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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 problem of constructing the complete supersymmetric descrip-
tion of systems of IV nearly coincident Dirichlet p-branes (multiple Dp-brane or mDp). A par-
ticularly important result is a completely nonlinear action for the 10-dimensional dynamical
system of nearly coincident multiple DO-branes (mDO0) 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 k-symmetry characteristic
of a single DO-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
DO-brane system uses this formalism essentially; the counterpart of this action is not known

in others approaches.

To approach this goal, we first construct the action for the D = 4 A/ = 1 non-Abelian multi-
wave system (nAmW), which serves as the lower dimensional counterpart of the 11D multi-
ple MO-branes (mMO or multiple M-waves), perform its dimensional reduction and thus ob-
tain a nonlinear action having the properties expected for the D = 3 A = 2 counterpart of
the mDO system (the 3D mDO system). The nonlinearity of this (set of) action(s) is due to the
presence of a certain function M(#H) of the (d = 1 reduction of 3D N/ = 2) supersymmet-
ric Yang-Mills (SYM) Hamiltonian H, constructed from the matrix fields describing relative
motion of the constituents of 3D mDO system. Curiously, the action possesses double super-
symmetry for any positively definite function M(#), and not just for the case of particular

M (H) which is obtained by dimensional reduction of 4AD ' = 1 nAmW system.
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Using the insights and procedure refined through the study of these lower dimensional mod-
els, we construct a family of complete supersymmetric and k-symmetric nonlinear actions
with the properties expected for 10D mDO-brane system which includes an arbitrary posi-
tive definite function M(H) of thed = 1 N = 16 SYM Hamiltonian . We have shown
how a particular representative of this family, characterized by a specific nonlinear choice of
M(H),canbe derived via dimensional reduction from the action describing the 11D multiple

M-wave (mMO0) system.

Subsequently, we obtain the complete set of equations of motion for the 10D mDO 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. In particular, itimplies that all supersymmetric configurations of the mD0 equa-
tions in the relative motion sector correspond to supersymmetric solutions of the SYM equa-

tions.

We have also initiated the quantization program aimed at development of a field theory of
multiple DO-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 formalism and perform the covariant quantization of the simplest 3-dimensional coun-
terpart of the 10D multiple DO-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 fermionic matrix coordinates obtained on this way.



Resumen

La magia solo esta en lo que dicen los libros, en cOmo unian
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 descripcidn supersimétrica completa
para sistemas formados por N Dirichlet p-branas casi coincidentes, también conocidos como
sistemas de multiples Dp-branas (mDp). Un resultado particularmente importante es una
accion completamente no lineal para el sistema dinamico 10-dimensional de multiples DO-
branas casi coincidentes (mDO0), que resulta ser doblemente supersimétrica; es decir, es in-
variante tanto bajo la supersimetria del espaciotiempo (target superspace) como bajo la su-
persimetria de la linea de mundo. Esta ultima es analoga a la x-simetria, una simetria fer-
mibnica local caracteristica de una tnica DO-brana (o superparticula de Dirichlet). Este pro-
blema se estudia en un superespacio plano mediante el uso del formalismo conocido como
(spinor) moving frame, que proporciona un marco geométrico adecuado para tratar con
particulas y objetos extendidos (p-branas) supersimétricos en dimensiones altas. La cons-
trucciéon de acciones doblemente supersimétricas para sistemas de DO-branas multiples uti-
liza este formalismo de manera esencial; no se conocen analogos de dichas acciones en

ningun otro formalismo.

Con este objetivo, se construye primero la accion del sistema de multiples ondas no Abelia-
nas (NnAmW por sus siglas en Inglés) enD = 4 A/ = 1, que actia como homologo en dimen-
siones bajas del sistema de multiples MO-branas en 11 dimensiones (mMO también conocido
como multiples M-ondas). Se analizan sus propiedades y se lleva a cabo su reduccién dimen-
sional, obteniendo una accion no lineal con las propiedades esperadas del analogoenD = 3
N = 2 del sistema de mDO (el sistema 3D mDO0). La no linealidad de esta accion se debe a
la presencia de cierta funcion M (H) dependiente del Hamiltoniano A de la reducciéon di-
mensionalad = 1 de la teoria de SYMenD = 3N = 2 que se construye de los campos

matriciales que describen el movimiento relativo de los constituyentes del sistema de mD0



3-dimensional. De forma sorprendente, la doble supersimetria se preserva en el modelo in-

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

Basandonos en estas ideas y en el procedimiento desarrollado durante el estudio de los mo-
delos en dimensiones mas bajas, construimos una familia completa de acciones no lineales,
supersimétricas y con s-simetria (supersimetria de la linea de mundo), con las propiedades
esperadas para el sistema de mDO0-branas en 10 dimensiones. Esta familia incluye una fun-
cién arbitraria definida positivamente M (#). Demostramos que unrepresentante particular
de esta familia, caracterizado por una eleccién concreta y no lineal de M(H), puede obte-
nerse mediante reduccion dimensional a partir de la accion que describe el sistema de multi-

ples M-ondas (mMO0) en 11D.

Asimismo, se obtiene el conjunto completo de ecuaciones de movimiento del sistema de
mDO descrita por esta accion; se lleva a cabo una fijacion conveniente del gauge, se resuel-
ven las ecuaciones del centro de masas, obteniéndose asi una correspondencia interesante
entre las ecuaciones del movimiento relativo del sistema mDO0 y las ecuaciones de la teoria
de Yang-Mills supersimétrica (SYM por sus siglas en Inglés) del grupo de gauge SU(NN) con
supersimetria maxima. Aunque esta correspondencia no implica una equivalencia gauge,
si establece una relacion entre las soluciones de ambos sistemas. Entre otros resultados,
hemos probado que todas las configuraciones supersimétricas del sistema de mDO0 en el sec-
tor del movimiento relativo se corresponden a soluciones supersimeétricas de las ecuaciones
de SYM.

Por otro lado, hemos iniciado el programa de cuantizacion del sistema dinamico con el ob-
jetivo de desarrollar una teoria de campos para sistemas de multiples DO-branas. Se espera
que, de realizarse en su forma completa, esta cuantizacion conduzca a la formulacién de una
nueva teoria de campos supersimétrica definida sobre un superespacio extendido por co-
ordenadas matriciales bosonicas y fermionicas, cuyo desarrollo podria ofrecer nuevas pers-
pectivas sobre la estructura de la Teoria de Cuerdas/Teoria M. Como primer paso hacia este
objetivo, se construye el formalismo Hamiltoniano vy se realiza la cuantizacién covariante
del modelo de mD0 mas sencillo en tres dimensiones, el cual actua como analogo en dimen-
siones bajas de un representante del sistema de multiples DO-branas en 10D. Esta parte con-
cluye con una discusion sobre algunas propiedadesy soluciones de la teoria de campos emer-
gente definida en un (super)espaciotiempo extendido por coordenadas matriciales boséni-

casy fermidnicas obtenida de esta manera.
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Resumen General y Marco de
Investigacion

Los libros s6lo eran un tipo de receptaculo donde
almacenabamos un serie de cosas que temiamos olvidar.

No hay nada magico en ellos. La magia solo esta en lo que dicen
los libros, en cdmo unian los diversos aspectos del Universo
hasta formar un conjunto para nosotros.

Fahrenheit 451
de Ray Bradbury.

El Modelo Estandar (SM por sus siglas en Inglés) de la fisica de particulas representa uno
de los logros mas importantes en la historia de la Ciencia, fruto de mas de 2000 anos de
busqueda de conocimiento. A lo largo del tiempo, uno de los objetivos fundamentales tanto
de la Filosofia como de la Ciencia ha sido comprender cual o cuales son los constituyentes
mas pequenos del Universo y como interactuan entre si. Esta inquietud puede resumirse en

una pregunta esencial: “sDe qué esta hecha la materia?”.

Actualmente, en el marco del Modelo Estandar, esta cuestion se responde en términos de
particulas elementales’. Es de destacar que toda la materia que nos rodea esta formada uni-
camente por tres de estas particulas fundamentales: los electrones, y los quarks arriba (up) y
quarks abajo (down). La combinacién de estos quarks da lugar a protones y neutrones, que

a su vez forman los nuicleos atébmicos.

Pero, ses este el final de la historia? La investigacion cientifica actual sugiere que auin es posi-
ble ir mas alla, es decir, encontrar estructuras aun mas fundamentales que las consideradas
actualmente como particulas elementales. Sin embargo, antes de adentrarnos en esta posi-
bilidad, conviene describir brevemente como el SM explica las interacciones entre los consti-

tuyentes fundamentales de la materia.

!Se entiende por particulas elementales a aquellas particulas que no estan formadas por componentes mas
pequerios. Por ejemplo, segiin el conocimiento actual que se tiene sobre la materia (a finales de 2025), el electron
es una particula elemental, mientras que el proton no lo es, ya que esta compuesto por quarks y gluones.
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Desde un punto de vista técnico, el SM se formula dentro del marco matematico de la teoria
cuantica de campos (QFT por sus siglas en Inglés), que puede entenderse como la extension
de la teoria clasica de campos relativista al mundo cuantico y representa, hasta el momento,
elmarco tedrico mas preciso del que se dispone para describir la Naturaleza. En este marco, el
Lagrangiano de la teoria determina su dinamica, donde la materia esta formada por particu-
las fermibnicas (fermiones) mientras que las interacciones entre ellas se describen mediante
elintercambio de particulas bosénicas (bosones), las cuales emergen a partir de las llamadas
simetrias de tipo gauge. En pocas palabras, una teoria gauge es una teoria de campos cuyo
Lagrangiano permanece invariante (en particular) bajo un conjunto de transformaciones lo-

cales” que varian punto a punto en el espaciotiempo y que forman ciertos grupos de Lie.

A dia de hoy, el SM es la Unica teoria 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 teoria cuantica de campos. Es una teoria gauge invariante bajo la simetria

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

En particular, la simetria gauge SU(2) ® U(1) sustenta la teoria electrodébil (EW por sus si-
glas en Inglés), que proporciona una descripcion unificada de las interacciones electromag-
nética y débil. Esta simetria se rompe espontaneamente a un subgrupo U(1) y, como con-
secuencia, los bosones gauge W y Z° adquieren masa a través del mecanismo de Englert-
Brout-Higgs-Guralnik-Hagen-Kibble, mientras que el foton permanece sin masa. Elgrupo de
simetria restante del SM es SU(3), también conocida como simetria de color. Este es el grupo
de simetria de la Cromodinamica Cuantica (QCD por sus siglas en Inglés), la teoria gauge que
describe la interaccion entre quarks y gluones. Los gluones, que actian como bosones gauge
de esta simetria, también estan “cargados” bajo la interaccién fuerte. Curiosamente, QCD
presenta dos propiedades clave: el confinamiento de color y 1a libertad asintotica, las cuales,

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

La unificacion de las interacciones electromagnética y débil no constituye el primer caso
de unificaciéon en la historia de la fisica. Una de las ideas mas populares (y productivas) de
la fisica tedrica ha sido siempre la busqueda de una descripcién unificada. Esta busqueda
puede entenderse como un camino hacia un conocimiento mas profundo de la Naturaleza,
llegando a verse incluso como un principio filoséfico de unidad: la Naturaleza es Unica y
una comprension fundamental de ella deberia revelar una explicacion comun para feno-

menos que, en apariencia, parecen distintos, comolo sonlas cuatro interacciones fundamen-

2En este contexto, “local” significa que los parametros de simetria cambian de un punto a otro del espa-
ciotiempo; concretamente, las simetrias gauge locales estan “parametrizadas” por funciones.
3Los hadrones son particulas subatémicas compuestas por dos o mas quarks.
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tales de la Naturaleza: el Electromagnetismo, l1as interacciones nucleares Fuerte y Débil, y la
Gravedad.

Este camino hacia una comprension mas profunda del Universo comenzo en el siglo XVI],
cuando Isaac Newton unifico la mecanica terrestre y la celeste bajo las leyes de la gravitacion
universal. En el siglo XIX, James C. Maxwell demostro que la electricidad y el magnetismo,
hasta entonces considerados fenbmenos independientes, podian describirse mediante un
Unico conjunto de ecuaciones que hoy llevan su nombre, logrando asi la unificaciéon de la
electricidad y el magnetismo en un unico marco: el electromagnetismo. Mas recientemente,
como ya se ha mencionado, el SM unifica las interacciones débil y electromagnética en la
teoria electrodébil. Existen ademads las llamadas Teorias de Gran Unificacién (GUT por sus
siglas en Inglés), cuyo objetivo es extender esta unificacion incluyendo la interaccién fuerte.
En un sentido amplio, una GUT pretende combinar las interacciones débil, fuerte y electro-
magneética dentro de un mismo marco tedrico. En un sentido mas estricto, busca una teoria

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

El siguiente paso natural seria incorporar la gravedad junto a las otras tres pero, a dia de hoy,
no esta claro que exista una conexion directa entre el SM y la Relatividad General (GR por
sus siglas en Inglés). De hecho, una teoria cuantica de campos construida a partir de la ac-
cion de GR no es renormalizable, 1o que implica que solo puede utilizarse como una teoria
de campos efectiva (EFT por sus siglas en Inglés). No obstante, existen sélidos argumentos
gue sugieren que la gravedad puede (y debe) ser cuantizada. En particular, una teoria cuan-
tica de la gravedad es necesaria para poder estudiar, por ejemplo, 1as etapas mas tempranas

del Universo y ciertas propiedades de los agujeros negros.

Entre las alternativas tedricas que existen, la Teoria de Cuerdas se presenta como el marco
mas desarrollado y prometedor para incorporar todas las interacciones fundamentales. Esta
teoria constituye una formulaciéon cuantica de la gravedad (aunque aun no se ha demostrado
que sea la gravedad de nuestro Universo), y ofrece un marco unificado para todas las interac-
ciones. Supremisa, aparentemente sencilla, es que las particulas puntuales del SM son, en re-
alidad, excitaciones de objetos unidimensionales llamados cuerdas. Es decir, cada particula

corresponderia a un modo vibracional especifico de una Unica cuerda elemental.

Ademas, la Teoria de Cuerdas incorpora una simetria adicional conocida como Supersime-
tria, que relaciona los bosones vy los fermiones. La version supersimétrica de la teoria (que
requiere un espaciotiempo de 10 dimensiones) se conoce como Teoria de Supercuerdas, den-

tro de la cual existen cinco formulaciones consistentes: Tipo [, Tipo IIA, Tipo IIB, Heterotica
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SO(32) y Heterotica Eg ® Eg.”

Este marco tedrico 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 Teorias de Supercuerdas Tipo II que de-
sempenan un papel clave en la comprension de aspectos no perturbativos y de dualidades

dentro de este marco teodrico.

Como se anticipa en el titulo de esta tesis, el interés principal de este trabajo radica en el
estudio de los sistemas de multiples Dp-branas (mDp-branas o simplemente mDp), que con-
tienen configuraciones de N Dp-branas casi coincidentes, con N? cuerdas abiertas que ter-
minan en estas branas. En estas configuraciones, las cuerdas que se extienden entre dife-
rentes branas pueden describirse por medio de campos vectoriales (casi) sin masa, mientras
que aquellas cuyos extremos se sittian sobre la misma brana se comportan como campos
de gauge habituales. En 1995, E. Witten present6 argumentos a favor de la ampliacion de
la simetria evidente (U(1))N” de este sistema a una simetria de gauge no Abeliana U(N).
Ademas, Witten sugirié que, en el limite de bajas energias (v tras fijar un gauge apropiado,
con ruptura de la invariancia de Lorentz), la teoria efectiva que describe el sistema de mDp-
branas esta dada por una accién de Yang-Mills supersimétrica (SYM por sus siglas en In-
glés) con simetria gauge U(V). El caso particular de una Unica brana (N = 1) corresponde
a la accion de SYM Abeliana U(1) con supersimetria maxima que coincide con la version
gauge fixing del limite de campo débil de la accion de una Unica super-Dp-brana. Dicha
accionviene dada por una combinacién de los términos de Dirac-Born-Infeld (DBI) y de Wess-
Zumino (WZ); por tanto, se espera que la accion efectiva para mDp incluya una generalizacién

no Abeliana del término de DBL

Esto condujo naturalmente a un interés mas amplio por construir acciones efectivas no li-
neales paralos sistemas de multiples Dp-branas. La busqueda de una accién supersimeétrica
satisfactoria para mDp-branas lleva ya mas de 25 aflos en marcha y, aunque existen varios
avances significativos y se han desarrollado numerosos resultados e ideas valiosas durante
todo este tiempo, aun no se dispone de una formulacion completamente satisfactoria en
su caso general. No obstante, las propiedades que se espera que tenga la accion de este
sistema de mDO si estan bien establecidas: debe ser invariante bajo transformaciones de
Lorentz, poseer supersimetria global en el espaciotiempo, ser invariante bajo una genera-
lizacion (para los sistemas de multiples branas) de la simetria local fermibnica llamada «-

simetria de la accién de una Unica Dp-brana (conocida dicha generalizacién como super-

“Ademas de las cuerdas heterdticas supersimétricas, también ha despertado interés una versiéon heterética
no supersimétrica pero libre de anomalias, con grupo de simetria SO(16) ® SO(16).
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simetrialocal de lalinea de mundo, que garantizaria un estado fundamental supersimétrico)

yreducirse a la teoria de SYM U(N) en el limite de bajas energias.

Dentro del contexto de estudio de los sistemas mDp-brana, resulta especialmente util abor-
dar el caso de las multiples M0-branas (mMO) en 11 dimensiones. Este sistema es particu-
larmente relevante ya que la reduccién dimensional de una tnica M0-brana (que se corres-
ponde con la superparticula sin masa en 11 dimensiones, también conocida como M-onda)
reproduce la accion de una DO-brana en un espaciotiempo de 10 dimensiones. En consecuen-
cia, es natural suponer que la acciéon del sistema de multiples DO-branas en 10 dimensiones
aparezca como la reduccion dimensional de una accidn en 11 dimensiones que represente
una generalizacion no Abeliana de la accidn de una Unica MO-brana i.e. 1a accion de multi-

ples MO-branas (mMO).

Efectivamente, dicha accién fue construida por I. Bandos en 2012, la cual se obtuvo exten-
diendo la accién de una unica M0-brana mediante la incorporacion de términos de interac-
cidén que involucran campos matriciales. Estos campos matriciales que describenla dinamica
relativa del sistema coinciden precisamente con los campos de la teoria de SYM SU(N) en
D = 10 reducida dimensionalmente a d = 1 dimensiones. Sin embargo, los intentos ini-
ciales de obtener una accidon para el sistema mDO a partir de esta acciéon en 11D no tuvieron
éxito v, al final, en un trabajo de 2018, se acab6 construyendo directamente un candidato

para la accion de dicho sistema de mDO-branas en D = 10.

Motivados por estos resultados, en el capitulo 3 se construye la accion del sistema de mul-
tiples ondas no Abelianas (conocido como nAmW por sus siglas en Inglés) en un superes-
pacio plano de D = 4 N' = 1; este modelo sirve como el homologo en dimensiones bajas
del sistema mMO en 11 dimensiones. En el capitulo 4, se estudia su reduccion dimensional,
obteniéndose una accion esencialmente no lineal para el analogo 3-dimensional del sistema

de mDO en 10 dimensiones.

Siguiendo esta linea de trabajo, en el capitulo 5 se presenta un conjunto completo de ac-
ciones no lineales, supersimeétricas y con x-simetria, para el sistemaenD = 10N = 2de
N multiples DO-branas casi coincidentes, cuya forma general posee una funcion arbitraria
definida positivamente M (#), 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 senalar que todas estas acciones comparten las propiedades esperadas del sis-
tema mDO0, independientemente de la elecciéon que se haga de la funcion M(#H). Ademas,
en el capitulo 6 se demuestra como un representante particular de esta familia de acciones

puede derivarse por reduccion dimensional a partir del modelo de mMO-branas en 11 dimen-
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siones.

Finalmente, en el capitulo 7 se desarrolla el formalismo Hamiltoniano vy la cuantizacion del
representante mas simple del sistema en 3 dimensiones que actia como homologo del sis-
tema de mDO-branas en D = 10. Se obtienen soluciones formales para el sistema de ecua-
ciones de la teoria de campos que aparece como resultado de esta cuantizacion, especifi-
cando sudependenciarespecto alas coordenadas fermionicas del centro de masas. Ademas,
se discuten las configuraciones BPS® en el sector del movimiento relativo, que describen el
estado fundamental del modelo matricial del tipo BFSS® para N finito. Todo este analisis
constituye un paso necesario hacia una futura formulacion completa de la teoria de campos

de sistemas de multiples DO-branas en 10D.

Cabe destacar que las acciones de mMO0 y mDO, asi como sus homologos en dimensiones ba-
jas, estan escritas utilizando el formalismo de (spinor) moving frame. Por ello, en el capi-
tulo 2 se presenta este formalismo y se subraya su importancia a través de un modelo ilus-
trativo: la MO-brana Unica en un supersespacio plano de 4 dimensiones, como paso previo a

la construccion desarrollada en el capitulo 3.

*Las siglas corresponden a Bogomol'nyi-Prasad-Sommerfield.
®E] acronimo corresponde a Banks-Fischler-Shenker-Susskind.






Preface

Our mistake 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 the matter made of?".

Nowadays, in the context of the SM, the answer of the above question is given by the elemen-
tary particles’. 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 the world around them. In contrast to alchemical notions® that emerged with Empedocles
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 atomos’, which means “uncuttable” or “indivisible”) as the constituent

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

"Elementary particles are defined as those particles that are not composed from other small constituents. For
instance, in the current knowledge that we have of the matter (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].

°From « (a-, "not") and Topov of the root of T&uvw (témna, "cut’) [7].



by scholars of the era. It was not until the 19th century, with John Dalton, that the atomic
theory was 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 that matter 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
Ernest Rutherfordin 1911[10], which demonstrated that atoms consist of a positively charged
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
known as nucleons). In 1969, it was revealed that nucleons themselves are made up of quarks

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

Could this be the end of the story? Scientific research suggests that we 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 formulated within the mathematical framework of quantum field the-
ory (QFT) [15], which can be seen as the embedding of the special relativistic classical field
theory into the quantum world, being the most accurate framework to describe Nature now.
QFT offers a view in which a Lagrangian governs the dynamics of the theory and the matter is
made up of fermionic particles (fermions) and the interactions are described by the exchange
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 local'® 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, the SU(2)®@U(1) gauge symmetry underlies the electroweak (EW) theory, which
provides a unified description of the electromagnetic and weak interactions [20-22]. This
symmetry is spontaneously broken down to its certain U(1) subgroup and, as a consequence,
the W+ and Z° gauge bosons acquire mass through the Englert-Brout-Higgs-Guralnik-Ha-

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

°The term “local’ means that the symmetry parameters change as we move between points in the spacetime;
specifically, local (gauge) symmetries are “parametrized” by functions



group of the SMis SU(3) symmetry, also known as colour symmetry. Itis the symmetry group
of Quantum Chromodynamics (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 hadrons'' [29].

The unification of the electromagnetic and weak interactions is not the first example of uni-
fication in the history of physics. One of the most popular and productive ideas in theoretical
physics has always been the pursuit of a unified description'? 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 and magnetism, previously considered separate phenomena, could be described by a
single set of equations that today bears his name. This achievement marked 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
seeksa gauge theory described by a Lie group that contains SU(3)®@SU(2)®@U(1) as subgroup.
Among the most extensively studied GUT 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, itis not clear today that there is such a connection between the SM and Gene-
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 effective field 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].

"Hadrons are subatomic composite particles made up of two or more quarks.
2In some sense, the idea of unification can be seen as a philosophical principle: Nature is unique and a more
profound comprehension should reveal a common explanation for seemingly different phenomena.



Of all the models that aim in a unification of SM with a (quantum) GR, String Theory stands
out as the most developed one: it is a quantum theory of gravity [37] (although it remains
unproven whether 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-
tended'® 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 worldvolume'“ of the brane) which play an important
role inthe theory. In particular, we focus on Dp-branes (Dirichlet p-branes), a class of these ex-
tended objects which are the main characters of this thesis. Notably, one of the most remark-
able predictions of String Theory is the existence of extra dimensions, extending beyond the
three spatial dimensions we observe in Nature in our daily lives. Itis precisely because String

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

Thus, after a historial review, we discuss the concept of extra dimensions which must be com-
pactified to reconcile the theory with our 4-dimensional observable Universe. The way these
extra dimensions are compactified plays a crucial role in determining the properties of the
resulting effective models. Depending on how these models are constructed, two main 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. Inthis context, the term "elementary” refers to particles were not composed of 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

3The idea of extended objects dates back to earlier works by Paul Dirac and the membrane theory [38].
“The worldvolume is the path that the p-brane follows into the spacetime. Then, p = 0 corresponds to particle,
p = 1to string, p = 2 to membrane and so on.



interact via the strong force. In 1964, Murray Gell-Mann [28] and George Zweig [40] indepen-
dently proposed the quark model to explain all this zoo of new elementary particles marking

the first step toward QCD, 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 a model 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 the quantization of such objects, positioned the Veneziano's model, what later
became known as bosonic string theory, as a candidate for a quantum theory of gravity. Ne-
vertheless, although this model seemed very attractive due to its prediction of the graviton, it
still suffered the above mentioned problem, and also the presence of tachyons which 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 above mentioned 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
Heterotic'® (SO(32) and Es®Eg) strings [56, 57].

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

*In 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]).



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, arerelated to 11D supergravity. These observations suggested theidea thatall these
models are the different limits of a single, more fundamental underlying 11-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 Joseph Polchinski [59], who identified
Dp-branes as the missing sources of Ramond-Ramond (R-R) g-form gauge fields'®. 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-

rrespondence’’ [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 in more 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 it may seem strange, this idea is not exclusive to String

Theory.

Historically, there have been other motivations 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 extra dimensions are compactified, for instance into circles of small radius [66],
they cannot be observed at low energies, providing a plausible explanation for why we per-
ceive only four dimensions in the Universe. 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

6L et 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.

"The AdS/CFT correspondence, proposed by Juan Maldacena in 1997, is a duality between a gravitational the-
oryin (d+1)-dimensional Anti-de Sitter (AdS) space and a conformal field theory (CFT) without gravity living on
its d-dimensional boundary.



describing the dynamics of gravity and matter fields. These EFTs are obtained by compacti-
fying the higher-dimensional models 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 the moduli space of the theory. Each point
in moduli space can be associated to the set of vacuum expectation values (vev) of the mod-
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 are many
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, and more 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 from being over: many challenges
remain and solving them is our task as researchers, with Nature as our ultimate and most

incorruptible judge.






Introduction

We observe without being observed.
We learn while remaining a mystery to all.

Malazan Boohk 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

The core of String Theory is that point particles are replaced by strings, 1-dimensional objects

whose mass and length scale are given by

2T 1
ls a'l/2”’

(1.1)

where o is the so-called Regge slope'® 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 constant'? g,, which governs the strength of interactions

8This parameter o’ characterizes the linear relationship between the squared mass M? 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 from Regge theory of hadronic physics [69], where similar linear relationships were observed between
the spin and mass squared of hadrons [70, 71].

1The string coupling constant controls the perturbative expansion of the theory. In the weak 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 field ® (see e.g. [71-73] for more details).

As is typical in most 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 we will use along this thesis.

The material 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 a massive 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 by’

1
T = §mv2 , (1.2)

where
dz
dt

=7 F, F=i=

(1.3)

and # = Z(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
1
Shr = /dt §mv2 . (1.4)

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

dv

i 0 = ¢ = constant, (1.5)

indicates uniform rectilinear motion 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 relativity’! [74], which as-

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

Thus, the action Sy, 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

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

27 et us consider here the typical 3-dimensional space and the vectorial notation Z.
YThese postulates were enunciated by Einstein in [75], one of his “annus mirabilis” 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, the Minkowski space R"P~! with a set of coordinates
ot = (2% 2t 2P = (e, 2Y), 1=1,2,...,D—1,
(cis the velocity of light), and the distance between points separated by an interval dz*,
ds? = N datda” w,v=0,1,....D—1, (1.6)

defined with metric 7, of indefinite signature

1 0 0
_ 0 -1 0

77;11/ = dlag(+7 RN 7_) = (1 7)
0 0 -1

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

dorotations of space and time which preserve the metric (1.7) (Lorentz group SO(1,D — 1)).

The action for a free massive relativistic particle is proportional to the total length of the path

(worldline W') swept by particle in spacetime

S = —/ds = —m/ VN datdz? . (1.8)

To specify the integral (1.8) in more detail, following old textbooks, we can choose ¢(= 20 /c)
as the evolution parameter. Then the coordinate functions defining W' asaline in spacetime
are

ah(t) = (ct,x'(t)),  [da"(t) =dt- (c,i"(t))] . (1.9)

Substituting into (1.8), the action becomes

n2
S:—/ds:—m/dt CQ—JEij:i:—mcz/dt\/l—%. (1.10)
C

This action makes no sense when #* > ¢: 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, in which (A =) ¢ = 1,
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the action (1.10) reads
S:m/dt 1—a2. (1.11)

We can compute the canonical momentum

i 8_L __mr (1.12)

p_al'z_ /—1—‘@2’

and, by the Legendre transformation of the Lagrangian

L=-my1-—i2, (1.13)

the corresponding Hamiltonian representing the total energy £

H=&p —L=+pp+m2=+/p>+m2=F. (1.14)

Although this Lagrangian is physically correct, it treats time ¢ as a parameter rather than a
dynamical variable unlike the spatial coordinates z*. This asymmetry obscures the Poincaré
invariance of the action. To make this manifest, we can promote ¢ to a dynamical variable
(1d field) and parametrize the worldline of the particle by another parameter 7 called proper
time. Then, the worldline W' (the line “swept” by particle in spacetime) is defined with the

use of four coordinate functions

a(r) = (%(r), 2" (7)) = (t(r),2'(7)) (1.15)

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

[ dztdx¥
S = —m/dT T]W% d:L;_ = —m/dﬂ/nwa':“:[v” = —m/dﬁ/a':“x'u. (1.16)

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

worldline parameter T,

T f(1), (1.17)
where f(7) is an arbitrary monotonic function of 7.

We now turn our attention to the case of a free massless relativistic particle. The above ac-
tion does not admit a massless limit, but the following action with additional auxiliary fields

e(7) does:

1 1
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The equation of motion of this auxiliary field”” e = e(7) 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.

Setting m = 0in (1.18) we obtain the action for a massless relativistic particle:

1
S = -5 /dT e tita, . (1.19)

1.1.2 Relativistic string

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

metric g,,,, is described by the Nambu-Goto action

Sng = —T/d%\/yh (1.20)
where the constant 7' is the string tension, related to Regge slope via

T =

1
. (1.21)

2T

&% are the worldsheet coordinates and |h| denotes the determinant of the induced metric on

the worldsheet,
|h| = det(hij) y hij = gu,,c?iX“an” s i,j = 0, 1. (1.22)

The fields X * () are coordinate functions defining the worldsheet of the relativistic string as

2-dimensional surface in spacetime
XH = XHk). (1.23)

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

tions of the worldsheet coordinates &+ f(£%)).

Like in the point particle case, the Nambu-Goto action is invariant under both Poincaré trans-
formation and worldsheet reparametrization. However, the square root in the Nambu-Goto
action complicates the quantization of the theory even in flat spacetime. A more convenient,

yet classically equivalent, formulation is provided by the so-called Polyakov action [76-78]
T 2 i o v
Sp = —5 d f |’Y"y gu,,&-X 8]X . (1.24)

It contains an auxiliary field v;; = v;;(§) = 75i(§). the metric of the worldsheet, through

This field e(7) can be recognised as an einbein of 1d gravity.



14 Introduction

its determinant |y| = det(;;) and its inverse ~*/. Equations of motion for ~;; 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 worldsheet metric

Yij — Q2(€)7i (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 the worldsheet metricv;; into the flat 2-dimensional Minkowski metricy;; = 7;;. Then,
in the case of flat target spacetime g,,, = 7,,,, Polyakov action (1.24) becomes a free field the-
ory action

Spy. = —g / d*€ 0, X19'X,, . (1.26)

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

6Spg, = —T / d%¢ 0, X19'0X,, =
(1.27)

= T/d2§ (0'0;: X") 06X, — T/d2§ O (0;X16X,,) .

To deal with the total derivative term —7" [ d2¢ 9" (9, XH0X ). we should consider two types

of strings
closed: &€ [mn, 1y, £ el0,2m),

open: & elm,myl, & elon],
where ¢! is the spatial coordinate of the worldsheet and the time coordinate £° is identified

with the proper time 7. Focusing on open strings, the boundary terms from the variation give

gl=r

-T [ / de? 851X“5XM] . (1.28)
€1=0

0=ty
T [ / da¢t 850X“6XM]

§0=mg

Werequire that d X* = Qattheinitialand finaltimes, so the first term vanishes. However, the

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

0 X'6X, =0 at & =0,7. (1.29)
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This can be reached by imposing either Newman boundary conditions,
daXF=0 at & =0,m, (1.30)

which do not restrict § X* thus allowing the ends of the string to move freely (at speed of

light), or by imposing Dirichlet boundary conditions,
6X,=0 at & =0,m, (1.31)

fixing the end points of the string at some constant positions. In turn, the imposition of Dirich-
let boundary conditions along (D — 1 — p) constraints the motion of the endpoints of a string
within a (p+1)-dimensional hypersurfaces, explicitly breaking translations invariance in the
transverse directions. As we will see later, these hypersurfaces correspond to the worldvolu-

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]), here we will introduce the concept of superspace, which extends 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 both bosonic and fermionic components. A particularly 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 z#, a set of extra fermionic coordinates 6¢. The latter are Grassmann vari-

ablesi.e. anticommutative objects that are nilpotent,
0°0° = —0°9° — 09 =—-09'=0, 020> =—-0%0*=0, (1.32)

with o, 8 = 1,2 in simplest D = 3and 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 11D multiple MO-branes in flat D = 4 N' = 1 superspace, let us

describe this superspace in some details.

1.2.1 Flat D=4 N'=1 superspace

The coordinates of flat D = 4 A/ = 1 superspace (414 gre denoted by
M= (a:“,@o‘,éd) , (1.33)

wherepu = 0, 1, 2, 3isa4-vectorindexanda = 1, 2and & = 1, 2 are Weyl spinorial indices;

M = (u, o, &) isreferred as supervector index.

The bosonic coordinates commute among themselves
hx¥ = V", (1.34)
and with fermionic coordinates 6%, §%
xHe% = 0%+ | zHOY = g%t (1.35)
while the latter anticommute among themselves
0°0% = —p%9> G405 = —gPaY . o9 = —gop~ . (1.36)

Bosonic coordinates arereal, z# = (z*)*, while fermionic are complex, % = (#%)*. All these

properties can be collected in

SMN _ (Z)eM)e(N) N M (1.37)

where ¢(M) = ¢(2M) is the so-called Grassmann parity with e(p) = 0, e(a) = 1 = €(&).

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(2,0,0) = f(x) + 0X(z) + 0x(x) + 00m(z) + 00n(x) + 00"0¢,(x)+
+ 000X (x) + 000v(x) + 0000g(x)

(1.38)

where the coefficients in this series, called superfield components, are the ordinary space-
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time fields and 00 = 6%0,, 00 = 0:,0% and o0 = 00" 0% where o, 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 enter multiplied by odd or even powers of 4, 6.

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 of motion.

« 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 above??).

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 = (dz*, do%, d6%) (1.39)

and their exterior product
dzM A deN = — (=) EODFDEN+D N A g2 (1.40)

This relation encodes the following identities

dat A dz¥ = —da¥ A dat dat A df* = —dh™ A dat | dat A df% = —dh* A dat |
doe A doP = doB A do~, doe A df® = da® A do~ dfe A df® = dos A doe .
(1.41)

»This means that the commutator of two supersymmetry transformations . = i€%Qa, [0, , de, ] calculated
onallthe fieldsis expressed through other symmetry transformations (from super-Poincaré group) acting on the
fields without using the equations of motion.
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Differential form Y, of degree q on superspace with coordinates 2M is defined as

1
T, = —'dqu Ao ANAZMIY g, (7)) (1.42)
q:

where Ty, ..n, (2) is superfield carrying supervector indices.

