
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as well as

DE# = −4iE+ ∧ Ē+ − E+ ∧ Ω++ − E+ ∧ Ω̄++ =⇒
=⇒ E# = −4iE+ιĒ+ + 4iιE+Ē+ + (ιE+Ω++ − E+ιΩ

++ + c.c.) ,
(A.5)

DE+ = −E ∧ Ω++ =⇒ E+ = ιEΩ++ − EιΩ++ + DιE+ , (A.6)

DĒ+ = −Ē ∧ Ω̄++ =⇒ Ē+ = ιĒ
Ω̄++ − ĒιΩ̄++ + DιĒ+ , (A.7)

and

DE= = −4iE ∧ Ē + E+ ∧ Ω + E+ ∧ Ω̄ =⇒
=⇒ E= = −4iEιĒ + 4iιEĒ + (−ιE+Ω + E+ιΩ + c.c.) ,

(A.8)

DE = E+ ∧ Ω =⇒ E = −ιE+Ω + E+ιΩ + DιE , (A.9)

DĒ = Ē+ ∧ Ω̄ =⇒ Ē = −ιĒ
+Ω̄ + Ē+ιΩ̄ + DιĒ . (A.10)

These expressions allow to easily find the following set of nontrivial equations of motion of

the superparticle in the spinormoving frame formulation:

L4D
0

ιDρ#
=

L4D
0

ρ#
= 0 =⇒ E= = 0 , (A.11)

L4D
0

ιΩ = v+
L4D

0

v
= 0 =⇒ ρ#E+ = 0 , (A.12)

L4D
0

ιΩ̄ = v̄+̇
L4D

0

v̄̇
= 0 =⇒ ρ#E+ = 0 , (A.13)

L4D
0

ιE=
=

1

2
u#µ

L4D
0

xµ
= 0 =⇒ Dρ# = 0 , (A.14)

L4D
0

ιE+ =
1

2
u+
µ

L4D
0

xµ
= 0 =⇒ ρ#Ω = 0 , (A.15)

L4D
0

ιE+ =
1

2
u+
µ

L4D
0

xµ
= 0 =⇒ ρ#Ω̄ = 0 , (A.16)

L4D
0

ιE
= −v+

L4D
0

θ
= 0 =⇒ ρ#Ē = 0 , (A.17)

L4D
0

ιĒ
 = −v̄̇+

L4D
0

θ̄̇
= 0 =⇒ ρ#E = 0 . (A.18)



B
3Dmassless superparticle from

dimensional reduction of
4Dmassless superparticle

In this appendix we discuss the derivation of the D = 3massless superparticle action from

the action of D = 4massless superparticle in its spinor frame formulation. This serves as

a useful and instructive warm up exercise, illustrating the general approach to dimensional

reduction that have been applied tomore complex systems in section 4.

B.1 Brink-Schwarz action

To perform the dimensional reduction of the Brink-Schwarz action for massless superparti-

cle, Eq. (4.9), we can just isolate one of themomentum components (say, p2, a choice ismade

here for convenience in later discussions),

pµ = (pµ̃, p2) , µ̃ = 0, 1, 3 ←→ µ = 0, 1, 2, 3 , (B.1)

and setting this component to zero in (4.9),

p2 = 0 . (B.2)

In such a waywe obtain the D = 3massless superparticle action

S3D
BS =

∫

W1


pµ̃Π

µ̃ +
e

2
pµ̃p

µ̃


. (B.3)
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B.2 Spinormoving frame formulation

As in the spinor moving frame formulation the role of additional momentum variable are

taken by bilinear of bosonic spinors, v and v̄̇ , it is natural to expect that similar dimen-

sional reduction can be performed just by choosing a suitable ansatz for the D = 4 harmon-

ics in terms of D = 3 ones. Actually the ansatz consists in imposing reality conditions

v = v̄̇ = v , v+ = v̄+̇ = v+ , (B.4)

were we have introduced real 3D spinormoving frame variables v± which form the SL(2,R)

valuedmatrix, i.e. obey

vv+ = 1 , (v± )
∗ = v± . (B.5)

This choice is invariant under SL(2,R) = Spin(1, 2), subgroup of SL(2,C) = Spin(1, 3).

Using the split of theD = 4 relativistic Paulimatrices (4.5) as in (4.6) and identifying theD = 3

gammamatrices as in (4.7), (4.8), we find that the ansatz (B.4) and (2.20), (2.21) implies

u=2 = 0 , u#2 = 0 , u+
2 = −u+

2 = (u+
2 )∗ , (B.6)

while the real 3-vectors, obtained from 0, 1, 3 components of the 4D moving frame vectors,

are identified with the components of the 3Dmoving frame vectors

u=µ̃ = vµ̃v = vµ̃v
 , u#µ̃ = v+µ̃v

+ , u⊥µ̃ = v+µ̃v
 (B.7)

as follows

u=µ̃ = u=µ̃ , u#µ̃ = u#µ̃ , u+
µ̃ = u+

µ̃ = u⊥µ̃ . (B.8)

Now, let us turn to the 4D massless superparticle action (3.5). With the ansatz (B.4), which

results in (B.6), the component µ = 2 of theΠµ 1-forms,

Π2 = dx2 − idθσ2θ̄ + iθσ2dθ̄ = dx2 − ϵ(dθ
θ̄ − θdθ̄) , (B.9)

just disappears from the action. Then, the resulted expression can be identified as the 3D

massless superparticle action in its spinormoving frame formulation

S3D
0 =

∫

W1

ρ#v v̄

Π

 =

∫

W1

ρ#u=µ̃Π
µ̃ =

∫

W1

ρ#E= . (B.10)
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Here we have introduced 3D VA 1-forms

Πµ̃ = dxµ̃ − idθµ̃θ̄ + iθµ̃dθ̄ , (B.11)

as well as one of 3D counterparts of the pull-backs of the 4D supervielbein forms (3.6)-(3.8)

adapted to the embedding,

E= = Πµ̃u=µ̃ =
1

2
u=Π

 = Πv v

 , (B.12)

E# = Πµ̃u#µ̃ =
1

2
u#Π

 = Πv+ v
+
 , (B.13)

E⊥ = Πµ̃u⊥µ̃ =
1

2
u⊥Π

 = Πv(v
+
) . (B.14)

B.3 Someproperties andapplicationsof SL(2,R)/SO(2) Car-

tan forms

Inverting the relations (4.50) and (4.51)with using the unity decomposition

 ν
µ = u0µu

0ν − u1µu
1ν − u2µu

2ν , (B.15)

we find

du0 = u1f
1 + u2f

2 ,

du1 = u0f
1 + u2f

qq,

du2 = u0f
2 − u1f

qq.





⇐⇒





du0 = u1f
1 + u2f

2 ,

Du1 = du1 − u2f
qq = u0f

1,

Du2 = du2 + u1f
qq = u0f

2.

(B.16)

and

f11 =
1

2
f qq − 1

2
f1 , f22 =

1

2
f qq +

1

2
f1 , f12 =

1

2
f2 . (B.17)

Notice also that

df qp = −ϵq′p′f
qq′ ∧ fpp′ = f q

p′ ∧ fpp′ . (B.18)

In particular this implies

df qq = −ϵq′p′f
qq′ ∧ f qp′ = 2(f11 − f22) ∧ f12 , (B.19)

d(f11 − f22) = 2f qq ∧ f12 , (B.20)

df12 = f11 ∧ f22 = −1

2
f qq ∧ (f11 − f22) . (B.21)
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Equivalently, we canwrite this relations as

Df1 = df1+f qq∧f2 = 0 , Df2 = df2−f qq∧f1 = 0 , df qq = −f1∧f2 . (B.22)

In terms of covariant derivatives and SO(2) Cartan forms the derivatives of 3D spinor har-

monics are

Dv1 = dv1+
1

2
v2f

qq =
1

2
v1f

2+
1

2
v2f

1 , Dv2 = dv2−
1

2
v1f

qq =
1

2
v1f

1− 1

2
v2f

2 .

