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Abstract

Gauge-invariant descriptions for a free bosonic scalar field of continuous spin in a
d-dimensional Minkowski space-time using a metric-like formulation are constructed
on the basis of a constrained BRST-BFV approach we propose. The resulting BRST-
BFV equations of motion for a scalar field augmented by ghost operators contains
different sets of auxiliary fields, depending on the manner of a partial gauge-fixing
and a resolution of some of the equations of motion for a BRST-unfolded first-stage
reducible gauge theory. To achieve an equivalence of the resulting BRST-unfolded
constrained equations of motion with the initial irreducible Poincare group conditions
of a Bargmann—Wigner type, it is demonstrated that one should replace the field in
these conditions by a class of gauge-equivalent configurations. Triplet-like, doublet-like
constrained descriptions, as well as an unconstrained quartet-like non-Lagrangian and
Lagrangian formulations, are derived using both Fronsdal-like and new tensor fields.
In particular, the BRST-BV equations of motion and Lagrangian using an appropriate
set of Lagrangian multipliers in the minimal sector of the respective field and antifield
configurations are constructed in a manifest way.
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1 Introduction

The Poincare group is a cornerstone of relativistic quantum field theories. For the first time,
its representations in R"? were studied by E. Wigner [1]. The number of group representations
describes the quantum states found in a local field theory, being some massless particles of
fixed helicity (photon) and massive particles of integer (for vector and Higgs bosons) and
half-integer (for quarks and leptons) spin. In higher space-time dimensions, the Poincare
group ISO(1,d— 1) is shown to be useful in (super)string theories [2], [3], [4]. Until now, no
examples have been found to realize any other representations that exist in the Nature. So,
a tachyon representation of imaginary mass, which appears to be an excitation of the lowest
energy in the spectrum of bosonic string theories, is used as an indicator of instabilities,
for instance, in spontaneous symmetry breaking. The other representations are known as
continuous spin representations (CSR) which describe a massless object with an infinite
number of helicities for which eigenstates of various helicities are mixed under the Lorentz
transformations, in a way similar to the set of massive particles, leading to an infinite heat
capacity of the vacuum, due to Wigner’s argumentation [5].

Numerous attempts have been undertaken to associate CSR with physical systems. It
appears that the actual discovery of this procedure is yet to come. At the same time, the
single-valued (bosonic) and double-valued (fermionic) CSR with an infinite number of degrees
of freedom (see, e.g., [6]) have not yet been observed with confidence [7] in the respective
spectra of second-quantized bosonic strings and superstrings, as compared to the massless
higher-spin (HS) fields of all the integer (0, 1, 2,...) and half-integer (1/2, 3/2, 5/2, ... )
helicities (each having a finite number of degrees of freedom), so as to be extracted using
the (super)string tensionless limit [8], [9]. However, there are ways to construct a special
tensionless string limit [10], [11] in which CSR in the truncated string field may be found.

The above property of CS particles is quite attractive nowadays due to an intense devel-
opment of higher-spin theory [12], [I3], [I4], [15]; see the reviews [16], [I7], the discussion in
the string-theory context [I8] and references therein.

Unitary irreducible representations (UIR) using CS for the Poincare and super-Poincare
groups in a d-dimensional Minkowski space-time with d > 4 were first studied by the team
of L. Brink and P. Ramond [19], and, in further detail, by X. Bekaert and N. Boulanger [20].
It was shown by A.M. Khan and P. Ramond [2I] that it is possible to consider CSR with
CS = as a special limit for an HS particle of mass m and spin s, when lim,, 0,500 ms = =,
used to derive the Fronsdal- and Fronsdal-Fang-like equations [22], [23], albeit having CSR
in the limit corresponding to massive HS particles [24], and shown to be equivalent to the
Wigner and Wigner-Bargmann equations [25] (for a review, see, e.g., [26]).

In turn, a search for Lagrangian formulations (LF) and forms of relativistic field equa-
tions, not necessarily Lagrangian ones, which are to equivalently reproduce the conditions
selecting massless UIR with CS, has been variously developed for R¥~! in both d = 4 and
higher dimensions. So, a local covariant action for bosonic CS particle formulated using an
auxiliary Lorentz vector 7,, and localized to the unit hyperboloid n? = —1 has been pre-
sented by an integral over d*zd'n in [27] (see also [28]). An LF for a scalar bosonic CSR field
in terms of an infinite set of (double-)traceless totally-symmetric tensor fields of any rank in
constant-curvature d-dimensional spaces has been realized using an oscillator formalism (in
accordance with tensor representation [27]) by R. Metsaev [29], which was used in [30] to
construct a quantum action for CSR field in R"~!, whereas a twistor description for mass-
less particles with CS has been suggested in [31] (for relationship between the Fronsdal-like



and Fang-Fronsdal-like equations [32] and ones obtained in [29] and for interactions, see as
well, [33], [34], [35], [36]).

Some of the most efficient tools to reconstruct a local gauge-invariant LF from the initial
UIR of the Poincare or anti-de-Sitter groups previously used merely for particles of discrete
spin on a basis of the BRST-BFV approach originating from the BF'V method [37], [38], in-
vented to quantize dynamical constrained systems, and applied, nevertheless, to a solution of
the inverse problem, in fact, to formulate an LF in terms of Hamiltonian-like objects using an
auxiliary Hilbert space whose vectors consists of HS (spin)-tensor fields. It is not surprising
that a first application in this way of the BRST-BFV method to CS fields in B3 has been
recently proposed by A. Bengtsson [39], one of the inventors of the constrained BRST-BFV
approach to lower-spin fields [40], [41]. An inclusion of holonomic (traceless and mixed-
symmetry) constraints, together with differential ones, into a total system of constraints
which is to be closed with respect to Hermitian conjugation with an appropriate conversion
procedure for a subsystem with second-class constraints, has resulted in augmenting the
original method by an unconstrained BRST-BFV method, with no restrictions imposed on
the entire set of initial and auxiliary HS fields. The application of this method have been
initiated by A. Pashnev, M. Tsulaia [42], followed by C. B., I. Buchbinder, V. Krykhtin and
A R. [43], [44], [45], [46], [47], for totally-symmetric HS fields and mixed-(anti)symmetric
HS fields in RM~1 and AdS, [48], [49], [50], [51], [52], [53] (for a review and the interac-
tion problem, see [54]). A detailed correspondence between constrained and unconstrainedp
BRST-BFV methods for arbitrary massless and massive IR of the ISO(1,d — 1) group with
a generalized discrete spin has been recently studied in [55], where a constrained BRST-BFV
LF for fermionic HS fields subject to an arbitrary Young tableaux Y (sy, ..., sx), k < [d/2] was
first suggested and an equivalence between the underlying constrained and unconstrained
LF was established. A development of this topic has resulted in an (un)constrained BRST-
BV method of finding minimal BV actions necessary to construct a quantum action within
the BV quantization [56] presented in [57] (for bosonic HS fields, also see [58], [59], [60]).
An application of the BRST-BFV method to a scalar bosonic CS field in R%? on the basis
of a so-called four-constraint formalism [39] was recently proposed using the Weyl spinor
notation in [61] (for recent developments, see also [62], [63], [64], [65], [68]). A prescription
for a four-constraint formalism to derive an unconstrained BRST-BFV LF for a CS field
[39] is different from the one applied to HS fields of any discrete helicity, because the set
of conditions extracting a massless bosonic UIR of any integer spin and the one having CS
[25] contains the respective 2 and 4 equations, so that the “naive” numbers of the respective
constraints being linear in the ghost approximations of Hermitian BRST operators should
be 3 and 7.

Having in mind the equivalence between unconstrained and constrained BRST-BFV LF
for one and the same HS field of a generalized discrete spin in R4~ [55], we shall assume that
the same property is to be valid for BRST-BFV unconstrained and constrained descriptions
for the equations of motion (EoM), we intend to construct an BRST-BFV descriptions for
free massless CSR particles propagating in R%¥~!. The article is devoted to the following
problems:

1. Derivation of a constrained BRST-BFV approach to constrained gauge-invariant both
non-Lagrangian description for EoM (and Lagrangians) for a scalar CS field in R%4-1
in the Bargmann—Wigner form, with a compatible set of off-shell BRST-extended con-
straints in the metric formulation;



2. Study of an equivalence between the resulting BRST-EoM for a scalar CS field in R¢!
with initial conditions extracting UIR of the I.SO(1,d — 1) group with CS and making
a comparison with a Fronsdal-like representation;

3. Construction of constrained BRST-BV descriptions for EoM (and action) in the min-
imal sector of the field-antifield formalism on a basis of the suggested gauge-invariant
constrained EoM (and action) for a scalar CS field in R~ in the Bargmann-Wigner
form;

4. Construction of an unconstrained gauge-invariant EoM (and action) from a constrained
BRST-BFV description for EoM (and action) on a basis of additional compensating
field.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section , we find an higher continuous spin (HCS)
symmetry algebra for a massless bosonic field with a given CS in RY*~! in Bargmann-
Wigner form and suggest (in Section [3) a constrained BRST-BFV formulation for EoM.
In the latter point, we construct a constrained BRST operator with an off-shell holonomic
constraint, obtain a properly gauge-invariant EoM and action with help of the Lagrangian
multipliers, find its representations in terms of Fronsdal-like fields and resolve the problem 2
concerning an equivalence with the initial set of UIR CS conditions. BRST-BV minimal
formulations for EoM (and action) are derived in Section 4] and an unconstrained quartet-
like EoM and action are presented in Section [5] The short-list of the results is presented in
the Conclusion. Finally, in Appendix [A] we construct a representation for higher continuous
spin symmetry algebra with two pairs of oscillators, then demonstrate in the Appendix
the problem of Fock space realization and, thus, LF for the single pair of oscillators within
Wigner-Bargmann form of CSR equations as well as suggest a new way to find CSR in the
special tensionless limit for open bosonic string in the Appendix [C]

The convention 7,,, = diag(+, —, ..., —) for the metric tensor, with the Lorentz indices
m,n = 0,1,...,d — 1, and the notation €(A), [ghy, ghr, ghiot|(A) for the respective values
of Grassmann parity, BFV, ghy, BV, gh; and total, ghit = ghy + ghr, ghost numbers
of a quantity A are used. The totally symmetric in indices my, ..., m; quantities @1k
and A™ .. A™ are denoted respectively as ®™+ and (J]A)™*. The supercommutator
[A, B} of quantities A, B with definite values of Grassmann parity is given by [A, B} =
AB — (—=1)A<B)BA. The Heaviside #-symbol determined as 6, = 1(0) for k > I(k < ).

2 Higher Continuous Spin symmetry algebra A(Z; R

The irreducible Poincare group massless bosonic representation with CS in R%¥~1 is described
by the R-valued function ®(z,w) of two independent variables 2™, w™ (being by scalar CS
field [19], [27]) on which the quadratic Cy = P™P,, and quartic, Cy = Wy, W™ ~"d=3
Casimir operators take the values

Co®(z,w) =0, Cy®(x,w)=vZE’®(z,w) with WM-md=s = ¢m-map Mo (2.1)



Wmi-md=s ig the generalized Pauli-Lubanski (d — 3)-rank tensorﬂ with Levi-Civita tensor
5 L

€™M momentum P, = —157, angular momentum M,,,, = My, + Sy, for orbital and
spin parts:

— 0 0 0 0

M, = zxm% — zxnax—m, Son = zwm% — anaw—m. (2.2)

and with the real positive constant =, enumerating the value of CS in R"~! when v =
1. Explicitly, the field ®(z,w) should satisfy to the 4 relations [as it was suggested for
d = 4 case by Wigner and Bargmann [25] when v = 1 for the field ®(p,¢) in momentum
representation, being Fourier transform of ®(z,w): ®(p, &) = (27)~%/2 [ d*zd*w exp{ipmz™+
i&mw™ P (z,w)], In terms of ®(p, &) and ®(z,w) the equations read:

mn mn mn 0 - _mn T
<77 PmPn, 1) gmpna [ agfmpn -5 gmgn + V>(I)(p7 5) = (07 Oa 07 0)7 (23)

nmnamim%q)(x,W) =0, nmnain arim(b(x’w) =0, (24)
—w™ i@(m w) =EZ0(x,w) nm”i 0 O(x,w) = vd(z,w) (2.5)
Ox™ T Ow™ Quwn T '
with some dimensionless parameter v € R (being the squared length for the space-like
internal vector ™, £2 = —v), expressing the fact of ambiguity in definition of internal

variables w™ and determining the value of the quartic Casimir operator Cy4 on the elements
of TR space of the Poincare algebra iso(1,d — 1) as VEQ.E| The equations , are
non-Lagrangian.

Because of absence of the non-trivial solutions, with except for, ®(z,w) = 0, due to the
first equation in , when expanding ®(z,w) in powers of only non-negative degrees in
w™, we consider the representation of ®(z,w) in the form of series both in powers of w™ and
in powers of its inverse degrees, (w™/w?) in terms of independent usual in HS field theory

tensor fields CID[()m)b(n)O(x) = ®(,), (z) and new ones for [ > 0: <I>l(m)k7(n)l(x):

=S @ T T

l
1>0 k>0 j=1

D@+ Y @), (20

>1

(for w? = w™w,,) to provide the completeness property when resolving the respective BRST
complex in the corresponding vector (or Hilbert with endowing by an appropriate finite
scalar product) space. Because of the monomial w(m)k% does not uniquely determine the
positive and negative degrees of w™ its dual element @l(m)h(n)l should have the respective
dual property for VI > 0:

m), WY m Mi+j =
(w( )k 3 = o )k{ Hw kﬂ} Ww2(+1) H nmk+jnl+j> =

l i F/l+i Mt NI+
= <(b(m)k7(n) k7 n)l Z d @ kﬂ,(n)lﬂ H 77 ’ ]> (27)
>0
'For d > 4 there exist additional Pauli-Lubanski tensors W™t Me= ¢mi- TP e Mg pomeys X -
XM, _1my, such that [P, W™ = 0, thus providing for the operators Co. = Wy,  m WM e

e=13,...,d—3ford=2N, (e=0,2,....d — 3 for d = 2N — 1) to be by Casimir operators [19] which are
characterized by the parameters v, = and integer spin-like parameter s1, ..., s; for k = [(d — 4)/2].

2For = =1, v = p? from above equations the relations given by (1.1)—(1.4) in [3I] are obtained, whereas
for v =1 the Wigner and Bargmann equations [25] hold.