Since these superfields contracted with exterior product of the differentials dz, they have
tobe graded antisymmetric, Y s, ., (2) = T(ag,...01,} (2)- This graded antisymmetry implies
invariance under exchanging the pair of fermionic indices and appearance of (—1) when the
pair of exchanging indicesinvolves atleast one bosonicindex, e.g. Tps, ) = — (— 1)€(M1)6(M2)
T[ MM, }- Additionally, we observe that, if T, is bosonic, the superfields Ty, . a, (z) contain-
ing an odd number of spinorial indices will have a fermionic behaviour while those with even

number of fermionic indices behave as bosonic objects.

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

1
ATy = — dzMo AL A d2M AN ONT o, (2) =
q.

1
= PR dzMert A A dzM A2 (g + 1)y, Yoty nt,0)(2) s

(1.43)

where Oy = 0/02"V. Aswe can see, d is an operator that maps ¢-forms into (g + 1)-forms. As

On, O, = (—1) MM g, 9y, the exterior derivative is nilpotent
dd=0. (1.44)
It acts on the product of differential forms according to the Leibniz rule
d(Ty AT,) =Ty AdY), + (—)PdY AT, (1.45)

The variation of differential forms with respect to superspace coordinates can be calculated

using the Lie derivative formula [83]
0T, = Lg(qu) + d(bgTq) , (1.46)
where (5 is the contraction with variation symbol defined by

1Yy = 'dZMq A A dzMQ(SleTMlqu(Z) , (1.47)

_ 1
(¢—1)
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and hence obeying
15(Tg AY,) =Ty AesTy + (=)Pes Ty AT, (1.48)

In the context of field theory, the generalization of the Lie derivative expression can be ap-
plied to the variation of the Lagrangian d-form £ of a d-dimensional field theory with respect
to fields,

0L = 15(dL) + d(e5L) . (1.49)

To apply this correctly, the exterior derivative should be considered as acting in a space of
more dimensions (ideally in a space where all fields are treated on an equal footing with 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
0L = 15(DL) +D(1sL) , (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 flat superspace

Supervielbeins of superspace are 1-forms that define a supersymmetric generalization of
local reference frame or vielbein of spacetime (tetrade in D = 4 case). We denote the bosonic

and fermionic supervielbein 1-forms of (414 py

E(z) = dzMEY(2), E%z2) = dzME$(2), EY(z) = dzME$(2), (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 u, v, ... 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) = (B, E%) = (E*,E%, E%) = d&2ME{,(2). (1.52)

Here o = (av, &) 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%:=DE*=dE* — E® Awi, (1.53)
1
T :=DE% = dE* — Eﬁ A\ wﬁa , U)Ba = Zwa‘bgabﬁa s (1.54)
. _. . . . 1 .
T%:=DE%=dE% - E° A waB ; waB = Zwabc}abag ) (1.55)

wherew® = —w® = dzMw§}(z) is spin connection 1-form. The symbols 0§ * = (o15") 2
and 5 dB = (glogth)* ;, are antisymmetrized products of the relativistic Pauli matrices (see

chapter 2 or section 4.1 for more details).

In this thesis we only focus on flat superspace which can be defined by torsion constraints
T =dE* = —2iE* Ao, E*, T“=dE*=0, T%=dE%=0. (1.56)

These constraints admit the following explicit solution in terms of superspace coordinates
(1.33)
E® = dz® —idf%0%,0% + i0“c%.,d0%, E*=de~, E%=df". (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 freedom of these extended objects are described by D — 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 withp = 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
[IA one finds supersymmetric Dp-branes with p = 0, 2, 4, 6 and 8 while type IIB superstring
theory admits those withp = 1, 3, 5, 7and 9. Each Dp-brane carriesad = 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 filling D9-brane is actually an open string whose

endpoints move freely across the brane.

Consistency of bosonic string theory demands it to live in a spacetime of 26 dimensions [87],
so that the corresponding spacetime filling objectis the D25-brane. The fundamental bosonic
strings have their ends free in empty R1:2 but can be coupled minimally to (and hence carry
the charge withrespect to) U(1) gauge field on the D25-brane worldvolume. Requiring preser-
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 Bl 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

and Wess-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 the D-dimensional target space. Indeed,
a string whose endpoints are confined toad = 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+ 1 dimensional objects
on which open string endpoints lie must themselves be dynamical: these are the Dp-branes.

Then, the symmetry breaking
SO(1,D—1) — SO(1,p) ® SO(D—p—1),

by Dirichlet boundary conditions on Dp-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 of motion derived from the Dirac-
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-called Wess-Zumino (WZ) term, which (in the case of nontrivial type
I supergravity background) describes the coupling of Dp-brane to R-R gauge fields (or, more

precisely, to their superspace generalization).

Afundamental feature of the super-Dp-brane actionsis their invariance under local fermionic
rk-symmetry. This symmetry plays a crucial role as it eliminates half of the fermionic degrees
of freedom, ensuring a balance between bosonic and fermionic modes on the worldvolume.
Moreover, k-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, k-
symmetry leads to Dp-brane ground states preserve a half of the original supersymmetries,

classifying them as stable 1/2 BPS?* state.

Asitisanticipated in the title of this thesis, we are particularly interested in systems of multi-
ple Dp-branes (mDp-brane or simply mDp), which correspond to configurations of NV nearly
coincident? Dp-branes with N2 open strings ending on these branes. In such configurations,
the strings stretching between different branes can be interpreted as (nearly) massless fields,
while those with both endpoints on the same brane behave as usual gauge degrees of free-
dom. Although the manifest symmetry of this system is (U(l))N2, in[101] E. Witten argued

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

Furthermore, in this brilliant paper he suggested that in the low energy limit (and after an
appropriate gauge fixed with breaking Lorentz invariance) the effective theory describing the
mDp-brane system is given by a U(/N) supersymmetric Yang-Mills (SYM) action. For N = 1,
the U(1) Abelian SYM action with maximal supersymmetry indeed coincides with the weak
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-

%BPS stands for Bogomolnyi-Prasad-Sommerfield.

»In 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 X4, %, whereI = 1,...,D —p—1and A,B = 1,...,N. The
off-diagonal components of these matrices are generically nonvanishing, e.g. XI 2 # 0 describes the distance in
I-th direction between Dp-brane labelled by 1 and Dp-brane labelled by 2. The case of N completely coincident
Dp-branes corresponds to diagonal matrices X! and occurs in ground state of mDp 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 Bl 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 with many 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 fermionic k-symmetry of the single Dp-brane action (which can
be called local worldline supersymmetry’®), which would ensure a supersymmetric ground
state, and reduction of the gauge fixed versiontod = p + 1 U(NN) 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 effect?’

. This action has been extensively studied and
generalised [113-116], and is often taken to represent the bosonic limit of the full mDp-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 mDO-brane it is instructive to discuss the 11D multiple M0O-brane system.
This is particularly relevant since, as shown in [92], the dimensional reduction of single M0-
brane (corresponding to 11D massless superparticle, also known as M-wave [92]) reproduces
the action of the 10D DO-brane. Consequently, it is natural to expect that the action of the
10D mDO-brane system should arise as the dimensional reduction of some 11D action, which

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

Such a non-Abelian 11D action has been constructed in [124] by adding to the M0-brane ac-
tion in its spinor moving frame formulation (which then describes the center of energy sector
of mMO) an action for matrix fields with interacting terms involving center of energy varia-
bles. These matrix 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 mDO-brane system at very

low energies is described by a maximally supersymmetric matrix model, namely the dimen-

%The identity of the k-symmetry of superparticle system as worldline supersymmetry was revealed in [130].
"Whereby lower dimensional mDp systems possess a coupling to higher form gauge fields Cy41 withg > 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 DO-branes.

The resulting action [124] was interpreted as describing the dynamical system of multiple
interacting M-waves (multiple MO-branes or mMO0). Its advantages over the bosonic Myers-
type 11D action in [113, 114] are that it involves fermions and the action [124] is invariant
under two types of supersymmetry: the global 11D target space supersymmetry and thelocal
worldline supersymmetry. The latter is especially important in the framework of String/M-
theory since it guaranteesthat the ground state of the system preserves a part (one half) of the
target space supersymmetry. This, in its turn, guarantees that the ground stateisa 1/2 BPS
state which saturates the BPS bound, ensuring its stability and underscores their importance

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

An attempt to derive an action for the 10D mDO system from this 11D mMO0 action which was
performed in [128] was not successful. Instead a candidate mDO 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 of mass worldline into the 10D type IIA superspace. The con-
sistent dimensional reduction of mMO action [124] which lead to candidate mDO [2] and thus
isimportant for interpreting the mMO system as the decompactification limit of the type [IA

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

Another significant limitation is that both the 11D mMO0 action constructed in [124, 125] and
the candidate 10D mDO 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 mMO action was developed in [131], referred to as the non-Abelian multiwave (nAmW)

system which was also generalised to curved AdS superspace [131].

The quantization of the 3D nAmW model 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 and more transparent structure. This simplification arises from the intrin-
sic complex structure of D = 4 A = 1 superspace, which also appearsinD = 3 N = 2

supersymmetric theory.

Therefore, constructing and quantizing the D = 4 version of the nAmW system is anticipated
to offer a more effective basis for exploring the quantization of both the 11D mMO0 and 10D

mDO0 models. Such developments could, in turn, shed new light on the structure and proper-
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ties of String/M-theory?®.

Motivated by the arguments presented above, in chapter 3 we construct the action forD = 4
nAmW system in flat A/ = 1 superspace; this model serves as lower dimensional counter-
part of the 11D mMO system. We demonstrate that the resulting action is invariant under the
global 4D target superspace supersymmetry and the local worldline supersymmetry genera-
lizing the xk-symmetry of the masslessD = 4 N = 1 superparticle [133]. In chapter 4 we
study the dimensional reduction of this system and obtain an essentially nonlinear action
forD = 3 N = 2 counterpart of the 10D mDO0 system which we call 3D mDO0-brane abusing
a bit the terminology. The general form of this 3D mDO0 action includes a positive definite
function M(H) of the so-called relative motion Hamiltonian . This Hamiltonian is itself
constructed from the matrix fields that describe the relative motion and interactions among

the mDO constituents. Both chapters are based on [1].

In chapter 5 we present a set of nonlinear actions for the D = 10 N' = 2 system of N nearly
coincident multiple DO-branes which possesses all the expected properties from the mD0O
system and, like its lower dimensional D = 3 counterpart, includes a positive definite func-
tion M (H) with relative motion Hamiltonian H constructed from the fieldsofd = 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 mMO0-brane system. There we also derive the equations
of motion 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 DO-branes, in chapter 7 we construct the
Hamiltonian formalism and carry out the covariant quantization of the simplest’’ three di-

mensional counterpart of the 10D mDO0-brane system. This chapter is based on [4].

Since the mMO and mDO actions, and their lower dimensional counterparts, are written us-
ing moving frame and spinor moving 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 M0O-brane inD = 4 N = 1 flat superspace. This example also plays a key role in the

construction presented in chapter 3.

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

PHere, the word “simplest” refers to the choice of the positive definite function M(#) = m, where m the mass
of the single DO-brane.






Spinor moving 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.

The moving 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 frame companions. In this section we will introduce this formalism starting from the
first order form of 4D version of the Brink-Schwarz action. Notice thatitis 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 = 4 ' = 1 massless superparticle
which serves as a prelude of the chapter 3, where the 4D counterpart of the 11-dimensional
system of multiple MO-branesis presented and described. Notice that the action for thislatter

system is known only in spinor moving frame formulation.

2.1 Massless superparticle in different formulations

In this section we study the action of D = 4 N/ = 1 massless 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=4 A'=1 superspace

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

cle [139] reads

N e ~ e
Ses = [ (puB" = Sou) = [ ar (a2 = Sp”) @1
Wl

where 11 = 0,1, 2,3 is the vector index of the Lorentz group SO(1,3) and e = e(7) is an
auxiliary einbein field whose variation imposes the mass shell condition p,p* = 0 for the

auxiliary momentum variable p,, = p,(7) and

EF = EM(2) = dTEF = d2MEY (%), (2.2)

is the pull-back of the bosonic supervielbein of the 4D target superspace to the worldline
parametrised by proper time 7. In this thesis, we restrict ourselves by the case of flat target
superspace; the bosonic supervielbein in this case (also known as Volkov-Akulov (VA) 1-form

[47,48]) has the form
EF =TI* = dz* — idfo"0 + ifotdf = da* — id9*o" 0% + 0“0 . df%,  (2.3)

where zM = (z#, 0% 0%) areD = 4 N/ = 1 superspace coordinates carrying vector and Weyl

spinor indices o = 1,2 and & = 1, 2. Here and below we use the relativistic Pauli matrices

— GHAB . (aBBa

_ — , I
Op=0,,4= (11,01702,03)(15 L0

which obey
(00, + JV&H>O/B = 27]W(5a5 , (Gpoy + 5u0u)d5 = 277#V5d5’ , (2.4)
7, 05" 7t =20,70% . (2.5)

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

0 1 s
B = —€ap = = €45 = B

-1 0

“acting from the left’, i.e. 6% = €*%03, 0, = €,30”° and 6% = 6‘5‘5%, 0, = edﬁ-ég.

The pull-back of the Volkov-Akulov (VA) 1-form to the worldline is proportional to differential
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of proper time :
" =drll, 1% =T114(2) = 0,4 — i0.00"0 + i00"9,0 . (2.6)

It is obtained from (2.3) by replacing the coordinates z* and 6%, 8% by bosonic and fermionic

coordinate functions ##(7) and 8% (r), hé (7). respectively,
M= (2#,000%) = 2M(r) = (#(7),6%(7),6%()) . (2.7)

The coordinates functions are used to define parametrically the embedding of the superpar-
ticle worldline W' into D = 4 N = 1 superspace $(4149),

Whc g . M aMgy (2.8)

Below we will 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 dr inside of differential
form, in particular to define the Lagrangian 1-form £ = dr L., and write our actions as inte-
gral of this 1-form over the worldline le L ratherthan asanintegral over dr of a Lagrangian,
[arc,.

2.1.2 Massless superparticle in twistor-like formulation

The variation of worldline einbein e(7) produces the mass shell constraint p*p, = 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 A and its c.c. A
XY= 2%7), AT =\%(7). (2.9)

The mass shell constraint p#p,, = 0 can be easily solved using these bosonic spinors®’

Pu = )\aa—uad)\a . (2.10)

%Indeed, as bosonic spinors A>\? = A\ we find
A Na = €ap AN = €um AP =0
and then

pupu = )\aj\dABS\BUHaaUgﬂ = )\aj\dABXﬁ(QEaﬁEdB) = 26[a5]>\<a)\5)6[d5]5\(d 5\5> =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 = / )\aUuadj\dHM y (211)
Wl

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 the massless superparticle

In this section we present the action of the same system in a one more equivalent form. This
new formis quiet close to the Ferber-Shirafuji formulation but it provides a much convenient

basis for the study of the multiple branes systems, the main subject of this thesis.

Let us begin by considering a solution of the mass shell condition p,p* = 0in a special refer-
ence frame,
P(a) =(1,0,0,—1)p. (2.12)

Clearly the vector field P,y = P, (7) is light-like and p = p(7) describes the energy of
the massless particle. The solution of the mass shell condition in an arbitrary frame can be

obtained from (2.12) by making a Lorentz transformation

Pu = Ulga)P(a) = U/S,a)(lv 07 07 _l)p = uip# . (213)
Here
uwHus L ut -
U,S“) — ( ’ 5 LU, - 5 ”) € 50(1,3) (2.14)

isa Lorentz group valued matrix field whose elements are known as moving frame variables
(also referred to as Lorentz harmonics [142]; see section 2.1.4 for more details on the connec-
tion between these terms) and ¢ = 1, 2. Eq. (2.14) implies that the elements of U, ,5“) =U ,Sa) (1)
obey the constraints [144, 145]

U@ur®) =5 = diag(1, —1,-1, 1), (2.15)
which can be split into
u_ut= =0, uFurt =0, uwout# =2,
’ K " (2.16)

WU =0,  WtUM =0, U.UM =59,

The relations (2.16) are invariant under SO(D — 2) = SO(2) symmetry action on 4, j indices

and SO(1, 1) symmetry action on light-like vectors as indicated by their sign indices u, =
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u, uﬁ = wf*. In(2.13) we have supplied the energy variable p of (2.12) with # index, indi-
cating its transformations with respect to SO(1, 1) symmetry defined in such a way that (2.13)
remains invariant. Let us stress that, as p,, = p,(7) was a dynamical variable in the super-

particle action (2.1), such is the Lorentz group matrix valued U,S“) =, ﬁ“) (7)in (2.13).

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

form

Smo =/ ) pruy T :/ ) p*E=, (2.17)
w W

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

the second form of (2.17) we have introduced the notation
E- = ujH“ (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 spinor moving frame for massless superparti-
clein D=4

InD = 4the spinor moving frameis constructed from a pair of nonvanishing complex spinors

v* = ()" that satisfy the normalization conditions
ot =1, ool =1. (2.19)

These constraints ensure that the matrix formed by the columns v}, v, (and its c.c. formed

by o1, v7) is unimodular and thus an element of the SL(2, C) group®!

=1 <« v .=(} ;) e SL©2,0). (2.20)

« a) o

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

kind of "squareroot” of a Lorentz vector frame, described by the Lorentz group valued moving

*1The spinor frame variables are complexification of the harmonic variables of ' = 2 harmonic superspace
approach to the off-shell description of the A’ = 2 SYM, matter and supergravity in terms of unconstrained
superfields [150-152]. Hence the name of Lorentz harmonics used in [142].
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frame matrix (2.14)

# =

ut s Ul —u
U ::( LB Uk - “>680(1,3)

2 2

in the following sense. The reallight-like vectors v, and ufj of (2.14) can be constructed from

Uy, Uy, and v, v + . respectively, by the Cartan-Penrose representation similar to (2.10),

=0v o,V u¥ = v+0#27+ . (2.21)

u (2

w

Then, to proceed further, it is convenient to express also orthogonal and normalized space-

like vectors U,si) = (U,,U2) in (2.14) in terms of complex light-like vectors

_ 1 . _ 1 , %
“Z = §(UF1L —|—ZU3), uu+ = Q(U’i — zUi) = (u:[ ). (2.22)

For these, the relation with spinor moving frame variables are given by
wh” =0V 0u0a, u T = 0 0paa = (uf 7). (2.23)

It is easy to check that the vectors (2.21) and (2.22) are light-like

= M= = #o 0 —F+ hT = +— = _
u,ut” =0, w,u™ =0, u, U =0, w, U =0 (2.24)
and, as a result of (2.19), are normalized by
uiu“# =2, u:[_u“ Tt =_92. (2.25)

All other contraction of these vectors vanish, so that (2.15) and hence (2.14) hold

U™ eso(1,3) <«  UMUr® = = diag(+1,-1,-1,-1)
(2.26)

HF=v0 v e =UP U, it = Ul +iu?,

Actually, the light-like moving frame vectors form a complete light-like tetrad of the Newman-

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))
= _ =1 _ = # o # B _ o) ot
uaﬁ—uuaaﬂ—% UB’ uaﬁ—uuaaﬁ—%avﬁ,
(2.27)
—+ _ Lt B g~ = gt 9n T — (o)
Uy = u UaB—QUa’UB, ulp =W UaB—QUa’UB = (ugy )

Substituting the expression from (2.21) for u;; in (2.17), we arrive at the massless superparticle

action in its spinor moving frame formulation [142]

Swmo = / pru I = / P 0 0TI (2.28)
wi wi

It is not difficult to see that a simple change of bosonic spinor variables

Mo = VM5, Aa =0T (2.29)

converts (2.28) into the Ferber-Shirafuji action (2.11),

Sks _/ )\aduad)\aﬂu.
Wi

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 Stiickelberg field p*, which intro-
duces a scale gauge symmetry. However, the spinor moving frame approach goes 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 construction of complete doubly supersymmetric actions for systems like
the mMO and mDO.

The group-theoretical structure beyond the spinor moving frame variables, in the present
case including v, and its partner v} obeying v vl = 1, is essential to this generaliza-
tions, and the gauge invariance under SO(1, 1) subgroup of SO(1,D — 1) = S0O(1,3) im-
plemented in (2.28) is essential to treat these as generalized homogeneous coordinates of

celestial sphere SP~2 = G2,

Notice also the possibility to supplement the action (2.28) by a kind of bosonic Wess-Zumino
term constructed from the forms v*~dv7 and i dz‘);’ 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 k-symmetry

To derive the equation of motions as well as to analyse the symmetries of a dynamical system,
one studies the variation of the action with respect to all independent variables [146]. While
we will not delve into the general details here, we are particularly interested in a specificlocal
fermionic symmetry characteristic for supersymmetric particles and extended objects. Let
us consider the variations d,, obeying (5I11* = dz* — i60c*8 + i@+ 50 = 0,°? which leads
to the following transformation of the bosonic coordinate function in terms of the fermionic
ones,

LIt =05 1M =0 — St = i6,.00"0 — i0o"5,.0 . (2.30)

Furthermore, imposing ¢,I1* = 0 in the variation of the action and requiring vanishing of
this latter determines the complete set of ,, transformations for the remaining variables.

The local fermionic gauge symmetry thus obtained is known as x-symmetry>>.

Such a variation (with ¢II# = 0) of 4D Brink-Schwarz action (2.1) gives
1 _ _
0,.Sps = /dT [5,{])” (TT# — ep*) — §6Repup“ — 2ipu0-00"6,.0 + 2ip,0,.00"0,0| . (2.31)

Studying (2.31) one observes that, for 6,6 = k45"%*p, = k6" p,. the contribution from vari-
ation of coordinates functions can be compensated by some J,.e(7). This implies that (2.1) is

invariant under followed local fermionic k-symmetry transformations

Ot = 16,0010 —i001650,  6,0% = Ra'p,,  6x0% = KoVpy,

- (2.32)
dxe = 4i(rdf — dbk) , 0upp = 0.

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 k-symmetry can be used to remove half of the compo-

nents of 6 (and its c.c. 8) [133] which equates the number of bosonic and fermionic degrees

of freedom**.

To see this, one should observe that k-symmetry of Brink-Schwarz actionis infinitely reducible.
Indeed, with p,p* = 0 one can check that x, and kq + p,ot KV (with an arbitrary £V =

HOL (7)) generate the same k-symmetry transformations (2.32). This is usually expressed by

32,5 1" corresponds to (2.3) but with replacement d — 6.

3The k-symmetry was discovered in [133] and [147], and was shown to be equivalent with worldline super-
symmetry in [130].

**The equality of degrees of freedom is a necessary condition for linearly realized supersymmetryind > 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 d,. has a null vector x4 and hence that k-symmetry is reducible. But moreover,
it can be easily observed that ()% and (V& + pﬂﬁ‘w"ﬁn(;) (with an arbitrary m(;) = /-@/(32) (1))
lead to the same variation of the parameter k,, indicating a second order of reducibility for
this k-symmetry (existence of null-vector for null-vector). Furthermore, this process can be
continued infinitely many times, the fact which is referred to as infinitely reducible nature of

the k-symmetry of the Brink-Schwarz action for 4D massless superparticle.

Aswe mentioned above, k-symmetry can be used to removed fermionic degrees of freedom.
This happens exactly because of co-reducibility because the number of the components of
0%, 0%, and of the k-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

1
A—444—. =4.(1-1+41—..) = 4.1m}(1—q+q2—. L) =4-lim —— =4
q—

1
= =2, (2.33)
q—)ll—l-q 2

illustrating how only two of four fermionic degrees of freedom of massless superparticle are

physically relevant.

In contrast, the massless superparticle action in spinor moving frame formalism?® (2.17) has

a manifestly irreducible form of k-symmetry

St = i6,.00"0 — 056,06 , 0,09 = et 5,04 = et |

(2.34)
0xvT =0, 5%/0# =0,

parametrised by 2 fermionic parameters e = e (7) and é" = € (7). Then each of these
€T, € can be used to reduce one half of the number of degrees of freedom of fermionic co-
ordinate functions #(7) and #%(7). This latter fact does not surprise us since the actions in
Egs. (2.1) and (2.28) are classically equivalent. In particular, it is straightforward to find the re-
lation between parameters of % of infinitely reducible k-symmetry (2.32) and ™ irreducible
k-symmetry of the spinor moving frame formulation. Substituting (2.13) into (2.32) we find
(2.34) with

et =200 Ry . (2.35)

This discussion demonstrates one of the advantages of spinor moving frame (or twistor-like)
formalism: in its framework the k-symmetry of superparticles and super-p-branes acquire
anirreducible form [155-158]. This irreducibility makes it more suitable for quantization and

reinforces the identification of x-symmetry with local worldline/worldsheet/worldvolume

%The conclusions taking the Ferber-Shirafuji representation of (2.11) are similar.
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supersymmetry of superembedding approach [134, 136-138] through the generalized action

approach of [159].

Letus stressthat thisrelation, as well as the transformation rules of the irreducible k-symme-
try (3.11), necessarily involves the constrained spinors v~ and *~. Thus the irreducible
form of the k-symmetry is a characteristic property of the spinor moving frame and other

“twistor-like” approaches to superparticle dynamics.

In our case, the spinor moving frame variables are strictly necessary ingredients of the com-

plete multiple DO-brane and mMO0 actions which are not known in other formulations.



4D counterpart of multiple
M-wave system

Journey before destination... It cannot be a journey if
itdoesn't have a beginning.

The Stormlight Archive Ill: Oathbringer
by Brandon Sanderson.

In this chapter we construct the action of D = 4 A/ = 1 non-Abelian multiwave (nAmW)
system in flat superspace and prove its invariance under local worldline supersymmetry,
which generalizes the so-called k-symmetry of the massless superparticle. ThisD = 4 N =
1 nAmW system, a lower dimensional counterpart of 11D multiple MO-brane (multiple M-
wave or mMO0) system, provides a toy model for developing the methods applicable to the

study of its more complex higher-dimensional counterpart.

3.1 D=4 AN'=1massless superparticle

In this section we begin by coming back to the spinor moving frame formulation of the mass-
less superparticleinD = 4 N' = 1 superspace since its action will be used to describe the

center of energy sector of the complete nAmW system.

Using (2.5), we can rewrite this action as

S = [ ot = [ arg (e (r)ey (D1 61
Wl
where

% = drII0% | T19% = 9,0%%(r) — 2i0,6%(r)0% (1) + 2i6° (7)0.0° (7) (3.2)
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is the pull-back to the superparticle worldline of the VA 1-form

1% .= H“&fjo‘ = dz®%(7) — 2id0*(1)0% (1) + 2i0%(7)do" (1), (3.3)

2%(1) = zk(7)55* and 0%(7) = (6%(7))* are bosonic vector and fermionic spinor coordi-
nate functions of proper time 7 which define embedding of the superparticle worldline WW*
inD = 4 N = 1 superspace 24149,

wlexilh . ot =ah(1), 0% =0%(7) , 0% = 6%(7) . (3.4)

To simplify the notation, we use the same symbols for coordinate functions and coordinates
(e.g. x#(7) and z*) as well as for the pull-backs of differential forms to the worldline W! and

the forms on target superspace (44 (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

1 _ . _ —
SaP —/ p#§ugdﬂ‘m —/ p#u;H“ —/ p"E= (3.5
wi wi wit

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

_ _ 1 _ . ;
ET =1l"u, = §u;dﬂao‘ = [I*"*v, v, , (3.6)

1 . .
EY = "), = §u§dnw =" o, (3.7)

1 . .
E7F =1, = §u;;HW =", 0} = (E71)", (3.8)
and fermionic

ET =do™vI, ET =do%7 . (3.9)

The first two real forms, E= and E*, will be used below to write the 4D nAmW action.

The action (3.1) is manifestly invariant under D = 4 A/ = 1 spacetime supersymmetry which
leaves the spinor moving frame variables inert and acts on bosonic and fermionic coordi-

nates functions by

0.0V = 210°6% — 2ie¥0% .  §.0% =%, 509 =¢&%, (3.10)
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with constant fermionic spinor parameter ¢ = (Ed)*. It also possesses the local fermionic

k-symmetry in its irreducible form (as it is described in section 2.1.5)

Spat = i6,,0010 — i0oh5,.0,  6.0% = kTv™, .00 = FToo

(3.11)
devd =0, dep*=0.

3.1.1 Admissible variations of spinor moving frame variables and Car-
tan forms

Tovary the action and to clarify the structure of equations of motion, one must also vary and
differentiate the moving frame and spinor moving frame variables. Although these variables
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 frame variables. The admissible derivatives preserving (2.19) can be expressed 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

Q" =v"dv,, Q =v*dy, (3.12)
Qft =v*Tdot, QY =o*tdo} (3.13)
w® = v do 0© = @d*df)g . (3.14)
Indeed, using the consequences
5a6 = vivﬂf — U;U'B+ , (50.? = 173;2767 - @;@B+ , (3.15)
of the constraints (2.19), we can express the derivatives of spinor frame variables i.e. dv&5 )
and d@ff )in terms of Cartan forms by
— 0) — — — — 0) — —
dv; = —w Qv + Q0 = D, = dv, +w Qv = Q v}, (3.16)
dv} = w(o)vi - Qo = Dv} = dv} — w(o)v;t =-Q" v, (317
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and their c.c. relations.

The expression for admissible variations
sv; = —15wOvy +15Q v = 15Dv; == v, + ;w0 Qv = 15Q v, (3.18)

ovt = 15wt — ;0 Ty, = Dul = dut — swOvt = — ;0 Ty, (3.19)

can be obtained from (3.16) and (3.17) by formal contraction with variation symbol ¢5 as it is
described in section 1.2. Note that in the case of 1-forms this is essentially the substitution
d— 4.

InEgs. (3.16) and (3.17) we also define covariant derivatives D in which the 1-form w(®) and its
c.c. @9 play the role of a SO(1, 1) ® U(1) connection. These gauge transformations can be
parametrized by ng(o) and its complex conjugate L(gw(o), 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 Lagrange multiplier p*,
5p* = (ow® 4 1500)p" . (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 w;; (or v~ and
v} ) variables. Noting that the parameters (sQ " and ¢sQ 7, present in (3.19), do not enter
into the variation of u;; nor v_, we conclude that there is an additional gauge symmetry of

the system: the so-called Ko-symmetry

Ko : Suvy =0, vt = =150 T

Sk, 05 =0, Sk, U4 = —1sQ oy

Together the above listed gauge symmetries [SO(1,1) ® U(1)] Ky, 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 S? sphere [161, 162]

SL(2,C) )

{vd} = [SO(1, 1)@ U(1)] &Ky

(3.21)

This can be recognized as the celestial sphere of an observer in a 4-dimensional spacetime.

Hence the introduction of the Lagrange multiplier p*, which has a Stiickelberg-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 of motion and induced supergravity on the worldline

The equations of motion derived from the action (3.1) include (see Egs. (A.11)-(A.18) in Ap-

pendix A for the complete list of equations)
ET=E =0. (3.22)

Thus, only the pull-backs of one bosonic and two fermionic projections of the target super-

space supervielbein remain nonzero on the mass shell. These forms
CL L . L
E* = 1**} ol = drEf | ET = df#*v} = drEl E" =d#*v] = drE] (3.23)

describe 1d N = 2 supergravity induced on the worldline by its embeddingintoD = 4N =1
target superspace. Indeed, under the local fermionic k-symmetry (3.11) these 1-forms trans-

form as
6xE* = —4i(EYRT — kTEY), 6.ET=Dst, 6.ET =DiT, (3.24)
and its T-components by

6.E¥ = —4i(EYRT —wTET),  O0.Ef =D,kT,  6.Ef =D,R" (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 coordinates z* (1), #%(7), #%(7) and spinor moving 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 -
symmetry. In particular, the action for 4D nAmW system, the counterpart of 11D mMO ac-
tion from [124], is constructed by coupling of 3D A" = 2 SU(N) SYM multiplet dimensionally
reduced tod = 1 to thisinduced 1d supergravity. We shall present that action and exhibit its

full local worldline supersymmetry in the next section.
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3.2 D=4 AN '=1non-Abelian multiwave action and its world-
line supersymmetry

The action of 4D non-Abelian multiwave (nAmW) system, a lower dimensional counterpart
of the 11D mMO action, could in principle can be obtained from this latter by dimensional
reduction. In practice, however, the complicated structure of the 11D moving frame variables
makes more easy to construct it directly using symmetry principles (see [124] for D = 11 and

[131] for D = 3). On this way we arrive at

— 1 ~ ~ ~ ~ ) ~ = )~ =
SR W= /w1 PPET+— | (0"’ <[PDZ +PDZ — %D\IJ U+ %ww) +

1o S
(3.26)
1 ~ ~= ~ ~ = _ ~~ = ~ =
+— / (p*)? [E#H + B tr(UP + U[Z, 7)) + iETtr (VP + ¥[Z, Z])} ,
K> S
where
A=t (PP 4 [E27 - J30 + (707) B2m

The first term of (3.26) is exactlythe D = 4 massless superparticle action (3.5), now interpreted
as the center of energy motion of the interacting multiwave system. The remaining part of

6 36

the nAmW action, proportional to the dimensional parameter 1/4° °° contains bosonic and

fermionic matrix fields. These are traceless N x N bosonic

7= Zn# = Zoj1 Z =Ty =Lygp = (2)1, (3.28)
and fermionic

matrix fields®” all transforming under the gauge group SU(N). Here the sign subindices
(equivalent to the opposite sign superindices, e.g. \T!#| L = \Tl:|*) indicate the transforma-

tion properties of the matrix fields under the GL(1,C) = SO(1,1) ® U(1) transformations

%*Notice that ;2 has dimension of mass in our physical system of units with ¢ =h = 1. Then [u’(’] =M%=
LS.

3"The matrix field symbols in the nAmW model are covered with tildes here to distinguish them from the ma-
trix fields of the 3D mDO0 model, which are inert under SO(1, 1) but carry U(1) charges (see Egs. (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 Stiickelberg 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 = vff'o) and v, T = 9,07 as described in sec. 3.1

above. These latter enter, besides the first term, also in the remaining part of the action (3.26)
through the induced supergravity 1-forms: 1d supervielbein E*, E*, Et (3.23)and Cartan forms

w©, () (3.14) which enter the covariant derivative

DZ =dZ + 2007 +[A,Z], DZ=dZ+207Z+[A, 7], (331)

DU =d¥ + (200 + 5T + [A, T], DU =dT+ (w® +250)T +[A, T] (332

as connection for the GL(1,C) = SO(1,1) ® U(1) transformations. The SU(/N) connection
1-form A = drA,, with the traceless antihermitian N x N matrix field A,, enters into the

action (3.26) inside the covariant derivatives (3.31) and (3.32).

The dimension of the matrix matter fields are
Z1=M=(2), [Fl=M>=[F], [¥]=M"=[. (333)

The choice of such non-canonical dimension allows us to reduce the dependence on the di-
mensional parameter i, with dimension of mass [p] = M, to an overall multiplier in front of

the part of the action including the matrix fields.

The action (3.26) is invariant under the local worldline supersymmetry transformations which

act on the center of energy fields as a bit deformed version of the k-symmetry of massless su-

perparticle
8z = 276.0%0% — 2i0°5.0% + vt pd T, E= |
5.0 = etoo | 5,04 = etpd | (3.34)
SevE =0, 605 =0, dp* =0,
where _
L E” = 23—/;(;)#)2 tr <e+\ﬁ§ FETTP - (T + EH D) [Z, i]) . (3.35)

The matrix fields themselves are transformed by

6.7 = —iet U, 6.7 = —ietV (3.36)
5P =it U, Z) +iet[0,Z), 6P = —ict[T,Z] — it [V, 7], (3.37)
5.0 = 4etP +4EH[Z,7), 6.V = 4P + 46t(Z, 7] (3.38)

Sh = (EF (et — &) + QiETetZ — 8iEtet 7. (3.39)
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In the next chapter, we perform the dimensional reduction of the 4D nAmW actionto D =
3. The resulting theory provides a candidate for the 3-dimensional counterpart of the 10D

multiple DO-brane system; henceforth referred to as the 3D mDO0-brane.