(B.23)

Using the above equations we can easily find

DE1 =
1

2
E1 ∧ f2 +

1

2
E2 ∧ f1 , DE2 =

1

2
E1 ∧ f1 − 1

2
E2 ∧ f2 , (B.24)

which imply

D(E1 − iE2) =
1

2
(E1 + iE2) ∧ (f2 − if1) , (B.25)

D(Ē1 + iĒ2) =
1

2
(Ē1 − iĒ2) ∧ (f2 + if1) . (B.26)

These equations and the Ricci identities for covariant derivatives ofmatrix fields (4.64), (4.65)

DDZ = if1 ∧ f2Z + [F,Z] , (B.27)

DDZ̄ = −if1 ∧ f2Z̄ + [F, Z̄] , (B.28)

DDΨ = − i

2
f1 ∧ f2Ψ+ [F,Ψ] , (B.29)

DDΨ̄ =
i

2
f1 ∧ f2Ψ̄+ [F, Ψ̄] , (B.30)

are useful to prove κ-symmetry of the 3DmD0 action. The same applies to

dE0 = E1 ∧ f1 + E2 ∧ f2 − 2i(E1 ∧ Ē1 + E2 ∧ Ē2) , (B.31)

and

d

dθθ̄ − θdθ̄


= −2E1 ∧ Ē2 + 2E2 ∧ Ē1 . (B.32)

The formal exterior derivative of the Lagrangian 1-form of this system reads

dL3D
D0 = md


E0 + dθθ̄ − θdθ̄


=

= −2im(E1 + iE2) ∧ (Ē1 − iĒ2) +mE1 ∧ f1 +mE2 ∧ f2 =

= −2im(E2 − iE1) ∧ (Ē2 + iĒ1) +mE1 ∧ f1 +mE2 ∧ f2 .

(B.33)



C
Single D0-brane in spinormoving

frame formulation and its
κ-symmetry

The action of themoving frame formulation of the 10D D0-brane in flat type IIA superspace,

which also appears as a part of the multiple D0-brane action (5.27) describing the center of

mass dynamics of this system, reads [166]

SD0 =

∫

W1

LD0 = m

∫

W1

E0 − im

∫

W1


dθ1θ2 − θ1dθ2


. (C.1)

Here d = dτ∂/∂τ =: dτ∂τ , τ is proper time variable parametrizing the D0-brane worldline

W1 defined as a line in target D = 10 type IIA superspaceΣ(1032) with 10 bosonic and 16 +

16 = 32 fermionic coordinates

zM = (xµ, θ1, θ2) (C.2)

in terms of coordinate functions

zM (τ ) = (xµ(τ ), θ1(τ ), θ2(τ )) , (C.3)

W1 ∈ Σ(1032) : zM = zM (τ ) . (C.4)

The constantm entering both terms of (C.1) is themass of D0-brane and E0 is the contraction

E0 = Πµu0µ (C.5)

of the pull-back to the worldline of the 10D VA 1-form

Πµ = dxµ − idθ1σµθ1 − idθ2σ̃µθ2 (C.6)
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with the vector field u0µ = u0µ(τ ). The pull-back of a differential form on target superspace is

obtained by substituting the coordinate functions for coordinates; so that Eq. (C.5) actually

includes

Πµ = dτΠµ
τ = dxµ(τ )− idθ1(τ )σµθ1(τ )− idθ2(τ )σ̃µθ2(τ ) . (C.7)

Notice that, to simplify notation, below and along this thesis, we use the same symbols for

thedifferential formson the target superspace and their pull-backs to theworldlineW1. The

same applies to the superspace coordinates (C.2) and the coordinate functions (C.3). Particu-

larly, in the second term of (C.1) θ1 and θ2 denote θ
1(τ ) and θ2(τ ).

A very important property of the action (C.1) is that, besides manifest D = 10N = 2 space-

time supersymmetry, it is also invariant under the following local fermionic κ-symmetry

transformations

κθ
1 = κqvq , κθ

2
 = −κqv

q ,

κx
µ = iκθ

1σµθ1 + iκθ
2σ̃µθ2 ,

κv
q = 0 =⇒ κu

i
µ = κu

0
µ = 0 ,

(C.8)

where κq = κq(τ )with q = 1, . . . , 16 are arbitrary fermionic functions.

The Lagrangian 1-form of the action (C.1) of single D0-brane in flat 10D type IIA superspace

[166]:

LD0 = mE0 − im(dθ1θ2 − θ1dθ2) . (C.9)

The formal exterior derivative of E0 = Πµu0µ in the first term of the Lagrangian form is given

by

dE0 = Ei ∧ Ωi − i

E1q ∧ E1q + E2q ∧ E2q


, (C.10)

where

Ei = Πµuiµ , E1q = dθ1 v
q , E2q = dθ2vq

 . (C.11)

To find (C.10) we have used

dΠµ = −idθ1σµ ∧ dθ1 − idθ2σ̃µ ∧ dθ2 (C.12)

as well as Eqs. (5.12) and (5.18).

The derivative of the second,Wess-Zumino term of the D0-brane action is

−2imdθ1 ∧ dθ2 = −2imE1q ∧ E2q , (C.13)
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where we have used  
 = vqv


q . Collecting (C.10) and (C.13) we find that the formal exterior

derivative of the Lagrangian form of single D0-brane can be written as

dLD0 = mEi ∧ Ωi − im(E1q + E2q) ∧ (E1q + E2q) , (C.14)

whereΩi is the covariantCartan formdefined in (5.16). Then, using theLiederivative formula

(1.50), we find

LD0 = m

EiιΩ

i − ιE
iΩi


− 2im


E1q + E2q

 
ιE

1q + ιE
2
q


, (C.15)

where ιΩi defines essential variation of the spinor frame variable by

v
q = ιDv

q =
1

2
iqpv

pιΩ
i . (C.16)

This equation can be obtained from the ι contraction of (5.19) by setting ιΩij = 0.

To conclude, let us note that the local fermionic κ-symmetry transformations (C.8) leaving

invariant theD0-braneaction (C.1) canbewritten in the followingequivalent form (ικd := κ)

ικΠ
µ = κx

µ − iκθ
1σµθ1 − iκθ

2σ̃µθ2 = 0 =⇒ ικE0 = 0 , ικEi = 0 ,

ικΩ
i = 0 , ικΩ

ij = 0 ,

ικE1q = −ικE2q = κq =⇒ ικ(E1q + E2q) = 0 .

(C.17)

Indeed, it is not difficult to check that substituting the above defined ικ for ι in (C.15), we find

κLD0 = 0.





D
Multiple D0-brane action and its

worldline supersymmetry

In this appendixwe present some details of the proof of theworldline supersymmetry of the

candidatemD0 action (5.27).

D.1 Formal exterior derivative of the Lagrangian form of

themD0 action

The first stage is to calculate the formal exterior derivative of the Lagrangian form of the ac-

tion (5.27),

LmD0 = mE0 − im(dθ1θ2 − θ1dθ2) +

+
1

µ6


tr

PiDXi + 4iΨqDΨq


+

2

ME0H − dM
M tr(PiXi) +

+
1√
2M

(Eq1 − E2q)tr


−4i(iΨ)qP

i +
1

2
(ijΨ)q[X

i,Xj ]


.

(D.1)

Let us recall that in itH is given in Eq. (5.28), the covariant derivatives D of the bosonic and

fermionic Hermitian traceless N × N matrix fields are defined in (5.32) and (5.33) with the

use of 1d gauge field 1-form A = dτAτ and Cartan forms (5.16).

To compute the exterior derivative of (D.1), we have to use the Ricci identities

DDXi = Ωi ∧ Ωj Xj + [F,Xi] , DDΨq =
1

4
Ωi ∧ Ωj (ijΨ)q + [F,Ψq] , (D.2)

where F = dA − A ∧ A is the formal 2-form field strength of the 1d gauge field A. Eqs. (D.2)

are obtained using theMaurer-Cartan equations (5.35).