(m)k w( )

where for the latter row a decomposition for the monomial w on trace and traceless
parts was used (with account of the notation for totally—symmetrlc sets of indices (m), =

my...my and (n); = ny..y and 5% = 9,)
mwn —1_mn mcn 1. _mn WJ (m)kw(”)l
(w E:d n +(5p60_d n npa) E)i((u W:
oy w7 w™i—k
= H {d 1?7mznl + (6;?632 - d*17IM¢ni7]pioi)w”i w2 }{Gk,lw Vke—1 + Hlk 1~ 0~ (l 5 }) (28)
=1

(for w™o = 1). So, the trace part of w™<; corresponds to scalar d~ tym®) | which can be
added to pure scalar ®°. The component Tfields @lm)k,(n)l are totally symmetric not only with
respect to separate group of indices (m)k and (n);, but with respect to whole set of indices
(m), (n); due to the relation: w™ <3 = W™ ”U% In particular, the property holds

P! , for k>1,

l — (n)lmlJrl.‘.mk,(m)l
CI) { L for k<l

. (2.9)

(n) i, (M) ngg1...m°

true. Th{a symmetry properties 1} mean that the different traces of the functions (IJZ(m)b(n)l
are equal:

(I)l(m)k,(n)lnmkm — q)l nmkmk-o—l — q)l( nnlnl+1- (210)

m)k72mkmk+lvmk71(n)l71 m)kflnlfl’(n)l72nlnl+l

mEn;

Indeed, we have the sequence of relations, e.g. for the first equality, Cbl(m)k (11

l mEn; — Hl mgm : ]
(m)k—_ampni,mi_1 ()1 ] = ©(m)kf2mkmk+lamkfl(n)l—ln ¥kt In particular, for k—1=1=1

(l—1=Fk=1) we have,

(I)%m)z’nnmzn — CI)l mzn7 ((I)2 ) nnlnz — (I)2 7777,1712). (211)

nmg,mln m,(n)a ni,mnsg

The relations (2.4), (2.5) take equivalent, [but amblguous( ) due to freedom in the definition
of the monomials and therefore Component functions , . | representation in powers
of w™ (2.12)) and of [TF_, w™ x HJ LW Jw? (2.13):

@y . [T OmOn ‘P (@) =0, gl ot () =0,
w { Za{mk . 1}( x) = E@?m)k(g;)7 nmk+1mk+2q)(m ea 2( ) = V(I)((]m)k(x)§ (2.12)
( mn@maln@(mm(n)l =0, . y
w(mi amk+1¢)l(m)k+h(n)l + n{"l—mlanq?(}f)k,(n)l_?}n 2(1 — )8{nlfb S} = 0,
W= 1) PPy on F Ematon Py, 1y 1y = O (2.13)
(I)l(m)kmm’(n)l B V(Dl(m)k’(")l +2(I)l(:”1)k”7{(n)172n77”l imy — 40— 1)(I)l(m1)k{nz,(n)z 1}
\+(I)l(;n2)k7{{(n)l—wnnnl73”l72}n”171"l} + 2(l - 2)( d)q)l( 2)k ()i} = 0

(for @' = 0 when [ < 0; k € Ny) being respectively for each systems by D’Alambert, diver-
gentless, gradient and generalized traceless equations. Note, first, that all the component

tensor functions @0 ) 1 and <I>l () n (2.13) are determined with accuracy up

to the transformatlons 1’ .. may be changed on the respective functions CB?m)k and
@l(m)k (n),» Second, we have used the symmetrization in indices my, (m)x—1: {mg, (m)r—1}; in

n—1ny, (n)—2: {my_1my, (n);—2} and in 4 indices n;_3n;_o, ...,n; with (n);_4 in (2.13)) without

6



numerical factor. Third, the left-hand side of the last equation in (2.12)) may be equivalently
written as, ’r;mk+1mk+2®0 )en (L) = O, ™ () as it was done in the similar traceless equa-
tions in @ The representation (2.6 . leads to non-empty set of non-trivial solutions for
the systems ED - ) with account for the first note. Fourth, the set of the equations
appears by the subsystem of the set ( - ) for [ = 0 with allowance made for ambi-
guity , . For instance, from the third equations in for | = 1,k = 1 (with
Nima {m (I)?m)o},(n)o} = 20nyn, @) it follows:

~ —19ng1 =30
Ogm, nl}( ) + 20y 200 (z) = 0 <= { (5 lda 0", (r) + Z0%(z) ;L

2= 92.14
{m%n} d_lnmnnf’”)ﬁpq)}j(x = ( )

Note, that the similar equivalent equations take place for the third equations in for
1> 1P

To describe the dynamics of the fields ® jointly, we may follow by two ways both being
based on BRST-BFV approach. First variant consists in applying the algorithm [43]-[51],
[52] for construction of the Lagrangian formulation, second variant is concentrated within
scope of non-Lagrangian equations of motion, as it was realized for UIR with discrete spin,
see e.g. [09] and for CSR [65]. Whereas, the former case requires an introduction of more
complicated set of oscillators to provide string-inspired Fock space structure presented in
the Appendix [A] the latter one may be realized without using of finite scalar product.

In spite of these problems the equations (2.12] can be derived from the Lagrangian
actions both in unconstrained with help of 4 sets of Lagra,nglan multipliers )\” (m)i, () , 1=
1, 2, 3,4, k.l € Ny and in constrained form with 3 sets of Lagrangian multipliers without
)\ ) as follows,

Sciz = /dd >

k,[>0

{ l| M)k, n)laQq)lm)k ), + )\l\ (m)g,(n <amk+1 P!

m)k+1,(n)
- oot —2(1 — 1)y, @1
Mm@ 2 (), (n)1—23n (™ (m)g(n)i—1}
U(m)g, = -1
+2g (Za{mkq’m)k () +~77{mk{mq)(m>k1},<n>11}>}’ (2.15)

— d U(m)g, ! -1
S_‘ - SC"_‘ /d Z >\ k <(I)(m)km 7(n)l - VCI)(m)k,(n)l + 2®(m)kn {(n)l 2 nnlflnl}

k,[>0

1]

-1 -2
~A= D), iy T Plomihman Mmoo} )

+2(1-2)2 — )22, ) znm_lm})- (2.16)

In this respect, note that since the Bargmann-Wigner equations is linear in ® the respective
actions ([2.15)), (2.16) have a quadratic form which leads, of course, to a non-diagonal form

3 Another variant of solutions for (2.4)), (2.5 due to the first equation in (2.5)) can be chosen without poles
in w™ as its explicit solution:

0

) )
oxm

O(z,w) = d(wp — E)p(z,w) Z k'(p ) (L)W W™ Py = —
£>0

To get the UIR with CS for the field ¢(z,w) one should to modify the rest equations in order to include the
value of CS = in it that should provide the fulfillment of the equations on the Casimir operators (2.1)) that
was done, e.g. in [29], [61]. We develop the above procedure in [74].

7



of the respective propagator and to a wider set of the degrees of freedom due to Lagrangian
multipliers. However, the EoM for ®(x,w) and those for >\”(m)’“’(”)l(:€) are completely decou-
pled from each other, and thereby form independent systems. By selecting the appropriate
initial and boundary conditions for )\ll ™) ‘() one can always fix the unwanted degrees
of freedom completely. We will use thls form of free actions as auxiliary ones in order to
deduce the EoM. f1

The Poincare group IR relations , take the equivalent form in terms of the
operators,

= 0; (2.17)

&u_ma , —wW" Oy +12, —n ™ Do + y).(2.18)

=

(lo, l, mT7 m11)<I>(a:,w)

(l07 ll? m1+7 mll) = (nmnaman7 -

It is impossible as it is shown in the appendix [B]to realize a Fock space structure on a set
of the generating functions ®(z,w) given by (2.6)) and its dual with finite scalar product with
standard Hermitian Conjugation property, when using the one set of oscillators: (a,,,a™) =

—1(0/0w™, w"), [a™,a™"] = —p™" for am|0> when acting on a vacuum vector |0). However,
we enlarge the set of the operators 8) by its (formal) duals (l1 , M, mﬁ)
0
(IF, mi, mfy) = (—wmam, —a—mﬁm —1Z, —w"wy, + 1/> , (2.19)
and by the "number particle” operator,
1 0 d 1 0

4The actions (2.15)), (2.16] reflect the points of a general procedure known as the augmentation method
for the classical and quantum descriptions of (non)-Lagrangian systems [66], which, owing to an idea also
suggested in [67], may be used to obtain the respective actions entirely in terms of the field ®(z,w). To do

so, one should consider the actions SélE, 52 augmented by the terms quadratic in )\ﬁl(m)’“(”)l (x) = AMi(2):

9Sicpz = \Mi(2)G s n, + F(®(2)) Ny = 0
5}\5\[( ) i M;N; Nii )

for F(®)n,; = F%’%(I)Mii being EoM 1’ for constrained at ¢« = 1,2, 3 and unconstrained ¢ = 1, 2, 3, 4 cases.
For a nondegenerate matrix |Gy, n;, [, we have actions being quadratic at the extremals F(®)y;,;:

Sienz = Scen= /ddx A (@) Gy A ()

A _gA _ d - N;
Sicp=z = S(C|)E|(AM”:_F(@,)%G;M —f/d rF(® GM N, (@);

— d 1] ( ,(n w Ul(m1) s, (n
= /d Z @ ‘ k ( )lg n)z (m1)k/ (’nl)l/@ |( 1)k ( 1)
kLK U'>0

In the case of a gauge presence for ®(z,w): I®(z,w) = R(z,0z;w, 0, )s(z,w), we have the determinant
, 0 that there exist (local) generators R} of gauge transformations (dual to the (local)
generators R(x, 0w, 0y,)): (5)\?4' RYig® with their own gauge parameters c®. The quantities RY: are
.||, so that we should find an invertible supermatrlx |Gz 5,1l in a larger

configuration space M), = {)\fw"’,CM 70)\?1,b>\f"} having its own ghost Cy, antighost Cy and Nakanishi—
Lautrup by fields in addition to the ones for the EoM F(®)y,;. The only problem here which may be
controlled by an appropriate choice of the initial conditions is that the maximal order of the EoM following
from the S(ACDE is greater than the one for EoM implied by the respective actions S(¢))z-
SFor quartic Casimir operator Cy = (M, P")? evaluated for massless case on ®(x,w) we have after
explicit calculatlon with allowance made for the equations , ) that: Cy®(x,w) = (I])%(m1 —
V)®(z,w) = Z2v®(x,w), so that the relations ( . ) hold.

8



being characterized by its action on ®(z,w) = > {®*(z,w) + >,., P> (z,w)}, for the
values of the map degree (deg,, deg,, )@ = (s,1):

(go —d/2)®(z,w) = Z {s@s’o(x, w) + Z(s — )0, w)} (2.21)

s >0

so that the component tensors ®*!(x,w) from ®(x,w), for s = [, belong to the kernel of the
operator (g — d/2). From the commutators:

[90’ mf—l} - Q(mfl - V)» [907 mll} = —2(m11 - V) (2.22)

it follows, that the non-zero number v should be considered as a non-central charge.
Because of any linear combination of the constraints o; = (04, 0) should be constraint,
we have, that

mi =1 =12, my -1l =5, (2.23)
and = should be considered as the non-central charge too, because of not extending the
zero-mode constraint, ly. Note, because of the operators [, m; can not be imposed as the
constraints on ®(z,w) we could ignore the reducibility above.

Being combined, the total set of bosonic operators o = {04, 04,0 ; g0, 2, v}, for {oa} =
{lo, 11,17, my, miY, {07} = {m{P} can be interpreted within the Hamiltonian analysis
of the dynamical systems as the respective operator-valued 5 first-class and 2 second-class
constraints subsystems among {o;} for a topological gauge system, with additional operators
9o, =, v, which are not the constraints due to , and because of from the commutation
relations for the operators oy (forming a Lie algebra)

[017 OJ}:fII.(]OK7 fl{(]:_fi(la (224)

the following subsets can be extracted:

[Oaa Ol;l—} = fupOc + Aab(QO)a [OAa OB} = ngOCa [oa, OB} = faCBOC' (2~25)

Here, the constants f¢,, f{5, f<5 are determined by the Multiplication Table and possess the
antisymmetry property with respect to permutations of lower indices, whereas the quantities
Aup(go) form a non-degenerate (2 x 2) matrix: ||A||=antidiag(—4go,4go), in the space V of
vectors {®(z,w)} on the surface ¥ C V: [|Alljx # 0, which is determined by the
equations: (04, 0,)®(z,w) = (0,0).

We call the algebra of the operators oy as the higher continuous spin symmetry algebra in
Minkowski space with notation A(Z; R*1) (shortly HCS symmetry algebra)f] Note, first,
that we omitted in the Table |I| the center of A(Z; R4~!) consisting from =, v. Second, the
linear dependence of o = (my, (1, Z) and o = (m], 1], Z) for k = 1,2, 3 means the existence
of independent bosonic proper zero eigen-vectors Z*; Z+*:

onZ" =0, of Zt" =0, for ZF = p(1, —1,1), Z*"* = B(1, -1, —1), VB € R\ {0}, (2.26)

6

one should not identify the term ”higher continuous spin symmetry algebra” using here for free HS
formulation starting from the paper [46] with the algebraic structure known as " higher-spin algebra” (see,
for instance Ref.[I5]) arising to describe the (half-)integer HS interactions.



L=l [ ma[mf [ & [U] mu my | o |
b 0] 0 0 0|0 0 0 0
mi [0 ] 0 | o 0 | io 0 —217 I
mi | 0] =lo| O | —lo] O 24 0 —1f
L o [[o] o | I 0 | lo 0 21 lh
ool =] 0 [ —l] O 2, 0 —1f
mip |0 0 | =201 | 0 |=2 0 4go 2(m1y —v)
mi; ([0 207 ] 0 [2] 0 —4go 0 —2(mj; —v)
Lo Jlol-b] & [-uff]-2(mu-v)[20m,-v)]] 0 ]

Table 1: Higher continuous spin symmetry algebra A(Z; RM4-1).

whose set is linear independent. Third, because of the elements 0%, w,, transfer the fields
P*(z,w), s > 0 (see (2.21)) into the fields O,®5, 1 (z,w), 510, the elements o; from
A(Z;R¥=1) have the same property and for their actions on the fields ®*!, [ > 0 both
operators 0%, w,, obey by the similar property:

O dH = s b @Iy @Y = Pt (2.27)

Thus, all operators o; when acting on ®(z,w), preserve the grading in V, induced by the

decomposition of ®(z,w) by go: (2:21).

The algebra A(Z; RY4~1) contains the subalgebra Apgy (Z; RY41) = {ly, I, m], m1;,} be-
ing closed with respect to the [, ]-multiplication. This algebra does not closed with re-
spect to the formal Hermitian conjugation in V', but maybe effectively used to formulate
(un)constrained BRST-BFV description of dynamics for the CS field ®(z,w).

3 Constrained BRST-BFV descriptions

To construct constrained formulations we extend the results of general research [55], realized
there for HS fields with generalized integer and half-integer spins on R“¥~! for CS case,
however on the level of the equations of motion.

3.1 Constrained BRST operators, BRST-extended constraints

There are two ways to develop constrained BRST-BFV descriptions for CS field, based
respectively on the HS symmetry algebras A(Z; RY~1) and Apw (Z; RM471).

3.1.1 Case of A(Z; R 1)

We consider the set of the first-class constraints {04} as the dynamical one with the element
=, and the off-shell algebraic constraint (one from the second-class constraints) mq;. Due
to the fact that the operator gy does not now relate to CS value =, as it was for the case of
discrete spin [55], we introduce generating equation for superalgebra of the Grassmann-odd
constrained BRST operator, Q¢, and extended in the space Vo: Vo = V ® gofj, off-shell

constraint ]\/4\11 in the form:

[Qc, Qc} =0, [Qo, M} =0, for ghu(Qo, Mu) = ¢(Qc, Miy) = (1,0),  (3.1)

10



with boundary conditions for Q¢, ]\/4\11:

AT S S _
<5CA’ on="ong’ 57}2) Qolezy = <0A’E’ZZI€P’“ Z Z+kpl:r> s Mule_p_y=mn, (3.2)

k k

when vanishing ghost coordinates, momenta (CA, Pa;n=, 735) for constraints (04, =) and ones
for eigen-vectors Z*, Z+*: (7](;), 779)), being by the generating elements for the space V;fl‘.

The solution for the system ([3.1]) is sought in powers series in ghost operators with choice
of some (CP)-ordering for [C4, Pg} = &4, which satisfy to the Grassmann, ghost number
distributions and respective non-vanishing (anti)commutator relations:

CA Py n= Ps 7](2+) Pgr)
€ 1 1 1 1 0 0 (3.3)
ghyg| 1 -1 1 -1 2 -2
{7717 ’Pf-} - {nf_u Pl} =1, {7771717 ’P?H_} = {7711%_'_7 ,P{n} =1, (34)

{no, Po} = {n=, P=} =1, nz, P} =[Pz, n;] = 1.

In (3.3), (3.4) the formal Hermitian conjugation for the zero-mode ghosts is determined by
the rule: (no, Po, 1=, 73:)Jr = (770, —Po, 1=, —735) for formal hermitian operators [y, = from

the center of A(Z; RY¥~1) with the rest ghost operators, which form the Wick pairs.

The BRST operator, ', for the Lie algebra A(Z;RY¥1) of the constraints o; ,
whose linear dependence means the presence of proper zero eigen-vectors ZIII: OIZII1 =0,
€<ZII1) = 0, such that they supercommute with o;: [01, Z{l} = 0, should be found from the

equation: [Q', @'} = 2(Q')* = 0, and has the form:
1
Q/ = CIO] + écfcjfﬁPK + ch Z{lpj. (35)

Here the set of fermionic ghost operators (C!, P;) for the bosonic constraints o; and bosonic
ghost coordinates and momenta (C'*, P, ) for Z; corresponds to the minimal sector of BRST-
BFV method [38] for the topological (i.e. without Hamiltonian) first-stage reducible dyna-
mical system with the first-class constraints.

