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Dynamics of D-branes II. The standard action

— an analogue of the Polyakov action for (fundamental, stacked) D-branes
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Abstract

We introduce a new action S (f ;’:;;I;’f C’lB’C) for D-branes that is to D-branes as the Polyakov

action is to fundamental s‘mringstq This ‘standard action’ is abstractly a non-Abelian gauged
sigma model — based on maps ¢ : (X* E;V) — Y from an Azumaya/matrix manifold
X4 with a fundamental module F with a connection V to ¥ — enhanced by the dila-
ton term, the gauge-theory term, and the Chern-Simons/Wess-Zumino term that couples
(¢, V) to Ramond-Ramond field. In a special situation, this new theory merges the theory
of harmonic maps and a gauge theory, with a nilpotent type fuzzy extension. With the
analysis developed in D(13.1) (arXiv:1606.08529 [hep-th]) for such maps and an improved
understanding of the hierarchy of various admissible conditions on the pairs (¢, V) beyond
D(13.2.1) (arXiv:1611.09439 [hep-th]) and how they resolve the built-in obstruction to pull-
push of covariant tensors under a map from a noncommutative manifold to a commutative
manifold, we develop further in this note some covariant differential calculus needed and
apply them to work out the first variation — and hence the corresponding equations of mo-
tion for D-branes — of the standard action and the second variation of the kinetic term for
maps and the dilaton term in this action. Compared with the non-Abelian Dirac-Born-Infeld
action constructed in D(13.1) along the same line, the current note brings the Nambu-Goto-
string-to-Polyakov-string analogue to D-branes. The current bosonic setting is the first step
toward the dynamics of fermionic D-branes (cf. D(11.2): arXiv:1412.0771| [hep-th]) and their
quantization as fundamental dynamical objects, in parallel to what happened to the theory
of fundamental strings during years 1976-1981.
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DyNAMICS OF D-BRANES, II: THE STANDARD ACTION

0. Introduction and outline

In this sequel to D(11.1) (arXiv:1406.0929 [math.DG]), D(11.3.1) (arXiv:1508.02347 [math.DG]),
D(13.1) (arXiv:1606.08529 [hep-th]) and D(13.2.1) (arXiv:1611.09439 [hep-th]) and along the
line of our understanding of the basic structures on D-branes in Polchinski’s TASI 1996 Lec-
ture Notes from the aspect of Grothendieck’s modern Algebraic Geometry initiated in D(1)

(arXiv:0709.1515 [math.AG]), we introduce a new action S’éf&ﬁﬁfﬁ’c) for D-branes that is
to D-branes as the (Brink-Di Vecchia-Howe/Deser-Zumino/)Polyakov action is to fundamental
strings. This action depends both on the (dilaton field p, metric h) on the underlying topology
X of the D-brane world-volume and on the background (dilaton field ®, metric g, B-field B,
Ramond-Ramond field C') on the target space-time Y; and is naturally a non-Abelian gauged
sigma model — based on maps ¢ : (X%, E;V) — Y from an Azumaya/matrix manifold X4
with a fundamental module E with a connection V to Y — enhanced by the dilaton term that
couples (¢, V) to (p, @), the B-coupled gauge-theory term that couples V to B, and the Chern-
Simons/Wess-Zumino term that couples (p, V) to (B, C) in our standard action Sgtp éﬁﬁff’c).

Before one can do so, one needs to resolve the built-in obstruction of pull-push of covariant
tensors under a map from a noncommutative manifold to a commutative manifold. Such issue
already appeared in the construction of the non-Abelian Dirac-Born-Infeld action (D(13.1) ).
In this note, we give a hierarchy of various admissible conditions on the pairs (¢, V) that are
enough to resolve the issue while being open-string compatible (Sec.2). This improves our
understanding of admissible conditions beyond D(13.2.1). With the noncommutative analysis
developed in D(13.1), we develop further in this note some covariant differential calculus for such
maps (Sec. 3) and use it to define the standard action for D-branes (Sec. 4). After promoting the
setting to a family version (Sec. 5), we work out the first variation — and hence the corresponding
equations of motion for D-branes — of the standard action (Sec.6) and the second variation of
the kinetic term for maps and the dilaton term in this action (Sec. 7).

Compared with the non-Abelian Dirac-Born-Infeld action constructed in D(13.1) along the
same line, the current standard action is clearly much more manageable. Classically and math-
ematically and in the special case where the background (®, B,C) on Y is set to vanish, this
new theory is a merging of the theory of harmonic maps and a gauge theory (free to choose ei-
ther a Yang-Mills theory or other kinds of applicable gauge theory) with a nilpotent type fuzzy
extension. The current bosonic setting is the first step toward fermionic D-branes (cf. D(11.2):
arXiv:1412.0771 [hep-th]) and their quantization as fundamental dynamical objects, in parallel
to what happened for fundamental superstrings during 1976-1981; (the road-map at the end:
‘Where we are’).

Convention. References for standard notations, terminology, operations and facts are

(1) Azumaya/matrix algebra: [Ar], [Az], [A-N-T]; (2) sheaves and bundles: [H-L]; with con-
nection: [Bl], [B-B], [D-K], [Ko]; (3) algebraic geometry: [Ha]; C*° algebraic geometry: [Jo];
(4) differential geometry: [Eis|, [G-H-L], [Hi], [H-E], [K-N];  (5) noncommutative differential
geometry: [GB-V-F]; (6) string theory and D-branes: [G-S-W], [Po2], [Po3].

- For clarity, the real line as a real 1-dimensional manifold is denoted by R', while the field
of real numbers is denoted by R. Similarly, the complez line as a complex 1-dimensional
manifold is denoted by C!, while the field of complex numbers is denoted by C.

- The inclusion ‘R C C’ is referred to the field extension of R to C by adding +/—1, unless
otherwise noted.
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- All manifolds are paracompact, Hausdorff, and admitting a (locally finite) partition of
unity. We adopt the index convention for tensors from differential geometry. In particular,
the tuple coordinate functions on an n-manifold is denoted by, for example, (y', --- y™).
However, no up-low index summation convention is used.

- For this note, ‘differentiable’, ‘smooth’, and C'*° are taken as synonyms.
- matriz m vs. manifold of dimension m

- the Regge slope o/ vs. dummy labelling index « vs. covariant tensor «
- section s of a sheaf or vector bundle vs. dummy labelling index s

- algebra A, vs. connection 1-form A,

- ring R vs. k-th remainder R[k] vs. Riemann curvature tensor Rjjp

- boundary OU of an open set U vs. partial differentiations 0y, 0/0y"

- Spec R (:= {prime ideals of R}) of a commutative Noetherian ring R in algebraic geometry
vs. Spec R of a C*-ring R (:= Spec®R := {C*-ring homomorphisms R — R})

- morphism between schemes in algebraic geometry vs. C°°-map between C°°-manifolds or
C*°-schemes in differential topology and geometry or C'°°-algebraic geometry

- group action vs. action functional for D-branes

- metric tensor g vs. element ¢’ in a group G vs. gauge coupling constant Jgauge
- sheaves F, G vs. curvature tensor Fyy, gauge-symmetry group Ggauge

- dilaton field p vs. representation pgauge of a gauge-symmetry group Ggquge

- The ‘support’ Supp (F) of a quasi-coherent sheaf F on a scheme Y in algebraic geometry
or on a C*-scheme in C*-algebraic geometry means the scheme-theoretical support of F
unless otherwise noted; Z; denotes the ideal sheaf of a (resp. C*-)subscheme of Z of a
(resp. C*-)scheme Y'; I(F) denotes the length of a coherent sheaf F of dimension 0.

- For a sheaf F on a topological space X, the notation ‘s € 7’ means a local section s € F(U)
for some open set U C X.

- For an Ox-module F, the fiber of F at x € X is denoted F|, while the stalk of F at z € X
is denoted F,.

- coordinate-function indez, e.g. (y', - -+, y™) for a real manifold vs. the exponent of a power,
e.g. apy” + a1y '+ - + a1y +ar € Ryl

- The current Note D(13.3) continues the study in

[L-Y8] Dynamics of D-branes I. The non-Abelian Dirac-Born-Infeld action, its first

variation, and the equations of motion for D-branes — with remarks on
the non-Abelian Chern-Simons/Wess-Zumino term, arXiv:1606.08529 [hep-th].
(D(13.1))

Notations and conventions follow ibidem when applicable.
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Outline

0. Introduction.
1. Azumaya/matrix manifolds with a fundamental module and differentiable maps therefrom
- Azumaya/matrix manifolds with a fundamental module (X*, &)
+ When £ is equipped with a connection V
- Differentiable maps from (X*#, £)
- Compatibility between the map ¢ and the connection V

2. Pull-push of tensors and admissible conditions on (¢, V)
2.1 Admissible conditions on (¢, V) and the resolution of the pull-push issue
2.2 Admissible conditions from the aspect of open strings
3. The differential dy of ¢ and its decomposition, the three basic O jc(—modules, induced structures,
and some covariant calculus
3.1 The differential dy of ¢ and its decomposition induced by V
3.2 The three basic O %-modules relevant to Dy, with induced structures
3.2.1 The Of}z—valued cotangent sheaf 7T*X ®p O;‘}Z of X, and beyond
3.2.2 The pull-back tangent sheaf ¢*7.Y
3.2.3 The O%-module T*X ®o, ¢*T.Y, where Dy lives
4. The standard action for D-branes
+ The gauge-symmetry group C*(Autc(E))
+ The standard action for D-branes

+ The standard action as an enhanced non-Abelian gauged sigma model

5. Admissible family of admissible pairs (¢, V1)
- Basic setup and the notion of admissible families of admissible pairs (p7, VT)
+ Three basic Ox,-modules with induced structures
+ Curvature tensors with 9; and other order-switching formulae

+ Two-parameter admissible families of admissible pairs

6. The first variation of the enhanced kinetic term for maps and ......
6.1 The first variation of the kinetic term for maps
6.2 The first variation of the dilaton term
6.3 The first variation of the gauge/Yang-Mills term and the Chern-Simons/Wess-Zumino term

6.3.1 The first variation of the gauge/Yang-Mills term

6.3.2 The first variation of the Chern-Simons/Wess-Zumino term for lower-dimensional
D-branes

6.3.2.1 D(—1)-brane world-point (m = 0)
6.3.2.2 D-particle world-line (m = 1)
6.3.2.3 D-string world-sheet (m = 2)
6.3.2.4 D-membrane world-volume (m = 3)
7. The second variation of the enhanced kinetic term for maps
6.1 The second variation of the kinetic term for maps

6.2 The second variation of the dilaton term

* Where we are



1 Azumaya/matrix manifolds with a fundamental module and
differentiable maps therefrom

Basics of maps from an Azumaya/matrix manifold with a fundamental module needed for the

current note are collected in this section to fix terminology, notations, and conventions. Readers

are referred to [L-Y1] (D(1)), [L-L-S-Y] (D(2)), [L-Y5] (D(11.1)) and [L-Y7] (D(11.3.1)) for

details; in particular, why this is a most natural description of D-branes when Polchinski’s TASI

1996 Lecture Note is read from the aspect of Grothendieck’s modern Algebraic Geometry. See
also [H-W] and [Wi2].

Azumaya/matrix manifolds with a fundamental module (X**, £)

From the viewpoint of Algebraic Geometry, a D-brane world-volume is a manifold equipped with
a noncommutative structure sheaf of a special type dictated by (oriented) open strings.

Definition 1.1. [Azumaya/matrix manifold with fundamental module] Let X be a
(real, smooth) manifold and E be a (smooth) complex vector bundle over X. Let

* Ox be the structure sheaf of (smooth functions on) X,
. O§ := Ox Qr C be its complexification,
* & be the sheaf of (smooth) sections of E, (it’s an O %-module), and

" Endoe (£) be the endomorphism sheaf of £ as an O $-module
(i.e. the sheaf of sections of the endomorphism bundle Endc(E) of E).

Then, the (noncommutative-)ringed topological space

X% = (X,08 = &nd e (€))

is called an Azumaya mam’folcﬂ(or synonymously, a matriz manifold to be more concrete to
string-theorists.) It is important to note that non-isomorphic complex vector bundles may give
rise to isomorphic endomorphism bundles and from the string-theory origin of the setting, in
which E plays the role of a Chan-Paton bundle on a D-brane world-volume, we always want to
record F as a part of the data in defining X**. Thus, we call the pair (X*,€) (or (X*,E) in
bundle notation) an Azumaya/matriz manifold with a fundamental module.

While it may be hard to visualize X** geometrically, there in general is an abundant family
of commutative Ox-subalgebras
Ox CAC OF

that define an abundant family of C'°°-schemes
X4 = Spec®(A),

each finite and germwise algebraic over X. They may help visualize X** geometrically.

Definition 1.2. [(commutative) surrogate of X**] Such X4 is called a (commutative)
surrogate of (the noncommutative manifold) X*. Cf. FIGURE 1-1.
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FIGURE 1-1. The noncommutative manifold X has an abundant collection of C'*°-
schemes as its commutative surrogates. See [L-Y8: FIGURE 2-1-1: caption] (D(13.1))
for more details.

Without loss of generality, one may assume that X is connected. However even so, a surrogate
X 4 of X% in general is disconnected locally over X (and can be disconnected globally as well;
cf. FIGURE 1-1). To keep track of this algebraically, recall the following definition:

Definition 1.3. [complete set of orthogonal idempotents] (Cf. e.g. [Ei].) Let R be an
(associative, unital) ring, with the identity element 1. A set of elements {e1, ---, es} C R is
called a complete set of orthogonal idempotents if the following three conditions are satisfied

(1) tdempotent e?=ve;, i=1,-,s.
(2) orthogonal eiej =0 for i # j.
(3) complete e1+ - +es=1.
A complete set orthogonal idempotents {ej, - -, es} is called mazimal if no e; in the set can be

further decomposed into a summation e; = €’ + ¢ of two orthogonal idempotents.

Let Ox C AC (934}2 be a commutative O x-subalgebra of (’)}4}2 and X4 the associate surrogate
of X*. Then, for U C X an open set, there is a unique maximal complete set of orthogonal
idempotents {ej, ---, es} of the C*®-ring A(U) and it corresponds to the set of connected

'Unfamiliar physicists may consult [Ar] for basics of Azumaya algebras; see also [Az] and [A-N-T]. Simply
put, an Azumaya manifold is topologically a smooth manifold but with a structure sheaf that has fibers Azumaya
algebras over C. These fibers are all isomorphic to a matrix ring M,x-(C) (and hence the synonym matriz
manifold) for some fixed r but the isomorphisms involved are not canonical (and hence why the term ‘Azumaya
manifold’ is more appropriate mathematically).



components of X 4| = Spec®(A(U)). Up to a relabelling, e; corresponds the function on X4(U)
that is constant 1 on the i-th connected component and 0 on all other connected components.

Finally, we recall also the tangent sheaf and the cotangent sheaf of X*.

Definition 1.4. [tangent sheaf, cotangent sheaf, inner derivations on X*] The sheaf
of (left) derivations on O;}Z is denoted by T, X% and is called the tangent sheaf of X*. The
sheaf of Kéhler differentials of Of}z is dented by 7*X* and is called the cotangent sheaf of X*.
T.X* is naturally a (left) O%-module while 7*X* is naturally a (left) O4*-module. For our
purpose, we treat both as O %—modules. There is a natural O %—module homomorphism

0¥ — T.X*
m > [m, -],

where [m, -] acts on O% by m/ + [m,m'] := mm’ — m/m. The image of this homomorphism
is called the sheaf/O%-module of inner derivations on OF and is denoted by Inn(O%F) or
Inn (X“¥). The kernel of the above map is exactly the center O% - Idg, canonically identified
with (’)3((3, of Of}z . When the choice of a representative of an element of Inn (C’)}‘}z) by an element
in Of? is irrelevant to an issue, we’ll represent elements of Inn (Of}z ) simply by elements in Off.

When € is equipped with a connection V

From the stringy origin of the setting with F serving as the Chan-Paton bundle on the D-
brane world-volume, E is equipped with a gauge field (i.e. a connection) created by massless
excitations of open strings. Thus, let V be a connection on £. Then V induces a connection
D on OF := 5ndo§ (£). With respect to a local trivialization of £, V = d + A, where A
is an End e (&)-valued 1-form on X. Then D = d + [A, :] on O under the induced local

trivialization. As a consequence, D leaves the center (’)g of (9;4(2 invariant and restrict to the
usual differential d on (’);‘g.
Once having the induced connection D on O)“}Z , one has then O g—module homomorphism

T.XC — T.X%
f — Dg

Lemma 1.5. [D-induced decomposition of 7,X*] ([DV-M].) One has the short exact se-
quence
0 — Inn(0¥) — T.X* — T.X® — 0

split by the above map.

The following two lemmas address the issue of when an idempotent in (’))A}Z can be constant
under a derivation € T, X%%.

Lemma 1.6. [(local) idempotent under D] With the above notations, let U C X be an
open set, & a vector field on U, and {e1, --- , es} be a complete set of orthogonal idempotents of
OQZ(U). Assume that, say, Deey commutes with all e;, i =1, ---, s. Then D¢ep = 0.



Proof. Since e% =ey1, (Deer)er +e1Deer = Deey. If in addition Deey and e; commute, then one
has 2(D¢ey)e; = Dg¢eq. The multiplication from the left by e; gives then 2(Dgeq)e; = (Deer)er;

i.e. (Dger)er = 0. If, furthermore, Dgeq commutes also with all es, - - -, e,, then 0 = Dg(ejer) =
(De¢ej)er +ejDeer = (Dgej)er + (Dgeq)ej, for j =2, -+, s. The multiplication from the left by
e; gives then (D¢ei)ej =0, for j =2, -, 5. It follows that Deey = (Deeq)(e1 + -+ +e5) =0.

O

Lemma 1.7. [(local) idempotent under inner derivation] With the above notations, let
U C X be an open set, m € O (U) represent an inner derivation of O (U), and {e1, -+ , es}
be a complete set of orthogonal idempotents of O?Z(U). Assume that, say, [m,e1] commutes with
allej,i=1,---,s. Then [m,e;] = 0.

Proof. Note that the proof of Lemma 1.6 uses only the Leibnitz rule property of D¢ on O€(U)
and the commutativity property of D¢eq with ey, -- -, e5. Since [m, -] satisfies also the Leibniz
rule property on O4(U) and by assumption [m, e;] commutes with eq, -- -, es, the same proof
goes through.

O

The contraction Endog &) =¢& Rog gV — OF defines a trace map
Tr : OFf — 0%.

One has
dTr = TrD,

where d is the ordinary differential on O g

Differentiable maps from (X%, &)

As a dynamical object in space-time, a D-brane moving in a space-time Y is realized by a map
from a D-brane world-volume to Y. Back to our language, we need thus a notion of a ‘map from
(X% £:V) to Y’ that is compatible with the behavior of D-branes in string theory.

Definition 1.8. [map from Azumaya/matrix manifold] Let X be a (real, smooth) mani-
fold, E be a complex vector bundle of rank 7 over X, and (X%, E) := (X, C>®(Endc(E)), E) be
the associated Azumaya/matrix manifold with a fundamental module. A map (synonymously,
differentiable map, smooth map)

o: (X*E) — Y

from (X“?, E) to a (real, smooth) manifold Y is defined contravariantly by a ring-homomorphism
o' 1 C®°(Y) — C®(Endc(E)).

Equivalently in terms of sheaf language, let Oy be the structure sheaf of Y. Regard both
Oy and Of}z as equivalence classes of gluing system of rings over the topological space Y and
X respectively. Then the above of specifies an equivalence class of gluing systems of ring-
homomorphisms over R C C

Oy — OF,

which we will still denote by .



Through the Generalized Division Lemma & la Malgrange, one can show that ¢f extends to

a commutative diagram
JA \ Ip’f‘ Y

OX C—> OXXY )

X

of equivalence classes of ring-homomorphisms (over R or R C C, whichever is applicable) between
equivalence classes of gluing systems of rings, with

OXC—> OXXY 5

er

a commutative diagram of equivalence classes of ring-homomorphisms between equivalence
classes of gluing systems of C*°-rings. Here, pry : X XY — X and pry : X XY — Y are
the projection maps, Ox — O;A(Z follows from the inclusion of the center O 3((: of (’))A}Z, and

A, = Ox(Im?) = Im@*.

(Cf. [L-Y7: Theorem 3.1.1] (D(11.3.1)).)
In terms of spaces, one has the following equivalent diagram of maps

€.
D G
X Y
P, f<P
Ty ~ TPTY
AV fo
X . XxY :

where X, is the C*°-scheme

associated to A,.

Definition 1.9. [graph of ¢] The push-forward ¢.& = 5 of £ under ¢ is called the graph of
. It is an (’)XXY—module Its C'°°-scheme-theoretical support is denoted by Supp (5 ).

Definition 1.10. [surrogate of X“* specified by ¢] The C*-scheme X, is called the
surrogate of X specified by ¢.

X, is finite and germwise algebraic over X and, by construction, it admits a canonical
embedding f, : X, - X x Y into X x Y as a C°°-subscheme. The image is identical to
Supp (€,). Cf. FIGURE 1-2 and FIGURE 1-3.



Jo

FIGURE 1-2. A map ¢ : (X**, E) — Y specifies a surrogate X, of X over X. X, is a
C°-scheme that may not be reduced (i.e. it may have some nilpotent fuzzy structure
thereon). It on one hand is dominated by X** and on the other dominates and is
finte and germwise algebraic over X.