After some algebra, the exterior derivative of the multiple D0-branes Lagrangian form (D.1)
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can be found to be

µ6dLmD0 = µ6mEi ∧ Ωi − iµ6m(E1q + E2q) ∧ (E1q + E2q) + Ωi ∧ Ωj tr(PiXj + iΨijΨ) +

+ tr

F


Xi,Pi

− 4iΨq,Ψq


− tr(DPi ∧ DXi)− 4itr(DΨq ∧ DΨq) +

+
2

MEi ∧ ΩiH − i
2

M(E1q ∧ E1q + E2q ∧ E2q)H − 1

2
√
2M

(E1q + E2q)
i
qpiνp ∧ Ωi +

+
2

M


1− 1

µ6

M′

MH

E0 ∧ dH +

1√
2M

(E1q − E2q) ∧ iDνq +
1

µ6

M′

M dK ∧ dH+

+
1

µ6

1

2
√
2M

M′

M (E1q − E2q)iνq ∧ dH ,

(D.3)

whereK := tr(XiPi), νq andH are defined in (5.55) and (5.28), respectively. The derivatives of

these “blocks”, which also enter (D.3), read

dK = tr(DXi Pi + XiDPi) , (D.4)

iDνq = tr


−4i(iΨ)qDPi − 4i(iDΨ)qP

i − DXi[(ijΨ)q,X
j ] +

1

2
(ijDΨ)q[X

i,Xj ]


,

(D.5)

dH = tr


PiDPi +

1

16
DXi[[Xi,Xj ],Xj ]− DXiipqΨp,Ψq − 2DΨq[(

iΨ)q,X
i]


. (D.6)

D.2 Worldline supersymmetry (κ-symmetry) transforma-

tions of the center ofmass variables

The previous experiencewith lower dimensional counterparts of themD0 system (see chap-

ter 4) suggested to assume that theworldline supersymmetry acts on the center ofmass vari-

ables of themD0 system (i.e. on the superspace coordinate functions and spinor frame vari-

ables) as the κ-symmetry of the single D0-brane action (see appendix C) acts on their single

brane counterparts. Namely, we set 62

ικΠ
µ = 0 =⇒ ικE0 = 0 , ικEi = 0 ,

ικΩ
i = 0 , ικΩ

ij = 0 =⇒ κu
0
µ = 0 , κu

i
µ = 0 , κv

q = 0 ,
(D.7)

and

ικE
1q = −ικE

2
q =

κq√
2

=⇒ κθ
1 =

κq√
2
vq , κθ

2
 = − κq√

2
v

q . (D.8)

Theseexpressionsare equivalent to (5.37), but theyaremore convenient touse inourmethod

of calculation of the variation of Lagrangian form.

62The re-scaling of fermionic function κq 7→ κq

√
2
is performed to simplify the worldline supersymmetry trans-

formation rules of thematrix fields.
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Then, using the Lie derivative formula with (D.7), (D.8) and furthermore identifying in it

ικD = κ , ικF = κA , ικA = 0 , (D.9)

we find that, modulo total derivative, the variation κ of the Lagrangian form LmD0 reduces

to

µ6κLmD0 = tr

κA


Xi,Pi


− 4iΨq,Ψq


+ tr


κP

iDXi − DPiκX
i − 8iDΨqκΨq


−

− i
2
√
2

M (E1q − E2q)κ
qH +

2

M


1− H

µ6

M′

M


E0κH +

1

µ6

M′

M dKκH+

+
1

µ6

1

2
√
2M

M′

M (E1q − E2q)iνqκH − 1

µ6

M′

M κK dH−

− 1

µ6

1

2
√
M

M′

M κqiνq dH − 1√
M

κqiDνq +
1√
2M

(E1q − E2
q ) iκνq .

(D.10)

The worldline supersymmetry transformation rules of the matrix fields can be found by re-

quiring this variation to vanish. As this calculation is a bit subtle, we present below some

details.

D.2.1 Worldline supersymmetry transformations of the matrix mat-

ter elds

To find the supersymmetry transformation leaving invariant SmD0 =

W1 LmD0, i.e. obeying

κLmD0 = 0 (modulo total derivative), we have to set equal to zero the coefficients for all the

independent 1-forms in (D.10). Requiring to vanish the terms proportional to DPi, DXi and

DΨq , we find the set of equations for the worldline supersymmetry transformations of the

matrix “matter” fields of the form of relations (5.39), (5.40) and (5.41). Let us stress that, at this

stage, these are equations because their r.h.s.-s contain∆κK from and κH which, in their

turn, are expressed in terms of κXi, κPi and κΨq .

To solve these equations it is convenient to compute formally the variations of composite

quantities κH and∆κKwith (5.39)-(5.41). On this way we find the following equations

∆κK =
1

2
√
M

tr


4i(κiΨ)Pi +

5

2
(κijΨ)[Xi,Xj ]


− 1

µ6

M′

M ∆κKH , (D.11)

κH =
1

2
√
M

tr

κqΨq


[Xi,Pi]− 4iΨp,Ψp


− 1

µ6

M′

M κHH , (D.12)

whereH is given in Eq. (5.71) 63. These equations are solved by (5.44) and (5.42).

63To obtain (D.12) one has to use the identity i
s(r

i
pq) ≡ s(rpq) and also notice that tr(Ψr{Ψp,Ψq}) =

tr(Ψ(r{Ψp,Ψq)}) is completely symmetric with respect to (rpq) indices while tr([(iΨ)q,Xi] [(jΨ)q,Xj ]) =
0 vanishes.
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Thus,worldlinesupersymmetry transformationsof thematrixmatterfieldsaregivenby (5.39)-

(5.41) with (5.44) and (5.42).

D.2.2 Worldline supersymmetry transformations of theworldvolume

gauge eld

Taking into account theabove results for supersymmetry transformationsof thematrixmat-

ter fields, we find that the remaining variation of the Lagrangian form (D.10) can be written

as

µ6κLmD0 = tr

κA


[Xi,Pi]− 4iΨq,Ψq


+

2

M


1− H

µ6

M′

M


E0κH+

+
1√
2M

(E1q − E2q)


iκνq −

4i√
M

κq H +
1

µ6

1

2

M′

M iνqκH


.

(D.13)

To proceed further, we calculate iκνq which reads

iκνq = − 1√
M

(κi)q tr

Xi ([Xj ,Pj ]− 4iΨr,Ψr)


+

4i√
M

κq H+

+
1

µ6

M′

M tr

4i(iΨ)qP

i + (ijΨ)q[X
i,Xj ]


κH−

− 1

µ6

M′

M ∆κK tr

Ψq([X

i,Pi]− 4iΨq,Ψq)


(D.14)

and substitute it to (D.13) thus arriving at

µ6κLmD0 = tr



([Xi,Pi]− 4iΨr,Ψr)


κA +

2

M
√
M

E0 (κqΨq)


1− 1

µ6
M′
M H




1 + 1

µ6
M′
M H



− 1√
2M

(E1q − E2q)(
iκ)q Xi +

+(E1q − E2q)
1

µ6

M′

2M
√
2M


−2∆κKΨq +

κpΨp√
M

tr

4i(iΨ)qPi + 5

2(
ijΨ)q[Xi,Xj ]



1 + 1

µ6
M′
M H









 .

(D.15)

The above expression vanishes if the SU(N) gauge field transforms under worldline super-

symmetry as
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κA = − 2

M
√
M

E0 (κqΨq)


1− 1

µ6
M′
M H




1 + 1

µ6
M′
M H

 +
1√
2M

(E1q − E2
q )(

iκ)q Xi +

+ (E1q − E2q)
1

µ6

M′

2M
√
2M


2∆κKΨq −

κpΨp√
M

tr

4i(iΨ)qPi + 5

2(
ijΨ)q[Xi,Xj ]



1 + 1

µ6
M′
M H




 .

(D.16)

Finally, substituting the expression (5.44) in the above result, we obtain Eq. (5.47) from the

main text.





E
Anon-supersymmetric solution

ofmD0 equations

As an example of using the correspondence between the relative motion equations of the

mD0 system and 1d SYM to find non-supersymmetric solutions, let us consider the SYM so-

lution employed in [192] to explore cosmological scenarios within the BFSS matrix model

framework [193]. This approach is based on the ansatz

Xi(τ ) = a(τ)Yi (E.1)

where Yi are nine constant tracelessN ×N matrices satisfying

[[Yi,Yj ],Yj ] = 16λYi (E.2)

for some constant λ. Our goal is to find a solution of themD0 equations of motion with this

ansatz. From Eq. (5.101), and fixing the gauge ẋ0 = 1, we deduce

Pi(τ ) = b(τ)Yi (E.3)

where the function b(τ) should be determined from solving Eq. (5.101) with (E.1) and (E.3).

Then, with the above ansatz

H = c


b2 +

λ

2
a4


, H = 2H +
3

32
tr([Xi,Xi]2) = 2H − 3cλa4 = 2c


b2 − λa4


,

(E.4)

with

c =
1

2
tr(YiYi) , (E.5)

so that the straightforward approach to (5.101) does not look too promising. However, at this

stagewecanuse theequation (5.66) stating thaton themass shellH is constantandconclude
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from (E.4) that

b2 =
H
c
− λ

2
a4 , H = 2H − 3λ

2
a4 . (E.6)

Following the method of [192], we consider a field-dependent redefinition of the time vari-

able (similar to Eq. (5.104))

dt = dτ
2

M


1− 1

µ6

M′

MH



1 +

1

µ6

M′

M


2H − 3λ

2
a4(τ )

 (E.7)

and obtain in such away the equations

d

dt
a = −b ,

d2a

dt2
= −λ

a

3

. (E.8)

Following [192], we can nowmultiply the second equation by da
dt and integrate it over dt thus

arriving at
1

2


da

dt

2

= −λ

4
a4 + k (E.9)

with some integration constant k. Introducing a further time redefinition,

dt̃ = dta(t) (E.10)

we obtain a Friedmann-like equation

1

a2


da

dt̃

2

= −λ

2
+

2k

a4
. (E.11)

This is the basis for the cosmological interpretation of thematrixmodel proposed in [192].