For the case of the constraints 04 whose algebra is subject to the table |1| and
constant proper zero eigen-vectors Z III = (Z%, Z*), the solution for Q¢ in follows from
the general anzatz in the form:

~ 1
Qc = C4 <0A + §CBng7DD) +n=E+ 1z Z VAL A Z Z5 Py, (3.6)
2 ;

for P = (le, P, 735) and P, = (Pf”, P, —775). Explicitly, we have

Qo = molo + il + Ly + ™+ nm 4+ (nFm + 00+ i+ 0 ) Po
+7755+772(731m+ —’Pf —'PE) +77}r(lpin —'Pl —i—PE) (3.7)

Because of, first, the physical space (as the set of states being equivalent to one described
by the equations and the first from ({2.5))), in fact, should be extracted by imposing of
linear in ghost C#, = terms from @C (see, e.g. Statement 2 in [55]), second, the operator =
can not be imposed as the constraint on the vectors from V, we instead consider another
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variant of inclusion of the term, ==, when calculating of zero ghost number cohomology of
QC’ in Vc.
To do so, we define the representation in Vg:
0 0 g 0 0 0 0 0 ) (3.8)
3 ) ; y 351 ) ) ARE
OPf T OP!™ o o Ony’ OP= OPS Ony,

<771’ 7771n+> 7317 P{n—’—a P07 nN=,Mz, PZ) = (

such that the requirement (nz)=Zxc = 0, for arbitrary physical vector xo: x¢ € Ve,
ghu(xc) = 0 to be not depending on P= means that we, in fact, extract only linear in-
dependent constraints, when acting on arbitrary Yo = Yco(z,w,C, P):

Xe = > () ) (P (P e (g )= (P§)" (P=)"*= (3.9)

X O(z,w)

T FOSTVF1,T fm s Tepl, Tepms TV f 2, Mpz s Tp= )

where ny,,n,, are running from 0 to oo, whereas the rest n's from 0 to 1. The ghost-
independent vectors ®(w), soi.. have the dependence in w according to (2.6). Thus, we re-
solved the linear dependence problem for the sets: {l;,m;,Z} and {I;,m, =} on the space
of P=-independent vectors and should remove dependence on proper zero eigen-vectors

and respective ghosts n(Z+), P(Z+) in @c and Y¢ turning to

(Qc, xe) = (Qe, )?c)|(n(z+>:p(z+>:7>5:0)- (3.10)

It provides that from Qcxc = 0 it follows, due to the choice of , the equations in power
of ghosts: (lp + O(C*), 11 + O(C*), m{ + O(C*))xc = 0, being compatible with . It is
in the agreement with the observation that the operators I}, m; can not be imposed as the
constraints on ®(x,w), so that among the operators I", m; (I, m) the only m] (I;) is the
constraint. The solution for the second equation in can be found in the form

MH = mq + 27717)1 + 27’]{”7)1 (311)

The respective BRST-extended number particle operator oc(g), €(Gc(g)) = 0 (known for
the discrete spin as the spin operator [55]), which should satisfy to the additional equations

Qo Gc(9)y =0, [Mu, 5o(9)} = 2(My —v), (3.12)
is uniquely determined in the form{|
oc(9) = go+nPr—mP +n P — 0Py (3.13)

3.1.2 Case of Apy (Z;RM1)

The nilpotent unconstrained @)y, and constrained @ pwc BRST operators for the algebra
Apw (Z;R¥1) " which contain only linear independent first-class constraints subsystems
by the respective numbers 4 and 3 looks as (for the Grassman-odd ghost coordinate and
momenta 7;;, P11: {n)7,, P11} = 1 corresponding to m;)

Qsw = Quwic + THh M3V, Qpwic = molo + 0l + ni*m{ + wi ni*Po,  (3.14)
Qewic = QC’( mt (3.15)
U

—m=P} =Py =n==P==n}" =P =0)"

"The operator 5o (g) (3.13) is differed from the standard spin operator by the latter two terms due to
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The BRST-extended constraint ]\//TlBlw is determined from the generating equation, [Qpw/c,
MEW} =0, by the expression:

MEY = my +297P, MEY = My —2pPy. (3.16)

The extended vector xpw|c from the space Vpw|c: Vewic = V ® V;}fw for the primary
constraints ogy = {lo, [, m] } has the representation

Xewie = D" () ) (P (P @, @) gy gt + - (3-17)

that implies xpw|c = Xc¢| (77=:7D=:n§:79§:0)'

3.2 Constrained dynamics

To derive BRST constrained dynamics we should solve spectral problem for the vectors
X& € V& due to existence of Z-grading in Veo: Vo = @, VE for ghy(xt) = —k, k € Ny for
the case of A(Z; RY71) algebra:

QCX(C)' = 07 MllX% = 07 <€7th) (X%) = (07 0)7 (318)
X = Qoxe Myxt =0, (€, 9hmr) (xe) = (1, 1), (3.19)

The closedness of the superalgebra of ()¢, ]\711 guarantees ,the joint set of solution for the

system (3.18))— (3.20). Thus, the physical state xc = x% for the vanishing of all ghost vari-
ables n9, n; , N7, P;, P, contains only the physical vector ® = ®(x, W)Ofo;ofhofm,opl, Opm 02 0p

(2.6)), so that

¢ = ¢+ > m m =0. 21
Xc + Coua, auz}(n&ni’—anlﬁpfﬁ’])l):() 0 (3 )

The vectors x% inherit by the construction the decomposition (2.6): x% = x(co)k +> st Xg)k,
in the sum of the vectors with only positive and mixed degrees in w,,. The equations of
motion: Qcxe = 0 (xe¢ = x%) in (3.18)) obtained at independent degrees in powers of the
ghost oscillators are yet non-Lagrangian (due to absence of finite scalar product definition in

Ve) to be invariant with respect to reducible gauge transformations with off-shell constraints

Qox® =0, oxh = 02,Qoxl™, Myt =0, k=0,1,2. (3.22)

The vanishing of all ., for [ > 3 is due to the possible maximal ghost momenta degree:
PP to be realized for only x%:

XQC = PiPl'w(z,w) for @ (2, w) = P(T,W)0,70:0,1,0 s Lyt Lpm (3.23)

Thus, we constructed the constrained gauge-invariant non-Lagrangian formulation of the
first-stage reducibility for the massless scalar bosonic field with CS = for v = 1.
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Having the decomposition in ghost oscillators for the field and first level gauge parameters
X5, 1 = 0,1 with R-valued coefficient functions (as well as for w(z,w)):

ve = 0(w) +uf (Pixa(w) + PP @) + 0 (Piew) + PINgw)  (3:24)
0 (P x0() + PEG () + 0 PP Xon (@) + P PG ()
0 PIPIXT (W)
X = Pio(w) + ) + PEPY (@) + e (@) + mol)), (3:25)
from the BRST-extended constraints 1) and structure of operator ]\//711 1} it follows

the constraints in powers of independent ghost monomials for the gauge parameters and field
vectors:

[=2: muw=0, (3.26)
l=1: my (§, S0, §01) =0, mus"+ 25 =0, myisi1 + 2501 = 0, (3.27)
[=0: mi(xo0,Xx01) =0, ma1 (x1, X1 x1p) =0, miixg + 2xo = 0, (3.28)
muXor +2xo1 =0, muxy —2x7] +2x7"=0,  muxe+2x1 =0, (3.29)
mp® + 2x; = 0. (3.30)

The np-independent equivalent representation for the equations of motion and gauge trans-
formations (3.22)) in the supermatrix form look:

(o) (30 ()
—AQc () 0" (m +n7) B(w) 0)’ ‘
Sl A (ot m+ m Sl+1
J ( Bg((i)) ):( Z?C (771 +21AC)2<;71 i) ) ( BZCCH((Z)) )92,1, 1=0,1,2,3.32)
AQc = nifly +nimi + gy + man™™ (3.33)

for x4 (w) = SL(w) + noBL(w), x&' (w) = BA(w) = 0. The respective gauge transformations
in the ghost independent form follow from (3.32)) for the zeroth level gauge parameters:

5(§, gm’ S01y S115 §0> (Cd) == (_ may, lf? lla mii_a lﬂ)w(w)a (334)

and for the field vectors (omitting explicit w-dependence)

6P = I ¢+ mis™ — <, ox1 = lis + misor, OXT = l1is™ — I so1 — <o, (3.35)
OX2 = m{S+misn — <o, Oxy =mi <" =G, OXTT = lhisu — mi o — <, (3.36)
dxo = miso + los, oxgt = —lso + los™, (3.37)
Oxo1 = —l150 + loSot, oxgr = —mi <o + losui. (3.38)

The respective ghost-independent equations of motion from (3.31)) take the form in powers
of ghost monomials C(CP)* for k = 0:

no: lbo® — 17 xo—mixg =0,
T];r LD — li_xl - mlxrln — Xo — Xo1 = 0,
s mi® — 1 xe —mixy + xg — xor =0,

m®+2x; =0, mux1 =0,

14



as well as for k =1, 2:

non, Pyt lox1 — lixo — mixor = 0, (3.43)
nom Pt loxT = hixg' + I xon = 0, (3.44)
non Pyt lox2 — mi xo — mixgi =0, (3.45)
nony P loxy' —mixy + 1 xg, =0, (3.46)
o N7 PY P s loxiy +mi xor — hixgr = 0, (3.47)
mrPr s =mixa 4 hixe — maxi — xo — xo1 = 0, (3.48)
mnr P —mXT L XA - xe + xan = 0. (3.49)

Thus, the relations f determine the constrained gauge theory of the first stage
reducibility for the massless free field ®(x,w) of CS = in R~ subject to the constraints
(3.26)—(3.30), (3.42) with 9 auxiliary tensor fields. This theory is non-Lagrangian with off-
shell holonomic constraint (3.42)) and corresponds to the algebra A(Z; Rb4-1),

The special structure of the constraints permits to make gauge-fixing procedure starting
from the lowest gauge parameter w which together with the linear combination of the gauge
parameters (¢"™ —¢j1) (that follows from (3.27))) belongs to the set of ker my;. After invertible
change of the basis of the zeroth-level gauge parameters:

. - 1
{ga gma So1y S115 gO} — {ga an7 S01y S115 gO} fOI' (Gmagll) - §<§m :F §11> (350)
we may gauge away the parameter ¢™ from 6¢™ = —5Zw by means of complete using of

w. Now, the theory becomes by irreducible gauge theory with independent gauge-invariant
parameters <, o1, <11, So for m3,¢;; = 0 and with the rest parameters satisfying to the first
constraints in ((3.27)).

Turning to the field vectors we replace the parameters ¢, ¢;; in f on ¢; and
see, that two pairs of the fields x{', xg; and x7*, X7} obey to similar constraints in f
(3.30) as the parameters (¢" — ;1) = 2¢3;. Making invertible change of the basis of the
fields:

{XG" xor X7 XA ) — LN X6L, XT XL ) (3.51)
S 1
for (X', Xos X1 X1) = 5 (X6" F xon: x4 F X)),
with untouched rest fields: @, xo, Xo01, X1, X2, X5', We may gauge away the fields xi' from
OXg' = 5250 and X" from 0XT" = 5Z¢o1 by means of complete using of ¢y and ¢o; respectively,
in view of theirs satisfaction to the same constraint. Then, from the gauge transformation,
x5 = 1=¢1 we gauge away the field x4', which now obeys, together with ¢;, to the con-
straints: mqq|x5") =my1$1 =0 after using ¢o;. Thus, the following 7 fields with gauge
transformations survive after partial gauge-fixing with unique gauge parameter ¢, my;5 = 0:

(5<(I)7 X1, X2, X?L X0, Xo1, Xa) - (li‘_7 l17 mi‘—7 07 lO? 07 0)§ (352)

From the transformed equations of motion (3.46)), (3.49)): = (;zg;, )Z’ﬁ) = 0 follow vanishing
of the fields x¢i, X715 Therefore, the remaining equations ((3.39)—(3.49) transform as follows
except for (3.43):

ZO(I) - li’—XO = O, l1¢ - lel — Xo — Xo1 = O, meI) - ZTXQ = O, (353)
I xo1 =0, m{ xo1 = 0, lox2 — m; xo = 0, (3.54)
—m{x1+lixa — Xxo — xo1 = 0. (3.55)
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Two first equations in (3.54) have unique general solution: yo; = 0. The resulting equations
of motion for the rest 4 fields take the form

loq) - li'—X() = 0, llq) - lii_Xl — X0 = 0, lOXl - l1X0 = 0, (356)
lox2 — m{xo =0, lixa —mix1— Xo =0, mi® — 1] xs =0, (3.57)

which may be considered with account of algebraic traceless constraints f as the
triplet-like non-Lagrangian formulation for scalar bosonic field with CS in the Bargmann—
Wigner form, due to presence of the field xo(w) by analogy with case of HS fields with integer
spin [69]. Indeed, the equations do not contain the field x3(w) and coincide with the
conditions which determine the triplet formulation for the case of integer spin, but with more
involved structure of the fields. Almost the same triplet interpretation (if makes the change
lg’L) — mgﬂ) valid for the latter equation in and two first equations in for the
triplet: x2(w), xo(w), x1(w). The latter equation in entangles the basic fields: @, yo
from both triplet equations.

After resolution of the second algebraic equation of motion in (3.56) with respect to xo
we get the system:

(lo =)+ (I7)?x1 =0,  (lo+LEx1 — (1h)*® =0, (3.58)
loXQ — mfllfb + mflfxl = 0, ll (XQ — (I)) — ZEXl = 0, l;r (XQ — CI)) — =P = 0, (359)

given in the configuration space M, parameterized by ®(w), x1(w), x2(w) subject to the
gauge transformations (3.52)) and to the independent holonomic constraints

muxi(w) =mps(w) =0, myxa(w)+2x1(w) =0, mpP(w)+2x1(w) =0. (3.60)

The equations , may be interpreted as the duplet-like non-Lagrangian formula-
tion for scalar bosonic field with CS in the Bargmann—-Wigner form by analogy with case
of HS fields with integer spin [69]. The equations coincide by the form with the
conditions which determine the duplet formulation for discrete spin.

If we gauge away the field x;(w) by using the part of the gauge parameter ¢(w), which
therefore should be divergentless, l;s(w) = 0, (see for details, subsection [3.4), the same
gauge-fixing procedure may be applied for now mqi-traceless field y, so that the field x»
may be removed completely by means of using of the gauge transformations with remaining
degrees of freedom in ¢(w) so that the remaining from the systems (3.58), (3.59), (3.60)
equations on the initial field ®(w) coincide with the IR conditions (2.4), (2.5).