Compatibility between the map ¢ and the connection V

Up to this point, the map ¢ : (XAZ ,€) = Y toY and the connection V on & are quite independent
objects. A priori, there doesn’t seem to be any reason why they should constrain or influence
each other at the current purely differential-topological level. However, when one moves on
to address the issue of constructing an action functional for (¢, V) as in [L-Y8] (D(13.1)), one
immediately realizes that,

* Due to a built-in mathematical obstruction in the problem, one needs some compatibility
condition between ¢ and V before one can even begin the attempt to construct an action
functional for (v, V).

Furthermore, as a hindsight, that there needs to be a compatibility condition on (¢, V) is also
implied by string theory:

We need a condition on (¢, V) to encode the stringy fact that the gauge field V on the
D-brane world-volume as ‘seen’ by open strings in' Y through ¢ should be massless.

We address such compatibility condition on (¢, V) systematically in the next section.

2 Pull-push of tensors and admissible conditions on (¢, V)

When one attempts to construct an action functional for a theory that involves maps from a
world-volume to a target space-time, one unavoidably has to come across the notion of ‘pulling
back a (covariant) tensor, for example, the metric tensor or a differential form on the target
space-time to the world-volume’. In the case where only maps from a commutative world-
volume to a (commutative) space-time are involved, this is a well-established standard notion
from differential topology. However, in a case, like ours, where maps from a noncommutative
world-volume to a (commutative) space-time is involved,

¢ : Space(S) — Space(R),
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Fourier-Mukai transform & € Mod®(X x Y) from X to Y. Here, Mod®(X x Y) is
the category of 0%, y-modules.
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with the accompanying contravariant ring-homomorphism
S «—— R : of ,

there is a built-in mathematical obstruction to such a notion. Here, S is an (associative, unital)
noncommutative ring, R is a (associative, unital) commutative ring, and Space (S) and Space (R)
are the topological spaces whose function rings are S and R respectively.

For the noncommutative ring S, its (standard and functorial-in-the-category-rings) bi-.S-
module of Kéahler differentials is naturally defined to be

Qffdher . — Span (s,sy{ds|s € S)}/(d(ss") — (ds)s" — sds'|s,s' € S)

while for the commutative ring R its (standard and functorial-in-the-category-of-commutative-
rings) (left) R-module of Ké&hler differentials is naturally defined to be

dihl‘”’ := Spang{dr|r € R}/(d(rr") —r'dr —rdr’'|r,r' € R),

with the convention that rdr’ = (dr’)r to turn it to a bi-R-module as well. Treating R as a ring
(that happens to be commutative), it has also the (standard and functorial-in-the-category-rings)
bi- R-module of Kéhler differentials

Q;L;’thler i= Span (g py{dr|r € R)}/(d(rr") — (dr)r" —rdr’|r,7" € R)

exactly like Qg‘ihl” for S. There is a built-in tautological quotient homomorphism as bi-R-

modules )
QZC,Kahler dihler
ri(dr)re  ——  riredr

whose kernel is generated by {rdr’—(dr’)r |r,r" € R}. Given the map ¢ : Space (S) — Space (R),
one has the following built-in diagram

i " nc, Kdhler
QK ahler Qne
S R

i

Kahler
QR

)

where ©*(r1(dr)re) = ¥ (r1)d(¢*(r))¢f (r2). The issue is now whether one can extend the above
diagram to the following commutative diagram

Kéhler v ne,Kihler
Qg = Qp
Kdhler
Qn

The answer is No, in general. See, e.g., [L-Y5: Example 4.1.20] (D(11.1)) for an explicit coun-
terexample. When R is a C*°-ring, e.g. the function-ring C*°(Y") of a smooth manifold Y, then
the R-module Q) of differentials of R is a further quotient of the above module dihl” of Kéahler
differentials by additional relations generated by applications of the chain rule on the transcen-
dental smooth operations in the C*°-ring structure of R ([Jo|; cf. [L-Y5: Sec.4.1] (D(11.1))).
The issue becomes even more involved. In particular, as the counterexample ibidem shows

- [built-in mathematical obstruction of pullback] For a map ¢ : (X% &) = Y,
there is no way to define functorially a pull-back map T*Y — T*X* that takes a
(covariant) 1-tensor on'Y to a 1-tensor on X2, As a consequence, there is no functorial
way to pull back a (covariant) tensor on'Y to a tensor on X*Z.

11



Before the attempt to construct an action functional that involves such maps ¢, one has to
resolve the above obstruction first. In [L-Y8] (D(13.1)), we learned how to use the connection V
to impose a natural admissible condition on ¢ so that the above obstruction is bypassed through
the surrogate X, of X# specified by ¢. With the lesson learned therefrom and further thought
beyond [L-Y9] (D(13.2.1)), we propose (Sec.2.1) in this section a still-natural-but-much-weaker
admissible condition on (p, V) that bypasses even the surrogate X, but is still robust enough
to construct naturally a pull-push map we need on tensors. It turns out that this much weaker
admissible condition remains to be compatible with open strings (Sec. 2.2).

2.1 Admissible conditions on (¢, V) and the resolution of the pull-push issue

A hierarchy of admissible conditions on (¢, V) is introduced. A theorem on how even the weakest
admissible condition in the hierarchy can resolve the above obstruction in our case is proved.

Three hierarchical admissible conditions

Definition 2.1.1. [admissible connection on £] Let ¢ : (X% ,£) — Y be a map. For a
connection V on &, let D be its induced connection on O;}z. A connection V on £ is called

(*1)-admissible to ¢ if De¢A, C Comm (Ay);
(x2)-admissible to ¢ if D¢ Comm (Ay,) C Comm (Ay);
(x3)-admissible to ¢ if De¢A, C Ay,

for all ¢ € T,X. Here, Comm (A,) denotes the commutant of A, in O4F.
When V is (x;)-admissible to ¢, we will take the following as synonyms:

* (p, V) is an (x1)-admissible pair,
* @ is (x1)-admissible to V,
©p: (X* E:V) = Y is (¥1)-admissible.

Similarly, for (x2)-admissible pair (¢, V) and (x3)-admissible pair (p,V), ... , etc..

Lemma 2.1.2. [hierarchy of admissible conditions]

Admissible Condition (x3) = Admissible Condition (x2) = Admissible Condition (x1) .

Proof. Admissible Condition (*3) says that the Ox-subalgebra A, C Of}z is invariant under
D-parallel transports along paths on X. Since D-parallel transports on (93‘}3 are algebra-
isomorphisms, if A, is D-invariant, the Ox-subalgebra Comm (Ay,) of Of}z must also be D-
invariant since it is determined by A, fiberwise algebraically. In other words, Admissible Con-
dition (x3) = Admissible Condition (x2).
Since A, is commutative, A, C Comm (A,,). Thus, the inclusion D. A, C D.Comm (A,)
always holds. This implies that Admissible Condition (%2) = Admissible Condition (x1).
O

Definition 2.1.3. [strict admissible connection on £] Continuing Definition 2.1.1. Let Fy
be the curvature tensor of V. It is an Of}z—valued 2-form on X. Then, for -=1,2,3, V is called
strictly (x.)-admissible to o if

12



* V is (*.)-admissible to ¢ and Fy takes values in Comm (A,) C OF.

In this case, (¢, V) is said to be a strictly (x.)-admissible pair.

Clearly, the same hierarchy holds for strict admissible conditions:
strict (x3) = strict (xg) = strict (¥1).
The Strict (*3)-Admissible Condition on (¢,V) was introduced in [L-Y8: Definition 2.2.1]
(D(13.1)) to define the Dirac-Born-Infeld action for (¢, V).

Lemma 2.1.4. [commutativity under admissible condition] Let ¢ : (X%, &;V) = Y
be a map. (1) If (¢, V) is (*1)-admissible, then [De@?(f1), % (f2)] = 0 for all f1, f» € C®(Y)
and £ € T.X. (2) If (¢, V) is (x2)-admissible, then [Dg,¢*(f1), De,*(f2)] = 0 for all f1, f2 €
COO(Y) and &1,& € T, X.

Proof. Statement (1) is the (%1)-Admissible Condition itself.
For Statement (2), let fi, f» € C°(Y) and &,& € ToX. Then [Dep(f1), 9*(f2)] = 0 since
A, C Comm (Ay). Thus, applying De, to both sides,

[D§2D€130ﬁ(f1)’90ﬁ(f2)] + [Dflgoﬁ(fl)vDﬁzspﬂ(ﬁ)] = 0.
The (*2)-Admissible Condition implies that
De, De, ¢ (f1) € Comm (Ay).

And, hence, [Dg, D¢, 9*(f1), ¢*(f2)] = 0. Statement (2) follows.

Resolution of the pull-push issue under Admissible Condition (%)

The current theme is devoted to the proof of the following theorem:

Theorem 2.1.5. [pull-push under (x;)-admissible (¢, V)] Let (¢, V) be (x1)-admissible.
Then the assignment

QOO : QCOO(Y) — QCOO(X) ®Coo(X) COO(Endc(E))
fidfs  — @ (f1) D (fa)

1s well-defined.

The study in [L-Y8: Sec. 4] (D(13.1)) allows one to express ¢°(df) locally explicit enough
so that one can check that ¢° is well-defined when (¢, V) is (x1)-admissible. Note that, with
Lemma 2.1.2, this implies that if (¢, V) is either (x2)- or (x3)-admissible, then ¢ is also well-
defined. We now proceed to prove the theorem.
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Lemma 2.1.6. [local expression of ¢°(df) for (x;)-admissible (¢, V), I| Let (¢, V) be
(*1)-admissible; i.e. D¢ A, C Comm (Ay) for all & € T,X. Let U C X be a small enough open
set so that o(U¥) is contained in a coordinate chart of Y, with coordinate y = (y', --- , y™).
For f € C®(Y), recall the germwise-over-U polynomial RI[1] in (y', -+, y™) with coefficients
in Off from [L-Y8: Sec. 4 & Remark/Notation 4.2.3.5] (D.13.1). Then, for & a vector field on
U and f € C®(Y), and at the level of germs over U,

((po(df)xf) = Rf[l”ydw De (ot (y2)), for all multi-degree d in RF[1] *

Here, for a multiple degree d = (d1,,- -+, dy), d; € Z>q, y* := (y") --- (y™)% and
y? ~ De(¢*(y?)) means ‘replacing y* by De(*(y®))"

Proof. Denote the coordinate chart of Y in the Statement by V. Let pry : X XY — X,
pry : X XY =Y be the projection maps. Recall the induced ring-homomorphism

@' C®(X xY) — C®°(Endc(E)) over R C C and the graph &, of ¢ and its support Supp (£,,)
on X x Y. Denote prﬁy(f) € C®(X xY) still by f when there is no confusion. For clarity, we
proceed the proof of the Statement in three steps.

Step (1) How Rf[1] is constructed in [L-Y8: Sec. 4] (D(13.1)) Foranype U,letpe U CcU
be a neighborhood of p in U over which the Generalized Division Lemma a la Malgrange is applied
to f on a neighborhood U’ x V' of ({p} x VN Supp (€s))rea =: {q1, -+, gs} in (X X Y)/X with

respect to the characteristic polynomials XS) = det(y' Id,wr — o*(y))) € C°(U)[YY, -+, y"] €
C®(U'"xV),i=1,---, n. Passing to a smaller open subset if necessary, one may assume that

V' is a disjoint union V{U --- UV, with U’ x V}/ a neighborhood of g and the closure Vi, -+, V
are all disjoint from each other. Let 1) € C°°(Y') be a smooth functions on Y that takes the
value 1 on V) and the value zero on V},, ¥’ # k, k=1, --- , s. (Cf. [L-Y8:Sec.4.2.3] (D(13.1)).)

Then
o = 3 (St + 3 aling)

k=1 3,j=1

for some

e o (U) for all k and d, and Y, i yd € C(U")[y', -+, y] for all k,
© QLY € Co(U x W) for all k and i, j.
In terms of this, over U’,

=Y Fu) Y iyl
k=1 d

and

i _ pf
(Nl = R [1]|ydw % (y®) for all multi-degree d in R/ [1]

since géﬁ(xg)) =0fori=1,---,n, o*(f) = ‘ﬁﬁ(pqu(f))

Step (2) {goﬁ(l(k))}zzl as the mazimal complete set of orthogonal D-parallel idempotents/U’
Since ¢f(f) depends only on the restriction of f, regarded on X x Y, to Supp (fj(p), one has

Ly + - + 1) = Flxxy) = Idg,

over U' C X. Since, in addition, 1(1) = 1y, for all k, 14yl = 0 for all k& # k', and
s = the number of the connected components of X[y for U’ small enough, the collection
{gpﬁ(l(l)), e cpﬁ(l(s))} gives the maximal complete set of orthogonal idempotents in Ay |¢.
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Furthermore, since D¢ A, C Comm (Ay) for all £ € T, X, Dggpﬁ(l(k)) and cpﬁ(l(k/)) commute

for all k,k' =1, ---, s. It follows from Lemma 1.6 that
De@*(1)) = -+ = Degg*(l(y) = 0
for all £. In other words, cpﬁ(l(l)), cee goﬁ(l(s)) are D-parallel over U’.

Step (3) The evaluation of (¢°(df))(§) over U’ We are now ready to evaluate the O%-
valued derivation D¢y on f, locally and germwise over U’. Step (1) and Step (2) together imply
that, for £ € 7,X and over U’,

(@ (d))E) = DeleH(f))
= Z O (L) D (€™ Ay + D e* 1) Y ch* Dele (yh)
d

d k=1
= Term (I) + Term (II)

since Dggpﬁ(l(k)) =0 for k = 1, ce- S8
Note that

— pf
Term (II) =R [1] ’ydw D¢ (¢t (y?)), for all multi-degree d in Rf[1] *

It remains to prove that Term (I) vanishes. But this is the situation studied in [L-Y8: Proposition
4.2.3.1:Proof] (D(13.1)). In essence, since

P S (Seltt + S affy)
k=1

1,7=1

on U' x V' and f on (X xY)/X is independent of X, one has
Term (1) = ¢ (109 Y (6efM)y?) = &(e)) =
k d

Here we denote the canonical lifting of £ € T.X to T.(X x Y), via the product structure of
X x Y, by the same notation £.
This completes the proof.

Lemma 2.1.7. [local expression of ¢°(df) for (x;)-admissible (¢, V), II] Let (¢, V) be
(*1)-admissible. Continuing the setting and notations in Lemma 2.1.6.
Then, locally,

n

(@ @NE©) = Yy )& @2 f = 3 (Ded(y) - ¢ﬁ(g;i)>-

i=1 i=1

Here - is the multiplication in the ring C*°(Endc(FE)) (and will be omitted later when there is
no sacrifice to clarity).
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Proof. This is a consequence of Lemma 2.1.6. Continuing the setup in the Statement and the

proof thereof. Then, since @ﬁ(XS)) =0fori=1,---, n, one has

19 — (2RI = RS

¥ (6yl f) =¥ (3y"R [1]) =R [1”yd-> wﬁ(aiyiyd), for all multi-degree d in Rf[l} ’
Since (¢, V) is (*1)-admissible, Dgo*(y?) and ¢*(y?) commute for i,j = 1, -+, n. It follows that
n
el
Z Dégpﬁ (y d oy f) = Rf[l]’ydw D¢ (ot (y?)), for all multi-degree d in R[1] -
i=1

Which is ¢°(df) by Lemma 2.1.6. This proves the lemma.
]

Proof of Theorem 2.1.5. We now check in two steps that ¢° is well-defined. Note that we only
need to do so locally over X. Thus, let U C X be the open set in Lemma 2.1.6 such that o(U*)
is contained in a coordinate chart V of Y, with the coordinate (y!, - -+, 4™). Lemma 2.1.7 implies
then that the following assignment is the restriction of ¢°® to over U and hence is independent
of the local coordinate (y*, ---, y™) on V':

©° 1 Qeeoyy — Qoeo) @cee vy CF(Endc(Ely))
s )X (FER) D).

af)

Here, we use again the fact that (p, V) is (%1 )-admissible so that the summand D?(y?)- cpﬁ(

in Lemma 2.1.7 is equal to goﬁ(ah) Db (y) here, with f replaced by fo. It remains to show

that ©° is compatible with (a) the commutative Leibniz rule and (b) the chain-rule identities
from the C*°-ring structure of C*°(V).

(a) The commutative Leibniz rule For f1, fo € C* € C*°(V), one has
d(fif2) — fadfi — fidfa = 0
in Qceo(y). Under °, one has
<P°<d(f1f2) — fedfy — f df2) = D@Mfif) — ¢H(f2) DEF(f1) — ¢F (1) D (f2) = 0

D(¢*(f1f2)) = D(S(f1)e*(f2) = (D (f1))#* (fa) + ¢ (f1) D (fa)
which is
O (f2) DE*(f1) + ©*(f1) Do (f2)
for (p, V) (x1)-admissible.

(b) The chain-rule identities from the C*-ring structure Let ¢ € C®°(R!), | € Z>; and
fi, -+, fi € C®°(V). Then, one has

l
d(C(fr, 5 1) = DGO (fr -+, fi)dfy = 0
k=1
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in Qceo(yy. Here, Ok is the partial derivative of ¢ € C>(R!) with respect to its k-th argument.
Under ¢°, one has

(A s 1) - 20 o i) df)
l
= DO (C(fr -5 1)) = D@ (OO (s -+ f)) DEH(fr) = 0O
k=1

since, by Lemma 2.1.7 and the (x1)-admissibility of (¢, V),

@ﬁ(g(flv"'afl ZDQO ®ayz<(f17"'7fl)

n !

= ZD(pﬂ ®Zak§ fl,"‘7fl)afk
i=1 k=1

— ZDgp (fx) @ (k) (f1, -+, fi)

!
= ZDSO () () (fr, - 1)) = D (OO (frs -+ 5 £)) DE*(fr) -
k=1

This completes the proof of Theorem 2.1.5

The pull-push ¢° on tensor product Qgeo(y) @ceo(y) =+ @coo(y) Qoo (y)
Having the well-defined
¢ 1 Qos(y)y — Qoo (x) Oceo(x) CF(Endc(E)),
it is natural to consider the extension of ©® to a correspondence between tensor products

P By Qo) (B (x) Qo)) Bcse(x) CF(Ende(E))

fodfi ® --- @dfy, +— O (fo)D*(f1) @ -+ @ D*( f,)

Here, the tensor Dof(f1) ® --- ® D(fi.) is defined to the tensors of the underlying 1-forms in
Qe (x) and multiplication of the coefficients in C°°(Endc(E)) from each factor. Explicitly, in
terms of a local coordinate (x!, ---, 2™) on a chart U C X,

O (fo) D (f1) @ -+ @ D*(fi)

= Z ©*(f0) Dojowa #* (1) + -+ Dojowrn e (fi) dat @ -+ ® dat™ .
M1, =1

Lemma 2.1.8. [pull-push of (covariant) tensor| For (¢,V) (*1)-admissible, the above
extension of p° to covariant tensors is well-defined.
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Proof. In ®’éw(y)QCm(y), one has the identities

fodfi @dfa ® -+ @dfy = dfifo®@dfs ® - - @dfy
= dH® fodfs® - Qdf, = ------
= di® - Qdfi1fo®dfy = di® - ® fodfs = di® - Qdfifo.

Since the (*;)-Admissible Condition implies that f(fy) commutes with all of Def(f;), ---,
Dyt(fy), the parallel identities

¢* (fo) Dt (f1) © D (f2) ® -+ @ Dp*(fu) = Dy*(f1)¢*(fo) ® Dp*(f2) ® -+ @ Dp*(fi)
= D@t (f1) @ p*(fo) D (f2) @ -+ @ Dp(f) = -+
= D@ (f1) ® -+ @ DY (fr-1)$*(fo) © De*(fr)
= DoH(f1)® - @ (fo) D (fr) = D@ (f1)© - @ DE*(fr)#* (fo)

hold in (®]é‘°°(X) Qoo (x)) @ (x) C(Endc(E)). This proves the lemma.
O

Note that for a (x1)-admissible map ¢ : (X#,&;V) — Y, since DgA, € Comm(Ay) for
all £ € T.X and Comm (A,) is itself a (possibly noncommutative) O $-subalgebra of O4F, the
pull-push ¢« of a (covariant) tensor a on Y to X is indeed Comm (Ay)-valued.

Example 2.1.9. [pull-push of 2-tensor under (*;)-admissible (o, V)] Let ¢ : (X%*,£;V) —
Y be a (#1)-admissible map and o = Z” aijdyi ® 1’ be a 2-tensor on Y. Then, with respect to

local coordinates (z', ---, ™) on X and (y!, ---, ") on Y,

m n
Ca = LI f(y0 £y Iz v
Pa =) 1(§ 190(%)173%90@ )D o ¢y ))d:v ® dz” .
Hv= vJ=

<

Since in general Doz " (Y')Dojoer$* (') # Dojoar9*(y7)Dojoan* (y'), ° does not take a
symmetric 2-tensor on Y to a Comm (A,)-valued symmetric 2-tensor on X, nor an antisym-
metric 2-tensor on Y to a Comm (A,)-valued antisymmetric 2-tensor on X. However, after
the post-composition with the trace map Tr : C’)’;‘(Z — (’);%, Tre® does take a symmetric (resp.
antisymmetric) 2-tensor on X to an O $-valued symmetric (resp. antisymmetric) 2-tensor on X.