Although this final time redefinition (E.10) is is structurally similar to our earlier (5.104) in our

modelwith non-constantM, the complete equation for the change of time variable ismuch

more complicated

dt̃ = dτ
2a(τ )

M


1−

1

µ6

M′

MH





1 +

1

µ6

M′

M


2H − 3λ

2
a4(τ )

 . (E.12)

As a result, to find the dynamics in terms of proper time t̃ becomes amore challenging task.



F
Convenient representations for

11D gammamatrices

In this appendix, we summarize two useful representations of the 11-dimensional gamma

matricesΓµ andthechargeconjugationmatrixC relevant for spinormoving frame (Lorentz

harmonics) formalism forM0-braneand for reductionof its action to10DwhichproducesD0-

brane action.

F.1 SO(1,9) covariant representation

Thefirst representation ismanifestly covariantunder the10DLorentzgroupSO(1, 9) ⊂ SO(1, 10).

In it

Γµ
 =


σµ

 0

0 σ̃µ


 , Γ∗

 =


 0 −



−
 0


 , (F.1)

Γ̃µ =


σ̃µ 0

0 σµ



 , Γ̃∗ =


 0 




 0


 , (F.2)

where µ = 0, . . . , 9 is a 10D vector index, , = 1, . . . , 32 and , = 1, . . . , 16 label 11D

Majorana and 10DMajorana-Weyl spinor indices, respectively.

In this representation, 11D charge conjugationmatrix takes the form

C = i


 0 



−
 0


 , C = i


 0 



−
 0


 , (F.3)

and it is easy to check that

Γ̃µ = CΓµC . (F.4)
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F.2 SO(1,1)⊗SO(9) covariant representation
The second representation is adapted to the light-cone decomposition of 11D spacetime and

is covariant under the subgroup SO(1, 1) ⊗ SO(9). It is particularly useful in spinor moving

frame formulation ofmassless 11D superparticle:

(Γ#) =


2pq 0

0 0


 = Γ̃= , (Γ=) =


0 0

0 2pq


 = Γ̃# , (F.5)

(Γi) =


 0 ipq

ipq 0


 = −Γ̃i , (F.6)

where i = 1, . . . , 9 are spatial SO(9) vector indices and p, q = 1, . . . , 16 are SO(9) spinor in-

dices. The charge conjugationmatrix in this representation is

C = −C =


 0 ipq

−ipq 0


 = (C1) =: C . (F.7)



G
Useful Poisson bracket relations

formatrix elds,
constraints and currents of

3DmD0

In this appendix we collect the Poisson bracket relations for matrix variables, SU(N) con-

straints and currents of 3DmD0 system.

Let us begin by presenting the Poisson brackets of the Gauss law constraintG (7.78) with the

matrix variables. It is convenient to encode these in the brackets of the trace of the product

of Gwith some “reference” traceless matrix Y, i.e. of tr(YG) = Yj
iG

i
j . In such a way we arrive

at simple and transparent expressions

[tr(YG),Z]PB = [Z,Y] , [tr(YG), Z̄]PB = [Z̄,Y] , (G.1)

[tr(YG),P]PB = [P,Y] , [tr(YG), P̄]PB = [P̄,Y] , (G.2)

[tr(YG),Ψ]PB = [Ψ,Y] , [tr(YG), Ψ̄]PB = [Ψ̄,Y] (G.3)

which clearly represent the infinitesimal SU(N) transformations.

These relations allow, in particular, to obtain the su(N) algebra (7.83) generated by theGauss

constraints

[tr(YG), tr(Y′G)]PB = tr

[Y,Y′]G


. (G.4)

It is also easy to check that the Poisson brackets of the Gauss lawwith different currents that

appear in our constraints,

ν := tr(ΨP + Ψ̄[Z, Z̄]) , ν̄ := tr(Ψ̄P̄ +Ψ[Z, Z̄]) , B := tr


P̄Z − PZ̄ +

i

8
ΨΨ̄


,

(G.5)
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and

H = tr


PP̄ + [Z, Z̄]2 − i

2
ZΨΨ+

i

2
Z̄Ψ̄Ψ̄


, (G.6)

vanish,

[tr(YG), ν]PB = 0 , [tr(YG), ν̄]PB = 0 , [tr(YG),B]PB = 0 , [tr(YG),H]PB = 0 .(G.7)

This is just the reflection of SU(N) invariance of these objects.

ThePoissonbracketsof the fermionicandbosonic currents (G.5) among themselvesandwith

the “relativemotion Hamiltonian” (G.6) are

ν, νPB = −8i(µ6)2tr(ZG) , ν̄, ν̄PB = 8i(µ6)2tr(Z̄G) , ν, ν̄PB = −4iµ6H ,

[ν,B]PB =
1

2
µ6ν, [ν̄,B]PB = −1

2
µ6ν̄ ,

(G.8)

and

[ν,H]PB = (µ6)2tr(Ψ̄G) , [ν̄,H]PB = −(µ6)2tr(ΨG) , [B,H]PB = 0 .
(G.9)

In terms of renormalized currents andmatrix fields (7.122), (7.137) and (7.159), the above rela-

tions simplify to

ν̃, ν̃PB = −2itr(ZG̃) , ¯̃ν, ¯̃νPB = 2itr(Z̄G̃) , ν̃, ¯̃νPB = −iH̃ ,

[ν̃, B̃]PB =
1

2
ν̃, [¯̃ν, B̃]PB = −1

2
¯̃ν , [B̃, B̃]PB ≡ 0 ,

[ν̃, H̃]PB =
1

2
tr( ˜̄ΨG̃) , [¯̃ν, H̃]PB = −1

2
tr(Ψ̃G̃) , [B̃, H̃]PB = 0 .

(G.10)

The above relationswere obtainedby using the brackets of currentswithmatrix fieldswhich
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are

[ν,Z]PB = 0 , [ν,P]PB = 0 , ν,ΨPB = −4iµ6[Z, Z̄] ,

[ν, Z̄]PB = −µ6Ψ , [ν, P̄]PB = 0 , ν, Ψ̄PB = −4iµ6P,

[ν̄,Z]PB = −µ6Ψ̄ , [ν̄,P]PB = 0 , ν̄,ΨPB = −4iµ6P̄ ,

[ν̄, Z̄]PB = 0 , [ν̄, P̄]PB = 0 , ν̄, Ψ̄PB = −4iµ6[Z, Z̄] ,

[B,Z]PB = −µ6Z , [B,P]PB = −µ6P , [B,Ψ]PB =
1

2
µ6Ψ ,

[B, Z̄]PB = µ6Z̄ , [B, P̄]PB = µ6P̄ , [B, Ψ̄]PB = −1

2
µ6Ψ̄ .

(G.11)





H
Problemswith Gupta-Bleuler

quantization scheme for
massive particle inmoving

frame formulation

Let us consider the systemof first class constraints (7.99), (7.102) and second class constraints

(7.103), (7.104) and set to zero all fermionic and matrix fields. Under these conditions, the

systemof constraints describes, within in the frameofHamiltonian approach, just amassive

bosonic particle in its spinormoving frame formulation.

In this appendix we show that, somewhat unexpectedly, the quantization of such a simple

system by the Gupta-Bleulermethod in its canonical form fails64.

