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Abstract: This is a collection of my lecture notes on the higher-spin theory course given
for students at the Institute for Theoretical and Mathematical Physics, Lomonosov Moscow
State University. The goal of these lectures is to give an introduction to higher-spin the-
ories accessible to master level students which would enable them to read the higher-spin
literature. I start by introducing basic relevant notions of representation theory and the
associated field-theoretic descriptions. Focusing on massless symmetric fields I review dif-
ferent approaches to interactions as well as the no-go results. I end the lectures by reviewing
some of the currently available positive results on interactions of massless higher-spin fields,
namely, holographic, Chern-Simons and chiral higher-spin theories.
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1 Introduction

Higher-spin theories is a fascinating topic of modern theoretical physics, which has deep
connections to other important areas, such as holography, various forms of bootstrap and
string theory. Broadly speaking, with the ultimate goal being the construction of quantum
gravity models, higher-spin program attempts to chart the landscape of consistent field
theories scrutinising and, possibly, expanding the consistency requirements along the way.
For a recent review on the current status of higher-spin theories, their connection to other
areas of theoretical physics and for discussions on possible future directions we refer the
reader to [1].

When approaching this problem, one quickly discovers the following striking feature:
although consistent field theories are abundant at free level, all known interacting theories
are, essentially, just variants of a handful of theories – such as scalar theories and theories of
spin-12 fermions, the Yang-Mills theory or General Relativity – and involve only very limited
types of lower-spin fields. A notable exception to this conclusion is provided by string theory,
which, however, strongly relies on the world-sheet description, while its reformulation as a
field theory constitutes a separate research direction. The fact that we were not able to
construct interacting theories beyond a couple of known ones – which, moreover, involve a
very limited set of fields – either requires an explanation or implies that there is something
that we are crucially missing about field theories.

Although the construction of any interacting higher-spin theory would constitute an
important progress, more interest is usually drawn to theories involving massless fields.
The main reason for that is that massless fields with spin greater than 1

2 inevitably require
symmetries to be present in their description. Symmetries, in turn, have always played a
central role in physics and mathematics: while in physics they serve as an important con-
structive principle and the basis for unifications, they are responsible for improved quantum
properties, etc, in mathematics they inspired many algebraic and geometric constructions.
In particular, the Yang-Mills theory and General Relativity – massless spin-1 and spin-2
theories with gauge algebras given by local internal symmetries and diffeomorphisms re-
spectively – constitute an essential part of our current description of nature.

A particular class of massless fields is given by symmetric fields. These are simpler and
better explored. One reason that makes symmetric massless fields simpler is that they lead
to symmetries of a conventional type, while massless mixed-symmetry fields require more
unusual reducible gauge symmetries. Besides that, as we will see shortly, only symmetric
massless fields propagate in a four-dimensional space-time, which is a setup of most physical
relevance.

In these lectures, we will primarily focus on symmetric massless higher-spin fields and
the problem of their interactions. In this context ”higher-spin” refers to spin greater than
two, as for these fields even a free field description let alone introducing interactions becomes
notoriously difficult. In particular, serious difficulties with interactions of higher-spin gauge
fields are reflected in the famous no-go theorems from 60’s and 70’s, which prove that for
some natural assumptions massless higher-spin fields cannot interact.

Most of these results are based on the S-matrix theory, which is directly applicable

– 2 –



only to scattering in flat space. To avoid the negative results of the no-go theorems it
was suggested that massless higher-spin theories may exist, but they do not admit the
Minkowski background as a solution, instead, these are more naturally defined around the
(A)dS background. This idea lead to an important progress and, in particular, a concrete
higher-spin model – the Vasiliev theory – was put forward. The existence of higher-spin
gauge theories with the (A)dS space as a favourable background received solid support from
holography later.

Besides that, currently, higher-spin theories have been constructed explicitly in certain
simplified setups, in which they appear as very natural generalisations of the associated
lower-spin theories. In particular, using the frame-work of the Chern-Simons theories, one
can straightforwardly extend 3d gravity to the higher-spin case. In a similar manner, chiral
higher-spin theories can be regarded as natural higher-spin generalisations of the self-dual
Yang-Mills theory and self-dual gravity. In these lectures we give a basic introduction to
these and other results, focusing on symmetric higher-spin gauge fields and their interac-
tions.

This lecture course is organised as follows. We will start by reviewing the basics of the
free field theory both in the Minkowski and in the AdS backgrounds. We will then review
the Flato-Fronsdal theorem and higher-spin algebras, which will be used later. Next, we
discuss various approaches to interactions, both at the Lagrangian and the S-matrix level.
We then review some of the no-go theorems and explain how they constrain interactions of
higher-spin gauge fields. We end the lectures by reviewing more recent results, that bypass
the standard no-go theorems in one way or another. These include higher-spin theories
constructed holographically, Chern-Simons theories and chiral higher-spin theories.

Before proceeding to the main text, we would like to make a couple of remarks. Firstly,
we will often be satisfied with the physical level of rigour, some of the statements will be
given without the proof, especially, if these proofs are technical and can be easily found
elsewhere. We will try to be clear each time this happens and give references to more
comprehensive discussions. Secondly, the higher-spin literature by now is quite extensive
and reviewing all the important results in a clear and consistent manner appears to be
an arduous task. We, therefore, focus on simpler and more accessible topics. The results
that were left out are briefly discussed at the end of the lectures. Thirdly, we would like
to mention other reviews – see, in particular, [2–6] – which give an accessible presentation
of some topics that we cover here, supplementing them with further details. We refer the
reader to these for a different perspective and a more complete picture. Other references
are given throughout the text. Finally, we assume basic familiarity of the reader with Lie
groups and Lie algebras, their representation theory, basic knowledge of General Relativity
as well as classical and quantum field theories is also assumed.

2 Free fields in flat space and UIR’s of the Poincare group

In this section we explain the relation between free fields in flat space and unitary irre-
ducible representations of the Poincare group. We then proceed to the classification of
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these representations. This discussion is rather standard and follows the steps of section 2
of [7]. For technical details and extensions, we refer the reader to [3].

2.1 From free fields to UIR’s of the isometry algebra

The basic experimental fact is that in our Universe gravitational fields are of order unity and
they approximately describe a maximally symmetric background, – the Minkowski or the
(A)dS spaces being the examples of the most symmetric backgrounds – while the remaining
fields are vanishingly small. This motivates a perturbative approach to field theories, that
is when one starts from the background and then considers corrections – order by order –
in small fields. Note that from this perspective fluctuations of the gravitational field over
its background are treated on the same footing with other small fields.

In the present section we will focus on the flat space case, which means that at the
leading order we have only the background gravitational field, given by the d-dimensional
Minkowski metric

η = diag(−,+, . . . ,+). (2.1)

This metric is invariant with respect to the action of the vector fields, generating the
Poincare group ISO(d− 1, 1) – the isometries of the Minkowski space. The associated Lie
algebra has two types of generators: translation Pµ and Lorentz transformations Jµν , which
commute as follows

i[Jµν , Jρσ] = ηνρJµσ − ηµρJνσ − ησµJρν + ησνJρµ,

i[Pµ, Jρσ] = ηµρP σ − ηµσP ρ,

i[Pµ, P ρ] = 0.

(2.2)

Another basic experimental fact is that these symmetries survive when fluctuating
fields are added. This symmetry, however, works in a slightly different way: fluctuations
themselves are no longer invariant, instead, they transform under symmetries, while the
equations of motion they satisfy remain invariant. We will now consider the implications
of this statement at the first order in fluctuations – the order of free theories.

At this order fields – which we denote by φ – satisfy linear equations, schematically,
given by

L(x, ∂x)φ(x) = 0, (2.3)

where L is some linear operator. Terms of the form φ2, φ3, etc. are absent in (2.3) as these
are of higher orders in perturbation theory. Due to the fact that (2.3) is linear in φ, its
solutions form a linear space. Moreover, it is required that the solution space is invariant
with respect to the action of the Poincare group. This means that, there exists a way to
define an action of the Poincare group elements G on φ

δGφ = U(G)φ (2.4)

with U(G) being a linear operator, and this action leaves (2.3) invariant. Consistency
requires that for any pair of elements of the Poincare group G1 and G2 one has

U(G1)U(G2) = U(G1G2), (2.5)
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where on the left-hand side we have a composition of linear maps on the field space, while on
the right-hand side G1 and G2 are multiplied with the Poincare group product. Mathemat-
ically speaking, this implies that solutions of (2.3) realise a representation of the Poincare
group1.

Group elements, which are infinitesimally close to the group unity can be related to
the Lie algebra generators via

G = 1 + iεg. (2.6)

This allows one to induce a Lie algebra action on fields from (2.4)

δPφ = U(P )φ, δJφ = U(J)φ (2.7)

The simplest example of this setup is the free scalar field

(□−m2)φ = 0. (2.8)

In this case the action of the Poincare generators is defined as

U(Pµ)φ = −i∂µφ, U(Jµν)φ = −i(xµ∂ν − xν∂µ)φ. (2.9)

Exercise 1 Check that (2.9) satisfy (2.2).

Exercise 2 Check that (2.9) is a symmetry of (2.8).

Another consistency requirement which is relevant at the linear order comes from the
quantum theory and it is the requirement of unitarity. To start, one requires that there is
a positive definite sesquilinear form on the on-shell states of the theory, that is

(φ,ψ) = (ψ,φ)∗,

(φ, ξ1ψ1 + ξ2ψ2) = ξ1(φ,ψ1) + ξ2(φ,ψ2),

(η1φ1 + η2φ2, ψ) = η∗1(φ1, ψ) + η∗2(φ2, ψ),

(ψ,ψ) > 0, for ψ ̸= 0,

(2.10)

where φ and ψ are states in the representations space. The role of this form is to compute
probability amplitudes in quantum theory and the above requirements, in particular, are
necessary to ensure that probabilities are non-negative.

Besides that, it is required that norm (2.10) is invariant with respect to the action of
the isometry group

(U(G)φ,U(G)ψ) = (φ,ψ). (2.11)

Then, the Lie algebra generators g, (2.6), act in a self-adjoint way

(U(g)φ,ψ) = (φ,U(g)ψ). (2.12)
1Strictly speaking, it is required that free fields realise projective representations, that is representations

up to a phase. This extension is important if one needs to deal with fermions. Inclusion of fermions in the
higher-spin context is relatively straightforward and, usually, does not add much except technical difficulties.
Fermions will not be discussed here. For the discussion on fermions in the context of representation theory,
see e.g. [7].
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For the Poincare algebra we thus have

(U(P )φ,ψ) = (φ,U(P )ψ), (U(J)φ,ψ) = (φ,U(J)ψ). (2.13)

Finally, if a representation is a direct sum of other representations, then in quantum
theory it receives the interpretation of multi-particle states. Instead, one-particle states or
elementary particles are described by irreducible representations of the isometry algebra.

Summing up this discussion, we conclude that free elementary fields in the Minkowski
space can be identified with unitary irreducible representations (UIR’s) of the Poincare
group.

Before proceeding to the classification of such representations, we would like to antic-
ipate one its important feature. Namely, there is a theorem stating that unitary represen-
tations of simple non-compact groups may be either trivial or infinite-dimensional.2 Since
the Poincare group – as well as isometries of other most symmetric backgrounds such as
the (A)dS space isometries – is non-compact, we infer that on-shell fields should neces-
sarily be infinite-dimensional as vector spaces. The Poincare group is not simple, though,
its Lorentz subgroup, which is expected to be realised non-trivially, is still non-compact,
hence, the conclusion of the theorem also applies to fields in flat space. This is why in field
theory fields are inevitably described by functions on some space: this is the standard way
to realise an infinite-dimensional vector space.

2.2 Wigner’s method of induced representations for UIR’s of the Poincare
group

In the previous section we saw that free fields in the Minkowski space can be identified with
UIR’s of the Poincare group. Thus, in order to classify all possible free field theories in flat
space, we need to classify UIR’s of the Poincare group. Despite the fact that there exist
other approaches to the problem, Wigner’s technique of induced representation is the most
standard approach, which gives an exhaustive classification of UIR’s of the Poincare group.
We will now review it.

To start, one notes that due to the fact that translations commute, one can choose a
basis in the representation space so that translations act diagonally3

U(Pµ)φp,σ = pµφp,σ. (2.14)

Here p is the label of the representation space basis which refers to the eigenvalue of P .
Since the eigenspace with fixed p does not have to be one-dimensional, we supply φ with
an extra label σ.

We have already specified how translations act in our basis and now we move on to the
Lorentz transformations. To this end, we consider a finite Lorentz transformation, defined
by a pseudo-orthogonal matrix Λµ

ν . The associated action in a given representation will
be denoted U(G(Λ, 0)) with 0 referring to the fact that translations are not performed. We

2See, e.g. [3] for a more precise statement and for the proof of this theorem.
3Note that this is only true for unitary representations. Indeed, if unitarity is not imposed, the best one

can achieve when diagonalising even a single matrix is the Jordan canonical form.
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would like to apply this transformation to the state with definite momentum p and find
what is the momentum of the resulting state. We have

U(Pµ)U(G(Λ, 0))φp,σ = U(G(Λ, 0))
[
U−1(G(Λ, 0))U(Pµ)U(G(Λ, 0))

]
φp,σ

= U(G(Λ, 0))U(Λ−1
ρ
µP ρ)φp,σ

(2.15)

To obtain the second equality, one has to use commutation relations of the Poincare algebra
together with (2.5). In essence, (2.15) just says that P transforms as a vector. For details
we refer the reader to [7]. By using that (Λ−1)ρ

µ = Λµ
ρ and linearity of g → U(g), we find

U(Pµ)U(G(Λ, 0))φp,σ = Λµ
ρp

ρU(G(Λ, 0))φp,σ. (2.16)

Therefore, U(G(Λ, 0))φp,σ is a state with definite momentum equal to Λµ
ρp

ρ and it should
be expressible as a linear combination of states φΛp,σ

U(G(Λ, 0))φp,σ =
∑
σ′

Cσ′σ(Λ, p)φΛp,σ′ . (2.17)

This implies that for any p in the spectrum, besides states φp,σ, the representation space
should contain all states with momenta Λp, where Λ is a matrix of an arbitrary Lorentz
transformation. The resulting manifold in the momentum space is called the orbit of p.

By now, we have already settled with the way the Lorentz transformations act on p

labels. To specify the representations of the Poincare group we are after, it remains to
define how the Lorentz transformations act on σ labels.

To this end, on a given orbit in p space, we choose any convenient momentum p0. Next,
for every p on the orbit, we pick some convenient Lorentz transformation, such that

pµ = Lµ
ν(p)(p0)

ν . (2.18)

By the very definition of an orbit such L exists, though, it does not have to be unique. The
precise choice of p0 and L is immaterial for the following construction. Finally, we choose
some basis φp0,σ for states with momentum p0, while for other momenta the basis is chosen,
so that L does not act on σ labels, that is

φp,σ ≡ N(p)U(G(L(p), 0))φp0,σ. (2.19)

Here again, N(p) is some arbitrary factor, that can be adjusted in any convenient way.
We have already fixed the basis in the representation space completely. In a given

basis, we will now find how general Lorentz transformations act on σ labels of states with
arbitrary momenta on the orbit of p0.

We, thus, act on (2.19) with an arbitrary Lorentz transformation, which gives

U(G(Λ, 0))φp,σ = N(p)U(G(ΛL(p), 0))φp0,σ

= N(p)U(G(L(Λp), 0))U(G(L−1(Λp)ΛL(p), 0))φp0,σ.
(2.20)

In the last line L−1(Λp)ΛL(p) leaves p0 invariant, therefore, U(G(L(Λp), 0)) acts on states
with momentum p0. The latter action has already been specified in (2.19). We, therefore,
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find that to define the left-hand side of (2.20) it remains to specify the action of Lorentz
transformations W , that leave p0 invariant

pµ0 =Wµ
νp

ν
0 . (2.21)

A subgroup of the Lorentz group that leaves a given vector p0 invariant is called the stability
subgroup of p0 or the Wigner little group. Since W leaves p0 invariant, it only acts on the
σ labels of φp0,σ.