Example 2.1.10. [pull-push of higher-rank tensor under (x;)-admissible (¢, V)] Con-
tinuing Example 2.1.9. For « a (covariant) tensor on Y of rank > 3, the trace map no longer
help bring symmetric (resp. antisymmetric) tensors to symmetric (resp. antisymmetric) tensors.

The situation gets better for a map ¢ : (X*,£;V) — Y that satisfies the stronger (*)-
Admissible Condition: D¢ Comm (A,) C Comm (Ay) for & € T, X.

Lemma 2.1.11. [pull-push of tensor under (#;)-admissible (p, V)] Let ¢ : (X%, &;V) —
Y be a (x2)-admissible map. Then ¢° takes a symmetric (resp. antisymmetric) tensor on'Y to
a Comm (Ay)-valued symmetric (resp. antisymmetric) tensor on X.
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Proof. In terms of local coordinates (z!, ---, 2™) on X and (y!, ---, ™) on Y, a (covariant)
k-tensor

o = Z O‘il---ikdyil & - ®dy’5k
21 ik

on Y is pull-pushed to a Comm (A,)-valued k-tensor

m n

oo = > (X Heni)D g F) D ) det @ e @ dat
M1y, =1 41, =1

on X. It follows from Lemma 2.1.4 that, under the (*2)-Admissible Condition, all the factors

@ﬁ(azlzk)7 D 9 ¢ﬁ(y21)7 R D 9 Spﬁ<y1k)

ozP1 azFk

in a summand commute among themselves. This implies, in particular, that ¢ now takes a
symmetric (resp. antisymmetric) tensor on Y to a Comm (A, )-valued symmetric (resp. antisym-
metric) tensor on X.

O]

Let A*T*Y be the sheaf of differential forms on Y. The same proof of Lemma 2.1.11 gives
also

Lemma 2.1.12. [¢® and A] Let ¢ : (X*#,E;V) = Y be a (*2)-admissible map. For o, €
N\°T*Y, define the wedge product

pan e
of pa, @°B € (N T*X)C Ro¢ O4 by applying the wedge product to the differential forms on
X and multiplication to the (’))A}Z—valued coefficients. Then,

e’ (anB) = (¢°a) A (¥°B).

Remark 2.1.13. [admissible condition and Ramond-Ramond field] While the current note will
take (¢, V) to be (x1)-admissible most of the time, Example 2.1.9, Example 2.1.10, Lemma 2.1.11
and Lemma 2.1.12 together suggest that when the coupling of D-brane to Ramond-Ramond
fields is taken into account, the more natural admissible condition on (¢, V) is the stronger
(*2)-Admissible Condition.

2.2 Admissible conditions from the aspect of open strings

We address in this subsection the implication of Admissible Condition (*1) on (¢, V) to the
mass of the connection V from the aspect of open strings in the target-space Y.

Let ¢ : (X*,6;V) — Y be a (*1)-admissible map. Recall the surrogate X, := Spec®A,,
of X* specified by ¢ and the built-in dominant morphism Ty » Xp — X; cf. FIGURE 1-2. For
z € X, let {e1, ---, es} C Ay, » the maximal complete set of orthogonal idempotents in the
stalk of A, at x. Then, by (*1)-admissibility of (¢, V) and Lemma 1.6,

for all £ € (T.X),. It follows that
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Lemma 2.2.1. [covariantly invariant decomposition of stalks of £] For any x € X, the
decomposition
Ex = e1&p + - +eséy

is invariant under V. Le. Ve(ep€y) C exly, fork=1,---, s and all £ € (ToX),.

As a consequence, the connection V on &, induces a connection V*) on each direct summand
er€: of £, and one has the direct-sum decomposition

(e, V) = (1, VN D -+ & (€&, V).

On the other hand, the maximal complete set of orthogonal idempotents {e1, - -- , es} C Ay &
corresponds canonically and bijectively to the set of connected components of the germ X, , of
X, over x € X:

Xpyo = c,(ol)x

U uxy).

Through the built-in inclusion A, , C (’))A}Zx, &, as the fundamental O)AZ ,~module is canonically
an A, ,-module as well. Since eye; = 0 for k # [, as an A, ;-module the direct summand e;&,
is supported exactly on ng)m, for k =1, ---, s. The above decomposition of (£, V) says then
geometrically and in terms of physics terminology that the gauge field V on £ has no components
that mixes e &, on ng)x and ¢;€ on ng)z for some k # [; cf. FIGURE 2-2-1.

Recall now the string-theory origin of D-branes:

* A D-brane is where the end-points of an open string stick to.

+ Excitations of open strings create fields on the D-brane.

* As the tension of open strings are constant, the mass of an open string — and hene fields
it creates on the D-brane— is proportional to its length. Open strings with arbitrarily
small length create massless fields on the brane while open strings with length bounded
away from zero create massive fields on the brane.

That the germ (X, ., &:; V) over any x € X is decomposable in accordance with the connected-
component decomposition of X, , says that V must be created by open-strings of arbitrarily
small length, rather than by those of length bounded away from zero. In other words, V is
massless.

In summary:

Corollary 2.2.2. [(%1)-Admissible Condition implies massless of V| For a (x1)-admissible
map ¢ : (X%, E;V) = Y, the gauge field V on the Chan-Paton sheaf €& on the D-brane (or
D-brane world-volume) X% is massless from the aspect of open strings in the taget-space (or
target-space-time) Y .

By Lemma 2.1.2, the same holds for (x2)-admissible maps and (*3)-admissible maps as well.

3 The differential dy of ¢ and its decomposition, the three basic
O;‘g-modules, induced structures, and some covariant calculus

At the classical level Polyakov string or its generalization, a sigma model, is a theory of harmonic
maps on the mathematical side. In this section we construct all the building blocks to generalize
the existing theory of harmonic maps to a theory of maps ¢ : (XAZ ,€;V) — Y, which describe
D-branes. It will turn out that both the connection V and the Admissible Condition (%) chosen
are needed to build up a mathematically sound theory for such maps ¢.
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Imo

general (¢,V)

XAz
Image brane /m ¢ in space-time Y
with the push-forward gauge field via ¢

S N \
(¢ ,V) that satisfies )

X Admissible Condition ()

=7 ¢

D-brane world-volume
with a gauge field

Img

FIGURE 2-2-1. When (¢, V) is (¥1)-admissible, the gauge field V on the Chan-Paton
sheaf £ on any small neighborhood U of x € X localizes at each connected branch
of ¢(U*) from the viewpoint of open strings in Y. In other words, V is massless
from the open-string aspect. In the illustration, the noncommutative space X** is
expressed as a noncommutative cloud shadowing over its underlying topology X, the
connection V on E over X is indicated by a gauge field on X. Both the gauge field
on X and how open strings “see” it in Y are indicated by squiggling arrows ~». The
situation for a general (¢, V) (cf. top) and a (¢, V) satisfying Admissible Condition
(#1) (cf. bottom) are compared. From the open-string aspect, in the former situation
V can have both massless components (which are local fields from the open-string
and target-space viewpoint) and massive components (which become nonlocal fields
from the open-string and target-space viewpoint), while in the latter situation V has
only massless components.
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3.1 The differential dy of ¢ and its decomposition induced by V

Three kinds of differentials, dy, Dy, and adp, of a map ¢ that naturally appear in the setting
are defined and their local expressions are worked out in this subsection.

The differential, the covariant differential, and the inner differential of a map ¢

Let
(X, 08,6 — Y

be a map defined contravariantly by an equivalence class of gluing systems of ring-homomorphisms
gpﬁ : Oy — (9}%
over R C C. Then, for any derivation 7 on Off, the correspondence

Oy — OFf

foo— (@)

defines an Of}z—valued derivation on Oy. It follows that ¢ induces a correspondence

T.X% — OF ®u0,TY
n — dpp

that is O %—linear.

Definition 3.1.1. [differential dy of ¢] The above O %-linear correspondence is denoted by
dy and called the differential of .

Recall from Sec.1 that when £ is equipped with a connection V, V induces a connection D
on OF = 5nd0§ (€), which in turn induces a splitting
T.X¢ — T.X%*
g — D{
of the exact sequence

0 — Inn(0¥) — TX* — T.Xx® — 0.

Definition 3.1.2. [covariant differential Dy of ¢] Let
PTY = OF @0, LY,

regarded as a (left) Ox-module via the built-in inclusion Ox < O%, be the pull-push of the
tangent sheaf T.Y of X to X. The covariant differential

Do € C°(T*X ®o, ¢*T.Y)
of ¢ is the (O§-valued-derivation-on-QOy )-valued 1-form on X defined by
(Dep)f = De(¢*(f)) € C*(Endc(E))

for £ € C°(T.X) = Der(C*(X)) and f € C*®(Y). In other words, D¢y takes a tangent vector
field on X to a C*°(Endc(FE))-valued derivation on C*°(Y'). In the equivalent sheaf format and
notations, D¢y € ¢*T,.Y for { € T, X.
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Definition 3.1.3. [inner differential ady of ¢] Continuing Definition 3.1.2. Represent
elements in Inn((’)}‘}z) by elements m € (’))A}Z. The inner differential ady of ¢ is defined by the
@) ;%—linear correspondence

ade : Inn(O%F) — Y
mo = adpe = [m, f()]
Since [O ;(g, -] =0, ad,,p depends only on the inner derivation m represents.

By construction,
dpp = D¢, + adp,

for n = &, +m, € T.X* ~ T.XC @ Inn(0%F) induced by D.

Local expressions of the covariant differential Dy of ¢ for (x;)-admissible (p, V)

Note that if ¢ : (X4 ,&; V) — Y is (*1)-admissible, then D¢y is a Comm (A,)-valued derivation
on Oy for £ € T,X. In this case, one has the following lemma and corollary that are simply
re-writings of Lemma 2.1.6 and Lemma 2.1.7 respectively.

Lemma 3.1.4. [local expression of Dy for (x;)-admissible (¢, V), I| Let (¢, V) be (x1)-
admissible; i.e. D¢ A, C Comm(Ay) for all § € T,.X. Let U C X be a small enough open set
so that LP(UAZ) is contained in a coordinate chart of Y, with coordinates y = (y*, --- , y™). For
f € C=(), recall the germwise-over-U polynomial RI[1] in (y', ---, y™) with coefficients in
Off from [L-Y8: Sec. 4 & Remark/Notation 4.2.3.5] (D.13.1). Then, for & a vector field on U
and f € C®(Y), and at the level of germs over U,

— pf
(Df(p) f =R [lHydw De (ot (y2)), for all multi-degree d in RF[1] *

Here, for a multiple degree d = (d1,,--- , dy), d;i € Z>q, y* = (y")4 --- (y™)% and
y ~ De(p*(y?)) means ‘replacing y¢ by De(o*(y?)) .

Corollary 3.1.5. [local expression of Dy for (x;)-admissible (¢,V), II] Assume that
(p, V) is (x1)-admissible. Let dy be the exterior differential on'Y. Then

Dy = p°dy .

Locally explicitly, let (€')i—1,... n be a local frame on'Y and (€')i1,... n its dual co-frame. In
terms of these dual pair of local frames, dy = > ., e’ ® e; under the canonical isomorphism
TY ®0, Oy ~T*Y. Then

(Deg) f = ) (@)@ @eif = D (7€) (&) ¢(eif) € OF
i=1 i=1
under the canonical isomorphism O)A}Z Qut.0y Oy = Of}z. In particular, let (y', - ,y™) be
coordinates of a local chart on'Y . Then, locally,
(Dep) f =D (¢°dy)(€) @ 2 f = Z} (Dgsoﬁ(yi) : Soﬁ(g?fi))'
i=1 i=

Here - s the multiplication in O}‘}Z (and will be omitted later when there is no sacrifice to
clarity).
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Local expressions of the inner differential ady of ¢ for admissible inner derivations

Though for the purpose of defining an action functional for D-branes, (¢, V) is the dynamical
field of the focus and, hence, the induced covariant derivation D on (’))A(z may look to play
more roles in our discussion, mathematically results related to D like Lemma 1.6, Lemma 3.1.4,
and Corollary 3.1.5 involve only the fact that, for { € 7¢X, D¢ satisfies the Leibniz rule on
Of}z and some additional commutativity assumption. This suggest that similar statements hold
if one considers inner derivations on (’)34}2 that are compatible to ¢ in an appropriate sense.
Cf. Lemma 1.6 vs. Lemma 1.7. This motivates the setting of the current theme.

Definition 3.1.6. [admissible inner derivation] (Cf. Definition 2.1.1.) Let m € Inn(O%)
be an inner derivation represented by an element of (’)34? . Then m is called

(*1)-admissible to ¢ if [m, Ay] C Comm (Ay);
(x2)-admissible to p  if [m, Comm (Ay)] C Comm (A,);
(x3)-admissible to ¢ if [m, Ay] C A, .

Note that these conditions are independent of the representative chosen in (93‘}2 of the inner
derivation. The set of all (x1)-admissible-to-¢ inner derivations on Of}z form an O%—module,

which will be denoted by Inn, |(O5f). Similarly, for Inn{,  (O%) and Innf, (OF).

Lemma 3.1.7. [hierarchy of admissible conditions on inner derivation] (Cf.Lemma?2.1.2.)

(0%) c Inn?

(x2) (0F) c Inn?

Inn? (
*1

Proof. Since A, C Comm(A,), it is immediate that Inn“&ﬂ((’)éf) C Inn“(il)(Of}Z). For the

inclusion Inn“&g)((’)f}z) C Innf*Q)(Oﬁz), let m e Inn‘(ig)((’)f}z) represented by an element in O,

m' € Comm (Ay,), and m” € A,. Then,
[, m/],m"] = [[m,m"],m] + [m, [m’, m"]]

from either the Jacobi identity of Lie bracket or the Leibniz rule for a derivation. The first term
vanishes since [m, m"] € A, and [A,, m'] = 0. The second term also vanishes since [m/, m"] =
0. Since m’ € Comm(A,) and m” € A, are arbitrary, this shows that [m, Comm (Ay)] C
Comm (Ay). This proves the lemma.

O

Remark 3.1.8. [Lemma 2.1.2 vs. Lemma 3.1.7] Note that in Lemma 2.1.2, the implication
(*3) = (*2) uses D-parallel transport properties implied by (*3), which is an analytic technique.
Indeed, the proof of Lemma 3.1.7 applies there. Which says that in both situations, the hierarchy
is an algebraic consequence.

In terms of this setting and with arguments parallel to the proof of Lemma 3.1.4 and Corol-
lary 3.1.5, one has the following lemma and corollary:

24



Lemma 3.1.9. [local expression of ady for Inn‘(" )(OQZ), I] (Cf. Lemma 3.1.4.)

*1

Let ¢ : (X% &) =Y be a map and m € Inn‘(p )(Of}z) represented by an element of OF i.e.

*1
[m, A,] € Comm(A,). Let U C X be a small enough open set so that p(U™) is contained
in a coordinate chart of Y, with coordinates y = (y*, ---, y™). For f € C®(Y), recall the
germwise-over-U polynomial RI[1] in (y', -+, y™) with coefficients in Of¥ from [L-Y8: Sec. 4
& Remark/Notation 4.2.3.5] (D.13.1). Then, at the level of germs over U,

(admso) = Rf[l”ydw adm (0% (y2)), for all multi-degree d in RF[1]
Here, for a multiple degree d = (d1,,--- , dy), d;i € Z>q, y* := (y")4 --- (y™)% and
Yy~ ad,,(9*(y?)) means ‘replacing y* by ad ,(o*(y?))".

Proof. Recall the proof of Lemma 3.1.4 through the proof of Lemma 2.1.6. . With the same
setup and notations there, note that for m € Innal)(Oﬁz),

[m7¢ﬁ(1(k))] = O7 fOr ]{; = 17 LI S

by Lemma 1.7. Since [m, Ox] = 0 holds automatically, the lemma follows.

Corollary 3.1.10. [local expression of ady for Inn?‘J )(Of}z), IT] (Cf. Corollary 3.1.5.)

*1

Continuing the setting of Lemma 3.1.9. Recall that m € Innf*l)((’)ﬁz) s represented by an
element of Of}z. Let (y', -+ ,y™) be coordinates of a local chart on'Y. Then, locally,

() § = 3 (adnils)) - (2D = i([m,soﬁ(yi)] - PEh)

i=1 =

where - 1is the multiplication in (’)f}z (and will be omitted later when there is no sacrifice to

clarity). In other words,
n

i 0
adye = Y [m, @) ® 57
=1

Proof. The related last part of the proof of Corollary 3.1.5 through the proof of Lemma 2.1.7
works in verbitum with Dy replaced by ad,, = [m, -]. This is simply a re-writing of Lemma 3.1.9
above.

O]

Remark 3.1.11. [comparison with differential of ordinary map] As a comparison, let u: X —Y
be a map between manifolds. Then, du defines a bundle map T, X — u*T,Y that satisfies

du(€) f = u (&) f = E(uof) = EWH(S))

for any £ € T.X and f € C®°(Y). In terms of local coordinates = (2*),=1,....m, on X and
Y= (?Jz)z‘:l,-n,n on Y7

n .
i) dy* Of
u*(W) = Y gy (ul@).
=1
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The above notion of covariant differential Dy of ¢ is exactly the generalization of the ordinary
differential du of u, taking into account the fact that ¢ is now only defined contravariantly
through ¢f and that the noncommutative structure sheaf (9}4(2 of X% is no longer naturally
trivial as an Ox-module but, rather, is endowed with a natural induced connection D from V.

Furthermore, when (¢, V) is (*1)-admissible or when considering only Inn“(fkl)(Off ), both the

covariant differential Dy and the inner differential adp takes the same form as the chain rule
in the commutative case.

3.2 The three basic O%-modules relevant to Dy, with induced structures
Underlying the notion of covariant differential Dy of ¢ are two basic O ;((:—modules

* the pull-back tangent sheaf ©*7.Y := Of}z ®@pt.0, T+Y, aleft (’)éz—module but now regarded
as a (left) O %-module through the built-in inclusion O % < O, and

* the O%-module T*X ®p, ¢*T.Y, where Dy lives.

We study them in this subsection after taking a look at another basic but simpler O %—module
T*X ®0X(9§Z . They play fundamental roles in our variational problem.

Remark 3.2.0.1. [structures on the O%-algebra (’))A}Z] Recall the connection D on the noncom-
mutative structure sheaf 04 := &nd oc (€) of X* induced by the connection V on £. The

multiplication - in the O%—algebra structure of O;‘(Z defines a nonsymmetric O)A}Z -valued inner
product on O}‘}Z that is O %—bilinear. This inner product is D-invariant in the sense that
D(m'-m?) = (Dmb)-m? + m'- Dm?,
for m!', m? ¢ O}‘}Z. Together with the built-in trace map
Tr;: OF — 0%,

asan O %—module—homomorphism, one has a symmetric (’)%—Ualued inner product on O}‘}z defined
by the assignment
(m',m?) — Tr(m'-m?) =: Tr(m'm?),
for m', m? € (9345. This inner product is O ;‘_g-bilinear; and is covariantly constant over X in the
sense that
dx (Tr(m*m?) = Tr(DmYm?) + Tr(m'Dm?),

where dx is the exterior differential on X.

3.2.1 The Of}z-valued cotangent sheaf 7*X ®(9X(’)34}Z of X, and beyond

Let X be endowed with a (Riemannian or Lorentzian) metric h and V" be the Levi-Civita
connection on 7, X induced by h. The corresponding inner product on 7, X, its dual 7*X, and
their tensor products will be denoted (-, *);. The induced connection on the dual 7*X and on
the tensor product of copies of T, X and copies of 7*X will be denoted also by V. The defining
features of V" are

Vh<§1,§2>h = <Vh51752>h + <£1,Vh§2>h (h be Vh—covariantly constant) ,
Torgn(&1,&) == Vi & — Vi & —[6,&] = 0 (V" be torsionless),
for all &1, & € T. X.
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The Of}z—valued cotangent sheaf 7*X ®@X(9§z of X
The connection V* on 7*X and the connection D on O}*}Z together induce a connection
VD) = V'@ ldps + ld7ex @D

on T*X ®oy O?(Z. The inner product (-, *);, on 7,X and the inner product - on O}‘}Z together
induce an Of(z-valued, O;‘g-bilinear (nonsymmetric) inner product on T*X ®@X0§z by extending
(@) %—bilinearly

W'em!, w*@m?), = (W', W (mpm7),
where w!, w? € T*X and m!, m? € Of(z. The trace map Tr : O;}Z — O§ turns this further to
an O%—valued, O%—bilinear (symmetric) inner product on T*X ®0XO§Z by the post composition
with the above inner product

() = (e, Nn) = Tr(e, D

for «, *' € T*X ®0,0%. By construction, both inner products are covariantly constant with
respect to VD) and they satisfy the Leibniz rules

D< * '/>h = <v(h7D) ) '/>h + <.7 v(h7D) -/>9’
dTr (e, ) = Tr(D(, ) = (VO 4 (e, VD),
for *, *' € T*X ®0,O%.