Imposing the quantum versions of the first class constraints (7.99), (7.102) and two of sec-

ond class constraints (7.103), (7.104) which commute and are not related by Hermitian con-

jugation among themselves, and choosing a coordinate representation for the state vector,

Ξ0 = Ξ0(x
a, w̄, w), we arrive at the following system of differential equations

(iu(0)a∂a +m)Ξ0 = 0 , (H.1)

D(0) − q


Ξ0 = 0 , (H.2)

D̄Ξ0 = 0 , (H.3)

ūa∂aΞ0 = 0 . (H.4)

64Of course, the quantization of the same system in the frame of standard formulation, using the bosonic limit
of the action (7.8), can be easily performed and gives an expected result: the theory of free scalar field obeying
the Klein-Gordon equation. However, our interest lies in quantization of this simple system in its moving frame
formulation, since this arises as a pure bosonic limit of our 3D mD0 system when we set to zero all the matrix
fields.
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The xa-dependence of the state vector is fixed by Eqs. (H.1) and (H.4) to be

Ξ0 = eimxau
(0)
a χ0(x

aūa, w̄, w) . (H.5)

Substituting this into (H.3), we find that χ0(x
aūa, w̄, w) satisfies

D̄χ0(x
aūa, w̄, w) := w̄

∂

∂w
χ0(x

aūa, w̄, w) = −imxaūa χ0(x
aūa, w̄, w) . (H.6)

The second form of the l.h.s. of this equation makes manifest that its nontrivial solution, if

existed, would be χ0 = eimxau
(0)
a χ̃0(x

aūa, w̄, w), which contradicts the fact that, in (H.5),

χ0 is independent of xau
(0)
a .

This example (actually the only presently known to the authors) indicates that the selfcon-

sistency of the Gupta-Bleuler quantizationmethod is not guaranteed and thus its should be

used with precaution.

Curiously, ifwemodify theaboveprocedureby imposing, besides (H.1) and (H.2), the complex

(Hermitian) conjugate but not canonically conjugate pair of second class constraints (7.103),

which commute among themselves, we obtain the system

(iu(0)a∂a +m)Ξ0 = 0 , (H.7)

D(0) − q


Ξ0 = 0 , (H.8)

ua∂aΞ0 = 0 , (H.9)

ūa∂aΞ0 = 0 . (H.10)

This systemdoeshaveanontrivial solutionwhich is equivalent to the solutionof themassive

Klein-Gordon equation.

While this modification falls outside the standard Gupta-Bleuler prescription, as we show

in the main text and also in Appendix I, its result is equivalent to the quantization with the

method of Dirac brackets, which is further simplified and reduced to the explicit resolution

of the constraints in the analytical basis. Such Dirac brackets/analytical basis quantization

gives a consistent field theory with a nontrivial solution which, in the simplest case consid-

ered here, reproduces the result of quantization in the standard formulation of the massive

particle.



I
Hamiltonian formalism of single

3DD0-brane in the so-called
analytical basis

In this appendix we provide the details of the Hamiltonian formalism for a single D0-brane

in the analytical basis.

The Lagrangian of this 3D counterpart of the D0-brane in the spinor moving frame formula-

tion (cf. (7.8)) reads

LD0 = dτLτD0 = mE0 +m(dθθ̄ − dθ̄θ) (I.1)

where E(0) is defined in (C.5) with (7.10). The dynamical variables in this Lagrangian 1-form

are coordinate functions that parametrize the embedding of theworldline in flat superspace

W1 ⊂ Σ(3 4) : xa = xa(τ ), θ = θ(τ ), θ̄ = θ̄(τ ) (I.2)

aswell as the spinor framevariablesw(τ )and its complex conjugate w̄(τ ), satisfying (7.13).

In the terminology of [142], originating in the seminal works on Harmonic superspaces [144,

145, 150, 175], these spinor frame variables can be referred to as Lorentz harmonics, reflect-

ing the fact that they parametrize the double cover of the 3D Lorentz group SL(2,R). Upon

imposing invariance under U(1) gauge transformations acting onw and w̄, they serve as ho-

mogeneous coordinates on the coset SL(2,R)/U(1). Furthermore, the configuration space

of this dynamical system (the target space of the spinor moving frame formulation of the

3D D0-brane) can be called, following the same terminology, Lorentz harmonic superspace

which we denotedΣ(3+34). This is the superspace with coordinates

Σ(3+34) = (xa, θ, θ̄, w, w̄) =: (ZM , w, w̄) , w̄w = i . (I.3)

In the spinor moving frame approach we are considering D0-brane as a particle moving in
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this extended and enlarged D = 3 superspace. Here “extended” refers toN = 2 supersym-

metryand “enlarged” reflects thepresenceofadditionalbosonic spinor (spinormoving frame

or Lorentz harmonic) coordinates.

This perspective is convenient, in particular, because it suggests the possibility to choose an

alternative coordinate basis of the Lorentz harmonic superspace, the analytical coordinate

basiswhich is given by

Σ(3+34) = (x(0), xA, x̄A , θw, θw̄, θ̄w, θ̄w̄;w, w̄) =: (Z(M)
An , w, w̄) , w̄w = i

(I.4)

where (see [142, 144, 145])

x(0) := xau
(0)
a ,

xA := x− 2iθwθ̄w = xaua − 2iθwθ̄w , x̄A := x̄+ 2iθw̄θ̄w̄ = xaūa + 2iθw̄θ̄w̄ ,

(I.5)

θw := θw , θw̄ := θw̄ , (I.6)

θ̄w := θ̄w , θ̄w̄ := θ̄w̄ . (I.7)

The definition of xA = (x̄A)∗ in (I.5) is designed in such away that, in the analytical basis, the

Lagrangian form (I.1) simplifies to

LD0 = mdx(0) − imf x̄A + imf̄ xA − 4maθw̄θ̄w − 2im(dθw̄θ̄w + dθ̄wθw̄) =

= mdx(0) − 2im(dθw̄ − iaθw̄) θ̄w − 2im(dθ̄w + iaθ̄w) θw̄ − imf x̄A + imf̄ xA .

(I.8)

In themain text we also needed explicit expressions for the kinetic andWZ terms in the sin-

gle 3D D0 action,

E0 = dx(0) − i(dθw + iaθw) θ̄w̄ − i(dθw̄ − i(dθ̄w + iaθ̄w)θw̄ − iaθw̄) θ̄w−

− i(dθ̄w̄ − iaθ̄w̄)θw + if x̄− if̄ x ,
(I.9)

dθθ̄ − dθ̄θ = 2f θw̄θ̄w̄ + 2f̄ θwθ̄w + i(dθw + iaθw) θ̄w̄ − i(dθw̄ − iaθw̄) θ̄w−

− i(dθ̄w + iaθ̄w)θw̄ + i(dθ̄w̄ − iaθ̄w̄)θw .
(I.10)

The canonical HamiltonianH0, expressed in terms of the analytical basis coordinates, is de-

fined by

dτH0 = dx(0)p(0)+dxAp̄+dx̄Ap+dθ
wΠθ

w+dθ
w̄Πθ

w̄+dθ̄
wΠ̄θ̄

w+dθ̄
w̄Π̄θ̄

w̄+iad̃(0)+if ¯̃d−if̄ d̃−LD0 .

(I.11)

The momenta conjugate to the coordinate functions, i.e. having the nonvanishing Poisson
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brackets

p(0), x(0)


PB

= −1 , [p, x̄A]PB = −1 , [p̄, xA]PB = −1 , (I.12)

are defined by (7.125),

p(0) := ua(0)pa , p := −1

2
uapa , p̄ := −1

2
ūapa . (I.13)

Similarly, themomenta conjugate to the fermionic coordinate functions satisfy

Πθ
w, θ

wPB = −1 , Πθ
w̄, θ

w̄PB = −1 , Π̄θ̄
w, θ̄

wPB = −1 , Π̄θ̄
w̄, θ̄

w̄PB = −1 .

(I.14)

and are related to the ones of the central basis by (7.128)

Πθ
w := −iw̄Π + 2iθ̄wp̄ , Πθ

w̄ := iwΠ − 2iθ̄w̄p ,

Π̄θ̄
w := −iw̄Π̄ − 2iθwp̄ , Π̄θ̄

w̄ := iwΠ̄ + 2iθw̄p .

(I.15)

The covariantmomenta in the analytical basis are related to those in the central basis as

d := d̃+ (xA + 2iθwθ̄w̄)p(0) + 2(x(0) + iθwθ̄w̄ + iθw̄θ̄w)p+ θwΠθ
w̄ + θ̄wΠ̄θ̄

w̄ ,

d̄ := ¯̃d+ (x̄A − 2iθw̄θ̄w̄)p(0) + 2(x(0) − iθwθ̄w̄ − iθw̄θ̄w)p̄+ θw̄Πθ
w + θ̄w̄Π̄θ̄

w ,

d(0) := d̃(0) − 2xAp̄+ 2x̄Ap+ θw̄Πθ
w̄ + θ̄w̄Π̄θ̄

w̄ − θwΠθ
w − θ̄wΠ̄θ̄

w .