Nonlinear 3D mDO action by
dimensional reduction of
the 4D nAmW system

Always something new, always something I didn't expect,
and sometimes itisn't horrible.

The Wheel of Time II: The Great Hunt
by Robert Jordan.

In this section, we perform the dimensional reduction of D = 4 nAmW action, which serves
as a counterpart of the 11D mMO-brane system, down to D = 3 and obtain in this way an
action with the properties expected for 3D counterpart of 10D mDO system. Furthermore,
we will show that actually this procedure produces just one representative of a family of 3D
actions possessing these properties. All members of the family contain in their actions some
positive definite function M (H), whose meaning will be explained later. The dimensional

reduction produces the action with particular M(H) given in Eq. (4.71) below.

To proceed, it is convenient to first derive the action for a massive D = 3 N = 2 superparticle

by performing the dimensional reduction of the D = 4 massless 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 A/ = 1 superspace are
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denoted by zM (see Eq. (1.33)), while the coordinates of the D = 3 N = 2 superspace are

M= (2R,0%0%, [p=0,1,2, a=12. (4.1)

The Weyl spinor indices are raised and lowered using Levi-Civita symbols

) 0 1 .
B = jgy = 1o = —€a = P = —€a4 - (4.2)
For instance,
0% = P05, 0o = €apt”, (4.3)
which similarly applies to D = 3 spinors, and
04 =00, 0a=e,50° (44)

We use the following representation for the relativistic Pauli matrices (rPMs)

O-,UO‘B = {]]-701;02a03} = 0 1 ) 1 ) . ’ =

(4.5)

= Ghab .= eaﬁeﬁo‘ayaﬁn”“ ,

which obey Egs. (2.4) and (2.5). Among the D = 4 rPMs (4.5), only o9 is complex and antisym-
metric. This allows us to identify the D = 3 gamma matrices, 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

s b _ (~Ba
Tpaf = (Uﬁa5702a5) , o= (aﬁa,%a) : (4.6)
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4.2 Massive 3D counterpart of DO-brane from massless 4D
superparticle

As a warm-up exercise, let us discuss the dimensional reduction of the D = 4 A/ = 1 mass-
less superparticle and obtain in this manner the action for amassive D = 3 N/ = 2 superpar-
ticle, the 3D counterpart of the 10D action for a single DO-brane. This action will later serve

as the center of mass sector of the system of multiple DO-branes.

4.2.1 Reduction of Brink-Schwarz action

Let us begin with the previously presented D = 4 Brink-Schwarz superparticle action (2.1),
(&
Sgs = / pullt + §pup“ : (4.9)
Wl
Let us choose z2 as the direction of reduction,
o = (" 2?) ) pu=(ppp2), £=0,1,3 <=  pu=01,23, (410

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
12 = da? — idfo?0 + i05°d0 = dz? — €,5(d6°0° — 4°dh”) (4.11)
and the 3D VA 1-form
7 = dz” — id0~y" 0 + i~ df = %Ha%gﬁ . (4.12)

Here

doy# 6 = deaygﬂéﬂ, (4.13)
with symmetric 2 X2 matrices
Tos = —11h7€op s A =iy, (4.14)

constructed from the 3D Dirac fyg’B and e-symbol matrices. These areimaginary in our mostly-

minus metric convention and satisfy

Vo = iy, ' = diag(+1,-1,-1) . (4.15)
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Eg. (4.12) can be represented as a symmetric spin-tensor 1-form
% = 117457 = dz*® — 2id9*9” + 2i0~ap”) . (4.16)

The dimensional reduction can be performed by using equations of motion for the z2 coor-

dinate which reads dpo = 0 implying that ps is a constant,
dps =0 = py =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

SaaL = / (mﬂﬁ + g(pﬂpﬂ - m2)) +m [ (d6°0, — 6°dd,) . (4.18)
w1l wi

This is the D = 3 counterpart of the De Azcarraga-Lukierski NV = 2 massive superparticle
action [147, 163]. This action possesses k-symmetry, and let us note that k-symmetry was
first discovered in this massive example [147], slightly earlier than in the case of the massless

superparticle [133].

From a modern perspective, (4.18) is the D = 3 counterpart of super-DO-brane action [92]
or, simplifying terminology, the 3D DO-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 task now is to perform dimensional reduction of the spinor moving frame action forD =
4 massless superparticle in a way that reproduces the 3D DO-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))

vy, =V, —iviuT, v, =V, +ivipT,
(4.19)
+ _ yt =+ _ ot
vl =V, vy =V,
where vfj are real spinors satisfying

v vk =1, (vi* =vi, (4.20)
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and p~ = p~(7) isareal 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 spinor moving

frame formalism.

Using (4.19), we can easily write that

Uy = oy + 2UVE ()7 + 2Zieapu” (= (upa)”) - (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 involving IT? (4.11)

1 _ _ _ _
SPla =5 [ o [oavs + Pl e [ [aa? — eapla0d — 67ad?)
wi Wl
(4.22)

Now let us use the equation of motion for 22 coordinate,

dp*p=)=0 =  p*u= =m = const. (4.23)
Substituting its solution into (4.22) we find

4D 1 Sid —y m? ++ af apnB ap8
SO |(4‘19),(4A23) = 5 ) P Vavﬁ + anvﬁ 11 +m ) Eaﬁ(da 0" — 6“do ) . (424)
w p w

The term with 22 has disappeared as a total derivative. We have thus obtained a 3D super-
particle action, where the second termin (4.24) is the Wess-Zumino term of the DO-brane, the

same as in (4.18).

Now let us redefine the spinor frame variables as

#
2 [ 1 mo+
Vo =\ Va Vg, = p—#va (4.25)
Then p* is just removed from the first kinetic term.
The new spinors satisfy>®
VQQV}X =1 — vyl = —€ell | q=1,2 (4.26)

3¥This constraint implies that 2 x 2 matrix (vl , v2 ) belongs to double covering SL(2, R) of the 3D Lorentz group
SO(1, 2). Hence the second name of Lorentz harmonics; see below, in particular footnote 53, for more details and
references.
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and hence form a SL(2, R) valued matrix

vl = (vl,v3) € SL(2,R) . (4.27)

) o

Substituting the solutions of (4.25) for v in the action (4.24) obtained by dimensional reduc-

tion of the 4D massless superparticle action (3.5), we arrive at
53D — / £ = m vq v + m/ 5(d6°0° — 6°do°) =
(4.28)

1 _
=-m [ u)gI* +m/ 5(d6*6° — 0~de”)
2 Wi
which is the 3D DO-brane action in spinor moving frame formulation [128, 166].

In the second line of (4.28) we have introduced the matrix ug 5= v‘ivqﬁ representing timelike

normalized vector from the 3D moving frame attached to the worldline,

ulg = uyuas = Vavp + VAVG (4.29)

Uas = U yap = 2V(,V5) , Ul = Uyuap = VAVE — VaVE (4.30)
These vectors obey the orthogonality and normalization conditions

uu% =1, wul? =0,

0 0 Ji 1J _
9 9 wh =7 1,J=1,2 (4.31)

uj
which imply that they form SO(1, 2) valued 3D moving frame matrix

ui® = (uz%uz’) € s0(1,2)  with  a=0,1,2. (4.32)

4.2.3 Irreducible k-symmetry of the 3D super-D0O-brane

To analyse the local symmetries of the 3D DO-brane action (4.28), we compute the exterior

derivative of the Lagrangian form of the action (4.28). This reads
. . = = 1
diid = —2im(EY +iE2) A (EY —iE?) + gmnaﬂ Aduly (4.33)

where £9 and £ are fermionic 1-forms of the pull-back of 3D supervielbein adapted to the
embedding
1= (&%) =dove,  E1= (&%) = Ao . (4.34)
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We do not focus now on the derivatives of the spinor moving frame variables which will be

discussed later.

Below we will also need one of three bosonic 1-forms of this supervielbein

) 1 1 i
E) = [TFup = QHaﬁugﬁ = iﬂaﬁ(v}lvé +vavy), El=T"uj = (E'E?%). (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 x-symmetry transformations

El =k, wE? =ik, wE =k, €% = —ik
(4.36)
LHHaﬁ = 0 s 65\]3 = 0 (:> 5,4112‘5 - 0) 5
or, equivalently,
§.0% = k(v? —ivel) 8.0% = R(VO2 4 iv*l) |
(4.37)

5“{33046’ — 2i(6n0(a gﬁ) _ 0(‘15&@5)) , 5NV3 =0.

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 spacelike mov-
ing frame vectors uf1 and identifies the set of spinor moving frame fields v¢ as homogeneous

coordinates of the coset
SL(2,R) N S0(1,2)

s0(2) © s0(2) (438)

which is suitable for the description of the 3D massive particle since SO(2) is the small group

of 3D timelike momentum.

Another observation is that this SO(2) symmetry is not manifest 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 freedom which actually is not wanted. Thus a re-

fined dimensional reduction ansatz must be used.



52 Nonlinear 3D mDO action by dimensional reduction of the 4D nAmW system

4.3 Revising the 4D MO reduction to 3D DO. 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 a more 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 4D moving frame

p#quB = Muds + iMeqg , (4.39)
1 4 1 i

0
u o= —ul,— e, 4.40
prral T MP T P (440

where M = M(7) 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
ul 5 = (ulg,u2z), we can expect that the reduced action will be invariant under SO(2) rota-

tion mixing these vectors.

The explicit form of the SO(2) ~ U(1) invariant ansatz, expressing the D = 4 spinor moving
frame variables (2.20) in terms of 3D Lorentz harmonics vé, = (v}, v?) defined in (4.27), and

[e22nae%

which reproduces (4.39) and (4.40), is given by

vM 1 1
*us = v2 —ivl) | + = vl —iv2)
VPt =gt s (e
Vo = Y M ety e L L)
V2 Vot V2YM
Notice that this implies
¥
\/p_#@; =1 M# vl L oh =i i . (4.42)

o ) \/p_#a Ma

which breaks SL(2, C) invariance of 4D action down to SL(2, R) but preserves the complete

P

GL(2, C) gauge symmetry of the 4D Lorentz harmonic formalism. The SO(1, 1) subgroup
leaves both sides of (4.42), while U(1) C GL(2, C) transformations of both sides are nontrivial
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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):

PPE= = MEC + %Meaﬁnaﬁ' — ME® — MIT2 =

(4.43)
= ME® — M(d2? — d6°0,, + #“db,,),
1 1 i1l .1 1
SEf = B0 - eI = —E0 4 112 =
a M 2 M MM (4.44)
1 1 _ _ :
= —E% + —(da?® — d6%0, + 0“db,,) ,
IV + M( x + )
1 1 1 - 1 o
Et = gL —ig?) | ET = EL+i&?) . 445
/¥ V2VM ( ) N V2V M ( ) (4.45)

The dimensional reduction of the massless superparticle action requires to use only the first
of these expressions, (4.43). Substituting it into the action and using the equations of motion
for 22,

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)

fP = vPdvd = fP v = Py = eaﬁvg . (4.47)

Due to the constraint (4.26), this matrix 1-form is symmetric, fP¢ = f9 and the derivative of

the 3D spinor frame variables are expressed in terms of these by
vl = Vap [P, (4.48)
where V,,, = €,,V. Explicitly, this yields
dvl = vl 2 it dvi =vl 2 —vifl2, (4.49)

It is important to note that f99 transforms as SO(2) connection, while f!2 = f2! and f1! —
f?2 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
1
uldu? = —u?du! = §u1°‘5du(2w = f9 — uldu’ = !’ f9a (4.50)

Similarly, we define the SO(2) covariant forms f/ = (f!, f2), which serve as the vielbein for
the coset SO(1,2)/S0O(2)

fro=uldut = —f1t 4 22 f2:=uldu? =212 . (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
dp*  dM
0) _ 5(0) _ ;y0a4yd —. ; £99 0 4 50 9P M
w W' = vMdvl = f97 w0V = o o (4.52)
The second equation implies that the covariant derivative of the Stukelberg field in the 4D

nAmW system can be written in terms of the derivative of the field M:

Dp* = dp* — (WO +&D)p* = p*F=— . (4.53)

4.3.3 N'=2 3D mDO-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 the matrix fields by making them SO(1, 1) invariant.

This is achieved by multiplying them by suitable powers of the D = 4 Stiickelberg field p*:

= 1 = 1

7= FZ, 7= p#z, (4.54)
P—_1 p P-_1 p (4.55)
(p*)2 (p*)2 '
~ 1 = 1 -
U=—_10, U=—_17, (4.56)
(p*)2 (p*)2

Using (4.54)-(4.56) one can check that the new matrix fields have opposite left and right “charges”

2=17_4, =174 _, (4.57)
P="P_, P=Py_, (4.58)
V=T U= (4.59)

l‘_l )
2 2
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confirming their SO(1, 1) invariance.

Such redefinition of the matrix fields clearly generates terms proportional to dp* 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 field M, which is inert under both
SO(1,1) and SO(2) transformations.

Indeed, using (4.53), the covariant derivatives of the old and new matrix fields are related by

DZ = p—l# <DZ — %z) , (4.60)
DZ = p—l# (DZ — %Z) : (461)
DU = (pi)% <D\Il — g%w) , (4.62)
DV = (pi)% (D\Tf - ;%&) , (4.63)
where (see (4.52))
DZ = dZ +if997 + [A, 7] , (4.64)
DU — 4 — % F99 4 [A, 0] . (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

SﬁfD\mw|(4.41) = /W1 EY <./\/l + ﬁ %) + / (—/\/l + % %) (d:z:2 — d0%0, + 0*do,,) +
Wi
/% " tr <[PDZ + PDZ — %D\If U+ é\IJD\P) — %/Wl %tr (PZ+PZ)+
+ /% . ﬂj/ﬂ (€ — i) (VP + W[Z, 7)) +
+ /% " \/ij/m (€' +i€?) u (VP + ¥([Z,7)).

(4.66)
Here,  has the same structure as H (3.27), but is expressed through the new SO(1, 1) invari-

ant matrix fields,

H=tr <n>[P +(2,2)% - %Z\IJ\I/ + %Z\If\lf) . (4.67)

The complex fermionic forms £9 = (£9)* and real bosonic form E° are defined in (4.34) and
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(4.35), respectively.

Asalready seen in simpler examples, the dimensional reduction requires using the equations
of motion for the extra bosonic coordinate, in this case 562(7'). This coordinate appears only

once, in the second term of (4.66), and its equation of motion

1 H
d —— — =0 4.68
<M M u6> (468
implies
M — % % = m = const (4.69)

where m is a constant of dimension of mass. Eq. (4.69) can be solved by

2
TRy G

Mi: 4 E

% (4.70)

Only the solution with positive sign in front of the root is physical, since it approaches m when

H — 0 (in particular when all matrix fields vanish). Thus we will consider

H H \?
1+m2—,u6+0<(m2—,u‘3> >] (4.71)

The last expression can be viewed as a power series expansionin 1/ 18, or equivalently, as a

2
M= MM =T |
2 4 W

weak field expansion in the matrix fields. Below we will refer on it as on decomposition in

coupling constant 1/ ,uG just for convenience.

Substituting the solution (4.71) of the 22 equation of motion into the action (4.66) we find the

following action for 3D counterpart of 10D mDO system:

. . 1 2
S3D = / [mE® +m(d6*0, — 60°d0,)] + — E'— H+
Wl

1o Sy M
; . P e
+ —6/ tr ([PDZ +PDZ — -DW ¥ + 3\11qu> -
1% wi 8 8
1 M. - _
—5 ) Vi (PZ+PZ)+ (4.72)
1 ' . _
. ﬁ (£ — i) (VP + W[Z, 7)) +
1 o s .
+F ot m (514-152) tr(\I’IP—FW[Z,Z]),

with H defined in (4.67), bosonic and fermionic 1-forms defined in (4.35) and (4.34), covariant
derivatives defined in (4.64), (4.65) and M = M (H /u®) given in (4.71). Actually, as we will

discuss below, the action (4.72) with arbitrary (nonvanishing) function M (#H./1%) also makes
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sense.

Notice that the derivative of M = M(H/u%) (independently of whether it is given by (4.71)

or considered to be arbitrary) is proportional to 1/u° (actually to 1/m?uS),

1 dH d

M =M H/pO)dH = - ———, My = M), (@.73)
H m2 H Y

2 Ve + E

so that at the first order in 1/ the action does not contain dH and reads

& ~ 1 2
Saabol Mesm = /Wl [mE® + m(d9°0, — 6“db.)] + F /w1 EOE H+

; ) o
+—= | ([PDZ +PDZ — -DU ¥ + 1\1113\1/> +
wil 8 8

ul i o ) (4.74)
tog wlx/i—\/ﬁ(g — i) (VP + ¥([Z,2)) +

1 { 5, 52 317 7
+u6 o (E' +i&2) tr (VP + U[Z,2)).

4.4 Worldlinesupersymmetry of the D=3 A'=2mDO0-brane
action

In this section we show that the characteristic properties of the mDO0 system are also exhib-
ited by a more general class of models, described by the functional (4.72) with an arbitrary
positive definite function M = M(H /u%). Namely we will show that such action possesses,
besides the manifest D = 3 N = 2 supersymmetry, also the worldline supersymmetry gen-

eralizing the xk-symmetry (4.36) of single DO-brane action (4.28).

4.4.1 Worldlinesupersymmetry transformations of the center of mass
variables

Our previous experience with the 4D nAmW system and the 10D action studied in [128] sug-
gested that, when investigating the worldline supersymmetry of the mDO-brane system, it is
natural to assume that it acts on the center of mass variables of the mDO system, i.e. on the

coordinate functions and spinor frame variables, in the same manner as the k-symmetry of
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single DO brane,

1 _ 1
5.0% = E(VO‘Q —iv*h)e, 5.0% = E(V(ﬂ +ivel) e,
5.2 = 2150008 — 2i9(@5,98) (4.75)
vl =0.

In the formalism presented in section 1.2 this is tantamount to stating that

L(EY+iE%) =0, (&' —if* =0, E°=0, E' =0,

(4.76)
eff=0, 1f1%9=0 — AY

and, consequently,

LE = €/V2 = LE? = ie/V?2, Le(EY —iE2) = /2¢

B B N _ (4.77)
LEL =E/\2 = 1% = —ie/V?2, Le(EV +iE%) = V2€ .

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 the matrix fields

5. E0 = —2@'%(51 —iE%e - 2@%(51 +iE%e ,
6 (EY —iE%) =V2De,  6.(E' +iE?) = V2De, (4.78)

which are the typical transformations of the d = 1 A/ = 2 supergravity multiplet. This su-
pergravity is induced by embedding of the worldline into D = 3 N = 2 superspace (cf. (3.24)
and discussion around it). Egs. (4.78) are useful to search for the worldline supersymmetry

invariance of the part of the action containing the matrix fields.

4.4.2 Worldline supersymmetry transformations of the matrix matter
fields

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, D¥ and their hermitian conjugates, we find the fol-

lowing equations for the basic k-symmetry variations of matrix "matter” fields

i = 1 M ~
(SeZ - —\/—HE\IJ + E ﬂ (ZéeH - IPAEIC) ’ (4'79)
_ i I M oo - -
(SEZ — *\/—HG\I’ + E m (Z(SeH - [PAGIC> ) (4'80)
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0P = ‘ (e[\IJ Z]—i—E[\TJ Z])—iMP57:[+
€ \/M ) ) M6 M € (481)
1 2M _ i-_ .
+ M ([[Z, 7),7) + Z\If\lf) ALK,
5 i _ - 1M -
5P = NI (]2, 9] + €z, 9]) — i PSH— o
1 2M g .
Y ([[Z,Z],Z] +Z\I/\I/> ALK,
!
¥ =~ (P+d2.2l) - 5 o (LIAK. (4.83)
!
A \/% (e[, 2] + &P]) + % % [0, Z]AK . (4.84)

These expressions are treated as equations because their right-hand sides involve the varia-
tions d.H of H from (4.67) and

1
ALK =6 — €V + €V 4.85
WiV ( ) (4.85)
where
v=tr (VP+V[Z,7]) , ©v=tr(VP+V[ZZ]) (4.86)
and 6.k is the variation of
K =t(PZ+P2Z). (4.87)

As both of these composite variations enter with coefficients proportional to 1/ ,u6, the equa-
tions certainly admit a solution (atleastin the form of a power seriesin 1/ 1%). Moreover, there
is a straightforward method for solving these equations: first, use them to derive closed alge-
braic expressions for §.H and . /C; 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

SH = \/ZM tr [(e\if —€¥) ([Z, Pl +[Z,P] — %{xy : \If})] + ;% %5&% (4.88)
and
5K = ———etr (P — 20[Z,7]) — ' eu (TP —29[Z,7]) + = M.@AGIC , (4.89)
VM us M
where

H=tr <—2[Pu‘> +4[2,7)* - %zw + ZN:) (4.90)
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(cf. (4.67)). Egs. (4.88) and (4.89) are closed algebraic equations for . H and 6.k, respectively,

which are solved by

i 1 - _ i _
bH = —~ tr [ (€0 —€¥) ([Z,P]+[Z,P] — —{¥, U} (4.91)
VM (1 L ﬂf)) [ ( 4 ﬂ
ub M
and
3i 1 _ _ o
ALK ; [etr (VP —W[Z,27]) +etr (VP —V[Z,2])] . (4.92)
ECED

Thus the worldline supersymmetry transformations of the matrix matter fields are given by
(4.79)-(4.83) with (¢.91) and (&.92).

4.4.3 Worldline supersymmetry transformations of the non-Abelian
gauge field

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
B0, (el —ig?,  (E'+iE?) (4.93)

and to the variation of SU(/V) gauge field 1-form JA. This implies that, if the action is invari-

ant under worldline supersymmetry, then
Seh =E%cho + (EY —iEH)Schy + (EY +iE)0eh; - (4.94)
It is important to notice that 6. A enters the action variation in the trace of its product with

tr {u\ ([Z,H‘D] +[Z,P] - %{xp,i’})] , (4.95)

so that the possibility of compensating all remaining terms in the action variation by choos-

ing appropriate d.Ag, d.A, and 6. A; 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 k-symmetry variation of the action,

tr [u\o ([Z, Pl +[Z,P] — i{\lf, if})] -2 (1 _ 1 M) SH (4.96)
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can be solved because d.H (4.91) is also given by the trace of certain expression with

(z.p1+ 2.7 - w91
This allows to obtain

/
(1_%%}0 2
by = ——~—F (el — ) .

<l_iﬂ’ﬁ) MVM

Similarly studying the terms proportional to (€ L€ 2) and their c.c.-s, we obtain

& - 1 M _ 3(e¥ —&v) tr (P¥ — ¥[Z,7])
Seby = —=— €l — — ——— | 2010V MAK —
VM v | =y
ps M
8 - 1 3M 1
=——el— — — X
vemo v (1 M
pe M
x (€W — 2eW)tr (PU — U[Z, Z]) + eVt [(PY — U[Z,Z])]
and
8i 1 3M eV — el _
Dy =———— L+ — PY —U[Z,7
RV TR 2\/5/\42(1 Y )tr( 2.2) +
__6_5
ub M
1M

- T FAK.
18 2/ MM

The second of these equations can be further specified with the use of (4.92).

4.4.4 Resume onthe candidate mDO action(s)

61

(4.97)

(4.98)

(4.99)

Thus, we have shown that the action (4.72), with a positive definite function M (H /u®) 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 xk-symmetry of the single DO-brane action. Consequently, any of these actions can be

considered as a candidate for the role of D = 3 counterpart of the multiple DO-brane action.

A special representative of this family is the action where M (H /u®) is given by (4.71), as it

arises from the dimensional reduction of the D = 4 counterpart of the mMO0-brane system

(4D nAmW action). In general, the actions (4.72) are essentially nonlinear but the simplest

representation of the family with M(#/u®) = m = const, which provides the counterpart
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to the 10D action considered as a candidate for the mDO action in [128]. Our study suggests
that more generic, essentially nonlinear candidates for the role of the 10D mDO action should

be explored, and this investigation is actually presented in the next section.

We will return to this D = 3 counterpart of the 10D mDO system in chapter 7, where we
will construct the Hamiltonian formulation and perform the covariant quantization of the

simplest® representative within this diverse zoo of 3D mD0 models.

%9 As we will see in chapter 7, “simplest” corresponds to the 3D mDO representative with M (H/ ;f) =m.
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In this section we present a complete nonlinear action for the dynamical system of 10D mul-
tiple DO-branes. This action exhibits not only manifest spacetime (target superspace) su-
persymmetry but also worldline supersymmetry, the generalization of the local fermionic
k-symmetry characteristic of a single DO-brane. Moreover, as its lower dimensional 3D coun-
terpart, this action includes an arbitrary positive definite function M(H) of the SYM Hamil-

tonian ‘H constructed from the matrix fields describing relative motion of mDO constituents.

The properties of this set of candidate actions will be analysed in this section, while the 11-
dimensional origin of a specific D = 10 mD0 model, corresponding to a particular choice of

M(H), will be discussed in section 6.

5.1 The 10D mDO action and its symmetries

The nonlinear action that we have constructed is expressed in terms of center of mass vari-
ables of mDO0 system, which are identical to those used in the single DO-brane case, and ma-
trix variables describing the relative motion of mDO 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 the maximally su-

persymmetric SU(/N) SYM multipletin d = p + 1 dimensions [101].

Thus, focusing on the mDO0-brane case, the set of worldline fields includes coordinate func-
tions
M(r) = (2(r),01%(1), 0% (1)), w=0,...,9, a=1,...,16, (5.1)

which describe the embedding of the worldline W into the target type IIA superspace X(1032)

whose bosonic and fermionic coordinates are zM = (z#, 0, 62),
wt c xB2) . M _ Mgy (5.2)

In addition, according to [101], the system includes matrix fields fromthed = 1N = 16
SU(N) SYM multiplet, and some auxiliary fields. The set of these latter includes the 10D
spinor moving frame fields, discussed in detail below, and the matrix momentum field which

allows the SYM sector to be written in a first order form.

The matrix field content of the mDO0 system includes 9+ 9 bosonic Hermitian traceless N x N
matrix fields
Xi(r), P(r) (53)

where P? serves as the conjugate momentum to the matrix field X* which s a physical bosonic
field of the SU(V) SYM multiplet; both are labelled by the SO(9) vector index i = 1,...,9.

The system also includes an anti-Hermitian bosonic traceless N x N matrix valued 1-form
A=drhA,, (5.4)

where A, (7) is a worldline gauge field valued in the Lie algebra su(/V). The fermionic part

consists in 16 fermionic Hermitian traceless N x N matrix fields
lIll] (7-) 9 (5-5)

which transform as a spinor under SO(9) (i.e. as Spin(9) fundamental representation) with
indicesq = 1,...,16. This completes the set of matrix fields which captures the dynamics

of the relative motion sector of the mDO0 system.
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5.1.1 10D Moving frame and spinor moving frame fields

Finally to write the candidate for mDO0 action we need to introduce the moving frame and
spinor moving frame fields. These generalize toD = 10 the moving frame and spinor moving

frame formalism described in chapter 2.

The moving frame vectors are described by Lorentz group valued 10x 10 matrix
(u, )eSO(l 9), i=1,...,9 (5.6)

which obey

u“Oug =1, uOuy! =0

" , u‘“uj = —§4 . (5.7)

The spinor moving frame is described by Spin(1, 9) valued matrix
ve? € 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)agﬁ =l ég)vﬁ (b) ‘(]5) =vlo O‘ﬂvﬁ (5.9)

providing a kind of square root of the moving frame vectors in the sense of Cartan-Penrose-
like relations. The indices ¢,p = 1, ..., 16 correspond to SO(9) spinor indices, reflecting the

local SO(9) gauge symmetry that preserves the splitting in (5.6),
() s u(r) . u (1) ()0 (), 01O =6 (5.10)
Choosing an SO(9) invariant representation of sigma-matrices
05 = O ) =000+ p=a 1) =87 (5.11)
in which 4%, = 7., are d = 9 gamma matrices, we find that (5.9) leads to
0

agﬁ = UNUZB = vaTvg7 , afw =l 0“6 = vaq’yépvgp (5.12)

and ! O'QBUB =u 5qp + uuvqp

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, 9 reducing its initial 16 x 16 = 256
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components to 45 = dim(SO(1,9)). Additionally, we can define
5008 .= ugc}“aﬂ = vqo‘vqﬁ , Flop .= uL&“O‘B = —qu"yépvpﬂ (5.13)
where
vg&W = ’uq’B , agﬁvqﬁ =v.7. (5.14)
This matrix v, satisfies the relations:

Vg el = 0gF = va v, = 0.7 (5.15)

and hence can be identified as inverse spinor frame matrix. Below we will also use the Cartan

forms

QO = u),du, (5.16)

0V = ul dut (5.17)

where Q' transforms covariantly under SO(9) gauge group (5.10), and Q% serves as the SO(9)
connection. Using (5.7) derivatives of the moving frame can be expressed in terms of Cartan

forms:
0 ._ 0_ 10t i i 1707t — ,,00°
Duy, := du,, = u, ", Du), := duy, + wy, V" =, Q0" . (5.18)

Here we have also introduced the SO(9) covariant derivatives with the composite connection

given by the Cartan form 7% (5.17).

The spinor moving frame derivatives are also expressed in terms of the same SO(1, 9) Cartan

forms by
g ¢ Yeii, poii — Li o by
Dv,? = dv,? + ZQ V' Ypy = qupva Q (5.19)
which implies
Do = du® — 2t g — _Lyani 5.20
Vg = dbg — 4 Top¥p = _§”p7pq : (5.20)

The variation of the moving frame and spinor moving 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:

15 = u“oéuz , 1509 = u“iéuﬂ ) (5.21)

The latter parametrize the SO(9) transformations which will be the manifest gauge symme-
try of our action. Thus, the essential variations of moving frame vectors and spinor moving

frame matrices are given by

(5u2 = ULL(;Qi , 5UZ = uﬁLgQi , (5.22)
1 . ) 1 . .
ova? = Ewépvaﬂgﬂz , dvg = —Evépv;‘bgﬂl . (5.23)

The moving frame formalism allows to define the Lorentz invariant 1-forms on the worldline

by contracting the pull-back of the VA 1-form of the type IIA superspace
" = da* — idf'o”0" — idf*5+6* (5.24)
with the moving frame vectors:
E0 = H“ug , El = H“uz . (5.25)

Similarly, spinor moving frame formalism allows to define on the worldline the following

Lorentz invariant fermionic 1-forms:

E'=dg*vd,  EI=dosu; . (5.26)

5.1.2 Candidate mDO action(s)

The action for N nearly coincident DO-brane system has the form

1 dam

Sppo = EV — dete? — 0'de?) — — — tr(P'%?
mDO m wi m Wl( ) #6 Wi M r( )+
+ L tr (P'DX’ + 4i¥ ,D¥,) + iEO”H + (5.27)
,LL6 wil 4 4 M ’

1 1 1 9 [ o S S ]
+ — —— (B — Eo)tr | —4i(7" W), P* + = (47 W), [X*, K] ,
=5 | T — B i )P S0
where mand p are constants of dimension of mass. In the above equation, EYisthe projection

(5.25) of the pull-back of VA 1-form (5.24) to the vector ug of the moving frame (5.6), E' and

E?I are the contractions (5.26) of the pull-backs of the fermionic forms. The combination of
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bosonic P* and X’ and fermionic ¥, matrix fields

H:Etr(PP)—atr (XL K] =2t (R 0D | (5.28)
which has the form of 1d N/ = 16 SU(/N) SYM Hamiltonian; abusing a bit the terminology,

we will call it below the relative motion Hamiltonian.

Actually the two first terms in (5.27) formally coincide with the action of single DO-brane, i.e.
massive D = 10 type IIA superparticle in its spinor moving frame formulation [128, 166] (see
Appendix C for more details). In this case m plays the role of the superparticle mass. In con-
trast, the constant p 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 make more
transparent the dependence of the action on this parameter we have chosen non-canonical

dimensions for the matrix matter fields (5.3) and (5.5).

In particular, with this choice of dimensions of matrix fields, the relative motion Hamiltonian
H (5.28) is u-independent. However its dimension becomes (mass®) so that H /u® is dimen-

sionless.

The calligraphic M in (5.27) is a positive definite function of this dimensionless combination

of the relative motion Hamiltonian and coupling constant,
M = M(H /1), (5.29)

for which, the consistency requires the function M = M(H/u°) to be positive and we will
assume this below,
M(H /b)) > 0. (5.30)

In section 6, we will see how a particular case of the action (5.27) with

M= —+|—+— (5.31)

m m2  H
2

can be obtained by dimensional reduction of the 11D multiple M-wave (or MO-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) with M = m was studied in [128]
where it was noticed that it cannot be obtained by dimensional reduction from 11D mMO0

action.
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The covariant derivatives in the second line of (5.27)

DX = dX! — QUYI + [A, X, (5.32)
1 .. ..
DV, = d¥, — Zmryggg\pp + [A, @] (5.33)

contain, beside the SU(NV) gauge field (5.4), also the composite SO(9) connection. The formal

Ricci identities for such a covariant derivatives*® read

DDX! = Q' A QI X + [F, XY,

1 . S
DDY, = 1 CAQY (y90), + [F,¥,],

(5.34)

where F = dA — A A Ais the formal 2-form field strength of the 1-form gauge field A. When

deriving (5.34) we have used the Maurer-Cartan equations
DO =dQi — QAT =0, dQY+QFAQN = _QIAQ (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 €*' and eg acting nontrivially only on the center of mass variables,

00 =, Al =c,, Sk =0, (5.36)

[0}

Sext = ifotel + i0%5H€? .

Itis also invariant under the SU(/NV) gauge symmetry acting on the matrix matter fields by its
adjoint representation, provided the su(/N') valued 1-form A transforms as SU(/V) connec-
tion, as well as under the SO(9) symmetry acting by vector representation on index i of uz

X!, P* and by its spinor representation on index ¢ of v, and vd.

Furthermore the action isinvariant under local fermionic worldline supersymmetry which is
parametrized by fermionic function x4(7) carrying spinor index of SO(9). It acts on the center

of mass variables exactly in the same manner as irreducible k-symmetry of single DO-brane

““These 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, ie. on dx* and dx*, etc.
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in its spinor moving frame formulation [128, 166] (see Appendix C for details),

5.0t = mqv?/\@ ; 007 = =K,/ V2,
St = i0,.0' "0 +i6,0°5"0% (5.37)

5[{1}3 =0 —— 5,4“2 =0= 5,4“; y

hence notation x4(7). 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 /u8) with respect to its argument (hence to additional power of 1/uS),
6 1 ! 6 : / d
IM(H/ ) = FM (H/u®) 6H, with M'(y) = d—y/\/l(y) . (5.38)

The worldline supersymmetry transformations of the matrix matter fields are (see Appendix D

for their derivation)

- /
di R LM 5HXZ—LM AKP (5.39)

8 X =
VM ©s M ps M

) 1 1 M
5Pl = — U g9 — — S, HP
Nkl T VIRAs

(5.40)
1 M ; . ;
+ 5 A G0 — ol (043 )
1 L i g o i M 4 4
0, W, = ———— (kY P — —— (k") X, W) — — = A, ), X . (541
q 2m (HV )q 16m (’%7 )q[ ] 4/1'6 M ’C[(fy )q ] ( )
Here
tr (k9% , ([X%, P — 4i{¥,, ¥
5o = L (R (X P i ¥y, })) (5.42)
VM LM
ns M
with
ipi 1 i vg12 i i
ﬁ::tr([PlP)—i—Etr (X %) 2t (R ') (5.43)

is the worldline supersymmetry variation of the relative motion Hamiltonian (5.28) and

Lt (4i(sy @) + §(sy )X, %))

2V M 1 M’
1
+ v — 9

ALK = (5.44)
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This latter is related to the worldline supersymmetry variation of C = tr(Xi IPi) by

i pi L.
ALK =6, (tr(X"P)) + 2mmqu (5.45)
where
iy = tr (—4¢(~yi\1:)qn>i + %(w\p)q[xi, w}) : (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)

1 M
(1_FWH> 1

- 0/.q g p2y\(ni i
S = M\//\_/IE (mI:q)<1 T >+\/§M(E Ey)(Y'K)q X
+—6—57)
ub M
1 M 1 . i 5 ij i\
_(Elq_Eg)F \/§M2 T M ij‘I’(qtl' |:4Z(’y ‘I’)p)[P +§(7]‘I’)p)[xax‘7]
1+ —=—9
< puo M >

(5.47)

5.3 Equations of motion

In this section we write the complete set of equations of motion for the multiple DO-brane

system which follow from our action (5.27).