Expressing the field y;(w) as generalized trace of the basic field ®(w): y1= —%mufb,

according to(]3.60]), we derive from the duplet-like formulation (3.56)), (3.59) and ([3.60) the

system:

{lo — lf—ll — %(lf)QmH}@ = ﬁo@ = O, {%(lo -+ lllf)mu + (ll)z}(I) = ZO(I) = 0, (361)

1 -
loXQ — mf (ll + §lfm11>® = f(q), XQ) = O, lii_ (XQ — (I)) — =20 = ﬁi_(q), Xg) = O, (362)
1 _
ll (XQ — (I)) + 5@577111@ = ﬁl(q),Xg) = 0, mll(XQ — (I)) = m%qu = 0. (363)

The second equation in (3.61)) and the first one in (3.63)) are the respective algebraic conse-
quences of the first equation in (3.61]) and the second one (3.62)), when applying to the latter
ones of the trace operator myqy:

Lo® = myLo®, L1(P,x2) = muLli (P, x2). (3.64)
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Thus, the independent system of equations consists from 3 differential equations and 2
ma-traceless (holonomic) constraints to be invariant with respect to gauge transforma-
tions, §(®(w), xa(w)) = (Ii,m{)s(w) for my;c(w) = 0. Note, the imposing of the above
described gauge-fixing procedure on the auxiliary field ys turns the system — to

the Bargmann-Wigner equations ([2.4] .
Presenting the independent gauge- 1nvar1ant equations (3.58 - in powers of w(™

w(")l

=, k,1 € Ny similar to the Egs. (2.12)), (2.13):

" !
W w2 (EO )l\(m) ()i =0, (£+<(I) XZ))H(m) o(n) =0, (‘F((D’XQ))II( Jks () =0, (3.65)

l

we get with help of the real-valued Lagrangian multipliers j\él(m)’“’(”)’, 1 =1,2,3, k,l € Ny
(being different with ones used in ([2.15])) the constrained gauge-invariant LF for CSR scalar
(real-valued) field ® of CS = in the tensor form

Sorz (P2, he) = / ddxz{ " (£02) gy o+ 18 L (R0 o,
k>0
+ A (@, X0)) o } (3.66)
6(®Z’Xé)(m)k,(n)z: _<a{mk§(lm)k—1},(n Ot Sy} s — ZEn{mk{”lgér_rsk,l},(n)l,l})’ (3.67)
AN () = N RIS (@, 00" e e (2) 5 AN = R0 (3.68)
K

m)k, (1)
(m1) g (n1)y
being dual (see Footnote 4) to those for the fields, whose specific form may be determined
explicitly. Here, we should impose the double (single) m;-traceless holonomic constraints on
k>(n) (

with certain generators R”, of gauge transformations for Xﬁ(m)k’(”)l, 06Sciz = 0,

the auxiliary fields S\?(m) on dual gauge parameters: (mj;0)* = 0) due to structure of
the action and the constraints 1} on the fields ®!0m)x-(m) X;'(m)’“ (M and gauge parameters

g}l)(m)h(n)l according to the last representation in ([2.13]):

U (m)s () z ! !
(%) "= (70®) (g = (0102 = 2)) gy gy, = (701 Gy oy, = 0 (3:69)

The analogous forms of the constrained gauge-invariant LFs may be formulated with
help of respective sets of the Lagrangian multipliers for the triplet-like non-Lagrangian for-
mulation , (13.57)) (see, Eq. in the Section |5)) and for duplet-like non-Lagrangian
formulation , within Bargmann-Wigner form of the CSR equations.

One should stress, that an analysis of the form for the non-scalar field ¥(x, w)(m)srn(uk)%
with CS, =, and integer generalized spin, s = (s1, ..., sx), k < [(d—4)/2] [19], should necessary
be by a gauge-invariant theory with reducible gauge symmetry, and based on the respective
HCS symmetry algebra.

3.2.1 On Higher Continuous Spin symmetry algebra A(Z;Y (k), Rb4-1)

The most general massless non-scalar CS one-valued irreducible representation of Poincare
group in a Minkowski space R1?~1 is described by a tensor field (W) (1), (ib)s,, = Y (@, W)
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b 2y i gl of rank Zz>1 s; to be corresponding to a Young tableaux with k rows of

length sq, s, ..., Sk, respectively

#1 [LLQ . . . . . -2 . ‘M;l‘
U(w), 2 " e B : (3.70)

1Y) 515 (1) s 505 (HF) s

HIZ] N RN

This field is symmetric with respect to the permutations of each type of Lorentz indices
p?, and obeys in addition to (2.4)—(2.5) to the Klein-Gordon, divergentless (3.71]), traceless

(3.72)) and mixed-symmetry equations (3.73)) [for ¢,5 = 1,....k; l;;m; = 1,..., 8]
—0, VUV b, =0, (3.71)

OO (W) (u1), (142 sy (), Yo (1) a1
i i J
(W) 1)y (1) g i), = D) 1)y (12) g i), = 05 L <3, (3.72)

U(w . . =0, 1<y 1< <s,, 3.73
( )ml)sl,...,{(u Dt s eves 1] ] Yt (1) Si=h= (3:73)

where the bracket below denote that the indices in it do not include in symmetrization, i.e.
the symmetrization concerns only indices ('), g7, in {(1")s, ;- pi1.- 1] }.

For a joint description of all the CSRs with given CS, but different spin s we following

to the case of HS fields with only integer spin [51] introduce an auxiliary vector space
Vi, (Vo = V) generated in addition to w by & sets of bosonic variables & = (w;, ""w;’j’“)

i,j=1,..,kpu, 17 =0,1....,d — 1, and a set of constraints for an arbitrary string-like vector
U(z,w,d) € Vg,

Sk—1 k s )
HH My
Z Z Z \Ij x w 517(M )527 7 )Sk wi ll? (374)
$1=0 s2=0 sE=0 i=11,=1
In 19 i\ - :< 2 Y oou Lo mn i )‘I/ - .
(lo, 1", 17,47 ) ¥ (2, w,6) = (97, &ufa -y Dl &d;ﬂwu Do (z,w,d)=0,3.75)

(for i < j;i; < j1). The set of (k(k + 1) + 1) primary constraints (3.75) with {o%} =
{lo, 17,19, t131} describes all CSR with given CS Z, if, in addition, the constraints o4 hold

(l(), ll, mf, mn)\lf(az,w,ofi) = 0. (376)

In turn, if we impose to the Eqgs. (3.75)) the additional constraints with number particles
operators, gi,

| . . 10
gé\l}(x’w’w) = (Si + d/2)\11(x7w,w)7 9o = 5{("}“: W}’ (377)
I

then these combined conditions [which are reduced to ones for scalar CS field, ®(z,w)
— U(z,w,0)] are equivalent to Eqgs. (3.71)(3.73) for the field (W) (u1)ay . (42) g (t)s, With
given spin (Z,s).

The procedure of LF implies the property of BRST-BFV operator ), ) = C%S +
C%g +more, to be Hermitian, that is equivalent to the formal requirements: {0%}+ = {02},

-----
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o 7 [ o o] T [ ™ [ ™ [ o T ]
tiad2 At2d2,5101 Blzjz“h 0 192 §izi _piat it | [z gin e [ _jia{int gitiz Fi2j2t
i % 7 j1 591} i i1} [
tl—;ﬁ -B 1J1‘2J2 Zjl,izjz 0 l125]z _lj;élg li2 {Jldj; _ljz {J1+6i; _Fi2j2 +
lo 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 _ighd 1“5;1 0 0 lod" 0 _%l{iﬁgm}j 1§t
Ut Jirtgid ;r(;g 0 —d7t 0 %l{il(sjl}j 0 _itgi
[i2J2 — iz gizkin | . {12+5j2} 0 0 7%[{1'25@}1' 0 [i2d2 101 [i{i2 gi2}i
i L
[i272+ lil{i2+5j2}j1 ljl{j2+5?2} 0 %l{i’z-‘-&ijz} 0 _ [1d1si2d2 0 _li{i2+5j2}i
iy
I e L 0
Table 2: Higher Continuous Spin symmetry algebra A(Z;Y (k), RM4-1).

{0a}" = {o0a} and closedness for {04, 0%} with respect to the commutator multiplication
[, ]. To provide these conditions we consider an quasi-scalar product, ( , ), on Vg:

Sk—1 00 p1 Prk—1

(2w.0/09), v(w.3)) = | 12535 S 35 ) SRS SLLI L RN

51=052=0 5, =0p1=0p2=0 pr=0
k s;

M
[T11«
l;i=1

(3.78)

AT

j=1m;=1 &,u

(@5 W) (1)) (12)sy -

]

The quasi-scalar product ( , ) presents the w-dependent bilinear operation on V; Q) V. being
differed from the standard scalar product on the Fock space H used for HS fields with only

integer spin s [51] [under identification of the oscillators (ajﬂ-, afj) = —1(0/0w! I,wijr) with
commutation relations, [azi,ag] = —1,1,:0"]. As the result, the set of {05} and {of} are

extended respectively formally to o; (2.24) and to {05} = {05, (05)7, gi} extended by means
P « « 0

of the operators (02)*,
(li+7 [+ ti1j1+) — ( 18“ ——w wa/g w]la E;u)’ i < g5 i < Ji, (3.79)
with taken into account of formally self-conjugated operators, (If, ¢i™) = (lo, ).
The set of all operators oy has therefore the structure,
{ow} = {or; 05} = {04, 0%, 90,2, ;05,0575 go}; o, 0%] = 0. (3.80)
Explicitly, operators oy, satisfy to the Lie-algebra commutation relations,
[ow, ox] = fivxov, fivx = (15 fPr) = —Fxw (3.81)

where the structure constants fi¥,y with non-vanishing components ( 1K, ng) are determined
from the Multiplication Tables [I] and [2]

Note that, in the table [2| the operators %272, ¢}

,:,, satisty the properties

(thz’ tj;p) = (tzzjz ’ tj;]z

)62 (3.82)
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the products B2, Aij2iuin i [i2d2i101 gre determined by the explicit relations [51],

11717
me“]l — (90 )521?553 (t J29]2 L+ t]2+6) 32)52 _ (t—&-zzew“ + tzzhghzz)éﬁ ,
Ald2g — tzmz(slzh _ t”h(snh,
Frizizt — 22 (§j2i _ éizi)’ (3.83)

[Jizjitit i{éigiléjgjl [296251'2;'2 tgiz 982} _ gl [tm}z’gemm} + ti2j1}+9j1}i2]
_51'2{@'1 |:tj1}j29j2j1} + tj2j1}+(9j1}j2] } ’

with known properties of theirs antisymmetry and Hermitian conjugation [51].

We call the algebra of the operators oy the higher continuous spin symmetry algebra
in Minkowski space with a Young tableauz having k rows with notation A(Z;Y (k), RM4-1).
Note, that A(Z; Y (0), R¥1) = A(Z;R»1). The subalgebra of {0%} without space-time
derivatives, i.e. (I, thJr [F ¢t gh) is isomorphic to the symplectic algebra sp(2k). The
Howe dual algebra [70] to the algebra so(1,d — 1) is sp(2k) if k = [(d — 4)/2].

The algebra A(Z; Y (k), RY4~1) provides a basis to construct BRST-BFV gauge-invariant
descriptions for the equations of motion and for the (un)constrained LFs following to the
proposed above receipt for scalar CSR in the Bargmann—Wigner form.

The situation with 7SO(1,d — 1) representations with integer spin looks another [42],
[54], [55].

3.3 Comparison with dynamics for higher integer spin fields

First of all, let us present the result for the BRST-BFV descriptions for scalar CS field
obtained in the Section3.2]in terms of the bosonic fields being subject to the usual traceless or
double traceless condition, generated by the operator l;; = mq1],, — ), following to Fronsdal
proposal for (half-)integer HS fields [22] 23]. To this end we will use the representation ,
for the fields ®(x,w) and for x&:

o= 3 {0 SO OOk 0,0, P) = PPN ), (384)

s >0

ghi(x&) = ghu(X"%) = —k, (deg,,deg, .») X" = (s,1), (3.85)
so that the generalized-traceless constraints for the field and gauge parameter satisfying to:
mi, ®(w) =0, mis(w) =0 (3.86)

should be rewritten in terms of Fronsdal-like double traceless ¢*°(w) and traceless ¥*°(w)
fields and new fields double traceless ¢*!(w) and traceless 1*!(w), Vs, (I + 1) € Ny, (for fixed
degree in powers of w™ according to [3 and due to relation: ®%(w) = (—1)'®+0(w)(1F;) 7!
ast

[n/2]
) =303 (el 020 DAL () e ), (3.87)
n>0 k>0 >1

(/2]
)=>_>. <5kn e S TN () i 2“) (3.88)
n>0 k>0 >1

8The presentation of (double) traceless condition, l§1 ¥*!(w) = 0 is as usual for l =0, Whereas for i >0
should be understood according to the latter algebraic equations respectively in , ([2.13), but for v = 0.
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with untouched negative-like part of ®(w) (as for the standard Fronsdal-like fields) and in
more general form

[n/2) [n/2]-
ZZ Z (’an Yok =2k ss+z ~1,s (I )hes gn—2h— sl+s), (3.89)
n>0 k>0 s>0 >1
(/2] [n/2)—k

ZZ Z (52” Yo gn =2k ss+z (I sy sl+s>7 (3.90)
n>0 k>0 s>0 >1

= (0" + > ") (w) for ¥ € {¢,¢}, [} =0, L™ =0, (3.91)

>1

where the fields ¢(w), ) (w) have the decomposition ([2.6) according to (2.21)). Here, the

unknown rational coefficients %n, 5§m for the decomposition (3.87]), (3.88) are determined
from (3.86]) as the solutions of the system of recursive equations at each fixed monomial
(L) Rgm=2kt (1) F 92 and (17 PR for k =0, ..., [n/2]; n,1 € Ny:

{V2%n )+ 21/%“7%2[11([{“1)’““ +;\y//l§+2,n+4 [l%p (ZE)HQ] } " =0, (3.92)
(V0L + Gy [, (@) fur 2 = 0 (3.93)

(for Yem = Vs Okn = ggn) In case of decomposition ([3.89)), (3.90]) the coefficients 7 7k . glsn

should be determined from more general system at each fixed monomial (I};)*s9"~ 2%, s

(L)l gn=2k=sts and (If))Freyn—2k=sHs for k = 0,...,[n/2], s =0, ..., [n/2] — k; n, [ € Ny:

A )+ 2031 s ()7 T [B, ()72 2= 0,(3.94)

5 s <, s n—2k—s,l+s __
LB ()4 4 3, ol ()41 i =, (395)

(for v, = fyk o Onn = 50 ). The solution for the system (3.92)), (3.93) is found in the form

~ ( )k /;y/(l)n 2k o (_V)k ;7([),71—2k
Ten = k CARl(n -2k —1+d/2-1),] (3.96)
AR [(n—2k—1+d/2—1)+i—1] k
i=1
g]lm _ (_V)k 5(l),n—2k _ (_V)k 5(l),n—2k (3.97)
’ i ARkl (n — 2k — 14 d/2),

AR [0 =2k —1+d/2) +i— 1]

with arbitrary constants gém, %n concrete choice of which depends on n,l, d and with

(), being by the Pochhammer symbol. The coefficients related as: (gfm 1 /(50n ok) =
(fyk ) Vo o). The solution 1) for 1) follows from the recursive relations

VA n T8k + 1)V g nia [0 — k — 1+ d/2]

k+1
+ %o | [+ D[i+n =2k —1+d/2] =0, (3.98)
i=k
{207 i1 mso + 8k + 2T o[k + 0 — 2k — 1+ d/2] } 111 =0, (3.99)
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with account for:
goU" = ((n — 2k — 1) + d/2)0" ", 9 € {4, ¥} (3.100)

Substituting 7, +ont4 €xpressed from 1' in terms of 7} ., in (3.98) we get (3
Note, as to the general systems (|3.94] - that due to the ambiguity in the deﬁmtlon

of the monomial

(lii-l)k+sq9n—2k—s,l+s _ (lii-l)(k+m)+(s—m)ﬁ(n+m)—2(k+m)—(s—m),(l+m)+(s—m)7 m=1,....s, (3101)

the respective coefficients %Sn, gffsn should satisfy to the relations:

~l,s __ ~l+m,s—m s Sl+m,s—m o
Vi = Vi tmmim: 5,6,” = 5k+m7n+m, m=1,...,s. (3.102)

One can easily see that the solutions for (3.94)), (3.95) can be found analogously to (3.96)),
(3.97) in the form:

~l.s Cl,s
~l,s Tls\ (_V)k fy(l)n 2k 50’,7’1—2]@
< Ok "> AR <(n —2(k+s)—1+d/2—1)," (n—2(k+s)— 1+ d/2)k>’<3'103)

~0 _~ 70 _ 73
so that 3, = Vi Opn = O
Now, substituting, instead of @, x;, <, for j = 1,2 theirs presentations in terms of series
of respective traceless: X’;"ll, n,l € Ny and double traceless tensor fields: w;' L ow; e {925, Xp|2},

= 1,2, as well as the gauge parameters e™':

[n/2]
%n 2%k n—2k,l n,l
HDFw! 25 B =0 3.104

n>0 k>0 1>0

[n/2] 5l
0,n—2k k. n—2k,l n—2kl

n>0 k>0 (>0

[n/2] ko5t
0,n—2k —
=> Y Y L)ker 28 et =0 3.106
4kk| 2k—l+d/2) (L) e, e =0, (3.106)

n>0 k>0 [>0

(for W; € {<I>, XQ}) we get gauge-invariant non-Lagrangian duplet-like 1 , ) and
with expressed field x1, x1 = 1/2mq1®, (3.61) (3.62), (3.63) (with the fields ®, x» and
o™, Xglg) formulations in terms of Fronsdal-like totally-symmetric standard (for [ = 0) and

(m)y w™
21

new (for [ > 0) fields. Representing the expression (3.104) in powers of w o We may
derive the latter gauge-invariant EoM from the action Seiz (®, x2) (3.66) with help of the
Lagrangian multipliers S\é‘(m) e =1,2,3, k,1 € Ny. Because of the multipliers are double
myi-traceless as well (| - they should be expressed according to the above receipt
in terms of double /;;-traceless Fronsdall-like multipliers )\”(m (™ The constrained gauge-

invariant action - for CSR scalar field of CS =2 presentmg in terms of Fronsdal-like fields
in the tensor form (but in Bargmann—Wigner approach) in this case looks as

nl\ N
Sci= <¢ ;XF|2,)\F|Z> = Sc= (‘I)7X27>\i) !<¢’X2Aé|<m>k,<n>l):(q)(djn,l)7X2(Xg,lzz)vxy,z(y;,‘li)). (3.107)
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To compare these results with triplet, duplet and Fronsdal LFs for the fields with all integer
spins we remind that the latters are encoded by only the D’Alambert, divergentless and
usual traceless (for v = 0) equations for the basic field ¢* = ¢*° of any integer spin s,
s € No: go¢® = (s + g)gzﬁs, without presence of new fields ¢*!, [ > 0.