(I.16)

This implies that

[d̃(0), Z(M)
An ]PB = 0 , [d̃, Z(M)

An ]PB = 0 , [¯̃d, Z(M)
An ]PB = 0 , (I.17)

while

[d(0), ZM ]PB = 0 , [d, ZM ]PB = 0 , [d̄, ZM ]PB = 0 . (I.18)
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Thecalculationofall thecanonicalandcovariantmomenta results in the (primary) constraints

Φ(0) := p(0) −m ≈ 0 , Φ̄ := p̄ ≈ 0 , Φ := p ≈ 0 , (I.19)

d̃(0) − 4imθw̄θ̄w ≈ 0 , d̃+mxA ≈ 0 , ¯̃d+mx̄A ≈ 0 , (I.20)

dw := Πθ
w ≈ 0 , dw̄ := Πθ

w̄ + 2imθ̄w ≈ 0 , (I.21)

d̄w̄ := Π̄θ̄
w̄ ≈ 0 , d̄w := Π̄θ̄

w + 2imθw̄ ≈ 0 . (I.22)

We have written these in three columns in such a way that the rows correspond to different

sectors of dynamical variables. From the second and third columns one can read the pairs of

conjugate second class constraints (which, in the case of bosonic constraints, are explicitly

solved), while the first column contains a prototypes of the first class constraints.

The canonical Hamiltonian vanishes on the surface of primary constraints, this is

H0 ≈ 0 . (I.23)

The true first class constraints,

Φ(0) ≈ 0, dw,≈ 0, d̄w̄ ≈ 0, and ˜̃U (0) ≈ 0, (I.24)

are givenby thefirst equations in (I.19), (I.21), (I.22) andby the sumof the first equation in (I.20)

with certain linear combination of the second class constraints,

˜̃U (0) = d̃(0) − 4imθw̄θ̄w − 2xAp̄+ 2x̄Ap− θ̄wd̄w + θw̄dw̄ =

= d̃(0) − 2xAp̄+ 2x̄Ap− θ̄wΠ̄θ̄
w + θw̄Πθ

w̄ ≈ 0. (I.25)

Also the set of second class constraints, in order to put their algebra in the canonical form,

should be redefined a bit andwritten as

2nd class :




Φ̄ = p̄ ≈ 0

˜̃d ≈ 0
,




Φ = p ≈ 0

¯̃̃
d ≈ 0

,




dw̄ ≈ 0

d̄w ≈ 0
, (I.26)
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where
˜̃d := d̃+mxA + 2iθw̄θ̄wp ,

¯̃̃
d := ¯̃d+mx̄A − 2iθw̄θ̄wp̄ . (I.27)

The algebra of the first class constraints (I.24) is Abelian (this is to say all the Poisson brackets

of the first class constraints vanish). The only nonvanishing brackets between first class con-

straints and second class constraints appear when the first class constraint is given by the

U(1) generator (I.25),

[ ˜̃U (0) ,




p̄

˜̃d

p
¯̃̃
d

dw̄

d̄w




]PB =




−2p̄

2˜̃d

2p

−2
¯̃̃
d

dw̄

−d̄w




. (I.28)

The coefficients in the r.h.s. represent the charges of second class constraintswith respect to

U(1) gauge symmetry.

Finally, the nonvanishing brackets of the second class constraints are given by

[p̄ , ˜̃d]PB = m , [p ,
¯̃̃
d]PB = m , dw̄, d̄wPB = 4im , (I.29)

reflecting their second class nature, and the weakly vanishing brackets

[˜̃d ,
¯̃̃
d]PB = ˜̃U (0) + 2xAp̄− 2x̄Ap+ θ̄wd̄w − θw̄dw̄ ≈ 0, (I.30)

[˜̃d , dw̄]PB = 2iθ̄wp ≈ 0 , [˜̃d , dw̄]PB = −2iθw̄p ≈ 0 , (I.31)

[
¯̃̃
d , dw̄]PB = −2iθ̄wp̄ ≈ 0 , [

¯̃̃
d , dw̄]PB = 2iθw̄p̄ ≈ 0 . (I.32)

In summary, the algebra of the constraints is presented in Table I.1

The bosonic second class constraints in (I.26) are now explicitly solvedwith respect to xA, x̄A

and their conjugate momenta. Thus a consistent way is to use these to reduce the phase

space of our dynamical system before quantization. An equivalent approach is provided by

the (classical counterpart of) generalized/deformed Gupta-Bleuler procedure which implies

that we impose only half of the second- lass constraints on the quantum system p ≈ 0 and

p̄ ≈ 0. At the classical level, this implies omitting the conjugate constraints
¯̃̃
d ≈ 0 and ˜̃d ≈ 0

from consideration, thus converting their conjugate constraints p ≈ 0 and p̄ ≈ 0 into first
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[..., ...PB Φ(0) ˜̃U (0) dw d̄w̄ p̄ ˜̃d p
˜̃̄
d dw̄ d̄w

Φ(0) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
˜̃U (0) 0 0 0 0 −2p̄ 2˜̃d 2p −2

¯̃̃
d dw̄ −d̄w

dw 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
d̄w̄ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

p̄ 0 2p̄ 0 0 0 m 0 0 0 0

˜̃d 0 −2˜̃d 0 0 −m 0 0
˜̃U (0) + θ̄wd̄w − θw̄dw̄+

+2xAp− 2x̄Ap
2iθ̄wp̄ −2iθw̄p

p 0 -2p 0 0 0 0 0 m 0 0

¯̃̃
d 0 2

¯̃̃
d 0 0 0 − ˜̃U (0) − θ̄wd̄w + θw̄dw̄−

−2xAp̄+ 2x̄Ap
-m 0 −2iθ̄wp̄ 2iθw̄p̄

dw̄ 0 -dw̄ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −4im
d̄w 0 d̄w 0 0 0 0 0 0 −4im 0

Table I.1: Closed algebra of the first and second class constraints of single D0-brane system.

class constraints65.

We prefer this latter treatment of the bosonic second class constraints because it alignswith

the (canonical) Gupta-Bleuler treatment of the fermionic second class constraints in (I.26).

Theseare complexconjugatepairs and, after quantization,wewill imposeon the statevector

the quantum counterpart of only one of two fermionic second class constraints, d̄w ≈ 0.

This is equivalent to omitting, at the classical level, the conjugate dw̄ ≈ 0 constraint, which

converts d̄w ≈ 0 into a first class constraint. The resulting algebra of the effective first class

constraints appearing as a result of the implementation of the above classical counterpart

of the generalized/deformed Gupta-Bleuler procedure is presented in Table I.2. To quantize

[..., ...PB Φ(0) ˜̃U (0) dw d̄w̄ p̄ p d̄w

Φ(0) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
˜̃U (0) 0 0 0 0 −2p̄ 2p −d̄w
dw 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
d̄w̄ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

p̄ 0 2p̄ 0 0 0 0 0
p 0 −2p 0 0 0 0 0
d̄w 0 d̄w 0 0 0 0 0

Table I.2: Closed algebra of the effective first class constraints of single D0-brane system.

our dynamical system in the supercoordinate representationwe represent our effective first

class constraints by differential operators,

Φ(0) = −i∂x(0) −m , (I.33)

65Notice that this is a deformed version of Gupta-Bleuler quantization. Aswe have alreadywritten in themain
text and shown in appendix H, the canonical Gupta-Bleuler approach to the bosonic second class constraints of
our system fails to produce the correct result equivalent to the Dirac bracket quantization.
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̄Φ = −i∂xA , Φ = −i∂̄x̄A , (I.34)

̃̃
U (0) = −i


D(0) + 4mθw̄θ̄w − 2xA∂xA + 2x̄A∂x̄A − θ̄wd̄w + θw̄dw̄ − q


=

= −i

D(0) − 2xA∂xA + 2x̄A∂x̄A − θ̄w∂θ̄w + θw̄∂θw̄ − q


,

(I.35)

dw = −i∂θw , (I.36)

̄dw̄ = −i∂̄θ̄w̄ , (I.37)

̄dw = −i

∂̄θ̄w − 2mθw̄


(I.38)

and impose them on the state vector. In (I.33)-(I.38) the derivatives and covariant derivatives

are defined as follows

∂x(0) =
∂

∂x(0)
, ∂xA =

∂

∂xA
, ∂x̄A =

∂

∂x̄A
, (I.39)

D(0) = w̄
∂

∂w̄
− w

∂

∂w
, D = w

∂

∂w̄
, D̄ = w̄

∂

∂w
. (I.40)

Notice the appearance of the ordering constant in the homogeneous differential operator

(I.35).