5.3.1 Equations for the center of mass variables

Beginning from the center of mass variables, we regroup the variation with respect to the
coordinate functions, 6zM (1) = (6x#(7), 66 (1), 662 (7)), into

15E® = 62ME%, (2)ul (5.48)

LéEi = 62ME‘]1\/[(Z)UZQ ) a

and
15(ET — Eg) ) 15(ET + Eg) , (5.49)

where

ET =00M0 ", usED = 005u," . (5.50)
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This choice simplifies the form of the equations of motion for the coordinate functions (orig-

inally defined as OSmpo — 0) and splits their set in a Lorentz-covariant manner into

6zM T
, 2 H
Q —— | = 5.51
(m T M) ’ &2y
— ) (EM4+E*) = —— A~ 95 5.52
<m+ NG M) ( + q) 4 /_2Mu67quyp ’ ( )
and
2 1 M
— |1 —_— dH =0 5.53
M ( 6 MH> H ; (5.53)
1 1 1 M 21
\/Q—WZDV(] — Fmﬂwj{ld% - M (Elq — E?I) H = 0 N (554)
where
. 1 o
iV = tr (-42‘(7%1:)[1[»” + 5 (B [X, xq) . (5.55)

As we will show below, Egs. (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 (k-symmetry) whose “local parameters” can be identified with t5E” and ¢5 (E4 1
Eg), 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/ ,uG) appearing in our action is positive definite (as stated in
(5.30)), Eq. (5.51) immediately implies
0'=0. (5.56)

Using this result, the fermionic equation (5.52) simplifies to
EYM4+E2=0. (5.57)

Finally, the essential variations of the moving frame and spinor moving frame variables are

given by (5.22), (5.23)

) , 1 o 1 A .
oup = ulusQ, dugd = 5 2 gpva” s Oug® = = 1Y (5.58)
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these leads to the bosonic vector equation

gi 2 H 1 g, g2y i, 2 livgd] o i Gy j_
< + — 6 M) _M—Qm (E + Eq) ’qull/p—ﬁ tr ([P X + 7,‘1/’7 ‘Il) Q = O s (559)
where iy, 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
El=0. (5.60)

Thus the complete set of equations governing the center of mass sector is given by Egs. (5.56),
(5.57) and (5.60). This coincides precisely with the set of equations of motion for a single DO-

brane in its spinor moving frame formulation [166].

5.3.2 Equations of the relative motion of the constituents of mDO sys-
tem

The equations of motion for the matrix fields describing the relative motion of the mDO con-
stituents read
- 2 1 M 1M
DX = —— (1 — ———H |E'P" + XKidH — P
(1= e )+
(5.61)

—i—;(Elq—EQ) 4i (') — LM, P
V2M ‘ T T ys M)

.2 1M 1T M o
DP :ﬂ[<1—EﬂH>E +H—4\/—_(Eq—Eq)ZVq:|X

X <% [[XZ X]] X]] ’Ypr {‘I’IJ?‘I’T}> B \/21M (Elq ) [( Z]‘I’) X]]+ (5'62)
1 MI 1 . 1 MI
n _G_d’C <E “Xz X]] X]] ’YIZW {lIlp’ \Ilr}> — _W[Pld?{
1 1 2 i ij 1\gi
D@q:—m(E”—E ) <quﬂ° +8 Vgl X, W]) -

i 1 M M 1 M , . .
-3 [(1 - ;—%) B4+ 5K+ e (B = B vy [0/ @), X
(5.63)

and
[P = 4i { W, ®,} . (5.64)
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In Egs. (5.61)-(5.63) H is given in (5.28),
K = tr(X* P) (5.65)

and iy, is defined in (5.55). Eq. (5.64) appears as a result of variation with respect to the world-
line gauge field A = drA, and is the (non-Abelian version of the) Gauss law of 10D SYM
reduced to 1d.

Using Egs. (5.61)-(5.63) and (5.64) one can check (by straightforward although a bit involving

calculations) that

dH =0 (5.66)
and
Dy, = \2/£(E1‘1 EDH, (5.67)

which implies that Egs. (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:

. 2 1 M 0 1 M
XW=_—"(1-=-"— E[PZ———[P’
D M( " MH) Pkt
(5.68)
1 vy L Mo
—|——_2M (Elq—Eg) (4@ (fy \Il)q— 2 qu[P> ,
!/
DP! = % [(1— %%H) E0+i6 \//M_ (E' — E2) ivq} X
(5.69)

(55 [000) <oy (1)

This form of equations is not yet final since it involves dKC = tr (DX P! + X'DP?). Calculating
the r.h.s. of this expression with the use of (5.68) and (5.69), we find

I Elq_EZ
9 <1_iMH> L 0.

2
dlC__ﬂ(l-k%%f)) M \/m

(5.70)

X

tr (4i(7' )P + (Y W)4[%7, %)) — 5hs 505y i,
1

()
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with
= tr (P'P) + 1—16tr (%0, %)+ 2tr (X Wy W) (5.71)

Thus the final form of the equations for the matrix matter (or relative motion) fields is given
by (5.68), (5.69) and (5.63) with d/C substituted by the r.h.s. of (5.70). While the resulting ex-
pressions may appear frighteningly complicated, we will show that they can be significantly
simplified by an appropriate choice of gauge fixing for the symmetries of the system. Before
proceeding with the gauge fixing, however, we must first address the issue of the mass of the

mDO0 system.

5.3.3 Mass of mDO system and its center of mass motion

[tisinstructive to compute the canonical momentum for the center of mass coordinate func-

tion of mDO system

Dy = (m + F/V> u, =: Mu, . (5.72)
The mass 901 of the mDO is defined by the square of this 10-momentum, p,p" = M2, and is
thus given by
2 H
M=m+ —— . 5.73
pe M 573)

Note that this mass depends essentially on the choice of the positive definite function M (/%)

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 mDO0 constituents. As
a result, in this supersymmetric model, the relative motion influences the center of mass

motion in the same way it does in the purely bosonic dynamical system from [107].

The constant parameter m in the action (5.27) corresponds to the mass of the center of mass
motion of mD0 when the relative motion sector is in its ground state, i.e. when H = 0. As we
will see below, supersymmetric configurations of mDO systems satisfy this condition. There-
fore, any excitation of the relative motion inevitably increases the mass of the center of mass
of the mDO system (due to the positivity condition (5.30)) and, as we will also show, necessar-

ily breaks supersymmetry.

Now observe that, by definition of Cartan forms, duf, = «,Q". Hence, Eq. (5.56) implies that
on-shell we have
du’ =0. (5.75)
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Together with (5.74), this implies that the momentum (5.72) is conserved

dp, = 0. (5.76)

5.3.4 Gauge fixing of the local SO(9) and SU(INV) symmetries

For future use, let us also notice that, on the surface defined by Eq. (5.56), the derivatives of
the orthogonal moving frame vectors uL decompose entirely along these vectors,

(R LY

du,, = Q%u;, . (5.77)

Furthermore, since Q% transforms as a connection under local gauge SO(9) symmetry of the
mDO action (5.27), and since any 1-dimensional connection can be gauged away, we can fix
the gauge

Q=0 (5.78)

in which the 9 spacelike vectors of the moving frame become constant
dul, =0. (5.79)

Similarly, the local SU(V) 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 = d7D, reduces to a (proper-)time derivative,

. d . . ‘ d . . d .
DX = dTEW =drX", DP* = dTE[Pl =drP*, D¥, = dra\Ilq =dr¥,.
(5.81)
Notice that, as far as moving frame and spinor moving frame variables are now (proper-)time

independent, we obtain

E) = drE) = da® —id9'? 0" —idf2 62,  ET =df'9,  E2=db;, (5.82)
and
E' = drE. = da'! — idf"9v,0" + id6; .07 | (5.83)
where
2% = x”ug , ot = x“uz , 01 = 0>, 1 9? = 921}2‘ (5.84)
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are the supersymmetric generalizations of co-moving coordinates for the center of mass of

the mDO-brane.

5.3.5 Gauge fixing of k-symmetry and reparametrization symmetry

Using the consequences (5.82) and the gauge fixing condition (5.78), Eq. (5.57) simplifies to
do'e = —do; (5.85)

This equation is invariant under global supersymmetry and local k-symmetry, under which

(in the coordinate basis (5.84)) we have

60 = 19 4 k9/\/2 693262—&‘1/\/5,
(5.86)
6x® = idf' (el9 — k9//2) + i07 (e2 + K1//2).
This implies
SE® = —2i(d0' — do?)k?/V2 . (5.87)

Clearly, we can now use the worldline supersymmetry to fix one (but not both) of the fermionic

coordinate functions to zero (as the k-symmetry of single DO-brane can be). Let us choose

02=0. (5.88)

This gauge is preserved by a combination of global supersymmetry and local worldline su-
persymmetry satisfying

63 = /{q/\/§ . (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
do't =0, (5.90)
which further reduces E’and E’ to:
EY = da®, E' =dz!. (5.91)
This gauge choice remains supersymmetric because now

620 =i(e'+ )0, St =i(e' + el)yl, 07 (5.92)
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and both r.h.s.-s are constants due to (5.90), dvd = 0 and de®!? = 0.
Having fixed k-symmetry, we may now fix the reparametrization symmetry by setting
dr = dz® = E° — E0=i%=1 (5.93)

still preserving the supersymmetry. However, for convenience, we will not fix r-reparametrization

symmetry at this stage and instead preserve its explicit form for subsequent analysis.

5.3.6 Gauge fixed form of the field equations

Thus, the above gauge fixing and the field equations for the center of mass variables imply
that

dug =0, duL =0, dvl =0, (5.94)
E=dal=0, (5.95)
E'"=0, E}=0, (5.96)

and that E° = dr£°. With this in mind, the equations for the matrix fields reduce to

X = —% (1 — %%H) Pt — %%’P% , (5.97)
v, = _ﬁ [(1 - %%H) i + %/c] (V' ®),, XT] (5.99)
where ,
S (v f&';,) (1- ) & 5199
pb M

with §) defined in (5.71). Substituting (5.100), we find that the final gauge fixed form of Egs.
(5.97)-(5.99) is

1— LMy
7 2 ( i M, >:t° P, (5.101)
M (1+ H459)
2 (1_ %%70 1
P = — 0 (— (KR, K] — AL ,\IJT}) , (5.102)
M (1_‘_%%5) 16[ ] D p
(1= LMy
T, = —— ( a M, >x’o[('yi\P)q,Xi]. (5.103)
2M (14 H45n)
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Notice that, although one might fix the gauge ° = 1 (5.93), we prefer to keep it unfixed to
emphasize the invariance of our equations of motion under 7-reparametrization, a feature

that will be important in the discussion below.

5.3.7 Relation of therelative motion equations of mDO with SYM equa-
tions

Formally, we can define the new time variable by

1M 1M
) (1 m4H) dt 2 (1w 4H)
d d.’[‘o ﬂ a A d(T) = J‘JO M“—/ 9 (5104)
(1+ 549) u (1+ 5449)
and rewrite the above equations using the derivative % arriving at
d . .
2y — _pt 5.105
= , (5.105)
i = L wi), W] — 4 (w,, @ (5.106)
E _E[[ ) ]7 ] _’Ypr{ D 7’} ) .
d i, -
—U,=——[(v'®),, X 5.107
dt q 4 [(’Y )Q7 ] ( )

which coincide with the equations of motion of the 1d reduction of 10D SYM theory in the

gauge A = 0.

However, this procedure does not correspond to a 7-reparametrization (i.e. a 1d general coor-
dinate transformation of the proper time). The simplest way to see this is to appreciate that
the definition of (5.104) for the "new time" is actually invariant under the r-reparametrization

and therefore cannot serve as a gauge fixing condition for this symmetry*’.

The other more physical observation is that changing the form of the positive definite func-
tion M (H) affects the physical properties of the system. In particular, it changes the mass 9t
of the mDO system (cf. (5.73)), which depends on the choice of M(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 mDO sys-
tem and those of maximally supersymmetric N’ = 16 1d SU(N) SYM theory. Note, however,
that the formal definition (5.104) of the new time variable involves the matrix fields X?, P?, ¥ q
and thus, in general, differs for different solutions of the field equations. Indeed, while H (and

hence M(H)) is constant on-shell, the same is not true for §§ = H(X*, P*, ¥,). However, for

“IIn fact, since equations (5.97)-(5.99) are manifestly reparametrization invariant, they cannot be transformed
into (5.105)-(5.107) via a T-reparametrization.
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special solutions with H = 0 (implying also $) = 0), the variable ¢ becomes proportional to x°
via a constant rescaling. In this case, the correspondence between the mD0 relative motion

solutions and SU(/N) SYM equations is one-to-one.

Aswe will see in a moment, this situation arises for bosonic supersymmetric solutions of the

mDO0 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 (k-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

0t =0, 02 =0. (5.108)

«

This configuration still preserves half 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
el = —qug/\/i, e = k1 /V2 . (5.109)

Then, after fixing the reparametrization invariance by setting z.° (1) = 7,the general solution
of the bosonic center of mass equations takes the form

p#

(1) =z + m

T, (5.110)
where p* and 9N 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

mDO constituents.

Originally, the matrix fields that encode the relative motion of the mDO constituents are inert
under spacetime supersymmetry. However, after gauge fixing the worldline supersymmetry
via Eq. (5.88), thisis not longer the case. The worldline supersymmetry parameter, which acts
on the matrix fields, becomes identified with the second spacetime supersymmetry param-

eter through Eq.(5.89). Furthermore, setting the remaining fermionic coordinate function to
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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 9.

Setting to zero the fermionic matrix field
¥,=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))

1 o i
6. W, = ——— (k") P! —
! (1) 16V M

admits a nontrivial solution. Notice that the contribution of the positive definite function

(KY)g[X', %] =0 (5.112)

M(H) can be factored out, thus reducing the equation to

KPlLpg = K" (%izq[Pi - é (79)pg[X, 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 theory“?. It also formally coincides with the
equation defining the supersymmetry which can be preserved by purely bosonic solutions

of 11D mMO 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 k4. This, in turn, requires that the
i

matrix L, vanishes, i.e. v, P" — £ (v"7),4[X*, X’] = 0. Then

PP=0, [X,%]=0, (5.114)

which characterizes the vacuum of the relative motion of the mDO constituents. In this case

‘H = 0 and, indeed (5.114) follows directly from this condition.

To examine whether more 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

more manageable form, we multiply it by the matrix

Lyr := (fyér[PZ-F g(v”)qr[x’,wo , (5.115)

“’The term "formally" highlights that the relation between P* and X" in the generic mDO action involves the
function M (H) and, for M’ # 0, additional dependence on P* and X* through the function §j defined in Eq.(5.71);
see also Eq.(5.102).
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which differs by relative sign from the matrix 4, in (5.113), and trace the result with respect

to the SU(V) indices. In such a way we arrive at

KPAr(LL),, = K1 (tr([Pi[Pi) - % tr([X°, xj]2)) + % KP (Y pgtr (PR, K)) = 0, (5.116)

where we have used
e (100, ][R, 1)) = M e (%[, e, X)) = 0, (5.117)

which follows from the Jacobi identity [X17, [%*,%1]] = 0. Now one can recognize in the
multiplier of the first term the bosonic limit of the relative motion Hamiltonian H (5.28) mul-
tiplied by 2 and also appreciate that the coefficient for the second term vanishes as a conse-
quence of the (bosonic limit of the) Gauss constraint (5.64), tr(P*[X?, X7]) = tr([P, X{|%7) = 0.
Thus, if we use this constraint, the final form of the consistency condition (5.116) for the su-

persymmetry preservation by mDO configuration simplifies to
kIH=0. (5.118)

Thus the BPS condition for a purely bosonic supersymmetric configuration of the mDO sys-

tem is just the vanishing of the (bosonic limit of the) relative motion Hamiltonian,
1 i 1 i i12
”Hz§tr(ﬂ>[l°)—6—4tr X, ®])"=0. (5.119)

Aswe have already noticed, the general solution is given by the vacuum (5.114), meaning that

only 1/2 of the spacetime supersymmetry can be preserved by the mD0 system.

This result allows us to conclude that any supersymmetric solution of the maximally super-
symmetric SU(N) SYM theory yields a corresponding supersymmetric solution of the mD0O
equations for any positive definite function M (#) since the relative motion mDO0 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 a:g and p* = Mu " in (5.110). Thus, as far as the supersymmetric configura-
tions of the relative motion sector in the mDO0 model is concerned, these are in one-to-one

correspondence with those solutions of the SU(/N) SYM equations.

The correspondence of the relative motion equations of the mDO brane constituents and the
maximally supersymmetricd = 1 N = 16 SU(N) SYM equations can be also used to search

for non-supersymmetric solutions of the mDO0 equations. See Appendix E for an example.



Dimensional reduction of the 11D
MMO action and its relation
to mDO 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
mDO actions (5.27), namely the one with M(H/u®) as given in Eq.(4.71), can be derived by

dimensional reduction of the 11D mMO action proposed in [124].

6.1 11D mMO action and its symmetries

The mMO brane system, which is conjectured to arise as the decompactification limit (M-
theory lifting) of mDO system, contains the same matrix fields asthed = 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 the mDO system.

6.1.1 Center of energy variables for mMO

The center of energy degrees of freedom include the coordinate functions

AM(r) = (XK(7),0%(1)), p@=0,1,...,9,10, a=1,...,32 (6.1)

which describe the embedding of the worldline into the 11D superspace X(11132) with coor-
dinates zM = (XX, ©2). These are supplemented by spinor moving frame fields (described

below) and a Lagrange multiplier p#(T) whose role will also be clarified below.
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The 11D VA 1-form is given by
[I£ = dX£ — ¢dOTEe = (I1#,117) (6.2)

where Fgﬂ are real symmetric 32 x 32 matrices

0 0
F&é =220 5 = FEQ (6.3)

constructed from the 11D Dirac matrices I'%,,X = —(I'"£,2)* obeying the Clifford algebra
rer? + rre = 277ab132><32 (6.4)

and the charge conjugation matrix C, which is antisymmetric and imaginary in our mostly
minus signature: C,g3 = —Cg, = —(C,3)*. We will also need the symmetric matrices with

upper indices
Prad _ puBa _ szrﬁlé (6.5)

which can be used to write the Clifford algebra (6.4) in the form
D TWIB — s (6.6)

We use the following SO(1,9) invariant decomposition of 11D fermionic Majorana spinor
coordinates on two 10D Majorana-Weyl (with opposite chiralities)
9104

0% R 6.7)

Then, with the appropriate SO(1,9) invariant representation of the 11D gamma matrices
(presented in Appendix F), the 11D A/ = 1 VA 1-form decomposes, as indicated already in
(6.2), yielding the 10D N/ = 2 VA 1-form (5.24)

II* = dX* — idf'c"0' — ido*5+6? (6.8)
and the scalar (with respect to SO(1,9)) 1-form
I* = dX* 4 id0'6? + ido?0* . (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) valued matrix

v — <v+ —) € Spin(1, 10) (6.10)

ag Yagq

which serves as a square root of the SO(1, 10) valued moving frame matrix

Ul = <% <Uﬂ# + UE) Uﬁ% <Uz - UM>) € 50(1,10) (6.11)

constructed from two lightlike vectors U~ and U* normalized in their contraction, together

with 9 orthonormal spacelike vectors U’ orthogonal to that two,
—rru= __ #rru# _ =pruHt _
UEUE =0, UEUE =0, UEUE =2, (6.12)
Ut =0, UUE =0, UUY =-§7. (6.13)

(d)

The moving frame vectors also obey U, ég)n(g)(d) Uy~ = nuy, Which can be written in the form

of

1. 1 _ . .
St = §U£UZ# + 5UZ*UZ— ~ U U (6.14)

The square root relations discussed above encode the Lorentz invariance of the 11D Dirac

matrices. They take the form,
VIV =0T,  VIT@Wy =Teye (6.15)
The spinor moving frame variables also satisfy the constraint
vevt =c, (6.16)

which reflects the Lorentz invariance of the charge conjugation matrix. From this, it follows

that the blocks of the inverse spinor moving frame matrix obeying

@, + Q,, —
Vg~ Vap = Ogp Vg “Vaqg =0,
+a _ +a, —
Vg Vb =0, Vg *Vap = Ogp (6.17)

are constructed from the spinor frame variables of (6.10) as

v % = iC’gévK , v, = —iC%y, . (6.18)

Using an appropriate (SO(1, 1) ® SO(9) invariant) representation of the 11D gamma matrices
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(see Appendix F), Egs. (6.15) split into

vq_fﬂvp_ = Ugéqp , Ugfgﬁ = 2Vaq Vgg (6.19)

U;f‘ﬁl}; = Uﬁ#dqp , Uifg_ﬂ = 2vgq+véq+ , (6.20)
. I e y N

Vg Loy = Uiy » UpTap = 20alg Yap¥igp" > (6.21)

where v/, = 7}, are the SO(9) Dirac matrices obeying
Ver Wiy + Vi vty = 266y . (6.22)

The derivatives of the moving frame and spinor moving frame variables can be expressed in

terms of Cartan forms

Q9 .= Ukau; (6.23)
QO = yr=aquy, (6.24)
Q¥ =UrqU], Q7 = UL dU] (6.25)

(see e.g. [168, 169] and refs. therein for more details). The form Q¥ transforms as a con-
nection under the SO(9) symmetry which acts on both the 9-vector indices 7, j and the 16-
component spinor indices ¢, p of the moving frame variables and the matrix fields. Thisis the
11D counterpart of the Cartan form Q% from the 10D SO(1,9)/SO(9) spinor moving frame

(Lorentz harmonics) formalism.

The Cartan form Q¥ transforms as a connection under the SO(1, 1) group, under which the
moving frame, spinor moving frame variables, and the Lagrange multiplier p* scale accord-

ing to the weights indicated by their sign indices. In particular, since # = ++ we have

Ui e Ul Un e e PUT

Q0= 0% +dp, QY- QY

ot €28 pF (6.26)

under SO(1, 1) group. The remaining Cartan forms, Q% and Q7 transform covariantly un-

der both SO(9) and SO(1, 1) which are gauge symmetries of the mMO0 action.

6.1.2 Matrix fields describing the relative motion of mMO constituents

The matrix fields describing the relative motion of the mMO constituents are exactly the same

as those appearing in the mDO system. These include bosonic traceless N x N matrices X’



6.1 11D mMO action and its symmetries 87

and P?, carrying the SO(9) vector indices, fermionic traceless N x N matrices v, carrying
SO(9) spinor index ¢ = 1,..,16; and a bosonic traceless N x N matrix 1-form A = drA,

corresponding to the SU(/V) gauge connection on the worldline.

6.1.3 The mMO action

The action for the 11D mMO system, originally proposed in [124], can be written in the form

_ 1 o 1
Smmo = / P# E”+ < / (tl’ (U”DXZ + 44 qD\I’q) + E# - ’H) +
wi me i o
1 Dp*

t (—aitr P+ 0T, - o [ P,
(6.27)

1
+
+E lEq =
W p

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 spinor moving frame variables and Lagrange multiplier p*,

as shown in (6.26).

The covariant derivatives of the matrix fields appearing in (6.27) are given by
DX’ := dX’ — QYR 4+ [A, X, (6.28)

1 .. ..
DT, = d¥, — Q9 T, + (A, T, (6.29)

and include, besides the SU(/V) connection 1-form A, also the composite SO(9) connection

QY (6.23). In addition, the derivative of the Lagrange multiplier p*
Dp* = dp* — 2Q(0)p# (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 spinor moving frame variables.

The moving frame and spinor moving frame variables also enter the action explicitly through
the projections
ET =1IEU; , (6.31)

where IT£ is the pull-back of the 11D bosonic supervielbein 1-form (see Eq. (6.2)), and
ET =doe%v,} (6.32)

is the pull-back of the fermionic supervielbein form.
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The “relative motion Hamiltonian" in (6.27)

1 ipi 1 i 12 i i
Hzitr([P[P)—G—thr (X %]7 =2t (X @' W) (6.33)

coincides with that of the mDO 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 k-symmetry of single MO-brane action formulated in the spinor moving frame

approach [160, 170].

The properties of this mM0 system described by the action (6.27) were further studiesin [125].
The problem of its dimensional reduction to D = 10 was 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 mMO system described in chapter 3. Using this insight in [3] we have successfully
rewritten the mMO action from [124] in terms of more convenient matrix variables, as pre-
sented in Eq. (6.27). The dimensional reduction of this reformulated mMO0 action to 10D is the

subject of the next subsection.

6.2 Dimensional reduction of mMO 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 Egs. (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)invariantformohthe 11D spinor moving frame and basic
1-forms

The next step is to solve the constraints defining the above described 11D spinor moving
frame variables in terms of the 10D Spin(1, 9) /Spin(9) spinor ones (5.8). The convenient form

of the solution is

1, 1

U VA

Vol e 1 Vol
s AV Y ’qu = E VM o (634)

Uq

|
e
[
)
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which implies the complementary relations

1

N/

U+Q:LL Vg /p#v—gzi,/M Vg (6.35)
VRYM e ) V2 g '

—Va

These expressions involve both the Lagrange multiplier p* from the mMO0 action and an ar-
bitrary function M (7) of the proper time 7 parametrizing the center of energy worldline of

the mMO 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 (p* or M) and spinor frame variables parametrizing

cosets isomorphic to S sphere:

SO(1,10) e ang  SOL9)

(SO(1,1) ® SO(9)) xKg S0[) 5 (6.36)

respectively (see e.g. [168, 169] and refs. therein for more details). Notice also that the 1h.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 toits 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 mMO action
(6.27), we obtain

1
ETY = /p# EY — E2) | 6.37)
where
E'Y =dp'*vl,  E;=df’vg (6.38)

can be naturally identified with the pull-backs of the 10D type IIA supervielbein forms (5.26).

Now, substituting (6.34) into Egs. (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

(6.39)
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# p* 0 # p*
Up="qt  Ue=Ty (6.40)
so that .
p'ET = M(E° - T17) ;—# %(EO +11%) . (6.41)
Moreover, from (6.21) we find
U, = 6,"ul, (6.42)

which can be used to identify the composite SO(9) connection of the mMO0 system with its
10D counterpart (5.17),
QY = UﬁidUﬁ = u‘”dufl =: QY . (6.43)

Thus the covariant derivative of the matrix fields in the mMO action (Egs. (6.28) and (6.29))
coincide with (5.61) and (5.63) used in the mDO action (5.27).

Asfaras SO(1, 1) connection is concerned, we find from (6.39) and (6.40)

dp*  dM
QO — Zy=pqu* — = (2 _ M 6.44
Q U U =5 (F %) (6.44)
which gives
d
Dp* = dp* — 2p#Q(0) = p#WM . (6.45)

Thus, after using in (6.27) the relations (6.34) and their consequences, p* disappears from the

11D action and it is fully replaced by M.

6.2.2 Dimensional reduction of the mMO action

With the solution (6.34) and the splitting (6.2), the mMO action (6.27) acquires the form

1 1
SrMol(6.34) = /M ") + M(E0+H*)H+
Wl
1AM,
- P'DX + 4i%,DW r(PiX
+M6 Wi ( + 4 ) 16 o ™ tr(P"X)+ (6.46)
1 1 1 .. o
E'7 — E2 —45 (YW PP+ = (4Y X R
b [ B B (i )P S0

where the covariant derivatives are given by (5.61) and (5.63), and the relative motion Hamil-

tonian H has the form of (5.28). Here,

EO — 1140 . (6.47)



6.2 Dimensional reduction of mMO action to D=10 91
with IT* from (6.8) (see (5.25)), IT* is defined in (6.9) and, according to (6.38),

E' — EZ = df'*vd — do0] . (6.48)

To complete the dimensional reduction, we derive the equation of motion, from the action
(6.46), for the 11th bosonic coordinate field X*,

1 H
diM—-—— —|=0, 6.49
( M MG) 649
and substituting its solution back into the functional (6.46). This solution can be equivalently
written as
1 H
M 10 (6.50)

M=—+4,]—+=. (6.51)
Substituting this result back into the action (6.46) we find the 10D mDO0 action (5.27) with a
particular function M = M (H/u®) 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 11D M-theory.






Towards field theory of multiple
DO-branes: quantization of
simplest 3D mDO 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 that exhibits the properties expected of a multiple DO-brane system. Its quantizationis
anticipated toyield an 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 DO-brane model (see chapter 5). Through this process, we
derive a supersymmetric equations of the field theory of this simplest 3D counterpart of mDO

system and discuss some of its solutions.

7.1 Simplest 3D counterpart of the 10D mDO action

In this section we recall the fields used to describe the 3D mDO0 counterpart. However, as
we will discuss in section 7.1.3, we adopt a different representation for the 3D spinor moving

frame variables compared to the one used in chapter 4.
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7.1.1 Physical and auxiliary fields of the 3D mDO system

The dynamical variables of 3D mDO0 system, can be naturally decomposed into the center of
mass variables and the matrix fields describing the relative motion of the mDO0 constituents.
This latter set contains the fields of D = 3 SU(/N) SYM model dimensionally reduced to d = 1.

These are traceless N x N bosonic matrix fields
Z=|zs(r)]| and Z=|Z7 (1), (7.1)
which are related by Hermitian conjugation
7=(2)} = 7=/, wz=7/=0, ij=1,...,N, (12
and two Hermitian conjugate traceless N x N fermionic matrix fields*®
T=||T/(r) and =|F(7)], (73)

satisfying
¥ =0l = v =(T), uv=¥/'=0, (7.4)

as well as anti-Hermitian 1-form
A=drh, =dr||A(T)]| = —AT = AT = (80", (7.5)

Allthese fields depend on the proper time 7 which parametrizes the center of mass worldline
W! of the 3D mDO system. This is described by the same variables as that used to describe
a single DO-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(T) = (m“(r),&“(f),éa(f)), éa(r) =0%7)", p=0,12, a=1,2, (76

which parametrize the worldline W* as a trajectory in flat D = 3 A = 2 superspace L4

with coordinates zM = (x#, 0%, %),

Wl c 26 . M Mgy, (7.7)

“*Here we have replaced the notation for the matrix fermionic fields from ¥ — ¥ compared to chapter 4. This
distinction allows us to differentiate between the fermionic matrix fields ¥ and the fermionic coordinates W that
will appear in the quantization of the mDO0 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 Azcarraga-Lukierski action, formulated purely in terms of the coordi-

nate functions introduced above.

7.1.2 3D version of the de Azcarraga-Lukierski action for a single DO-
brane

When single DO-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 DO-brane [92] is given by 10D counterpart of the D = 4 action

originally constructed by de Azcarraga and Lukierski [147, 163]. Here we discuss its 3D coun-

Sar = —m/dT (w | E&Ebnap + 6“0 — 0"9;&) (7.8)

where the dot denotes a derivative with respect to proper time 7, and

terpart given by

E® = & — i67°0 + i07°0 , (7.9)
is the pull-back (coefficient of d7) of the VA 1-form,
E® = da®—id0~*0+i0y*df =: E*(z) , E%(z(r)) = dTEZ, 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 x-symmetry

0,2 = 6,070 — i07"6,.0 | (7.11)

Ba Ba
0,0% = Kg (6 — Z"S/aEg/ E?E7b> s 0,0% = kg <€ + Z"S/aEg/ quZETb> s

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 DO-brane BPS state in String Theory.

Thus, moving frame and spinor moving frame variables are not obligatory for describing a
single DO-brane: in this case, the spinor moving frame formulation (as presented in chapter 4)
is classically equivalent to the formulation provided by the de Azcarraga-Lukierskiaction de-
scribed above. However, the action for the 3D mDO0 system is known only in its form involving

spinor moving frame variables which we are going to describe now.
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7.1.3 3D complex spinor moving frame variables (Lorentz harmonics)

In chapter 4 we have used the real spinor moving frame variables (v., v2 ) subject to the con-
straint vazvé = 1. However, for the purpose of this chapter, we found it much more conve-

nient to describe the spinor frame variables using complex spinors

1 . .
Wo = —(vé — zvi) and its c.c. Wo =

V2

which obey the relation

1 )
E(vi‘ + iv?) (7.12)
WWey = 1. (7.13)

This allows us to write the unity decomposition and to decompose the unit antisymmetric
tensors as

5o” = iwaw? — iwaw”? , €af = —1WaWg + W W3 . (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
Dwg := dwg + tawy = i fW, , Dy 1= Ay — 1aWq = —ifWe , (7.15)
in terms of Cartan forms**

f=wdws, f=w%w,, a=wdw,=w"dw, . (7.17)

The first two of these provide a covariant basis of the cotangent space to the coset SU(1, 1) /U(1)

SL(2,R)/SO(2), while the third, a, transforms as a U(1) connection. This allowed to intro-
duce the U(1) covariant derivatives Din (7.15). It is straightforward to check that these Cartan

forms satisfy the Maurer-Cartan structure equations
Df=df+2if A\a=0, Df=df—-2ifAa=0, da=—ifAf. (7.18)

The moving frame vectors (a 3D version of the complex 4D lightlike Newman-Penrose tetrad

[153]) are constructed as bilinears of the complex spinor w and w

u((J,O) = 'LU"}/a’ZD 9 u(l = 'LU’Yaw ) ﬂa = ’lIJ"}/a’LD . (719)

“‘These relate to the real Cartan forms fP? = v*Pdv? used in chapter 4 by

1 fI9. (7.16)

11 22\
S+ =5

N =

f:%(fll_fQZ)_if127 fT: (fll_f22)+if127 a=
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Due to the properties of D = 3 gamma matrices, these vectors obey

u((lo)ua(o) =1, ugo)u“ =0, uao)ﬂ“ =0, (7.20)
ugu® =0, u,u* =0, wuu*=-2. (7.21)

Furthermore, they satisfy

U((IO)’YZB = 2w(au_]6) , ua'ygﬁ = 2wawﬁ , aa'yg[j = 2150111)5 . (7.22)

Egs. (7.20) and (7.21) imply that the real 3 x 3 matrix
ul?) = (uEf’), %(Ua + @), %(ua - ua)) e 0(1,2) (7.23)
belongsto O(1, 2) group. Moreover, their construction from spinor bilinears further implies*
eabcugo)ubﬂc = —2i — Ul = —ieapeu™?) (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)),

1 1
o = (. 0+ 1) 10— 1)) € SO(L2). (125)

meaning that this set of vectors defines an oriented Lorentz frame. Thus (7.22), or equiva-
lently (7.19), establish how the moving frame is constructed from the complex spinor moving

frame.