The respective constrained gauge-invariant LFs for the massless ﬁeld, ¢° of integer spin
s in terms, first, of triplet ®*, x5t X572, second, of duplet ¢°, x$? (having expressed of
x5!, being similar to yo(w - from triplet formulation through algebraic EoM) with
indlces s,s—1,5—2 meanlng the rank of the component Lorentz tensors, i.e. deg, o(x)* = s
, and, third, in terms of unique field ¢° look as

SC\s (¢7 XO>X1) = (¢S(aw)X8_l(aw) Xi_2(aw>) _ll 1 ZT 1(w) 7(3'108)
0 ll —lo S 2(&])
3 (6" (W), X~ (W), X1 W) = (I o, 1n) €7 H(w),
and 1 (¢(w), xo(w), xa(w), €(w)) = (=2x1(w), 0,0,0); (3.109)
Sere (00) = (6@ vi o) (Pt 3.110)
Cls \ P X1 w l% —ly— lll+ )
82, (6) = 6°(0.) (lo U~ 0 — S — o+ i zn) 8 (@).(3.111)
6¢°(w) = I e Hw) and 12,¢°(w) = I3 Hw) = 0, (3.112)

for S’C‘s = S0s|vo=xo(¢:x1) and 5’&8 = ‘SA‘C‘S|X1=*(1/2)111¢' Thus, the gauge-invariant actions

<SC|OO(¢O7X87X(1))7 SC|OO<¢01X(1]>7 Sg\w(¢0)> = Z (80\57$C|su‘§8‘|s>7 (3113)

s>0

with (67, x5, x3)( ( DY DY Xi‘2> (w)

s>0 s>1 s>2

according to the rules , for massless fields of all spins s = 0, 1, 2,... take in the
ghost-independent vector-like notations the respective forms: (3.108]), (3.110)), (3.111)) with
allowance made for the changes (¢, x§", x7°) — (¢°,x0,x?). The corresponding gauge
transformations (3.109), (3.112]) are now written for the fields of all integer spins with the
gauge parameter: €)= > _ ¢! with the same forms of the traceless constraints.

In the tensor notations the latter duplet and Fronsdal LFs read (up to the common factor

(1/2)):

R —1)8 o
Sg|oo(¢0>X(1)) :Z%/dd${¢(m)s<82¢(m)5 — 38m58”¢(m)s—1n+8(8 _ 1)ams—1amsx(1 )s )

s>0
—s(s—1) 20%X{™ 7 + (s — 2)0™ 2"\ — O O O 3.114
S(s X1 (m)s_2 X1 (5 ) X1 m 1 Om, @ ) ( . )
~ —1)%
St =S [ ddx{qs(m)s (020! — om0t 4 5(s — o gmam, )
>0 ’

1 1
—58(8 _ 1)¢(m)s_2mm <a2¢(m)572nn + 5(8 . 2)8m5728m¢(m)573mnn> }’ (3'115)

23



with traceless field: ) -, y1s=2: yq (Ms—am — () gauge parameter > es1 eMs—1. glm)s—sm
= 0, and double traceless basic field: Zszo dMs: plmls—2m - — 9y (Ms—2  phroviding the
standard form of the gauge transformations:

<Z¢ S’ZXI >— Z(a{mse(m)sfl}a3m5’1€<m)571>, (3.116)

§>2 s>0

from (3.109)), (3.112)). To be complete, note the constrained BRST-BFV LF for HS field, ¢°,
of integer spin s are given by the relations:

Scis (¢, x0:xY) :/dnoxg‘s(aw)QC|intXOC§(w)7 S(x& X&) (W) = (Qepnxe (W), 0)(3.117)

T Lo} S d S
Luxg = (ln + 2771731>X]58 =0, Gt (9)XE = (S + 5) &, k=01, (3.118)

which are related with ones (3.22)) for CS field ®(w) as follows:

<QC|inta ZX?? Lll + v, a\'C|int(g)> = (QC? XC’ 5 Mlla UC( )) ‘(nm—nl —’p{’”:p{n:(])a

s>0

(3.119)
where Y% = +Zl>0 XY k' and x2(,,) is dual for x(w) with respect to the natural scalar
product in the respective Hilbert space H¢. Explicit comparison of the duplet LF ,
for HS fields of all integer spins and duplet-like LF (3.66]), (3.67)), (3.69) for CS field
shows its difference both by the contents of the configuration spaces, due to presence, first,
of "negative spin value” fields: (®*!,y}",x3"), second, by the field (Xm0 X (w)) in the
latter, third, by the Lagrangian multipliers presence for CS field, by the structure of the
constraints among the fields. The only EoM for the standard fields ®°(w), x?(w) have
the Lagrangian form (without using Lagrangian multipliers) and when rewritten in terms of
Fronsdal-like fields ¢°(w), x},(w) may be derived from the functional 8¢z (®°, x?):

S&E (q)ov X?) |(q>0 0) ((DO((bn 0y x (X’Zwﬁ)) = Sg|oo(¢07 X?) (3120)

We stress, that the main difference concerns the presence of infinite number of new ten-
sor fields with "negative spin values”, that, in turn, follows from the Bargmann-Wigner
and Fronsdal forms of the equations selecting respectively the CSR and the integer spin
representations. In case of Fronsdal-like form of the equations (suggested by Shuster and
Toro [27]) they can be derived from the Lagrangian BRST-BFV EoM (without new fields
presence) with the constrained Lagrangian formulation closely related with one for massless
totally-symmetric fields for all integer spins (see footnote 3).

3.4 Equivalence to Initial Irreducible Relations

Let us preliminarily consider the problem of establishing of the equivalence of the Lagrangian
EoM for massless totally-symmetric field ¢(,,), (x) with integer spin s, in the triplet formu-
lation , , which have the form, when expanding the EoM: Qcjine X% (w) = 0, in
powers of ghost coordinates (together with respective traceless constraints (3.109)):

no: lod™® — zf S0 =, o Lot =T =g =0, (3.121)
77077?_731—"_ : lOXi - llXS 1o - 0 lll (¢s Oa XS b 07 Xi 2 07 ES_LO) _( QXi 20 07 Oa O) (3122)
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with non-Lagrangian conditions which should extract the massless UIR of the Poincare group
ISO(1,d — 1) with discrete spin s in terms of tensor fields:

(lo, ll, l11)¢s’0 = (0, O, O) (3123)

The conditions do not fix completely an ambiguity in the definition of ¢*° as a rep-
resentative of the UIR space of ISO(1,d — 1) group due to existence of a residual gauge
symmetry, which we intend to determine. First of all, we use part of the degrees of freedom
from the gauge parameter €5~ to gauge away the field XT_Q’O by means of the gauge trans-

formations (3.109)). For s = 0 the equivalence is trivial, whereas for s = 1 there is no field

x; ™ = 0. To do so, we expand ¢~ 0 into sum of longitudinal, €] ~10 and transverse, ¢ 1 -0
components:
1,0 1,0 1,0 - kot (D) Lo | klk 1,0
eV =€ e = 1) e 1+ e Y (3.124
L 1 ;( ) /{Z'(lo)k Z ( )

so that lles_l’o = 0 and both of the components are traceless: l11e;, = l11e, = 0. Thus, first,

we use only part: €} from the parameter €; Lo — =€ + ef for s > 2 to gauge away the field
X; 20 completely. So we have, from the stabllity of the solution x5 > = 0 under the gauge
symmetry, that 0x} " =0 < L1, "’ =0 :> l16¢5 M= ey 1%.

Second, from the first equation in we observe that the field x5~ L0'is the transverse
one and we may therefore use the unused parameter € ~19 choosing el B — (L) g
to gauge away this field completely, so that the stability of the solution Xof Y = 0 under the

gauge transformations means, that dy§ " = 0 < lpe" 10 = 0.

As the result, from the equations (3.121)), (3.122)) it follows the validity of the system
(3.123]) with residual gauge transformations determined by the longitudinal gauge param-
eter, 6%571’0, which satisfy to the same restrictions as the field ¢*° in Therefore,
the conditions which should select the (tensor) field of any spin s € Ny as the element of

irreducible massless unitary representation must be determined as:

(lo, ll, l11)¢s’0 = (0,0,0), 5¢s,0 = lstjl’O, (l(], ll, 111) s—1,0 (O 0 0) (3125)

The latter equations on €5~ ° means that the parameter may be considered as the element of

massless UIR of I1SO(1,d — 1) of spin s — 1, but without own gauge symmetrym. Note, first

9The realization of the first step allows one to get Maxwell—like LF With traceless field ¢*°, when having
substituted Xg_l’o being expressed from the second equation in into the first one, as follows: (lo —
I$11)¢%° =0, so that S, (¢°) = ¢*°(0.) (lo — I 1) ¢*° with 5¢* 0 = lJr 5710 1,e5710 = 0. The equivalent
reducible respective LF %or the latter with elimination of the dlfferentlal constraint on € were considered in
[72] among them for AdS space.

10For the case of mixed-symmetric massless HS field with generalized integer spin s = (sq, ..., s3) given on
RY4=1 the conditions of extraction of only UIR of Poincare group ISO(1,d — 1) in the space of tensor fields
Dlm1)y...(mk), (T) € Y (81,00 88), k < [d/2]: (lo, i, lij trs)|#)(s), = O being initial in [51] (with use of the
Fock space notations) should be augmented according to by adding the reducible gauge symmetry:
6¢(m1)51m(mk)k = lfe(ml)sﬁlm(mk)k, ... , subject to the same requirements as for the tensor field itself. For
the half-integer totally- and mixed-symmetric massless HS fields the situation with the exact formulation
of the UIR is the same, e.g. one can show that for totally-symmetric case it is necessary to add the gauge
transformations of the same form with gauge spin-tensor of rank (n—1), but for basic spin-tensor field v,
of spin, n+1/2, with suppressed Dirac indice and being subject to the same conditions: Dirac and 7-traceless
constraints. Thus, the theorem in [55] concerning the equivalence of the solutions of the equations of motion
from the respective constrained BRST-BFV LF and ones for UIR conditions will be guaranteed, because of
the latter solutions contains some gauge identities due to residual gauge symmetry presence.
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that the dimensional reduction procedure being applied to massless UIR conditions
of ISO(1,d) in RY? space-time permits one explicitly derive the massive UIR conditions
of ISO(1,d — 1) in R~ with the same spin, as follows: (ly +m?, Iy, l11)¢*° = (0,0,0)
without any gauge symmetry. Second, the independent counting of the numbers of the
physical degrees of freedom being extracted by and by the equations ,
with the gauge symmetry transformations shows their coincidence.

Having in mind, the above analysis for HS field with integer spin, let us consider non-
Lagrangian EoM for the basic field ®(w) with CS, which follow from BRST-BFV equation
(13-18) (or from (3.32))), as well as the holonomic constraints.

Again, it may turn out that the conditions do not fix completely an ambiguity
in the definition of ®(w) as a representative of the CSR space of 1SO(1,d — 1) group, due
to existence of a residual gauge symmetry, which we should to determine. We will call
the equations f as the BRST-unfolded equations, due to appearance of any field
variable there with a coefficient being, at most the first degree in powers of the symmetry
algebra A(Z; RY471) elements 0.

First of all, we repeat the procedure from the Section 3.2 of gauge fixing up to surviving of
only the fields (<I> X1, X2, Xo)( ) with equlvalent transformmg of the equatlons -
into triplet-like non-Lagrangian formulation (3.56} , - ) with the gauge transformatlons
2|) with unique independent gauge parameter g( ) with account of algebraic traceless con-
straints —. Second, we expand ¢ into sum of longitudinal, ¢ (w), and transverse,
¢ (w), components:

e klk
S=¢rt¢L = Z(—l)

k=1

l+ klk
Lo+ Z k, O (3.126)

so that l1¢; = 0 and both of the components are generalized traceless: miis, = mqy15;. = 0.
Then, we use a part ¢;' (w) of the longitudinal gauge parameter:

o=+ +sp (3.127)

to gauge away the field x;j(w) completely. From the stability: dx;(w) = 0, of the solution
X1(w) = 0 under the gauge symmetry, it follows the relations:

(5)(1 =0 & llgL = llC =0 = l1§‘LI> + llgl)fQ = —ll X1 and m11 P = 0. (3128)

Third, from the second equation in (3.57)) we obtain that: l;x2 = xo and thus the field x-
is double transverse, due to l1xp = 0 from the third equation in (3.56). Then, we use the
remaining degrees of freedom from the parameter ¢ (both ¢X*) and ¢, ) to gauge away the
field x5 completely. Then, the requirement dy, = 0 leads to:

mi (P +sf+s1) =mfc=0 = micf =—-mf(*+¢1) and xo=0. (3.129)

As the result, the only initial field ® survives after the procedure above, satisfying to the
relations without any residual gauge transformations due to using of the parameter ¢
completely. Indeed, from a possible expression 6® = I's and (lo, 1, m{, mi1)s = (0,0,0,0)
it should be that é® = —i=¢ and it would mean that the field ® does not contain any

U The analogous type of the BRST-unfolded equations were written in (3.121)), (3.122) for totally-
symmetric integer spin case.
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physical degrees of freedom. It means, that in opposite to the case of integer massless UIR
of ISO(1,d — 1) one-valued CSR conditions do not include residual gauge transformations.
Again, we suppose, that the dimensional reduction when applied to massless CSR conditions
in R%¥ can be used to derive massive-like CSR relations in RY¥~! for the same value
of CS =.

Thus, we show, that the CSR equations (2.17)) [or, equivalently, , ], can be
achieved by using the BRST-BFV equations after gauge-fixing and removing the
auxiliary fields by using a total set of the equations of motion. We stress that these equations
(3.22]) completely equivalent to the Shuster-Toro form [27] of the gauge-invariant equations
of motion because of they both describe the same field ®(w) with CS = from CSR of the
Poincare group.