Tounderstand thestructureof the fermionicconstraint (I.38) it isuseful tokeep inmind the re-

lation between derivatives and covariant derivatives in the central and analytical basis. This

relationship can be derived from the identity

d = dxa∂a + dθ∂ + dθ̄∂̄ + iaD(0) + if D̄ − if̄D =

= Πa∂a + dθD + dθ̄D̄ + iaD(0) + if D̄ − if̄D =

= dx(0)∂x0 + dxA∂xA + dx̄A∂x̄A + dθw∂θw + dθw̄∂θw̄+

+ dθ̄w∂θ̄w + dθ̄w̄∂θ̄w̄ + iaD̃(0) + if ¯̃D − if̄ D̃ .

(I.41)

This identity implies, in particular,

∂a = u(0)a ∂x(0) + ua∂xA + ūa∂x̄A , (I.42)

D = ∂ + i(aθ̄) = w


∂θw + iθ̄w̄∂x(0)


+ w̄


∂θw̄ + 4iθ̄w̄∂x̄A + iθ̄w∂x(0)


, (I.43)

D̄ = ∂̄ + i(aθ) = w


∂̄θ̄w + 4iθw∂xA + iθw̄∂x(0)


+ w̄


∂̄θ̄w̄ + iθw∂x(0)


. (I.44)

The last equation can be used to write (I.38) in the form

̄dw = −w̄D̄+ imθw̄ − 4iθw Φ− iθw̄ Φ(0) . (I.45)





J
Born-Oppenheimer-like approach

to asymptotic form of a
solution forN=2 3DmD0

system

Following [185], we can search for an asymptotic form of the solution of Eqs. (7.260)-(7.269)

using the so-called tabular or endpoint coordinates (see [185] for references)

ZI = XIei + X 1/2zI , Z̄I = XIei + X 1/2z̄I , (J.1)

in the neighbourhood of the classical vacuum configuration

ZI = XIei , Z̄I = XIei , (J.2)

which represents a general solution to the condition for vanishing YM potential which re-

duces to ϵIJKZJ Z̄K = 0. In (J.1)XI is real,XI = (XI)∗, with X =
√
XIXI , and the com-

plex variables zI = (z̄I)∗ are orthogonal to XI . Additionally, they satisfy two constraints,

which we choose as<e(zIei) = 0,

XIzI = 0 = XI z̄I , zIei + z̄Iei = 0 . (J.3)

The asymptotic regime corresponds to large X, formally

r = X =
√
XIXI 7→ ∞ , (J.4)

with zI z̄I kept to be finite. In our case, it is convenient to solve (J.3) by setting zI = iyIei in

termsof a real vector yI , yielding z̄I = −iyIei . Thus, the above coordinate system is finally
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described by

ZI = (rnI + ir1/2yI)ei , Z̄I = (rnI − ir1/2yI)ei , (J.5)

r := X =
√
XIXI , nI = XI/r = XI/X ⇒ nInI = 1 , (J.6)

yI = (yI)∗ , nIyI = 0 . (J.7)

To proceed, it is convenient to introduce complex null-vectors that complete the unit vector

nI till a nondegenerate SO(3) frame, i.e. vectorsU I and Ū I = (U I)∗ which obeys

nIU I = 0 , nI Ū I = 0 , U IU I = 0 , Ū I Ū I = 0 , U I Ū I = 1 . (J.8)

Then,

IJ = nInJ + U I ŪJ + Ū IUJ (J.9)

and the constraint (J.7) can be solved by

yI = yU Ū
I + yŪU

I , so that yIyI = yU 2 . (J.10)

We fix the orientation of the SO(3) frame by setting ϵIJKŪ IUJnK = i, which implies

ϵIJKŪJnK = −iŪ I , ϵIJKUJnK = iU I . (J.11)

Using these relations, we find

ϵIJKZJ Z̄K = 2
√
r(yU Ū

I − yŪU
I) = 2i

√
rϵIJKyJnK . (J.12)

The derivatives of the constrained vectors can be expressed in terms of three Cartan forms,

defines as

Ω1 = U IdnI , Ω̄1 = Ū IdnI and Ω
(0)
1 = Ū IdU I . (J.13)

These allow us to write

dnI = U IΩ̄1+Ū IΩ1 , dU I = U IΩ
(0)
1 −nIΩ1 , dŪ I = −Ū IΩ

(0)
1 −nIΩ̄1 . (J.14)

Using these, the derivative of the coordinates yI can be expressed as

dyI = (dyU − yUΩ
(0)
1 )Ū I + (dyŪ + yŪΩ

(0)
1 )U I − nI(yU Ω̄1 + yŪΩ1) . (J.15)
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Now, using equations (J.5), (J.10), (J.14), (J.15) we can compute dZI and dZ̄I , and subsequently

decompose the differential operator

d = dZI∂I + dZ̄I ∂̄I = dr∂r + d∂() + dyI∂y
I + dnI∂nI (J.16)

on the basis of six independent 1-forms: dr, d, dyU , dyŪ , Ω1, Ω̄1
66. In this way, we obtain

the following expressions for derivatives in the tabular (endpoint) coordinates

∂r = nI(ei∂I + ei ∂̄I)−
i

2

1

r3/2
(yU Ū

I + yŪU
I) (ei∂I − ei ∂̄I) , (J.17)

∂() = irnI(ei∂I − ei ∂̄I)−
1

r1/2
(yU Ū

I + yŪU
I) (ei∂I + ei ∂̄I) , (J.18)

Ū I


∂y
I − i

r1/2
(ei∂I − ei ∂̄I)


= 0 , (J.19)

U I


∂y
I − i

r1/2
(ei∂I − ei ∂̄I)


= 0 , (J.20)

Ū I

∂nI − r(ei∂I + ei ∂̄I)


− yŪn

I


∂y
I − i

r1/2
(ei∂I − ei ∂̄I)


= 0 , (J.21)

U I

∂nI − r(ei∂I + ei ∂̄I)


− yUn

I


∂y
I − i

r1/2
(ei∂I − ei ∂̄I)


= 0 . (J.22)

These relations are exact. However, to solve them for ∂I and ∂̄I , we need to use the condi-

tion r 7→ ∞ of asymptotic regime. To this end let us first rewrite Eqs. (J.17)-(J.22) in the form

convenient for perturbative solution of the system for

∂±
I = ei∂I ± ei ∂̄I . (J.23)

Firstly, from (J.18), (J.19) and (J.20), we find

nI∂
I = − i

r
∂() −

i

r
√
r
(yU Ū

I + yŪU
I) ∂+

I , (J.24)

Ū I∂
I = −i

√
rŪ I∂y

I , U I∂
I = −i

√
rU I∂y

I . (J.25)

66Ω(0) also appears in intermediate expressions; however, its coefficient does not produce independent equa-
tions, reflecting the underlying U(1) gauge symmetry of the construction.
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Using (J.9), these can be unified in one equation

∂
I = −i

√
r(IJ − nInJ)∂y

J − i

r
nI∂() −

i

r
√
r
nI(yU Ū

J + yŪU
J) ∂+

J . (J.26)

Now, using these expressions, we can solve formally Eqs. (J.17), (J.21) and (J.22) with respect to

projections of ∂+
I :

nI∂+
I = ∂r +

1

2r
(yU Ū

J + yŪU
J) ∂y

J , (J.27)

Ū I∂+
I =

1

r
Ū I∂nI − 1

r
yŪn

I∂y
I +

1

r2
√
r
yŪ ∂() +

1

r3
yŪ (yU Ū

J + yŪU
J) ∂+

J , (J.28)

U I∂+
I =

1

r
U I∂nI − 1

r
yUn

I∂y
I ++

1

r2
√
r
yU ∂() +

1

r3
yU (yU Ū

J + yŪU
J) ∂+

J . (J.29)

Note that, according to (J.28) and (J.29), (yU ŪJ + yŪU
J) ∂+

J ∝ 1
r and the derivative ∂r only

appears in the first term of (J.27). Using these observations and repeatedly applying (J.9), we

obtain the following approximate solution

∂+
I =

1

r


nI


r ∂r +

1

2
yJ∂y

J


+ (IJ − nInJ) ∂nJ + yInJ∂y

J


+O(r5/2) , (J.30)

∂
I = −i

√
r(IJ − nInJ)∂y

J − i

r
nI∂() +O(r5/2) (J.31)

in which theO(r5/2) terms do not involve ∂r derivative.