The sheaf (A\* T*X) ®0,0F of Of-valued differential forms on X

The setting in the previous theme generalizes to the sheaf (A°T*X) R0, OF of O{F-valued

differential forms on X, with the 1-forms w!, w? on X there replaced by general differential

forms o', o2 on X. We will use the same notations
A v*hD) (Y, Tr(-, )

to denote the connection on \* T*X, the connection on (\* T*X) 20,05, the O -valued, O %-
bilinear (nonsymmetric) inner product on (\* T*X) ®0,OF, and the O %-valued, O %-bilinear
(symmetric) inner product on (\*T*X) ®0,OF respectively. They satisfy the same Leibniz
rule as in the case of T*X ®0, 0%

3.2.2 The pull-back tangent sheaf ©*7.Y

This is the main character among the three basic O g—modules and is slightly subtler than u*7,Y
in the commutative case (cf. Remark 3.1.11) or T*X ®¢0,O% in Sec. 3.2.1.

The induced connection and the induced partially-defined inner products

Let Y be endowed with a (Riemannian or Lorentzian) metric g and VY be the Levi-Civita
connection on 7,Y induced by g. The corresponding inner product on 7.Y or its dual 7Y
will be denoted (-, - )4. The induced connection on the dual 7*Y and on the tensor product of
copies of 7,Y and copies of T*Y will be denoted also by VY. The defining features of VY are

VI(vi,v2)g = (VIvi,v2)g + (v1, VIv2), (g be V9-covariantly constant),
Torvs(vi,ve) = Vi ve — Vi,u1 — [v1,v2] = 0 (V9 be torsionless) ,

for all vq, vo € 7,Y.
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Lemma 3.2.2.1. [(D, VY)-induced connection on ¢*7.Y for (x);-admissible (¢, V)] As-
sume that (p, V) is (x1)-admissible. Then, the connection D on Of}z and the connection VI on
T.Y together induce a connection V#9) on ©*T.Y , locally of the form

V@) = Do ldry + ldoy > DY) © V7,

i=1 ay*

Proof. Our construction of an induced connection on ¢*7.Y is local in nature. As long as
a construction is independent of coordinates chosen, the local construction glues to a global
construction. Let U C X be a small enough open set so that ¢(U?) is contained in a coordinate
chart of Y, with coordinate y := (y', --- , y™). Then the local expression

veay .— D Idry + IdO)Ai -ZDSOﬁ(Z/i) ® Vgi_ :
o

i=1 Yt

in the Statement defines a connection on ©*7.Y |;7. We only need to show that it is independent
of the coordinate (y!, --- , ™) chosen.

Let z := (2!, -+, 2") be another coordinate on the chart. Then, for (¢, V) (*1)-admissible,
Db (y") =: (Dyp)y* has a local expression in terms of z

n .
(De)y' = D(¢*(y") = Y D)) @ 55
=1
by Corollary 3.1.5, for i =1, --- , n. It follows that

v(p9)z . D® Ildry +]dOAZ ZD@ )@V,

j=1 920

= Deldny + ldpg - ZDgp (27) ®Zgy vg

— Do liry + Hop Y D)@V,
i=1 oy*

— vp9y

This completes the proof. ]

Consider next the induced inner products on ¢*7,Y. Completely naturally, one may attemp
to combine the multiplication in O and the inner product (-, -), on T.Y to an O%¢-valued,
@) %—bilinear (nonsymmetric) inner product on ¢*7,Y by extending O %-bﬂinearly

(m' @v1, m* @va)g == m'm?® (v1, va)g = m'mPeF((v1, va)g),

where m', m? € Comm (A,) C (’)3‘}2 and v1, v € T.Y and the last equality follows from the
canonical isomorphism
Az Az

However, for this to be well-defined, it is required that

(M ® frvr, m? @ fava)y = (MPQH(f1) @ v, m*e*(f2) ® va)yg,
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ie.
mlngpﬂ (f1f2<7)17 U2>9) = mlgpﬁ(fl)m2(pﬁ(f2)90u(<vl7 U2>9) ’
for all mb, m? € O)A}Z, v1,v9 € T.Y, and f1, fo € Oy. Which holds if and only if

m? € Comm (A,).
What happens if one brings in the trace map Tr : Of}z -0 § ?7 In this case,

Tr(m! ® fivr, m* ® fova)y = Tr(m'm2Q*(fifa(v1,v2)g)) = Tr (W (f1)m'm?o* (falvr,va)g))

by the cyclic-invariance property of Tr while

Tr(m'o* (f1) @ v1, m*@*(f2) @va)g = Tr(m'@*(f1)m> @ (f2(v1,v2)g)) -
The two equal if

either my € Comm (Ay) or mo € Comm (Ay) .

Definition 3.2.2.2. [partially-defined inner product (-, -), on ¢*7.Y] The multiplica-
tion in O}‘}Z and the inner product (-, - )4 on 7,.Y together induce a partially defined, O?}Z—valued,
Og-bilmear (nonsymmetric) inner product on p*T.Y by extending O;(g—bilinearly

1

<m1®vl,m2®v2>g =m m2®<vl,v2>g = m!

m g ((v1, va)g),

where m! € (’)34{, m? € Comm (Ay,) C (’)ﬁéz and v, v2 € T.Y and the last equality follows from
the canonical isomorphism O Ryt 0, Oy =~ O4F.

Definition 3.2.2.3. [partially-defined inner product 7r (-, -), on ¢*7.Y] The multipli-
cation in Of}z, the inner product (-, -), on 7Y, and the tarce map Tr : Of}z — (’);% together
induce a partially defined, O %-valued, O %-bilinear (symmetric) inner product on ¢*T.Y by ex-
tending O ;‘g-bilinearly

T7“<m1 R, m?® va)g = Tr (mlm2 ® (vy, U2>g) = Tr (mlmzwﬁ((vl , U2>g)) ,
where either m! or m? is in Comm (A,), v1, v2 € .Y, and the last equality follows from the
canonical isomorphism (’)f}z ®<pu’oYOy ~ O;}Z.

By construction, both inner products, when defined, are covariantly constant with respect to
V(#9) and one has the Leibniz rules

D(-,-"), = (V) Ny + (—, v(#:9) Ny,
dxTr(~,")g = Tr(D(~,")g) = Tr(V&)— )y Tr(-, V&I,

whenever the (-, "), or Tr(-", "), involved are defined.
The followng lemma is an immediate consequence of Corollary 3.1.5:
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Lemma 3.2.2.4. [sample list of defined inner products for admissible (p, V)] (1) For
(¢, V) (*1)-admissible, the following list of inner products

<77D£Q0>97 Tr<77D§SO>97 TT’(D&QO, 7)9

are defined for £ € T, X.
(2) For (¢, V) (*2)-admissible, the following additional list of inner products

(-, V&) VD Deg)y, Tr( = VD VD Do)y, Tr(VED VP D, ),

are also defined for €,&1, -+, & € Tu X, k € Z>o.

The symmetry properties of the curvature tensor of V(¥9) on O*TY

Let ¢ : (X*,€;V) — Y be a (*2)-admissible map. Let Fy,, be the curvature tensor of the
induced connection V(#9) on ¢*7,Y — the &nd oc (p*T.Y)-valued 2-form on X defined by

Foen(&,&)s = (VEIVED — vpdyed) - ved) )s e o' Ty

for £1,& € T.X and s € p*T.Y. (This is Ox-linear in &, &2, and s and, hence, a tensor on X).
By construction,

Fgon (§1,82) = — Fye.o (§2,61)
for £1,& € T.X. From Lemma 3.2.2.4, the inner products

<vé‘<1pyg)D£3<pv D&;‘P)g ) <ng7g)D53 ) Véf7g)D€4(p>g ’

<vg}’g)vé§’g)D§3@ ) D§4 30>9 ) <FV(<P19) (gla 52)D§3§0 ) D§490>g
are all defined.
Lemma 3.2.2.5. [symmetry property of the curvature tensor of V(©9) on ©*T.Y] For
a (x2)-admissible pair (p, V),

<FV(<P,!I) (617 62)D£3S07 D§4g0>9
= —(Desp, Fytes (£1,€2)Deyp)g + [FV(61,82) 5 (Desps Deyp)gl -

And, hence,

Tr(Fge.9(§1,82)Desp, Deyp)g = — Tr{Deyp s Fyien (§1,82)Desp)g
= = Ir(Fge.0(§1,8)De 0, Deyp)g = Tr{Fge.n(§2,81)De 0, Deyp)g -

Proof. This is a consequence of the Leibniz rule

D=, )y = (VD ), + (=, Vo)),
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for —, -/ € ¢*7.Y, when all inner products involved are defined. In detail,

(Fy(o.0(£1,€2)Deyp, Dey)g

= <(vé<fyg)vg7g) _ véf,g)vé?g) _ VE;’?Q])D&SSO, De, s

= D¢ (V¥ Do, D,y — (V9 Do, V99 De, o)

— De, (V) De,o, Deyo)g + (V9! Do, V9 De, o)
- D[€1,£2]<D§3907 D§490>9 + <D§3907 V[(z’%]D&@g
_ (0.9)w(.9) (2.9) o (.9) (¢,9)
B <D§3SD’ (v§2 v& - v§1 v§2 + v[£17€2})D£490>9
+ (D§1D§2 - DE2D§1 - D[§17€2})<D§3‘p7 D§4‘10>9
after repeatedly applying the Leibniz rule,

= —(Deyp, Fyos (£1,82)Dey0)g + Fp(61,82){(Desp, Deyip)g -

Note that Fp = [Fy, -] on O4. The lemma follows.

Covariant differentiation and evaluation

Lemma 3.2.2.6. [D¢(m®uvf) vs. (Vgo’g)(méév))f] Let¢ € T.X, f € Oy, and m®v € o*T.Y.
Then,

D¢(m®@uvf) = (Vé‘ﬁ’g)(m@v))f +m ZDgSOﬁ(yi) ® (ayi (vf) — (Vgiv)f) .

i=1 oy*

Proof.

De(m@of) = Dg(mcpﬁ(vf)) = Dim®@uf + ZDﬁéﬁﬁ(yi)@ 8?;2(Uf)

while
(vé“”g)(m ®v))f = (ng ®v+ > Dept(y') @ Vgiv) f-
- oy*

7

The lemma follows.

3.2.3 The O%-module T*X ®0, ¢*T.Y, where Dy lives

Assume that (¢, V) is (¥1)-admissible and recall the metric &~ on X and the metric g on Y.
Then the construction in this subsubsection is a combination of the constructions in Sec. 3.2.1

and Sec. 3.2.2.
The connection V" on 7*X, the connection D on (’))A}Z, and the connection V9 on 7,Y

together induce a connection V("9 on 7*X ®oy ¢*T:Y , locally of the form

Vo9 = V@ ldps @ ldry + ldrx @ D" @ ldry + Idrex @ Idpg - Y Dt (y') @ V9,
oy?

i=1

31



Lemma 3.2.2.1 implies that this is independent of the coordinate (y!, ---, y™) on coordinate

charts chosen and hence well-defined

The inner product (-, - ), on 7* X, the multiplication in O4%, and the inner product (-, - )g On
T.Y together induce a partially defined, Of}z -valued, O %—bilinear (nonsymmetric) inner product
on T*X ®o, o7 T.Y by extending O ;-bilinearly

(W' ®mp @ o1, wm? @ va) ()

1 1

= <w ) w2>h : me% ® <U1 ) U2>g = <w1 ) w2>hm1

m® g ((v1, v2)g)

where w!, w? € T*X, m! € O}‘}z, m? € Comm (A,) C Of}z, v1, v2 € T.Y and the last equality
follows from the canonical isomorphism Of}z ®ut, 0, Oy = (’))A}Z. The trace map Tr : O}*}Z -0 §
gives another partially defined, O%-valued, O%-bilinear (symmetric) inner product on T*X ®0
©*T.Y by extending O %-bilinearly

Tr{w' @ mh @ vy, w?m?® V2) (h.g)
= Tr({w', Wy -mimk @ (v, v)y) = Tr(wh, w?)nm'm? o (v, va)g)),

where w!, w? € T*X, either m! or m? is in Comm (A,), v1, v2 € T.Y.
By construction, both inner products, when defined, are covariantly constant with respect to
V(#.9) and one has the Leibniz rules

D(~, NI)(h,g) = (V(h’%g) ~s NI>(h79) + (~, V() NI>(h79)’
dTT< ~ Nl)(h,g) = TT(D< ~, Nl)(h,g))
= Tr(V(h"p’g) ~, N/>(h7g) + Tr{~, v (e9) Nl)(h,g)v

"

whenever the (~", ~")q, oy or Tr(~", ~")q, oy involved are defined.

With all the preparations in Sec. 1-Sec. 3, we are finally ready to construct and study the
standard action for D-branes along our line of pursuit.

4 The standard action for D-branes

We introduce in this section the standard action, which is to D-branes as the (Brink-Di Vecchia-
Howe/Deser-Zumino/)Polyakov action is to fundamental strings. Abstractly, it is an enhanced
non-Abelian gauged sigma model based on maps ¢ : (X% &;V) =Y.

The gauge-symmetry group C*(Autc(E))

Let Autc(E) be the automorphism bundle of the complex vector bundle E (of rank r) over E.
Autc(F) C Endc(FE) canonically as the bundle of invertible endomorphisms; it is a principal
GL,(C)-bundle over X. The set

ggauge = COO(AUt(C(E))

of smooth sections of Autc(FE) forms an infinite-dimensional Lie group and acts on the space of
pairs (¢, V) as a gauge-symmetry group:

gleggauge : (tp,V:d—i—A) — (gépjglvzd_l'_gﬁ)
= (dpg ™", d—(dg)g " + g Ag™")

The induced action of Gyquge on other basic objects are listed in the lemma below:
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Lemma 4.1. [induced action of Gy, on other basic objects] (All the Gyquge -actions
are denoted by a representation pgouge Of Ggauge , if in need.)

(01) on OF : Pgauge (9')(m) = gmg " form e 0.
(02) on induced connections: D=d+[A ‘] — 9D :=d+[94, -].
(1) on T* X @pc OF Pyauge () (W @ M) = w® (¢'mg' ™) =i ¢'(w@m)g' ™"

(2) for o*T.Y :

oY — Ip*T,Y

mev — (¢mgd Hov = ¢dmev)g "

(3) for T*X ®0,¢*TY

T*X @0y 0" .Y — T*X @0, Ip*T.Y

WM — w®(fmg e = Jwomeuv)g !

(4) for covariant differential: Dy — D% = ¢'Dpg .

(5) for pull-push: (9p)°a = ¢ Cag " .

Proof. The proof is elementary. Let us demonstrate Item (2) as an example.
For m®v € ¢*T.Y = Of}z ®¢u’oyﬁY,

-1
Pgauge (9)(M @ V) = pgauge (9) (M) @ v = (g'mg"") @0

since Gyauge acts on T,.Y trivially (i.e. by by the identity map Idy). The only issue is: Where
does (¢'mg'™") ® v now live? To answer this, note that, for f € C°°(Y), on one hand

Poauge (§) (M S fV) = poauge (¢) (M (f) @v) = (¢me(f)g ™) v,
while on the other hand
Pyauge (9)(m @ fv) = (9'mg ™) @ fu,
It follows that

(¢mg ") @ fo
= (¢me* (g N ov = (9mgd ™" gd* (g ) ov = (g’mg’fl-%ﬁ(f)) .

Which says that our section (¢'mg’~') ® v now lives in %*7,Y.
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The standard action for D-branes

Fix a (dilaton field p, metric h) on the underlying smooth manifold X (of dimension m) of the
Azumaya/matrix manifold with a fundamental module (X%, £). Fix a background (dilaton field
®, metric g , B-field B, Ramond-Ramond field C') on the target space(-time) Y (of dimension
n)E| Here, h and g can be either Riemannian or Lorentzian.

Definition 4.2. [standard action = enhanced non-Abelian gauged sigma model]
With the given background fields (p,h) on X and (®,g,B,C) on Y, the standard action
if&ﬁﬁfC;B’c)(go, V) for (*1)-admissible pairs (¢, V) is defined to be the functional
J;®,9,B,C h;®,9,B,C
Sgtpandagi )(907 V) - S'ELZIGS]\/g[* )(907 v)
—  qlph2g) (h;B) (C,B)
T Smap:kinetiﬁ((p’ V) + Sgauge/YM(SO7v) + SCS/WZ(SO>V)

with the enhanced kinetic term for maps

Seh®a) (57) = 2T / Re(Tr<D<p, D<p>(h,g)) voly, + / Re(Tr(dp, <p<>d<1>>h) voly,,
X X

map:kinetic

the gauge/Yang-Mills term
h;B 1
Sqage ) vu(®: V) = =3 /X Re(TrH2m’Fv+<p°BH%) vol,

and the Chern-Simons/Wess-Zumino term
(if (¢, V) is furthermore (*2)-admissible, cf. Remark 2.1.13)

SSats (0. 9) Y T, / Re(Tr(°C n e/ Fo4e®B n \JA(XA) [A(Nxa ) ) ) .
X m

Here,

(0) On Re Note that while eigenvalues of ¢#(f) are all real ([L-Y5: Sec.3.1] (D(11.1)))

for f € Oy, the eigenvalues of D¢ (f), € € T.X, may not be so under the (*;)-Admissible

S(p,h;q%g,B,C)

standard (p, V) are in general

Condition. Thus, Tr(------ ) in the integrand of terms in
C-valued and we take the real part Re Tr(------ ) of it.

(1) The enhanced kinetic term for maps The first summand of S ’hfq).’g) .. defines the
map:kinetic

kinetic energy

h; 1
EY(p) = Sinag)?kmetz‘c(@vv) = 3 Tm—1 /XRe (Tr(D(P’ D(p>(h’g)) voln

of the map ¢ for a given V and, hence, will be called the kinetic term for maps in the
standard action S’gtp éZﬁfﬁi’B’C) (¢, V). When the metric g on Y is Lorentzian, then depending
on the convention of its signature (—,+, --+ +) vs. (+,—, -+ —), one needs to add an
overall minus — vs. plus + sign. In this note, for simplicity of presentation, we choose h
and g to be both Riemannian (i.e. for Euclideanized/Wick-rotated D-branes and space-

time).

2For mathematicians, p is a smooth function on X, ® is a smooth function on Y, B is a 2-form and C is
a general differential form on Y. Such background fields (®, g, B,C) on Y are created by massless excitations
of closed superstrings on Y. The notations for these particular fields are almost already carved into stone in
string-theory literature. Which we adopt here.

34



* The world-volume X“ of D-brane is m-dimensional; T, 1 is the tension of (m — 1)-

* The second summand of S

dimensional D-branes. Like the tension of the fundamental string, it is a fixed constant of
nature.

(p,h;®.9)
map:kineticT

SEZZ’;{?(@) 1= /X Re(Tr<dp7s0°d<1>>h> voly,

will be called the dilaton term of the standard action S(p’h;q)’g’B’C)(go, V).

standard

Note that if let U be small enough and fix a local trivialization of E|y. and assume
that V = d + A with respect to this local trivialization. Then D = d + [A, -] and, over U
with an orthonormal frame (e,),,

Tr(dp, ¢°d®), = Y Tr(dp(e,)De, o (D))
m

> 7 (dpley) (e (@) + [Ale). #(@)]) ) = 3 Tr(dolen) (ens () )

Thus, while ©°d® depends on the connection V, the integrand (Tr (dp, p°d®) h) volp, does
not. This justifies the dilaton term as a functional of ¢ alone.

In contrast, over U with the above setting, Tr (D¢, Dg0>(h7g) contains summand
F([Aen), ()] [Alew), ¢ (7)) ¥ (gij) ) »
Tr ([Alen), ¥ ()] [Alen), #* ()] ¢ (935)
Hooig

which does not vanish in general. Thus, Tr(Dg, Dg) s, 4 does depend on the pair (¢, V).

The gauge/Yang-Mills term S;augZ/YM(go, V) o’ is the Regge slope; 2ma’ is the inverse

to the tension of a fundamental string.

+ Fy is the curvature tensor of the connection V on FE; 2ma/Fy + ¢°B is an (’))A}Z—valued

2-tensor on X; and
|27a’ Fy + ¢° B3 = (21’ Fy + ¢°B, 2md/ Fy + ¢°B);,

from Sec. 3.2.1. Up to the shift by ©°®B, this is a norm-squared of the field strength of

the gauge field, and hence the name Yang-Mills term. Note that in S;augg /YM(QD V), V
couples with ¢ only through the background B-field B. When B = 0, this is simply a

functional S; Lge Jyu(V) of V alone.

* In the current bosonic case, the Yang-Mills functional for the gauge term ghiB) (¢, V)

gauge | YM
can be replaced any other standard action functional, e.g. Chern-Simons functional, in

gauge theories.

The Chern-Simons/Wess-Zumino term S(CS V)VZ(('O’ V) The coupling constant of
Ramond-Ramond fields with D-branes is taken to be equal to the D-brane tension T;,_1.
This choice is adopted from the situation of the Dirac-Born-Infeld action. However, in

the current bosonic case, one may take a different constant. As given here, S (C‘%}BV%/Z (¢, V)

is only formal; the anomaly factor \/A(XAz)/A(NXAz/Y) in its integrand remains to be
understood in the current situation.

35



* The wedge product of Of}z-valued differential forms was discussed in [L-Y8: Sec.6.1]
(D(13.1)). An Ansatz was proposed there in accordance with the notion of ‘symmetrized
determinant’ for an Offz—valued 2-tensor on X in the construction of the non-Abelian
Dirac-Born-Infeld action ibidem. Here, we no longer have a direct guide from the con-
struction of the kinetic term an (ﬁ))km etic(p, V) for maps as to how to define such wedge
products. However, just like Polyakov string should be thought of as being equivalent to
Nambu-Goto string (at least at the classical level) but technically more robust, here we
would think that ‘standard D-branes’ should be equivalent to ‘Dirac-Born-Infeld D-branes’

(at least classically) and, hence, will take the same Ansatz:

Ansatz [wedge product in the Chern-Simons/Wess-Zumino action] We in-
terpret the wedge products that appear in the formal expression for the Chern-

Simons/Wess-Zumino term S(CS /V)Vz(go, V) through the symmetrized determinant that

applies to the above defining identities for wedge product; namely, we require that
(W'A - Aw)(er A -+ ANes) = SymDet (w'(e;))

1 DY

for Of}z—valued 1-forms w-, , w® on X. Denote this generalized wedge product by R.

Then, for lower-dimensional D-branes m = 0,1, 2, 3, it is reasonable to assume that the
anomaly factor is 1 (i.e. no anomaly) and S (C%fvi,z (¢, V) can be written out precisely.

Locally in terms of a local frame (e,), on an open set U C X and a coordinate
(y', ---, y™) on a local chart of Y, one has: (Assuming that B = Z - Bijdyt @ dy,
Bji = —Bij.)

* For D(—1)-brane world-point (m = 0):

Ceo o
Stste(9) = Ty Tr(e°Clo)) = Toa - Tr(¢#(Cp)))
* For D-particle world-line (m = 1): Assume that Cqy = Y_i* | C; dy’ locally; then

Séi}?vz(@) = To/XRE(TT(@oC(l))) ol /RS(TT<Z<P De, ¢ (y i)))del.

Note that as in the case of the dilaton term Séflgtfn) (¢), this is a functional of ¢ alone.

* For D-string world-sheet (m = 2): Assume that C(y) = Z” 1 Cij dy' @ dy’ locally,
with Cij = —Cji; then

Ci0),Ca),B
%ﬁa>wﬂ>=TA&<<%@+w@o»mewm@m»

= Tl/ Re( ( (0(2 +C(0 ) + Walwﬁ(C(o))Fv + Wa/Fngu(C(O))))
X

locall - 1 j
=" T1/UR6 (TT< > ¢ (Cij + Co)Bij) Dey ' (y') Doy ()

ij=1

+7ro/<pﬁ(C’(0)) Fy(e1,e2) + ma' Fy(er,ez) gpﬁ(C(O)) )) el A e?

- EA&W(ZJ@ﬁQﬁm%JM&MW)
ij=1
+27a’ o} (Clo)) Fy (e1, e2) )) el N,

Here, the last identity comes from the effect of the trace map Tr.
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* For D-membrane world-volume (m = 3): Assume that C(yy = > i C; dy’ and C(3) =
sz’kzl Cijk dy' @ dy? @ dy* locally, with Cjjp alternatmg with respect to ¢jk; then

C(1y,C(3y,B R
S(C«S(/lvl/z (3) )( ,V) _ TQ/X RG(TT(QDQC(s) + (‘0°<C(1) /\B) + 2md/ @00(1) A Fy ))
loeally /U Re (Tr( > ©*(Ciji + CiBjk + CjByi + CByj)
5 k=1 ‘Do, 0 (y") D" (47) Deyp*(y%)

b S S (D) ((HC) Dy () Felepen)
(Apv)eSym, i=1 .
+ Fo(ee) 9H(C) Dy (y) ) ) ) €' Ae Ae?

U i i k= @ j
i,5,k=1 D, 0" (y") Dey 0* (y7) Deyp* (yF)

sad YY) (O Dy () Frlenn)))) € At

(Apv)eSymg i=1
Here, the last identity comes from the effect of the trace map Tr.
Their partial study was done in [L-Y8 : Sec.6.2] (D(13.1)).

(4) The background B-field The coupling of (¢, V) with the background B-field B on Y
in the part

(h;B) (C,B)
Sgauge/YM(sp’ V) + Scs/wz(gpa v)

of the standard action means that we have to adjust the fundamental module £ on X
by a compatible “twisting” governed by ¢ and B. With this “twisting”, £ now lives on
a gerb over X. See [L-Y2] (D(5)) for details and further references. However, since the

study of the variational problems in this note is mainly local and focuses on the enhanced
(p,h;®,9)

map:kinetic
the language and expressions simple.

kinetic term for maps S +, we'll ignore this twisting for the current note to keep

Remark 4.3. [other effects from B-field and Ramond-Ramond field] There are other effects to
D-branes beyond just mentioned above from the background B-field and Ramond-Ramond field
that have not yet been taken into account in this project so far; e.g. [H-M1], [H-M2], and [H-Y].
They can influence the action for D-branes as well. Such additional effects should be investigated
in the future.

Theorem 4.4. [well-defined gauge-symmetry-invariant action] FEzcept the anomaly fac-
tor in the Chen-Simons/Wess-Zumino term, which is yet to be understood, the standard action
Sif&ﬁﬁﬁl’&c)(@, V) as given in Definition 4.2 for (x1)-admissible pairs (¢, V) (and S(C%fvlfz (p,V)
for (x2)-admissible (¢, V) ) is well-defined. Assume that the anomaly factor in the Chen-Simons/

Wess-Zumino term transforms also by conjugation as for (’))A}Z under a gauge symmetry, then

S(p’h’q’zgyByc)

standard (cp, V) s tnvariant under gauge symmetries:

S(ph‘b,‘%BC)( v) . S(p,h@gBC)( QD gv)

standard standard

for ¢ € Ggauge = C(Autc(E)).
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Proof. For the kinetic term for maps

1
S;ila?))kznetzc<907v) = §Tm—1 /X Re (T?” (D(,O, D@)(h,g)) voly,,

that it is well-defined follows Lemma 3.2.2.4. Under a gauge transformation ¢’ € Gyauge =
C>®(Autc(E)) and in terms of local coordinates (z!, ---, ™) on X and (y!, -+, y") on Y,

Dt = Tt o 3, = Do X (¢ (P ()0 e -

Thus,
<gb 9;0’ gb g2p>(h,g)

= ZZhW@ (g/ (Dafﬁpﬁ(agi))gl_l . g/(Da%QDﬂ(%))g/ 1) 0, iy

I ]
=D D> (g' (Dafju w”(a‘zi)) g g’(Da%sou(%)) g'_l) ' (gi)g
v 4,g
- 9'(ZZh“” D2, Wu(a?ﬁ') 'Da%‘Pﬁ(a%) "Pﬁ(gij)) g~
w,v 1,3

-1
= gl <D§07 D¢>(h,g) g/

It follows that Tr(9D %, 9D 9Zp>(h7g) = Tr(Dy, Dg) .4 and, hence,

S(h;g) o (gip, g’V) S(h,g) (0, V).

map:kinetic map:kinetic

The other terms in Sgtp aZ ;}%’B C)( , V) do not involve a partially-defined inner product and

hence are all defined. That the integrand inside 7r all transform by conjugation under a gauge
symmetry as for (93‘}2 follows Lemma 4.1.
This proves the theorem.

Remark 4.5. [gauge-fixing condition] As in any gauge field theory (e.g. [P-S]), understanding
(p,h;<1>797B7C)((p V).

how to fix the gauge is an important part of understanding S’ * "~

The standard action as an enhanced non-Abelian gauged sigma model

Recall that, in an updated language and in a form for easy comparison, a sigma model (o-model,
SM) on a (Riemannian or Lorentzian) manifold (Y, g) (of dimension n) is a field theory on a
(Riemannian or Lorentzian) manifold (X, h) (of some dimension m) with

+ Field: differentiable maps f: X — Y,
+ Action functional:

) 1 1 *
Si?gi“?amodel (f) = :l:i /X<df7df>(g,h) volp, = iﬁ/ ||f g”i’l]Olh

y af* deth(z)] d™z
= / Z Z h (@) gi; (f ))35; 8xu |deth(x)| d

pr=11,j=1
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in terms of local coordinates © = (z!, -+, ™) on X and y = (y*, --- , ") on Y; cf. [GM-L] and

see e.g. [C-T] for modern update and further references. (The + sign depends on the signature
of the metric.) At the classical level, this is a theory of harmonic maps; cf. [E-L], [E-S], [Ma],
[Sm].

Back to our situation. To begin with, the kinetic term

Spnapkinetic(#: V) =

map:kinetic

DO +—

Tm_l/ Re (Tr(Dy, Dcp)(h,g)) voly,
b's

(p,h;®,9,B,C)

stondard (¢, V) to be regarded as a sigma model, now based on

qualifies the standard action S
* Field: (*1)-admissible differentiable maps ¢ : (X*#,&;V) = Y.

The fact that S/5%9 ’B’C)(% V) is invariant under the gauge symmetry group

standard

Ggauge = C®(Autc(E)) and that the latter is non-Abelian justify that this sigma model is
indeed a non-Abelian gauged sigma model (nAGSM). However, compared with, for example,
the well-studied d = 2, N = (2,2) (Abelian) gauged linear sigma model, e.g. [H-V] and [Wil],

(0;h;®,9,B,C)
standard

the gauge symmetry of S (¢, V) does not arise from gauging a global group-action

on the target space Y. (For this reason, one may call ng&ﬁﬁng’C)(@,V) a sigma model with

non-Abelian gauge symmetry as well.) For D-branes, its additional coupling to the background
Ramond-Ramond field C' on Y is essential ([Pol]) and, hence, the Chern-Simons/Wess-Zumino
term S (C,C;fvi,z(go, V). Also, we like our dynamical field (¢, V) coupled to the background dilaton
field ® on Y as well so that the essence of the other important action — the Dirac-Born-Infeld

action — for D-branes can be retained as much as we can. This motivates the dilaton term

SYM®) (o). In summary,
misd fesir” c.B @
ngandavzl )((pv V) = S’EL&GS]\? )<907 V) + S(CS/V%/Z (907 V) + S((lli)latog ((P)

h;®,9,B,C
S’r(LZlGSJ\jJF )(QD,V) )

which explains the name enhanced non-Abelian gauged sigma model (nAGSM™).

5 Admissible family of admissible pairs (o7, V1)

In this section we introduce the notion of one-parameter admissible families of admissible pairs
and rephrase the basic settings and results in Sec. 3.2 in a relative format for such a family. Some
curvature tensor computations are given for later use. The natural generalization (without work)
to two-parameter admissible families of admissible pairs is remarked in the last theme of the
section. This prepares us for the study of the variational problem of the enhanced kinetic term
for maps glehi.9) (¢, V) in the standard action glphi®.,B,0) (¢, V) for D-branes.

map:kinetict standard

Basic setup and the notion of admissible families of admissible pairs (¢, VT)

Let T = (—¢,¢) C R!, with coordinate ¢ and ¢ > 0 small, be the one-parameter space and
0¢ := 0/0t and dt be respectively the tangent vector field and the 1-form determined by the
coordinate ¢t on T'. Let (X, F) be a manifold X of dimension m with a complex vector bundle
E of rank r. Recall the structure sheaf Ox of X and the Ox-module & from E.

Consider the following families of objects over T':
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* X7t = X x T, with the structure sheaf Ox, and regarded as the constant family of
manifolds over T' determined by X. Xrp is equipped with the built-in projection maps
pryx : Xr — X and prp: X0 xT — T. For U C X an open set, we will denote by Ur the
corresponding open set U x T'C X x T over T.

* Ty X7 := the tangent bundle of Xp and T,X7 := the tangent sheaf of Xr;
T* X7 := the cotangent bundle of X7 and T*Xp := the cotangent sheaf of Xrp;
T.(Xr/T) := the relative tangent bundle of X1 over T' and
T«(X7/T) := the relative tangent sheaf of X1 over T}
T*(X1/T) := the relative cotangent bundle of X7 over T' and
T*(X1/T) := the relative cotangent sheaf of X7 over T.
When X is endowed with a (Riemannain or Lorentzian) metric h, h induces canonically
an inner-product structure on fibers of T, (X7 /T) and its dual, T*(X7/T'), over T.. These
induced inner-product structure will be denoted by (-, -)j.

* Er := pr E the pull-back vector bundle of E to X7, regarded as the constant 7T-family of
vector bundles over X determined by E; and &7 := pr.€ the corresponding Ox .-module,
regarded as the constant T-family of Ox-modules determined by £.

The projection map pry : X7 — X induces a projection map prg : Er — E between the
total space of bundles in question. Ty Er (resp. T.E7) denotes the tangent space (resp.
the tangent sheaf) of the total space of Erp.

- (XEEr) = (X, (’);A(ZT = EndoggT(ET),é’T), regarded as the constant T-family of Azu-

maya/matrix manifolds with a fundamental module determined by (X%, &). There is a
trace map
Tr : O)A}ZT — OS((:T

as Ox,-modules, which takes Idg, to r.
and take the following notational conventions:

* Through the product structure Xp = X x T, a vector field £ (resp. 1-form w) on X and
the vector field d; on T lift canonically to a vector field (resp. 1-form) on X7, which will
still be denoted by & (resp. w) and 9y respectively.

* For referral, the restriction of X, XiA?, Er, ---p to over t € T will be denoted X4, XtAZ,
E,, -+ respectively.

Definition 5.1. [connection/covariant derivation trivially flat over 7] A connection
VT on Ep (equivalently, connection/covariant derivative VI on &r) is said to be trivially flat
over T if the horizontal lifting of 0, to Ty Er lies in the kernel of the map prg, : T.Epr — TLE.
For such a VT, we will denote the covariant derivative Vgt simply by 0;. The curvature tensor
of VT will be denoted by Fyr.

Note that any connection on E7p is flat over 1" and hence, due to the topology of T', can be
made trivially flat over T after a bundle-isomorphism. Thus the notion of ‘trivially flat’ is only
a notational convenience for our variational problem, not a true constraint. However, caution
that while V7 is always flat over T, its restriction V! to X; varies as ¢ varies in 7. Thus, in
general, Fgr(9;, -) # 0.
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Definition 5.2. [admissible family of admissible pairs (o7, VT)] A T-family of maps with
varying connections from (X4, &) to Y is a pair (o7, VT), where

©T (XAZ,ET) — Y
is a map from (X4, &r) to Y defined contravariantly by a ring-homomorphism
o 1 C(Y) — C®(Endc(Er))

over R C C and V7 is a connection on Er that is trivially flat over 7. (pg_p induces a homomor-
phism
Oy — O%,

between equivalence classes of gluing systems of rings, which will still be denoted by gogr.

Let A, C (’))A}ZT = (’)XT<Im<pg~>. Then (o7, VT) is said to be a (x;)-admissible T-family
of (x;)-admissible pairs if (o7, V1) satisfies Admissible Condition (x;) along T' and Admissible
Condition (x;) along X, for 7,5 =1,2,3.

Example 5.3. [(x2)-admissible T-family of (x;)-admissible pairs| A (x3)-admissible T-
family of (*1)-admissible pairs (o7, V1) is a T-family of maps @7 with a varying connection V7
trivially flat over T such that

(x2) : 8:Comm(Ay,) C Comm(Ayy) — and (1) @ ViA, C Comm(Ap,)

for all £ € To(X7/T). Here, Comm (A, ) is the commutant of A, in Of}ZT.

Three basic Oy, -modules with induced structures

Let X be endowed with a (Riemannian or Lorentzian) metric h and Y be endowed with a
(Riemannian or Lorentzian) metric g. Denote the canonically induced inner-product structure
from h and g on whatever bundle applicable by (-, -), and (-, )4 respectively. Denote the
induced connection on T,(X7/T) and T*(X7/T) by V" and the Levi-Civita connection on 7,V
by V9. The associated Riemann curvature tensor is denoted by R" and RY respectively.

Let (o7, V') be a (*1)-admissible T-family of (¥;)-admissible pairs. The basic O %T—modules
with induced structures from the setting, as in Sec. 3.2, are listed below to fix notations.

(0) O}A}ZT . the noncommutative structure sheaf on X

* The induced connection DT from V7, which is also trivially flat over T,
* An O%T—Valued, O%—bilinear (nonsymmetric) inner product from the multiplication
in O4 ;
XT’
an O;?—Valued, (’)j%—bilinear (symmetric) inner product after the post-composition
with Tr.

- Both inner products are covariantly constant with respect to DT and one has the
Leizniz rules

DY (mpm7) = (D'mp)mi + mpD'mi;
dTr(mim2) = TrDT(mim?)

= Tr ((DTm%)m%) + Tr (m%p DTmQT) .
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(1) T(X7/T) ®@XTO§zT : (’)QZT -valued relative 1-forms on X1 /T
- The induced connection VI:"P") .= Vh @ Id + Id ® DT trivially flat over T
* An O)A}ZT—valued, O%T—bilinear (nonsymmetric) inner product (-, *)p;
an O %-valued, O $-bilinear (symmetric) inner product 7r (-, * ).
(h,DT)

* Both inner products are covariantly constant with respect to V7 and one has

the Leibniz rules
DT(x, )y = (VWP Wy g (o, WRODD
dTr(+, )y = Tr(DT(+, ")) = Tr(VEODT ey g (e gD,

for +, " € T*(Xr/T) ®0XTO§}ZT.
(2) p7T.Y = O)A}ZT ®@§~,0Y7;Y : O;}ZT -valued derivations on Oy

* The induced connection V¢7:9) .= DT @ Id + Id - 31, DTtpﬁT(yi) ® VY, (inlocal

expression), trivially flat over T'. "

* A partially defined Of}ZT—valued, O $-bilinear (nonsymmetric) inner product (-, *)g;
a partially defined O $-valued, O $-bilinear (symmetric) inner product Tr (-, - ),.

* Both inner products, when defined, are covariantly constant with respect to V2>(#7:9)
and one has the Leibniz rules

DT(—, N, = (VDlero) .y (- yTlere) ny
dTr(-, ")y = Tr(DT(~, ")) = T(VPEr9— ) 4 Tr(-, VHEro )
whenever all (-, "), and Tr(-", "), involved are defined.
(3) T(X1/T) ®ox, 7 T:Y : (OQZT -valued relative 1-form)-valued derivations on Oy
This is a combination of the construction in Item (1) and in Item (2).

* The induced connection

Vhthers) = Yh@ld@ld + d D" @ Id + 1d @ 1d - DTk (y) @ V9,

i=1 oy*

(in local expression), trivially flat over 7.
* A partially defined Of}ZT—Valued, @ j(é—bﬂinear (nonsymmetric) inner product (-, *),g);
a partially defined O;?—valued, O%-bilinear (symmetric) inner product Tr (-, *)(,g)-

* Both inner products, when defined, are covariantly constant with respect to V1>(h:#7.9)
and one has the Leibniz rules

DT< ~, N/>(h,g) = <VT’(’MOT’9) ~y N,>(h,g) + <N) VT’(h’wT’g) N/>(h,g)v

dTr(~, Vg = Tr(DT{(~, ~ng)
_ TT'(VTa(hv(PTag) ~, N/>(h,g) + Tr{~, v (her.9) N,>(h,g)a

whenever the (~", ~")q, oy and Tr{~" ~") o involved are defined.
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Curvature tensors with 0; and other order-switching formulae

Let (o7, VT) be a (#1)-admissible T-family of (x;)-admissible pairs. A very basic step in (par-
ticularly the second) variational problem involves passing J; over a differential operator on X;’s.
In general, a curvature term appears whenever such passing occurs. In this theme, we collect
and prove such formulae we need.

First, passing 0; over a differential operator usually means the appearance of a curvature
term by the very definition of a curvature tensor:

Lemma 5.4. [curvature tensor with ;] Let (pr,V?) be a (x1)-admissible T-family of
(*1)-admissible pairs. Let & be a vector field on an open set U C X small enough so that
o1 (U#2) is contained in a coordinate chart on'Y, with coordinates (y*, --- ,y"). The standard
lifting of & to Ur is denoted also by . Note that, by construction, [0;,&] = 0 and all our
connection V' in Theme ‘Three basic O)A}z—modules with induced structures’ are trivially flat;

hence, Fv.(ﬁt,f) = 8tVé — Vé@t. One has the following curvature expressions with 0y on the
basic Ox, -modules: (Below we adopt the convention that the Riemann curvature tensor from a

metric is denoted by R while the curvature tensor of a connection in all other bundle situations
is denoted by F.)

(01) For sections wr of T*(X1/T): Ryn(0:&)wr = 8tV2wT — V?@th = 0.

(02) For sections mp of O)‘??T: Fpr(0, &) mp = 3thmT — DgTatmT = [(6:VT)(&),m7] .
As a consequence of this, if (o1, V7T) is furthermore a (x2)-admissible T-family of
(*2)-admissible pairs, then

OFT)E) € Innf, (OF)  ie (BT An) C Comm(Ag).

(1) For sections wp @ mr of T*(X7/T) ®ox., O?}ZT :
FVT,(h,DT) (ata f) (wT X mT)

= 3tV5T’(h’DT)(WT ®mr) — VgT’(h’DT)at(wT ®@mr) = wr @ [(8,V")(&), mr].

(2) For sections mp @v of p5T.Y = O)A}ZT Bt oy T.Y :

(v on the coordinate chart of Y above, with coordinates (y*, --- , y™))

Fyr.tor.n (0,6 (mr @v) = 8V " (mg @v) — Vi "9, (mp @ v)

= [V € mr]@v + mp Y [0 VT)E) ¢ (y)] @ VI, v

- ayt
=1 v

. (P2 W) a6 © V% % v = 00 (17) DEG ) &% 77, ).

J ayt ayt ayJ
ig=1 dy Y y Y

If (o7, V1) is furthermore a (x2)-admissible T-family of (x1)-admissible pairs, then the
last term has a Y -coordinate-free form

The last term = my Z@ttpT Dg(pT( D) ®Rg(%, 88-) v = myp (($FR?)(9,€))v
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(3) For sections wr @ mr @ v of T*(Xp/T) @ pT.Y = T(Xr/T) ®ox, OQZT ®<p”T,(9y T.Y :
(v on the coordinate chart of Y above, with coordinates (y*, -+, y") )
FVTV(MPTYQ) (&:, 5)(WT K mr ® U)
_ 8tV§T,(h,g0T,g) (wr @ mr ®@v) — VT,(h,cpT,g)at (wr ® mp ®@v)

= wr® (FVT»<<PT»9) (0, &) (mr @ U)> '

Proof. Statement (0;) follows from the fact that X is a constant family over T'. Statement (02),
First Part, follows from a computation with respect to an induced local trivialization of Ep from
a local trivialization of £

athmT = at(fmT+[AVT(€)va]>
= &ymr + QA (€),mr] + [Ayr(€),0ymr] = DIdmr +[(0,V7)(€), mr)].

For Second Part, if (¢7, V) is furthermore a (*3)-admissible T-family of (*3)-admissible pairs,
then for f1, fa € Oy, by First Part and the (*2)-Admissible Condition,

[0V (E), D ()], D (f2)] = [0:DT D5 (f1), P (f2)] — [DEOh(f1), 5 (f2)] = 0

Which says that (9,V7)(¢) € Innf*Tl)((’)f}zT).

Statement (1) is a consequence of Statement (0;) and Statement (03). Statement (3) is a
consequence of Statement (01) and a property of the induced connection on a tensor product
of (’);%T—modules with a connection. Let us carry out Statement (2) as a demonstration of the

covariant differential calculus involved.
Let mp ® v € 95 T.Y. Then, by Statement (02),

8tv£T(<PT9)(mT®v) = 8t<D5 mr@u + mTZDS o7y )®Vgiv)
oy*

= (Dfoymr +[(8:VT)(€),mr]) ®v + (Dfmr Z@tcpﬁT(yi)(EQVgiv

EY

+0mn) S D) &V 0+ mr 3 (DL + (0F7)(E): i) © T v

ayt

+mTZDg<PT 8t<PT( j)®v%vgiv

oy?
while

VZ’(“OT’Q)Bt(mT(X)U) = VgT’(“OT’g) (8tmT®v + mTZZ?t(pﬁT(yi) ®V‘i%v)
= D{omr@v + (Oimr) ZDg oy )®Vgiiv + (ngT)ZaWﬁT(yi)@va%iv

+mTZD§8t<pT( )®Vg U+mTZat(,OT )D5<pT( )®Vg %

J Er
Z] oy Y

Thus,

For.or.0 (0, &) (mr @v) = (9, V1m0 — vI-(e1:9)9,) (mp @ v)
= [OVD© mrl@v +mr ) [V, eh )] & Vg v

+mTZ(D5 )0 () © V%0 VY, v — Oy ) DTG (') © V0, V9, v)

oyJ Byt ay? ayJ
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as claimed, after a relabeling of 4, j.

If (o7, VT) is furthermore a (*3)-admissible T-family of (%1 )-admissible pairs, then Dgcpgﬂ(y )
and 8t<pgp(yj ) commute since [DngoﬁT( 9, goﬁT(yj )] = 0 by the (%1)-Admissible Condition along X
and, hence,

0 = &D{PL) ¢ry))
= [0D{eh(y), P (y')] + [DEPh(Y), 0 (y’)] = [DER(Y'), 0 (y)]
by the (*;)-Admissible Condition along X and the (*2)-Admissible Condition along 7. The last

summand of Fyr (o7, (04, &)(mr ® v) is then equal to

mr Y0 ()DL et @ (V0 V0o = V2o V1o Jo = mr ((65.79)(0,6) v
This proves the lemma.
O

The following lemma addresses the issue of passing 0; over the covariant differential Dpr of
7. Though such passing is not a curvature issue in the conventional sense, it does carry a taste
of curvature calculations.

Lemma 5.5. [0;DT o versus VI#1:90,07] Let (o1, V) be a (%1)-admissible T-family of
(*1)-admissible pairs. With the above notation and convention, let £ be a vector field on X.

Then, for a chart of Y with coordinates (y', ---, y™), one has
n
T? b 3
oDl or = VI D000 — (ad @ V)oe, DEor + > [(OiVT)E), Phy)] @ 7.
i=1
Here, only as a compact notation,
n
(ad @ V9)opr Dipr = Y [0 (W"), DS ()] @ VYo 55
ij=1 ot
0
= — Z [DEGH (W), 0" ()] ®vga% og = —(ad @V pr, der.
i,j=1 Y

If (o1, VT) is furthermore a (%2)-admissible T-family of (x2)-admissible pairs, then the last
term has a Y -coordinate-free expression

ad (5,97)(¢)PT

Proof. Under the given setting and by Lemma 5.4 (02),
o

Bth pr = 8t(ZD§ O (y') ® ayi)

= - (D{oh () + [0V T)(E), o (v) o () © v, 2

OyJ
i Y

while

T.(or, T.(er, ' 8
V! (er g)ath = Vv, (er g)<zat80ﬁT(y ) ® 8yi>

i 2] i j
= Y pDlodh) e i + Y oy ) DI h(y) © V7,
i %]

Byd

oyt *
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Thus,

5'th§0 _ V?(WT,Q)ats&T
= Z[(a V) (), b (1)) ® 5o

+ZD§SDT at‘PT( eV, ZatWT g@g“( NV,

8y7 oy

ay

Either apply the identity VY, ‘Z =V’ "o 6 = to the second term and relabeling i, j of the third,
ByJ 3y

or apply the identity VY, =V, 8 - to the third term and relabeling 7, j of the second,

ayd 6y ay*
ZD 5 (") 0rh (y )®V9 2 Za ()@ VY, =2
¢ ey tWT o7 (Y gSDT 325 0
- Z[ngaT( i),aﬂpT(yﬂ)]@viiia—w (= (adeV)prooer )
= —Z[atwgﬂ(yi)ngTw”T(yj)]é@Vi%% (:Z —(ad@Vg)a,ngTsoT).

This proves the First Statement in Lemma.
The Second Statement in Lemma is a consequence of Corollary 3.1.10 and Lemma 5.4 (02).

This proves the lemma.
O

Before continuing the discussion, we introduce a notion that is needed in the next lemma.

1
Definition 5.6. [half-torsion tensor Tt 07’%’;] Recall the torsion tensor Tory of a connection
V' onY
Torv:(vi,v2) = Vﬁ)l V2 — VZQ v1 — [v1,v2]

for v1,v9 € T.Y. For the Levi-Civita connection V9 associated to a metric g on Y, Torys =0
by construction. Thus, in this case, for a ® € C*°(Y),

(Vgl Vo — 1)11)2)(1) = (VgQ v — 1)2’1)1)(1)
for vy, vy € T.Y. This defines a symmetric 2-tensor on Y’

1
Tor2,” © T.Y xy .Y —» Oy
(Ulav2) — (Vgl vy — Ulvg) P

)

called the half-torsion tensor of (the torsion-free connection) V9 associated to ® € C°(Y').

The following lemma addresses the issue of passing 0; over ‘evaluation of an Of}ZT—Valued
derivation on C*°(Y")’, and another similar situation:

Lemma 5.7. [at((Dgng)CI)) versus (8thg0T)<I); Dg((@ttpT)CD) versus (VgT’(wT’g)ﬁtgoT)CI)]
Let (o7, V7T) be a (%1)-admissible T-family of (*1)-admissible pairs. Continue the notation and
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convention in Lemma 5.4. Under the canonical isomorphism Oy @ 4 Oy Oy ~ OQZT,
Oy ((DgSOT)(I))

L) @ (22 - (vgi_%yb)
i,j=1 o
IR

(8tD£ (PT (I) + Z D§ (pT )GtcpT( ) ®<

(ath cpT)<1> - (goTTor

and

D&T((O#PT)(I))

2,7=1
1
_ (Vg’(@T’g)atSDT)q) — ((’D% TOT%’(I)) (8t7£)

Proof. For the first identity,

(VEerD00r)® + 3 ah ) DI () o (

0,((DLor)®) = at(ZD5 oh(y <I>)
= ZathgaT@ay‘I) + ZD5<PT )0l (y )®%3§i
while
(@D or)d = (atZDg Phly) @ oo )@
(Y anlviw) e g + 2 DL ) @V g7 )P
Thus,
0 ((Df pr)®) — (8D or)®
ZDg (") deph(y7) ® (% - V% 8‘31.)(1)
ZDg o7y atSDT( N ® (aiyz% - Vi%a%j)q) = <@TT0TV9 )(€, %)
and the first identity follows
For the second identity,
D¢ ((Dupr)®) = (Zat<PT )® ay )
= ZDgTﬁtsoT(y ) ® ayi(b + Zat@T )Df <PT( ) ® 3%;‘331'(1)
% 1,7
while

(VZ’(wT’g)atQDT)Q _ ( (e1,9) Z@tQOT ® dy? )<I>
(ZDgatSQT .

® 507 + Z Dl (y

YD) @V, 5 )o.

ayJ y
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Thus,

DI ((depr)®) — (V¢ ¥ 00r) 0

90 9
= Zaﬂ"T D{¢irly )®(a_yjayi _Vi).ayiﬁ’

Zam YIDIG () @ (s — Vi 5 )® = — (5 Tor&))(00,6)

and the second identity follows.
This proves the lemma.

Remark 5.8. [for (x2)-admissible family of (*1)-admissible pairs] If (o1, V1) is furthermore
a (*2) admissible T-family of (x1)-admissible pairs, then, as in the proof of Lemma 5.4 (2),
D€ @T( %) and 8tgogﬂ(yj) commute for all ¢, j. In this case,

(¢° TorZl)(€,01) = (¢° Tordy)(0r,€).

Two-parameter admissible families of admissible pairs

Let T = (—¢,¢)? € R?, € > 0 small, be a two-parameter space with coordinates (s,t). The
setting and results above for one-parameter admissible families of admissible pairs generalizes
without work to two-parameter admissible of admissible pairs. In particular,

Definition 5.9. [two-parameter admissible family of admissible pairs] A (x2)-admissible
T-family of (x1)-admissible maps is a (*1)-admissible map @7 : (Xﬁ‘?, Er;VT) = Y, where Er is
trivially flat over 7', such that 9; Comm A, C Comm (A,,) and 0;Comm A, C Comm (Ay,).

The following is a consequence of the proof of Lemma 3.2.2.5:

Lemma 5.10. [symmetry property of Tr(Fgr .0 (0s,52)00T, D cpT>] Let
7 (XE ErVT) = Y be a (x9)-admissible T-family of (+1)- admzsszble maps. Let §2,&4 € TL X
and denote the same for their respective lifting to T.(Xp/T). Then,

Tr{Fgr,or.0 (0s, §2) 00T, D5T4<,0T>g = — Tr(0wor, Fyrer.9)(0s,&2)Deyipr)g
= —1r <FVT7(<PT,9) (65752)D£@Ta at‘PT>g = Tr <FVTa(<PT79) (527 S)D§4S0T7 a1590T>g .

Proof. Let & be & or &. Since 9;Comm (A,.) C Comm (A, ) and and ¢ Ay, € Comm (Ay,),
both 83D5T<pT and 0s0ypr lie in Comm (A, ) ®t 0, TxY . Locally explicitly,

9 .
yZ7

85D§T¢T = ZaDE‘PT ®ay +ZD§SDT )8890%“( NV,
i,

2y7
~ 9
0.0r0r — Za (o ®ay + D 0 (y') Ol (y) © V7o 5

oyd
i3 Y
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Now follow the proof of Lemma 3.2.2.5, but under only the (*;)-Admissible Condition on

(@T,VT), to convert Tr(Fgr,(op.0) (s, &2) 0o Dg;go;p)g to Tr(ower, FVT,@T,Q)(E?S,&)D&@T)Q.
Since Tr(—, -")4 is defined as long as one of -, - is in Comm (Ay,) Rt o T.Y, one realizes
T

that all the terms that appear in the process via the Leibniz rule are defined except

— (VLT dor , 0.DL 1)y + Tr(00ipr . Vi, T DL or)g .

Under the additional (*2)-Admissible Condition on (7, V1) along T', both 8SD£T4 o7 and 0501
now lie in Comm (Ayp,) ®1 0, T<Y; and the above two exceptional terms become defined.
The lemma follows.
O

6 The first variation of the enhanced kinetic term for maps and

Let (¢, V) be a (*1)-admissible pair. Recall the setup in Sec.5. Let T = (—¢,¢) C R!, for some
e > 0 small, and (o7, V') be a (;)-admissible T-family of (*;)-admissible pairs that deforms
(0, V) = (1, VT)|t=0. We derive in Sec. 6.1 and Sec. 6.2 the first variation formula of the newly
introduced enhanced kinetic term for maps

. 1
glehi®.9) (p,V) = 3 m_l/XRe Tr{Dy, D) p.q) volp + /XRe Tr{dp, ¢°d®), voly,

map:kineticT

in the standard action for D-branes. As the ‘taking the real part’ operation Re(------ ) is a
Ox-linear operation and can always be added back in the end, we will consider

. 1
Sens (o, V)C = m—l/ Tr(D¢, D) (pq) voln + / Tr{dp, ¢*d®)y voly
X

map:kinetict 2 ¥

so that we don’t have to carry Re around.

The first variation of the gauge/Yang-Mills term is analogous to that in the ordinary Yang-
Mills theory and the first variation of the Chern-Simons/Wess-Zumino term is an update from
[L-Y8: Sec.6] (D(13.1)). Both are given in Sec. 6.3 under the stronger (*2)-Admissible Condition.

6.1 The first variation of the kinetic term for maps
Recall the (complexified) kinetic energy Evt(gpt)(c of o for a given V!, t € T := (—¢,¢),

t h; 1
EY' () = St e, V)E = 5 T /X Tr(D'r, D'e") g vol.

As t varies, with a slight abuse of notation, denote the resulting function of ¢ by

T h; 1
EY (o) = Sﬁna?,?kmetic(SOT,VT)C =3 m—l/X Tr(D" o1, DT or) t.q) volp,

with the understanding that all expressions are taken on X; with ¢ varying in 7.
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Let U C X be an open set with an orthonormal frame (e,),=1,...,m- Let (e"),=1,...,m be the
dual co-frame. Assume that U is small enough so that @7 (U#?) is contained in a coordinate

chart of Y, with coordinates (3!, ---, ™). Then, over U,
d 1
— v (@T)C = - Tm—l/ 8t Tr <DT(pT, DTQDT>(h,g) UOlh
dt 2 U

1
= 3 m,l/ Trd (D" o1, DT or) gy voln
U

1 m
= 5Tm_l/ Tr@tZ<D goT,D <pT> voly,
U
p=1

= Tm,1/ Tr Z@tDZ ¢r, DI or)g volp
v : :
= Tos / Tr ) (Ve D 0pr, DE pr)g voln
U
“w

+ Tt /U Tr Z((ad ®V9)D€T“¢T8tg0T, DZ:L<PT>9 volp

+ T 1/ Z BtV en), ¥ (y")] @ 5%, DL or) g voln

= (I1) + (12) + (13).

(L1) = Tmn- 1/ ZTT e (Opr, DL or)g — (B, Vr;:;((pT’g)DeT,‘@ﬂg) voly,

= Tm_l/UZeHTT@t@T, DZ:L<PT>9 volp, + Tm_l/UTM(')tng, —EMVZ;(SDT,Q)DZ;QDTM vol},
m

= (L11) + (L1.2).

Summand (I.1.1) suggests a boundary term. To really extract the boundary term from it,
consider the T-family of C-valued 1-forms on U

O‘a,at<p;p) = Tr(@tcpT,DTcpT)g,

which depends C>°(U)C-linearly on ;7. Let

f(jf,am) = Z (TT(GWT, Dz;tpT)g> e

pn=1
be the T-family of dual C-valued vector fields of a(I dypr) O1 U with respect to the metric h.
Note that {I dypp) depends C*°(U)%linearly on d;p7 as well. Then

(I.1.1) = Tm—l/UZ€M<§(7;,at<pT)’€M>hwlh

= T 1/ Z IaﬁDT , eu)p volp, + Tm_l/U@aawT), Zuvgueu)hvolh.

The first term is equal to

Tm_l/U(— div §(LawT))volh = T /dlfIaﬁaT volp, = Tym_1 /8UZ£(I atw)volh,
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which is the sought-for boundary term, whose integrand satisfies the requirement that it be
C>(U)C-linear on dypr. The second term is equal to

T
Tm—l/U Tr{ower, DZH ngeNQOT)g volp,

by construction, which is C°°(U)®-linear in d;pr and hence in a final form.

The integrand of Summand (I.1.2) is already C°°(U)C-linear in 97 and hence in a final
form.

Summand (I.2) can be re-written as

(L.2) = — m_l/UTrZ<(ad ®Vg)awTDeTu<pT,Dg;g0T>gvolh.

Thus, its integrand is already C°°(U)C-linear in d;¢7 and hence in a final form.
Finally, since the built-in inclusion Og C Of}z identifies (’)g with the center of (’)ﬁz, Summand
(1.3) is C>°(U)%-linear and hence in its final fom.

Altogether, we almost complete the calculation except the issue of whether all the inner
products Tr(*, ), that appear in the procedure are truly defined. For this, one notices that
wherever such an inner product appears above, at least one of its arguments is either dypr or
DT LT for some p. It follows from Lemma 3.2.2.4 that they are indeed defined.

In summary,

Proposition 6.1.1. [first variation of kinetic term for maps] Let (o1, V7T) be a (*1)-
admissible T-family of (x1)-admissible pairs. Then,

d d

T 1
ﬁEv (QOT)(C = it <2Tm1/UT7"<DT‘PT> DTSOT>(h,g) UOlh)

= Tm_1 Z.ST UOlh
oU (L oter)

+ Tm—l/ TT<8t<PT, ( YV ew - ZM 1VT(LPT’9)DT)90T> volp

= T 1/ TTZ ((ad ®V9)oypr D2, o1, D, 01)g w0l
pn=1

+ Tm- 1/ Z > 1@V ) (e 9 (y')] @ 5 s Dyspr)g vol

,u,lzl

Here, the first summand is the boundary term with 5&(%%) = ZL”:l(Tr(@tgoT,DacpT}g)eu

C>®(U)C-linear in Oypr; the integrand of the second and the third terms are C°°(U)C-linear in
Orpr and their real part contribute first-order and second-order terms to the equations of motion
for (p,V); the integrand of the last term is C>°(U)C-linear in O,V and its real part contributes
terms, first order in @ but zeroth order in the connection 1-from of V, to the equations of motion
for (v, V) in addition to those from the first variation of the rest part of S;{;ZZ’?%B C)(@,V).
These lower-order terms contribute to the equations of motion for (v, V) but do not change the

stgnature of the system.

o1



Remark 6.1.2. [for (x2)-admissible T-family of (x2)-admissible pairs] If furtheremore (p, V) is
(x9)-admissible and (@7, V7) is a (x9)-admissible T-family of (*2)-admissible pairs that deforms
(¢, V), then the third summand of the first variation formula in Proposition 6.1.1 vanishes and
the fourth/last summand has a Y-coordinate-free form

Tin—1 /U Z <ad(8tVT)(eH)(pT? DZLQOT>Q volp, .
pn=1

In this case, the first variation with respect to ¢ alone (i.e. setting 9;V? = 0), cf. the first two
summands, takes the form of a direct formal generalization of the first variation formula in the
study of harmonic maps; e.g. [E-L], [E-S], [Ma], [Sm].

6.2 The first variation of the dilaton term

We now turn to the (complexified) dilaton term in glphi®..B, C)(go, Vv)C.

standard

Let or : (X*,E7;VT) = Y be a (*;)-admissible T-family of (x;)-admissible pairs. Then,
over an open set U C X,

szfiffg (‘PT)(C = /U Tr{dp, ©7d®), voly,
= T i # 8@
2 <dp(eu) ;D%@T(y ) e (83/? )) voly,

_ /UTr (Z dp(e,) ((Dg;w)cp)> voll,

NE

Tr

I
S~

1

d Jhy®
%S;Zlator)L((pT / TT’de €u at((l) SDT) )volh
p=1

/U Tr de(e#) ((5‘th:ch7~)¢> volp,
/TTdeeH ZD at@T( )®<8‘Zj y

1,7=1

= (IL1) + (IL2).

The integrand of Summand (I1.2) is C°°(U)%-linear in d;pr and hence in a final form.

(IL.1) = /UTTZd'O(eM>((VeT;(wT’g)atQDT)(I)) voly
_ /UTTZdP(eu) (((ad ®V9)3t¢TDZM<pT)fI)> voly,

+ /Terp (e) ((Z (0.7 )(e,), Phl)] @ 2 ) @) vl

= (IL11) + (IL1.2) + (I1.1.3).

Both Summand (II.1.2) and Summand (II.1.3) vanish since

Tr([a,blc) = 0 if [b,c] =0
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for r X r matrices a, b, c.

(I.1.1) = /Terp eu) De, ((Opr)®)) volp,

_ / Terp (en) Z Aty () ® (8‘2”%@ - (V%iagj><1>> volp,

i,j=1

= (II.1.1.1) + (H.1.1.2).

The integrand of Summand (I1.1.1.2) is C*°(U)C-linear in 0y and hence in a final form. It
can be combined with Summand (I1.2) to give

(IL1.1.2) + (I1.2)

/ Trzdp en) > 10k ('), DI o (y) ® (fya‘;}@ - (Vgav %) <I>> voly,,

7,7=1

which again vanishes due to Tr.

(IL1.1.1) = /Ude(eﬂ)TrDz;((atgoT)qJ)volh

/U Z dp(ep) e, Tr((Ovpr)®) vol

/Uz#:eu (dp(eu) Tr(((‘)tgoT)q))) voly, — / (Zeﬂdp eu ) Tr((Oppr)®) volp

= (IL1.1.1.1) + (IL1.1.1.2)

The integrand of Summand (I1.1.1.1.2) is C°°(U)%-linear in ;1 and hence in a final form.
To extract the boundary term from Summand (I1.1.1.1.1), consider the T-family of C-valued
1-forms on U

O‘al,atw) = dp Tr((Oper)®) ,
which depends C*°(U)C-linearly on ;7. Let

m

f%;LaﬂPT Z(dp e” ) Tr((Ovpr)® )) €u

pn=1

be the T-family of dual C-valued vector fields of ozEFH Brpr) O U with respect to the metric h.
Note that §(7£I o) depends C*(U)C-linearly on d;pr as well. Then

(I1.1.1.1.1)

/Zeu E0Loipr) » ) VO

/ Z ggl,atS@T) ’ 6H>h volp, + /U<£(TH78WT) ) ZN Vﬁue,)h volp,

The first term is equal to

— ) T = ] =
/U( div 5(11, 3t¢T)) volp /UdZQTH,fwT) voln / 25(11 der) voln
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which is the sought-for boundary term, whose integrand satisfies the requirement that it be
C>(U)C-linear in 0y . The second term is equal to

/Udp(zuvgﬂeu) Tr((Ovpr)®) voly,

by construction, which is C°°(U)%-linear in d;p7 and hence in a final form.
In summary,

Proposition 6.2.1. [first variation of dilaton term| Let (¢7,V7) be a (*1)-admissible
T-family of (x1)-admissible pairs. Then,

d (p,h@)( T)C

d
dt " dilaton ¥ = I Ir <d,0, @%dq)>h volp,

dt J,,

= /aU ZE(T;I,atsoT)UOZh
+ /U(d,o(zl’levgue”) — Zzlzleudp(eu)) Tr ((Ospr)®) ol y, .

Here, the first summand is the boundary term with fgl’awT) = > e (dpley) Tr((Owpr)®))ep

C>®(U)C-linear in dypr; the integrand of the second summand C™(U)C-linear in dypr and they
contribute additional zeroth-order terms to the equations of motion for (p,V). In particular,
while the dilaton term of the standard action modifies the equations of motion for (¢, V), it does
not change the signature of the system.

6.3 The first variation of the gauge/Yang-Mills term and the Chern-Simons/
Wess-Zumino term

To make sure that differential forms on Y of rank > 2 are pull-pushed to (O4¢-valued-)differential
forms on X (cf. Lemma 2.1.11), we assume in this subsection that ¢ : (X4, &r; VT) — YV is a
(#2)-family of (x2)-admissible maps. (Note that as the gauge/Yang-Mills term is defined through
a norm-squared, (;)-admissible family of (x;)-admissible (¢7, V) is enough for the derivation
of the first variation formula of the gauge/Yang-Mills term but the result will be slightly messier.)

6.3.1 The first variation of the gauge/Yang-Mills term

Let (e1, -+, em) be an orthonormal frame on U. Then, over U,
h;B 1
S;augg/YM@T’ VT)C = —3 /U Tr||27a’ For + ¢5B||3 voly,

1 2
= — §/U Tr Z ((27ro/FvT + p7B)(ey, el,)) volp, .
/J/?V

Applying the following basic identities:
OiFgr(en,e,) = DI ((0:V')(e)) — D ((0:V")(en) — BV ) ([lew e]),

O (95 B) (e ) = Z&s(wﬁT(Bij))DisDﬂT(yi)DZ,soﬁT(yj)
Y8 (DEagh () + [T, )] ) DL )

T Zqu(Bij)Dgtw”T(yi)(DeTﬁt@”T(yj) + [(atVT)(eu),wﬂT(yj)]) :
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and proceeding similarly to Sec. 6.1, one has the following results.

d . 1 2
@S;Z;i)/YM(‘PWVT)C = — §/U Tr(“)tz ((27ro/FvT —i—go%B)(eu,el,)) volp,

pov

= _ / Tr Z@t((%ro/FvT + @%B)(eu,ey)) - ((271'0/FVT + w%B)(eu,ey))volh
v

= - / TTZQWO/at(FvT(G#,GV)) . ((27ra'FvT + cp%B)(eu,eyovolh
U

"%
- / Trzat(go%B(e#,eu)) . <(27T()/FvT + @%B)(e#,el,))volh
U

= (IIL1) + (II1.2).

(II1.1) = —/ TrZQwa’Bt(FvT(e#,e,,))~((27ra'FVT+<p°TB)(eH,eV))volh
U

- /U Trg(DZ;(@vT)(eu)) = DL(09")(en) = (@09 )(ew e))

~((27r0/FVT + ¢7B)(e,, el,)> voly,

= 747ra'/ gt volp,
U (11,0, vT)y

- 47ro// Tr Z(ath)(eu) . ( (2md/ Fyr + @OTB)(ZHVZ“%, ey)
v v

- Z Dz:" (2ma/ Fgr + ¢7B)(eu,€0))
n

— 53 (lens ex)) 2o’ For + 95 B) ey ex) ) vols.
739

Here,

éallﬁzVT) = Z Tr ((GtVT)(el,) - (2rd' Fyr + ©5B)(ep, el,)) eu € '7;(UT/T)(C
1V

is OF-linear in 9;V''; and the second summand contributes to the equations of motion for (¢, V).

The latter are standard terms from non-Abelian Yang-Mills theory with additional terms from
<

¢°B.

(I.2) = - /U Tr Z@t(go%B(e#,ey)) . ((27TavaT + @%B)(eu,ey))volh

= - /U Yy <Z3t(@uT(Bij))DeTu@”T(yi)DeTuwﬂT(yj)
B (DL agh () + [T (e), S)] ) DL )
+ Zw”T(Bij)ngw”T(yi)(DeTﬁtwﬁT(yj) + [(&VT)(EV),JT(@/J')]))

.((27TO/FVT + ¢7B)(ep, e,,))volh
= (II1.2.1) ++ ((IIL2.2.1) + (1IL.2.2.2)) + (II1.2.3.1) + (II1.2.3.2)

in the order of the appearance of the five summands after the expansion.
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(I11.2.1)

/ T 373 04 (64 (By)) DT b (5) DT ()

pv i
.((27T0/FVT + ©5B)(ep, ey))volh

= /TTZZ at‘PT zg (yi)DzV@g’(yj)

AN
.((QWQIFvT + o7 B)(eu, eﬁ)volh

has an integrand Og—linear in dypr and hence in a final form.

(I1.2.2.1) + (II1.2.3.1)

/Trz Z@T UD at‘PT( ) (yj)

v iy
+ > k(B eusoT(y)nyatwﬁT(y]))
i

~((27TO/FVT + ¢7B)(e,, e,,)) voly,

- 72/TTZZDT&§0T oh(Bij) DL b (y7)

pov iy
(2 Fyr + ¢5B)(ey, e)) voly,

-9 /8U Zf(Tm,awT) volp,
-2 [ 1Yok
U Y
(goﬁT(Bij) DT gh(yf) - (270’ For + 63B) (S, " )

= 30, (A (B) DL ) - (270 Fer + 65 B) ey ) vl
m
Here,

hnoen = 2 (302 08h () @b (By) DLe4 W) - (2o For +65B)(er ) )
I3 Vo4,

in 7.(Ur/T)C is O5-linear in dypr; and the second summand contributes to
5S(p7h (I:'vg»B C)(

standard

V)/dp-part of the equations of motion for (¢, V).

(IT1.2.2.2) + (111.2.3.2)

- - [ 7 S (S B0 e 0L e )
+ 2@k (By)DL ) [0V T) (), £ ()]

'((2’/TO/FvT + ¢7B)(e,, el,)) voly, .

has an integrand Og—linear in 9; VT and hence in a final form.
In summary,
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Proposition 6.3.1.1. [first variation of gauge/Yang-Mills term] Let (o1, V') be a (x2)-
admissible family of (x2)-admissible pairs. Then

(or, VDT = — % % Tr||27a’ Fgr + ©5.B||% vol ),
U

= —drd igT volp — 2 igT volp,
U >(111,0:, v T) U >(IIL,0¢ o)

— 4ma! / T (0" (ey) - ( (2ma’ Fyr + 05B)(3, VE e ev)
U v

4 o(mB)

dt gauge / YM

~ 3" DT ((2na/ Fyr +¢$B) ey, e))

— 33 e llew eA)2ma For + 95 B)(epsex) )voly.
A

-/ Trz IR CRCARIIE DT 0

+ 3 (B DL ) (V) (), o ()] )

'((27T0[/FVT + ¢7B)(e,, el,)) voly,

/ TT'ZZ aiESDT zg (yZ)Dz:,sog’(yj)

e ~((27ra’FvT + ¢7B)(eu, e,,)) vol,
-2 [ B S ad)
voiyj
(JT(BM) DT () - (20 For + 63 B) (S, V" e e,)
_ ZD ( e DT ( ) (2 Fgr + @%B)(emeu)»)volh.
Here,

f(jlwnﬁtvcr) = Z Tr ((3tVT)(eu) - (2md/ Fyr + ¢5B)(ey, el,)) €,
noen = Z (2 waT Bij) DL () - (270 Por + ¢5-B) (e, e2)) ) e

in T.(Ur/T)C, with the first Og-linear in O.VT and the second Og-linear in Oypr.

6.3.2 The first variation of the Chern-Simons/Wess-Zumino term for lower dimen-
sional D-branes

This is an update of [L-Y8: Sec.6.2] (D(13.1)) in the current setting. Let o : (X%, &p; V) —
Y be an (x3)-family of (x2)-admissible maps. We work out the first variation of the Chern-

(C%;BV)VZ(@, V) for the cases where m := dimX = 0,1,2,3. As the

details involve no identities or techniques that have not yet been used in Sec. 6.1, Sec. 6.2, and /or
Sec. 6.3.1, we only summarize the final results below.

Simons/Wess-Zumino term S
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6.3.2.1 D(—1)-brane world-point (m = 0)

For a D(—1)-brane world-point, dim X = 0, V = 0, and S(C(;(/O{,?,Z(QOT) =T - Tr(gpﬁT(C(o))). It

follows that p
Coo
Steiw o) = Ty Trof(ph(Co))) = To1 Tr((Grpr)Coy) -

6.3.2.2 D-particle world-line (m = 1)

For a D-particle world-line, dim X = 1. Let e; be the orthonormal frame on an open set U C X;
el its dual co-frame. Then, over U,

C " i
Simeten® = T [ Treice = T [ (Y ehC)- DLgh) e

i=1

It follows that
d (Cu i
8L @) = (T Y k)0 y

— TO/U Tr(zi:@twﬁqﬂ(yi)DeTl@?r(Ci))el + TO/U TT(ZDeﬁPH‘r(yi) : (8t<PT)Cz‘)€1-

(3

6.3.2.3  D-string world-sheet (m = 2)

Denote
é(g) = C(g) + C(Q)B = Z(Cij + C(O)Bij) dyi X dyj = Z Cv'l'jdyi ® dyj
ij 4]
in a local coordinate (y!, ---, y™) of Y. For a D-string world-sheet, dim X = 2. Let (e1,e2) be

an orthonormal frame on an open set U C X; (e!,e?) its dual co-frame. Then, over U,

(C(0),C(2),B) T\C
Scs(/owz 2 (o1, V

)
= Tl/UTr< > @h(Ciy) DI b (y') DE ()
ij=1
+7ro/<p§1(C’(o)) Fyr(er,ex) + ma' Fyr(ey,ez) <pg~(0(0))) el A e?

Tl/U Tr( > Hh(Ciy) DE (v DL A () + 27ra’<puT(C<o>)FVT(61,ez)) et ne.

ij=1
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It follows that
(C0),C(2) B>(
cs/wWz

S ,VE
/ Tr 8,5( Z D61§0T( i)DeTstuT(yj) + 2ﬂa’¢uT(C(0))FvT(el7ez)) el Ae?

_— /BU ighy o (€ A7) + 27Ty /aUzggv o @A)
+T / (Z o' () (DL ek ()P (Ciy)e’ — Diso”T(yj)so?p(éu)eQ)(vﬁlel+v:262>) R
i,j=1
-nf [ Tr(waT )(PL(DLA ) - #(C)) = DLDEAW) - 4(C) ) At
+ Tl/U Tr(Z8tsoT(Cij)DelsOT(yi)DeTQsoﬁﬂ(yj)) e ne’
@]
+ 2nd Tl/U Tr (&JT(C’(o)) - For (e, 62)) e A€
+ 2nd Tl/U Tr (JT((J(O)) (((ath)(eQ)el — (DY) (er) €) (V! e1 + VI es) — (ath)([el,eg]))) A el

—2na' Ty [ 1 (DL (Co) - (097 )ea) — DL (Co) - (97N (en)) e e
U

Here,
v oipr) = TT(ZM@t L") DL (7)o (Ci)) er — TT(Zi,jatwﬁT(yi)DeTl@%r(yjﬁﬂgﬂ(éij)) €2,
oy = Tr(@5(Co) - @V )(e2)) e1 — Tr(¥%(Co)) - (3 V) (en)) e2

in 7.(Ur/T)C, with the first Of-linear in dyp7 and the second OFS-linear in 9, V7.

6.3.2.4 D-membrane world-volume (m = 3)

Denote
é(g) = 0(3) + C(l) AN B
Z(ka + CiBjk + CjBki + CkBij) dyi ® dyj & Clyk = Z éijkdyi & dyj (%9 dyk
i7j7k ZA7‘j7’€
in a local coordinate (y',---, ") of Y. For D-membrane world-volume, dimX = 3. Let

e1, €2, e3) be an orthonormal frame on an open set U C X; (e!, €2, e3) its dual co-frame. Then,
) ) p

over U,

S(Cu) 3, B)( VT)(C

cS/Wz

= T2/ TT Z eﬁPﬁT( )Deng( )DT(pﬁT(yk)

i,j,k=1

+2ma/ Z Z (’\“”) 5.(Cy) DY apT( N Fyr(ey,ey) )) et Nt Aed

(Apv)eSymg i=1

It follows that
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(C(1),C(3),B)

SCS/WZ (pr, V)"

z [ 1o 3 PHCun) D) DLt () DL ()
u i,j,k=1
+2ma’ Z Z (/\”V) (C)DEXQOT( )FVT(eu,el,))) et NP A

()\;w)eSym i=1

= T2/ % (At ae’) + 47ro/T2/
U

ier
(IV,Btng;C(s)) U (IV,@tin;C’(l))

(e' Ne® AeP)
+ 27a’ Tg/ (% (' ne? Ae®)
U ~(av,o,vT)

+ T?/ ((T’“ > b (Com)dndh (V)DL G (v ) DL (1)) !
U

(TrZsoT D05 (4 DL 05 (v )DL (1)) €
1,7,k

— (7Y A (Cun)angh )DL e () DL o (1)) ) (Cha Vel et ne’
NN

/Trzats% ) (DX (¢4 (Coan) D £ (07 )DL 5 (01)) = DI, (#h(Copn) DI 6 (07 DE e (4))

0,5,k
= DL (¢4 (Cian) DL £ (v )DL (")) ) € A e 1 é?

T / Tr Y 0ol (Cisn) DE, @i (y') De, 05 (v ) DEy i (yF) € A e? A e?
0,5,k

+ 47T0/T2/U ((TTZgpﬁT(Ci)BtgauT(yi)FvT(eg,eg)) el

i

(TchpT 0ok (y') For (61,63)) e’
(Tr Z e7(C ai%"T NFgr (e, 62)) 63) (Zizlvgueu) e ne’ne’
— 4ra TQ/U Tr ZatapﬂT(yi)(DeTl (cpuT(Cl-)FvT (62,63)) — Dg; ((pg—v(Ci)FvT(el,QB))

+ Dey (97(Ci) For (ex, 62))) e nePne’

+ 27ra'T2/U Tr Z Z(—1)(A“”)8t<pﬁT(Ci)DETAJT(yi)FvT(eu,e,,) e' Ne? A e
(kuu)ESym_g i

+oma'Ty [ ((TrZsoT (DL )@V )(e2) = DLEG )@V )(ex)) ) !
(TrZwT (DLt @)@ )(er) + DLeE )0V ) (es)) ) €
+ (17 3 e (DE 05 ()@ (e2) — DLEEE)@ Y )(en))) ) (e Ve, en)
e’ e AP

v D [ T 3 SO (GO [0 ) 6] For ()

(Auu)GSymS i

— 5 (Cy) DL o5 (y") (Beor) ([, ey]>) el AN el
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Here,

Eov deorscey) = (TrzsoT WO (5 DL (v ) DE i () ) e

— (7 Y e (Cunoneh )DL e ()DL eh () 2

1,5,k

= (70 32 A (Coan) (v DL () DL, e (5")) s

i,7,k

(TTZSOT )0k (y )FvT(e%ea))el

£V orericay)
~ (B (€0t Fer(enen) e + (10 2 eh(COAAG)For(eren) o
Eiv.om) = (TrzsoT ) (DLeh )@V )(e2) = DL )@V )(es)) ) en
+ (T 2 A (DE e @Y )en) + Dk W)V )e) ) e
+ (T 2 A (D)@Y )(ex) = Dieh )@V )en) ) e

in 7.(Ur/T)®, with the first two OF-linear in dypr and the third Of-linear in 0,V7.

7 The second variation of the enhanced kinetic term for maps

Let T = (—¢,¢e)?> C R?, with coordinate (s,t), and (@7, V') be an (x9)-admissible family of
(*1)-admissible pairs, with (¢ 0), V(0,0)) = (¢, V). Assume further that

D¢0s Ay, C Comm (Agy) for all £ € To(X7/T).

We work out in this section the second variation formula of the enhanced kinetic term
glphi®.a) (¢, V) in the standard action glehi2.g.5, C)(go, V).

map:kinetict standard

7.1 The second variation of the kinetic term for maps

Recall
T 1
Ev (SOT) = Sgnap)kmetzc(SOT’VT) = 5 m-l /X TT<DT¢T’ DTSOT>(h79) UOlh’
with the understanding that all expressions are taken on X, with (s, ) varying in 7.

Let U C X be an open set with an orthonormal frame (e,),=1,...,m- Let (e"),=1,...,m be the
dual co-frame. Assume that U is small enough so that @7 (Uz¥) is contained in a coordinate

chart of Y, with coordinates (y!, ---, ™). Then, as in Sec. 6.1, over U,
I er) = T, Tr i (VEerDonor, DL or) wol
B or) = Tm- . e vor, De, o1 ,votn
pn=1

/\

+Tm,1/ i

(ad @VY) ¢T8t<pT, DZML,DT> volp,
g

n

Z<Z ath )(en), ﬁ(yi)] ®3%i, DZ“@T>9 volp,

p=1 =1

+ Tmfl

q\

= (I%1) + (12.2) + (12.3);



and

0% _or 0 0 0
2 s

= —((1%1 12.2) + — (1%.3).
95 Bt er) 5 11 + 5o (17.2) + o= (17.3)
Which we now compute term by term.

The term % (12.1)

0
75 (I2.1) = T 183/ TT’Z<VT 197, DI <PT> voly,

— Tml/ TTZOS<VZ;¢T’Q)8t¢T,DQwT> voly,
U g
o
= Tm_l/ TTZ<GSV6T!;(“’T’9)8“0T,DeT/Lng> voly,
U g
I

+Tm—1/U TTZ<VZ;(¢T’g)3t<PT, anguﬂpT>g voly,
m
= (I%1.1) + (1%.1.2).
(@) Term (12.1.1)

12.1.1) := Tm_l/ TrZ<8SV£:(¢T’9)8t@T,DeTucpT>g voly,

= Th- 1/ TTZ SOT’QG&HPTa c <PT> voly,
9

4+ Th—1 / Tr Z <FVT7(SDT79) (aSa e,u) atSOT , D;‘PT> voly,
U g
M

= (I21.1.1) + (I%.1.1.2).
For Term (I12.1.1.1), as in Sec. 6.1 for Summand (I.1.1), consider the 1-form on Uz /T

T ._ T
A g.0ipr) = Tr(0sOier, D or),
and let

n
T . T
5(1273s3t<PT) T Z TT<038tQDT, DGHSOT>9 Cu
p=1
be its dual on Ur/T with respect to h. Then,

(12.1.1.1) = Tm—l/ Ggr voly,
oU ~(12,0s0r07)
+ Tml/U TT<838tg0T, (D%MvgueH - ZMVZL(@T’Q)DZ;)QOT>Q vol, .

For Term (12.1.1.2), recall Lemma 3.2.2.5. Then,

(12.1.1.2) = /Tr<0tgoT,Z UT.(o1.9) 85,6“)D2¢T>gvolh
+ T 1/ Trz Fy(0s,eu), (Owpr, D e T or) ]volh

= / Tr<at90T7 Z v7T.(o1,:9) 5576;1)D63T#SOT>9 voly, .
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Here,

For,or.9) (337 eu) DZ T

(0. VEem — TR D0,) 3T De, oy @ 3

oy’

Z eus"g“( ' a?/i + ZD%‘F’T Z [(0:V7)(en), jjT(i‘/])] ®Vii_ 8?/1'
i=1 = j=1 v
o)
+ Z P;‘»DT Z( 9‘PT( )®vi vgajay
i=1 jyk=1 vt Y
~ i (V) DL ) @ V7, V7, o)
explicitly.
(b) Term (12.1.2)
(12.1.2) = T 1/ Tr ‘PT*J)E)WT, 0Os De QOT> voly,
v I
Ty / Tr vT (<p:r,g)3t<pT VT (p7.9) 9 ¢T> vol ),
U
+ T 1/ Z VT Cr9opr, (ad @ V9 )DT 3s<PT> volp,
g
+ Tml/U Ty <VET; P9 dpr , Yo [0V ) (en). D (y)] ® 8(Zi>g vol, .
o
As in Sec. 6.1, consider the 1-forms on Up/T,
T T,(er,
Y120, VT (o)) T Tr<8ﬁ0T’ vihiber 9)85¢T>g’
O dprTor) = Tr{Oer, (ad @ V) pr, dupr),
i o)
O‘(TIZ,BWT@VT) Tr<8t(pT7 Z?:l[asvTv ‘pﬁT(yZ” ® dy? >g
and let
5,(111278t¢’T7VT’(‘/’T’g)) - Z Tr{Ower, V WT?g)a 90T> €u>
552:6t<PT,DT<PT) - Z Tr 8“0T’ (ad ® Vg)DguWT8590T>g Cps
5527315@T733VT) Z T7"<6t‘PT7 Z?:ﬂ(asvT)(eu): Soﬁ (y* )] ® By > €u
"
be their respective dual on Up/T with respect to h. Then,
2 o .
(I 12) B Tm71 /BU Zg(j;z,ath,vT(kPTvg)) +£;1;2>3t¥’T,DT<PT) 5;1;2 drpr,0sVT) UOZh
+ Tm,l/U Tr<8t<pT, (ngghge“ Z VT T g)VT (e, 9>)a ng> volp,
T Tr {0 , d VI
- 1/U r< ver <(a @ )Dgu c; u‘PT
_Z VT (o, 9)(ad ® VI )DT T)asSDT> voly,
g9
+ T [ 1 (0ner . S ([0S, T e0). 507
= X2, VeI (0,97 (e), (0] ) @ ) wol.
g
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The term % (12.2)

d ) = T
% (I .2) = Tm,1 8S/U Tr Z <(ad ®V9)DCTM¢T&5§0T, DeHL,OT>g volh

pn=1
_ Tm_1/ Trz<8s((ad ® V)b, or i) ,D2¢T>g vol,
U
m
+ Tm—l/ Tr Z <(ad ® Vg)DeM¢T6t¢T,BSD2¢T>g voly,
U
I
= (I%.2.1) + (12.2.2).
(@) Term (12.2.1)

(12.2.1) = Tm_l/ TrZ<(ad ® V) pr (asam),DeTugaQ vol,
U 0 ® g

+ Tm,l/UTrz<z[Dglé)s@ﬁT(yj),at@ﬁT(yi)]@Vgiazi,D;goTLvolh
H %,J

ayJ

+ T /U 73 (3 ([PE e w)), e ()] 0l () © B (50 505 ) o
“w 1,7,k
— 0 () [DL, S (). 005 ()] © V9 V4 ).

DZWM gaT> voly,
g

ByJ

j i o)
+ T /U Tr 32 (3 [0d 0,97 0 (), 0 ()] © V20, DI pr) wol.
I ,J

The integrand of the first summand captures a related part in the system of equations of motion
for (¢, V). The integrand of the second summand is tensorial in 9y and first-order differential
operatorial in ds¢r. The integrand of the third summand is tensorial in both dpr and Os7.
The integrand of the fourth summand is tensorial in 9y and 9,V7.

(b) Term (12.2.2)
(1%2.2.2) = Tm_1/ Trz<(ad®V9)D5u¢T8t<pT,85Dg;g0T> voly,
U m 9
= Tm_1/ TrZ<(ad®V9)D€NT6t¢T,VE;(WT’9)85¢T> volp,
U L g

- mfl/ Trz<(ad®vg)DE“<ﬂTath7 (ad@Vg)35<pTDeTung> volp,
U “ g

?

4 Tm_l/ T3 ((ad @), orduor . 3 [0, 67)] @ g ) voli.
U o ;

The integrand of the first summand is tensorial in 07 and first-order differential operatorial in
Ospr. The integrand of the second summand is tensorial in both dypr and dspp. The integrand
of the third summand is tensorial in d;pr and 9sV7.

The term % (12.3)
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% (12 3) = m—1 ;/U;<; [(ath)(e,u),QOﬁ ( )] ® IR D, 80T> voly,
= T UZ<Z(93<[(8tVT)(€u),gog_p(y )] ® 3y ) , D, cpT> voly,
p=1 =1

(a) Term (12.3.1)

(12.3.1) = Tm_l/UZ

= Tn /UZ [(0.0:97) (e), (5] @ 5z » DEor ) vl
p=1 i=1
+ T [ 32 ([(ath><eu>,asgo§1<yi>} © 2
p=1 =1

[(@V ]Z 85<,0T )® ng o ) , Dz;cpT>g voly, .

The integrand of the first summand captures a related part in the system of equations of motion
for (¢, V). The integrand of the second summand is tensorial in ds¢7 and 9; V7.

(b) Term (12.3.2)
(12.3.2) = Tm,l/UZ

- T, / Z<Z[(8tVT)(e#),goﬁT(yi)]® agi,vg;<%9>am>ngh

— T / Z <Z:’:1 [(atVT)(eu)aﬂpuT(yi)] ® 3(Zi ; (ad ®Vg)8s4/’TDZ;<pT> volp,

g

N Tmil AZ Z <[(atVT)(eN)790ﬁT(yl)] ® azi ) [(@VT)(@;L)aSDﬁT(yj)] ® %>g UOlh .

The integrand of the first summand is tensorial in 9; V7 and first-order differential operatorial
in O5p7. The integrand of the second summand is tensorial in dsp7 and 9;V?. The integrand
of the third summand is tensorial in both 9, VT and 9,V7.

Finally, recall Lemma 3.2.2.4 and note that with the additional assumption at the beginning
of this section, all the inner products 7r( -, * ), that appear in the calculation above are defined.

In summary,

Proposition 7.1.1. [second variation of kinetic term for maps] Let (¢7,V?) be a (x2)-
admissible T-family of (x1)-admissible pairs with the additional assumption that
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D¢0s Ay, € Comm (Ayy) for all & € To(Xp/T). Then,

0 0 vT C 9 0/(1 T T
%&E (pr)” = aa(g Tm_l,/U Tr(D" o1, D" 01)(h,g) ’Uolh)
= Tmfl/ (%) volp,
ou “(I2,050t07)
—I—Tmfl/ Zé—T +¢T +eT volp,
U (12,8405, vT:(eT:9)) (12,0;07.DT o) (12,0407,0sVT)

+ Tocr [ 20000, (D, oy, = 507900 Jor) vl

+ Tm—1 /U Tr Z <(ad ® VQ)D:{“ (0s0:07) DZLQDT>9 voly,

+ Tm—1 /UZ Z 8 oV ),@nT(yi)] & 831' s DZH(PT>Q volp,
p=1 =1
T.(p7,9) _ T,(e1,9) 7 T:(e1,9)
+ Tos /U T (Owpr (szngue“ > Viter oy )85¢T>gvolh
+ Tm,l/ Tr<3tg0:r, ((ad ® V) pr
U T hoen
_ ZMVZ;(¢T79)(ad ® VQ)DET#(PT)&@TL volp,
i 0
+ T, / Trz - S‘PT( ) 8t‘PT( )] ®V% Byl , DZ‘LQOT>Q volp,
+ T [ (Y ([DZMSD”T(yf),atso&(yi)]a ") © B (507 507) 3oy
— 0l (y") [De, i (y7), 0Pl ()] @ V7 Vi 82)

ayJ

De“ <pT>g volp

+

g T, (¢T,9)
_1/U Tr;<(ad RV )DE“LPTatLpT, Veu T 854,0T>g volp,
_ Tmfl/U Trz<(ad ®vg)DeuWT8ts0T7 (ad ®Vg)aszDeTu90T>g volp,
I3
- / TT<3t€0T7 Z OT(or9) 3s7€u)DeTu<pT> volp,
g

e / TT<8tSOT S ([(&VT)(ZMVZM@L), oh ()]
[ .
_ ZNVZ;(wTyg) [(aSVT)(eH), ‘puT (yl)}) © 8gi >9 votn

+ Tmfl/U TTZ<Z [ad(GSVT)(eH)SOnT(yj)aat(puT( N @V, B(Zz ; DETMSDT>9 volp

oyJ

+ Trm—1 /U Trz <(ad ® Vg)De“wTatCPT, Z [(&-VT)(@M),@T(yi)] ® 82i>g volp,

i

+ T | 2<Z([(atvﬁ(en,asso&(yf)]®a?,i
u=1 " i=1
[(atv )(ew), Z 855"7" ®Vga 2 )7 D, ‘PT> volp
Byl oy’ * g
L R DA N CA SR ®a%,v£;<m>am> vols,
Up=1 i=1 g
= Tn /UZ <Zj:1 [(0:VT ) (en), o (y)] ® agi , (ad ®vg)63‘pTDZLSDT>g voly,
p=1
N T ¥ d T ' 9
4+ Tt /UZ <[(8tV )(ew), o7 (y )} ® By [(asv Yew), o7 (y )] ® W>g volp, .
u=1i,j=1
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Here,

n
T
fg&asawq-) = 2:1 Tr<asat¢T ) De“(pT>g Cu
n=
Do crionny = S T, T 000) 0y
m

552731¢T7DT¢T) Z T7"<8t<,OT, (ad ® vg)D;fuwTas(PT>g eM 5

e vipraery = 9 Tr{er, [0,V )(ew), Py © ), €
I

and

FvT»(me(as,eu)DeT/fPT = (asveTl;(soT,g) _ VZ:;(LPT,Q)BS) ?:1Deu90uT(yi)® 8Z

- Z[(@SVT)(e#),DeugoﬁT(yi)]®3‘31- + 3 D, D (y) Y10V ) en), ()] @ V9, 52
i=1 i=1 j=1

ayJ ayl
n n
i j Js]
+ > De,dh(y) D (nyﬁT(yﬂ)ass&T( fe v, "0 V%o gy
i=1 j.k=1 v

— 0.0 (y") DL () @ V9, V7, j)

oyl ayF

The summands
+ Tml/['] Tr<asatQ0T, (Dguvébueu — ZMVZL(¢T7Q)D;)¢T>9 volp,

T
+ Tt /U Tr Z <(ad ® Vg)DeTM (0sOpor) Deu@T>g voly,

t Do [ (S (005 ew, ] © i DLpr) vl
U;L:l i=1

will vanish when imposing the equations of motion for (p, V).
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If (o7, VT is furthermore a (x2)-admissible T-family of (*2)-admissible pairs, Then, the
above expression reduces to

0 0 00 (1
ZHET (o) = F & (3T /U 1r(D"¢r . DT or)() vol1

= Tm,1 leT UOlh
aU g(ﬁﬁasat«PT)

+Tm,1/ 1er T T voly,
U 5(12,0t<pT,VT’(¢T’g)) +£(12,8t<pT,DTLpT) +§(12,8t@T165VT)

+ Tmfl/ Tr<858t<pT, (ng Ve T Z#VZ;(‘PTJ])DZ;)SOT>Q voly,

+Tm1/z Z 83tV )(ew), ( )}®ay“D <pT> voly,

;lel

+ Ty / Tr (O, (VS0 = 20, VEleravhera)o, <pT> vol
U e H

+ Tm—l/ TT<3t(pT, ((ad ®V9)DT or
U

Z;L E’M Cn
Z VT SoT’g)(ad ®V9)DT ¢T>85(PT> volp,
g
- m71/ Tr<3t<p:r,ZFVT,<¢T,9>(3S,6#)DZM¢T> volp,
U " g

+ Tm_l/ Tr<3t<p:r, Z ([(8 VT)(Z veueu) <P§1(y1)}
U .
=32V (09T e, e (6)]) © ) vl

+ T /U§<i ([(ath)(eu)vas@g“(yi)] ® agi

i=1

+[(0:VT)(ep), ]Z A5 (y?) @V, By ), D3¢T>g voly,

ayJ

Z [(@VT)(eu)a‘PﬁT(yi)] ® 838/i , Vg;(wT’g)as@T>g volp

Z?:l [(ath)(eu)v ‘Pg‘(yl)] ® 8(31' s (ad ® Vg)asapTD:i@T>g voly,

+ T /U > 3 (@9 )ew). b )] © g, [0V )ew). 0] © 507 ) ol
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If one further imposes the equations of motion on (¢, V), then the expression reduces further
to

T 20 (1
o EY (or)¢ = &E(iTm—l/ Tr (DY o1, DY or)(n.g) “Olh>
U

= m—1 leT volh
/8U 5(12,955)NT)
+ T i T volp
U 5(12‘3tka7vT>(LPT=9)) +£(12 oo, DT oq) +£(12 Ay, 0sVT)

T, )
4 Tm_l/U TT<3tcpT, (inwé’gi)eu _ ZMVZL(WTVQ)VZ/;(‘PT,Q))83¢T>g voly,

+ T7n—1/U TT<8t§0T, ((ad ®vg)D§H e HOT
—Z VT P g)(ad ® VI )DT T>85<pT> volp,
9
- mfl/U TT’<3¢QOT, %:Fvﬂ(m"vy) (3s,€y)DZM<PT>g voly,
+ T [ 1 (0er. S ([0S, T 0. 40
=X VL (0.6, )] ) © ) voli

+ T /U§<i ([(ath)(eu)vasSD%(yi)] ® agi

i=1
+ [(0:VT)(ep), ]Z A5 (y?) @V, By ) ; D;‘PT>g voly,
ayJ
+ T / <Z (en), o (y')] @ 0. yliera)g ¢T> volp,
4 C [L 8yz 5 e S p
/ Z< 3tVT )en), (pﬁT(yl)] ® 8?/1' , (ad ® Vg)aszDeTung>g volp

+ Tt /UZ Z <[(8th)(€u)a<PﬁT(yiﬂ ® 8?/1' , [(&VT)(eH),(puT(yjﬂ ® %>g voly, .
p=14,j=1

7.2 The second variation of the dilaton term

We now work out the second variation of the (complexified) dilaton term

Sé'fiffﬁ(w)‘c = /U Tr(dp , p7d®)p, voly,

= /UTr(;dp(eu)((DZL‘PT)CD))Wlh‘

for an (*1)-admissible family of (*1)-admissible pairs (o7, V1), T := (—¢,¢)? C R? with coordi-
nate (s,t).
It follows from Sec. 6.2 that, due to the effect of the trace map Tr,

a m
gsfgﬁaﬁf) (pr)° = /U Tr Z dp(e,) 0 (D, or)®) vol ,
p=1

/U Tr Z dp(eu)Dg; ((Bppr)®)voly, .
n
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Thus, due to the effect of the trace map Tr again,

0 0
s atSdZa}flof)(soT /TT’de (e,)0sDT ((8t<pT) Jvolp,

m
= /TrZdp(eu)Dz;as((attpT)‘I’)UOlh
U
= /Terp (en)D. ((0s0upr)®)voly,
T a( DT P 0.0 9 9 \p)yol
rz peﬂ (Z t‘PT S‘pT )® (81/" OyJ %61/]') )’UO h

= (I1%.1) + (11%.2).

For Summand (IT%.1), repeating the same argument in Sec.6.1 for Summand (I.1.1), one
concludes that

(I1%2.1) = / igT voly,
(12,0505 07)

+ /U (; VZM@L - ; eudp(eu)> Tr ((0s0rpr)®) vl

where

(THQ,@satsaT) = Z(dp(e“)Tr((aSaﬂoT)@))eu € T.(Ur/T).

m
The second summand of Summand (II%.1) above is the term that captures the Sg;l’ffg(cp)—
contribution to the system of equations of motion for (¢, V).

With 9s0.pr replaced by Zm@tgpﬁT(yl)asgoﬁT(y]) ® (%@ — Vg %)@, one has similarly

(I1%2.2) = / igT volp,
U ~(112,0:07,0s07)

+ /U (ZVZ;»e“ — Ze#dp(e#» .

Tr(Z@tgoT )5 0h(y )®(£Ji%—vgi_%>¢>>volh,

where

éaIQﬁtﬂpTﬁsﬁﬂT) = Z <dp(e“) Tr < Z 8'590%(3/14)8590%“(3/]4) ® (8?/ yJ 7>¢)>>6M

M i,J

in 7.(Ur/T). The second summand of Summand (I12.2) above contributes to the zeroth order
S(p,h ®,9,B,C) ((P V)

terms of the differential operator on (07, Oypr) from the second variation of S}~

In summary,

(p,h;®)
dilaton

Proposition 7.2.1. [second variation of S ( )€] For the (complexified) dilaton term

Silfi:tfn)(@c = /UTMdP,SOQd‘I’)h voly, ,
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its second variation for a (x1)-admissible family of (x1)-admissible pairs (o, V1), T := (—&,¢)? C
R? with coordinate (s,t), is given by

90 (p,h;®)

8 8t dilaton (SOT)C

teT T voly,
~/3U 5(1127853”’7*)+f(1127@tv’7‘35¢T)

/ (th €y — Zeudp e ) ((050p07)®) vol,
o (S zeudmem) |

TT(ZatSOT s%OT( e (agi%*vgav%>q))’wlha

where

( p(ey) Tr ((0s0ppr) @ ))

gglzyasath) Z
o 0 0
€0 dipr dion) = Z( (Zat% 0ur(v') @ (7507 — Vo 55 )®) Jeu
"

in T«(Ur/T). The integral
/U (Z V’Cfueu — Z eudp(eu)> Tr((asatcp;r)@) voly,
7 1

would vanish when imposing the equations of motion of (¢, V) after the combination with other
) .

standard

Equations-of-Motion capturing parts from the second variation of other terms in S
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Where we are

The following table summarizes where we are, following the similar steps of fundamental strings

string theory H D-brane theory ‘
fundamental objects :
: . Azumaya/matriz
fundamental objects : O Yy .
/—\/ . e .t
open or closed string ) (m — 1)-manifold \
with a fundamental module \’
with a connection
D-brane world-volume :
string world-sheet : Azumaya/matriz m-manifold
2-manifold % with a fundamental module with a connection
(X%, 6:V)
string moving in space-time Y : D-brane moving in space-time Y :
differentiable map f: X =Y (admissible) differentiable map ¢ : (X, &, V) =Y
Nambu-Goto action Syg for f’s Dirac-Born-Infeld action Sppr for (p,V)’s
Polyakov action Spowakov for f’s standard action Sstandara for (o, V)’s
action for Ramond-Neveu-Schwarz superstrings 777, cf. [L-Y6: Sec. 5.1] (D(11.2))
action for Green-Schwarz superstrings 7?77, cf. [L-Y6: Sec. 5.1] (D(11.2))
quantization 777

(Cf. [L-Y8: Remark 3.2.4: second table]) (D(13.1)). It’s by now a history that as the built-in structure of
a string is far richer than that for a point, a physical theory that takes strings as fundamental objects has
brought us to where a physical theory that takes only point-particles as fundamental objects cannot reach.
Now that a D-brane carries even more built-in structures, are these even-richer-than-string structures all
just in vain? Or is a physical theory that takes D-branes as fundamental objects going to lead us to
somewhere beyond that from string theories?

Besides a theory in its own right, a theory that takes D-branes as fundamental objects has deep
connection with other themes outside. In particular, at low dimensions, that there should be the following
connections are “obvious”

(0) (m =0) = a new class of matrix models; cf. [L-Y8: FIGURE 2-1-2] (D(13.1))
(1) (m =1) = nature of non-Abelian Ramond-Ramond fields; cf. e~ vs. EM field, [Ja]
(2) (m =2) = a new Gromov-Witten type theory; cf. [L-Y3] (D(10.1)), [L-Y4] (D(10.2))

but most details to realize these connections remain far from reach at the moment.

« A reflection at the end of the first decade of the D-project since spring 2007:

ESTES T
AEEAR
SR L

FEDA k-

~~~ o (G, 1880-1942)
e P

1 came to plant seeds

When I departed, the flowers hadn t yet blossomed
Not that there is no beautiful scene

Only left to new generations

~~~ Master Hong Yi (1880-1942): “A am poem on chyyseanthemum’”
(English translation by Ling-Miao Chou)
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