Obviously, once an UIR of the Poincare group is known, it uniquely defines an UIR of
its subgroup – the Wigner little group. One can also go in the opposite direction: starting
from an UIR of the Wigner little group one can induce a representation of the Poincare
group using (2.14), (2.19), (2.20). Obviously, the resulting induced representation is also
irreducible. Let us show that it is also unitary.

To see that we note that hermiticity of P implies that the inner product is vanishing
for states with different momenta

(φp1,σ1 , φp2,σ2) = 0, p1 ̸= p2. (2.22)

For states with equal momenta, by Lorentz invariance, the inner product can be induced
from the inner product of states with momentum p0. The letter is defined by the inner
product of the Wigner little group, which is positive definite, since the representation of
the Wigner little group we start with is unitary. It is not hard to see that the inner product
for states φp,σ constructed in this way is manifestly positive definite and Poincare invariant.
Thus, the induced representation of the Poincare group is, indeed, unitary.

In summary, we have found that UIR’s of the Poincare group and of the Wigner little
group are in one-to-one correspondence. Moreover, the former can be induced from the
latter by the construction that we presented above, which is called Wigner’s method of
induced representations. As a corollary of this construction, we find that UIR’s of the
Poincare group are classified by:

i) orbits of momenta p under Lorentz transformations;

ii) UIR’s of the stability subgroup of some fixed momentum on a chosen orbit.

In the following we will discuss different orbits, their stability subgroups and UIR’s of the
latter.

2.3 Classification of UIR’s of the Poincare group

In this section we discuss different classes of orbits and the associated stability subgroups.
We then move on to the classification of representations for these subgroups.

2.3.1 Classes of orbits

It is easily seen that there are six types of orbits of vectors with respect to the Lorentz
transformations.

Clearly, the vanishing momentum, p = 0, forms an orbit. For non-zero vectors, the
only invariant one can construct out of p is p2 = ηµνp

µpν . Therefore, different values of
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m2 ≡ −p2 label different orbits. There are three classes of m2 that lead to different types of
physics. For m2 > 0 the momentum orbit is a two-sheeted hyperboloid. One of the sheets
has p0 > 0, while the other one has p0 < 0. These are different orbits associated with
positive and negative energy modes of massive particles4. For m2 = 0 the orbit is given
by p2 = 0, which describes a cone in momentum space. Similarly, its parts with p0 > 0

and p0 < 0 form different orbits. The associated representations are called positive and
negative energy massless representations. Finally, m2 < 0 corresponds to a one-sheeted
hyperboloid. It is a single orbit and the associated representations are called tachyonic.

Now we proceed to the discussion of the associated stability subgroups. For a vanishing
vector the stability subgroup is, clearly, the whole Lorentz group. By going to the frame in
which p0 = (m, 0, . . . , 0), it is trivial to see that the stability subgroup in the massive case
is SO(d− 1). In a similar manner, one can see that the stability subgroup in the tachyonic
case is SO(d− 2, 1).

The stability subgroup in the massless case is less obvious. We will explore it at the
level of the Lie algebra. To start, we use Lorentz transformations to bring momentum to
the form

(p+, p−, pi) = (p+, 0, 0), (2.23)

where the light-cone coordinates are defined by

p± =
1√
2
(pd−1 ± p0), pi = {p1, . . . , pd−2}. (2.24)

In these coordinates, the metric has the following non-vanishing components

η+− = η−+ = 1, ηij = δij . (2.25)

We are looking for the subalgebra of the Lorentz algebra, that leaves (2.23) invariant.
This amounts to solving

Jµνp
ν = 0, (2.26)

which gives
Jµ− = 0. (2.27)

The generators that are not set to zero by (2.27) are Jij and Ji+. Clearly, Jij generate
SO(d− 2). It is trivial to see that Ji+ is a vector with respect to Jij . Moreover, using the
commutation relations of the Lorentz algebra (2.2), one easily finds that Ji+ commute with
each other. Summing up, we found that the stability subalgebra of (2.23) is iso(d− 2).

Zero-momentum and tachyonic representations have non-compact stability subgroups.
The theorem that we quoted above implies that the associated unitary representations are
infinite-dimensional. This means that the associated particles for each momentum should
carry infinitely many degrees of freedom. Though, there is nothing wrong with that in
the context of the previous analysis, this is not what we observe in nature. Moreover, for

4By the Poincare group we mean its component, which is continuously connected to the unity. For
the whole Poincare group – with the time reversal and the parity transformation included – positive and
negative modes belong to the same orbit.
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tachyonic representations energy is not bounded from below, which is another requirement
that one typically adds to have consistent physics. These types of representations will not
be discussed below.

To proceed, we need to study UIR’s of the Wigner little group in each remaining case
– massive and massless fields. For massive fields the Wigner little group is the orthogonal
group SO(d − 1) and its UIR’s are well-known. These will be discussed in the following
section.

For massless fields the stability subgroup is ISO(d− 2) and the analysis is a bit more
complicated. Its UIR’s can be induced from the stability subgroup of ”momentum” πi ≡ Ji+
in the same way as for the Poincare group. The only difference is that now the counterpart
of the Lorentz group is the orthogonal group SO(d − 2). The latter has only two orbits:
π2 > 0 and π = 0. For the orbit π = 0 the inhomogeneous part of ISO(d − 2) is realised
trivially, so, in effect, the analysis boils down to the classification of UIR’s of SO(d − 2).
By a shift of dimension, this classification reduces to the one in the massive case. The
associated representations are often called helicity representation or, with some abuse of
terminology, just massless representations.

Another class of massless representations – those with π2 > 0 – is called continuous
spin or infinite spin representations. These also feature infinitely many degrees of freedom
at fixed momentum – labelled by points on a sphere of constant π2. We will not discuss
continuous spin fields in the following.

2.3.2 Representations of the orthogonal algebra

As we saw the problem of classification of fields of most physical relevance – massless he-
licity and massive fields – reduces to the problem of classification of unitary irreducible
representations of the orthogonal group SO(n). Below we will consider a couple of sugges-
tive examples and then give the end result for this classification. For a more comprehensive
analysis and further details see [3, 4] and references therein.

An obvious representation of SO(n) is the scalar one – with the representation space
being one-dimensional and transforming trivially under SO(n). The inner product

(φ,ψ) ≡ φ̄ψ (2.28)

is, obviously, positive definite and satisfies the remaining requirements in (2.10).
The second most trivial example is given by the vector representation. To form an

invariant norm, one utilises an so(n)-invariant metric δij

(φ,ψ) ≡ φ̄iψjδij . (2.29)

Again, it is straightforward to see that it satisfies all requirements in (2.10).
Once the vector representation is available, we proceed to tensor products thereof, which

results into tensor representations of SO(d). For the simplest case of a tensor product of
two vectors, we have a rank-two tensor φij . It is then easy to see that decomposition of φ

φij = φij
S + φij

A + δijφT (2.30)
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into its symmetric traceless, antisymmetric and pure trace parts

φij
S = φji

S , φij
S δij = 0, φij

A = −φji
A (2.31)

is invariant under the action of SO(d). It turns out that each component φS , φA and φT

is irreducible and gives a unitary representation. Moreover, φT transforms as a scalar.

Exercise 3 Show that the property that the rank-2 tensor is symmetric is invariant with
respect to general linear transformations.

Exercise 4 Show that the norm

(φS , ψS) ≡ φ̄ik
S ψ

jl
S δijδkl (2.32)

is positive definite in d = 2.

From this example we learn that tensor representations of SO(n) are, in general, re-
ducible. This happens due to the fact that symmetry properties as well as contractions with
the invariant metric remain invariant with respect to the action of SO(n). A non-trivial
question that we need to answer is what precise symmetry and trace constraints lead to
irreducible representations. Below, we present the answer to this question.

To characterise a symmetry of a tensor it is essential to use Young diagrams. A Young
diagram is a diagram consisting of boxes arranged into rows of non-increasing lengths. For
example, a Young diagram

h1 h2 h3 h4
s1
s2

s3
s4

consists of four rows of lengths s1 = 4, s2 = 4, s3 = 3 and s4 = 1. A Young diagram with
lengths of rows equal to s1, s2, . . . will be denoted as Y(s1, s2, . . . ). Equivalently, a Young
diagram can be defined by listing heights of its columns h1, h2, . . . . Then it will be denoted
as Y[h1, h2, . . . ].

There are two equivalent ways of assigning a symmetry of a Young diagram

Y(s1, s2, . . . , sh1) (2.33)

to a rank-k tensor φ with k =
∑

i si =
∑

i hi. First, one should associate each index of φ
with a box of the Young diagram Y. Then the tensor φ is said to possess a symmetry of
Y in symmetric convention iff:

i) tensor φ is symmetric with respect to permutations of indices associated with the
same row of Y,
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ii) symmetrization of φ in all indices associated with the ith row of Y with any index
from the jth row with j > i gives zero identically.

Alternatively, one says that a tensor φ possesses a symmetry of Y in antisymmetric con-
vention iff:

i) tensor φ is antisymmetric with respect to permutations of indices associated with the
same column of Y,

ii) antisymmetrization of φ in all indices associated with the ith column of Y with any
index from the jth column with j > i gives zero identically.

If a tensor φ possesses a symmetry of a Young diagram Y we will often say that φ is
of shape Y. A GL(n) tensor cannot be of shape that has more than n rows, otherwise, the
tensor vanishes identically. This is seen the easiest for Young diagrams with one column:
non-vanishing components of a totally antisymmetric rank-k tensor have all their indices
different, which is impossible for k > n.

The important fact is that tensors possessing symmetries of Young diagrams with no
more than n rows cover all finite-dimensional irreducible representations of GL(n). For
example, totally symmetric (of shape Y(s)) and totally antisymmetric (of shape Y[h])
tensors are irreducible under GL(n). Other tensors are said to be of mixed-symmetry.

We will mostly use the symmetric convention for the Young symmetry of tensors. For
tensor φ with symmetry Y(s1, s2, . . . ) we will use notation

φi(s1),i(s2),.... (2.34)

For conventions on symmetric indices and symmetrisation, see appendix A. For tensors with
symmetry given in the antisymmetric convention we will use

φi[h1],i[h2],.... (2.35)

The following exercises illustrate some aspects of the above stated results.

Exercise 5 Show that if a rank-3 tensor is symmetric in the first two indices and antisym-
metric in the first and the third indices, then it is identically zero.

Exercise 6 Show that if a rank-3 tensor φi1i2,j has the Young symmetry Y(2, 1) in the
symmetric convention, then

φ̃i1i2j = φi1i2,j − φji2,i1 (2.36)

has symmetry Y[2, 1] in the antisymmetric convention.

Exercise 7 Show that a rank-3 tensor of symmetry Y(1, 2) is identically zero.

Exercise 8 Show that a tensor of symmetry Y(1, 1, . . . , 1) is totally antisymmetric.
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To make tensors irreducible under SO(m, k)5 in addition to the Young symmetry con-
ditions some trace constraints have to be imposed. The simplest trace constraint making
Y-shaped tensor irreducible under (pseudo)orthogonal group is just the requirement of the
tensor to be traceless with respect to the SO(m, k)-invariant metric on all pairs of indices.
To indicate that a tensor, in addition to the Young symmetry is also traceless, we will use
Y. Clearly, antisymmetric tensor are automatically traceless, so for them this distinction is
immaterial.

It is important to stress that whenever a traceless tensor φ is of some shape Y with
more than n = m + k boxes in the first two columns, then φ is identically zero. Young
diagrams such that the sum of the heights of the first two columns does not exceed n are
said to be allowed.

Exercise 9 Show that a traceless tensor of shape Y(2, 1) is identically zero in d = 2.

It remains to note that in addition to δij , SO(m, k) features another invariant tensor:
the totally antisymmetric rank-n Levi-Civita tensor ϵi[n], see appendix A for conventions.
By contracting it with all indices of a totally antisymmetric tensor of rank r, we obtain an
equivalent representation, given by a tensor with symmetry Y[n− r]. For n even and for a
tensor of shape Y[n2 ], one can impose an additional irreducibility condition that the tensor
is (anti)-self-dual. Similar considerations apply to traceless tensors of allowed shapes and to
dualisations with respect to the indices of the first column. One can show that the resulting
dual tensors are still traceless and have the Young symmetry characterised by diagrams of
allowed shapes. The same is not true for dualisations on other columns, in particular, dual
tensors are no longer traceless.

A natural way to obtain tensors with the Young symmetry is to start from a tensor
possessing no symmetry and act on it with symmetry projectors as we did in the rank-2 case
in (2.30). For a tensor of arbitrary rank it works as follows. First, one needs to associate
each index of a tensor with a box in a Young diagram of a suitable size. Then, by carrying
out antisymmetrization on indices in each column and then symmetrising the result on
indices in every row we obtain a tensor possessing symmetry of the given Young diagram
in the symmetric convention. Similarly, if we first symmetrise indices in each row and then
antisymmetrize them in every column we obtain a tensor with the Young symmetry in the
antisymmetric convention. It is worth keeping in mind that by distributing indices in the
very same Young diagram at the first step of the procedure in different ways and carrying
out (anti)-symmetrisations we end up getting different tensors, which, may not even be
related by permutations of indices.

To illustrate this last phenomenon, we consider a tensor Tijk and first antisymmetrize
it on i and k and then symmetrise it on i and j. As a result, we obtain a tensor

Rij,k =
1

4
(Tijk + Tjik − Tkji − Tkij), (2.37)

5The above discussion on irreducibility applies to any signature. Though, keep in mind that tensorial
representations for non-Euclidean signature are non-unitary.
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which has the symmetry type Y(2, 1) with k being in the second row. By using the Young
symmetry, it is easy to see that there are only two independent permutations of indices
of R. These can be taken to be Rij,k and Rik,j . Besides that, one can construct another
tensor by first antisymmetrizing T on i and j and then symmetrising it on i and k. As a
result we obtain

Pik,j =
1

4
(Tijk + Tkji − Tjik − Tjki), (2.38)

which has the same symmetry type Y(2, 1), but with j being in the second row. Again, it
has two non-trivial permutations, which can be taken to be Pij,k and Pik,j . It is not hard
to check that all tensors Rij,k, Rik,j , Pij,k and Pik,j are linearly independent. In particular,
Rij,k and Pij,k, despite having the same symmetry type and locations of indices in the
Young diagram, are not proportional.

Above we explained how by imposing symmetry, trace and duality constraints one can
make a tensor representation of SO(m, k) irreducible. Tensors with these irreducibility
conditions imposed give a complete list of finite-dimensional irreducible representations of
SO(n). An important result in the context of our field-theoretic discussion is that in the
Euclidean SO(n) case all these representations are unitary.

3 From massless UIR’s to the Fronsdal action

In the previous section we saw that massless UIR’s of the Poincare group can be induced
from UIR’s of the Wigner little group, ISO(d − 2), associated with light-like momenta
p2 = 0. We will focus here, more specifically, on helicity representations, for which the
inhomogeneous part of the Wigner little group is realised trivially, so, in effect, the little
group reduces to SO(d− 2). In this section our goal will be to rephrase this representation
theory result in a more conventional field-theoretic manner. From now on, we will mostly
focus on the symmetric representations of the Wigner little group.

This section gives a slightly rearranged material from section 2.1 of [8]. Note that we
use different symmetrization conventions compared to [8]. For our conventions on dealing
with symmetric indices, see appendix A.

3.1 Lorentz-covariant form of massless representations

After the success of the Special Relativity, physicists acknowledged the important role of
Lorentz symmetries as symmetries of nature. In field theory it is typical to make these
symmetries manifest and to do that the standard way is to employ tensor fields. This is
not, strictly speaking, necessary. One can successfully deal with massless field theories e.
g. in the light-cone gauge, which will be discussed in section 13. In the present section we
will show how the representation theory analysis of the previous section can be rephrased
into a manifestly Lorentz-covariant form.