Finally, from (J.23) we easily find

∂I =
1

2
ei


− i

√
r(IJ − nInJ)∂y

J +
1

r


nI


r ∂r − i∂() +

1

2
yJ∂y

J


+

+ (IJ − nInJ) ∂nJ + yInJ∂y
J


+O(r5/2) ,

(J.32)

∂̄I =
1

2
ei


+ i

√
r(IJ − nInJ)∂y

J +
1

r


nI


r ∂r + i∂() +

1

2
yJ∂y

J


+

+ (IJ − nInJ) ∂nJ + yInJ∂y
J


+O(r5/2) .

(J.33)

Notice that in the asymptotic region (J.4), r 7→ ∞, the leading order in the above decomposi-
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tion of the derivatives is∝ √
r,

∂I = − i

2
ei√r(IJ − nInJ)∂y

J +O(r1) , (J.34)

∂̄I =
i

2
ei

√
r(IJ − nInJ)∂y

J +O(r1) , (J.35)

so that

nI∂I = 0 +O(r1) , (J.36)

nI ∂̄I = 0 +O(r1) . (J.37)

According to (J.12), the factor
√
r also appears in all nonvanishing r.h.s.’s of Eqs (7.260)-(7.265)

and (7.267)-(7.269), which can be written in the form

2i
√
rϵIJKyJnK f

(q1)
I = 0 ⇐⇒ yU Ū

I f
(q1)
I = yŪU

I f
(q1)
I , (J.38)

∂̄I f
(q) = 8i

√
2
√
rϵJKLy

JnK ∂̄[LfI]
(q) , (J.39)

∂̄[I fJ ]
(q1) = 8i

√
2
√
ry[InJ ]f(q3) (J.40)

and

∂I f
(q1)
I = 0 , (J.41)

∂J ∂̄[I f
(q)
J ] = − i√

2µ12

√
r ϵIJKyJnKf (q) , (J.42)

∂I f
(q3) = − i

√
2

µ12

√
r y[InJ ]f

(q1)
J . (J.43)

The algebraic equation (J.38) can be easily solved by

f
(q1)
I = nI f

(q1)
(n) + yI f

(q1)
(y) . (J.44)

We can now decompose the “wavefunctions” into inverse powers of r
√
r and try to solve the
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equations order by order. To be consistent, we set

f(q...)... = rk


f
(q...)
...[0] +

1

r
√
r
f
(q...)
...[1] +

1

r3
f
(q...)
...[2] + . . .


, (J.45)

with some k to be determined, for all but the leading components of the state vector super-

field. For the leading component, we instead assume

f(q) =
√
rf

(q)
[0] +

1

r
f
(q)
[1] +

1

r2
f
(q)
[2] + . . . (J.46)

Herewe focuson thezerothorder,where (following the terms∝ √
r)weobtain theequations

(IJ − nInJ)∂y
J f

(q)
[0] = 8i

√
2ϵJKLy

JnK([LP − n[LnP )∂y
P fI][0]

(q) , (J.47)

([IK − n[InK)∂y
K fJ ][0]

(q1) = 16
√
2eiy[InJ ]f

(q3)
[0] , (J.48)

(IJ − nInJ)∂y
J f

(q1)
I[0] = 0 , (J.49)

(JK − nJnK)∂y
K ([IL − n[InL)∂y

Lf
(q)
J ][0] = −2

√
2 i

(µ6)2
ϵIJKyJnKf

(q)
[0] , (J.50)

(IJ − nInJ)∂y
J f

(q3)
[0] =

2
√
2

(µ6)2
ei y[InJ ]f

(q1)
J [0] . (J.51)

Observe that this system of equations involves only derivatives with respect to the variables

yI . With this inmind, one immediately deduces that (J.47) implies

ϵJKLy
JnK(LP − nLnP )∂y

P (n
I fI[0]

(q)) = 0 , (J.52)

which indicates that nI fI[0]
(q) depends on yJ only through its square, y2 = yJyJ .

Eq. (J.49), together with leading order term of (J.44),

f
(q1)
I[0] = nI f

(q1)
(n)[0] + yI f

(q1)
(y)[0] (J.53)

does not impose any condition of f(q1)
(n)[0] , but requires f

(q1)
(y)[0] to satisfy (y

I∂y
I + 2)f

(q1)
(y)[0] = 0.

Nevertheless, as it will become clear shortly, we have to choose the trivial solution of this

equation. Indeed, substituting (J.53) into (J.51), we find

(IJ − nInJ)∂y
J f

(q3)
[0] =

√
2

(µ6)2
ei


yI f

(q1)
(n)[0] − nI(yJyJ)f

(q1)
y[0]


. (J.54)
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Since both l.h.s. and the first term on the r.h.s. of this equation vanish when contractedwith

nI , the last termmust vanish independently,

f
(q1)
y[0] = 0 =⇒ f

(q1)
I[0] = nI f

(q1)
(n)[0] . (J.55)

Then, Eq. (J.54) reduces to

(IJ − nInJ)∂y
J f

(q3)
[0] =

√
2

(µ6)2
ei yI f

(q1)
(n)[0] . (J.56)

This equation implies that both f(q3)
[0] and f(q1)

(n)[0] depend on y
I vector only through its length

y =


yIyI . Therefore,

∂y2f
(q3)
[0] =

1

(µ6)2
√
2
ei f

(q1)
(n)[0] . (J.57)

On the other hand, with the above conclusion on dependence on yI vector only through its

length y =


yIyI , Eq. (J.40) reduces to

∂y2f
(q1)
(n)[0] = 8

√
2 ei f

(q3)
[0] . (J.58)

Using this and (J.57), we find a simple equation

∂

∂y2
∂

∂y2 f
(q1)
(n)[0] =

8

(µ6)2
f
(q1)
(n)[0] (J.59)

which is solved by

f
(q1)
(n)[0] = h(q1)(r,, n⃗) exp


−2

√
2
y2
µ6


(J.60)

with some function h(q1)(r,, n⃗) depending on the remaining coordinates.

Similarly one can study the case of other components of the state vector superfield, whose

statistics (bosonic if thesuperfield isbosonic) areopposite to thecomponentsdiscussedabove

(fermionic if the superfield is bosonic), which obey Eqs. (J.47) and (J.50). Since the study of this

case is somewhat more involved than previous one, we simplify the analysis by choosing a

special frame in which nI = (0, 0, 1) = I3 , and consequently y
I = (y1, y2, 0) = Iry

r .

In this SO(3) frame, the solution to (J.52) canbewritten in the form f3[0]
(q)(yJ) = f3[0]

(q)(y2),
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and the remaining components of (J.47) and (J.50) simplify to

∂y
r f

(q)
[0] = 8i

√
2ϵsty

t∂y
[sfr][0]

(q) , (J.61)

∂y
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(µ6)2
ϵrsy

sf
(q)
[0] . (J.62)

Furthermore, sincer, s, t = 1, 2, theantisymmetricderivativecanbeexpressedas∂y
[sfr][0]

(q) =

ϵsr f̃
(q)
[0] , where f̃

(q)
[0] =

1
2ϵsr∂

y
[sfr][0]

(q) and the above equations reduce to

∂y
r f

(q)
[0] = 8i

√
2yr f̃

(q)
[0] , ∂y

s f̃
(q)
[0] = −2

√
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(µ6)2
ys f

(q)
[0] . (J.63)

It follows immediately that both f
(q)
[0] and f̃

(q)
[0] depend on yI only through its square y2 =

yIyI , and that they obey the second order linear differential equation in y2,

∂y2∂y2f
(q)
[0] =

8

(µ6)2
f
(q)
[0] , (J.64)

which is solved by

f
(q)
[0] = h

(q)
[0] (r,, n⃗) exp

(
−2

√
2

µ6
y2

)
, (J.65)

where h(q)[0] (r,, n⃗) is a function of the remaining variables.

We have chosen the negative sign in the exponent in both (J.60) and (J.65) to ensure that the

wavefunction is convergent in yI .

Wewill not consider higher orders of the Born-Oppenheimer-like approximation, since this

goes beyond the scope of the present thesis; we refer the reader to [185] for a detailed treat-

ment of such corrections. It is worth noting that in that work, besides the case of Matrix

model obtainedby dimensional reduction ofD = 3SYMmodel to d = 1, Matrixmodels from

reductions of higher dimensional SYMwere also studied, with particular attention drawn to

the exceptional properties of D = 10 case. Thiswill appear in a setup similar to (7.251)-(7.253)

from the field theory of our 10DmD0model which we aim to quantize in future work.
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