4 BRST-BV minimal descriptions

To construct a quantum action being sufficient for determination of the non-degenerate
path integral within conventional BV quantization method [56], one necessary to derive
preliminarily the so called BV action in the minimal sector of field and antifield variables
organized in terms of respective vectors on a space V,, when considering instead of the field
vector x¢ € Ve the generalized field-antifield vector xgc € Voo

Voo ==V, @ Vii! with Z — grading Vo = zvlflinoo @f‘i_MVéw (4.1)

for ghtot(qu‘c) = —I, Xﬁ;|0 € Vé‘o. The total configuration space for initial first-stage reducible

gauge constrained LF in the minimal sector, My, = {®2. (z,w)}, contains, in addition to

the field %, the 0-level ghost field vector, C2, and 1-st level ghost field one, C},, introduced
by the rule according to (2.6]):

w(z,w) = C(z,w)op = X& = Copop, (4.2)
() = O, = xh = Clpy, Ch=CY 130l (43)
i>1
Cr Pa Clz,w) CUz,w) CL
€ 1 1 0 1 0 1
ghu |1 -1 0 0 —1—i 0] i=01; (4.4)
ghy | 00 2 1 i1 —1
ghtot 1 —1 2 2 0 -1

where under ¢, and CY we mean all component fields in y& (3.25) and with constant
k c

pi {pi, gt =0, 4,5 = 0,1), which due to the vanishing of the total ghost number and

Grassmann parity may be combined with x% into generalized field vector:

1
0[0 1o i
Xgen|c = XgLn\c + Z Xg‘en\c = XOC + Z Ce, (67 ghtot)Xgemc = (0,0). (4.5)
>1 i=0

* .
nfO;nfl7nfm7np17npm7070707

The corresponding (according to (3.9)) antifields ®% . (z,w) = (®

27



C;0, C*) (x,w) and respective space vectors from VS‘C with the Zy—, and Z—gradings

o (r,w) CPO(r,w) C*(z,w) x& CF

nfo;---
¢ = 0 1 0 0
ghm 0 0 0 1 244 | i=0,1; (4.6)
ghr 1 ) —3 -1 —2—
Ghiot 1 ) -3 0 0

are combined into generalized antifield vector as follows:

1
Xowic = X8+ C8 ={B2+Bije.} + o {Séo +y :"c} , (4.7)
1=0 >0
X(C,Pow) = nifxp(w) +ni"xg™ (w) + i Pnl xi (w) + ninf Prxer (w) (4.8)

o @ + P (i (@) X (@) ) + P (i Xa(w) + ()

i PE PN (@)

CEC,Pw) = m(nf C:w) + i CL™ (w) + nf Py Clor () (4.9)
PP Cln (@) ) + 7 Clo(w),
CECPw) = mninfChw), (4.10)

for B:llc =0 and ngnw = Xg:glC + s Xlg;?l\ o~ The ghost independent antifield vectors have
the decompositions in powers of w™ similar to (2.6) and (2.21) as for the respective field
vectors. The generalized field (4.5) and antifield (4.7]) vectors are uniquely written in terms
of the generalized field-antifield vector:

* 0[O0 l|0
Xoge = Xowo F Xotio = X+ O Xoer (€. 9h)xo = (0,0).  (4.11)

>1

The presentation of the constrained minimal BV actions are different for the case of La-
grangian form of BRST-BFV EoM, QcjintX&°(w) = 0 as for the field x&° =Y o, x&,of all
integer spin s = 0,1, ... and for the non-Lagrangian BRST-BFV EoM as for
the free massless field ®(z,w) of CS = (for v = 1) in RY4~L. In the former case the minimal
action Syin = S¢jeo 18 given according to the general prescription: Sy, = Sp + (Dj‘min?@ém
[56], with account for specific of the vector space V§|C’ now being endowed by Fock space
structure, irreducibllity of the gauge theory and reality of S|

SC|oo = SC|oo + /an {X*Coo(aw)?oocgoo + Cgoo<aw)?oox*coo(w)} ) (412)
XS (W) = mo[@° +Pinf xi™(w)] + 0 x> (w), (4.13)

with right S e (left ?Oo) generator of Lagrangian BRST-like transformations in the minimal

sector of the fields combined within the generalized field ngch(w):

o) 00 0 00 — 00 00
Xgen|c = XOC +C¢, 5BXgen|C = HKSs OOXgen|C' = MQC\inthenw- (4.14)
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For dual vector, nggw(aw) = (XOC"O + Cgo)(aw), the transformation 1) with account of
hermiticity (Q¢jint, pt looks as:

00 0o + ) 0o < 0o
6BX(g)en|C<aw) = (6BXgen|C(w)) : 5BX(g)en\C(aw) = Xgen|0(8w) S oot = Xgen|C<8W)QC|int(:u' )
4.15
Explicitly, the action S¢| and its BRST-like invariance transformations can be given in the
form

SC)o —/dnongé(aw)QcmngS(W), X[g)rg'(w> = (ngﬁw + ngﬁ\oc) (w), 0S| = 0,(4.16)

*0oo

gen|C vectors are subject to the

Here, both the generalized field, ngaC’ and antifield, x
off-shell BRST extended constraints EH (13.118):

Lux%e =0 <= Lu(x%%0, Xaoie) = (0, 0). (4.17)

However for the non-Lagrangian BRST-BFV description for free massless CSR field
®(z,w) in the Bargmann-Wigner representation the minimal BV action, Spinz = S¢j=, may
be found with help of only Lagrangian multipliers procedure. We apply it for the duplet-
like non-Lagrangian formulation with expressed field x;(w): xi(w)= —3miP(w - -
(3.63) with only independent gauge-invariant equations of motion derlved from the action

Sc= ((I),XQ,;\i> 3.66). The functional Sciz = Sci= (<I>,X2,5\i,<1>*,x§,5\f,6'§,00) and its
non-vanishing global invariance transformation (following from (3.67)), (3.68]))

d *(m)g,(n l

k>0
e (a{mko (M)k—1},(n)r — @Hn{mk{mc (M1 }>(n)i— 1})
*] HL(m) K, (1) U'(m1) g (n1)y
+ Z )\Z m)k (n R”/ m1)k/(n1 G ('CE 0 )O 1 k 1)l ( ) }7

kU
l 1 — _
o8 ((I) ’X2)(m) () (a{mkc (m)k—1},(n l’a{ka m)g—1},(n) Z:n{mk{”lcg(ﬂ”b Jk—1},(n)1—1 ),LL(4.19)
SpAL e Z Riﬁ%ﬁ (Z (1) (2, 8,)CLmw () (4.20)

k'l

solve the problem in the tensor form. Thus, we have derived the constrained BRST-BV
minimal action for an irreducible form of constrained BRST-BFV LF for free CSR
of the 1SO(1,d — 1) group described by the field ®(z,w) and auxiliary classical xq(z,w),
the ghost C.(z,w), the Lagrangian multipliers S\Z(x), i = 1,2,3, the ghost C, fields and
theirs antifields subject to the generalized traceless constraints where the substitution
¢ <> C¢ should be made.

The difference of the BRST-BFV descriptions for the fields describing all integer spin
representations and the fields for CSR presented in the Subsection |3.3|is inherited for BRST—
BV descriptions as well. Note, the constrained BRST-BYV actions for the CSR field in case of
Fronsdal-like form of the equations (following to Shuster and Toro [27]) can be derived from
the constrained Lagrangian BRST-BFV LF (without the fields with "negative spin values”)
which should be closely related with the minimal BV action S« for massless totally-
symmetric fields for all integer spins.
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Different BRST-BV minimal actions may be used as the starting points to construct a LF
for the CS field, being interacting both with itself, or with another scalar CS fields and with
HS fields with integer spin in RY?~! on a base of preservation underlying master equation.

5 Generalized quartet-like unconstrained descriptions

To solve the problem, beyond of the extension of the constrained BRST-BFV approach to
unconstrained one, it is sufficient to start from the triplet-like non-Lagrangian formulation
, . We may obtain unconstrained quartet-like non-Lagrangian formulation (fol-
lowing, in part, to idea of [71] for the case of integer spin) by introducing a compensator
field ¥(w): 69(w) = mi1s(w). Then we should enlarge the constraints (3.28)—(3.30) on the
fields (<I>, X1; X2, XO) with nontrivial gauge transformations leaving by invariant the
EoM ([3.56)), up to the gauge-invariant equations as follows:

mii1xo — lo¥ =0, mix1 — Lo =0, (5.1)
miixa +2x1 —my v =0, mi® + 2x, — 70 = 0. (5.2)

Introducing four new sets of bosonic (real one-valued) ﬁelds )\ j 1,...,4, playing the role

of the Lagrangian multipliers for the modiﬁed constraints in addltlon to ones )\p,
p=1,...,6 for the equations of motion -, we get an unconstramed LF with the
action in the tensor form:

S= = Sc=(2, X0, X1 X2} A /dd Z

k,1>0

l
o) + )\ B () <m11X1 — 1119)
ks

(m)kz(n)l

[ Al (n <m11<1>+2)<1 —l*ﬁ) | (5.3)

(m)k,(n)

l
+>‘l2|(m)k7(n)l (man +2x1 —

(m
l

(m)g,

+19>
ol
z
Sciz(®. xo, X1, x2i A /dd Z {)\ ( ‘I)—ZTX()) (5.4)
Fis0 (m)i,(n)

Y

A (1 e — Iy — S 13y — L)
2 1 1 X1~ Xo + 0X1 — t1Xo
()i (m) (s

m)k,(n)i
l

!
+/\ M)k, (l X2 — mf)(())( +/\l|(m ()i (l X2 —mix1 — X0>

(m)g,(n)

m),(n);

~ l
LR (mlﬂp _ lfm) }
(m)ka(n)l

which is invariant with respect to the gauge transformations with the unconstrained gauge
parameter ¢(w) for the fields

5((1)7 X15 X25 X0, 79) (W) = (li7 ll; m1+7 lo, mll)g((*))‘ (55)

and with respect to the dual gauge transformations for the Lagrangian multipliers Xp, Aj
with additional unconstrained gauge parameters g™ (.

SO M) (a) = S (B my) (@ oo e @) (56)

W V(ma)yr(na)y
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with some local field-independent generators Rpﬁ,(ygl)gl() . D jé’(?zfjitl()él)l/ whose specific form

should be derived from the gauge invariance for the EoM for the Lagrangian multipliers:

58z . ~
% = oA + 19N +m7 N +md A =0,
(5 = e g e N Y
052 L1, = 3y — 190 — m Ty — R 4 md M = 0,
9Xo
052 _ 1Ry 4 1% — 1R + mh g = 0
= loAd T A5 — b Ag T MM A2 = Uy (5.7)
dX2
58: g N N
o = ok R = mt Ry g + 200 + ) =0,
1
Sz
% = —loh — I{A —mfh —1fAs = 0.

Here the form of the dual operators ({,m]? % m¢, are determined with help of (2.13)),
8) according the rule for any tensors G () (n)l(x), F (lm)k (), (¥) with a compact support

[5Gl (AP = [ (RGP0, A€ (1m0 (58)

Gl (mllF)ll(m)h(n)l = (mllilG)l(m)kv(n)lF”(m)k’(n)l.

ks(n)1

Again, by the choice of appropriate initial and boundary conditions for Xﬂ(m) k’(n)’, )\;I(m)’“’(n)l

we always able to fix their unwanted degrees of freedom completely [66]. We use again the
such form of the free actions as the auxiliary ones to derive preferably the EoM for the fields
P, X1, X2, X0, V-

Applying the terminology from the HS fields with discrete spin we will call the obtained ir-
reducible gauge-invariant LF as the quartet-like unconstrained formulation for scalar bosonic
field with CS = on ]Rl -1 w1th1n Bargmann-Wigner representation. In turn, the functional
Scl= (<I> X0, X15 X2; A should describe the constrained irreducible gauge-invariant LF
in the so-called tmplet lzke formulation with constrained fields, Lagrangian multipliers and
gauge parameters gl (ma)pr(na)yr

The unconstrained LF given by the relations , , , presents the basic

result of the section.

6 Conclusion

In this paper, we have developed a constrained BRST-BFV approach to a gauge-invariant
description of EoM and action of free scalar CSR for the Poincare group, with a fixed
arbitrary CS = (when parameter v = 1) in Minkowski space-time R4~ of an arbitrary
dimension in a “metric-like” formulation within Bargmann-Wigner representation. The final
constrained BRST-BFYV representation for EoM, given by , in fact, determined by
Wigner fields of two space-time variables x™,w™, represents a first-stage reducible gauge
theory and contains an auxiliary set of fields providing a BRST-unfolded form (in a ghost-
independent representation), of the field equations f and gauge transformations
(3-34), (3.35)—(3.38]).

To present a constrained BRST-BFV gauge-invariant description of EoM, by transform-
ing the Bargmann—Wigner equations into four constraints , (equivalently,
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(2.17)) imposed on the CS real-valued field ®(z,w) in the coordinate form. The decom-
position for the field ®(z,w) presents an original ansatz for the non-trivial solution
for , in powers of direct and inverse degrees in the variables w™ , using an
infinite set of conventional independent @?m)k(m) and additional q)l(m)k,(n)l(x) tensor fields.

The vector ®(z,w) (in the space V having no scalar product structure) contains a stan-
dard contribution with the usual @?m)k(x) massless tensor fields of rank £ =0,1,2,... and a
new one, (I)l(m)k,(n)l<$) from which the number particle operator extracts some vectors with
”mixed positive and negative spin values” (k,l): k,l —1 = 0,1,2,.... CSR realizations on
and - ones are different but not independent, due to “coupling” equation for
l = O in the second third and fourth lines of - due to an amblgmty in the definitions
of <I>l o () l ? The closure of the constraint algebra (2 under the commu-
tator multlphcatlon and a formal Hermitian conjugation generates a 1gher continuous spin
symmetry algebra A(Z;RY¥~1) given by Table [I| with two center elements: the parameter
v and the value of CS, = for v = 1, since any linear combination of constraints should also
be a constraint. Extracting a second-class constraint subsystem: the generalized trace, m;y,
its dual, m];, and the particle number, gy, operators from the remaining (4 + 1) first-class
differential constraints, i.e., the divergence, [, the generalized divergence, my, their formal
duals, I, m{, and the D’Alambert operator, we construct, with respect to a reducible set
of first-class constraints (considering m; — l; = —iZ as a constraint), a constrained BRST
operator, @c , and a BRST-extended off-shell constraint, ]\/4\11 = mq; + ..., in an en-
larged vector space, V. They are found as a solution of the generating equations with
the boundary conditions . Calculating the (Qo-cohomology in the ghost number zero
subspace of V¢, which should lead to the Bargmann-Wigner equations fixes in a unique way,
the representation (3.8) in V¢, which allows one to select an 1ndependent set of constraints
and then to reduce Qc to the constrained BRST operator Q¢ (3 , without first-stage
reducible ghost operators, and to determine the off-shell constraint MH 3.11)). The familiar
application of the spectral problem, with a BRST equation Qcx& = 0, (3.18 —, how-
ever with no spin condition, as in the case of HS fields with discrete spin [55], leads to the
constrained BRST-BFV description of the first-stage reducible EoM . In the ghost-
independent form the latter problem is realized with EoM f for one initial and
9 auxiliary fields (in Bargmann—Wigner form with 2 sets of variables ™, w™) invariant with
respect to reducible gauge transformations — with 5 gauge parameters, invariant
under the transformations (3.34)) with an independent gauge for gauge parameter w(x,w)
and off-shell holonomic constraints ([3.26)—(3.30).

A specific structure of the constraints and gauge transformations has permitted one
to realize a partial gauge-fixing, jointly with a resolution of some of the non-Lagrangian
EoM to obtain from the constrained BRST-BFV description the triplet-like ,
and then duplet-like (3.58), (3.59), (3.60) formulations of EoM for scalar CSR fields in
Bargmann—Wigner representation. These formulations are classified as irreducible gauge
theories, respectively, with constrained three and two additional auxiliary fields, by analogy
with the triplet and doublet desriptions for an HS field of an integer spin s [69]. Expressing
the field xi(x,w) as a generalized trace of the basic CS field ®(x,w), the non-Lagrangian
gauge-invariant EoM f has also been derived with the help of an additional field
X2(x,w). The respective constrained gauge-invariant LF for triplet-like and latter formula-

tions with the actions SC|E((I),X0, X1, Xg;Xp), Sc= (@, X25 X,) have been obtained with the

help of some appropriate sets of real-valued gauge Lagrangian multipliers (following [66]) for
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CSR scalar real-valued) field ® of CS = in the tensor form, respectively, in - -
and i for only gauge )\ The fields and gauge parameter ¢(w) satisfy the
generahzed traceless (simply, mq;- traceless) conditions . We stress that the dynamics
of the fields and Lagrangian multipliers is completely decoupled in the presented LFs for
free CS field and the unwanted degrees of freedom for the Lagrangian multipliers can be
accurately treated, e.g., it can be removed by the appropriate choice of the initial conditions
for the respective EoM.

The characteristic feature of the constrained BRST-BFV descriptions of EoM and theirs
derivative descriptions is the presence of respective sets of new infinite set of tensor fields
with so called "negative spin values”.

We have found, first, the interrelations of the resulting BRST-BFV description of EoM
for a scalar CSR field (in the Bargmann-Wigner form) given in the basis of m;-traceless fields
with those for totally-symmetric HS fields with any integer spin s = 0,1,2,... in terms of
Fronsdal-like (traceless) standard and new fields. Second, we have found the correspondence
of the (double) my;-traceless fields with the usual and new Fronsdal-like (double) traceless
fields in 73.106. The latter allows one to present the parts of all the constrained
LFs which contain the usual tensor and auxiliary fields for an CSR field entirely in terms
of Fronsdal-like fields. We have shown that the constrained LFs for all integer spins do not
coincide with respective ones for a scalar CSR field. However, for vanishing CS = = 0 the
EoM (3.61))-(3.63) under the identification ® = x, without new (negative spin values) tensors
they coincide with ones for HS field ¢°(z,w) (3.113)) with all integer spins. We stress that,
first, that the BRST EoM completely equivalent to the Shuster-Toro form [27] of the
gauge-invariant equations of motion because they both describe the same field ®(w) with CS
= from CSR of the Poincare group. Second, in case of the Shuster-Toro form of equations
[27]) which select the CSR field, they can be derived from the Lagrangian BRST-BFV EoM
(without new fields presence) with the constrained LF closely related with that for massless
totally-symmetric fields for all integer spins. We intend to solve this problem in a separate
work based on the result of Appendix [C| which justifies the presence of a CSR field in the
spectrum of an open bosonic string within a special tensionless limit.

We have established an equivalence of non-Lagrangian EoM in the BRST unfolded form
- of the suggested constrained BRST-BFV description with the irreducible CSR
relatlons - Incidentally, we have clarified the form of conditions necessary to se-
lect UIR of I S O(l d — 1) with integer spin (3.125)) and with residual gauge transformations,
thus determining a class of gauge equivalent configurations instead of its unique representa-
tive. Note that the constraints in the respective conditions that select massless UIR both
with CS and with integer spin are sufficient (without using the residual gauge transforma-
tions) to construct the constrained BRST operators and to derive the respective BRST-BFV
description of EoM and LFs.

We have developed a BRST-BV approach to the suggested constrained BRST-BFV
gauge-invariant description of EoM for a CSR field in a R"~! space-time and explicitly
constructed the BRST-BV action (4.18)) for the classical action S¢= (<I>, X2, 5\1) with 2 fields
and with a corresponding BRST-like invariance , in the minimal set of con-
strained field-antifield configurations both for the fields and for the Lagrangian multipliers.
The crucial point here is that all the fields, ghost fields and their antifields are combined
within a unique generalized field-antifield vector and contain new auxiliary (anti)field
tensors as well. The actions serve, first, to construct quantum actions under an appropriate
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choice of gauge conditions, and second, to develop a construction of theories interacting with
the CS field with accurate elaboration of the degrees of freedom for the set of Lagrangian
multipliers. We stress that the construction of the minimal BRST-BV actions is differed
from the procedure of finding BRST-BV minimal and quantum actions developed in [30] for
the scalar CS field.

An unconstrained quartet-like LF (similar to the one for the integer spin case [71]) has
also been found in by including a compensator field to remove the m;-tracelessness of
the gauge parameter and by adding to the action for a triplet-like LF of the augmented
gauge-invariant constraint conditions , with (4 + 6) unconstrained Lagrangian
multipliers. These multipliers are subject to the attributed gauge transformations (5.6
being dual for the gauge transformations for the fields.

The higher continuous spin symmetry algebra A(Z; Y (k), RM¥1) which corresponds to
the most general massless non-scalar CS one-valued irreducible representation of Poincare
group in Minkowski space RY~! for k = 0,1,....,k = [(d — 4)/2] of the Bargmann—Wigner
form is suggested in the Subsection as well to be different from one in [65].

We have presented in Appendix [A] another way of higher continuous spin symmetry
algebra A(Z; RY41) realization by means of two sets of oscillator pairs corresponding to
direct and inverse degrees in variables w” with endowing the Fock space V = H with a
new scalar product. It should serve for further study of the algebra A(Z;R“"!) and its
application for BRST LFs for CSR field.

It has been shown in Appendix [B| that there is no possibility to endow the vector space
V with a Hilbert space structure with finite scalar product when explicitly working with the
inverse degrees in powers of oscillators. This point proves an impossibility to use the latters
for the purpose of BRST-BFV Lagrangian formulation of the form Sz ~ (CD’Q‘CI))’ .

There are numerous ways to elaborate the suggested constrained BRST-BFV and BRST-
BV approaches for CSR in the Bargmann-Wigner representation, so as to study the La-
grangian dynamics of CSR in R"*~! in the case of arbitrary one-valued mixed-symmetric
UIR with CS as well as to adapt the formalism to accomodate two-valued CSR in R“4~1.
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Appendix

A Higher Continuous Spin symmetry algebra
A(Z; RM1) with two sets of oscillators

In this appendix, we describe another way to present the algebra A(Z; RY4~1) in the sector of
new tensor fields @l(m)k (n)l(x). To this end, we endow V by the Fock space structure V — H
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with a new scalar product by presenting H as H = H° + Y 50 H!, which is generated by
two pairs of the Grassmann-even bosonic (dependent) oscillators with help of translational
invariant vacuum vector: |0): 9™|0) = 0:

_(ab%, Z;"_:) (ams ba)[0) = (0,0). (A1)

which are subject to the commutation relations:

(am,a+”) = —z(@?,w"), (b, )

[am7a+n] = _nmna [bm’b-f—n] - _nmn’ [a'rtw b:} = 07 [am’ b';il—] = nmn(b+)2_267—;bz (AQ)

The validity of the latter commutator in follows from and the explicit calculation
of [8:?, w" /wQ], whereas the commutators [am, bn}, [a;;, bn] are still remained undeter-
mined.

The field ®(z,w) is presented as the vector from H

k I
Z T m)k H at™ H b7|0) = [@%(z,a™) + Z D' (z,2a*,2b™)]|0)

k>0 i=1 j=1 >1

= |(I>O> + |(I>_>, (A.3)

for square integrable component functions in ®°(z,2a™) and ®'(z,1a™,1b") obtained from
the decomp081t10n The different pairs of the oscillators are not independent, in view
l

of wm«l = and.

<a+mb+n =a™"™™ and a*"b} = —1) — (A.4)
a?ht?=1= C" =-D"/D"? = -D"C* for C,D € {b,a}, (A.5)

because of, a™2b™? = (—w™wy,) - (—wW"/W?) (W /W?) = (—wW{w,/W?}) - (W {w™/w?}) =
(a™b) - (af b™™), so that they both look as the inverse-like operators for each other, creating
"particle” and ”antiparticle” respectively.

An idea to consider the oscillators a*™, b™" as independent ones but with additional
constraints imposed, explicitly on the vector |<I>>:

[F(a™b,,), G(a2?)]|®) = 0, for [F(0),G(0)] =0 and [dzgy),%:f)] o= [Cr.Ca],
(A.6)

(for unknown analytical functions F,G,) with some real constants Cr, Cg leads to highly
non-linear expressions for the operators F(a™b,,) and G(a*b*) generating the mixed traces for
the component tensors in [®) as it was shown in the Section [2| . Instead, we will explicitly
resolve the oscillator constraints thus reducing the ambiguity in the choice of
the component fields in |®). To this end, we introduce system of projectors generated by
the decomposition : Py, Pi; By + P, = 1, such that P,P; = 0;;F;, ¢,57 = 0,1, which
are associated with the decomposition of any product a*™b*™ on trace and traceless parts
(according the rules , ) when decompose of any product a*™b™ in each monomial
(ITaH)®(T6T) ™" for k,1 > 0 and the same for the product a*t™a™™2b+™ b2 but for
k.l > 1 as follows:

a+mb+n — d 1nmn?7 et o +k1b+k2 + (52:(522 . d 1nmnn kik 2) +k1b+k2

= (R, + Piih, ) a ™07, (A7)

35



(ILan=(ITo5 ™ = a g gy, (1] o )@= (L[ 05"
+d ™ (50— d g, )a P ([ 0D
d Ty (S pE — d ™ ) ([ [ @) ®20
+(5Zi15};’f5l’?5?2 a2y g, ([ [ )2 ([T 09

1
ISR G | a8

i=0 j=0
Due to the properties (A.5]) the first summands in (A.7), (A.8) are equal respectively to
Polﬂkz +k1b+k2 = —d” ' mn Zilkzwp ?111?2 H(I (k Hb+ -2 m1m277n1n2.

(A.9)
The projectors ;[ (because of the total symmetry of all component tensor fields CIDZ(m)M ()

and thus due to a™b*" = a™b™ inside ‘@)) satisfy to the symmetry properties:
Pl = PRy = Pk, i= 0,1 (A.10)

The last properties permits to find that the decomposition of the quartic term (] at)mzx
x([Tb+)™2 = (a*b+)™2 into components generated by the relations (A.7), (A.9):

(a+b+)(mn)2 _ d—2nm1{n1nm2}nz + (P Zilll{nlp Zzzl}nz 5}731 (5l{lnl PlZZQ}nQ) (a—irb-i-)(kl)z (A.ll)
coincides with the decomposition (|A.8)) with account for Eqs. (A.5]), (A.9)):
(a+b+)(mn)2 = 2pymlmepmine <P1Z1{mzpol"11linz 52}15{mzplzllin2) (a+b+)(kl)2_ (A.12)

Therefore, the decomposition (A.7)) is sufficient to reduce an ambiguity in the choice of the
component tensors in ‘<I>> ({A.3), which should now be determined as

l k
‘(I)> - Z { Z k) <U %hp"}llh> (@)imig1--mp,(p) Z JA (U f’%%h) CI)Z (P)knk+1---nl}

k>0 >0 I>k
k
X Ha+miHb+”j\O) = (®%(z,1a" +Z®l z,1at,0b7))[0) = |9°) + “I) (A.13)
im1 j=1 >1
o o l
m)g,(n (H P nff&) o) 1mig1 M, (p)1 Hkl + (H Plnilhpﬁh>q)(a')k’(P)knk+1"'nlel’k_l7 (A.14)

where the operators a*™, b™" are already considered on the set of such vectors as independent
oscillators. Note, the traceless projection concerned only new tensor fields <I>l(m)k (n); (x),1>0,

whereas the standard fields, <I>0 ) (x), have not been touched when resolving the operator
identities. Because of, Ry “I)( b, (@) = 0 for i = 1,...min(k,l) the field 5ém)k’(n)l
given by the Eq. 1D contains the field @(m)k,(n)l as its traceless part without summands
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proportional to Po"hph projector according to (A.14)), (2.10). It means, in fact that all new
tensor fields <I> () ( ), I > 0 should be traceless when calculating of any traces:

nmk,imkq)l(m) _ nmkfmzqu)lm) ( _ nnzfjmq)l(m) ( = ()7 <A15)

k(M) k(M) k(M)

fore=1,...k—1,5=1,....01 — 1, when [,k > 0. Therefore, instead of the tensors &\)l( Yol

m)g, n)l
we may equivalently write @l(m)h(n)l in the decomposition {) implying validity of the
traceless condition (|A.15]).

The Poincare group IR relations (2.4]), (2.5) in the tensor form (2.12)), (2.13)) take the
equivalent representation in terms of the operators [confer with the Eqgs. (2.17)), (2.18])]

(l07 ll; mi} mll)}q)> - O 3 (A16)
by = —1a" 0y — b [207b, — b V] O, mi = —1at"0,, +1Z, (A.17)
My = a® + {a™, b [208 b, — 0 by b+ b7 (070 —2(d — 2)btED) + v, (A.18)

where, first, the sign ”{ , }7in |D is the anticommutator, second, we have used the rule
to express the derivative 9/0w™ in terms of the oscillators without their negative degrees:

0 0 0

Owm™ Ow™ ‘—zt’)—gzb*":const Ow™ ‘—zw":a+"zconst (Alg)

+8b+” a B o(w"/w?) o N o whwn, b
A T em obtn T T g gyt T n

= 1

w? wt
O whwy, W, tnlont n
= Wy, +1 R 2 " b, = wa,, +1b [2bmbn — by bm}, (A.20)

To get Lagrangian form of the equations (A.16) (without Lagrangian multipliers) we
need R-valued Lagrangian action within BRST-BFV approach. Therefore, the set of initial

constraints {0} = (lg, Iy, m{, mll) |) {) should be closed with respect to [, ]-
multiplication and Hermitian conjugation in H. To do so we determine the scalar product

on the space of the vectors and its dual as follows
_ 10| ®0 1By — d e
(U]0) =(T°|®°) + (U~|D7) = /dx{ Z kl'kz 0|]H Wi, X (A21)

k1 ,ka=0
k1
+n;
X (I)(n)kl H a 0) +
=1

k1,01

e k+1
l +miy png, <_1) d 1% I(m)g,(n)
X, 1] a0 ‘0>} > /df”‘l%m)k,(n)l‘b e
k,l=0

i1,71=1

X, (—p)lathegth k2

n; m; lox
> e\, Vel Of [T vmeam-wg;

(ml)k2 7(n/)12
k1,k2,l1,l2>0 i2,j2=1

where the non-diagonal terms proportional to

2p+1x* n m’)g,(m)p(n’
(30 2 Wy 0, ) @O (A.22)
p=1

(for some rationals z,;) arising in (A.21)) from the non-commutativity of ™ and b; (A.2)) and
its (usual) Hermitian conjugated for a™™ and b,, should vanish due to the traceless condition

(A.15). For instance, for p = 1; [,k = 0, we have,
(OW2r (), 0" b"2a™ @bt |0) = 202 "RV — AW I = —20% MO = (0. (A.23)
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The Hermitian conjugated for (A.2)) mixed oscillator’s commutators take the form
[am, bn] = 0, [a), ba] = —1mnd® + 20D, (A.24)

From the Hermitian conjugation of the identity (A.5)), (a*”b) )" = b,,a™ = —1, the operator

my in (A.18) is simplified to
myy = a? +2{a™, bbb, Y — a0 b, + b7 (14 670 — 2(d — 2)bTF0,) + v (A.25)

The closedness of the set of operators (A.17)), (A.25)), first, with respect to the Hermitian
conjugation in ‘H with a scalar product ((A.21)) leads to its augmentation by the operators

my = —a" O, — 12, (A.26)
I = —a™0,, — z[2b:{bm — b+mbn} b" O, (A.27)
mi, = o™ +2{a™™ b, } — 02T 4 (1467702 —2(d — 2)bth)b? 4 v (A.28)

Second, its closedness with respect to the [, ]-multiplication for I}, 1, my, m{:
[, 1] = (14367262 — 4(b™b)?)lg — 2{b+2bmbk + bbb
20, (b + 3(d — 2))by pomo*
= (14367262 — 40602l — 28 (If — mi) — 2(1y — ma )it — 4z§+{§(d ~9)
—b“bl}l’{ —uE( - 1) (A.29)

[, mf] = (140720l — 2(b by + b, b b2) 0™ 0F + 4b7 bbby O
= L+ 670l — 284 (IF —mf) —2(1 —ma )18 — 41T 6,08

—2=(17 - 1), (A.30)

e, 1] = [bomf] = ([nomi]) (A1)
[, ma] = 2(67%0 + 467210 ) b+, — 424D, (A.32)
(with account of [If, mj] = —([l1, m1]) ") implies an inclusion in itself of the operators of

divergence and gradient with respect to the second group indices (n); in the tensors q)l(m)m(n)l,

(1, %) —i(by, b1)O™ s0 that [I2, 1] = Iy, (A.33)

This fact requires a further careful study of the non-linear HCS symmetry algebra, in ques-
tion, in the representation with two pairs of dependent oscillators.

B On Problems with Lagrangian formulations with
single set of oscillators

In this appendix, we present the algebra A(Z;RY¥~!) with use of the inverse degrees in
at™ = —yw™ oscillators, which however leads to the problem with finiteness of the scalar
product. To this end, we endow V with a new scalar product, ( ! ), by presenting V' as
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y=y"+ > =0 Y= VY0 £ Y~ permitting the representation for the vector ‘(ID) as in | or
(A.3) but for bt = —w™ jw? = —a"/a >

<qf\¢>’:<\p°\¢0>’+<qf—|¢->':/ddx{ Z kl% oyHaw < (B

k1,k2=0
k1 o loatka,l1+k1 ka,la n
+n; (=) 4 A2 g o
n)’”Ha 0+ Z k1 Vol (0] a? “ 2\Ij(m')k27("')lz
=1 k1,k2,l1,l2>0 i2,j2=1
k1,l —at 0o
cI)lin)k H '’ } Z k'll /ddxqjl(in)k:(n)lq)l(m)k’(n)l’
' ’Ll:]l 1 k,l:O
N (_1)k 0(n) I* I(n);
= ZT { n)kCID k4 Z [\I/ K "+ more] }
k=0 ’ >0

with some real numbers K;;. Here, the term "more” denotes the summands proportional to

I

a respective product \I!(m)k’(n)lq)l(m)k’(”)l for k > 0 and some possible others.

Indeed, the orthogonality properties among the vectors (0|a™(a™]0)) and “i’; 0)((0]%5)
take the form:

P q - kel g,

O T TLoi0) = dul-17misr. (0 Ha DT e =0 (B2)
j=1 i=1 i1,j1=1

<0‘ Ham]' H atm |O> _ 5p7k+2l(_1)pp"5’ ) Kk+2l EMnganpyo- T o —1mpgyas P >k
ey a? iy (a+)2 5p+2l,k(—1)kkf'5 k K 7p+2lnmp+1mp+2 e <

(B.3)

a,
prki ™My ol Tp2.ke . a2

(and with more complicated form for (O [} 72, —="a b o

+)2 ’O>)7 Where
Kpprar = Kp—}—?l,ﬁ and explicitly for [ = 0:

kpk

Kp,pz/ dtldtgz mf) HQ] [d+2(j +p— 1), (B.4)

Vp, k,q € N with the symmetrizer S((Z;l’“
The first products in (B.2)) are standard, whereas to prove the validity of the second ones,

12 Again, the non-diagonal terms in the scalar product (B.1)) are proportional to

2+l* n)p lm/ ,mp’ﬂ/,
(32 2o i, 0 @7H O 0
p=1

as in (A.22) (for some rationals Z,; ~ K, p42;) which may vanish due to symmetry (2.10) of the new

tensor fields in case choosing only traceless components from it (A.15)) following to (A.14) with projectors
Py anen (at) = Pygree (at, bt = fa+/a+2), so that the only diagonal terms with K, , survive in 1’ The
last argument provides the correct spectral property and non-degeneracy for <\IJ|<I>>’ , in which for any tensor

@l(m)k () the only one tensor \I!l(jn)k (n): exists which gives input in the scalar product.
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we apply the induction. For p = 1,Vk € N we have

k

+n; K a"'”l
O ] gl = 0110 ) g = a0 ) ) [T 1
_(O|<nm1”1(a+)2 2q™ +m1> T H a™ yo —0, (B.5)

=2

due to (0la™ = 0. Let for Vp < py € N the same equations as one (B.5)) hold. Then, for
p =po+ 1,Vk € N it follows, with account of the relation above:

Po k +n; Ppo
ms; m 1 a ms; m 1n1 n1 m 1 1
O (e o H<a+>2'0>=—<0'{(ﬂa 1) (o @ty e ) o
7j=1 =1 j=
a+nz

a+n1 k
@ m+} H | {ry!®) = O ( Hamj)
k+2 qtm

(0l < Hamj> (nmPOJrlnlnmkaHQ B 6{75235211“2}) H (at)? 0
j=1 i

a+n1 atm

k
a™ro+1 H (a+)2 ‘O> _
=2

@
I|
N

Po +ny k44,
_<0| Hamj Mpg+1712 — g ot gnz a ¢
n 7]mk+3mk+4 {mi43 mita} (CL+)2 (CL+>2
- =3
+n1 +n2
a AT gt

e )0 - 0'(Ham])

due to the repeated applying of the induction hypothesis, e.g. for the first summand in
the relation before last (and for the second term in the previous relation), as well as with
commutating of a™ro+! w1th 5 for + = 3, ..., k. The Hermitian conjugated quantities for
ones in (B.2): (0 HZ 5 Hp_1a+mf|0) vanish as well.

To establish validity of l} we should commute @ +)2p through a%, which may be done

7

a0 |0) =0,  (B.6)

=

with help of the integral representation for W = [, dt exp{—taP*}, starting from the
case, p = k, by means of the auxiliary relation:

1 tl)e(aQ)ke (_t2)g(a+2>kg
<O|a% —10) = (0] / dtydty Y . > i 0) = (B.7)
e>0 g>0
00 0 ke +2 kg 0 oo
:/ dt,dts Z (= ‘{‘ ' (a }’ —/ dtydty X
0 eg>0 €g: 0
t1f2 (t1t2)® - .
x Z (0 H4j go+j —1)[0) = ity > WH 2jld+2(j — 1)] (B.8)
e>0 e>0 V=1

with using of the expansion above in Taylor series for exp{—ta("?*}, spectral properties:

(0](a?)*¢(a™?)k9]0) ~ d4e..., and that Vk € Ny:
(0[(a®)" H (OHj(go +j — 1)[0), and (O(go +j — 1)|0) = (d/2+j —1). (B.9)
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Therefore, we have respectively forp=k=1andp=2, k=1

m

(0 \

(t1t o
|0 0|/ dtldtg ! j) (a26a+26)a:|0> = —5:?/ dtldtQ X
e>0 ' 0

tt ¢ " S t1ts)€ € ' -
Z 1 23 [ T(0Bs (g0 + 5)10) = —5n/ dt1dtgz(<;§g [12ila+2i;  (B.10)
e>0 j=1 0 e>0 N/ =1

a™am  atb

at (CL+)2

(0 0) :/0 dtydty 3 (—1)° @2) (0a™ a™ (a**a™*)at [0y = 0; (B.11)

e>0

so that, for any p = k + 1, p,k € N the presentation (B.3]) is valid. Whereas for p = k,
Vp € N the average values in (B.3) calculated with account of (B.7)), (B.8)):

CLmj a,;ti 0 ( t2 - e +2
<0‘ H a2 H (CL+)2 O) :/0 dtldtg Z 0‘ Ha J p pg} Hanz
j=1 i=1 eg>0
> (t t
:/ dtldtQZ 12 { O‘HamJHZLJ gO+j_1 Ha+|0 }
° e20 =1
[e%s} (t1t2) p . p .
= dt1dt22 () O‘H4j got+j+p—1) Ha JHamo>
0 = (e = 1 11
P a(m)p > (t1t2)° . .
= (=1)"P!S ), | dndis > Wﬂzj(d +2(j+p—1)), (B.12)
e>0 j=1

that proves the validity of with K, , in . The case p # k in due to the
argument from the footnote 10 is not essential for the evaluation of the scalar product

Let us evaluate the finiteness of the quantities K, . It is enough to check it for
simplest case of K ;:

k
o (tltZ)k . . tltg .2
K1,1:/0 dtydty ) (h)? ]1_[12j[d+2j] > /0 dtldtQE: E H4

k=0

= / dtldtg Z (4t1t2)k > / dtldtg exp{4t1t2} = OQ. (B13)
0 0

k=0

Thus, the operation ( ‘ ) can not be consider as the scalar product with finite norm,
therefore not endowing the vector space ¥V with the Hilbert space structure. This point proves
impossibility to use inverse degrees in powers of oscillators for the purpose of BRST-BFV
Lagrangian formulation of the form Sz ~ <<I>}Q|<I>>' .

C Towards tensionless limit in open bosonic string
with CSR

In this appendix we will show the way to find the CSR fields in the spectrum of open bosonic
string within a special tensionless limit.
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Let us recall some standard properties of open bosonic string oscillators that satisfy the
commutation relations

o, of] = —kép_m™, k,l€Z. (C.1)

The Virasoro generators Ly, and the Virasoro algebra for their commutators take the form
I & m d 2

Ly = =5 l_z A, [Lis L] = (k= 1) Lgss + 5 k(K = 1), (C.2)

with the zero mode rescalling as
aft = —iV22'0™ = V2a'p™. (C.3)

We define the reduced generators

1 —_ —_ m
lp = —p* = —ﬂocg”amo, li1 = P T2, Z=—(1/1V2)a a3, (C4)

1
lp =p" st = \/To/

where the real-valued dimensional parameter =, = = =" should satisfy the property

af me, k| > 1, (C.5)

EF = (1/1v2e) a0 = ay0me = —ay 03 (C.6)

with a strong operator constraint on the values of the oscillators o'y, a0 (for comparison
see, e.g. [9], where the reducible massless (half)-integer representation of 1SO(1,d — 1) was
deduced for = = 0).

The algebra of the constraints ly, 11, [; for || > 1 satisfies to the simpler algebra, related
to the algebra for continuous spin fields in RY¥~! in the Shuster-Toro-like form [27]:

1
[lk, ll] = k5k+l,0 <l0 -+ ﬁ(5|k|71{20/120[“2 - 3@'&30(”3}) (C?)

1
+—1-1 O0p13012 + 013} + 0 _1{0;—2 + 0, ,
NG k—i—l( k11012 + 013} + 0k —1{01—2 z,s})

The non-diagonal non-vanishing commutators above are
[li2,l11] = F(2/V2/)lss, [li3,151] = F(3/V2)lsa, (C.8)

which in the naive tensionless limit o/ — oo vanish as well as the terms, (1/a/){2a" 0,0 —
30t 30,3}, in the first commutator.

The Grassmann-odd BRST charge Q subject to the ghost number ghy(Q)=1 with the
Grassmann-odd operators of ghost coordinates Cy and momenta Py, ghy(Cy) = —ghg(Py) =
1, satisfying the anticommutator relations

{Ck, P} = Ok (C.9)
are written in the known form [73]
£ — 2 . — — Jr . . .
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Rescaling the ghost operators (C, P) — (¢, p) without changing the commutation relations

(C.9):
= —V2/Cy, pr=—(1/V2a)Py, k #0, (co,po) = (a'Co, (1/a') Ry) (C.11)

and make the tensionless limit in O:

lim Q = lim {(1/0/)%{0/10 + Lo} - i(l/@)c_k{ — V2l + Ly} (C.12)

a’ =00 a’ =00
k#0

—l—Z( —1)(1/24) : c_kc_z{@pkHﬂ — Op—1) — a/(5k’_lp0} :) + (1/0/)00}

= colp + Z <C—klk - gc—kckpo>,

k£0

where the operators (ZO,Zk) = (Lo — a’lg,zk + \/20/lk) do not contain the terms with
o/-dependence and the algebra of the operators [ ((C.4],|C.5)) has the form (C.7) for o/ — oc:

Uk li] = Kdrti0lo, (C.13)
which encoded by the nilpotent BRST operator () for any d
Q = Z (c_klk — Ec_kckpo) = al/l_r}Iloo Q, (C.14)

—00

which coincides with Q¢ (3.10) for |k| < 1, for vanishing 71, ;" and for

(OéTpaml; 1,05 ¢, C1, 01729—1,]?1,]70) = ( = mil, masno, T, PEL P ZPO)
(C.15)
The operator () still contains the dependent oscillators oy, 't 5 due to identity in right-hand

side of lj In order to get the truncated BRST operator @ from Q without its presence,
i.e. without the constraints l1s,l+3 as well as without the ghost variables ciy, p4x, £k = 2,3
we modify the rescalling only for the latter ghosts as it was done for the zero mode ones:

(ciypr) = —(20/Ch, (1/20))Py), k= £2, £3. (C.16)
As a result, the operator @ = lim,/ o @ has the form

lmQ = Q= Ql (C.17)

CiZ»Pi%Ci&piB) =0

and is nilpotent for any space-time dimension d. After rescalling for the oscillators o} =

kA <a}£0k1,0, a™ ¢ b, k1> for |k1| > 0 the relations (C.1)) are transformed to non-vanishing
commutators

laf, ajt] = —&m™, k,l € N. (C.18)
The operators @ and Qv coincide when acting on the Hilbert subspace H from the total
Hilbert space H (H C H), whose vectors do not depend on a™,, a"

[e.9]

Qi = Q = clo+ Y (ckl,‘:+c;§lk—0k6§m>, (C.19)
k>0,k#2,3
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whereas the algebra takes the form
[lk, ll—"_] = (SleQ, lk = pmamk — ZEéLk, l,—: = pma;k + ZE517k. (CQO)

From the nilpotency of Q in d = 26 and the standard string BRST-complex with free string
equations and infinite chain of reducible gauge symmetries

Ql®) = 0, 5®) = QIA), 3]A) = QIAY),...,6|A") = QIAP), p e N. (C.21)

[for ghy (|®),|AP)) = (0, —p —1)] it follows the same BRST-complex with nilpotent @ in the
tensionless limit for any d. B
Recalling the representation in H for the vacuum vector |0) has the form (a}c", Cly Pk pg) 0)

=0, k > 0. Extracting the zero-mode ghosts in Q and in |®), |A?)

@ = COZO - MpO + AQa (’q)>> ‘Ap>) = (|¢>7 ’Ag>) +CO(|¢1>7 |A11)>) (C22)
for - -
M= ad, AQ= 3 (aki +ch) (C.23)
k£0.2,3 k£0,2,3

we get the cp-independent sequence

lo —AQ><!¢>) (I¢>) (AQ —M><!Ao>)
—0, § - . (C.24
(a6 57 ) (i) ) ho—aQ )\ jay ) (@2
In case of scalar CSR (k = 1) the fields |¢), |¢1), gauge parameter |Ag) (for |A;) = 0 and
|AP) = 0, when p > 0 due to ghy distribution) can be presented in powers of oscillators

= (X 5™ @) +c1plzl, D () )af, -, 0) = |} + et |D), (C.25)

>0

(I0). 1A0)) = pi »» (= ctna), A<m>l<x>)aml...a;l|o> =yt (10}, ). (C:26)

Because the number particle operator, gy = —%{a;ﬁ” a™}, (usually associated with the spin

value of basic field in case of integer HS field) no longer commute with enlarged divergence

(gradient) l§+):

[go, ll] = —(l1 + ZE), [go, lii_] = (l;'_ — ZE), (027)
the ghost-independent equations and gauge transformations
ble) =I1C) =0, hLlp) —If|D) =—|C),  ©|D)—hL|C)=0, (C.28)
5 (1), 1C), 1D)) = (I 1o, 1h) IA) (C.29)
contain all tensor fields @™k (x), C™k(x), D™k (1) starting from the scalar fields. N
Equations 1) are Lagrangian, follow from the action, S(¢,C, D) = [ dcy(P|Q|P)
and represent the triplet analogue of EoM for the fields from scalar reducible CSR. The

irreducible CSR should be selected by means of the specified trace conditions imposed on
l©), |C), | D), |\) which are realized by the operators

L1 =111+ O(er,p1), for lip =a"ap, (C.30)
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which should commute with BRST operator @: [@, L11] = 0 to get consistent dynamics.
However, within the Fock space H generated by a, ¢, pf it seems impossible to realize
such operator due to

15, ] = 2(L + =) ( — [, 1] = —20f — =), z;:a;;cﬁm). (C.31)

The problem of non-closing for the commutators may be effectively resolved within
a special conversion procedure in a larger Hilbert space HeH (we develop the respective
study in [74]). One can show, that the evaluation of the Casimir operators (see, as
well the footnotes 1, 5) on the field |¢): Cylg) = P?|¢) = 0 and Cy|¢) = (M™"P,,)?|¢) =
Z2|¢) + 6x|F), with accuracy up to the gauge transformations of some vector |F) can be
done following the recipe of [27] with allowance for the appropriate traceless conditions.
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