The solution to this problem in the massless case is given by equations

□φµ(s) = 0,

∂νφ
νµ(s−1) = 0,

φν
νµ(s−2) = 0,

(3.1)
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modulo pure gauge solutions of the form

δφµ(s) = ∂µξµ(s−1), (3.2)

where the gauge parameter satisfies

□ξµ(s−1) = 0,

∂νξ
νµ(s−2) = 0,

ξν
νµ(s−3) = 0.

(3.3)

In other words, massless bosonic fields of spin s ≥ 1 are gauge fields (for s = 0 (3.2) does not
make sense and gauge symmetry is absent). Let us demonstrate, that system (3.1)-(3.3),
indeed, describes massless UIR’s as constructed using Wigner’s approach.

To start, we recall that the very definition of tensor fields implies that they transform
appropriately under diffeomorphisms, which, in particular, include transformations from
the Poincare group. With the proper normalisation, for translations one has

U(Pµ)φ = −i∂µφ. (3.4)

Thus, the p labels of Wigner’s approach of induced representations are nothing but momenta
in the Fourier space.

Then, it is easy to see that the first equation in (3.1) implies that momenta carried by
solutions to (3.1)-(3.3) are, indeed, light-like, p2 = 0. As in the Wigner’s procedure, we will
now focus on a solution with a well-defined momentum and then, using Lorentz symmetry
transform it to some convenient form.

To this end, it will by helpful to use the light-cone coordinates (2.24) and pick the
standard light-like momentum as in (2.23). Then, the second equation in (3.1) implies that

φ+µ(s−1) = 0, (3.5)

that is φ with at least one index being ”+” vanishes. Next, gauge symmetry (3.2) implies
that

φ−µ(s−1) ∼ 0, (3.6)

that is all φ with at least one index being ”−” are pure gauge. Taking (3.5), (3.6) together,
we are left with φ’s with all indices in the set 2, . . . , d − 1. These are exactly the tensor
indices of the Wigner little group SO(d− 2) discussed below (2.27). The third equation in
(3.1) then implies that, in addition, φ is traceless

φj
ji(s−2) = 0. (3.7)

The last equation describes a tensor representation of the Wigner little group of shape Y(s),
as we intended to show. Accordingly, (3.1)-(3.3) describe a massless spin-s field.

Exercise 10 Show that the rank-two antisymmetric field φ

□φµ[2] = 0,

∂νφ
νµ = 0,

(3.8)
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with gauge symmetry
δφµ[2] = ∂[µξµ], (3.9)

where the parameter satisfies
∂µξ

µ = 0, □ξµ = 0 (3.10)

and, the gauge symmetry is redundant in the sense that gauge transformations with param-
eters

δξµ = ∂µλ, □λ = 0 (3.11)

do not act on φ, describes the massless helicity representation characterised by tensor Y[2].
This gives a simplest example of a non-symmetric massless field and, as we can see, these
may require redundant gauge symmetries also known as gauge for gauge transformations.

3.2 Fronsdal’s action

For many purposes, e. g. for quantisation, it is convenient to have an action for a field
theory. In our case, we are looking for an action, that would produce equations (3.1)
together with symmetries (3.2), (3.3).

In field theory one, usually, treats differential and algebraic equations differently. Na-
mely, while it is considered acceptable to impose algebraic equations by hand, one requires
that differential equations result from the variational principle. Similarly, it is not typical
to require that gauge parameters satisfy any differential constraints off-shell. Thus, for the
system (3.1), we would like to derive the first two equations from action variation, while
the last equation, the requirement of tracelessness, can be set by hand. Similarly, while the
last equation in (3.3) can be imposed as an off-shell constraint, we demand that the first
two equations come out dynamically, e.g. from partial gauge fixing.

It is typical that a system of equations of motion cannot be derived from a Lagrangian
unless auxiliary fields are added. Indeed, Lagrangian systems may only contain as many
equations of motion as they contain fields, so if the number of dynamical fields does not
match the number of equations of motion, auxiliary fields need to be added. This argument
becomes more complex for gauge theories, as some equations may result from gauge fixing.
Still, adding auxiliary fields is typically a necessity. The role of these fields is to produce
the missing equations, while still not contributing to the degrees of freedom count by virtue
of being either pure gauge or being expressed in terms of the physical fields, once the
equations of motion are taken into account. The quest for the right set of auxiliary fields,
that allows one to write an action leading to the desired equations of motion is often a
tedious and indirect task. Moreover, the result of this procedure is not unique: different
off-shell systems may result into the same equations of motion.

The minimal set of auxiliary fields suitable for the description of system (3.1)-(3.3) was
found by Fronsdal [9]6. In this approach, the off-shell field is required to be double-traceless

φµν
µνρ(s−4) = 0. (3.12)

6A systematic search of the minimal set of traceless symmetric fields that would be sufficient to write a
Lagrangian for a free massive spin-s field was carried out in [10]. The Fronsdal action was obtained as the
massless limit of [10]. The Fronsdal action for a massless spin-s field features traceless symmetric tensors
of ranks s and s − 2, see (3.12), (3.13). The rank-s traceless field is, clearly, necessary as it features (3.1)
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It can be interpreted as a combination of two traceless fields

φµ(s) = ψµ(s) + ηµµχµ(s−2), ψν
νµ(s−2) = 0, χν

νµ(s−4) = 0, (3.13)

where ψ is the dynamical field, which will be identified with φ in (3.1), while χ is auxiliary.
The symmetries of the action read

δφµ(s) = ∂µξµ(s−1), (3.14)

where
ξµ

µν(s−3) = 0. (3.15)

The action itself is given by

S =− 1

2

∫
ddx

(
∂µφ

ν(s)∂µφν(s) −
s(s− 1)

2
∂µφ

ν
ν
ρ(s−2)∂µφσ

σ
ρ(s−2)

+ s(s− 1)∂µφν
ν
ρ(s−2)∂λφλµρ(s−2) − s∂µφµν(s−1)∂ρφρν(s−1)

−s(s− 1)(s− 2)

4
∂µφ

ν
ν
µρ(s−3)∂λφλ

σ
σρ(s−3)

)
.

(3.16)

It is fixed up to an overall factor by the requirement of gauge invariance (3.14), which
everywhere in these lectures is understood up to boundary terms. Below our goal will be
to reproduce the system (3.1)-(3.3) from (3.16).

To start, we note that integrating by parts (3.16) can be brought to the form

S =
1

2

∫
ddxφµ(s)G

µ(s)[φ], (3.17)

where
Gµ(s) ≡ Fµ(s) − s(s− 1)

4
ηµµFµ(s−2)ν

ν , (3.18)

Fµ(s) ≡ □φµ(s) − s∂µDµ(s−1), (3.19)

Dµ(s−1) ≡ ∂νφνµ(s−1) − s− 1

2
∂µφµ(s−2)ν

ν . (3.20)

This means that equations of motion read

Gµ(s) ≈ 0. (3.21)

To arrive to this conclusion, one needs to exploit the following two facts. Firstly, G is
self-adjoint, when regarded as an operator acting on φ. This ensures that by varying (3.17)
with respect to φ which is written explicitly in (3.17) we get the same contribution to the
equations of motion as by varying with respect to the second φ contained in G. Secondly,

explicitly. The rank-(s − 2) traceless field is auxiliary. It is needed because for ξ free of any differential
constraints gauge transformation (3.2) violates tracelessness of φ: even for ξ traceless, φ should have at
least one non-trivial trace originating from the divergence of ξ. Thus, at least one auxiliary symmetric and
traceless rank-(s − 2) field is necessary to accommodate the trace of φ. This proves that Fronsdal’s set of
off-shell fields is, indeed, minimal provided we do not allow differential constraints on gauge parameters
imposed off-shell.
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considering that φ is double-traceless, the variational principle only entails that the double-
traceless part of G is vanishing. However, as can be checked, G as written in (3.18) is
already double-traceless

Gµ(s−4)νρ
νρ = 0, Fµ(s−4)νρ

νρ = 0, (3.22)

so equations of motion, indeed, are given by (3.21).
Equations of motion can be rewritten in the equivalent form

Fµ(s) ≈ 0. (3.23)

To see this, we take the trace of (3.21) with (3.18) and (3.22) taken into account. This
leads to

Fµ(s−2)ν
ν ≈ 0. (3.24)

It is then easy to see that (3.21) implies (3.23). In a similar way one shows that (3.23)
entails (3.21), so these are equivalent7.

We will now focus on (3.23). It is convenient to impose the de Donder gauge

Dµ(s−1) = 0. (3.25)

The residual gauge symmetry is given by (3.14), where the gauge parameter is constrained

□ξµ(s−1) = 0. (3.26)

The equations of motion in this gauge give

□φµ(s) ≈ 0. (3.27)

Solutions to (3.26) are non-trivial, so the gauge can be fixed further. Consider variation

δφµ(s−2)ν
ν =

2

s
∂νξ

νµ(s−2). (3.28)

Taking into account (3.26) and (3.27), we can see from (3.28) that traces of φ can be gauged
away

φµ(s−2)ν
ν = 0. (3.29)

Gauge parameter of the residual symmetry then satisfies

∂µξ
µν(s−2) = 0. (3.30)

Finally, considering definition (3.20) and gauge conditions (3.25), (3.29), we find

∂µφ
µν(s−1) = 0. (3.31)

Summing up, we found that the Fronsdal action results into (3.27), (3.29), (3.31) for
fields and into (3.15), (3.26), (3.30) for gauge parameters, which gives exactly the system
(3.1)-(3.3), that we intended to describe.

7Relation between F and G is the higher-spin analogue of that between Rµν and Gµν ≡ Rµν − 1
2
Rgµν

in General Relativity.
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Before finishing this section, let us note that the fact that the action (3.17) is gauge
invariant, implies

δS =

∫
ddx∂µξµ(s−1)G

µ(s) = −
∫
ddxξµ(s−1)∂νG

νµ(s−1) = 0. (3.32)

This requires
∂µG

µν(s−1) = ηννHν(s−3), (3.33)

for H being any tensor. Indeed, considering that ξ is traceless, the form of ∂G in (3.33)
is necessary to ensure that (3.32) vanishes. Equation (3.33) is a higher-spin version of the
familiar Bianchi identities.

Exercise 11 Check that the Fronsdal tensor F given in (3.19) is gauge invariant with
respect to (3.14).

Exercise 12 Show that the residual symmetry in the de Donder gauge (3.25) is given by
(3.26).

Exercise 13 Verify the Bianchi identity (3.33) (a bit more technical).

Exercise 14 Check that for s = 1 the Fronsdal action reproduces the action of Maxwell’s
theory.

Exercise 15 Linearise the action of General Relativity in terms of metric fluctuations.
Check that it agrees with the s = 2 case of the Fronsdal action.

The last problem explains why one typically refers to approaches employing fields of
Fronsdal’s action as metric-like.

As a side remark, we mention that Maxwell’s field strength and the linearised Riemann
tensor can be straightforwardly generalised to higher spins. Namely, the higher-spin field
strength is defined as

Fµ1ν1,µ2ν2,...,µsνs ≡
1

2s
(∂µ1∂µ2 . . . ∂µsφν(s) − ∂ν1∂µ2 . . . ∂µsφµ1ν(s−1) + . . . ), (3.34)

where the implicit terms antisymmetrize the expression on any pair (µi, νi). Then, F
has symmetry of a rectangular two-row Young diagram of length s in the antisymmetric
convention. Considering that derivatives commute, F is gauge invariant with respect to
the Fronsdal-type gauge transformations (3.14). Note that this argument does not rely on
trace properties of φ and ξ. Analogously, one can see that F satisfies the Bianchi identity

∂[ρFµ1ν1],µ2ν2,...,µsνs = 0 (3.35)

and other properties similar to those of the Maxwell field strength and the linearised Rie-
mann tensor.
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3.3 Massive fields

Despite this goes away from the main goal of our course, for completeness, we briefly
mention the analogous construction for massive fields.

To start, the Lorentz-covariant way to present massive UIR’s induced by Wigner’s
approach is

(□−m2)φµ(s) = 0,

∂νφ
νµ(s−1) = 0,

φν
νµ(s−2) = 0.

(3.36)

By picking the standard massive momentum as

p0 = m and pµ = 0, µ ̸= 0, (3.37)

it is straightforward to see that the representation of the little group SO(d− 1) defined by
(3.36) is given by traceless rank-s tensors, which correspond to massive spin-s fields.

As for massless fields, writing an action that would result in (3.36) is not easy. Again,
the problem is that equations (3.36) for general s are not naturally Lagrangian in the sense
that there are more fields than equations.

In the simplest spinning case the action can be written as

S =

∫
ddx

(
−1

4
FµνF

µν − 1

2
φµm

2φµ

)
, (3.38)

where
Fµν = ∂µφν − ∂νφµ. (3.39)

By varying (3.38), we get
□φµ − ∂µ∂νφν −m2φµ ≈ 0. (3.40)

Taking its divergence, we obtain a lower-derivative consequence

∂µφ
µ ≈ 0. (3.41)

Plugging it back into (3.40), we find

(□−m2)φµ ≈ 0. (3.42)

Equations (3.41), (3.42) are just (3.36) in the spin-1 case. Thereby, we find that, despite
the apparent mismatch between the number of equations and the number of fields in the
massive spin-1 theory, the necessary equations of motion can still be made Lagrangian. This
is achieved by designing the action in such a way that the resulting equations of motion
have a lower-derivative consequence. Action (3.38) is known as the Proca theory.

In a similar manner one can construct a Lagrangian that would produce (3.36) in the
spin-2 case. The resulting action is known as the Fierz-Pauli theory. It requires a single
traceful rank-2 symmetric, Y(2), off-shell field or, equivalently, one traceless symmetric
rank-2 field and one scalar, Y(2)⊕Y(0). For spins s ≥ 3 equations (3.36) cannot be derived
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from a Lagrangian unless more complicated sets of auxiliary fields are introduced. A solution
to this problem with a minimal set of auxiliary fields was given in [10]. There also exist other
formulations that involve additional auxiliary fields. In particular, it can be beneficial to add
auxiliary fields so that the theory does not have lower-derivative consequence such as (3.41),
instead featuring gauge symmetries. This is typically achieved by virtue of symmetries that
act algebraically, which are also known as Stueckelberg symmetries. The following example
illustrates how this works for the massive spin-1 case.

Exercise 16 Consider a theory

S =

∫
ddx

(
−1

4
FµνF

µν − 1

2
φµm

2φµ − 1

2
∂µφ∂

µφ+m∂µφφ
µ

)
, (3.43)

where φµ and φ are independent dynamical fields. Show its equivalence to (3.38). Such
formulations for massive fields naturally result from the dimensional reduction of massless
theories.

3.4 Why irreducible multiplets?

In the previous sections we explained how irreducible massless and massive spinning fields
can be described at the Lagrangian level. To this end we needed some specially tailored
constructions, the main role of which was to ensure that the system does not describe
anything else but the irreducible representation we intend to describe. One may wonder
whether we can do something simpler if we relax the requirement that the system describes
an irreducible representation. The standard lore of higher-spin theories is that unless special
care is taken, the theory involves pathological degrees of freedom in the sense that these
either violate unitarity, give ghosts or tachyons. Below we will demonstrate this with a
simple example.

To this end, we consider an example of a massless field with one Lorentz index

□φµ = 0 (3.44)

and see what are the roles of its components from the point of view of representation theory
and why it is necessary to eliminate two degrees of freedom to make the associated theory
consistent.

A somewhat oversimplified version of the argument goes as follows. Equation (3.44)
comes from the action

S =
1

2

∫
ddxφµ□φ

µ. (3.45)

There is the standard procedure to induce an inner product once the action is known. This
procedure results in the norm, which is negative for φ0 and positive for φµ with µ spatial or
vice versa. In other words, the inner product defined this way is not positive definite and,
hence, the theory is not unitary. Alternatively, one can compute the stress-energy tensor
for (3.45) and see that the energy is not positive definite. This, again, is related to the fact
that spatial and time components of φµ contribute to energy with opposite signs.
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Below we will give another version of this argument, which relates to the previous
discussion better. Namely, we would like to make the connection with the construction of
UIR’s using the approach of Wigner. Clearly, the fact that (3.44) cannot realise a unitary
representation of ISO(d− 2) already follows from ISO(d− 2) being non-compact and φµ

having finitely many components. Nevertheless, it is instructive to demonstrate the absence
of the invariant and positive-definite inner product for solutions of (3.44) more explicitly.

To start, it is clear that the representation associated with (3.44) is massless in the
sense of the relevant orbit being p2 = 0. Therefore, we again pick the special momentum
as in (2.23). Then, with respect to the action of the Wigner little group, detailed in section
2.3, φµ naturally splits into

φµ = {φ+, φ−, φi}. (3.46)

Clearly, each component in this split is invariant under SO(d−2). As for the inhomogeneous
part of the group, which is generated by πi ≡ Ji+, we have,

Ji+[φ
+] = −iφi, Ji+[φ

j ] = iδi
jφ−, Ji+[φ

−] = 0. (3.47)

To derive (3.47) one needs to use the standard formula for the action of the Lorentz algebra
on vectors

Jµν [φρ] = −iηρνφµ + iηρµφν (3.48)

in the light-cone coordinates. Equation (3.47) shows that πi acts in a nilpotent manner

φ+ → φi → φ− → 0, (3.49)

which already suggests that it cannot be represented by a unitary operator. We will study
this more carefully later.

Before that, we would like to compare (3.44) with the spin-1 helicity representation,
described by (3.1)-(3.3) with s = 1. At the level of the Wigner little group, to arrive
to the spin-1 helicity representation from (3.44), we need to make two steps. First, we
should note that the states spanned by {φi, φ−} form a subrepresentation in the original
representation carried by φµ, see (3.49). Thus, we can consistently drop φ+ states and
focus on the representation realised on {φi, φ−}. In the covariant language, this is achieved
by requiring that the field is divergenceless, ∂µφµ = 0. Next, (3.49) also implies that the
resulting representation has a subrepresentation with states φ−. These can be quotiented
out, which in the covariant language is achieved due to gauge invariance. As a result, we
obtain a representation realised on the space φi, on which π acts trivially – just as required
for the helicity representations.

We now return to the representation of the Wigner little group associated with (3.44),
which has a non-trivial action of π, (3.47). According to our general logic, we should figure
out whether this representation is unitary, that is whether it admits a positive-definite
invariant norm, which we will now do.

To start, demanding invariance with respect to SO(d− 2), we conclude that the inner
product is of the form

(φ,ψ) = αφ̄+ψ+ + βφ̄−ψ− + γ(φ̄−ψ+ + φ̄+ψ−) + δφ̄iψi. (3.50)
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Next, for the norm to be positive we need to require δ > 0. In particular, δ ̸= 0 and, as a
result, (πi[φ+], ψj) ̸= 0. Self-adjointness of π then entails (φ+, πi[ψj ]) ̸= 0. By considering
how π acts on ψj , (3.47), this entails γ ̸= 0. Besides that, (πi[φj ], ψ−) = (φj , πi[ψ−]) = 0,
where the last equality is due to the fact that π annihilates ψ−. This leads to β = 0.
Summing up, we find that for the SO(d− 2) scalar modes, the inner product is of the form

αφ̄+ψ+ + γ(φ̄−ψ+ + φ̄+ψ−), γ ̸= 0. (3.51)

It is trivial to see that this inner product cannot be positive definite. In fact, β = 0 alone
implies that φ− are zero-norm states. As a result, we infer that the representation described
by (3.44) is non-unitary.

From this example we can draw a conclusion that by randomly dropping constraints and
gauge symmetries that we need to describe a unitary irreducible representation we are likely
to arrive at a representation that is not only reducible, but also non-unitary. Typically this
also gives theories with energies not bounded below. This, certainly, does not mean that we
should only construct theories by putting healthy irreducible fields together. Instead, one
may come up with a heuristic construction which, for one or another reason, gives rise to
a reducible, but not pathological spectrum. This, for instance, happens for string theory.
Still, as we would like to be as general as possible and have the consistency conditions on
the spectrum under control, we will stick to the approach in which the theory is built out
of fields, each describing a UIR of the Poincare group.

3.5 Further reading

Some authors find the double-trace constraint of Fronsdal’s fields unattractive. It is pos-
sible to remove these in different ways. In particular, the approach of [11, 12] features
unconstrained symmetric Lorentz tensors. A similar effect is achieved in the formulation
of [13]. There are also other approaches that further extend the spectrum of the off-shell
fields. For instance, the triplet approach [14] features a pair of auxiliary tensors motived
by string theory. Alternatively, one can try to achieve simplifications of the description of
the massless higher-spin fields by constraining the off-shell spectrum. In particular, a very
simple formulation involving only symmetric traceless tensors was suggested in [15, 16].
It, however, requires gauge parameters to be divergence-free, which may appear somewhat
unnatural8.

Despite our main focus in the present course is on massless symmetric fields, we briefly
mention that free actions are known in other cases and within different approaches. In
particular, Fronsdal’s approach can be extended to massless fermionic fields [18] and to
massless mixed-symmetry fields [19]. In the latter case, the theory develops a set of gauge
symmetries, which are, in general, reducible.

The minimal approach to massive symmetric fields of [10] can be reformulated in the
Stueckelberg form [20]. The action for symmetric continuous spin fields was found only
recently [21]. To the best of or knowledge, actions for arbitrary massive mixed-symmetry
fields are not known. For a recent review on the state of the art in this area, see e.g. [22].

8In [17] it was shown that the divergence-free constraint can be solved in terms of gauge parameters
without differential constraints, which leads to a more complex pattern of reducible gauge transformations.
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4 Fields in AdS as lowest-weight representations

In the same way as we analysed field perturbations around the Minkowski space, one may
consider expansions in small fields around other backgrounds. In this context, the central
role is played by the most symmetric backgrounds, for which the rules of quantum field
theory are better understood. This, in particular, is related to the fact that to quantise a
theory one should be able to find its complete set of solutions, which is hard to do once
one goes away from the most symmetric setup. Besides that, it is also important to have
a time-like Killing vector, so that one is able to define energy and then split solutions into
positive and negative energy modes.

The group-theoretic approach that we used in previous sections also crucially relies on
the presence of rich symmetries. In particular, the very notion of spin in the Minkowski
space was defined based on the field transformation properties under the Minkowski space
isometries. For general backgrounds the necessary isometries are absent and spin cannot
be defined.

In the present section we will discuss the anti-de Sitter space – the space of constant
negative curvature. In particular, we will construct UIR’s of its isometry group, which will
then be identified with fields propagating in the anti-de Sitter space. In a similar manner
one can also study field theories in de Sitter space, which is the space of constant positive
curvature. The representation theory of the de Sitter isometry group, however, has one
unattractive property: all its UIR’s have energy unbounded from below. This is why, one
usually prefers to deal with the anti-de Sitter space instead. We will not discuss the de
Sitter case in detail here, though, some references will be given at the end of the section.

4.1 AdS space

To start, we review what AdSd space is. The AdS space is a space of constant curva-
ture, which can be conveniently described by a hyperboloid embedded into a space of one
dimension larger, referred to as the ambient space,

XMXM = −l2 < 0, (4.1)

where XM are ambient coordinates, l is the AdS space radius and the ambient metric is

ηMN = diag(−,+, . . . ,+,−). (4.2)

The ambient space indices run over d+1 value, M = 0, 1, . . . , d. The cosmological constant
is given by

Λ ≡ −(d− 1)(d− 2)

2l2
(4.3)

and it is defined so that the metric induced on the hyperboloid satisfies

Rµν −
1

2
gµνR+ Λgµν = 0, (4.4)
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which, in turn, comes from the Lagrangian density9

L = R− 2Λ, (4.5)

where R is the scalar curvature and Rµν is the Ricci tensor. The AdS Riemann tensor
satisfies

Rµνλρ = − 1

l2
(gµλgνρ − gµρgνλ), (4.6)

which, in particular, implies

[∇µ,∇ν ]v
ρ = − 1

l2
(δρµvν − δρνvµ) . (4.7)

The key advantage of the ambient space construction is that it makes the AdS isome-
tries manifest. These are

JMN ≡ −i(XM∂N −XN∂M ). (4.8)

In these terms one defines the AdS deformed translations, also called transvections, by

Pµ ≡ l−1Jdµ, (4.9)

while the Lorentz generators are just the components of JMN with M and N in the set
from 0 to d− 1. The commutator of transvections gives

i[Pµ, P ν ] =
1

l2
Jµν , (4.10)

so unlike in flat space, these do not commute and cannot take definite values simultaneously.
In the flat space limit, l → ∞, one reproduces the commutation relations of the Poincare
algebra. The energy is defined by

H ≡ P 0 = −P0 = l−1Jd0. (4.11)

The AdS space defined as above is a one-sheeted hyperboloid with a periodic time
direction, which leads to the problem of closed time-like curves. In particular, map e−2πiJd0

rotates the AdS space along the time direction by angle 2π and eventually carries every its
point to itself. To avoid this issue, one considers the AdS covering space – a space with
countably many copies of the original hyperboloid – so that e−2πiJd0 maps a point of copy
number n to a point of copy number n + 1 with the same coordinates. It is this covering
space that we will refer to as the AdS space in the following. Some further details on the
AdS space geometry can be found in [23].

4.2 UIR’s as the lowest-weight modules

By the same logic that we used in flat space, free fields in AdSd can be identified with
unitary irreducible representations of the AdSd isometry algebra, SO(d − 1, 2). Here we
will review how these are constructed. This analysis can be found, e.g. in section 1.1 of
[24].

9Unlike most of the higher-spin literature, we define the cosmological constant with the same factors
that are typically used in General Relativity. For example, in [8] the cosmological constant is defined as
Λ ≡ −1/l2.
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4.2.1 General construction

Group SO(d − 1, 2) is non-compact, hence, its unitary representations are infinite-dimen-
sional. To construct these representations, one considers their decomposition into represen-
tations of the maximal compact subgroup of SO(d−1, 2), which is SO(2)⊕SO(d−1). Con-
sidering that the latter group is compact, its unitary representations are finite-dimensional.
We already know how to construct UIR’s of the orthogonal group from section 2.3.2. For
the direct product of two orthogonal groups UIR’s are constructed by taking tensor prod-
ucts of UIR’s of each factor. Accordingly, UIR’s of SO(2)⊕ SO(d− 1) are given by tensor
products of UIR’s of SO(d− 1) – characterised by some Young diagrams Y – and UIR’s of
SO(2).

As for the SO(2) factor, we can proceed by constructing its UIR’s as SO(2) tensors,
which is what the previous discussion suggests. It should be noted, however, that this
SO(2) is the group of time translations and once we replace the AdS hyperboloid with
its covering space, SO(2) should also be replaced with its universal covering group R, the
additive group of real numbers. All irreducible representations of the latter group are one-
dimensional and can be characterised by a single number, which is the eigenvalue of the
single group generator

E ≡ Jd0. (4.12)

This generator is a dimensionless version of the energy generator (4.11). Unitarity requires
that its eigenvalue is real. If we considered tensor representation of SO(2) instead, E could
have only assumed integer values.

Accordingly, decomposition of a representation of SO(d− 1, 2) into representations of
its compact subgroup can be schematically written as

φ = ⊕i|Ei,Yi⟩, (4.13)

where Ei are some real numbers, Yi are shapes of tensor representations of SO(d − 1)

and the sum can be infinite. Equation (4.13) specifies the action of the compact subgroup
generators on the states of the SO(d− 1, 2) representation we are after.

It remains to define how the non-compact generators act. These can be conveniently
organised into

J+m ≡ J0m + iJdm, J−m ≡ J0m − iJdm, (4.14)

m = 1, . . . , d− 1. They act as raising and lowering operators with respect to energy

[E, J+m] = J+m, [E, J−m] = −J−m. (4.15)

For a representation with energy bounded from below, there should be a term in the de-
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composition (4.13), which is annihilated by the energy-lowering operators10

J−m|E0,Y0⟩ = 0. (4.16)

The states |E0,Y0⟩ are then the lowest-weight states in the representation. The remaining
states in (4.13) are generated by the raising operators

J+m1 . . . J+mn |E0,Y0⟩. (4.17)

From (4.15) one finds that the value of energy for (4.17) is E0 + n. In turn, represen-
tations of SO(d − 1) carried by (4.17) can be found by evaluating a tensor product of Y0

with Y(n), the latter representation being carried by n commuting J+’s. The SO(d− 1, 2)

representation thus defined will be referred to as the lowest-energy or the lowest-weight
representation and will be denoted V (E0,Y0). These representations are also often referred
to as the Verma modules.

Above we assumed that only a single irreducible representation of the compact subgroup
satisfies the lowest-weight condition (4.16). As it is not hard to see, if, instead, the lowest-
weight space transforms as a reducible representation of SO(2) ⊕ SO(d − 1), then the
lowest-weight representation of SO(d − 1, 2) constructed out of it is not irreducible. As
we are ultimately interested in irreducible representations, we will assume that the lowest-
weight space (4.16) is unique.

Next, we would like to turn our attention to unitarity of V (E0,Y0). Recall that for
SO(d−1, 2) generators unitarity implies (JAB)† = JAB, which due to i’s in definition (4.14)
entails

(J+m)† = J−m, (J−m)† = J+m. (4.18)

Then, the inner product for two vectors (4.17) is

(J+p1 . . . J+pk |E0,Y0⟩, J+m1 . . . J+mn |E0,Y0⟩)
= ⟨E0,Y0|J−pk . . . J−p1J+m1 . . . J+mn |E0,Y0⟩.

(4.19)

Here we used the bra-ket notation

(u, v) ≡ ⟨u|v⟩ (4.20)

and (4.18) to move J+ through the inner product, converting them to J−.
It is easily seen that self-adjointness of energy implies that the inner product is vanishing

between the states with k ̸= n. For states with k = n we can use the commutation relation

[J−m, J+n] = 2(δmnE − iJmn) (4.21)
10Somewhat speculatively, the lowest-energy space for SO(d−1, 2) representations can be compared with

φp,σ space with p = (m, 0, . . . , 0) for massive fields in flat space. In particular, for the latter states energy,
indeed, acquires minimal value E0 = m and these also furnish a representation of SO(d− 1), which is the
Wigner little group in the massive case. Yet, there are, major differences between these two setups. Most
importantly, transvections do not commute, so, only energy takes a definite value on |E0,Y0⟩. Still, this
analogy was used fruitfully to construct UIR’s of SO(d − 1, 2) in a form which is very intuitive from the
flat space perspective [23].
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to pull all J−’s to the right and all J+’s to the left. Now, recall that |E0,Y0⟩ is the lowest-
weight state, so J−’s applied to it give zero. Similarly, J+’s annihilate ⟨E0,Y0|. Therefore,
after commuting J−’s to the right and J+’s to the left in (4.19), the only non-vanishing
contributions come from commutators of J+ and J−. These can be evaluated with (4.21)
and, thus, the inner product (4.19) for k = n gets expressed, schematically, as

⟨E0,Y0|f(Jmn, E)|E0,Y0⟩ (4.22)

with some polynomial function f .
Considering that E and Jmn are the compact group generators, f(Jmn, E)|E0,Y0⟩

still belongs to the lowest-energy space. Therefore, we can see that the inner product for
any two states in the SO(d − 1, 2) representation with k = n can be induced from the
inner product of the lowest-weight states, while it is vanishing for states with k ̸= n. It is
now straightforward to implement the requirement of unitarity. Namely, the norm for the
lowest-energy states, as well as the norms for all states with k = n that are induced from
it should be positive-definite.

4.2.2 Spin-1 example

To better understand how this construction works, we will illustrate it with a simple ex-
ample. Consider a representation |E0,Y(1)⟩ with the lowest-energy space of energy E0 and
carrying a vector representation of SO(d − 1). As will be shown later, this representation
can be identified with a spin-1 field in the AdS space.

To make the SO(d− 1) symmetry manifest, we will write its tensor indices explicitly.
In particular, the lowest-energy space will be denoted |E0⟩a. The vector representation of
SO(d− 1) is unitary and up to an irrelevant positive number, its inner product is fixed to
be

⟨E0|a|E0⟩b = δab. (4.23)

Next we consider the inner product of states involving one raising operator. Employing
(4.21), we obtain

⟨E0|dJ−aJ+b|E0⟩c = 2⟨E0|d(δabE − iJab)|E0⟩c. (4.24)

Since |E0⟩c is the SO(d− 1) vector, we have

Jab|E0⟩c = −iδbc|E0⟩a + iδac|E0⟩b. (4.25)

Together with (4.23) this leads to

⟨E0|dJ−aJ+b|E0⟩c = 2
(
E0δ

abδcd − δbcδad + δacδbd
)
. (4.26)

States J+b|E0⟩c carry two SO(d − 1) indices and can be split into three irreducible
representations of SO(d − 1): the symmetric traceless rank-2 tensor, the antisymmetric
rank-2 tensor and the scalar representation. With respect to this decomposition the inner
product (4.26) is diagonal and for each of the representations up to an overall factor it
is given by the associated positive-definite inner product of SO(d − 1). Requiring these
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factors to be positive, we find three different constraints on E0, which are necessary to
ensure unitary of the representation.

We will consider the simplest constraint that comes from the inner product of scalars.
To this end, we take traces of (4.26) with δda and δbc. This gives

δdaδbc⟨E0|dJ−aJ+b|E0⟩c = 2(d− 1) (E0 − d+ 2) . (4.27)

Hence, for dimensions d > 1, this inner product is positive for

E0 > d− 2. (4.28)

Equation (4.28) gives a single constraint that comes from positivity of the inner product
for some states appearing at level k = n = 1. To ensure that the lowest-weight representa-
tion V (E0,Y0) is unitary, we should consider norms for all other states (4.17) and require
their positivity in a similar manner. Performing this analysis explicitly is a tedious task,
so we will not carry it out here. As the end result one finds that (4.28) is, actually, the
strongest positivity constraint, thereby, representations generated from |E0⟩a with E0 sat-
isfying (4.28) are unitary.

The case of
E0 = d− 2 (4.29)

requires a separate analysis. From (4.27) we find that J+a|E0⟩a has the vanishing inner
product with itself, so it is a null state. One can also see that

J−aJ+b|E0⟩b = 2(E0 − d+ 2)|E0⟩a, (4.30)

which means that with (4.29) satisfied J+b|E0⟩b is a lowest-energy vector in the sense (4.16).
It can be used to build a lowest-weight representation V (d − 1,Y(0)) in the same way we
did with |E0⟩a. It is then straightforward to see that, similarly to J+a|E0⟩a, all states in
V (d− 1,Y(0)) have vanishing norms. At the same time, (4.30) ensures that V (d− 1,Y(0))
is a subrepresentation of the original representation V (d − 2,Y(1)), so V (d − 1,Y(0)) can
be consistently quotiented out of V (d− 2,Y(1)), leaving us with a unitary representation.
The SO(d− 1, 2) representation that results from this quotienting will be denoted

D(d− 2,Y(1)) ≡ V (d− 2,Y(1)) / V (d− 1,Y(0)). (4.31)

Finally, for
E0 < d− 2 (4.32)

the lowest-energy representation generated from |E0⟩a is, clearly, non-unitary, as it features
negative norm states.

Exercise 17 Consider a representation with the lowest weight being scalar with respect to
SO(d − 1). Then apply the raising operators twice and focus on the scalar representation
of SO(d − 1) in that sector. By requiring that the norm of this state is positive, find the
constraint on the energy of the lowest weight state E0.
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4.2.3 Unitarity bounds for symmetric fields

The situation illustrated in the previous example is generic. Namely, for high enough E0,
representation V (E0,Y0) is unitary. By decreasing E0, at some point we arrive at its value
E0(Y0), for which some of the states have vanishing norms. These states, however, form a
subrepresentation and can be consistently quotiented out, which eventually gives a unitary
representationD(E0(Y0),Y0). For even lower values of E0, the lowest-weight representation
becomes non-unitary. This gives the classification of lowest-weight UIR’s of SO(d−1, 2) we
were after. The critical value E0(Y0) is well-known for general shapes of Young diagrams
and can be found, e.g. in [25]. Below we will discuss the case of Y0 = Y(s) in more detail,
as it is relevant for symmetric higher-spin fields.

As in the spin-1 case, one can start from the lowest-energy state |E0⟩a(s), which carries
Y(s) representation of SO(d− 1). By studying the inner product for J+

a |E0⟩a(s) with itself,
one finds a bound

E0 ≥ s+ d− 3, s ≥ 1. (4.33)

It turns out that constraints from positivity of the inner product for other states are milder,
so (4.33), actually, gives the unitarity bounds for these lowest-energy representations. For
E0 above the unitarity bound, these representations will be called massive spin-s fields. In
turn, for E0 on the unitarity bound, these representations will be called massless spin-s
fields. The phenomenon of shortening of the lowest-weight representation with E0 on the
unitarity bound, will be later related to the occurrence of gauge invariance in field theory.
This explains why it is natural to regard fields with E0 on the unitarity bound as the AdS
counterparts of massless fields in flat space.

In turn, in the scalar case the unitarity bound is given by

E0 ≥
d− 3

2
, s0 = 0. (4.34)

It can be found by solving exercise 17. For the critical value E0 = d−3
2 this representation

also acquires zero-norm states, which should be quotiented out. It may be tempting to
interpret this phenomenon as gauge invariance as well. Scalar fields, however, never acquire
gauge invariance in flat space, so it seems surprising that something reminiscent of gauge
invariance occurs for scalar fields in AdS. As we will see later, despite, for general values of
E0 the associated lowest-energy representations can, indeed, be interpreted as scalar fields
in the AdS space, for the critical value of E0 the shortened representation has too little
degrees of freedom to be interpreted this way. Instead, the critical case corresponds to the
scalar field in the d− 1-dimensional Minkowski space

□φ = 0 (4.35)

with SO(d − 1, 2) playing the role of the d − 1-dimensional conformal group. This phe-
nomenon plays an important role in the context of higher-spin holography, which will be
discussed later.
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4.3 The Casimir operators

In the lowest-weight approach representations of SO(d−1, 2) are generated from the lowest-
weight vectors |E0,Y0⟩, which, in turn, are specified by their SO(2)⊕SO(d−1) labels E0 and
Y0. Thus, UIR’s of SO(d−1, 2) admit a natural labelling with E0 and Y0, which, moreover,
uniquely defines these representations. Alternatively, representations of SO(d − 1, 2) can
be labelled by the values of the SO(d − 1, 2) Casimir operators. Below we will compute
the value of the quadratic Casimir operator for the lowest-energy representations. This
result will be useful in the following section for establishing the connection between the
lowest-energy representations and their field-theoretical realisations.

We remind the reader that the quadratic Casimir operator is defined by

C2(so(d− 1, 2)) =
1

2
JABJAB. (4.36)

It acts diagonally on all states in the representation space of an irreducible representation
with the same eigenvalue. This eigenvalue is, thus, characteristic of a given representation.
To extract it, we will evaluate C2(so(d − 1, 2)) on the lowest-energy state. With some
algebra, which involves

J0mJ0m + JdmJdm = (d− 1)E + J+mJ−m, (4.37)

we find

C2(so(d− 1, 2))|E0,Y0⟩ = (E0(E0 − d+ 1) + C2(so(d− 1))) |E0,Y0⟩, (4.38)

where
C2(so(d− 1)) ≡ 1

2
JmnJmn (4.39)

is the quadratic Casimir operator of so(d − 1). The value of C2(so(d − 1)) for symmetric
representation of so(d− 1) will be found below.

Exercise 18 Reproduce (4.37) and (4.38).

In a similar manner one can express higher Casimir operators in terms of the lowest-
weight labels. However, for our purposes it will be sufficient to know only the value of the
quadratic Casimir operator. To be more precise, in the field theory description, a lowest-
energy representation V (E0,Y0) will be realised as a divergence-less tensor field of shape
Y0

11. The associated equations of motion have only one free parameter – the value of mass
squared in the mass term. The mass squared will then be related to E0 and to do that it
will be sufficient to compare a single Casimir operator computed in the field theory and in
the lowest-energy realisations.

11The fact that the shape Y0 carries over to the field-theory description in such a straightforward manner
is not entirely obvious. This can be shown, for example, by comparing the values of higher Casimir operators
or, more directly, one can find the lowest-energy state on the field theory side and identify the associated
E0 and Y0. We will not do that, as our goal, anyway, is not to provide a mathematically strict proof
of the equivalence of the two representations, but rather support this statement with some evidence and
familiarise the reader with the frequently used tools.
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4.4 Further reading

An accessible overview of the UIR’s of SO(d − 1, 2) can be found in [26]. All lowest-
energy unitary irreducible representations of SO(d− 1, 2) are available, see [25, 27–31]. In
particular, unitarity bounds on energies are known for any shape Y0. More mathematically
advanced discussions on the subject can be found in [32–34]. For completeness, we mention
that the classification of UIR’s of the de Sitter space isometry group, SO(d, 1), can be found
in [35–37], see also introductory part of [38].

5 Massless fields in AdS in the Lorentz-covariant form

We will start from presenting the manifestly Lorentz-covariant description for symmetric
higher-spin fields in the AdS space and then we will establish its connection with the UIR’s
of SO(d− 1, 2) constructed in the previous section. More details on massless fields in AdS
can be found in section 2.2 of [8], section 3.1 of [39] and section 6 of [6] and references
therein.

5.1 Covariant form of equations of motion

Equations of motion for massive fields read(
□− 1

l2
[(s− 2)(s+ d− 3)− s]−m2

)
φµ(s) = 0,

∇νφ
νµ(s−1) = 0,

φν
νµ(s−2) = 0.

(5.1)

One important point that we would like to stress immediately is that the notion of mass
for fields in the AdS space does not have the meaning that it has in flat space. Indeed,
by definition, m2 in flat space is minus the value of momentum squared P 2, which can
be evaluated on any state in the UIR, and thus serves as one of the representation labels.
Equivalently, P 2 is the quadratic Casimir operator of the Poincare algebra and −m2 is
its value for a given UIR. Naive attempts to extend this notion to the AdS space fail. In
particular, replacing translations with transvections in P 2 does not work, as P 2 is not the
Casimir operator of so(d− 1, 2).

Still, we need to write equations of motion for fields in the AdS space and these in-
evitably feature a mass term, that is the term without derivatives. Similarity of these
equations with the flat space ones suggests to write the coefficient of this term as m2 with,
possibly, some corrections that vanish in the flat-space limit. There is no unique convention
how to do that. In (5.1) we adopted a convention for which m2 = 0 corresponds to the
point at which the system acquires gauge invariance. In this way, massless fields in the AdS
space are gauge fields, as in flat space.

Setting m2 = 0 in (5.1), we find(
□− 1

l2
[(s− 2)(s+ d− 3)− s]

)
φµ(s) = 0,

∇νφ
νµ(s−1) = 0,

φν
νµ(s−2) = 0.

(5.2)
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These equations are invariant with respect to gauge transformations

δφµ(s) = ∇µξµ(s−1), (5.3)

where the gauge parameter satisfies(
□− 1

l2
(s− 1)(s+ d− 3)

)
ξµ(s−1) = 0,

∇νξ
νµ(s−2) = 0,

ξν
νµ(s−3) = 0.

(5.4)

Exercise 19 Check that consistency of ∇ · φ = 0 with (5.3) requires the mass term for ξ
as indicated in (5.4).

Exercise 20 Show that the wave equation for the gauge parameter in (5.4) entails the mass
term for φ as indicated in (5.2).

These exercises imply that m2 = 0 is, indeed, the unique value for which (5.1) develops
gauge invariance (5.3). Similarly, the mass term for the gauge parameter (5.4) is fixed
uniquely by consistency with other conditions. From this perspective, system (5.2)-(5.4)
can be regarded as the unique deformation of the massless flat-space system (3.1)-(3.3) to
AdS.

5.2 The Fronsdal action

The action that gives rise to (5.2)-(5.4) was also found by Fronsdal [40]. It is structurally
identical to its flat space counterpart and its analysis follows the same lines. The only
differences that the AdS case brings is additional mass terms and covariant derivatives,
which do not commute. Let us review how it works in more detail.

The Fronsdal action is given by

S =
1

2

∫
ddx
√
−gφµ(s)G

µ(s), (5.5)

where
Gµ(s) ≡ Fµ(s) − s(s− 1)

4
gµµFµ(s−2)ν

ν , (5.6)

Fµ(s) ≡ □φµ(s) − s∇µDµ(s−1)

− 1

l2
[(s− 2)(d+ s− 3)− s]φµ(s) − 1

l2
s(s− 1)gµµφν

ν
µ(s−2),

(5.7)

Dµ(s−1) ≡ ∇νφ
νµ(s−1) − s− 1

2
∇µφµ(s−2)ν

ν . (5.8)

As in flat space, free equations of motion are

Fµ(s) ≈ 0. (5.9)
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Next, we impose the de Donder gauge

Dµ(s−1) = 0 (5.10)

and (5.9) becomes

□φµ(s) − 1

l2
[(s− 2)(d+ s− 3)− s]φµ(s) − 1

l2
s(s− 1)gµµφν

ν
µ(s−2) ≈ 0. (5.11)

The residual gauge parameter satisfies the first equation in (5.4).

Exercise 21 Check this.

Next, we consider variation

δφµ(s−2)ν
ν =

2

s
∇νξ

νµ(s−2). (5.12)

To be able to use this equation to gauge away the trace part of φ, one should first make
sure that both sides of (5.12) satisfy the same wave equation. From (5.11) one has

□φµ(s−2)ν
ν −

1

l2
(s2 + (d− 2)s− 2)φµ(s−2)ν

ν ≈ 0. (5.13)

One then checks that the first equation in (5.4) entails the same mass term for the wave
equation for ∇ · ξ.

Exercise 22 Check this.

Therefore, we find that (5.12) can, indeed, be used to set

φµ(s−2)ν
ν = 0, (5.14)

which leaves the gauge parameter divergenceless

∇νξ
νµ(s−2) = 0. (5.15)

Finally, substituting (5.14) into (5.10), we find

∇νφ
νµ(s−1) = 0. (5.16)

Thus, we have shown that (5.5) upon variation and fixing gauges, gives (5.2)-(5.4), as we
intended to show.

Finally, we note that, as in flat space, gauge invariance of the action (5.5) leads to the
Bianchi identity

∇νG
νµ(s−1) = gµµHµ(s−3). (5.17)
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5.3 Quadratic Casimir operator for so(k, l)

In section 4.3 we computed the quadratic Casimir operator for the lowest-weight represen-
tations of so(d − 1, 2). The result is expressed in terms of the quadratic Casimir operator
of the orthogonal algebra so(d − 1) evaluated on the lowest-weight space. We will now
compute the latter Casimir operator for traceless symmetric fields. In order to do that we
will use the approach of generating functions, which is frequently used in the higher-spin
literature to facilitate manipulations with tensor indices.

To be more general, we consider the case of so(k, l) with k + l = n. For dealing with
symmetric tensors one introduces a single auxiliary so(k, l) vector ua, called polarisation
vector. Then, by contracting tensor indices of a given tensor with u, we obtain a generating
function, which looks like a scalar function of one auxiliary variable. For definiteness, we
will use normalisation

φ(u) ≡
∑
m

1

m!
φa(m)ua1 . . . uam . (5.18)

As we can see, generating function φ(u) allows us to deal with an infinite set of tensors
simultaneously.

All standard operations with tensors can be conveniently recast into the language of
generating functions. In particular, it is straightforward to see that tracelessness of φa(m)

translates into
∂

∂ua
∂

∂ua
φ = 0 (5.19)

for the associated generating function. Similarly, one can easily see that

ua
∂

∂ua
φ = sφ (5.20)

implies that there is only rank-s tensor in the sum (5.18).
The language of generating functions also allows one to deal with so(k, l) transforma-

tions efficiently. Namely, under so(k, l) the generating function transforms as

Jabφ(u) = −i
(
ua

∂

∂ub
− ub ∂

∂ua

)
φ(u). (5.21)

In these terms, it is straightforward to evaluate the quadratic Casimir operator

C2(so(k, l))φ(u) ≡
1

2
JabJabφ(u) = s(s+ n− 2)φ(u). (5.22)

To obtain the last equality we had to commute ∂u through u so that they combine into
u · ∂u. Then we used (5.20), the fact that the trace vanishes (5.19) and n comes from δaa.

Similarly, for tensors with families of symmetric indices, we can introduce several aux-
iliary polarisation vectors. For example, to encode two-row Young diagrams it is convenient
to introduce

φ(u, v) ≡
∑
m,p

1

m!p!
φa(m),b(p)ua1 . . . uamvb1 . . . vbp . (5.23)

Then, as it is not hard to see, the Young symmetry condition can be written as

ua
∂

∂va
φ(u, v) = 0, (5.24)
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where it is understood that a(m) correspond to the first row of the Young diagram, while
b(p) corresponds to the second one.

Exercise 23 Find the value of the quadratic Casimir operator for a tensor representation
of so(n) of shape Y(s1, s2).

5.4 Ambient-space formalism for tensor fields in AdS

Previously we defined the AdS space as a hyperboloid embedded into the ambient space
via (4.1). The key idea behind the ambient space formalism is that it allows one to make
the so(d − 1, 2) symmetry of the AdS space manifest at the expense of introducing one
redundant space-time coordinate. Below we will explain how this approach extends to
tensor fields in the AdS space. This can be done in slightly different ways, see e.g. [41, 42]
for more details.

As could have been anticipated, to describe a tensor field in AdS, we will use a tensor
field in the ambient space instead. Once a symmetric tensor field in the ambient space
φA(s)(X) is given, the AdS field can be defined via the pull-back

φA(s)(X) → φµ(s)(x) =
∂XA1(x)

∂xµ1
. . .

∂XAs(x)

∂xµs
φA(s)(X(x)), (5.25)

where x are some intrinsic AdS coordinates or, equivalently, X(x) solves (4.1) identically.
This map is surjective, but not injective for two reasons. Firstly, the ambient field on the
right-hand side of (5.25) is evaluated on the AdS hyperboloid, so the values the field takes
away from the AdS hyperboloid are irrelevant. Secondly, ∂X/∂x is a (d + 1) × d matrix,
which projects ambient space vectors to the tangent space of the AdS submanifold12. This
means that components of the ambient tensor which are transverse to AdS drop out from
the right-hand side of (5.25).

There are different ways to proceed from here. First approach is to impose constraints
on the ambient field, so that the map (5.25) becomes injective. In this case, for every tensor
field in the AdS space one has a unique ambient space representative. Then any operation
one has to perform with the AdS field can be reformulated in terms of its ambient space
counterpart. For example, it is convenient to require that the ambient space field has fixed
homogeneity degree in the radial direction

XB ∂

∂XB
φA(s)(X) = κφA(s)(X), (5.26)

which allows one to extend it away from the AdS hyperboloid in the unique manner. The
homogeneity degree κ can be any, though, there are some choices, which are more convenient
than other. Besides that one imposes

XAφA(s)(X) = 0, (5.27)
12Due to the presence of the ambient metric we do not distinguish vectors and 1-forms. Moreover, the

ambient metric allows us to unambiguously decompose ambient space vectors at X2 = −l2 into AdS tangent
and AdS transverse parts, which are, moreover, orthogonal to each other. Namely, tangent vectors V A are
defined by the condition that these are annihilated by 1-form d(X2+ l2), that is, V AXA = 0. Its orthogonal
complement, spanned by vectors proportional to XA, can be identified as the AdS transverse vector space.
By lowering indices, we get the analogous decomposition for 1-forms.
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which implies that φA(s) does not have components in the direction transverse to AdS, while
the remaining components are uniquely defined by the AdS tensor.

The second approach is to accept that a tensor field in AdS does not have a unique
ambient space representative. Then one has to make sure that the redundant components
of the ambient tensor drop out from the analysis. In particular, one has to ensure that the
ambient tensor is always evaluated on (4.1) and, moreover, the radial derivative

κ̂ ≡ XA ∂

∂XA
(5.28)

drops out from all intrinsic AdS objects. Unlike in (5.26) here we do not assume that κ̂
takes a definite value. Similarly, to ensure that the redundant components of the ambient
tensor do not contribute, all its indices should be contracted with the projector to the AdS
tangent space

PA
B ≡ δAB +

XAXB

l2
, XAPA

B = 0, P 2 = P. (5.29)

It is straightforward to see that due to the second equation in (5.29), the projected tensor,
indeed, satisfies (5.27).

These two approaches are completely equivalent. For definiteness, we will use the first
one. Then the ambient space representative of the AdS metric reads

gAB ≡ ηAB +
XAXB

l2
. (5.30)

In turn, the AdS covariant derivative is simply given by the ambient partial derivative,
which is then followed by the projector that brings the result back to the space of tensors
that satisfy (5.27). For symmetric tensors this gives

∇BφA(s) = PB
DPA1

C1 . . . PAs
Cs∂DφC(s), (5.31)

where ∂ denotes the partial derivative with respect to X. To see that this is, indeed,
the AdS covariant derivative, one can check that it is torsion-free, metric compatible and
satisfies the remaining properties of the covariant derivative13.

The result (5.31) can be simplified by pulling all X through ∂ and using (5.27)

∇BφA(s) = ∂BφA(s) +
XB

l2
κφA(s) − s

XA

l2
φBA(s−1). (5.32)

This implies
∇AφA(s) = 0 ⇔ ∂AφA(s) = 0, (5.33)

that is the condition that the divergence of the AdS field vanishes corresponds to the
vanishing of the ambient space divergence. Similarly, one can compute the AdS Laplacian

∇ · ∇φA(s) = ∂ · ∂φA(s) +
1

l2
[κ(κ+ d− 1)− s]φA(s), (5.34)

13For general embeddings, the ambient space Levi-Civita connection induces a Levi-Civita connection
onto the embedded submanifold. The ambient and the induced geometric objects are connected by the
Gauss-Codazzi equations.
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where
∂ · ∂ ≡ ∂

∂XA

∂

∂XA
. (5.35)

Note the appearance of the radial derivative κ in (5.34). This happens due to the fact that
the ambient space Laplacian involves derivatives in the AdS transverse direction and these
have to be subtracted to match it with the AdS intrinsic Laplacian appearing on the other
side of the equation.

Exercise 24 Derive (5.32).

Exercise 25 Derive (5.34).

It will be convenient to deal with generating functions for ambient tensors. By con-
tracting them with the ambient space polarization vector U in the same way as in (5.18),
we obtain a generating function φ(X;U). In these terms, the condition that selects the
AdS tensors (5.27) reads

XA ∂

∂UA
φ(X;U) = 0, (5.36)

while the AdS tracelessness and vanishing divergence amount to

∂

∂UA

∂

∂UA
φ(X;U) = 0,

∂

∂UA

∂

∂XA
φ(X;U) = 0. (5.37)

Finally, the action of so(d− 1, 2) isometries on the generating functions is given by

JABφ = LABφ+MABφ,

LABφ = −i
(
XA ∂

∂XB
−XB ∂

∂XA

)
φ,

MABφ = −i
(
UA ∂

∂UB
− UB ∂

∂UA

)
φ.

(5.38)

5.5 Wave operator in terms of lowest-weight labels

We will now use the machinery of the ambient space formalism to compute the quadratic
Casimir operator of so(d − 1, 2) and to relate it to the wave equations of section 5.1. By
definition for the quadratic Casimir operator of so(d− 1, 2) we get

C2(so(d− 1, 2))φ(X;U) =

(
1

2
LABLAB + LABMAB +

1

2
MABMAB

)
φ(X;U). (5.39)

Now we will proceed with each term one by one.
The last term is the easiest. Taking into account (5.37), we can use the result (5.22)

except that now we are dealing with so(d− 1, 2), not so(k, l), so we need to replace n with
d+ 1 in (5.22) to account for a different contribution from taking the trace. This gives

1

2
MABMABφ(X;U) = s(s+ d− 1)φ(X;U) (5.40)
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for a rank-s ambient tensor. As for the rest, we have

LABMAB = −2XAUA
∂

∂XB

∂

∂UB
− 2UA ∂

∂UA
+ 2UA ∂

∂XA
XB ∂

∂UB
, (5.41)

LABLAB = 2

(
l2

∂

∂XA

∂

∂XA
+ κ(κ+ d− 1)

)
. (5.42)

The first and the last terms in (5.41) vanish due to φ being divergence-free and tangential,
while the second terms is just −2s. Putting everything together we find

C2(so(d− 1, 2))φ = (l2∂ · ∂ + κ(κ+ d− 1) + s(s+ d− 3))φ. (5.43)

Now we would like to rewrite the right-hand side of (5.43) in terms of the AdS Laplacian.
To this end we eliminate ∂ · ∂ by employing (5.34). This gives

C2(so(d− 1, 2))φ = (l2∇ · ∇+ s(s+ d− 2))φ. (5.44)

Substituting here the value of the quadratic Casimir operator for general E0, see (4.38),
(5.22), we get

(l2∇ · ∇ − [E0(E0 − d+ 1)− s])φ = 0. (5.45)

This is the wave equation we were seeking: it allows us to identify the parameter E0 in the
lowest-weight module construction with the mass-like term in the wave equation.

To be more precise, matching (5.45) with (5.1), we find

l2m2 = E0(E0 − d+ 1)− (s− 2)(d+ s− 3). (5.46)

As a test, we can see that for the unitarity bound value E0 = s+ d− 3 – which was argued
to correspond to the massless case in section 4.2.3 – we find m2 = 0, the latter being the
value of the mass term for which wave equations become gauge invariant.

Finally, as another consistency check, we note that the radial derivative κ dropped out
form the end result. This was anticipated, as we were relating two intrinsic AdS quantities
– the AdS Laplacian and the value of the Casimir operator evaluated on the AdS field – so
any dependence on the way the field was extended away from the AdS hypersurface had to
cancel out.

Exercise 26 Consider the on-shell scalar field (□−M2)φ = 0 in AdS. By solving J−mφ =

0 find its lowest weight state. Find the associated values of E0 and s.

Further reading

The Fronsdal action for massless fields in the anti-de Sitter space was obtained in [40]
both in the ambient space formalism and in intrinsic terms. It is equally applicable for the
description of gauge fields in de Sitter space. This construction was extended to fermions
in [43]. Alternative descriptions for these cases can be found, e.g. in [44, 45]. Discussion
of massless mixed-symmetry fields at the level of equations of motion can be found in
[25, 30, 31]. Actions for massless mixed-symmetry fields in AdS are not known beyond
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special cases. This is related to the fact that these fields feature less gauge symmetries
than their flat space counterparts [46], so many of the technical difficulties characteristic
to flat space massive fields, in the AdS space appear already for massless fields. Another
interesting phenomenon of the anti-de Sitter case is that for special values of mass massive
fields develop gauge symmetries with the massless case being only one of such values. For
the remaining special values gauge symmetry is smaller than in the massless case, so these
fields are called partially-massless. Discussions on partially massless fields can be found,
e.g. in [47]. A more detailed review of the ambient-space formalism can be found in [41].
For a recent discussion of general fields in de Sitter space and the associated representation
theory aspects, see [38].

6 Singletons and higher-spin algebra

In section 4.2.3 we encountered a peculiar scalar representation of so(d−1, 2) with a short-
ened spectrum. Representations of this type were discovered for AdS4 in [48] and are known
as singletons. Singleton representations play an important role in higher-spin theories. In
particular, the Flato-Fronsdal theorem says that the tensor product of two singleton rep-
resentations gives an infinite tower of massless higher-spin fields. Besides that, higher-spin
algebras can be identified as symmetry algebras of singleton representations. Both these
statements serve as the basis of the higher-spin holography.

In this section we will prove the Flato-Fronsdal theorem and define the higher-spin
algebra. We will focus on the AdS4 case, as due to the isomorphism so(3, 2) ∼ sp(4,R) the
relevant analysis is technically simpler. Along the way, we will introduce some standard
higher-spin background, such as the Weyl ordering and the star product.

6.1 Flato-Fronsdal theorem from characters

In this section we will prove the Flato-Fronsdal theorem [49] for so(3, 2) using characters.
For additional details we refer the reader to [50].

To start, we summarise the relevant information on the lowest-weight representations of
so(3, 2). In this case the compact subalgebra is so(2)⊕so(3). UIR’s of so(3) are classified by
tensors of shapes Y(J) and Y(J, 1), which are allowed Young diagrams in three dimensions14.
Tensors of shape Y(J, 1) can be dualised to symmetric ones by employing the Levi-Civita
tensor ϵabc. Thus, all inequivalent UIR’s of so(3) are given by traceless symmetric tensors
of shapes Y(J). Accordingly, to characterise a representation of so(2) ⊕ so(3) one has to
give a pair of numbers (E, J), which will be referred to as compact weights. For brevity,
we will also drop Y in our notation for the lowest-weight representations, e.g. the singleton
representation in d = 4 will be denoted D(12 , 0).

The Flato-Fronsdal theorem features the singleton representation as well as massless
symmetric representations. To prove the theorem using characters, we will need the spec-
trum of compact weights for each of these representations. The scalar singleton has the

14As usual, we ignore fermions in our analysis.
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following compact weights

D
(
1
2 , 0
)
: E = J +

1

2
, J = 0, 1, 2, . . . . (6.1)

The term ”singleton” refers to the fact that D(12 , 0) has a single value of E for each J , thus
pairs (E, J) form a single line in the compact weight space. For massless fields of s > 0 one
has

D(s+ 1, s) : E = J + 1, J + 2, . . . , J = s, s+ 1, s+ 2, . . . . (6.2)

For massless s = 0 one has instead

D(1, 0) : E = J + 1, J + 3, . . . , J = 0, 1, 2, . . . . (6.3)

Multiplicity of each weight space is one in all cases. Let us note that unlike for singletons
and massless spinning fields, there is no representation shortening for D(1, 0). The latter
is a scalar representation with a specific value of E0, which can be obtained by extension
of the relation between E0 and spin, E0 = s + 1, for massless spinning fields to the scalar
case. This is the only reason why we refer to this scalar field as massless.

We will not give a detailed derivation of (6.1)-(6.3). They key features of these formulae
are rather simple to understand by solving the following exercises.

Exercise 27 The lowest weight vector in (6.2) has E = s + 1 and J = s. Explain why
states with E = s + 2 and J = s − 1 are absent in the spectrum. Explain how states with
E = s+2 and J = s+1 are obtained from the lowest-weight space. Explain how states with
E = s+ 2 and J = s are obtained from the lowest-weight space.

Exercise 28 The lowest-weight vector in (6.3) has E = 1 and J = 0. Explain how states
with E = 2 and J = 1 are obtained from the lowest-weight vector. Explain why the state
with E = 2 and J = 0, which is present for general spin (6.2) is now absent. Explain why
states with E = 3 and J = 1, which are present for general spin (6.2) are now absent from
the spectrum.

Exercise 29 The lowest-weight vector in (6.1) has E = 1
2 and J = 0. Explain how state

with E = 3
2 and J = 1 are obtained from the lowest-weight vector. Explain why the state

with E = 5
2 and J = 0 is absent in the spectrum.

The idea behind the method of characters is as follows. Above we saw that representa-
tions of so(3, 2) decompose into representations of so(2)⊕ so(3), labelled by E and J , and
the spectrum of compact weights uniquely defines the associated so(3, 2) representation.
Instead of keeping track of this list of weight spaces, it is more convenient to introduce a
function, which unambiguously records this information. To be more precise, one defines
the character as

χ(α, β) ≡
∑
E,J

n(E, J)α2EχJ(β), (6.4)
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where

χJ(β) ≡
J∑

m=−J

β2m =
β2J+1 − β−2J−1

β − β−1
(6.5)

and n(E, J) is the multiplicity with which the weight (E, J) appears in the representation.
Putting it differently, one chooses the Cartan subalgebra of so(3, 2) as J05 ⊕ J12, then
each vector with weights E and m in the representation space contributes α2Eβ2m to the
character. Conversely, once the character is known one can decompose it into the power
series, thus identifying the weights E and m that contribute. As spin-J representation of
so(3) has weights with respect to J12 ranging form −J to J , we find it convenient to group
the result in χJ ’s.

Let us now proceed to the actual computation of characters for (6.1)-(6.3). It is pretty
straightforward and gives

χ
(
D
(
1
2 , 0
))

=
α+ α−1

(α−1β−1 − αβ)(βα−1 − αβ−1)
, (6.6)

χ (D(s+ 1, s)) =

(αβ)2s

αβ−(αβ)−1 + (α/β)2s

β/α−α/β

(β − β−1)(α− α−1)
, s > 0, (6.7)

χ (D(1, 0)) =
1

α

1
αβ−(αβ)−1 + 1

β/α−α/β

(β − β−1)(α2 − α−2)
. (6.8)

Exercise 30 Derive (6.6)-(6.8).

Then one can check that
∞∑
s=0

χ (D(s+ 1, s)) = χ
(
D
(
1
2 , 0
))
χ
(
D
(
1
2 , 0
))
. (6.9)

Considering that the character of the tensor product is the product of characters – which can
be easily derived from definitions of the character and the tensor product – one concludes
that

D
(
1
2 , 0
)
⊗D

(
1
2 , 0
)
=

∞∑
s=0

D(s+ 1, s). (6.10)

In other words, the tensor product of two scalar singletons is the direct sum of massless
representations of so(3, 2).

Exercise 31 Using the definitions of the character and of the tensor product of representa-
tions, show that the character of the tensor product of two representations equals the product
of characters of the representations being multiplied.

For completeness, we mention that there is also a fermionic singleton representation
D(1, 12). To acknowledge Dirac for the discovery of singleton representations, D(1, 12) and
D(12 , 0) are often denoted Di and Rac respectively.

Exercise 32 Using characters, find the spectrum of the tensor product of two fermionic
singletons.
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6.2 Flato-Fronsdal theorem from oscillators

It turns out that singletons of so(3, 2) admit a simple oscillator realisation [48], which we
will now review. We will follow the review part of [50].

6.2.1 Oscillator realisation of singletons

The AdS4 isometry algebra so(3, 2) can be realised in terms of two pairs of oscillators

[a, a†] = 1, [b, b†] = 1. (6.11)

In these terms the so(3, 2) generators read15

E =
1

2
(a†a+ b†b+ 1),

J−1 =
1

2
(a2 + b2), J−2 = − i

2
(a2 − b2), J−3 = iab,

J+1 = (J−1)† =
1

2
((a†)2 + (b†)2),

J+2 = (J−2)† =
i

2
((a†)2 − (b†)2), J+3 = (J−3)† = −ia†b†,

J12 =
1

2
(b†b− a†a), J13 =

1

2
(b†a+ a†b), J23 = − i

2
(b†a− a†b).

(6.12)

Exercise 33 Check that [J−1, J+1] = 2E and [J−1, J+2] = −2iJ12, as required by (4.21).

The oscillator realisation of Rac works as follows. We start from a state, that satisfies

a|0⟩ = 0, b|0⟩ = 0. (6.13)

It is annihilated by all lowering operators J−i, (6.12), so it is the lowest-weight vector.
Moreover, one easily sees that

E|0⟩ = 1

2
|0⟩, J ij |0⟩ = 0, (6.14)

so the lowest-weight vector has energy equal to 1/2 and spin equal to zero. Therefore, |0⟩
is the lowest-weight vector of the singleton representation of so(3, 2). The remaining states
are generated, as usual, by applying the raising operators. As a result, the states of the
singleton module are spanned by even functions of the creation operators

Rac : f(a†, b†)|0⟩, f(−a†,−b†) = f(a†, b†). (6.15)
15This happens due to the isomorphism so(3, 2) ∼ sp(4,R). It may be instructive to consider a 4d

symplectic manifold and Hamiltonians quadratic in the Darboux coordinates z = {q1, q2, p1, p2}. Via the
Poisson bracket these generate vector fields ξi(z)∂i that preserve the symplectic form and, moreover, being
linear in the Darboux coordinates, ξ ∝ z, preserve the origin z = 0. Then, it is not hard to see that
these vector fields induce linear transformations on the tangent bundle at the origin, which preserve the
symplectic form at this point. Accordingly, these generate sp(4,R) and ∂jξ

i(z) are the associated sp(4,R)
matrices. Representation (6.12) gives a version of this construction, in which the Poisson bracket is replaced
with the commutator.
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Note that since a† and b† commute, expression f(a†, b†) is defined unambiguously.
The norm on singleton states given by functions f1 and f2 is defined as

(f1, f2) ≡ ⟨0|f∗1 (a, b)f2(a†, b†)|0⟩. (6.16)

Accordingly, Hermitian conjugation amounts to a ↔ a†, b ↔ b†, reversing the order of
operators and making the complex conjugation.

Exercise 34 Check that E† = E, (J ij)† = J ij and (J−m)† = J+m, thereby, representation
(6.12) is unitary.

Exercise 35 Consider the Di representation, generated from lowest-weight vectors a†|0⟩
and b†|0⟩. Find the associated values of energy and spin.

6.2.2 Tensor product of two singletons

To proceed with the Flato-Fronsdal theorem, we consider the tensor product of two scalar
singletons. To this end we need to double the set of oscillators

[a1, a
†
1] = 1, [b1, b

†
1] = 1, [a2, a

†
2] = 1, [b2, b

†
2] = 1. (6.17)

Then, the states of the tensor product are generated by

Rac⊗Rac : c(a†1, b
†
1, a

†
2, b

†
2)|0⟩1 ⊗ |0⟩2,

c(−a†1,−b
†
1, a

†
2, b

†
2) = c(a†1, b

†
1,−a

†
2,−b

†
2) = c(a†1, b

†
1, a

†
2, b

†
2).

(6.18)

It will be convenient to introduce

Ai = {a†1, a
†
2}, Bi = {b†1, b

†
2}, i = 1, 2. (6.19)

Then c can be regarded as a generating function of gl(2)-tensors with two groups of symmet-
ric indices associated with A and B. By the definition of the tensor product the generators
of so(3, 2) act as

J(V1 ⊗ V2) = JV1 ⊗ V2 + V1 ⊗ JV2, Vi ∈ Raci. (6.20)

Our goal is to identify irreducible so(3, 2) representations in this tensor product. To this
end, we will first find its lowest-energy states. This will give a reducible representation of
so(3)⊕so(2). Our next goal will be to identify (E, J) of its irreducible components. In order
to do that, we will use that each irreducible representation of so(3) ⊕ so(2) with weights
(E, J) has the unique lowest-J12 vector. Moreover, this vector has the energy eigenvalue
equal E and the J12 eigenvalue equal −J . Thus, by applying E and J12 to the lowest-
energy and lowest-J12 states, we will be able to find energies and spins of lowest-weight
representations D(E, J) in the tensor product of singletons.

To find the lowest-J12 states, we will need the J12-lowering operator

J− ≡ a†b = −
1

2
(J23 + iJ13). (6.21)
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It is easy to see that
[J12,J−] = −J−, (6.22)

so, J−, indeed, lowers J12.
Having explained our strategy, let us proceed to its first step. For c defined in (6.18),

the lowest-energy condition gives

δij
∂2

∂Ai∂Aj
clw = 0,

δij
∂2

∂Ai∂Bj
clw = 0,

δij
∂2

∂Bi∂Bj
clw = 0.

(6.23)

In other words, we find that tensors encoded by clw are traceless with respect to the so(2)-
invariant metric on every pair of indices.

Exercise 36 Compute a(a†)n|0⟩ by commuting a to the right until it annihilates the vac-
uum. Find the general formula for af(a†)|0⟩ with polynomial f .

Exercise 37 Using the results of the previous exercise derive (6.23).

Next, we impose the requirement of being the lowest weight with respect to J12. This
gives

δijAi
∂

∂Bj
clw = 0. (6.24)

This means that tensors encoded by clw have the symmetry of Young diagrams with B in
the second row.

Summing up, we find that the lowest-energy and lowest-J12 states in Rac ⊗ Rac can
be classified by traceless tensors with the symmetry of two-row Young diagrams in two
dimensions. As discussed in section 2.3.2, all traceless so(d) tensors with the number of
boxes in first two columns that exceeds d are vanishing. Therefore, the only non-trivial
traceless tensors in d = 2 are the rank-two antisymmetric tensor and all symmetric tensors
of ranks starting from zero. Thus, denoting

mclwm,n = Ai ∂

∂Ai
clwm,n, nclwm,n = Bi ∂

∂Bi
clwm,n, (6.25)

we find that the only possible solutions to (6.23), (6.24) are of the form

(m,n) = (1, 1), (m,n) = (m, 0). (6.26)

Proceeding further, we note that the only rank-2 antisymmetric tensor in d = 2 is the
Levi-Civita one, so the (m,n) = (1, 1) solution is of the form

clw1,1 = ϵijAiBj = A1B2 −A2B1 = a†1b
†
2 − a

†
2b

†
1. (6.27)
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Clearly, it does not have the right parity (6.18) with respect to the change of signs of
oscillators for each singleton separately. The remaining solutions have n = 0, so c only
involves Ai. By requiring symmetry with respect to the change of the signs of all oscillators,
we find that m should be even, m = 2k.

Next, we would like to solve the trace constraints (6.23) explicitly. Since c that we are
left with is B-independent, the last two equations are satisfied automatically. To solve the
first one, it is convenient to use the light-cone coordinates

A+ = A1 + iA2, A− = A1 − iA2. (6.28)

The two independent polynomial solutions at homogeneity degree 2k are

(A1 + iA2)
2k, (A1 − iA2)

2k. (6.29)

Finally, we recall that (6.18) implies that the solutions we are looking for are even on A1

and on A2 separately. This leaves us with

clw2k,0 =
1

2
[(A1 + iA2)

2k + (A1 − iA2)
2k]. (6.30)

Summarising our analysis, we have found that the lowest-energy and lowest-J12 states
in the tensor product of two singletons can be characterised by integer k ≥ 0 and are given
by

|Vk⟩ ≡
1

2
[(a†1 + ia†2)

2k + (a†1 − ia
†
2)

2k]|0⟩ ⊗ |0⟩. (6.31)

It is straightforward to compute that

E|Vk⟩ =
1

2
(a†1a1 + b†1b1 + a†2a2 + b†2b2 + 2)|Vk⟩ = (k + 1)|Vk⟩,

J12|Vk⟩ =
1

2
(b†1b1 − a

†
1a1 + b†2b2 − a

†
2a2)|Vk⟩ = −k|Vk⟩.

(6.32)

Therefore, the tensor product of two singletons decomposes into the lowest-weight repre-
sentations D(k + 1, k), k ≥ 0, which are the right weights for massless fields.

In a similar manner one can analyze the tensor product of spinor singletons, the tensor
product of the spinor and the scalar singletons as well as the symmetric tensor products of
the scalar and the spinor singletons.

Exercise 38 By modifying the analysis above, decompose the tensor product of spinor sin-
gletons into irreducible representations.

6.3 Higher-spin algebra

In this section, we will define the higher-spin algebra for the AdS4 case. Its relation to
massless higher-spin fields will become clear later. Before proceeding to the higher-spin
algebra, we will introduce one auxiliary tool, – the star product – which is extensively used
in the higher-spin literature.
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6.3.1 Wigner-Weyl map and the star product

In the previous section we encountered oscillator variables (6.11). What distinguishes them
from usual variables is that oscillators do not commute. Because of that, when dealing with
oscillator variables, one runs into difficulties related to order ambiguities. More precisely, for
a function of oscillator variables, by rearranging the order of oscillators in it, one can bring it
to different forms, which are not manifestly equal to the original expression. Certainly, this
non-uniqueness of a representation for the same oscillatorial function is unattractive. To
remedy this problem, one may require that oscillators always appear in a certain ordering,
which prevents their further non-trivial reordering and thus, every expression receives its
unique representation. One example of such an ordering is the normal ordering, that is
when a and b appear to the right from a† and b†. This ordering may be convenient if we
want to act with our oscillatorial expressions on the vacuum (6.13).

For our purposes it will be more convenient to use the symmetric ordering which is
also known as the Weyl ordering. Before going to its definition, we will change notation by
adding hats to the oscillators a → â and a† → â†. This is done to distinguish them from
their counterparts, to be introduced soon, which will commute trivially.

According to the definition, all linear combinations of

(αâ+ βâ†)n, (6.33)

with arbitrary commuting numbers α and β, are Weyl ordered. In particular, â2, ââ†+ â†â

and (â†)2 are all Weyl ordered. In turn, ââ† is not, unless it appears in combination
ââ† + â†â. Similarly,

â2(â†)2 + ââ†ââ† + â(â†)2â+ â†â2â† + â†ââ†â+ (â†)2â2 (6.34)

is Weyl ordered. As it is not hard to see, any polynomial expression of â and â† can be
brought to a unique Weyl ordered form by properly commuting â and â†.

Next, once a Weyl ordered function of oscillators is given, we can associate with it a
function of commuting variables simply by replacing â → a, â† → a†. For the example
above, we have

â2(â†)2 + ââ†ââ† + â(â†)2â+ â†â2â† + â†ââ†â+ (â†)2â2 ↔ 6a2(a†)2. (6.35)

The map between functions of oscillators and functions of commuting variables as described
above is called the Wigner-Weyl map. Let us denote it by W

f(â, â†)↔W [f ](a, a†). (6.36)

One often calls W [f ] the symbol of f . We emphasize again, that for f in the Weyl ordered
form map (6.36) amounts to â → a, â† → a†, while for f not in the Weyl ordered form,
one should first manipulate it by performing commutators so that it becomes Weyl ordered
and only then replace â→ a, â† → a†.

Exercise 39 Find the Weyl ordered form of â2â†.
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An important part of the oscillator algebra is that any two functions of oscillators
can be multiplied. For two Weyl ordered functions, their product, in general, is not Weyl
ordered. This implies that the usual operator product of oscillator functions corresponds
to some non-trivial operation with their symbols. This operation is called the star product
and it is defined by

W [f1] ⋆ W [f2] ≡W [f1f2]. (6.37)

Here, on the right-hand side functions f1 and f2 are multiplied with the usual operator
product, which is then followed by the Wigner-Weyl map. In turn, on the left-hand side,
one first maps f1 and f2 to their symbols, which are then multiplied with the star product,
with the latter defined so that the two sides of (6.37) agree.

For the case of two pairs of oscillators, which will be relevant in the following, the star
product reads(
f ⋆ g

)
(a, a†, b, b†)

= f(a, a†, b, b†) exp
1

2

(←−
∂

∂a

−→
∂

∂a†
−
−→
∂

∂a

←−
∂

∂a†
+

←−
∂

∂b

−→
∂

∂b†
−
−→
∂

∂b

←−
∂

∂b†

)
g(a, a†, b, b†).

(6.38)

It admits an alternative integral representation

f ⋆ g =
1

π4

∫
dsds†dtdt†dudu†dvdv†f(a+ s, a† + s†, b+ t, b† + t†)

g(a+ u, a† + u†, b+ v, b† + v†) exp
(
−2[su† + tv† − s†u− t†v]

)
.

(6.39)

While the first formula is more convenient when we want to compute the star product of
two polynomials, the second one is more handy to deal with non-polynomial functions of
oscillators, such as exponentials. Derivation of (6.38) and (6.39) can be found, e.g. in [51].

Exercise 40 Find (a†)2a ⋆ a2a† using (6.38).

Exercise 41 Compute eαa†a ⋆ eβa†a where α and β are numbers using (6.39).

6.3.2 Back to higher-spin algebra

We start by considering the associative algebra of linear maps of the Rac representation
space to itself. With the oscillator realisation of the Rac representation as in (6.15) this
algebra is generated by operators of the form

v(â, â†, b̂, b̂†) (6.40)

with the additional requirement that the total homogeneity degree of h in all oscillators is
even16. If Rac was a finite-dimensional linear space V , the counterpart of this associative
algebra would have been given by End(V ) – the algebra of all linear maps in the V space.

16The fact that any operator on the Hilbert space of states generated from the vacuum by raising operators
is expressible in terms of creation and annihilation operators is rather standard and can be found e.g. in
[7].
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Putting it differently, the states of the singleton representation are spanned by functions
of two variables with the additional parity requirement. Then, (6.40) are just the most
general linear differential operators that preserve the aforementioned parity condition.

The product of two linear transformations in the Rac space is given by the composition
of these transformations. For two transformations v1 and v2, their composition is generated
by their operator product v2v1. This product, is, clearly, associative. The higher-spin
algebra in AdS4 is the Lie algebra obtained from this associative algebra, by taking the
commutator of generators as the Lie bracket

[v1, v2](â, â
†, b̂, b̂†) ≡ v1(â, â†, b̂, b̂†)v2(â, â†, b̂, b̂†)− v2(â, â†, b̂, b̂†)v1(â, â†, b̂, b̂†). (6.41)

By using the Weyl-Wigner map, wi ≡ W [vi], the higher-spin algebra can be realised on
functions of commuting variables

[w1, w2](a, a
†, b, b†) ≡ [w1, w2]⋆(a, a

†, b, b†)

≡ w1(a, a
†, b, b†) ⋆ w2(a, a

†, b, b†)− w2(a, a
†, b, b†) ⋆ w1(a, a

†, b, b†).
(6.42)

The total homogeneity degree for symbols w remains even(
a
∂

∂a
+ a†

∂

∂a†
+ b

∂

∂b
+ b†

∂

∂b†

)
w(a, a†, b, b†) = 2kw(a, a†, b, b†), k ∈ N ∪ {0}. (6.43)

We denote the higher-spin algebra so defined by hs(3, 2).
Let us now derive some important properties of the higher-spin algebra. To start, it

is straightforward to see that symbols for so(3, 2) generators (6.12) are all quadratic in the
oscillators. Moreover, the commutator of two so(3, 2) generators gives again the so(3, 2)
generator, so so(3, 2) forms a subalgebra of the higher-spin algebra, so(3, 2) ⊂ hs(3, 2).

Next, let us consider the adjoint action of so(3, 2) on hs(3, 2)

g[w] ≡ [g, w]⋆, g ∈ so(3, 2), w ∈ hs(3, 2). (6.44)

The commutator [g, w]⋆ is linear in w, moreover, it gives an element of the higher-spin
algebra as a result. Together with other obvious properties of (6.44) this means that with
respect to the adjoint action the higher-spin algebra forms a representation of so(3, 2).
Below, our goal will be to decompose this representation into irreducible ones.

To this end, we will explicitly evaluate the commutator (6.44). Since g is polynomial,
it is more convenient to use representation (6.38) for the star-product. As g is quadratic in
oscillators, only the first three terms in the expansion of the exponent (6.38) are non-trivial.
Moreover, the first and the last terms are symmetric in w ↔ g, so these drop out from the
commutator. We are left with

[g, w]⋆ = g

(←−
∂

∂a

−→
∂

∂a†
−
−→
∂

∂a

←−
∂

∂a†
+

←−
∂

∂b

−→
∂

∂b†
−
−→
∂

∂b

←−
∂

∂b†

)
w. (6.45)

It is straightforward to see that [g, w]⋆ has the same homogeneity degree in oscillators
as w itself. Therefore the representation of so(3, 2) carried by w splits into representations
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with fixed homogeneity degrees in oscillators. Each such representation is, obviously, finite-
dimensional, so it should be equivalent to some tensor representation of so(3, 2)17.

To identify these tensor representations, we will follow the familiar route. As before,
we will be searching for the lowest-weight vectors of energy and J12. Evaluating the lowest
energy and lowest J12 constraints in terms of symbols we find

[a2, wlw]⋆ = 2a
∂

∂a†
wlw = 0,

[b2, wlw]⋆ = 2b
∂

∂b†
wlw = 0,

[ab, wlw]⋆ = b
∂

∂a†
wlw + a

∂

∂b†
wlw = 0,

[a†b, wlw]⋆ = −b
∂

∂a
wlw + a†

∂

∂b†
wlw = 0.

(6.46)

Exercise 42 Derive (6.46).

From the first two equations we learn that wlw is independent of a† and b†. The
third equation is then trivially satisfied, while the last equation implies that wlw is also
independent of a. In other words, the lowest-weight vectors are of the form

wlw = b2k, (6.47)

where we also took into account (6.43). It is then straightforward to find their weights

[E, b2k]⋆ =
1

2
[a†a+ b†b, b2k]⋆ = −kb2k,

[J12, b2k]⋆ =
1

2
[b†b− a†a, b2k]⋆ = −kb2k.

(6.48)

Finally, let us identify them with tensorial representations. We claim that these rep-
resentations are given by Y(k, k)-shaped tensors of so(3, 2). This can be verified in the
following way. If we use UM and VM as polarisation vectors for the first and the second
rows of the aforementioned tensor then the generating function for its lowest-weight vector
is given by

[(iU1 + U2)(iV 0 + V 4)− (iV 1 + V 2)(iU0 + U4)]k. (6.49)

It can be checked that (6.49) is, indeed, the lowest weight with respect to E and J12,
moreover, it is traceless, has the desired Young symmetry and eigenvalues of E and J12

are both −k. Thus, the Y(k, k)-shaped tensors of so(3, 2), indeed, carries the same lowest-
weight representation as (6.48).

Exercise 43 Check this.
17This analysis can be streamlined if one groups the oscillators into an sp(4,R) vector Y A = {a, a†, b, b†}.

In these terms it is not hard to see that the higher-spin algebra decomposes into symmetric tensors of
sp(4,R).
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6.4 Further reading

The Flato-Fronsdal theorem can be analogously derived for the Di representation. It can
also be extended to higher dimensions [24] and to tensor products of more complicated
representations, see e.g. [52]. Higher-spin algebra in AdS4 was constructed as a candidate
symmetry algebra underlying massless higher-spin theories [53]. It was later realised that it
can be alternatively defined as an algebra of endomorphisms of the singleton representation
and extended to any dimension [54], see also [55]. For various extensions of these results
and further references, see [56–59].

7 Perturbative approach to interactions in gauge theories

In the previous sections we studied the consistency conditions for free theories in the
Minkowski and the AdS spaces, focusing mainly on massless fields. We found that for-
mulation of massless dynamics in the manifestly Lorentz covariant approach requires gauge
invariance. In this section we switch our attention to theories of interacting massless fields.
These are also required to be gauge theories, which is the key constraint a consistent in-
teracting massless theory has to satisfy. Below, we will start by discussing the structures
underlying interacting gauge theories and then consider the associated constraints expanded
in the coupling constant. Except for minor rearrangements and extensions, the content of
this section follows [60]. Discussions on global symmetries can be found in [61].

7.1 Preliminary remarks

As we already mentioned, formulations of massless higher-spin theories in terms of tensor
fields – such as in the Fronsdal theory – inevitably require gauge invariance. Gauge in-
variance is necessary for the reason that tensor fields have more components than needed
to describe the correct physical degrees of freedom, so the excessive components have to
be factored out via gauge invariance. When going to interactions we are still interested in
making only physical degrees of freedom interact, so the non-linear action should remain
gauge invariant. Besides deforming the action at non-linear level, we may also need to
deform the free theory gauge transformations with non-linear corrections. This happens,
for example, for the Yang-Mills theory and for General Relativity and we should allow for
this possibility when studying gauge theories in general.

Gauge invariance of the action
δξS = 0 (7.1)

is the key requirement that we are going to impose. This consistency condition will be
expanded in powers of the coupling constant and solved order by order. The approach
towards construction of theories based on solving general consistency conditions is often
referred to as bootstrap, so our perturbative approach to interactions in gauge theories can
be regarded as a bootstrap procedure. Note, however, that unlike in the S-matrix bootstrap
or in the conformal bootstrap, we assume that the theory has an action and the consistency
conditions are formulated in its terms. The perturbative procedure that we are going to
review now is often referred to as the Noether procedure.
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Every gauge invariant theory automatically has gauge symmetries that close. This
means that the commutator of infinitesimal gauge transformations is again a gauge trans-
formation

[δξ1 , δξ2 ]φ = δξ
′
φ, (7.2)

up to, possibly, on-shell trivial terms. In (7.2) ξ′, clearly, depends on gauge parameters ξ1
and ξ2. Besides that, in general, it may also depend on fields. Despite the gauge symmetry
closure is a consequence of the action being gauge invariant, usually, the former condition
is much easier to analyze.

A yet simpler consequence of (7.1) comes from the fact that any symmetry transforma-
tions are maps from the field space to itself labelled by gauge parameters. A combination
of symmetry transformations is just a composition of the associated maps, therefore, the
action of symmetries is always associative. This, in turn, entails the Jacobi identity for
commutators ∑

cylic

[δξ1 , [δξ2 , δξ3 ]]φ = 0. (7.3)

This condition is always automatically satisfied if (7.2) holds, but (7.3) is easier to deal
with in practice.

Instead of considering the constraints following from gauge invariance of the action, one
can consider analogous constraints imposed by invariance with respect to global symmetries.
In the present context global symmetries are understood as a subsector of gauge symmetries,
which leave the vacuum solution – the Minkowski space (or the (A)dS space) with other
fields vanishing – invariant. Particular examples of global symmetries are given by internal
su(N) global transformations and Poincare transformations, which are associated with the
Yang-Mills theory and gravity respectively. The global symmetry constraints are weaker
than those following from gauge invariance, but are still very stringent and, at the same
time, are often much easier to solve.

In the reminder of this section we will expand the aforementioned constraints in the
coupling constant and discuss various subtleties related to the ensuing consistency condi-
tions. In particular, we will find out that locality and field redefinitions play an important
role in the Noether procedure.

7.2 Gauge invariance of the action

The expansion of the non-linear action in powers of the coupling constant reads

S = S2 + gS3 + g2S4 + . . . . (7.4)

Here S2 refers to the quadratic part of the action, the Fronsdal action. The term S3 is
cubic in fields, S4 is quartic and so on. In a similar manner we can expand the gauge
transformation

δξφ = δξ0φ+ gδξ1φ+ g2δξ2φ+ . . . . (7.5)

Here δ0 refers to the gauge transformation in the Fronsdal theory, while δ1 and δ2 are
corrections to it, which are linear and quadratic in φ respectively. Without loss of generality,
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one can keep gauge transformations linear in ξ, because non-linear terms can be eliminated
by redefinitions of the gauge parameter.

Next, we require that the complete non-linear action is gauge invariant (7.1). This con-
dition can be expanded in powers of the coupling constant, leading to a series of constraints,
each of which has to be satisfied separately. This leads to

δξ0S2 = 0,

δξ1S2 + δξ0S3 = 0,

δξ2S2 + δξ1S3 + δξ0S4 = 0

(7.6)

and so on.
The first condition in (7.6) is satisfied trivially, because Fronsdal’s action is gauge

invariant under Fronsdal’s gauge symmetry.
As for the second condition, one quickly notices that the second term on the left-hand

side is trivial on the free shell
δξ1S2 = δξ1φ

δS2
δφ
≈ 0. (7.7)

Here we use ≈ to denote equality that holds once free equations of motion are taken into
account. The free equation of motion is just

δS2
δφ
≈ 0, (7.8)

which explains (7.7). Accordingly, the second equation in (7.6) is equivalent to

δξ0S3 = δξ0φ
δS3
δφ
≈ 0. (7.9)

In this form the consistency condition boils down to the constraint imposed on a single
unknown, the cubic vertex S3. Once S3 is known, one plugs it into the second equation in
(7.6), which allows one to recover δ1.

Upon carrying out this analysis, the following subtleties should be taken into account.
First is that among possible interactions S3 there are some fake ones, that can be obtained
by field redefinitions

φ→ φ+ gf(φ) (7.10)

of the quadratic action. For example, starting from

S2 =
1

2

∫
ddx
(
φ1□φ1 + φ2□φ2 + φ3□φ3

)
, (7.11)

field redefinition
φ1 → φ1 + gφ2φ3 (7.12)

produces a fake cubic interaction

Sf = Sf
3 + . . . , Sf

3 =

∫
ddxφ2φ3□φ1, (7.13)
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where we omitted higher-order terms. Despite (7.13) looks as a cubic interaction vertex
just by virtue of being cubic in fields, the theory (7.11), (7.13) is actually free, which can be
seen by going to the original field frame. Since, we are interested in constructing genuinely
interacting theories, we need a machinery to systematically detect fake interactions and
factor them out.

A systematic approach to diagnose fake interactions is based on their property, which
can be easily seen from the example above. Namely, fake interaction vanish when lower-
order equations of motion are taken into account. In the example above Sf

3 ≈ 0 since
□φ1 ≈ 0, the latter being the equation of motion in the free theory. It is not hard to
show that whenever two derivatives in the cubic vertex are contracted with each other,
by employing integration by parts one can rewrite this vertex in the form in which □’s
act on one of the fields, so such vertices give fake interactions in massless theories. This
gives an easy way to spot fake cubic interactions and remove them. This argument can be
straightforwardly extended to higher-order vertices.

Another subtlety refers to a step at which one extracts δ1 once S3 is known, employing
the second equation in (7.6). This equation has the form of an inhomogeneous linear
equation in δ1, therefore, its general solution is given as a sum of a particular solution of
(7.6) and of the general solution of the homogeneous equation

(δξ1)
hS2 = (δξ1)

hφ
δS2
δφ

= 0. (7.14)

Considering that the quadratic action is invariant with respect to undeformed transforma-
tions, the general solution of (7.14) for (δξ1)

hφ has the form δτ0φ with τ linear in φ. These
solutions correspond to the ambiguity in redefinitions of gauge parameters

ξ → ξ + gf(ξ, φ), (7.15)

where at this order f is linear in both arguments. Accordingly, terms of this form in δξφ

can be dropped without loss of generality.
Before finishing the order g analysis, let us note that the relevant consistency condition

is linear in deformations S3 and δ1. This means that any linear combination of solutions
for S3 and δ1 is still a solution. In the field theory terms this implies that at the cubic order
all consistent cubic vertices can come with arbitrary coupling constants.

At the next order, g2, we are lead to consider the last equation in (7.6). Again, it
features two unknowns: δ2 and S4. As for the order-g analysis, one notices that δ2S2 ≈ 0,
which allows one to obtain a condition on S4 and cubic coupling constants. Once S4 is
known, δ2 can be extracted.

By following this procedure one can, in principle, reconstruct the complete nonlinear
theory order by order.

7.3 Closure of gauge transformations

As mentioned, a simple consequence of the existence of a gauge invariant action (7.1) is
that the associated gauge transformations close, (7.2), with a parameter ξ′, which is, in
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general, field-dependent
ξ′ ≡ [ξ1, ξ2] = C(φ, ξ1, ξ2). (7.16)

In other words, consistent gauge theories require the existence of some bracket [ξ1, ξ2] for
gauge parameters. From this perspective, C plays a role of the structure constant, which,
in general, can be field-dependent. Gauge theories with non-vanishing C are referred to as
non-Abelian.

In fact, a more general possibility exist. For a set of fields φi with i labelling different
fields in the set, one may have

[δξ1 , δξ2 ]φi = δξ
′
φi + δQφi, δQφi ≡ Qi,j(φ, ξ1, ξ2)

δL

δφj
(7.17)

with Qi,j = −Qj,i. Variation of the δQ type is a trivial symmetry of the action. Indeed,

δQL = