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1. Introduction and Summary

In [}, ¥] non-relativistic string theory with Galilean invariant global symmetry was proposed
1. This theory is described by two-dimensional quantum field theory which is well defined
and which contain fields that describe dynamics of string in target space-time together
with additional fields which are crucial for consistency of string theory. It is important to
stress that the target space-time, where the string propagates corresponds to flat space-
time invariant under Galilean symmetry. The characteristic property of non-relativistic
string theory is that there is no Riemannian metric in the target space. In fact, non-
relativistic string theory provides a quantization of non-relativistic space-time geometry in
the same way as relativistic string theory provides quantization of Riemannian geometry.
Natural question is whether we can formulate non-linear sigma model that describes string
propagation on a non-relativistic target space-time structure. As was shown recently in
[17] the appropriate geometry corresponds to so-called stringy Newton-Cartan geometry
iy 2

The action proposed in [[7] is very interesting and certainly deserves further study. In
particular, it would be very nice to find Hamiltonian form of this action and analyze its
relation to Hamiltonian that was proposed recently in [:_2-6] The goal of this paper is to
perform such an analysis. It turns out that the canonical analysis of the action proposed in
[17)] is rather non-trivial due to the complicated structure of the target space-time and also
thanks to the presence of additional world-sheet fields that are needed for the consistency
of theory. Since these fields are non-dynamical we find that their conjugate momenta
are the primary constraints of the theory. Then requirement of the preservation of these
primary constraints implies secondary constraints that together with primary constraints
are second class constraints. Hence they can be explicitly solved with very interesting




result. In more details, in order to find Hamiltonian formulation of the action proposed in
[17] we should find metric inverse to the boost invariant metric that defines string sigma
model in stringy Newton-Cartan gravity. It turns out that crucial object for construction of
such a metric is matrix valued Newton potential which is natural generalization of Newton
potential defined in Newton-Cartan geometry. Then we will be able to find corresponding
Hamiltonian and diffeomorphism constraints and we show that they are the first class
constraints. As a next step we proceed to the solution of the second class constraints.
It turns out that when we solve these constraints and insert this result into the original
Hamiltonian constraint we find that the resulting constraint agrees with the Hamiltonian
constraint found in [26] which is very nice consistency check of both approaches. Note
that the Hamiltonian found in [26] was derived with the help of the limiting procedure
that defines Newton-Cartan geometry from the relativistic one [27]. Finally we determine
Lagrangian from corresponding Hamiltonian and we find that it agrees exactly with the
Lagrangian found in [18] which is again very nice consistency check.

Let us outline our results and suggest possible extension of this work. We find canonical
structure of non-linear sigma model proposed recently in [{7]. We determine all constraints
and we identify Hamiltonian and spatial diffeomorphism constraints and calculate Poisson
brackets between them. We also determine second class constraints and perform their
explicit solutions which gives the Hamiltonian constraint that agrees with the constraint
found in [26].

The next important step in our canonical formulation of non-relativistic string theory
is to perform analysis of T-duality since, as was shown in [iI7], T-duality of non-relativistic
string theory is more complex than in case of its relativistic version. This analysis is
currently in progress.

The structure of this paper is following. In the next section (2) we review basic facts
about stringy Newton-Cartan geometry and non-linear sigma model defined on it, following
[17]. Then in section (3) we perform canonical analysis of this theory. Finally in section
(4) we explicitly solve second class constraint and determine corresponding Hamiltonian.

2. Non-Linear Sigma Model on Stringy Newton-Cartan Geometry

In this section we define stringy Newton-Cartan geometry, following [{7]. Let M is D +
1 dimensional manifold and let 7, is tangent space at point p. We decompose 7, into
longitudinal directions indexed by A = 0, 1 and transverse directions with A’ =2,...,d—1.
Two dimensional foliation of M is defined by generalized clock function T“A that is also
known as longitudinal vielbein field that satisfies a constraint

Dy, =D, =0, (2.1)

where D,, is covariant derivative with respect to the longitudinal Lorentz transformations
acting on index A. Let us also introduce transverse vielbein field £ MA/. We further introduce
projective inverse 7" 4, and E* v that are defined as

A’ A’ B B A A’
.E‘u EMB/ = 53/ N T/fAT;U' = 514 N T;U' TVA +Eﬂ EVA/ = 6/5 N



"EN =0, 7,4E", =0.
(2.2)

Let X AA/ is a parameter of string Galilei boost transformations. Then various components
of NC geometry transform in the following way

527'/1 =0, (5ZEHA/ = —TuAZA ",
sprty = E* 24, 0nEM, =0.
(2.3)

From vielbein we can construct longitudinal metric 7, = TuATl,B nap and transverse metric
hH = EV W EY B,5AIB/ that are invariant under string Galilean boost transformations.

It is clear that in order to define string moving in stringy Newton-Cartan background
we need transverse tensor H,, that is invariant under the string Galilei boost. It turns
out that this can be done when we introduce gauge field mMA and we can construct boost
invariant tensor

H,, = EHA/EVBléA/B/ + (TuAm,jB + T,,AmMB)nAB i (2.4)

In conclusion, TuA, EHA/ and mHA defines stringy Newton-Cartan geometry.

Now we are ready to proceed to the string sigma model that was introduced in [I7]. An
important point is that this model is relativistic on two-dimensional world-sheet and hence
it should be defined on the Riemann surface . It turns out that this action contains world-
sheet scalars x# that parameterize an embedding string into target space time together
with two worlds-sheet scalars that we denote as A and A. These fields are needed for the
realization of string Galilei symmetry on the world-sheet theory.

Now we will be more explicit. Let 0% a = 0,1 parameterize world-sheet surface X.
The sigma model is endowed with two dimensional world-sheet metric v,3 and we introduce

two dimensional vielbein e ® ,a = 0,1 so that

a
YaB = eaaeﬁbnab s (25)

where 714, = diag(—1,1). Using light-cone coordinates for the flat index a on the world-
sheet tangent space we define

ca=eltel, ea=el—el. (2.6)

We can also use light-cone coordinates for the flat index A on the space-time tangent space
7, and define
__0 1 - _ 0 1

TW=T, +Ty s Tu=T, —T, - (2.7)
Then we are ready to write sigma model for non-relativistic string on an arbitrary string
Newton-Cartan geometry, nonrelativistic Kalb-Ramond B-field B, and dilaton field ¢ in
the form [17)]

T

S = —3 /d2a(\/—’y’yo‘68ax“85x”HW + e (NeaTy + NeaT,)dprt) —

T 1
~3 /d%’eaﬁ&lx“@gm”Bw + i /d20\/ —hRo ,
(2.8)



where v = det .3 , 78 is inverse to YBa» R is scalar curvature of vy,5 and T is string
tension. Further, O,x* = &%x“ . In what follows we restrict to the case of constant dilaton
field so that the last term on the second line in (2.8) is total derivative and will be ignored.
It is important to stress that A\ and X\ are world-sheet scalars under change of wold-sheet
coordinates ¢’*(c). Explicitly, under such transformations we have

50 = 0707 o), N =Ae) s W) =Re), a(o!) = (o)
7015 - Dol 80'/5 Ys ) - 9 - ) - .
(2.9)
Further, ¢*? is Levi-Chivita symbol defined as "' = —¢! = 1.

After this review of string sigma model in stringy Newton-Cartan background we now
proceed to its Hamiltonian formulation.

3. Hamiltonian Formulation of String in Stringy Newton-Cartan Back-
ground

The presence of two dimensional vielbeins e * makes the analysis slightly complicated and
hence it is important to choose suitable parametrization. To do this we use convention
introduced in [28, 29]. Explicitly, let us define e, and &, as

1 1
e = §(€a +&), e)l= §(€a — €q) - (3.1)

Then it is easy to see that v,5 = e e anab has the form

1, _ _
YaB = —§(€a€5 + eqnep) (3.2)

and also v = det .3 is equal to

1
Y= _Z(GOEI — 5061)2 . (33)

Then inverse metric v has components

00 _ deqeq 1 _ 4epég 01 _ _o epe1 + e1eg (3 4)
(eoél - 5061)2 ’ (eoél - 5061)2 ’ (eoél - 5061)2 ' ’
As the next step we introduce following variables [28, 2]
1 _
£ =ln(—e1er), e=iln <—?> B
2 e1 el €1
(3.5)
with following inverse relation
e = o3 (E+2¢€) , e = o3 (E—2¢€) 7
ep = Itea(ét29 , €= —Te2(6729
(3.6)



and hence we obtain

2 20— r+—-1r-
—. 00 _ 2 —. 1 _ L 0 -t
Vo v+ V7 Trrer > VT TrEir
(3.7)
With the help of these relations we rewrite the action (2.8) into the form
1
5=T / o (=t — T ™)@ +T7a")Hyy —
_ % / RT3 EF2r o _ \HE2 7y
- g/dQU(—S\F_e%@_k)ﬂLmW - /_\e%(g_%)?ﬂx’“) -
- T / d*oita’ By,

(3.8)
where &t = ngﬁ ULES ‘g%’f. From the form of the action (3.8) we see that it is natural to
perform rescaling of A, \ as

At = Ae2 €720 N = 26729 (3.9)
and hence the action (3.8) has the form
1
S=T / d%W(w — It (@ + T 2)H,, — T / d*oitx" B, —
T 2 +17+ I + Ky T 2 —1—= 0 —=
-3 d*o(N T2t — N, )+§ do(N T Tt + AT TEM)
(3.10)

Before we proceed to the canonical formalism we would like to analyze the action (3.10) in
m

(3.10)

more details. Let us determine equation of motion for A™ and A~ that follow fro

I'tra — 7t =0, I 72" +78"=0.

(3.11)
If we combine these equations together we obtain
rr-=-7  pt_rp- =277, (3.12)
TO'CT TO'O'
where
Taf = TuwOax!'0gx” | T4 = TMATVBT]AB ) (3.13)
Equations (3.12) can be solved as
F_:—T—,-o-—i-\/—detT’ P+:T‘I‘U+V—det7— ) (314)

Too Too



Inserting this result into the action (3.10) we finally obtain

T
S = -5 /d2m/— det TT“BHW(‘)aa;“(‘)gaz” — T/dzagk“x’“BW (3.15)
which corresponds to the non-relativistic string action as was formulated in [{§].
Let us now proceed to the canonical formalism. From (3.1() we obtain following

conjugate momenta

T T
Py = TW(Z:I':” + (I = I‘+):17’”)H,,u — TBH,,x”’ + 5/\+Tu + 5)\_7_'“ ) (3.16)
or equivalently
2T . r--rt T T . __
H“ = WHHV'ZEV 5 Hu = pu — TWH;U'VJ;IV + TBuV;U/V - 5)\+Tﬂ - EA 7—“ .

(3.17)

Remaining conjugate momenta are primary constraints of the theory

oL oL
T r
= — = 0 s L= ) O s
P = o+ P ar-
N OL A OL
pL=—— , pl=——~
OAT o\

(3.18)

Now using (3.1G) we obtain Hamiltonian density in the form

H=puat —L
T T T
= W(i“Huyi}V + F+F_Huy$lu$lu) + §A+F+Tu$lu — EA_F_T;U':E,M .

(3.19)

Of course, this is not correct form of the Hamiltonian density since it does not depend on
canonical variables p,,x#. In order to express it in the right form we have to find relation
between @# and p,. In order to solve this problem let us observe that we have following

relation
Hyuph® Hyy = Hyy + 7,0 4577 |

(3.20)

where we defined matrix valued Newton potential ® 45 as

Dap = —1%my nes — nacm, g + nacm, W7 mnpp

(3.21)

Let us further define 7, as

'y =7 — B Ppa (3.22)



Then it is easy to see that

. 2T .
T%‘XHM = —7P+ T @ABTVBxu

(3.23)

To proceed further we will presume that ® 45 is non-singular matrix so that we can intro-
duce its inverse in the form

1 0] —-®
R — R 3.24
(@) det ®4p <—<I>01 D (3:24)

Now if we combine (3.20) with (3.23) we find that the inverse metric H* to H,, has the
form

oW = p — 31 (@ A8, . HMH,, =k . (3.25)
then it is easy to determine canonical Hamiltonian from (':5_-19.) and we obtain
rt+1r- T
H= /dJ’H QTF“H“VFV + =Tt +T)2"Ha™ —
AT 4
1
—5 — ), — 4(F+ +T)m, H*Y A1, + A7) +
T T <
+Z(F_ + T )" (A1, — A7) + 16(I‘Jr + )N T, A T)HY N 1+ A ),
(3.26)
where
Ty = pu + TB,px” . (3.27)
Finally we introduce two variables N and N defined as
1 1
N = Z(F+ +T7), N7= 5(r+ -T7) (3.28)
so that we find final form of the Hamiltonian density
H=NH+N"H,, (3.29)
where
1
H, = ?WMH“”W,, + Ta'"Hpx” — WMH”V()\J'_TV +A7 7))+
T _
+ T2 (ANt7, — A7) + Z(/\JrTu +ATT)HY (AN AT,
Hy = x'”p“ .
(3.30)

Let us now proceed to the analysis of the requirement of the preservation of all primary
constraints. In case of the constraints py =~ 0 , p, ~ 0 which are momenta conjugate to N
and N? we obtain

pN:{pN,H}:_HTQO,
Do = {pcryH} =-H, =~
(3.31)



while requirement of the preservation of the constraints pf‘r ~0,p) ~ 0 implies
T
pi = {pf‘r,H} =, H"'1, — T2''71, — ETHH‘“’(/\_T,, +AT1) = gi ~0,

T _
pr = {pi, H} = m,H"7, + Ta'"7, — E%MHW()\‘T,, +A7)=6~0.
(3.32)

Let us now analyze constraints H, ~ 0 ,H, ~ 0 in more details. Since we can anticipate
that H, ~ 0 is generator of spatial diffeomorphism it is natural to extend it in the following
way

Ho — pua™ + NTph + N 7pt (3.33)

and introduce its smeared form
T,(N7) = / doNH,, (3.34)
together with smeared form of the Hamiltonian constraint T,(N) = [ doNH,. Note that

T,(N7) has non-zero Poisson bracket with canonical variables

{To(N%), 2} = =N, {To(N?),pu} = —(N°p,)',
{To(N7), X} = =N7X= (V7). ph | = ~(N°p)'

(3.35)
Then it is easy to see that
{T;(N?), Ty(M?)} = To(N°M' — MPN"?) .
(3.36)
In the same way we obtain
{T,(N?),H,} = —2N""H, — N°H.
(3.37)
or equivalently
{T,(N?), T (M)} =T (N°M" — MN") . (3.38)
Finally we calculate Poisson bracket
{T,(N), T,(M)} = /dJ(NM' — MN")(pya'™™ = 22" (N 7, + A7) +
+2m, H" (AY7, — A7) =T\ 71, — A7) H*Y (AT, + A7) =
= /da(NM’ — MN')(Hy +2(0TG3 — A7G2))
(3.39)

that vanishes on the constraint surface H, ~ 0, Qﬁ‘r ~0 ,gi ~ 0. Collecting all these results
together we find that H, ~ 0 ,H, ~ 0 are the first class constraints which is an expected
result since the action (2.8) defines relativistic theory on two-dimensional world-sheet 3.



4. Second Class Constraints and Their Solution

Now we analyze the constraints gi ~0,G* ~ 0 in more details. First of all we show that
gi ~ 0 ,G* ~ 0 are second class constraints together with pﬁ‘r ~ 0 and p} ~ 0 since

T T
{pi‘r(a), gi(a’)} = ETMH‘“’T,,é(J -ad), {pg\_(a), gr (o’)} = E?NH“”T,,é(J -ad),
T T
{p)_‘(a),gf‘r(a')} = ET“HMVﬁjé(U -od), {p’l(a),gi (J')} = E@H’Wﬁjé(a —o').
(4.1)
Clearly there is also non-zero Poisson bracket between gi ~ 0 and G* ~ 0. Let us now

introduce common notation for the second class constraint as W4 = (pﬁ‘r, », gj\r, G*). Then
the matrix of Poisson brackets between these constraints has schematic form

Aup = (3 Vﬁ) , (4.2)

where X,Y, W are 2 x 2 matrices that have generally inverse matrices 3. Then the inverse
matrix has the form

Yy 'wx-ty-!
AP = < x-1 0 ) , DapAPe =64 (4.3)

If we now calculate Dirac bracket between z* and p, we obtain
{xuupl/}[) = {xuapl/} - {xuu \I,A} AAB {\I/B7pl/} =
-y lwx-ty-!

= {xuapl/} - (0707*7*) —1 (0707*7*)T = {:E“’pu} s
X 0
(4.4)
where * means non-zero entry whose explicit form is not important. From this result we
see that Dirac brackets between x* and p, coincide with corresponding Poisson brackets.

Now we are ready to solve the second class constraints gﬁ ~ 0 and G* =~ 0. First of all we
introduce part of the Hamiltonian constraint H, ~ 0 that depends on AT and A~ as

T
H) = ANt + BAT + Z((A+)2X +20TATY + (A)PW) (4.5)
where

A=—m,H"' 1, + Ta:’“TM , B=-m,H"T, — Tz"7, |
X=7rH"1,, Y=7,H"7,, W=7,H"T,.

(4.6)

30f course, each entry of these matrices is infinite dimensional since it depends generally on o and o’.
However for our purposes this schematic form is sufficient.



Using this notation we can write the solution of the second class constraints Qﬁ‘r =0, G)=
0 in the form
2 AY — BX . 2BY - AW

A= === =
TY2 - XW "’ TY?2-XW
(4.7)
Then inserting this result into H? we obtain
1
A 2 2
hell) = ——————(A"W 4+ B*X — 2ABY
H: (onshell) TV - XW)( + )
(4.8)
where explicit calculations give
X — _(¢—1)00 _ 2(@—1)01 _ (¢—1)10 , Y — (¢—1)AB77BA ,
W = _((I)—l)OO + 2((1)—1)01 - ((I)—l)ll
(4.9)
so that
4
V2 XW = — .
det Pyp
(4.10)

Then after some complicated calculations and with the help of the explicit form of A and
B given in (4.6) we get

H (onshell) =
I _ . .
= f?TMT'uA(q) 1)ABTVB7TV — 2WMT’f46ABnBcTUC + TTUAtIDABTJB — TTJATUBnABtIDCDnCD ,
(4.11)
where 7,4 = l‘IMTuA. Inserting (4.11) into (3.3(0) we obtain Hamiltonian constraint that
depends on the canonical variables x# and p,, only
1
Hool = ?Wuh“"p,, + Ta'" H,px"”
—ZWH%“AEABnBCTUC + TTUA<I>AB7'JB — TTJATUBnAB<1>CDnCD ,
(4.12)
where 7,4 = :E’“TMA. The form of the Hamiltonian constraint ({.12) coincides with the

Hamiltonian constraint found in [26] where non-relativistic string in stringy Newton-Cartan
background was defined with the help of the limiting procedure that defines Newton-Cartan
geometry from the relativistic one. We mean that this is very nice consistency check of
both approaches.

Finally we would like to check the analysis further and try to determine corresponding
Lagrangian density. Using canonical equation of motion we get

2N
it = {:EM’ H} = ?hwjﬂ-u - 2]\772”14EABUBCTUC + N70,xt | (4.13)

— 10 —



where H = [ d°(NH:' + N°H,,). Then we find
L = puit — NH — N°H, =

N
= ?ﬂ'uhwjﬂ'y — TTUA(I)ABTO.B + TTJATUB<I>AB —T2'"H,az" — TO-2" B, 0,x"

(4.14)
To proceed further we will now follow [2G] and introduce E A" defined as
EN =EN +m B0 Y Pypa (4.15)
that obeys an important relation
BN =0 (4.16)
Then it is easy to express Lagrangian density (4.14) as function of z* and d,z* and we
obtain
T . o ~ ’ ~ ’, . o
L= 5@ =N d"E NSy EP (3 — N72") —

— TN7,2A® 457,52 + TNT, A7, Prjap®cpn® — TN2MH 2" — T2t By, 0px”

(4.17)

As the next step we determine Lagrange multipliers N and N?. It turns out that these
multipliers are determined by equations of motion for z#. In fact, if we multiply this
equation by 7, we obtain

T (2" — N72'™) = —2NTME€EDTJD . (4.18)
If we further multiply this result with 2’# and use an antisymmetry of €45 we obtain

No =17 (4.19)

TO’O’

If we manipulate with (4.18) further we get

(@" — N°2'")7,, (" — N72") = —AN?7,, (4.20)
that can be written as
7 — 2N%7, + (N2 7,5 = —4AN?1,, . (4.21)
This equation can be solved for N when we take into account the result (4.19) and we
obtain
14/—det
N=-Y 0Tl (4.22)
2 Too
Inserting (4.19) and (4.22) into (£.17) we obtain Lagrangian density in the form
T
L= ——\/— det TQBT"BHQB —5 V- det TagTaBTaAq)ABTBB
\/—detTa <I>AB77 :E“Bw,x ,
(4.23)

— 11 —



where H,g = H,,,, 0 2" 052" ,TaA = aaa;“TMA and where we used the fact that

EXNoppEP = Hy + 1, 04577 . (4.24)

We see that this Lagrangian density almost coincides with the Lagrangian density found
[18] up to terms that contain matrix valued Newton potential ®45. Now we are going to
argue that these terms cancel each other. In fact, note that 7,3 is defined as

Taf = 7o 75" NAB | (4.25)

where 7,4 is 2 x 2 matrix. Now since TaB is non-singular so that 7,/ is non-singular as well
and hence we can introduce an inverse matrix TBA that obeys the relation

. B=60. (4.26)
Then we can define 77 as
T = TO‘ATBBnAB (4.27)
that obeys
TQBTBA = TO‘CT]CA ) (4.28)
and hence
TQBTﬁBTaA = TﬁBTBCT]CA =B, (4.29)

With the help of these results it is easy to see that contributions to the Lagrangian density
(4.23) that depend on ®4p cancel each other and hence the Lagrangian density has the

final form T

L=—31 /—det Top7" Hop — Ti" B2’ (4.30)
which is Lagrangian density proposed in [1§]. This result again confirms validity of our
approach.
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