The derivatives of the moving frame vectors are expressed through the Cartan forms (7.22)

Aul® = iftg—ifus,  Dug = dug+2iaug = 2iful’) |  Dug = dig—2iatiy = —2iful® .
(7.26)

Consequently, Cartan forms (7.17) can be equivalently written as

f= %uadu,(lo) ) f= —%_adugo) , a= —i_“dua = iuadﬂa . (7.27)

When differentiating a function h(w, w) of the spinor frame variables only, the constraint (7.13)

“5To see this we can take the constant “vacuum"” value of the spinors v = §2 in (7.12) and find that the vectors

areul?) = 8% uq = —6% + 46, 4y = —6° — 6} and obey (7.24) with our representation for 3D gamma matrices
(see section 4.1).
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implies that its exterior derivative decomposes on the Cartan forms (7.17)

d= dﬂ)ai_ + olwai = ifD —ifD + iaD©® (7.28)
0wy Owg,

where we have used Egs. (7.15) at the second stage and the covariant derivatives are defined

das

0 - 0

., D=uw,

0 0
S DO = @, P (7.29)

These covariant derivatives have the characteristic property to “annihilate” the constraint
(7.13)
D(w%wa) =0, D(@®wy) =0, DO(@%w,) =0 (7.30)

and obey the su(1, 1) ~ su(2, R) algebra
D,D=D®, [D®, pj=-2D, [D,D]=2D. (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
E* = ¢0dat —id0y°0 4+ i0y°df ,  E*=df¢*, E*=df* (7.32)

into a set of three bosonic and four fermionic Lorentz invariant 1-forms

EO = g0 | E=FE%,, E=FE%,, (7.33)
EY = df%w, , EY = d8%w, , (7.34)
EY = df%w, , EY = df%w,, . (7.35)

7.1.4 Lagrangian of the simplest 3D counterpart of the mDO system

The Lagrangian for the 3D counterpart of the 10D mDO0 action contains two constants with

dimension of mass, m and yu, as well as an arbitrary positive definite function
M = M(H/ub) (7.36)

defined in terms of the bosonic composite constructed from matrix fields

H=tr <u>ﬂ> +[2,2)? - %Z\IJ\IJ + %Z\IJ\IJ) : (1.37)
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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
=t(CP+¥[Z,2]), v:=tu(¥P+¥[Z 7)), (7.38)

which can be identified as the SYM supercurrents. The Lagrangian corresponding to the ac-

tion (4.72) can then be written as

- - 1 o2 1 M
_ 0 «@ «@ 0
Lr[m, p, M(H)] = mE] + m(0“0, — 6°0,) + 6ET/\/I’;'-[+ —Mtr (PZ +PZ) +
1 — -1 - 1 = 1 4 -
—tr|(PD,Z+PD;Z—- -D, ¢ ¥ + —¥D, ¥ — 0% wa v + 0%,
+u6r< + g +3 >+u6 _M( wa? + wu)

(7.39)
Here D, denotes covariant derivatives which include not only the su(N') valued connection
A = dtA;, but also a composite U(1) defined by the Cartan form a = dra, (7.17) (see also
(7.27))
D,Z=7+2ia:Z +[Ar,Z], D;¥ =T —ia, ¥+ A, T],

- _ . _ _ (7.40)
D,7 =7 —2ia,Z+ A, Z), DU =W +ia ¥+ A, D],

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 m2  H
M=— — + —. 7.42
5T\ T T o (7.42)

The latter was derived in section 4.3.3 by dimensional reduction of the 4D counterpart of the
mMO 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 simplest model with constant M = m, with the Lagrangian

1

Lr[m,p] = mEg + m(éaéa — 9°‘§a) N 7—[ + — WU + i We V ) +

o
1 _ -1 - =
+ —tr (PD,Z + PD,Z — EDT\IJ TR N A
ub 8 8
(7.43)
We will develop Hamiltonian formalism for this model and perform its quantization, thereby

deriving the equation of the field theory of simplest 3D counterpart of the mDO-brane.
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7.2 Hamiltonian formalism of the simplest 3D prototype
of mDO brane model

In this section we develop Hamiltonian formalism for our simplest 3-dimensional counter-

part of the mDO system.

7.2.1 Canonical momenta and Poisson brackets

In general, the canonical momenta p 4 are defined as derivatives of the Lagrangian L(qA, qA)

with respect to generalized velocities ¢4 = %qA associated with the coordinates ¢*,

paA = a4 (7.44)

q

They are canonically conjugate to these coordinates which implies the following structure

of the Poisson brackets algebra
pasq”Yop = —(=)" P g% pates = —0% .

[qA7 qB}PB == _(_)E(A)E(B) [qBv qA}PB =0 ) [pAapB}PB = _(_)E(A)E(B) [vapA}PB =0 )
(7.45)
where £(A) is Grassmann (fermionic) parity of p4 and qA equal to 0 for bosons and 1 for

fermions®°.

The canonical Hamiltonian Hy(p 4, qA) isthen defined by Legendre transform of the Lagrangian®’
Ho(pa,q™) = ¢*pa — L(g*, ¢*) (7.46)

and the evolution of the dynamical system is described by the Hamiltonian equations

A aI—IO
=g
f(a,p) = [f(a,p), Holpzg <= (7.47)
. oH,
PA= "9q1

““The Poisson brackets are essentially defined by relations (7.45) and the Leibniz rules [fg, h}es = f[g, h}pe +
(—=)eDeM [ h}ppg, where f, g and h are arbitrary functions of ¢** and p. An explicit expression is given by

€ € 8f 89 e(A 6f 69
— (W) (( Y4 99 \e(A) Y9I YT
[f7g}PB_( ) <an 81),4 3pA (9(]‘4) .

“"We simplify the definition of the Legendre transform here 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 the momenta conjugate to the bosonic and fermionic coordinate

functions by
Pa = % , M, = M.T R | = Mf (7.48)
oz 90« 50

so that their nonvanishing Poisson brackets are

[paaxb]PB - _[xbapa]PB = _52 3
(7.49)
{,, 0% }pg = {65, 11, }pp = —85, {,,0%}pg = {0°, 11, }pp = —84 .

7.2.2 Covariant momentaand Poisson/Dirac bracketsinthe spinormov-
ing frame sector

Similarly, we can introduce the canonical momenta conjugate to spinor frame variables

_ oL, oL,
P, = oo’ a = ﬁ (7.50)
which have nonvanishing Poisson brackets
[Pa’ wﬁ]pB = _5045 , [Pa, ﬁ)ﬁ]pB = _5045 . (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

t48

turns out that this constraint™ is conjugate to

Wo PY + W P* =~ 0, (7.52)

which also appears in our model. Then we 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, d=w.P*, 029 =w,P*—w,P", (7.53)

“Here 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

[Dawa]PB =0 ) [D,wa]PB = Wq ,
[67 wa]PB == _wa ) [67wa]PB - 0 9 (754)
@ wales = wa ), o ps = —104

It is straightforward to verify that these covariant momenta have vanishing Poisson brackets
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 covariant momenta with mov-

ing frame vectors
[Dau((J,O)]PB = —Uq , [Daua]PB =0 ) [Da aa]PB = _2u((10) )
[6,Ua0)]p]3 = —Uq 5 [6,Ua]p]3 - _QUEIO) ) [6a aa]PB =0 5 (755)
[0(0),%(10)]1313 =0, P u,lps = 2u, , [a(o),ﬂa]PB = —2u,

The covariant momenta thus generate the so(1,2) ~ su(1, 1) algebra under Poisson brack-

ets

[0 d]pg =20, [P, J]pg = —20,
(7.56)
[0,0]p = 20

To express the canonical Hamiltonian (7.46) in terms of the Lagrangian and covariant mo-

menta, we start from the standard relation
drHy = dwo P* + dw P>+ ... — L, (7.57)

substitute for the derivatives of w,, and w,, their expressionsin terms of Cartan forms, Eq.(7.15)

(valid when constraint (7.13) is satisfied), and use (7.53) arriving at
drHy = iad O +ifo—ifo+...—L <= Hy=ia 0O +if,0—if,0+...—drLl, . (7.58)

This relation makes it manifest that the covariant momenta correspond to derivatives of the
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Lagrangian with respect to the Cartan forms

D(O) —

—1

oL,
Oa; '

=1

oL,
oF,

0

0L~

= —1

ofr
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(7.59)

7.2.3 Simplifying Poisson/Dirac brackets in the sector of matrix fields

The canonical momenta of the bosonic matrix fields are

oL 1,

32; 12 8[P§
oL 1 oL

— ~ —P], — 0. (7.60)
822 H (9[Pf

These relations correspond to resolved pairs of second class constraints, allowing us to ex-

clude the variables ng , [}5{ and their momenta from the consideration.

However, a more convenient equivalent procedure is to remove the momenta conjugate to
u>g' and Fg and instead replace the momenta conjugate to Z = Z{ andZ = Zz by n’>g' and [Pf .
Then, the nonvanishing Poisson brackets for these new phase space variables (in fact, Dirac
brackets) are*’

_ . . 1 . . 1

[P}, Z)/Jpp = —1u° <5f'5i - N(%O ) [P}, 2 ]pp = —1u° (55% - N@”Z) -

(7.61)

A similar approach is standard when constructing Hamiltonian mechanics for fermionic
fields with canonical kinetic term, where the conjugate momentum of fermionic field is iden-
tified with the field itself. In our case, the fermionic matrix fields also possess such a kinetic

term.

The canonical momenta for the fermionic matrix field ¥ = lIlf and its Hermitian conjugate

U = ¥/ are given by

%% Z\I/ ﬁ\y—aﬁwfl
ow

H_ = = Y
v 0w 815

gy 0. (7.62)

The canonical Poisson brackets with nonvanishing r.h.s. are

{nij B! }PB - {xpij,ﬂkl }PB = (sl — %5{52) (7.63)

1 .
“‘Note that the last terms on the r.h.s's of Egs. (7.61), — N&f 52, ensure their consistency with the tracelessness
condition of matrices (7.2).
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where, for shortness, we write IT;7 := (Il );/ and IT;7 := (I1g); .

From these, we see that (7.62) are second class constraints. Since they are not in explicitly

resolved form, to treat them as strong equalities, we have to replace Poisson brackets by Dirac

brackets
. 1 ; _ T =
oo = Lo don =il (g + g @) besl ([l + 59 Jon
(7.64)
_ _ i i .
_4’L,u6[,(Hq;g—lﬁ‘:[’)g}PB[(H\i,‘l—g—lﬁ\Il);,}pB

With these Dirac brackets, the complex fermionic matrix field and its Hermitian conjugate

become canonically conjugate

o ) 1 . .
{‘I’i], ‘I’kl} = —4ipS(6}6], — ~=676}) , {‘I’i], ‘I’kl} =0, {‘I’z‘], ‘I’kl} =0.
D N D
(7.65)
Below for simplicity, and in line with the common practice of imposing conditions of the form

(7.65) as canonical, we will call these Dirac brackets Poisson brackets and write (7.65) as

o 1 , -
W Byl = il ()] - ~-075] {wiw'} —o, (w90} -0
{ 9 k PB Z/’L(Zk Nzk)? D) k PB 9 D) k PB
(7.66)
This is more convenient also because we have already used implicitly the passage to Dirac

brackets in the spinor moving frame sector of our model.

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 of mass sector and the gauge field. This leads us

to the following set of primary constraints of the system

2 H
. A ? —
da = Ha + Zpa(’)/ (9)a m9a mwa V= 0, (768)
dp = Io + ipa(7°0) + mba — ﬁwa va0, (7.69)
0~0, (7.70)

0~0, (7.71)
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2
U:=29-=B~0, (7.72)
7
through '
Bi=tr ([Pz —PZ + %\If\il) , (7.73)
and
oL
Pp:=—~0 774
A e (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 through # of (7.37) in (7.67), via

v=t(PP+¥[Z,7]) and v=tr(PP+ ¥[Z, 7)) (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

drHy = dz®p, + d0°1L, + d6°T, + iad®) +ifd — i fo+
1 _ 1 - ) - 7 -
—tr(dZP —tr(dZP) — —tr(dPW¥) — —tr(dP W) + tr(dAP,) — L .
+,U’6 ( )+M6 ( ) 8M6 ( ) 8M6 ( )+ ( A) mDO

(7.76)

For our Lagrangian (7.43), after extracting the primary constraints, (7.76) reduces to
Hy = E%®, + 0%dy + 0°dy + ia U + if,;d — ifyd + tr(dAPA) + tr(A;G) ~ tr(A,G) , (7.77)

where Gisa N x N anti-Hermitian traceless matrix

C:= % ([Z, P+ [Z,P] - %{\Il,\il}) : (1.78)

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 secondary constraints. Indeed, this happens: requiring the preservation of the primary
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constraint (7.74), P = [Pa, Ho] =~ 0, leads to the secondary constraint

G=— <[Z, P+ [Z,P] — i{\ll, \i:}) ~0. (1.79)

This reveals the role of the 1d gauge field A, as a Lagrange multiplier for the constraint (7.79),
which we will call the Gauss law, keeping in mind 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 A, we
will simplify the presentation by omitting the conjugate variables A, and P, from further

consideration®’.

As aresult, the Gauss law (7.79) implies the canonical Hamiltonian vanishes weakly

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,
_ _ - 2
H = b*®, + %o + £y + ikd — ik0 + ik(® (a<0> - = B) +tr(YG) , (7.81)
I

where the coefficients in this expression, functions of proper time 7 known as Lagrange mul-
tipliers°!, are restricted by requiring preservation of all the constraints under the evolution
[172],

d
E(Constraints) = [constraints, H|pg ~ 0 (7.82)

(cf. (7.47))°?. The solution of Egs. (7.82) expresses the original Lagrange multipliers in terms
of fewer variables acting as (true) Lagrange multipliers 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 Lagrange multipliers, it is useful first to determine the

algebra of constraints under Poisson brackets. Let us start from the Gauss law constraint

®More precisely, one can understand this reduction of the phase space as fixing the gauge A, = 0 using the
symmetry generated by the constraint P, and then treating the constraint (7.74) as strong equality.

*INotice the reappearance of the pure gauge 1d gauge field A, which we removed from consideration using
the gauge symmetry generated by (7.74), now reincarnated as the Lagrange multiplier Y for the Gauss constraints
(1.79).

52Generically this procedure might result in appearance of further secondary constraints, but in this case the
system instead produces equations for the multipliers.
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(7.78) which is (an anti-Hermitian traceless) matrix G = G,7 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 a way we find the su(V) algebra in the form
[tr(YG), tr(Y'G)]es = tr ([Y,Y]G) . (7.83)

Furthermore, G has vanishing Poisson brackets with all other constraints, which reflecting
their SU(NN) invariance (see Appendix G for technical details). Thus, G is a first class con-

straint generating the SU(NN) gauge symmetry of the model.

The remaining constraint algebra, given by Egs. (7.67)-(7.74), is characterised by the following

nonvanishing Poisson brackets (see Appendix G):

0,0 — ZBlps = —20, [0, Pes = (m - %%) Ug (7.84)
- 1
[D, da]pB = mwal/7 (785)
0,9]ps =0, (7.86)
0,00 — %B]PB =20, [0, ®ulpe = (m + %%) Ug (7.87)
_ 1
[0, dalpe = mwoﬁa (7.88)
21
[‘I)au da]PB = = UELO)wa tr(‘IlG) ) (7~89)
my/m
[q)aa CZO(]PB - &l ugO)wa tr(‘i’@) ’ (790)
m~/m
and .
(do, ds}os = —% waws tr(Z6) | (7.91)
{da,dg}ps = %wawﬂ tr(Z0), (1.92)

(7.93)

Using this algebra, the requirement of constraint preservation under evolution, described by

Eq. (7.82) with Hamiltonian (7.81), implies that the Lagrange multipliers must satisfy a system
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of equations solved by

k=0, k=0, (7.94)
Vug =0, b, = — b= (7.95)
Eﬁwg =0 — 7P = kuwP , (7.96)

/i’g’lfjg =0 = kP = k? . (7.97)

Thus, the total Hamiltonian reads
- 2
H=buOd, + kwd, + & w*d, + ik (a“” - = B) + tr(YG). (7.98)
7

The arbitrary Lagrange multipliers b, x, %, k(®) and in (with Y;* = 0) reflect the gauge sym-
metries of our model: reparametrization, local worldline supersymmetry (x-symmetry), U(1)

and SU(N) symmetries. In (7.98) they are multiplied by the constraints generating these sym-

metries,
2
) .= pau®®) — (m + = E) ~0, (7.99)
ub m
_ . = 11 _
Wy = W (Il + ipa(790) 0 — mby) + ———=r=0, (7.100)
ub /m
- . 1 1
wdg = W (Il + ipa(790) o + mby) — ———=v~0, (7.101)
w18 /m
(0) . 50 _ 2
UW =2 — —B=~0, (7.102)
I

with B defined in (7.73), and secondary constraint (7.79).

7.2.7 Second class constraints

Theremaining constraints are the second class ones. They can be collected in conjugate pairs

D :=u'd®, =up, =0, O :=u'd, = up, =0, (7.104)

wdy = w*(Ily + ipa(7°0)a — mby) ~ 0, Wy = W* (o + ipa(7°6)a + mby) ~ 0,
(7.105)
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as can be seen from their Poisson brackets, particularly

_ 2 2
[m@%:>4@®—2(m+jﬁ%>z_a<m+jﬁ%>, (7.106)
_ 2 2
[D,(I)]pB = —2‘1’(0) -2 (m + F%) ~ —2 <m + E%) 5 (7.107)
_ 1 1
{Mﬁmw%ubB:—%QmLﬂh<m+jﬁ%>ziﬂﬂ<m+;ﬁ%>. (7.108)

7.2.8 The algebra of first and second class constraints

Notice that there are also other nonvanishing brackets among the second class constraints:

- 2 2 2
0,0 =0 = (a(o) - FB> + FB ~ =B, (7.109)
. - 1 1
[D,U) da]pB = —w da — ml/ ~ —ml/, (7110)
3 @ T 1 — 1 —
[O,w da]PB = — da + 'U,ﬁ\/ml/ ~ HG\/EV . (7111)

The algebra of the first and second class constraints is summarized in Table 7.1 (below), where
we omit the first class constraints G,/ (7.78) since they only have nonvanishing brackets with

themselves, (7.83). We also introduce the notation
MMH) =m+ ——. (7.112)

This should not be confused with M (H ) which was discussed in the first sections of this chap-

ter as well as in chapters 4-6.

The appearance of the positively definite additive contributions M (H) or M (2H) inther.hs.
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-
tion with standard “abelization” scheme for second class constraints [173, 174]. The technical
problem comes from the non-canonical form of the bosonic second class constraints algebra
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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[ Jee | UO 2@ wd wd || 2 ? o o wd wd
v 0 0 —d wd 2 20 20 20 wd —wd
3 0 o Ao _zu(bD) P 3 0 0 0 0
wd wd A0 EMZG) _9ig(0) wd 0 0 0 0 —2i®

my/m ) B
wd —wd 2:; ‘I’VS —2i0© Sz—nfnz;el 0 wd 0 0 —2i® 0
U4 000 —wd—
) -2 -9 —wd 0 0 12 0 CaM(n) 0 il
- B _ , _yo)_ —2¢p0)_ —wd+
? 2% -3 0 —wd ) 0 0 v 0
-z —2M (2H) o
20(0) -
o —206 0 0 0 0 LaM(H) 0 0 0 0
_ - 290+
3 2% 0 0 0 LaM(ZH) 0 0 0 0 0
wd— _9:p0) _
wd -wd 0 0 —2i® 0 v 0 0 0 2ie
o —4iM(H)
- - _ ;(j—‘- _9;®0) _
@d @d 0 —2i® 0 +“ ) 0 0 0 2id 0
v —4iM(H)

Table 7.1: Algebra of the firstand second class constraints on the Poisson brackets of the simplest 3D mDO system.
M(H) =m+ #% % i5 defined in (7.112).

m

Moreover, when attempting to apply the Gupta-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 the matrix and fermionic fields in Appendix H.
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 resolution of the bosonic second class con-
straints) once we pass to the so-called analytic basis in the center of mass sector of the con-

figuration superspace. We will carry out this change of coordinate basis in the next section.

7.3 Hamiltonian mechanics 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 section we reformulate the Hamiltonian mechanics

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 coordinates™
RO — £(29 0%, 0% wy,Wa)} = {(ZM, Wa, Wa)},  @we =1 . (7.113)

The complete configuration superspace also includes 2(N2—1) bosonicand (N?—1) fermionic

matrix coordinates, and its coordinate basis can be chosen as

RENZBENZ) — f(30 9% 9% wo w00: 7,7, %) =: {(zM, Wa, a3 Z,Z, )} . (7.114)

This implies that ¥ is considered to be momentum conjugate to ¥.

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

2(3+3|4) = {(X(O)vaa)_(A 79w’9w’§w,§w;wa’wa)} = {(254]\7{), Wey, Wey azaza ‘Ila ‘i’)} )

(7.115)
with
%0 = 29,0 (7.116)
X4 =X — 209 | X = x%yq , (1.117)
0% = 0%w,, , 0% := 0%, , (7.118)
XA =X+ 20707 X = 2%, , (1.119)
v = 6%, , 0% := 0w, , (7.120)

(see Appendix I, particularly Egs. (1.5)-(L.7), ¢f. [142, 144, 145]). In this analytical basis, the La-

%% Here, "extended’ refersto N/ = 2 supersymmetry while “enlarged” reflects the presence of additional bosonic
spinor (spinor moving frame or Lorentz harmonic) coordinates. The terminology goes back to[142], which began
the line of seminal papers on Harmonic superspaces [144, 145, 150, 175]. See Appendix I for further discussion.
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grangian form £ = d7 L, with £, from (7.43) reads

2 2 41 — ) 1 _
£ =dx© <m—|— —6ﬂ> —ifm [)_(A (l—i— 7&%) - —Ziﬁwﬁ + %—9“]17] +
puom usm

2 H tH waw (N
_ o 1 _ - - 1
— 2 (d&“’ —z’a@w) ov <m+ _Gﬂ) — 9 (dgw _|_Z'a9w) v <m+ _6ﬂ> _
uem uem
cagw gy (L H e 11 e oy [(TH o, 11
— N (d9 +ZCL€ ) <F59 _FZ _ml/> — 21 (de — ja0 ) <FE9 _F—Q _ml/>+

_ o o )
+—tr(PD,Z+PD,Z — ‘D, W& + WD T ) .
b 8 8

(7.121)
It is convenient to introduce the notation
- 1 H 1 1 _
H=——, V=———v= (D) 7.122
wém 18 2v/m @) ( )

which allows the Lagrangian to be written more compactly

£ = dx© (m +2H) — if [a(m + 2H) — 4iH 6767 + 21'9@5} +
+if [xA (m + 2H) + 4iH 070" + 2i0VD } — 2 (A0 — iaf®) 6% (m + H)—

— 2i (A0 + iaB®) 07 (m + H) — 2i (0" + iab®) (’H go — 5) .

- . 1 _ g g _
~ 2 (40" — iaf”) (RO~ 7) + i ([PDTZ +FD.Z~ D, W + %wmw) .
(7.123)
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113
Then the canonical Hamiltonian is defined by
drHy = dx@p® + dx4p + d=ap + dOVII%, + dO™TI% + dO“TI? + dO”TI% +

N | _ 1
+iad® +ifd — ifd + —tr(dZP) +
o

(7.124)
7 _

In (7.124) the momenta for the bosonic coordinate functions are related to their central basis
counterparts by

1 1
p(o) = ua(o)pa , p = _5uapa7 }3 = _iu Pa (7125)
and have the nonvanishing Poisson brackets

PB__l’

[p®,x0]

[paxA]PB = _17 []3; XA]pB =—1. (7126)

The momenta conjugate to the fermionic coordinate functions of the analytical basis obey-
ing

{Hz;’ew}PB =-1 ) {Hfbaew}PB = _]-7

{119, 0%}pp = —1

(7.127)
{110,607 }p5 = —1
are related to their central basis cousins by the somewhat more complicated relations
9 := —iwel, + 2i0%p, 1Y% :=iwl, — 2i0p,
(7.128)
0 .= —iw°ll, — 2i0vp, 112

0 = iw*l, + 2i0%p.

The covariant momenta in the analytical basis, denoted by tilde to distinguish then from
their central basis counterparts, satisfy

PO M =0, P2 m=0, 0,20 =0, (7.129)
while

[0(0)7 ZM]PB =0 ’

[0,2Mpg = 0. (7.130)

[a) ZM]PB =0 )
Eq. (7.124) also implicitly encodes the definitions of the canonical momenta as derivatives of

the Lagrangian with respect to velocities, (7.44), as well as the covariant momenta 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))

3 .= pO® — (m4+2H)~0, (7.131)

1
——d:=p= 7.132
: , (7.132)

1.

P =p~0, (7.133)

2
D+ x4 (m+ 2H) 4+ 4iH 00 + 2i0%0 ~ 0, (7.134)
3+ & (m+ 2H) — 4iH 070” + 2i0°5 ~ 0 , (7.135)
U =00 — 4i0™0% (m + H) + 4i0V0° H — 2i0%D + 200 — 2B ~ 0, (7.136)

L1 1 /- i
where B:=—B:=—tr (IPZ —P7Z + —\I’\Il) , (7.137)
% % 8
dy =110, — 2 (5 _ éwﬂ) ~0, (7.138)
dg =112 4 2i (m n 7%) 0~ 0, (7.139)
dy = ﬁfu +2i (m + ’Ft) 0% ~ 0, (7.140)
Iy =110 — 2 (9 _ ewsft) ~0 (7.141)
and (7.74)
oL

Pp:=——~=0. 7.142
A e ( )

Exactly asin the central basis analysis, the requirement of preservation of this last constraint
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leads to the secondary constraint (7.79),

_ 4 _
6="5 ([z, P+ (2,P] - {¥, m}) ~0 (7.143)

and, as a result, the canonical Hamiltonian vanishes in the weak sense
HQ ~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 Egs. (7.131), (7.138), (7.141),
D ~0, dy~0, dy~0, (7.145)

and the sum of (7.136) with alinear combination of the second class constraints (7.132), (7.133),
(7.139) and (7.140),

OO = 7O — 2% 45+ 2% 4p — 0dy, + 07dy =

=030 — 2x4p + 2% ap — 0¥TI0, + 67T1 + 4i60V6°H — 2i0" 5 + 2i0"7 — 2B ~ 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,
together with 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,

O = pu® — (m+2H) = p© — (m +2H), (7.147)
D :=du* = —2p, (7.148)
O = d,u" = —-2p. (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:

UO =20 _ 28 =3O — 2x,p + 2z4p — 0“T1% — §¥TI° + 0711%, + 0PTIY, — 258 =

(7.150)

0°dy = 0 (Il + ipa(720)a — mby) + 20 = idy, — 007 (7.151)
wdy = w* (g 4 ipa(Y20)a + mby) — 20 = —idy + ®O0™ (7.152)
wdy = w (I + ipa(Y90)o — mby) = —idg + 4pA” + &0 Gv (7.153)
Wdy = 0 (g + ipa(720) o + Mmby) = idy — 4p0™ — 097 (7.154)

0 =0+ 2(x© +i676” +i6“0%)p + (x4 + 2i6“0*)p©® + *T1% + 6¥11% ,  (7.155)

2 =042 —i6070% — i6"0%)p + (x4 — 2i0707)p© + 0PTI°, + P11 . (7.156)
Using these expressions, the algebra of constraints in the analytical basis can be read from
Table 7.1 and Egs. (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, as we have already stated, we do not require the complete algebra of the constraints
in detail. Instead, we can observe that the bosonic second class constraints in the analytic ba-
sis, Egs. (7.133), (7.134) and (7.132), (7.135), are explicitly resolved (in Dirac’'s terminology [172]).
This means that in these pairs of constraints, one element (namely (7.134) and (7.135)) can be
rewritten to express the coordinates x4 and X4 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 setting momenta to zero in the strong sense
p=0, p=0, (7.157)

and substituting x4 and x4 in all places when these appear by their expressions obtained
from solving (7.134) and (7.135),

R 4HOVEY 1260 D 4iHOTO + 2i67D
m+ 2H ’ 4 m 4 2H '

X4 = (7.158)
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Fortunately, in our case, x4 and X4 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, x4
and X4 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, dg), thereby

effectively promoting its conjugate d,, to a first class constraint.

[- oyt ~}PB Q(O) | &(0) | dw | 7’1 | liu
6vtr(¥6) + . -
o0 0 ( (: ~) 2itr(PG) —2itr(®G) 0
-H‘)Wr(\ll@))
Wi (O w Dt (I N Wiy (T _J -
N —2i (0 tr(¥6) + 20 (39 te(¥0) | | |20 (39 tr(¥6) — —w—
oo 0 20767t 6)+
+(~)“tr(\I’ )) — 4ZU ) . 4ZU ) +29w9wtr @)
. —20" (36%tr Gt (W) — 9wt (B 6) + o
du —2itr®G) ( ( ®) - 46°u(0) ( (: ) 207tr(F )
— 4itr(Z G)) —8itr(Z0) + 09tr (U6 )
, . —207 (30vtr( 2 (0wt (F6) + A9Vt (B o
s 2itr(W6) ( (¥6) - (,, (¥6) 40"tr(L0)+ o)
~ 4itr(20)) +07tr(9E)) +8itr(26)
duwt _
dy 0 +2070%tr (¥ 6)— 207tr(P Q) —20"tr(BG) 0
—20v 6 tr (¥ 6)

Table 7.2: Closed algebra of the “effective first class constraints” of the mDO system. For compactness, we have
omitted the lines and columns corresponding to the Gauss constraint (7.143) (which have only one nonvanishing
element on their crossing) and to the first class constraint (7.142) (which are rows and columns of zeros), and we
have also rescaled the Gauss constraint and the fermionic matrix fields as follows: G := ﬁ@, ¥ = \/LE

v,

v .=

sl

The essential part of the algebra of the resulting effective first class constraints is collected in
Table 7.2. We have 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 fermionic matrix fields:

LS
pezl

v . (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 Quantization of multiple DO-brane system and its field
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 — —[,} (7.160)

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, quantization proceeds by replacing them with the corresponding coordinates and

differential operators as

%0 = x| XA =Xa, X4 =ZX4,
(7.161)
p(O) = —iax(o) ) ﬁA = _ZaxA ’ ba = _iﬁ)?A )
and
T g7 — 97, gv = gv, g7 — g7 |
(7.162)
00 = —idpe, 0% =—idpo, I =—idg, IP=—idg,
where the notation
0 0 0
ho=g@mr T T a,
(7.163)
0 0 0 0
O =Ggu O =ggw O Tme %= G

has been used. For the complex spinors frame variables, the covariant momenta are ex-
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pressed in terms of covariant derivatives
0 0 0 _ 0
DO = @y— —wy——, D=w , D=w , 7.164
* O * Owa O * OWa ( )
so that
Wo = Wq , ﬁ}a = Wq,
(7.165)
30 = —ip®,  j3=—iD, 0=—iD
For the bosonic matrix fields, quantization in coordinate representation is standard
27 =177, 27 =177,
(7.166)
o 0 A 0
[P-j:—.ﬁ—.7 IP"]:_.6—4,
(2 l/’L aZ]l (2 7’/"L aZJz

while for the fermionic matrix variables obeying
(7.167)

A . 2 . 1 . A7 ~l R
{90, 9,0} = 4800 - wolah), {¥l =0, {@ ¥} =0
one employs the holomorphic representation (analogous to that for the Heisenberg algebra),

inwhich the creation operator isrepresented by differentiation with respect to classical coun-

terpart of the annihilation operator,
0
(7.168)

I — 4 —
; “a\p;

e

~j .
U = v

(2

Then, the quantum counterparts of the SYM supercurrents and Hamiltonian are represented

by the following differential operators
1 1 1 -, 0

(7.170)

0 9 i[Z,Z]Q—%%Z\P\If), (7.171)
o

/H—EE—EU< MG_ZZJ_Z+8W Za_\I/a_‘I/+M6

(1) generator acting on the matrix variables is
21 4 -0 o 1_0

B=—B=itt|\Z—=—-Z—=+-¥—|. 7.172

0 ”( 07 "oz "2 aw) (7.172)

The state vector is represented by a function dependent on the configuration space coordi-
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nates”,

E=Z (x(‘)),w,w;ew,e@,éw,é@;z, Z: \Il) ) (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(o) _ (m + 27{)} =—0, (7.174)
0= = (ID(O) — 0% 050 + 0°0po — 4007 H + 26" 5 — 20°F — 2iB — q) ==0, (7.175)
P%w+2(5—§wﬁ)}azwx (7.176)
[ag—w 42 (13 _ ewﬁ)} =-0, (7.177)
[agw -2 <m + ”FL) 9’5’} =0, (7.178)

where 7, v and # are given in (7.169), (7.170) and (7.171), and the quantum SU(NN) Gauss law

constraint

i@{E:(z’? O 50 v 9 7 9 g1 0 0

~ — : W —|=2=0, (1.179
tozk Trozy,  ozk Trozy, o U owk kam;) (7179

Notice that, when calculating the quantum generator of SU(/V) transformations G in (7.179)
we have to use the “gp” ordering for the commutators and anticommutators of matrices op-

erators. Specially, we have

- N _ ) e
Z7,P)i v —ipb ( 2F—=— — 74— Z,Plif v —ipb | 2F—— — 74 ——
[ ) ] = ( 8ij k 822)’ [ ) ] = < aZ]k k 6Zkz>’

0 g 8.).
ow 0w}

(@, 0} 4p° (‘I’zk

(7.180)

Without this ordering, the resulting expression for G would fail to be traceless as it should be.
Thus, Egs. (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 of multiple DO-brane system in the configuration

superspace (7.173).

It is convenient to allow the state vector to depend also on additional complex bosonic coor-

%*To be precise, we should also say that = depends on the 1d gauge field A, but then we should subject it to the
quantum constraint (7.74) which reads iE = 0 and implies just independence on A.. We allowed ourselves

to “straighten” the presentation by omittiné this stage.
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dinates x4 and itsc.c. X4,
E=2 <X(0),XA,XA, w,w; 0%, 0%, 6%, 07, 7,7; \Il) , (7.181)

but we impose the additional constraint removing this dependence:

0 —0 0
0xX4 S 0% 4

[1]
[1]

=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,

[1]
[1]:

= (m“,w,w;ea,éa;Z,Z; \Il) ) (7.183)
This perspective is useful for interpreting the resulting (super)field theory equations and write
this in a more conventional form, at least in some particular cases such as N = 1 case dis-
cussed in the next subsection. In particular, in this simplest case for N = 1, the equations

can be reformulated in terms of derivatives®® and covariant derivatives in the central basis

B0 = w08, (0) + 1y, + Uady, , (7.185)
Do = 9 + i(7*0) 000 = wa (gw + 107 0y0)) + Wa (Ogw + 4675, + 10" Dy0)) , (7.186)
Da = éa + i(7“0)a6a = Wq (5§w + 42’0“’8XA + prax(o)) + We (5@“7 + i@“’@x(o)) , (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.

Butbefore considering the N = 1 case, let us note that, in the general case of arbitrary N > 1,
itis possible to change the variables in the relative motion sector by decomposing the matrix
fields

~ . AI . o . . aI - A j . A I .
7l =271, 7l =V2Z'T, W = V20T,
(7.188)
Pl =2PITS,  BI=\2PIT], W =0T},
SHere, we have introduced the notation
go=2  5.=2 (7.184)
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on the SU(N) generators TIJZ:, with I, J, K = 1,...N? — 1, which satisfy

Tr, Tyl =ifruxTk . foox = fuok) s fuxfrox = Ném
1 1/1 .
tr(T1Ty) = F0r. Tily =5 <N51J]l + (dryx +if1iK) TK> , digk =dgKy
J l_15l5j Lsig,! i = COpsd _N271
TIiTIk—E(ik_Ni k') = (T1Ty)i? = Cpé?,  Crp=
(7.189)

and some other relations which can be found, e.g., in [176]. In the simplest case of SU(2) (for
N = 2),
1
SU(2) : Tr? = 5011‘] v Jfuxk=e€eux, dyx=0, I,J,K=1,2,3. (7.190)

The coefficients in (7.188) are chosen in such a way that the nontrivial commutation relations

of the basic operators have (almost) standard form
[pl’éJ] s [ﬁI’ZJ] S {@I’@J} = 45617 (7.191)

Thus, in coordinate representation, the operators are realized by

. 2 o 2 _ . 0
I _ ol I _ .6 I _ 71 I_ _:6
Z—Z, P——Z,U,ﬁ, Z—Z, P——Zﬂﬁ,
R 2 0
\If] — \IJI \I’I = 4 6
b IJ/ aqll b
(7.192)
where 7! = (Z',22,..., ZN*~1) are complex bosonic (c-number) coordinates and ¥/ =
(UL, w2, ... UN*~1) are fermionic (a-number) coordinates,
vy’ = g/l (7.193)

In terms of these relative motion coordinates, the quantum generator of SU(/V) transforma-

tions (7.179) reads

Ny AT —; 0 0 0 :
J .o Imi _ I I I }
G; = 2G'T}; =2fk <Z 977 + Z 977 + v 8\I/J> Tri (7.194)
while the part of the U(1) generator acting on the matrix field (7.172) is
2 1 4 —r 0 0 1 0
B=—B=i|lZ2l— -7l — + vl | . 7.195
i ( oz~ “ 9z1 T2 ol (7.195)
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Similarly, the SYM supercharges (7.169), (7.170) take the form

:_ 1 1 N Z I (9 157 8

R N AN (\If 5T W22 Z ok ) (7.196)
N 1 1 I (] 6 0 0 \/§ 157K

YT s aym T T 2ym <4M WW—FJ‘}JKZ Z7Un (7.197)

and the SYM Hamiltonian (7.171)
2 1 ¢ 0 0 651 a 9
=— === —4V2u°Z i ——
= < W ot agr VA Tk Gy gk
(7.198)

2 - _ 2
- GfIJMfKLMZIZJZKZL + £6f[JKZI\PJ\I/K )
p 4p

These expressions can be used in the equations (7.174)-(7.178) imposed on the state vector

superfield (“wavefunction”)
E=E (X(O),XA,XA,w,w;Qw,Ow,éw,gw; VANVAS \Ifl> , (7.199)

which also satisfies (7.182). This is manifestly a superfield on superspace with 5+ N2 bosonic
and 3 + N? fermionic directions (specifically, 9 bosonic and 7 fermionic directions in the

simplest case N = 2).

7.5 Some properties of 3D mDO field theory equations

7.5.1 N-=1:Field theory of single DO-brane

If we set the number N of DO-branes to unity, N = 1, the matrix fields disappear so that the
state vector becomes superfield in a center of mass superspace. This superspace is the usual
superspace enlarged by spinor frame variables (Lorentz harmonic superspace in terminol-

ogy of [142])

[1]
[1]

0= ‘N:l :éo (ma;eajéa;w’w) = EO (X(O)7XA72A71D,M;9w7aw,§w,éw> . (7200)
The above system of equations for this states vector then reduces to

OpwZy =0, OguZo =0, (7.201)

(050 — 2m8™”] Zg =0, (7.202)
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0,Z0=0, 05,50=0, (7.203)
(—iDy0) —m)Eg =0, (7.204)
(D(O) — 0% 0 4 0 Ogw — q) Z0=0. (7.205)

This system of equations describes the free (super)field theory of single 3D counterpart of DO
brane, i.e. the massive N/ = 2 superparticleinD = 3. In Appendix [, we show how this 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 Azcarraga-Lukierski action (7.8) is much simpler; however, in our case,
the more complicated quantization makes sense as it describes N = 1 limit of our simplest
counterpart for multiple DO-brane system, which is known presently in its spinor moving

frame formulation only.

Egs.(7.201) and (7.203) imply that the state vector superfield Zisindependent of x 4, X 4; 0%, 9%
coordinates,

= = S (X(O), @, w; 67, 0‘”) . (7.206)

Egs. (7.202) and (7.204) are easily solved by

0= gimx(®) —2mo e X (0%, e, we) = eimx® (1 —2mo“0") x (0", We, wa) (7.207)

[1]

and then (7.205) implies

([D(O) + 0% 0ps — q) X (0%, Wa, wa) = 0. (7.208)
Decomposing x in the powers of (fermionic and hence nilpotent) 6,

X(0%, 0o, wa) = (Wa, Wa) + i0™ E(We, We) (7.209)

we find from (7.208) that the components of these superfields are bosonic and fermionic func-
tions of complex normalized bosonic spinors (functions on SU(1, 1) & SL(2, R)) with definite

U(1) chargesgand (¢ — 1),

¢ = 1 (Wa, wa) , (D(O) - q) ¢ (Wa, wa) =0 . (7.210)

€ =9 Y (wy, w,) (D<0> —(q— 1)) €01 (@, wa) = 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)°.
As far as 0% carries charge one with respect to U(1) symmetry generated by the operator
in (7.208), the latter equation implies that the superfield x itself has definite charge ¢ with
respect to this U(1) symmetry,

X = XU(Wa, wa; 07) . (7.212)

Egs. (7.210) and (7.211) imply the following homogeneity properties of the bosonic and fermionic

components under U(1) gauge transformations

¢q(€_mwa7 emwa) = e—iqﬂ¢q(wa, woc) )
(7.213)

gq—l(e—iﬁwa’eiﬂwa) — e—i(q—l)ﬂgq—l(,wa’wa) .

Spacetime interpretation |

To clarify the physical meaning of these functions, let us observe that, as a result of the con-

straints (Egs. (7.13) and (7.131)-(7.133)), which imply p, = mu((lo) and

Pty = mulyss = 2mibwg) | (7.214)
we can write
_ 1 7
Wawp = 5 —PaVas T 5€ap s PP’ = m? . (7.215)

Asaresult, the dependence on the product w,wg can be identified with a dependence on the
on-shell momentum of a massive particle. For integer ¢ > 1 we can then write the following
solution of Egs. (7.210) and (7.211)

(W, w) = W ... W Pqy...ay (P)p2=m2

g>1. (7.216)

N w,w) = 0™ . w0y ag (D) p2=me -

According to the general spin-statistics theorem®’, for even q the field ¢?(w, w) should be

bosonic and £9- ! (w, w) fermionic, and vice versa for odd g.

*More precisely, they are sections of a fiber bundle 7 : SU(2) + SU(2)/U(1) with structure group U(1), which
can be identified with Hopf fibration of 3% = SU(2) over $? = SU(2)/U(1) with fiber S* = U(1). However, such
mathematical subtleties are beyond the scope of this thesis.

>"Notice 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]. We will not address these possibilities in the present thesis.



126 Towards field theory of multiple DO-branes: quantization of simplest 3D mDO
prototype

For ¢ < 0, a similar solution is

(W, w) = w .. W Pay..a_,(P)|p2=m2 ,

g<0. (7.217)
1w, w) = wn ... wa*Q*lfal_,.a7q71(p)\pzzmz .
Finally, for ¢ = 1 we have
SN (@, w) = BP0 (D) prmmz €@, w) = D)o - (7.218)

with fermionic ¢,,(p) and bosonic &(p).

However, since it is not manifestly clear how/whether these analytic solutions can be nor-

malized, we will next describe the solution in terms of a different type of functions.

Spacetime interpretation Il
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 3D N' = 2 su-

perparticle takes the form

(1]

0= Eg = eimX(O) (d)q(waa Wwa) + ieu’)gq—l(wm Wq) — 2m9u’1§w¢q(ma7 wa)) ) (7.219)

where ¢9(q, we) and €971 (w,, 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

(Do +imbo)= =0, (7.220)

which can be obtained from a (generalized) dimensional reduction of the chirality constraint
inD = 4,°%. We also have

(8 — imulD)Zd = 0 (7.221)

which implies the Klein-Gordon equation

(0,0 + m*)=L = 0. (7.222)

8The fermionic operator on the Lh.s. of (7.220) is the result of the dimensional reduction of the 4D fermionic
covariant derivative Dy = s + 1(00%) 30 With 9,1 = 9,2 = im.
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Consider theleading component of the superfield (7.219), given by eimx(? $?(Wy, wy). Roughly

speaking (that is, following the structure of (7.216)), for the case ¢ = 0 this can be written as

=(0) _ 6imx(0)¢(0) (By Wa) = 6ipaza¢(p)‘p2:m2 ’ (7.223)

=0 lo=0

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
dQﬁ ipax? —ipax® | %
0@) = | Gy (77 00) + 776 (p) . (7.224)
m™)°p PO=+/P2+m2

Our twistor-like representation describes only one of two terms in the integrand of the above
equation, since the sign of p° is fixed by (7.99). This relation also allows us to determine the
expression for integrating measure in terms of moving frame and spinor moving frame vari-

ables. Indeed, it implies (see (7.26))
dpe = imfi, — imfug , (7.225)

and, using (7.24),
1 _
§6abcdpb Adp, = —2iu*O F A f . (7.226)

Therefore, the natural correspondence is
d’p «— fAf (7.227)

and the standard coordinate representation of the state vector field with ¢ = 0 s

£ imaul) 0) (7,
p(x) = [ fAfem™ e 6O (w,w), ¢=0, (7.228)
where (let us recall)

u®

= WYy, W , f=ww, = (f)*, Wwe =1 . (7.229)

This construction can be easily generalized to the case of nonzero q giving

_ . a. (0)
b (@) = / FAfwas o wa,d™ o g1(m,w) g0, (7230)
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and

a,,(0)

Pay..a_, (1) = /f/\ fWay - .wa_qeim’” Yo" 9w, w) , qg<0. (7.231)

It is important to emphasize that when using expressions involving ¢?(w, w), we have to be
careful about the class of functions we work with. In particular, we should not substitute
Egs. (7.216)-(7.218) for ¢4 (w, w) since the corresponding integrals would diverge. We will not
work out the precise mathematical formulation of the problem here (see [142] and [182, 183]
for a more rigorous treatment of D = 4 case), but rather state that Eqgs. (7.230) and (7.231)
describe the solutions of the wave equation, assuming ¢?(w, w) are chosen such that the

integrals converge.

Similarly, the standard superfield representation of the state vector can be written as

= . a (O)_ - 0 _ _
ff/\fwal...waq eimaua” —2mbw 0w 3 4 (4 4, Gap) | qg>0,

Ear.ap (7,0,0) = (7.232)

= _ _ . a (0)7 - QW _ _
ff/\fwal...wafqelmx o —2mOw O 34 (g, G) | qg<0,

where 6w = 0“0, = (fw)* and W0 = wygw. These superfields obey

(Do + imba) Ea,...ay, (2,0,0) =0, (7.233)
(D*Dy — 2imB°Do — m*0%00) Eay .y, (2,0, 0) = 0 (7.234)

and Eq. (7.222)
(020" +m?) By (2,0,0) = 0 . (7.235)

Moreover, one can easily check that for ¢ # 0 the superfield (7.232) obeys the following Dirac

equation
- q —
80‘0‘1:@1@2“&'(1‘ =—m m:ao‘%-alq\ (7.236)
and, forg < 0,
(D* — imb*) Eaay.a_, = 0. (7.237)

For ¢ > 0 we do not have equation of such type, indicating that the corresponding supermul-

tiplet is reducible.

In the case ¢ < 0, Eq. (7.236) can be derived using D, to (7.237), while Eq. (7.235) can be ob-
tained in a similar way from (7.236) or by applying D“D,, to (7.234).
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The irreducible multiplet for ¢ = 0 contains massive complex scalar and spinor fields. Its
equations can be obtained via dimensional reduction from those of massless scalar multiplet
inD = 4. Egs. (7.233)-(7.237) describe a massive vector multiplet (%, 1) for g = —1,amassive
supermultiplet with 3d gravitino (1, 2) for ¢ — 2, a massive supergravity multiplet (2, 2) for

q = —3,and higher spin supermultiplets for ¢ < —4.

Thus the quantum state vector of D = 3 A/ = 2 superparticle can be identified with super-
field in the standard D = 3 NV = 2 superspace obeying Egs. (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 of N > 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 3D mDO0 configurational superspace are not inert under the U(1) symme-
try. Therefore, we have to work with the description of the second type, in terms of superfield
depending on the coordinates of the analytical basis of center of mass superspace (7.181), sat-

isfying the set of equations (7.174)-(7.179).

7.5.2 Dependenceon Grassmann centerof mass coordinates for generic
case N >1.

The set of fermionic equations for the state vector (7.176)-(7.178) can be solved in the general
case of N > 1. To this end, let us first observe that the commutators and anticommutators

of the SYM currents simplify significantly when acting on the state vector obeying Eq. (7.179),

P==0, P=E=0, {bi}E=HE, (7.238)
b,HE=0, [BHE=0, (7.239)

which, in particular, leads to

em2W"VE — [0 oguwyy (7.240)
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It is then straightforward to verify that Egs. (7.176)-(7.178) admit the (formal) solution

o= 2007 ~2070 +204 00 H ,~207 5% (m+H) (B +675) =

(1]

= (1 205 — 2675 + 20%8% (H — 255) — 26076° (m + H)+

(7.041)
+A40%07GY 5 (m + H) + 4070Y675 (m + H)—
—46"70° 6" (H — 255) (m + H)) (B +0"F) .
where
B — B (X(O),w,w; 7,7; \11) . 3=3 (x(0>, @, w7, Z; \Il) (7.242)

are superfields of opposite statistics (one bosonic, one fermionic), depending on the spinor

moving frame variables and the matrix coordinates of our enlarged superspace. They should

obey
(7.243)

Gi'B=0, G;§=0
with @ji defined in (7.179) (or (7.194)), implying that 6 and § are constructed from SU(N)

invariant combinations of the matrix fields. Moreover, they obey

<D<0> — 2B — q) B0, ([D(O) —%iB— (¢ 1)) F=0, (7.244)

which fix their U(1) charges under transformations acting on the spinor frame and matrix

fields
B = B (x(0>, @, w7, Z; \11) . =gl (x(0>, @, w7, Z; \11> . (7.245)
Additionally, asaresult of (7.174), these functions obey the Schrodinger equation with a shifted

SYM Hamiltonian, where x(9) coordinate playing the role of time,

(iaxm) FmA 23@) B@ — 0, (iax(m Fm+ 2’ft) F@-D =, (7.246)
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To derive (7.244) from (7.175), we use the relations

iﬁ®k4W5:(Mm—9%%M+maw_4m@wﬁ+2mﬁ—2ﬂﬁ—

(7.247)

—2iB — q) 2007 — =207 (ID(O) G985, + 070 + 2075 — 2B — q) ,

(D@ — 605, + 0w — 20”5 — 2 — q) e =
(7.248)
= ¢~ (D(U) —§Y8, + 070ps — 2B — q) ,

which follows from the commutation relations of the U(1) generator B with the SYM super-

currents . .
[5,B] = %u%, 5, 8] = f%;ﬁﬁ. (7.249)
Naturally, Eq. (7.246) admits the formal solution®’
Ba) (x(o),u_),w; 7,7;%®) = 6ix<0)(m+27fl)£vB(Q) (@, w;Z,7; ®)
(7.250)

FOD (x0), w052, Z; W) = X 20F0) (0,07, 7; W)

butits usefulnessisrestricted. Below we will discuss some more explicit particular solutions

of our equations.

7.5.3 Solutions with BPS-type configurations of the SYM sector

Let us consider the generic case N > 1 but impose on the state vector superfield the follow-

ing set of conditions:

rE=0, (1.251)
7E=0, (7.252)
H=E=0, (7.253)

where 7, 13 H are defined in Egs. (7.169), (7.170), and (7.171), respectively. Under these condi-
tions, Eqs. (7.174)-(7.178) reduce to Egs. (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

*This solution is formal because it involves exponent of operator like e ~** % which can be used to write a for-

mal solution of an arbitrary Schrodinger equation z‘ﬁazp = 7:{,1/)4
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the relative motion. The latter are now specified by Egs. (7.251)-(7.253) and (7.179).

Therefore, we can search for a solution in the form with factorized center of mass motion, i.e.

in the form of a sum of products
=1 = " ¢= 7 xO, w,w; 07,0%) 27 (21, 21, u), (7.254)

where Eg—‘f depends on the center of mass variables and obeys Egs. (7.201), (7.202)—(7.204),
aswell as

(DO — 0405 +0%0go — (g —¢)) =477 =0, (7.255)
and 2¢ (Z', Z1, W) depends on the relative motion variables and obeys Egs. (7.251)~(7.253),
(7.179), together with

(B - %q') =9z 72wl =0, (7.256)
with the operators defined in Egs. (7.194)-(7.197).

The set of Egs. (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 Schrodinger 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 the BFSS Matrix model were carried out in [185-

187], and references therein.

The solutions for ngq/ correspond to the solutions of equations for a single DO-brane, which
we have already discussed in the previous (sub)section. Here, we focus on Egs. (7.198), (7.196),

(7.197), and (7.179) for the simplest case of N = 2.

N =2 case: field theory of simplest nontrivial 3D counterpart of mDO system

Let us search for a solution of mDO equations that obeys the additional conditions (7.251) in
the case of N = 2, corresponding to a system of two DO-branes and strings ending both
on the same and on different DO-branes. In this case the decomposition of the superfield

=27(z!, Z', ¥!) in the fermionic coordinates U/ = (¥, U2 ¥?) reads

/

— / = ! _ = ]_ / — / =
212", 21 ") = §7(2.2) + WIi1 N2, 2) + I A2, 2) + W (2, 2)
(7.257)
1
g3 = geUK\III\I/J\IJK = ¢ly2yg? (7.258)

is the basic monomial of maximal degree constructed from three fermionic variables.
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We now substitute this decomposition into Egs. (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

2 _; 0 0
—2iBy = (22 — —o7! —_ 7.259
iBBo ( 971 97 1) ; (7.259)
with eigenvalues (having the meaning of U(1) charges) indicated by the superscripts on these

component fields.

Next, note that the anticommutators of the operatorsin (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 ¢’ by g), we find that this superfield equa-

tion leads to the following set of four equations for the component functions

EIJKZJZngq_l) =0 5 (7.260)
9§ = 4/ 2e gy 27 ZK507) (7.261)
Oy 1Y = av2zU Z7a=3) (7.262)
Ouf )2 =0, (7.263)
where (and below)
o == 9 Iy = 9 (7.264)
Yoazi TN ezl '

By Poincaré lemma, Eq. (7.263) is solved by
-2 =
R (7.265)
So that, Eqg. (7.261) takes the form

éjf(q) = 4\/§€JKLZJZK5[Lf[] (a) —
(7.266)
= 0 (f(q) - QﬂGJKLZJZKfL(q)> = 2V2e i1, 27 25015,

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)

P o =0, (7.267)

69 7 ¢ __ 1 J 7K £(q)
w00t = 2\/§M6€IJKZ Z5 P (7.268)
18 953 = _\/_TMGZU 77540 (7.269)

In Appendix ] we present the Born-Oppenheimer-like method to search for asymptotic solu-

tion to this system of equations, in the line of [185] (see also [186]).

Thus, in this chapter we have carried out the covariant quantization of the simplest 3-dimen-
sional counterpart of the 10D mDO0 system. Through this process, we derived the equations
of the 3D mDO field theory, which is defined on the superspace extended by additional matrix
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
10D mDO-brane system which, as we expect, will shed a new light on structure and properties

of String Theory



Conclusions and Outlook

Ho sfilato via la mia vita miei desideri. Se tu potessi

risalire il mio cammino, li troveresti uno dopo l'altro,
incantati, immobili, fermati li per sempre a segnare

la rotta di questo viaggio strano che a nessuno

mai ho raccontato se non a te.

Novecento: Un monologo
by Alessandro Baricco.

While a complete supersymmetric description of the N 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 DO-branes and

laying the groundwork to guide possible future progress in this direction.

Motivated by the result presented in [92], where it was shown that the dimensional reduction
of the 11D single MO-brane reproduces the action for a 10D single DO-brane, it was natural to
expect that the action for the 10D mDO0-brane (mDO0) should arise as the dimensional reduc-
tion of some 11D action; namely, a non-Abelian generalization of the single MO-brane system.
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 the MO-brane action in its spinor moving
frame formulation (which is described in chapter 2) with an additional sector of matrix fields

and interacting terms involving center of energy variables.

However, a previous attempt to derive such 10D action for mDO system from this 11D mMO0
system was not successful [128]; instead a candidate action for such 10D mDO0 system was
constructed in [128] by coupling of 1d reduction of the 10D SU(NN) SYM to the supergravity

induced by the embedding of the center of mass worldline into the 10D type IIA superspace.

This unsuccessful attempt of reduction of mMO 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 mDO action should have an 11D origin, and wishing
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first to approach the problem on a simpler example, in chapter 3 we have constructed the ac-
tion (3.26), describing the 4D nAmW counterpart of the 11D mMO 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 10D mDO0 action.

In chapter 4, the dimensional reduction of the 4D nAmW action (3.26) was performed and
thus a 3D counterpart of mDO action was obtained. But moreover, the study there showed
(following [1]) the existence of a set of D = 3 A = 2 candidate actions (4.72) for describing
the lower dimensional counterpart of the 10D mDO system. All the member of this set exhibit
the properties expected for such a 3D counterpart: itincludes all bosonic and fermionic fields
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 = 3 N = 2 target super-
space supersymmetry and under local worldline supersymmetry, generalizing the x-sym-
metry of the single DO-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 function M (# /u%) of the SYM Hamiltonian H, constructed from the bosonic
and fermionic matrix fields describing the relative motion of the constituents of the 3D mD0
system (we roughly call it "relative motion Hamiltonian"). A key feature is that the system re-
mains doubly supersymmetric regardless of the specific choice of this positive definite func-
tion M (H /uu%). 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 of M(H /u5) 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 DO-branes (5.27). Notably, this ac-
tion possesses all the properties expected for the description of mDO0 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 -
symmetry of the action of single DO-brane. This property ensures that the ground state of the
dynamical system preserves half of the target space supersymmetry, and thus is a stable 1,/2
BPS state, the property expected for mDO-brane system. Moreover, as in the 3D counterpart,
the generic candidate 10D mDO action (5.27) includes a positive definite function M(H /u5),

and remarkably, the system remains doubly supersymmetric regardless of the choice of this
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M (H/ub). Curiously enough, the simplest candidate action proposed in [128] can be recov-
ered by choosing M(H/u®) = m, with m being the center of mass parameter which coin-
cides with the mass parameter in a single DO-brane action use to describe the center of mass

motion of mDO system.

We have derived the complete set of equations of motion from this action for any M (H /1),
showing that the center of mass dynamics formally coincides with the dynamics for single

DO-brane, but with an effective mass

2 H
M=m+ ——
16 M
expressed in terms of M(H/ ,uﬁ). 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), ensuring 9 is

conserved, d9Jt = 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 of ' = 16 d = 1 SU(N)
SYM theory. This relation, valid for any positive M (H/u®) is not a gauge equivalence; it
links (equations of relative motion of the) models with different M (H /1), and thus different

mass 2N, 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 correspondence with SUSY solutions of the SYM model. The as-
sociated BPS conditions reduce to a single equation H = 0, implying 9t = m, which means
that the effective mass 2t of the configurations described by these supersymmetric solutions
are given by center of mass parameter m. In other words, for any positive function M (H./1.%),
the BPS spectrum of our mD0O model essentially coincides (in the relative motion sector) with

the vacuum set of the maximally supersymmetric N' = 16 d = 1 SU(N) SYM theory.

The above correspondence also allows to study the non-supersymmetric solutions of the

mDO0 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 question®’. However, our study establishes a notable link

®Notice that the zoo of theses objects includes, besides our mDO models with positive definite fun_ction
M(H_/,LLG), the elegant 0-brane model of [112] with arbitrary function of relative motion variables M =

MK, W y).
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between the gauge fixed equations of the mD0 model (5.27) for any M (H /u®) and the maxi-

mally supersymmetric SYM equations, suggesting a possible reason behind this multiplicity.

In chapter 6, we revealed the D = 11 origin of one representative of the family of candi-
dates actions (5.27) for the 10D mDO-brane system. Specifically, we showed that the member

of (5.27) with the particular form of the positive definite function

m2

H
6

MH/p®) =+ + +

m
2 4 7

can be derived by the dimensional reduction of the 11D multiple MO-brane system.

Finally, in chapter 7, we have initiated the program of quantum description of the 10D mDO-
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 mDO system, described by the action (4.72)
with the choice of positive definite function M (H/u®) = m.

Firstwe have developed the Hamiltonian formulation of the model. The calculation of canon-
ical momenta for both the center of mass variables (including spinor moving 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 3D mDO 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.



139

By imposing the quantum constraints on the state vector = in the (generalized) coordinate
representation, we derived the field theory equations describing the simplest 3D counterpart
of the quantum mDO0-brane system. This theory is defined on the superspace extended by
traceless N x N bosonic Z = (Z)' and fermionic ¥, ¥ matrices, together with the center
of mass sector which can be identified with coordinates (coordinate functions) of Lorentz
harmonicD = 3 N = 2 superspace. This superspace is parametrized by spinor moving
frame variables and the usual coordinates 2%, 8, 6%, taken in the analytical basis (e.g., x(?) =
0w, 0¥ = 6%w,, etc). Even for N = 1, corresponding to the single DO-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, = = Z(z%, 0, 0;w, 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) for N > 1.

For the general N > 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 relative motion sector, where this
sector decouples from the center of mass, describing configurations similar to the ground
states of the BFSS matrix model at finite IV, as studied in [185-191]. For N = 2 case with
SU(2) gauge symmetry, we obtained field theory equations describing the ground state of
theD = 3N = 2SU(2) SYM theory in Schrodinger-type representation®'. Following the

approach of [185], we also discussed the asymptotic behaviour of these solutions.

Theresults obtained in this thesis open the door to many directions for further research in the

quest for a complete description of multiple Dp-branes system. In particular, let us mention

« the construction of the Hamiltonian mechanics and quantization of the 10D mDO-brane
system, starting from the single DO-brane case as well as a search for generalization of

our mDO action for the case of mDp-branes with p > 1, beginning from p = 1.

- This (relatively) simplest case is intriguing in particular because it could help to identify
which candidate in the 10D type IIA O-brane zoo truly describes the mDO system, given
that it should be related to mD1 by T-duality transformations. Such a study could also

deepen our understanding of the nature and implications of T-duality.

1See [184] and refs. therein for studies of 3D YM model in Schrédinger representation.
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In summary, the results and research directions outlined in this thesis aim to enhance the
understanding of multiple Dp-brane systems and help 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 I must follow, if [ can, pursuing it with eager feet,
until it joins some larger way where

many paths and errands meet. And whither then?

[ cannot say.

The Lord of the Rings
by ). R.R. Tolkien.



Appendices

But that is another story and shall be told another time.

The Neverending Story
by Michael Ende.






Variation of the action of the 4D
massless superparticle and
its equations of motion

In this appendix we obtain the equations of motion for the massless superparticleinD = 4

N = 1 superspace by varying the action of its spinor moving frame formulation

SgD = LD :/ p#E: :/ p#HO‘Bv;T;._,
Wl Wl Wl /8

where 1% is givenin (3.2).

The exterior derivative of the Lagrangian 1-form

LP = p*ET = p#H“ngﬁg (A1)

reads
dLgP = —Dp* NET —4ip"E" AET + o ETT AQTT + P ETTAQT (A2)

whereE=,E*—,E~1,E~andE~ aredefinedin (3.6)-(3.9)and Q~—, )~ are Cartan forms (3.12).
Using (1.46), (1.47) and (1.50), we find that

SLEP = 1;Dp*E™ — Dp*15E™ — 4ip™E" 1B~ + 4ip*1;ETE + "3
A3
+ P ET s — pFsETT QT 4 pFE s — pFsET T

where we have used

dIle = —4idf® AdO® = O = +i6H*dAY — 4idH*60% + d(is11*Y) (A.L)
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aswell as

DE* = —4{Et* AET —E~ Tt AQTT —Et— A QFF —

’ B (A.5)
= OE* = —44EV1sET + 4isETET + (B TQTT —ET 07 +cc)

DEt = —E~ AQFF — OBt = Bt —E1sQTt + DisET (A.6)
DET = —E- AQFT — OEtT = 1sE- QT T —E715QF T 4 DisEY (A7)

and
DE= = —4iE" AET+ET"AQ " +ETAQTT = As8)

= 0B~ = —4iE 16E~ + 4itsE"E™ + (—1sET Q" +ET 45027 +c.c), '

DE-=E*AQ— =  6E = —1sETQ— +Et150— + DisE~, (A.9)
DE- =EtAQ — 0E~ = —L5E+Q__ + E+L5Q__ +DysE™ . (A.10)

These expressions allow to easily find the following set of nontrivial equations of motion of

the superparticle in the spinor moving frame formulation:

scip sciv

w5Dp*  op* 0 = E =0, (A.11)
Lféi - ”5% =0 = p'EtT =0, (A.12)
LjééD =% (isfjiD =0 = p'ET=0, (A.13)
(Z?j - %“ﬁﬁ_g; =0 = D' =0, (A.14)
iﬁD— - %“f 6523; =0 = P =0, (A.15)
LML — 0 =0, (A.16)

wE~T  2H San

LsE™ - 602

0Ly a+5£6m: — p*ET =0, (A.17)

SLEP s 0L8P b
— = - —— =0 —— ET=0. A.18
B 505 p (A.18)




3D massless superparticle from
dimensional reduction of
4D massless superparticle

In this appendix we discuss the derivation of the D = 3 massless superparticle action from
the action of D = 4 massless 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 to more complex systems in section 4.

B.1 Brink-Schwarz action

To perform the dimensional reduction of the Brink-Schwarz action for massless superparti-
cle, Eg. (4.9), we can just isolate one of the momentum components (say, po, a choice is made

here for convenience in later discussions),
Pu = (P, P2) a=0,1,3 — w=0,1,2,3, (B.1)
and setting this component to zero in (4.9),
p2=0. (B.2)

In such a way we obtain the D = 3 massless superparticle action

~ e ~
Sps = / (pﬁH“ + §pﬁp"> : (B.3)
Wl
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B.2 Spinor moving frame formulation

As in the spinor moving frame formulation the role of additional momentum variable are
taken by bilinear of bosonic spinors, v, and v, , it is natural to expect that similar dimen-
sional reduction can be performed just by choosing a suitable ansatz for the D = 4 harmon-
icsin terms of D = 3 ones. Actually the ansatz consists in imposing reality conditions

v, =V, =V, , vof:@gzvz, (B.4)

were we have introduced real 3D spinor moving frame variables v which form the SL(2, R)

valued matrix, i.e. obey

vl =1,  (vi)r=vi. (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 the D = 4 relativistic Pauli matrices (4.5) as in (4.6) and identifyingthe D = 3
gamma matrices as in (4.7), (4.8), we find that the ansatz (B.4) and (2.20), (2.21) implies

uy =0, ug =0, u2_+ = —u;_ = (u;_)* , (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 3D moving frame vectors

= Ay — y—® - #_ eyt L ytaay—
Up =V 7%V =V “YaagV A, U =V v, uy =V v (B.7)
as follows
=_ .= _ —+ _ L
Up =Up, up=Ug, o U =g =ug (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 p = 2 of the I1# 1-forms,
12 = da? — idfo?0 + i00°d0 = dz? — €,5(d6*0° — 6°d6”) , (B.9)

just disappears from the action. Then, the resulted expression can be identified as the 3D

massless superparticle action in its spinor moving frame formulation

SSD:/ p#v;vgﬂo‘ﬁz/ p#uﬁﬂﬁ:/ p#E:. (B.10)
wi wi wi
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Here we have introduced 3D VA 1-forms

7 = dz” — idf~+"0 + i0~"d6 | (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,

- _ 1 _
ET =My = 51,1,161'[0‘6 = Ho‘ﬁvavﬁ , (B.12)
Ef = H“ug = —u? 118 HC“BV;FVEr , (B.13)
(B.14)

B.3 Some properties and applications of SL(2,R)/SO(2) Car-

tan forms
Inverting the relations (4.50) and (4.51)with using the unity decomposition
_ 0.0 1,1 2,2
R e R e Vit Vi (B.15)
we find
0 _ 1 f1 2 r2
dugs = Ugsf! + g5/ dUap = Uapf +Ugef™,
dugs = ugsf! +uzsf, — Dugg = Uy — U f™ =ugsf',  (B16)
2 _ .0 £2 1
Uy = Uag ™ = Uapf™. DuZ,; = du, + ul, % = ul, /2.
and
1 1 1 1 1
11 _ ~rqq _ =gl 22 _ Zfqa 4 g1 —— B.17
1At A ) AL L el (B.17)
Notice also that
dfqp = —eq/p/qu/ A fpp/ = fqp/ AN fpp' . (B18)
In particular this implies
afe = _Eq,p,qu’ AFP =2(f — YA F12 (B.19)
d(fn _ f22) =299 A F12 (B.20)
(B.21)

df12 _ fl]. /\f22 _ _%qu/\(fll _f22) .
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Equivalently, we can write this relations as
Dff =df'+fUAf?=0, Dff=df*—fUnfl=0, dfii=—f'Af>. (B.22)

In terms of covariant derivatives and SO(2) Cartan forms the derivatives of 3D spinor har-

monics are

1 1 1 1 1 1
Dvl = dv}x—i-évzqu = §vtllf2+§v3fl ) Dv2 = dvi—évaf‘lq =_vift—v2if?.

[e% 2 (03 2 [0

(B.23)

Using the above equations we can easily find

1 1 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 1 1 1 2 2
DEL = SENfIH SEINF, DE = SEINS - SEN SR, (B.24)
which imply

D(E! — i€?) = S(6" +i€%) A (£ —if") (B.25)
D(E! + if2) = %(51 YA+ ifY . (B.26)

These equations and the Ricci identities for covariant derivatives of matrix fields (4.64), (4.65)

DDZ =if' A f?Z + [F, 7] , (B.27)
DDZ = —if' A f2Z +[F, 2], (B.28)
DDU = —%fl AP0+ [F, 0], (B.29)
DDV = % YA PO 4 [F, 0], (B.30)

are useful to prove k-symmetry of the 3D mDO0 action. The same applies to
dEC =E'AfL+E2A f2 - 2(EYNEL 4 E2NEY), (B.31)

and
d (d090, — 0°d0,) = —2E* NE* + 282 NEL . (B.32)
The formal exterior derivative of the Lagrangian 1-form of this system reads
A3y = md (EY 4 d9%0, — 0%dd,) =
= —2im(EL +iEH A (EY —iE2) + mE' A fL 4+ mEE A f2 = (B.33)

= —2im(E% —iEY A (E2 +i€Y) + mEY A fL 4 mEZA f2



Single DO-brane in spinor moving
frame formulation and its
r-symmetry

The action of the moving frame formulation of the 10D D0O-brane in flat type IIA superspace,
which also appears as a part of the multiple DO-brane action (5.27) describing the center of

mass dynamics of this system, reads [166)]
Spo = / Loo=m [ E—im [ (d0'02 —6'>d6?) . (C.1)
wt wt wi

Hered = dr90/0t =: dr0;, T is proper time variable parametrizing the DO-brane worldline
W! defined as a line in target D = 10 type IIA superspace ©(1932) with 10 bosonic and 16 +

16 = 32 fermionic coordinates

M= (21,01, 62) (C.2)

in terms of coordinate functions
M(r) = (a#(7),0'(r), 02(7)) , (C3)
Wt e p(o82) . M _ Mgy (C.4)

The constant m entering both terms of (C.1) is the mass of DO-brane and E° is the contraction
E0 = 1", (C.5)
of the pull-back to the worldline of the 10D VA 1-form

I* = da* — id0'o"0t — ido?*c+6? (C.6)
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with the vector field ug = ug(T). 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

" = drI¥ = da# (1) — id@l(T)auﬁl(T) — id@z(T)&”GQ(T) ) (C.7)

Notice that, to simplify notation, below and along this thesis, we use the same symbols for
the differential forms on the target superspace and their pull-backs to the worldline W!. The
same applies to the superspace coordinates (C.2) and the coordinate functions (C.3). Particu-

larly, in the second term of (C.1) 1* and 62 denote §'%(7) and 62 (7).

A very important property of the action (C.1) is that, besides manifest D = 10 N/ = 2 space-

time supersymmetry, it is also invariant under the following local fermionic k-symmetry

transformations
5.0t = klvg, 5,{93 = —krv,1,
St = i0,0 0 4 i6,60%6162 , (C.8)
0,01 =0 - (5,.€qu = 5,4u2 =0,

where k% = k(1) with g = 1,..., 16 are arbitrary fermionic functions.

The Lagrangian 1-form of the action (C.1) of single DO-brane in flat 10D type IIA superspace
[166]:
Lpo = mE® — im/(d6'6* — 61de?) . (C.9)

The formal exterior derivative of E¥ = H“ug in the first term of the Lagrangian form is given
by
dE” =E' A Q' — i (E" ANEY +E) AED) | (C.10)

where

E'=1I",,  EY=d0'v,9, El=dflv,". (C.11)

To find (C.10) we have used
dII* = —id@'o* A do' — idf?6+ A db? (C.12)

aswell as Egs. (5.12) and (5.18).

The derivative of the second, Wess-Zumino term of the DO-brane action is

—2imdf*® A d67, = —2imE' NE? | (C.13)
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where we have used 5a5 = vng . Collecting (C.10) and (C.13) we find that the formal exterior

derivative of the Lagrangian form of single DO-brane can be written as
dLpo = mE' A Q' — im(E' + E2) A (E' + E2), (C.14)

where ¢ is the covariant Cartan form defined in (5.16). Then, using the Lie derivative formula
(1.50), we find

0Lpy =m (EiL(sQi — LgEiQi) — 2tm (Elq + Eg) (L5E1q + L(;Eg) , (C.15)

where 159 defines essential variation of the spinor frame variable by
50a = 15DVt =~ vaP1sY C.16
Vo" = L§VVq" = §’quvo¢ Lgit . (C.16)

This equation can be obtained from the ¢5 contraction of (5.19) by setting 15 = 0.

To conclude, let us note that the local fermionic x-symmetry transformations (C.8) leaving

invariant the DO-brane action (C.1) can be written in the following equivalent form (¢.d := d,)

LelIF = §at — 30,0 "0 — i6,.0°610% =0 — wEC =0, 1E =0,
L =0, 129 =0, (C.17)

1 Bl = —L,{Eg = g4 = 1 (EY 4 Eg) =0.

Indeed, it is not difficult to check that substituting the above defined ¢, for ¢5 in (C.15), we find
0xLpo = 0.






Multiple DO-brane action and its
worldline supersymmetry

In this appendix we present some details of the proof of the worldline supersymmetry of the

candidate mDO action (5.27).

D.1 Formal exterior derivative of the Lagrangian form of
the mDO action

The first stage is to calculate the formal exterior derivative of the Lagrangian form of the ac-
tion (5.27),

Lmpo = mE® — im(d6'9* — 0*dg?) +

+ 5 [tr (P'DX* + 4i¥ D) + i E"H — v tr(P"X") + (D.1)
qgl 2 NG (A 7 —(~AY T v

Let us recall that in it H is given in Eq. (5.28), the covariant derivatives D of the bosonic and
fermionic Hermitian traceless N x N matrix fields are defined in (5.32) and (5.33) with the

use of 1d gauge field 1-form A = d7 A, and Cartan forms (5.16).

To compute the exterior derivative of (D.1), we have to use the Ricci identities

DDX' = QAW +[F, %],  DD¥, = Q' AY (49E), +[F, T, (D.2)

where I = dA — A A Ais the formal 2-form field strength of the 1d gauge field A. Egs. (D.2)

are obtained using the Maurer-Cartan equations (5.35).

After some algebra, the exterior derivative of the multiple DO-branes Lagrangian form (D.1)
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can be found to be

(10 Lmpo = pOmE" A Q" — ip®m (B + E2) A (EM 4+ E2) + QA tr(P'% + iy ) +
+tr [F ([%°, P"] — 4i{T,, ¥,})] — tr(DP* ADX') — 4itr(D¥, ADE,) +

2 ; 2 1 . ,
—E'AQH — i——(EY ANEY + B2 ANEDH — ——=(E' + E2)ylivp A QY
Y BB AR B Bt

2 1M 1 1M
Z (1= ST ) B A dH 4 ——— (B — B2) A Dy, + — -dKC A dH
+M< M > + 2/\/1( 2 Zl/q+u6./\/l +
1 1 !
+ 8 svat ME T Eivg AdH,

(D.3)
where K := tr(X'P?), vg and H are defined in (5.55) and (5.28), respectively. The derivatives of

these "blocks”, which also enter (D.3), read
dK = tr(DX" P* 4+ X'DP?) , (D.4)

iDy, = tr (—4¢(71\11)an>1 ~ 4i(y'D®),P’ — DX'[(v7)g, W] + 5 (77DT),[X’, XJ]) :
(D.5)
dH = tr ([PZDIPZ + 1g DX [IK, W), %] — DRI (¥, ¥} — 2DT,[(7'E),, xq) . (D.6)

D.2 Worldline supersymmetry (x-symmetry) transforma-
tions of the center of mass variables

The previous experience with lower dimensional counterparts of the mDO system (see chap-
ter 4) suggested to assume that the worldline supersymmetry acts on the center of mass vari-
ables of the mD0 system (i.e. on the superspace coordinate functions and spinor frame vari-
ables) as the k-symmetry of the single DO-brane action (see appendix C) acts on their single

brane counterparts. Namely, we set

L IF =0 — tE' =0, 1E' =0,
. ) , (D.7)
L/{QZ = 0, LK/Q’LJ = O — 5/{“2 = O 9 5%”; = 0 9 5ﬁvaq = 0 ’
and
q k4 k4
LElq:—LEQZI{— — 5910‘:—220‘, (592:——11(1. D.8
K K q \/i K \/5 q RY o \/i (0% ( )

These expressions are equivalent to (5.37), but they are more convenient to use in our method

of calculation of the variation of Lagrangian form.

q
2The re-scaling of fermionic function k9 % is performed to simplify the worldline supersymmetry trans-

formation rules of the matrix fields.
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Then, using the Lie derivative formula with (D.7), (D.8) and furthermore identifying in it

D=6, Ll = 0xA teh =10, (D.9)

we find that, modulo total derivative, the variation J,, of the Lagrangian form £,pg reduces

to
1186, Lmpo = tr [8.A ([X,PY] — 4i{ ¥y, ¥, })] + tr (6,P'DX’ — DP'6, X" — 8iDW,0,¥,) —
2\/_(151‘1 E2)RIH + % (1 — % %) E%6, H + % %’dmn% +
- : 2\/1_?\//‘; (EY — E2)ivgduH — ! ﬁ’ 5K dH —
: 2\/1_ AA//III wliv, dH — \/.1/\_4/<;qiDl/q + \/QLW(E“! — E2)idnvq -

(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 fields

To find the supersymmetry transformation leaving invariant Sypg = le Lmpo, i.e. obeying
6 Lmpo = 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 DP?, DX* and
DW¥,, 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 A, X from and é,H which, in their

turn, are expressed in terms of 6, X%, §,,P* and 6,,%,.

To solve these equations it is convenient to compute formally the variations of composite

quantities §,H and A, K with (5.39)-(5.41). On this way we find the following equations

1 ) .5 - o 1 M
_ . 7 1 e i 1 7 o
Ak = —tr (4z(m WP+ (k7 W)X, X ]) 5 g DK, (D.11)
5 H = tr (k7 (X0, P1] — 4i{®,, T,))) — = M s 0.1
K q ) ps *p Mﬁ M K 5

5.71) ©3. These equations are solved by (5.44) and (5.42).

where §) is given in Eq.

®*To obtain (D.12) one has to use the identity ’Vﬁ(ﬂ’;q) = 0,(+0pq) and also notice. that tr(WT{Qp, \Ilq}) =
tr(¥ (. {¥,, ¥, }) is completely symmetric with respect to (rpq) indices while tr([(v"¥)q, X*] [(v/ ¥)4, X]) =
0 vanishes.
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Thus, worldline supersymmetry transformations of the matrix matter fields are given by (5.39)-

(5.41) with (5.44) and (5.42).

D.2.2 Worldline supersymmetry transformations of the worldvolume
gauge field

Taking into account the above results for supersymmetry transformations of the matrix mat-

ter fields, we find that the remaining variation of the Lagrangian form (D.10) can be written

as
o 2 !
1186, Lmpo = tr [§.A (X, P — 4i{®,, ¥ })] + — (1 - MY o5 1+
M ué M
1 4q 1M (D.13)
+ \/Q—W( 7 Eq) (15511(] — mlﬁ}q?‘[ + F §ﬂ wﬁ,{H) .
To proceed further, we calculate 70,1, which reads
i6xlg = L (ky")g tr [X' (&7, P7] — 4i{¥,, ¥, })] + TR
VM VM
1M S i ij i i
v (4i(v"®)gP* + (Y9 0)g[X, K]) 6 H— (D.14)
I M

= = 2 ALKt [, (10, P — 4i{®,, @, })]

and substitute it to (D.13) thus arriving at

188, Lonpo = tr { ([X,PY] — 4i{®,, W, }) |5.A+ "

1 . .
- —=— B -ED(Y'R) X +

V2M
! P tr (4i(~®),P! + 2 (~TW), [XE %I
cEaogy L Mo g, 4 % TEOW) Jfle(Z Jo[X', %))
1> 2Mv2M VM (HEﬂﬁ)

(D.15)
The above expression vanishes if the SU(NN) gauge field transforms under worldline super-

symmetry as
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1— 1 My S
Oph = — : E (k1) ( : M, ) + - (EY — Eg)(VZ”)q R+
M (1+ 54 9) veM
1 M kP, tr (4i(y W) PT+ 2(v7 ), (X7, %))
+(EY-E)— ——— (28,0, — —=L @2 L
( e 2MV2M VM (1 + % 5

(D.16)
Finally, substituting the expression (5.44) in the above result, we obtain Eq. (5.47) from the

main text.






A non-supersymmetric solution
of mDO equations

As an example of using the correspondence between the relative motion equations of the
mDO0 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
X (1) = a(T)Y (E.)
where Y are nine constant traceless N x N matrices satisfying
(Y, Y], Y] = 16AY" (E.2)

for some constant A. Our goal is to find a solution of the mD0 equations of motion with this

ansatz. From Eq. (5.101), and fixing the gauge i° = 1, we deduce
Pi(r) = b(7)Y! (E.3)

where the function b(7) should be determined from solving Eq. (5.101) with (E.1) and (E.3).

Then, with the above ansatz

H=c (b2 + ga4> ., H=2H+ %tr([xi, X'?) = 2H — 3eha® = 2¢ (b* — Aa?) |
(E.4)
with
c= %tr(v’v’) , (E.5)

so that the straightforward approach to (5.101) does not look too promising. However, at this

stage we can use the equation (5.66) stating that on the mass shell  is constant and conclude
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from (E.4) that

bzzﬂ—éa‘l, 5:27{*%&. (E.6)
c 2 2

Following the method of [192], we consider a field-dependent redefinition of the time vari-

1M
1— 2
( /ﬁMH)

able (similar to Eq. (5.104))

2
—— — —a*(7
ué M 2
and obtain in such a way the equations
d d%a A3
—a=-b — = —— . E.8
at” o ar T a E8)

Following [192], we can now multiply the second equation by ?j—‘j and integrate it over dt thus

arriving at

1 (da\? 4

(=) == E.
2 <dt> 4a +k (E.9)

with some integration constant k. Introducing a further time redefinition,
dt = dta(t) (E.10)

we obtain a Friedmann-like equation

1 /da\? A 2k
— | — = —— — . E.11
a? (dt) 3t at E11)

This is the basis for the cosmological interpretation of the matrix model proposed in [192].

Although this final time redefinition (E.10) is is structurally similar to our earlier (5.104) in our
model with non-constant M, the complete equation for the change of time variable is much

more complicated

2 MIH
) 2a(r) o M
dt =dr v 1+iM 27{_%4() . (E.12)
6 M Ty

As aresult, to find the dynamics in terms of proper time ¢ becomes a more challenging task.



Convenient representations for
11D gamma matrices

In this appendix, we summarize two useful representations of the 11-dimensional gamma
matrices ' and the charge conjugation matrix C,, 3 relevant for spinor moving frame (Lorentz
harmonics) formalism for MO-brane and for reduction of its action to 10D which produces DO-

brane action.

F.1 SO(1,9) covariant representation

The first representation is manifestly covariant under the 10D Lorentz group SO(1,9) C SO(1, 10).

Init
o 0 0 —4,°
Thy=|{ "2 , g = ‘O, (F.1)
== 0 gHap = \=d~ 0
_ ghaB _ 0 05%
[rad L. e S (F.2)
0 ohy 5" 0

where 4 = 0,...,9isa 10D vector index, a, 3 = 1,...,32and o, 8 = 1,...,16 label 11D

Majorana and 10D Majorana-Weyl spinor indices, respectively.

In this representation, 11D charge conjugation matrix takes the form

and it is easy to check that
L = CTEC . (F.4)
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F.2 SO(1,1)®S0O(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 of massless 11D superparticle:

20, 0 - B 0 0 _
(T*)ap = e =18 (T)ap = = #af (F.5)
- 0 0 = \0 26,
. 0 i -
(Mag = . ™) = —Tie2, (E6)
 \e O

wherei = 1,...,9 are spatial SO(9) vector indices and p,q = 1,..., 16 are SO(9) spinor in-
dices. The charge conjugation matrix in this representation is
0 10pq

Cap=—Cpa = | = (CH = cL. (E.7)
—i0pg O



Useful Poisson bracket relations
for matrix fields,

constraints and currents of

3D mDO

In this appendix we collect the Poisson bracket relations for matrix variables, SU(/V) con-

straints and currents of 3D mDO system.

Let us begin by presenting the Poisson brackets of the Gauss law constraint G (7.78) with the
maltrix variables. It is convenient to encode these in the brackets of the trace of the product
of G with some "reference” traceless matrix V, i.e. of tr(YO) = Y{ Gz In such a way we arrive

at simple and transparent expressions

[tr(YG), Z]pg = [Z,Y], [tr(YG), Z]ps = [Z,Y], (G.1)
[tr(W}), |P]pB = [[P, Y] s [tI(YG), I}S]pB = [[P, Y] s (GQ)
[tr(YC), ¥]pg = [P, Y], [tr(YG), ®lpg = [P, V] (G3)

which clearly represent the infinitesimal SU(/V) transformations.

These relations allow, in particular, to obtain the su(N) algebra (7.83) generated by the Gauss
constraints

[tr(YG), tr(Y'G)]ps = tr ([Y, Y]C) . (G.4)

Itisalso easy to check that the Poisson brackets of the Gauss law with different currents that

appear in our constraints,

vi=t(PP+¥[Z,Z]), ©v:=t(¥P+¥[Z Z]), B:=tr<u‘>z—u>2+§x1ni:>,
(G.5)
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and . .
H=tr <u>n> PzP - lrew %zw) , G6)

vanish,
[tr(W}), l/]pB =0, [tl’(Y@), 17]]_313 =0, [tr(YG), B]pB =0, [tr(W}), H]pB =0.(G.7)

This is just the reflection of SU(XV) invariance of these objects.

The Poisson brackets of the fermionic and bosonic currents (G.5) among themselves and with

the "relative motion Hamiltonian" (G.6) are

{I/, Z/}pB = —8i(u6)2tr(ZG) , {17, ﬂ}pB = Si(/LG)QtI(Z@) , {V, Ij}pB = —4iu67‘[,

[V7 B]PB = %Hﬁiyv [lij]PB = _%,Uﬁ]jv
(G.8)
and
v, Hlps = (u°)*tr(®G),  [7,H]ps = —(u°)*tr(¥C),  [B,H]pg =0. GO)

In terms of renormalized currents and matrix fields (7.122), (7.137) and (7.159), the above rela-

tions simplify to

{7, 0}ps = —2itr(Z20) , {7, D}pg = 2itr(Z0) , (0,0} = —iH,

7, Blos = 27 7, Blen = —=7 B, Blos = 0

v, PB—2V7 V,0|pB = 2’/7 ,Olpp = U, (G.10)
[17,7:[]13]3 = —tl’(‘i’@) s [Ij, 7:[]13]3 = ——tf(‘i’@) s [377:[]13]3 =0

The above relations were obtained by using the brackets of currents with matrix fields which
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[Da Z]PB =0 )
[Ba Z]PB — 7:“’62 )
[Ba Z]PB — MGZ )

[v,Plps = 0,
[v,Plpg = 0,
[7,Plpg =0,
[7,Plpg =0,
[B,Plog = —u°P,
[B,Plps = ufP,

165

{Va ‘II}PB = _47’/1’6[27 Z] )

{Va \i’}PB = _4iﬂ6|]37

(G.11)






Problems with Gupta-Bleuler
quantization scheme for
massive particle in moving
frame formulation

Let us consider the system of 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
system of constraints describes, within in the frame of Hamiltonian approach, just a massive

bosonic particle in its spinor moving frame formulation.

In this appendix we show that, somewhat unexpectedly, the quantization of such a simple

system by the Gupta-Bleuler method in its canonical form fails®“.

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,

o = Eo(x?, w, w), we arrive at the following system of differential equations

(w99, + m)Zy =0 , (H.1)
(ID(O) - q) S0 =0, (H.2)
D=y =0, (H.3)

10,20 = 0. (H.4)

40f 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 mDO system when we set to zero all the matrix
fields.
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The z®-dependence of the state vector is fixed by Egs. (H.1) and (H.4) to be

: (0)
imz®ug

[1]

0=E¢€ XO(I'aﬂaa We, wa) . (H.5)

Substituting this into (H.3), we find that xo(z%ug, W, we ) Satisfies

0
Owyg,

IDXO (xaﬁay Way, wa) = Wq X0 (xaaau We, wa) = _imxaﬁa X0 (xaﬁaa Wy, woz) . (H6)

The second form of the Lh.s. of this equation makes manifest that its nontrivial solution, if
a0 ) ) .
existed, would be yog = e "™ "a yo (2%, W, We ), Which contradicts the fact that, in (H.5),

Xo is independent of a:“u,(lo).

This example (actually the only presently known to the authors) indicates that the selfcon-
sistency of the Gupta-Bleuler quantization method is not guaranteed and thus its should be

used with precaution.

Curiously, if we modify the above procedure by 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 09, + m)Zy =0, (H.7)
(D(O) - q) S0 =0, (H.8)
u0,Z9 =0, (H.9)

9,50 =0 . (H.10)

This system does have a nontrivial solution which is equivalent to the solution of the massive

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.



Hamiltonian formalism of single
3D DO-brane in the so-called
analytical basis

In this appendix we provide the details of the Hamiltonian formalism for a single DO-brane

in the analytical basis.

The Lagrangian of this 3D counterpart of the DO-brane in the spinor moving frame formula-
tion (cf. (7.8)) reads
Lpo = d7L,po = mE® + m(d6*0, — d6*6,) (L1)

where E(© is defined in (C.5) with (7.10). The dynamical variables in this Lagrangian 1-form

are coordinate functions that parametrize the embedding of the worldline in flat superspace
wt c 2619 . x® = 2%(1), 0% = 0%(1), 0 = 0%(r) (1.2)

aswell as the spinor frame variables w, (7) and its complex conjugate w, (7), 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 on w and w, 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 DO-brane) can be called, following the same terminology, Lorentz harmonic superspace

which we denoted X(3+314) | This is the superspace with coordinates
RO — (29 0% 0% wa, wa)} = {(ZM, wa, Wa)}, 0 Wa =1 . (13)

In the spinor moving frame approach we are considering DO-brane as a particle moving in
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this extended and enlarged D = 3 superspace. Here “extended” refers to N/ = 2 supersym-
metryand "enlarged” reflects the presence of additional bosonic spinor (spinor moving 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

basis which is given by

SO = (%0, x4, 84,007, 0,07 w0, wa)} = {24, War W)}, 0 wa =i

(L4)
where (see [142, 144, 145])
x(0) .= xau,(lo) ,

x4 = X — 20070 | = 2%, — 200", |%a = X + 200707 | = 24, + 210707
(L5)
v == 0%w, , 6v = 0%w, , (L6)
0% := 0%, , 0% := 0%w, . (L7)

The definition of x4 = (x4)* in (1.5) is designed in such a way that, in the analytical basis, the

Lagrangian form (I.1) simplifies to

Lpo = mdx® — imf XA +imf xa — 4mad®0” — 2im(dV0" + do* V) =
= mdx©) — 2im(d0? — iad®) 6 — 2im(df” + iaf™) 0 — imf Xa +imf X4 .
(1.8)
In the main text we also needed explicit expressions for the kinetic and WZ terms in the sin-
gle 3D DO action,
E® = dx(®) — i(d6™ + iah™) 6° — i(d6” — i(dF™ + iaf™ )0 — iab™) 6V —

o ) (L9)
— (A0 — ia@®)0” +if R —if X,

d9%0, — d6%0, = 2f 0“0 + 2f 6V0" +i(d0™ + iab™) 6 — i(dO™ — iab™) 6" —
—i(d0Y + iaf™)0" + i(d0” — iaf™)0™ .

(L10)

The canonical Hamiltonian Hg, expressed in terms of the analytical basis coordinates, is de-
fined by

drHy = dx©@p© +dx g p+dR ap+do=TTE +d0PTI% +df* 10 +dOP % +iad® +i f3—i fo— Loy .
(L11)

The momenta conjugate to the coordinate functions, i.e. having the nonvanishing Poisson
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brackets
[p(O)’ X(O)]pB =-1 ) [p7XA]PB =-1 ) [57 XA]PB = -1 ) (112)

are defined by (7.125),

1 1
p(U) = ua(O)pa ) b= _§uapa ) D= _iaapa . (L13)

Similarly, the momenta conjugate to the fermionic coordinate functions satisfy

{1d, 60v}pg = —1, {18, 0% }pp = —1, {ﬁ?;ﬁ“’}ps = -1, {ﬁg,éw}PB =-1.

(1.14)
and are related to the ones of the central basis by (7.128)
0 .= —w*Il, + 2i0%p, 1% := w1, — 2i0%p,
(I.15)
0 := —iw°ll, — 2i6vp, 112 := iw°ll, + 2i07p.

The covariant momenta in the analytical basis are related to those in the central basis as
0= 04 (x4 + 2i0%67)p®) 4+ 2(x(O) 4+ ig¥ P 4+ 97 )p + 6VTIY + G119,

0:

3+ (4 — 200%0%)p©) + 2(x(0) — jgwg® — i9Phw)p + ¢OT1Y + §PTI% ,  (116)
000 =30 — 2% 4 + 2% 4p + 6711% + G7T1Y, — 9119, — GUT10, .

This implies that

PO 20 =0, 0,20 =0, 0,20 =0, (L17)

while

PO ZM]ps =0, [0, ZM]pg =0, [0, ZM]pp =0 . (L18)
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The calculation of all the canonical and covariant momenta results in the (primary) constraints

Q(O)::p(o)—mmo, P:=p=0, ¢ :=p=0, (L19)

L2311

3O — 4imo®e* ~ 0, d+mxa ~0, +mxy ~0, (120

dy =11 ~ 0, dp =119 + 2imf® ~ 0, (L21)

Il
=
IS
%
\.O
|

dy =19 +2imh? ~ 0. (1.22)

7
w

g

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
The true first class constraints,

8 ~0, dy,~0, dp~0, and U =~0, (124)

are given by the first equationsin (1.19), (1.21), (1.22) and by the sum of the first equation in (1.20)

with certain linear combination of the second class constraints,

0O = 30 _ 4imgPg% — 2x 4 + 2Zap — 0V dy + 07y =

=3O — 2% 45 + 2% 4p — gwﬁf; + Hwﬂzep ~ 0. (1.25)

Also the set of second class constraints, in order to put their algebra in the canonical form,

should be redefined a bit and written as

dP=p~0 d=p~0 dg ~ 0
2nd class : . , - , - , (1.26)
o~ 0 0~ 0 dy =0
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where

0 :=0+ mxy + 2i0U0%p , =0+ mxa — 2160765 . 1.27)

ol

The algebra of the first class constraints (1.24) 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 (1.25),

D —2p
d 2
[[}(0) ) ]5) JpB = 2p§ (1.28)
0 —20
dy dy
N Y

The coefficients in the r.h.s. represent the charges of second class constraints with respect to

U(1) gauge symmetry.

Finally, the nonvanishing brackets of the second class constraints are given by
D, dlpg =m, [p,dpg=m, {dg,dw}es =4im, (L.29)

reflecting their second class nature, and the weakly vanishing brackets

D, 3ps = U + 2% 45 — 2%up + 8°dy — §%dy ~ 0, (1.30)
0, dules =2i0"p~0, [0, dles = —2i0"p ~ 0, (L31)
[5, d@]pB = —2i§w]5 ~0, [5, dﬁ,]pB = 2@'9“713 ~ 0. (1.32)

In summary, the algebra of the constraints is presented in Table 1.1

The bosonic second class constraints in (1.26) are now explicitly solved with respect to x4, X4
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
p ~ 0. At the classical level, this implies omitting the conjugate constraints% ~ 0 ands ~ 0

from consideration, thus converting their conjugate constraints p ~ 0 and p ~ 0 into first



174

[y }pB o0 TO g, dg P 5 P 3 dg o
2O o o o of o 0 0 0 0 0
Uo 0 o 0 0| -2 20 2p —20 dy —dy,

du 0 0 0 o0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1o 0 0 0 o0 0 0 0 0 0
D 0 2 0 0 0 m 0 0
. = o (0) qowg o _ _
3 0 -2 0 0| -m 0 o (U H0%de—0%ut | gipuy _gigm,
+28Ap — 2Xap
P 0 -2 0 0 0 0 0 m 0 0
= = _F7(0) _ w7 Dy _ _
? o 22 o of o U —0%dy +0%do—| 0 —2ifvp  2i07p
—2XAP + 2XAp
da 0 -dy 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 —dim
» 0 d, 0 0 0 0 0 0 —dim 0

Table I.1: Closed algebra of the first and second class constraints of single DO-brane system.

class constraints®.

We prefer this latter treatment of the bosonic second class constraints because it aligns with
the (canonical) Gupta-Bleuler treatment of the fermionic second class constraints in (I.26).
These are complex conjugate pairs and, after quantization, we willimpose on the state vector
the quantum counterpart of only one of two fermionic second class constraints, d,, =~ 0.
This is equivalent to omitting, at the classical level, the conjugate d; ~ 0 constraint, which
converts d,, ~ 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 1.2. To quantize

[oodos [ @© 0O 4, dy 5 p  da

o) 0 0 0 O 0 © 0
U 0 0 0 0 =20 2p —dy
du 0 0 o 0 0 0 ©
1o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
D 0 2 0 0 0 0 ©0
p o -2 0 0 0 0 0
duy 0 dy 0 O 0 0 0

Table 1.2: Closed algebra of the effective first class constraints of single DO-brane system.

our dynamical system in the supercoordinate representation we represent our effective first

class constraints by differential operators,

3O = —ip o) —m, (1.33)

% Notice that this is a deformed version of Gupta-Bleuler quantization. As we have already written in the main
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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O =—idy,, &=—idy,, (134)

oo _ (Dw) 4 AmOTEY — 2%40y, + 2%a0x, — 0Vdy + 07dy — q) - 15
— (Dw) — 2% A0k, + 28 0%, — 0" Opu + 0" g — q) : '

dyw = —iOgw | (1.36)

Iy = —io | (137)

dyp = —i (Dgu — 2m0”) (138)

and impose them on the state vector. In (1.33)-(1.38) the derivatives and covariant derivatives

are defined as follows

0 0 0
ax(()) = aX(O) ) 8XA = % 5 XA — E 5 (139)
0 0 0 - 0
©) _ - 0 _ _
b Wa 8117@ Wa 3wa ’ b We awa ’ D Wa 3wa ’ (140)

Notice the appearance of the ordering constant in the homogeneous differential operator

(135).

Tounderstand the structure of the fermionic constraint (1.38) it is useful to keep in mind the re-
lation between derivatives and covariant derivatives in the central and analytical basis. This

relationship can be derived from the identity

d = dz®d, + d6%0y + d6*8n + iaD® + i fD — i fD =
= 119, + d9°Dy + d6°Dq + iaD® + ifD — i fD =

B (.a1)
= dx© 8,0 + dx 48y, + dRaDx, + AIV g + AV Dgi+
+ d0¥ 0. + d0% 05 + iaD© +ifD — i fD .
This identity implies, in particular,
Oy = U((lo)ax(o) + UaaXA + ﬂa&—m R (1.42)
Do = 0o + 1(70)a = wa (Ogw + 10" 0y0)) + Wa (Opw + 410705, + 10V 0p0)) ,  (143)
Da = 5a + z’(y“@)a = Wqy (ggw + 4i9w6XA + iQwOX(o)) + We (5975 + i9w8X<o>) . (1.44)

The last equation can be used to write (1.38) in the form

N

dy = —wD + imb® — 4i0”d — 9O . (L.45)






Born-Oppenheimer-like approach
to asymptotic form of a

solution for N=2 3D mDO

system

Following [185], we can search for an asymptotic form of the solution of Egs. (7.260)-(7.269)

using the so-called tabular or endpoint coordinates (see [185] for references)
71 = x1eib 4 |X|—1/QZI , 71 :Xle—i,8+|X|—1/221 ’ 0.1)
in the neighbourhood of the classical vacuum configuration
zl=xleB 71 = xTe8 0.2)

which represents a general solution to the condition for vanishing YM potential which re-
ducestoeryg 2?7 ZK = 0.In(J.1) X' isreal, X! = (X1)*, with | X| = VXIX!, and the com-
plex variables z/ = (z!)* are orthogonal to X’. Additionally, they satisfy two constraints,

which we choose as Re(z!e#) = 0,
X —0=x"3" | e B 4zl =0, (1.3)
The asymptotic regime corresponds to large | X |, formally
r:|X|:\/W|—>oo, (J.4)

with 27z kept to be finite. In our case, it is convenient to solve (.3) by setting 2! = iy’e?? in

terms of areal vector y/, yielding 2/ = —iy’e~*. Thus, the above coordinate system is finally
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described by
Z1 = (rof 4 ir=2y1)e# | Z' = (rol —ir=V2y1)e= ¥ (.5
ro=|X|=VvXIXI, af=X"/r=X)|X] = nlnf=1, (.6)

y'=@whH*, nlyf=0. (.7)

To proceed, it is convenient to introduce complex null-vectors that complete the unit vector

n! till a nondegenerate SO(3) frame, i.e. vectors U! and U! = (U')* which obeys
n'U'=0, n'U'=0, UU'=0, U'U'=0, UUT'=1. (8

Then,
o =nlnd + UU + OO’ (0.9)

and the constraint (J.7) can be solved by
y' =yU" +ypU",  sothat o'y’ = |yu|* . 7.10)
We fix the orientation of the SO(3) frame by setting 77 U U’ n = i, which implies
EIJKUJTLK = —iU! , EIJKUJTLK =4U"'. (J.11)
Using these relations, we find
ek 2’ 2% = 2/r(yoU! — ypU') = 2ivfrer y’n® . (J.12)

The derivatives of the constrained vectors can be expressed in terms of three Cartan forms,
defines as
O =Uldn’, O =0'dn! and QY =0avu’. (.13)

These allow us to write
dn! = U +07Q,,  duf =0TV —nloy, a0l = -0 —nl0y . (1)
Using these, the derivative of the coordinates 3! can be expressed as

dy’ = (dyy — yo QT + (dyg + yo XU = 0l (Yo + yp ) - (1.15)
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Now, using equations (.5), (J.10), (.14), (.15) we can compute dZ! and dZ, and subsequently

decompose the differential operator
d=dz'0; +dZ'0; = drd, + dBO(g) + dy'0Y + dn' 0,1 (7.16)

on the basis of six independent 1-forms: dr, dj, dyy, dyg. 4, Q; °°. In this way, we obtain

the following expressions for derivatives in the tabular (endpoint) coordinates

, . i 1 _ A o
Oy = nl(ewa[ + 6_1661) ~ 5 (yUUI + yUUI) (6150] — 6_1581) , (J.17)

Os) = irn! (€701 — e770r) =~ (yo U +ypUT) (701 + ¢770y) (.18)

(J.19)

(J.21)

Ut <3%’ 1/2( e?or —e o) ) - .20)
U’ (anf —r(e®or + e*iﬁéf)) —ygn' <aj! )

U’ (anf —r(eo; + e_wg])) —yun ((9y - 1—/2( ePor — iﬁé;)) =0. (7.22)

These relations are exact. However, to solve them for 9; and 97, we need to use the condi-
tion r — oo of asymptotic regime. To this end let us first rewrite Egs. (.17)-(/.22) in the form

convenient for perturbative solution of the system for
8?: = 61’88[ + €7iﬁ5‘[ . (J.23)
Firstly, from (J.18), (.19) and (J.20), we find

, i i _
n'o; = —;3(5) — ——(yoU" +yU") 0f , (.24)

G

Uloy = —ir0ley,  Ulo; = —irU'oy . (.25)

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 (].9), these can be unified in one equation

_ . i i -
Oy = —i/r(6" — nIn‘])(?g - ;nja(ﬁ) - mnf(yUU‘] +yaU7) a7 . (.26)

Now, using these expressions, we can solve formally Egs. (J.17), (.21) and (J.22) with respect to

projections of 97 :

1
n'of =9, +2—(yUUJ+y u’yoy, 0.27)
glor = Lils LN LI Lo o0 + U7 0F 28
[ = U O = —ygn I+W?JU (6)+r_3yU(yU +ygU”) 07 , (1.28)
1 1
v'of = —Ulanf——yun18y++ \/_yué?(ﬂ)Jr —yu (yoU7 + ygU”) 07 . 7.29)

Note that, according to (/.28) and (/.29), (yoU” + ygU”) 0} 1 and the derivative 9, only
appears in the first term of (.27). Using these observations and repeatedly applying (J.9), we

obtain the following approximate solution

1 1
of = - [nI <r or + §yJ8§> + (6" —nfn?) 8,0 +y'n7 Y| + O(=/%) (.30)

= —iyr(07 - nlnj)é)g - %nla(ﬁ) +O(r /2 (7.31)

in which the O(r~5/2) terms do not involve 9, derivative.

Finally, from (J.23) we easily find

1 _; 1 1
o = 56% [ —iv/r(6" —n'n’)0Y + - <nf (r Oy — i0(p) + 5y"83> +
(J.32)
+ (6" —n'n?) 0,1 + yfnjag> +0O(r 7,
A Ll . 7 Loy, Y1 - L 7oy
81256 + i1 (0 —nn)0J+; n r8T+26(5)+§y % |+
(7.33)

+ (6" =n'n?) 0,5 +y'n’ ag) +O(r?) .

Notice that in the asymptotic region (J.4), r — oo, the leading order in the above decomposi-



tion of the derivatives is oc /7,

b= LT a0

or = %eiﬁ\/;((;ﬂ —n'n!)oy + 0(r71),

so that

nlor =0+ 001,
n'or=0+0(").
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(J.34)

(.35)

(1.36)
(7.37)

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\/Fe,JKanKf§q71) -0 — o0’ gqfl) — U gqfl) ’

arf' P = 8i\/§\/7€JKLanK5[LfI](Q) ’

5UM (¢—1) _ 8i\/§\/7_"y[1n‘]]f(q’3)

and
oY =0,
0,0, = __* Tk pla)
70T a2 Vrery'n® f
_ V2 _
81f(q 3) — _F \/;y[InJ]ff]q -

The algebraic equation (].38) can be easily solved by

) = a1

(.38)

(J.39)

(.40)

(J.41)

(0.42)

(.43)

(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...) — .k f(q...) + Lf(q...) + if(q...) + (.45)
..[0] NG SET R ) I A )

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
1
\/_f(Q) + ;f[(%) 2 f(Q) (1.46)

Here we focus on the zeroth order, where (following the terms o< /) we obtain the equations

(677 — nTn” )5 8) = 8iv/2e iy’ n® (BT — nlen) 0l 0.47)
(SUIx — n[Ian)a%fJ][o](q—l) — 16\/§e‘iﬁy“nﬂffg]_3) : 7.48)
(6" —n'n oyt =0, (1.49)
(67K _anK)a?[/( (5[I|L iy L)ayf\J] — ?;/65)@ errry’n fo] , (J.50)
(5IJ )8%((1 3) _ 2v2 B [f JfJ[o] ) (J.51)

~ ()2

Observe that this system of equations involves only derivatives with respect to the variables

y!. With this in mind, one immediately deduces that (J.47) implies

eJKLy‘]nK(5LP—n n )8y (n frio ) 0, (J.52)

which indicates that n/f;(, (¥ depends on y” only through its square, |y|> = y/y”.

Eq. (.49), together with leading order term of (J.44),

(¢=1) _ I¢(q—1)

o =7 Teon) ¢ G U.53)
does not impose any condition off )[0 but requires f to satisfy (y ]5? )f( [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

V2

(3" — i = s e (v"5050) = "y i) 0.54)
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Since both Lh.s. and the first term on the r.h.s. of this equation vanish when contracted with

n!, the last term must vanish independently,

1) _ (-1 _  1ia-1)
o =0 = T =" ) - U:59)

Then, Eq. (J.54) reduces to

(¢-3) _ V2 i8I

(¢—1)
0] (572 e’y f(i)[o] . (.56)

(617 — nInJ)(?}}f
This equation implies that both f[(g]fg’) and fgfli(l)]) depend on y! vector only through its length
ly| = Vyly!. Therefore,

. 1 e
Oy = — ¢ H 0.57)

0] (M6)2\/§ (m)[0] ~

On the other hand, with the above conclusion on dependence on y’ vector only through its
length |y| = v/y!y!, Eq. (.40) reduces to

Oyefil o) = 8v2e Pl 1.58)

Using this and (J.57), we find a simple equation

(.59)

which is solved by
2
fo) = b (.8, ) exp (—2ﬂ%) 0.60)

with some function h@—1) (r, B, 1) depending on the remaining coordinates.

Similarly one can study the case of other components of the state vector superfield, whose
statistics (bosonicifthe superfield is bosonic) are opposite to the components discussed above
(fermionic if the superfield is bosonic), which obey Egs. (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 n! = (0,0, 1) = 64, and consequently y/ = (y!,y2,0) = §ly".

In this SO(3) frame, the solution to (J.52) can be written in the form f3 g @) (y7) = f[0] @ (|y|?),
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and the remaining components of (J.47) and (J.50) simplify to

sl = 8iv2eay O fupo) @ 0.61)
(a) 12\/_ (@)
o 8? T sjo] — (M )2 f[g] : (1.62)

Furthermore, sincer, s,t = 1, 2, the antisymmetric derivative can be expressed as 8f/sfr] (0] (@) =

eswf(q) where f(g]) = 657«8[Sfr] 0] ) gnd the above equations reduce to

2V/2i 20 )

3%%]) = 8ivV2y" f(Q) of f(q) f[o] . (7.63)

0] ° 0 = T8

It follows immediately that both f[o] and ffg}) depend on y! only through its square |y|?> =

y'y!, and that they obey the second order linear differential equation in ly|2,

(@) _ _8
OOl = syl - (1.64)
which is solved by
. 2v/2
fio) = big) (. 8,7) exp (—Fw) , 0.65)

where h r, B, 1) is a function of the remaining variables.
[0]

We have chosen the negative sign in the exponent in both (J.60) and (J.65) to ensure that the

wavefunction is convergent in 3.

We will 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 obtained by dimensional reduction of D = 3 SYM model tod = 1, Matrix models from
reductions of higher dimensional SYM were also studied, with particular attention drawn to
the exceptional properties of D = 10 case. This will appear in a setup similar to (7.251)-(7.253)

from the field theory of our 10D mDO0 model which we aim to quantize in future work.



Bibliography

We are more than the parts that form us.

The Kingkiller Chronicle, Day One:
The Name of the Wind
by Patrick Rothfuss.

Published Works

[1] LBandos, U.D.M. Sarraga. 3D supersymmetric nonlinear multiple DO-brane action and
4D counterpart of multiple M-wave system. JHEP, 03 122, 2022. Journal of High Energy
Physics.

[2] 1. Bandos, U.D. M. Sarraga. Complete nonlinear action for a supersymmetric multiple

DO-brane system. Phys. Rev. D, 106 6 N6, 2022. Physics Review D.

[3] I. Bandos, U.D. M. Sarraga. Properties of multiple DO-brane systems: 11D origin, equa-
tions of motion, and their solutions. Phys. Rev. D, 107 8 086006, 2023. Physics Review
D.

[4] L Bandos, U. D. M. Sarraga. Towards field theory of multiple DO-branes. Hamiltonian
mechanics and quantization of simplest 3D prototype of multiple DO-brane system.
JHEP, 10 020, 2024. Journal of High Energy Physics.



Basic References

[5] 1. Asimov. A Short History of Chemistry - An Introduction to the Ideas and Concepts of
Chemistry. 580, Doubleday & Co., 1965.

[6] H.H.Joachim. Aristotle: On Generation and Corruption, pages 512-554. Princeton Uni-

versity Press, Princeton, 1985.

[7] H.G.Liddell,R.Scott, H.S.Jones, R.McKenzie. A Greek-English lexicon. Clarendon Press,
Oxford, 1940.

[8] A.Bernabé. Fragmentos presocrdticos: de Tales a Demdcrito., Alianza, 2008.

[9] A.G.van Melse, H.J. Koren. From Atomos to Atom: The History of the Concept Atom.
British Journal for the Philosophy of Science, 4 (15):252-254, Taylor & Francis, 1953.

[10] E.Rutherford. The scattering of alpha and beta particles by matter and the structure of
the atom. Philosophical Magazine, 92(4):379-398, 1911.

[11] E. Rutherford. Collision of « particles with light atoms. IV. An anomalous effect in ni-
trogen. The London, Edinburgh, and Dublin Philosophical Magazine and Journal of
Science, 37(222):581-587, 1919.

[12] J.Chadwick. The Existence of a Neutron. Proceedings of the Royal Society of London A:
Mathematical, Physical and Engineering Sciences, 136(830):692-708, 1932.

[13] E. D. Bloom et al. High-Energy Inelastic e p Scattering at 6-Degrees and 10-Degrees,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 23:930-934, Oct 1969. Physical Review Letters.

[14] M. Breidenbach et al. Observed behavior of highly inelastic electron-proton scattering,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 23:935-939, Oct 1969. Physical Review Letters.

[15] M.D. Schwartz. Quantum Field Theory and the Standard Model. Cambridge University
Press, 2014.

[16] S. Weinberg. The quantum theory of fields. Vol. 1: Foundations. Cambridge University
Press, 1995.

[17] T. P. Cheng, L. F. Li. Gauge Theory of elementary particle physics. Oxford University
Press, 1984.

[18] ].C.Pati, A. Salam. Unified Lepton-Hadron Symmetry and a Gauge Theory of the Basic
Interactions, Phys. Rev. D 8:1240-1251, 1973. Physical Review D.



[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

[23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[33]

187

H. Georgi, S. L. Glashow. Unity of All Elementary Particle Forces. Phys. Rev. Lett. 32:438-
441, 1974. Physical Review Letters.

S. L. Glashow. Partial-symmetries of weak interactions. Nucl.Phys., 22:579-588, 1961.

Nuclear Physics.

S. Weinberg. A Model of Leptons. Phys.Rev.Lett., 19:1264-1266, 1967. Physical Review

Letters.

A. Salam. Weak and Electromagnetic Interactions. Conf.Proc., C680519:367-377, 1968.
World Scientific Series.

P. W. Higgs. Broken Symmetries and the Masses of Gauge Bosons. Phys.Rev.Lett.,
13:508-509, 1964. Physical Review Letters.

F. Englert. Broken Symmetry and the Mass of Gauge Vector Mesons. Phys.Rev.Lett.,
13:321-323, 1964. Physical Review Letters.

G. S. Guralnik, C.R. Hagen, T. W. B. Kibble. Global Conservation Laws and Massless Par-
ticles. Phys.Rev.Lett., 13:585-587, 1964. Physical Review Letters.

T.W.B. Kibble. Symmetry breaking in nonAbelian gauge theories. Phys.Rev., 155:1554-
1561, 1967. Physical Review.

K. Nishijima. Charge Independence Theory of V Particles. Prog.Theor.Phys, 13(3):285-
304, 03, 1955. Progress of Theoretical Physics.

M. Gell-Mann. The interpretation of the new particles as displaced charge multiplets.

Nuovo Cim., 4(S2):848-866, 1956. Nuovo Cimento.

A.V.Smilga. Lectures on quantum chromodynamics. World Scientific,2001. World Sci-

entific Series.

. Newton. Philosophiae naturalis principia mathematica. Royal Society of London,

168T.

J. C. Maxwell. Dynamical theory of the electromagnetic field. Philosophical Transac-

tions of the Royal Society of London, 155:459-512, 1865. The Royal Society.

H. Gergi, S. L. Glashow. Unity of All Elementary Particle Forces. Phys.Rev.Lett., 32:438-
441, 1974. Physical Review Letters.

H. Fritzsch, P. Minkowski. Unified Interactions of Leptons and Hadrons. Annals Phys,

93:193-266, 1975. Annals of Physics.



188

[34]

[35]

[36]

[45]

[46]

[47]

[48]

[49]

B. Zwiebach. A first course in string theory.. Cambridge University Press, 7, 2006.

M. Bojowald. Quantum gravity and the big bang. arXiv astro-ph/0309478, 2003.
arXiv:0309478.

E. Alesci, S. Bahrami, D. Pranzetti. Quantum gravity predictions for black hole interior

geometry. Phys. Lett. B, 797, 2019. Physics Letters B.

K.Becker, M. Becker, J. H. Schwarz. String theory and M-theory: A modern introduction.
Cambridge University Press, 12, 2006.

P. A. M. Dirac. An Extensible model of the electron. Proc. Roy. Soc. Lond. A, 268:57-67,
1962. Proceedings of the The Royal Society A.

E. Kiritsis. String theory in a nutshell. Princeton University Press, USA, 2019.

G.Zweig. An SU(3) model for strong interaction symmetry and its breaking, 1964. CERN

Document Server.

G.Veneziano. An Introduction to Dual Models of Strong Interactions and Their Physical

Motivations. Phys. Rept., 9:199-242, 1974. Physics Reports.

J. H. Schwarz. The Early Vears of String Theory: A Personal Perspective arXiv hep-
th/0708.1917,2007. arXiv:0708.1917.

V. A. Golfand, E. P. Likhtman. Extension of the Algebra of Poincare Group Generators

and Violation of p Invariance. JETP Lett., 13:323-326, 1971. JETP Letters.

J. L. Gervais, B. Sakita. Field Theory Interpretation of Supergauges in Dual Models. Nucl.
Phys. B, 34:632-639, 1971. Nuclear Physics B.

P.Ramond. Dual Theory for Free Fermions. Phys. Rev. D, 3 2415-2418, 1971. Physics Re-

view D.

A. Neveu, J. H. Schwarz. Tachyon-free dual model with a positive-intercept trajectory.
Phys. Lett. B, 34:517-518, 1971. Physics Letters B.

D. V. Volkov, V. P. Akulov. Possible universal neutrino interaction. JETP Lett, 16:438-440,
1972.JETP Letters.

D.V.Volkov, V. P. Akulov. Is the Neutrino a Goldstone Particle?. Phys. Lett. B, 46:109-110,
1973. Physics Letters B.

J. Wess, B. Zumino. A Lagrangian Model Invariant Under Supergauge Transformations.

Phys. Lett. B, 49:52-54, 1974. Physics Letters B.



189

[50] M.Drees, R.Godbole, P.Roy. Theory and Phenomenology of Sparticles. World Scientific,
2005.

[51] D.Rickles. A Brief History of String Theory: From Dual Models to M-Theory. Springer,
2014.

[52] C.V.Johnson.D-branes. Cambridge University Press, 2006.

[53] M.B.Green,]. H.Schwarz. Supersymmetrical String Theories. Phys. Lett. B, 149:117-122,
1984. Physics Letters B.

[54] L.Alvarez-Gaume, P.H. Ginsparg, G. W. Moore, C. Vafa. An O(16) x O(16) Heterotic String.
Phys. Lett. B, 171:155-1162, 1986. Physics Letters B.

[55] M. Blaszczyk et al. Non-supersymmetric heterotic model building. JHEP, 10 119, 2014.
Journal of High Energy Physics.

[56] D.J. Gross, J. A. Harvey, R. Martinec, R. Rohm. Heterotic String Theory I. The Free Het-
erotic String. Nucl. Phys. B, 256:253-284, 1985. Nuclear Physics B.

[57] D.J.Gross,]. A. Harvey, R. Martinec, R. Rohm. Heterotic String Theory II. The Interacting
Heterotic String. Nucl. Phys. B, 267:75-124, 1986. Nuclear Physics B.

[58] E.Witten. String theory dynamicsin various dimensions Nucl. Phys. B, 443:85-126, 1995.
Nuclear Physics B.

[59] J. Polchinski. Dirichlet Branes and Ramond-Ramond charges. Phys.Rev.Lett., 75:4724-
4727,1995. Physical Review Letters.

[60] A. Sagnotti. Open Strings and their Symmetry Groups. NATO Advanced Summer In-
stitute on Nonperturbative Quantum Field Theory (Cargese Summer Institute), 1987.

arXiv:0208020.

[61] J. Dai, R. G. Leigh, J. Polchinski. New Connections Between String Theories.
Mod.Phys.Lett.A, 4:2073-2083, 1989. Modern Physics Letters A.

[62] P.Horava. Background Duality of Open String Models. Phys. Lett. B, 231:251-257, 1989.
Physics Letters B.

[63] J. Maldacena. The Large N limit of superconformal field theories and supergravity.
Adv. Theor. Math. Phys., 2:231-252, 1998. Advances in Theoretical and Mathematical
Physics.



190

[64] T.Raluza. Zum Unitatsproblem der Physik. Math. Phys., 966-972, 1921. International
Journal of Modern Physics D.

[65] A.Perez-Lorenzana. An Introduction to extra dimensions.J. Phys. Conf. Ser, 18:224-269,

2005. Journal of Physics: Conference Series.

[66] M.Grana.Flux compactificationsin string theory: A Comprehensive review. Phys. Rept,

423:91-158, 2006. Physics Reports.

[67] H.Ooguri, C. Vafa. On the Geometry of the String Landscape and the Swampland. Nucl.
Phys. B, 766:21-33, 2007. Nuclear Physics B.

[68] C. Vafa. The String landscape and the swampland. arXiv hep-th/0509212, 2005.
arXiv:0509212.

[69] T.Regge. On the Properties of spin-2 particles. Nuovo Cim., 5:325-336, 1957. Nuovo Ci-

mento.

[70] S. Mukhi. String theory: a perspective over the last 25 years. Class. Quant. Grav.,
28:153001, 2011. Classical and Quantum Gravity.

[71] D.Tong. String Theory. 2009. arXiv:0908.0333.
[72] T.Ortin. Gravity and Strings. Cambridge University Press, 2015.

[73] L.E.Ibafiez, A. Uranga. String theory and particle physics: An introduction to string

phenomenology. Cambridge University Press, 2012.

[74] ]. H.Field. Space-time exchange invariance: Special relativity as a symmetry principle.

American Jou. Phys., 69(5):569-575, 2001. American Journal of Physics.

[75] A.Einstein. Zur elektrodynamik bewegter korper. Annalen Phys., 322(10):891-921, 1905.
Annalen der Physik.

[76] S.Deser, B.Zumino.A Complete Action for the Spinning String. Phys. Lett. B, 65:369-373,
1976. Physics Letters B.

[77] L. Brink, P. Di Vecchia, P. S. Howe. A Locally Supersymmetric and Reparametrization
Invariant Action for the Spinning String. Phys. Lett. B, 65:471-474, 1976. Physics Letters
B.

[78] A.M.Polyakov. Quantum Geometry of Bosonic Strings. Phys. Lett. B, 103:598-601, 1981.
Physics Letters B.



191

[79] P.Van Nieuwenhuizen. Supergravity. Phys. Rept., 68:189-398, 1981. Physics Reports.

[80] S.J. Gates, M. T. Grisaru, M. Rocek, W. Siegel. Superspace Or One Thousand and One
Lessons in Supersymmetry. Front. Phys., 58:1-548, 1983. Frontiers in Physics.

[81] J. Wess, ]. Bagger. Supersymmetry and supergravity. Princeton University Press, 1992.

[82] H.J. W. Muller-Kirsten, A. Wiedemann. Introduction to Supersymmetry. World Scien-
tific Publishing Co. Pte. Ltd, 2010.

[83] S.Albeverio et al. A mathematical introduction to string theory. Variational problems,
geometric and probabilistic methods. Lond. Math. Soc. Lect. Note Ser. 225:1-135, 1997.

London Mathematical Society Lecture Note Series.

[84] C. M. Hull, P. K. Townsend. Unity of superstring dualities. Nucl. Phys. B, 438:109-137,
1995. Nuclear Physics B.

[85] M.B. Green,]. H. Schwarz. Covariant Description of Superstrings. Phys. Lett. B, 136:367-
370, 1984. Physics Letters B.

[86] E.Bergshoeff, E.Sezgin, P. K. Townsend. Supermembranes and Eleven-Dimensional Su-

pergravity. Phys. Lett. B, 189:75-78, 1987. Physics Letters B.

[87] P.Goddard, ]. Goldstone, C. Rebbi, C. B. Thorn. Quantum dynamics of a massless rela-
tivistic string. Nucl. Phys. B, 56:109-135, 1973. Nuclear Physics B.

[88] E.S.Fradkin, A. A. Tseytlin. Nonlinear Electrodynamics from Quantized Strings. Phys.
Lett. B, 185:123-130, 1985. Physics Letters B.

[89] M. Born, L. Infeld. Foundations of the new field theory. Proc. Roy. Soc. A, 144:425-451
Proceedings of the Royal Society A.

[90] M. Cederwall, A. von Gussich, B. E. W. Nilsson, P. Sundell, A. Westerberg. The Dirichlet
super p-branesin ten-dimensional type [IA and [IB supergravity. Nucl. Phys. B, 490:179-
201, 1997. Nuclear Physics B.

[91] M. Aganagic, C. Popescu, J. H. Schwarz. Gauge invariant and gauge fixed D-brane ac-
tions. Nucl. Phys. B, 495:99-126, 1997. Nuclear Physics B.

[92] E.Bergshoeff, P.K.Townsend. Super D-branes. Nucl. Phys. B, 490:145-162, 1997. Nuclear
Physics B.

[93] V.Akulov, 1. A. Bandos, W. Kummer, V. Zima. D = 10 Dirichlet super - nine-brane. Nucl.
Phys. B, 527:61-94, 1998. Nuclear Physics B.



192

[94] J. Scherk, J. H. Schwarz. Dual Models for Nonhadrons. Nucl. Phys. B, 81:118-144, 1974.
Nuclear Physics B.

[95] J.Hughes,].Liu,J. Polchinski. Supermembranes. Phys. Lett. B, 180:370-374, 1986. Physics
Letters B.

[96] R. G. Leigh. Dirac-Born-Infeld Action from Dirichlet Sigma Model. Mod. Phys. ett. A,
4:2767-2777,1989. Modern Physics Letters A.

[97] M. Cederwall, A.von Gussich, B. E. W. Nilsson, A. Westerberg. The Dirichlet super three-
brane in ten-dimensional type IIB supergravity. Nucl. Phys. B, 490:163-178, 1997. Nu-

clear Physics B.

[98] M. Aganagic, C. Popescu, J. H. Schwarz. D-brane actions with local kappa symmetry.
Phys. Lett. B, 393:311-315, 1984. Physics Letters B.

[99] E.Bergshoeff R. Kallosh, T. Ortin, G. Papadopoulos. Kappa symmetry, supersymmetry
and intersecting branes. Nucl. Phys. B, 502:149-169, 1997. Nuclear Physics B.

[100] 1. A. Bandos, J. A De Azcarraga, J. M. Izquierdo. Supergravity interacting with bosonic
p-branes and local supersymmetry. Phys. Rev. D, 28 1337, 1983. Physics Review D.

[101] E. Witten. Bound states of strings and p-branes. Nucl. Phys. B, 460:335-350, 1996. Nu-

clear Physics B.

[102] 1. A.Bandos, D. P. Sorokin, M. Tonin. Generalized action principle and superfield equa-
tions of motion for D = 10 D p-branes. Nucl. Phys. B, 497:275-296, 1997. Nuclear Physics
B.

[103] A.A.Tseytlin. OnnonAbelian generalization of Born-Infeld action in string theory. Nucl.
Phys. B, 501:41-52, 1997. Nuclear Physics B.

[104] R. Emparan. Born-Infeld strings tunneling to D-branes. Phys. Lett. B, 423:71-78, 1998.
Physics Letters B.

[105] W. Taylor, M. Van Raamsdonk. Multiple DO-branes in weakly curved backgrounds.
Nucl. Phys. B, 558:63-95, 1999. Nuclear Physics B.

[106] W. Taylor, M. Van Raamsdonk. Multiple Dp-branes in weak background fields. Nucl.
Phys. B, 573:703-734, 2000. Nuclear Physics B.

[107] R.C.Myers. Dielectric branes.JHEP, 12 022, 1999. Journal of High Energy Physics.



[108]

[109]

[110]

[111]

[112]

[113]

[114]

[115]

[116]

[117]

[118]

[119]

[120]

[121]

193

E. A. Bergshoeff, M. de Roo, A. Sevrin. NonAbelian Born-Infeld and kappa symmetry. J.
Math. Phys., 52:2872-2888. Journal of Mathematical Physics.

E. A.Bergshoeff, A. Bilal, M. de Roo, A. Sevrin. Supersymmetric nonAbelian Born-Infeld
revisited. JHEP, 07 029, 2001. Journal of High Energy Physics.

D.P.Sorokin. Coincident (super)Dp-branes of codimension one. JHEP, 08 022, 2001. Jour-
nal of High Energy Physics.

J. M. Drummond, P. S. Howe, U. Lindstrom. Kappa symmetric nonAbelian Born-Infeld
actions in three-dimensions. Class. Quant. Grav., 19:6477-6488, 2002. Classical and

Quantum Gravity.

S.Panda, D. Sorokin. Supersymmetric and kappa invariant coincident DO-branes. JHEP,

02 055, 2003. Journal of High Energy Physics.

B. Janssen, Y. Lozano. On the dielectric effect for gravitational waves. Nucl. Phys. B,

643:399-430, 2002. Nuclear Physics B.

B. Janssen, Y. Lozano. A Microscopical description of giant gravitons. Nucl. Phys. B,

658:281-299, 2003. Nuclear Physics B.

B.Janssen, Y. Lozano, D. Rodriguez-Gomez. A Microscopical description of giant gravi-
tons. 2. The AdS(5) x S**5 background. Nucl. Phys. B, 669:363-378, 2003. Nuclear Physics
B.

V.Lozano, D. Rodriguez-Gomez. Fuzzy 5-spheres and pp-wave matrix actions. JHEP, 08

044, 2005. Journal of High Energy Physics.

P. S. Howe, U. Lindstrom, L. Wulff. Superstrings with boundary fermions. JHEP, 08 041,
2005. Journal of High Energy Physics.

P. S. Howe, U. Lindstrom, L. Wulff. On the covariance of the Dirac-Born-Infeld-Myers
action. JHEP, 02 040, 2007. Journal of High Energy Physics.

P. S. Howe, U. Lindstrom, L. Wulff. Kappa-symmetry for coincident D-branes. JHEP, 09
010, 2007. Journal of High Energy Physics.

[. A.Bandos. On superembedding approach to multiple D-brane system. DO story. Phys.
Lett. B, 680:267-273, 2009. Physics Letters B.

. A. Bandos. Superembedding approach to M0O-brane and multiple MO-brane system.
Phys. Lett. B, 687:258-263, 2010. Physics Letters B.



194

[122]

[123]

[124]

[125]

[126]

[127]

[128]

[129]

[130]

[131]

[132]

[133]

[134]

[. A.Bandos. Multiple MO-brane system in an arbitrary eleven dimensional supergravity

background. Phys. Rev. D, 82:105030, 2010. Physics Review D.

P. McGuirk, G. Shiu, F. Ye. Soft branes in supersymmetry-breaking backgrounds. JHEP,
07 188,2012. Journal of High Energy Physics.

I. A. Bandos. Action for the eleven dimensional multiple M-wave system. JHEP, 01 074,

2013.Journal of High Energy Physics.

I. A. Bandos, C. Meliveo. Covariant action and equations of motion for the eleven di-
mensional multiple MO-brane system. Phys. Rev. D, 87 12 126011, 1983. Physics Review
D.

J. Choi, J. J. Fernandez-Melgarejo, S. Sugimoto. Supersymmetric Gauge Theory with
Space-time-Dependent Coupling. PTEP, 1, 013b01, 2018. Progress of Theoretical and

Experimental Physics.

J. Choi, J. ]. Fernandez-Melgarejo, S. Sugimoto. Deformation of N = 4 SYM with varying
couplingsvia fluxes and intersecting branes. JHEP,03 128, 2018. Journal of High Energy
Physics.

I. A. Bandos. Supersymmetric action for multiple DO-brane system. JHEP, 11 189, 2018.
Journal of High Energy Physics.

T.D.Brennan, C.Ferko, S. Sethi. A Non-Abelian Analogue of DBI from 7'7". SciPost Phys.,
8,4 052, 2021. SciPost Physics.

D.P.Sorokin, V.I. Tkach, and D. V. Volkov Superparticles, Twistors and Siegel Symmetry.
Mod.Phys.Lett.A, 4:901-908, 1989. Modern Physics Letters A.

. A. Bandos. Supersymmetric non-Abelian multiwaves in D=3 AdS superspace. JHEP,

11 143, 2013. Journal of High Energy Physics.

. Bandos, M. Sabido. Hamiltonian approach and quantization of D=3, N=1 supersym-
metric non-Abelian multiwave system. JHEP, 08 112, 2018. Journal of High Energy
Physics.

W. Siegel. Hidden Local Supersymmetry in the Supersymmetric Particle Action. Phys.

Lett. B, 128:397-399, 1983. Physics Letters B.

[. A.Bandos, D. P. Sorokin, M. Tonin, P. Pasti, D. V. Volkov. Superstrings and supermem-
branes in the doubly supersymmetric geometrical approach. Nucl. Phys. B, 446:79-118,
1995. Nuclear Physics B.



195

[135] P.S.Howe, E. Sezgin.D = 11, p = 5. Phys. Lett. B, 394:62-66, 1997. Physics Letters B.

[136] 1. A. Bandos. Superembedding approach to Dp-branes, M-branes and multiple DO-
brane systems. Phys. Part. Nucl. Lett., 8:149-172, 2011. Physics of Particles and Nuclei

Letters.

[137] L. A. Bandos, D. P. Sorokin. Superembedding Approach to Superstrings and Super-p-
branes. 2024. arXiv:2301.10668.

[138] D.P.Sorokin. Superbranesand superembeddings. Phys. Rept., 329:1-101, 2000. Physics
Reports.

[139] L. Brink, J. H. Schwarz. Quantum Superspace. Phys. Lett. B, 100:310-312, 1981. Physics
Letters B.

[140] A.Ferber.Supertwistorsand Conformal Supersymmetry. Nucl. Phys. B, 132:55-64, 1978.
Nuclear Physics B.

[141] T. Shirafuji. Lagrangian Mechanics of Massless Particles With Spin. Prog.Theor.Phys,
70(1):18-35,01, 1983. rogress of Theoretical Physics.

[142] 1. A. Bandos. Superparticle in Lorentz harmonic superspace. (In Russian). Sov. J. Nucl.

Phys, 51:906-914, 1990. Soviet Journal of Nuclear Physics.

[143] 1. A. Bandos. Multivalued action functionals, Lorentz harmonics, and spin. JETP Lett,

52:205-207, 1990. Journal of Experimental and Theoretical Physics Letters.

[144] E. Sokatchev. Harmonic Superparticle. Class. Quant. Grav., 4:237-246, 1987. Classical

and Quantum Gravity.

[145] E. Sokatchev. Light Cone Harmonic Superspace and Its Applications. Phys. Lett. B,
169:209-214, 1986. Physics Letters B.

[146] R.G.Lerner and G.L. Trigg. Encyclopedia of Physics. Wiley-VCH, 2005.

[147] J.A.de Azcarraga,]. Lukierski. Supersymmetric Particles with Internal Symmetries and
Central Charges. Phys. Lett. B, 113:170-174, 1982. Physics Letters B.

[148] E.Bergshoeff, R. Kallosh, T. Ortin, D. Roest, G. Papadopoulos. Kappa symmetry, super-
symmetry and intersecting branes. Nucl. Phys. B, 502:149-169, 1997. Nuclear Physics
B.

[149] 1. A. Bandos, J. A. de Azcarraga, J. M. Izquierdo. An Action for supergravity interacting
with super p-brane sources. Phys. Rev. D, 65:021901, 2002. Physical Review D.



196

[150]

[151]

[152]

[153]

[154]

[155]

[156]

[157]

[158]

[159]

[160]

[161]

[162]

A. Galperin et. al. Unconstrained N=2 Matter, Yang-Mills and Supergravity Theories in
Harmonic Superspace. Class. Quant. Grav., 1:469-498, 1984. Classical and Quantum

Gravity.

A. Galperin et. al. N=2 Supergravity in Superspace: Different Versions and Matter Cou-

plings. Class. Quant. Grav., 4:1255-1273, 1987. Classical and Quantum Gravity.

A. Galperin et. al. Harmonic superspace. Cambridge University Press, 2001.

E. Newman, R. Penrose. An Approach to gravitational radiation by a method of spin

coefficients. J. Math. Phys., 3:566-578, 1962. Journal of Mathematical Physics.

I. A. Bandos, A. A. Zheltukhin. Newman-Penrose diades, Lorentz harmonics and null
super p-branes covariant quantization. The First International A.D. Sakharov Confer-

ence on Physics, 545-556, 1991.

I. A. Bandos, A. A. Zheltukhin. Spinor Cartan moving n hedron, Lorentz harmonic for-
mulations of superstrings, and kappa symmetry. JETP Lett., 54:421-424, 1991. JETP Let-

ters.

[ A.Bandos, A. A. Zheltukhin. Green-Schwarz superstrings in spinor moving frame for-

malism. Phys. Lett. B, 228:77-84, 1992. Physics Letters B.

. A. Bandos. Eleven-dimensional supermembrane in a spinor moving repere formal-

ism. Int.]. Mod. Phys. A, 8:1081-1092, 1993. International Journal of Modern Physics A.

I. A. Bandos, A. A. Zheltukhin. N=1 super-p-branes in twistor - like Lorentz harmonic

formulation. Class. Quant. Grav., 12:609-626, 1995. Classical and Quantum Gravity.

. A. Bandos, D. P. Sorokin, D. Volkov. On the generalized action principle for super-

strings and supermembranes. Phys. Lett. B, 352:269-275, 1995. Physics Letters B.

[. A.Bandos. Spinor moving frame, M0O-brane covariant BRST quantization and intrinsic
complexity of the pure spinor approach. Phys. Lett. B, 659:388-398, 2008. Physics Letters
B.

F. Delduc, A. Galperin, E. Sokatchev. Lorentz harmonic (super)fields and (su-

per)particles. Nucl. Phys. B, 368:143-171, 1991. Nuclear Physics B.

A. S. Galperin, P. S. Howe, K.S. Stelle. The Superparticle and the Lorentz group. Nucl.
Phys. B, 368:248-280, 1992. Nuclear Physics B.



[163]

[164]

[165]

[166]

[167]

[168]

[169]

[170]

[171]

[172]

[173]

[174]

[175]

197

J. A. de Azcarraga, J. Lukierski. Supersymmetric Particles in N=2 Superspace: Phase
Space Variables and Hamiltonian Dynamics. Phys. Rev. D, 28 1337, 1983. Physics Re-

view D.

E. Bergshoeff, E. Sezgin, P. K.Townsend. Properties of the Eleven-Dimensional Super
Membrane Theory. Annals Phys, 93:193-266, 1975. Annals of Physics.

A. Achucarro, J. M. Evans, P. K. Townsend, D. L. Wiltshire. Super p-Branes. Phys. Lett. B,
198:441-446, 1987. Physics Letters B.

I. A. Bandos. Super DO-branes at the endpoints of fundamental superstring: An Exam-
ple of interacting brane system. 3rd International Workshop on Supersymmetries and

Quantum Symmetries (SQS'99), 11 189, 2018. arXiv:0001150.

A.S. Galperin, P.S. Howe, P. K. Townsend. Twistor transform for superfields. Nucl. Phys.

B, 402:531-547, 1993. Nuclear Physics B.

[.Bandos. An analytic superfield formalism for tree superamplitudesin D=10and D=11.
JHEP, 05 103, 2018. Journal of High Energy Physics.

I. Bandos. Spinor frame formalism for amplitudes and constrained superamplitudes

of 10D SYM and 11D supergravity. JHEP, 11 017, 2018. Journal of High Energy Physics.

I. A. Bandos, A. Maznytsia, I. Rudychev, D. P. Sorokin. On the BRST quantization of the
massless bosonic particle in twistor - like formulation. Int. J. Mod. Phys. A, 12:3259-3274,

1997. International Journal of Modern Physics A.

. Bandos, K. Lechner, D. Sorokin, P. K. Townsend. ModMax meets Susy. JHEP, 10 031,
2021.Journal of High Energy Physics.

P. A. M. Dirac.Lectures on quantum mechanics, Academic Press, NY, 1967.

E. Sh. Egorian, R. P. Manvelyan. Quantization of dynamical systems with first and sec-
ond class constraints. Theor. Math. Phys., 94:173-181, 1993. Theoretical and Mathemat-

ical Physics.

. A. Batalin, E. S. Fradkin, T. E. Fradkina. Another Version for Operatorial Quantization
of Dynamical Systems With Irreducible Constraints. Nucl. Phys. B, 314:158-174, 1989.
Nuclear Physics B.

A. Galperin et. al. Unconstrained Off-Shell N=3 Supersymmetric Yang-Mills Theory.
Class. Quant. Grav., 2:155-171, 1985. Classical and Quantum Gravity.



198

[176]

[177]

[178]

[179]

[180]

[181]

[182]

[183]

[184]

[185]

[186]

[187]

[188]

[189]

H. E. Haber. Useful relations among the generators in the defining and adjoint repre-

sentations of SU(N). SciPost Phys. Lect. Notes, 21, 2021. SciPost Physics Lectures Notes.

F. Wilczek. Magnetic Flux, Angular Momentum, and Statistics. Phys. Rev. Lett., 48:1144-
1146, 1982. Physics Review Letter.

F. Wilczek. Remarks on Dyons. Phys. Rev. Lett., 48:1146-1157, 1982. Physics Review Let-

ter.

R. Isengo, K. Lechner. Anyon quantum mechanics and Chern-Simons theory. Phys.
Rept., 213:179-269, 1992. Physics Reports.

D. V. Volkov. Quartions in Relativistic Field Theory. JETP Lett., 49:541-543, 1989. JETP

Letters.

D.P. Sorokin, D. V. Volkov. D = (0/2) Dirac-Maxwell-Einstein theory as a way for describ-
ing supersymmetric quartions. Int. J. Mod.Phys. A, 9: 1555-1568, 1994. International
Journal of Modern Physics A.

S. Fedoruk, V. G. Zima. Covariant quantization of d = 4 Brink-Schwarz superparticle
with Lorentz harmonics. Theor. Math. Phys., 102:305-322, 1995. Theoretical and Math-

ematical Physics.

S.Fedoruk, V. G. Zima. Spinor (super)particle with a commuting index spinor. JETP Lett.,

61:251-256, 1995. JETP Letters.

V. P. Nair. The Schrodinger representation and 3D gauge theories. Int. J. Mod.Phys. A,
38,2023. International Journal of Modern Physics A.

J.Frohlich et al. Asymptotic form of zero energy wave functions in supersymmetric ma-

trix models. Nucl. Phys. B, 567:231-248, 2000. Nuclear Physics B.

Y.-H. Lin, X. Yin. On the Ground State Wave Function of Matrix Theory. JHEP, 11 0217,
2015. Journal of High Energy Physics.

J. Hoppe. The ground state of reduced Yang-Mills theory. 2023. arXiv:2305.00932.

M. B. Halpern, C. Schwartz. Asymptotic search for ground states of SU(2) matrix theory.
Int.]J. Mod. Phys. A, 13:4367-4408, 1998. International Journal of Modern Physics A.

G. M. Graf, J. Hoppe. Asymptotic ground state for 10-dimensional reduced supersym-

metric SU(2) Yang-Mills theory. 1998. arXiv:9805080.



199

[190] J. Hoope, J. Plefka. The Asymptotic ground state of SU(3) matrix theory. 2000.
arXiv:0002107.

[191] D.Hasler,]. Hoppe. Asymptotic factorization of the ground state for SU(N) invariant su-
persymmetric matrix models. 2002. arXiv:0206043.

[192] S. Brahma, R. Brandenberger, S. Laliberte. Emergent metric space-time from matrix

theory.JHEP, 09 031, 2022. Journal of High Energy Physics.

[193] T.Banks, W. Fischler, S. H. Shenker, L. Susskind. M theory as a matrix model: A conjec-
ture. Phys. Rev. D, 55: 5112-5128, 1997. Physics Review D.












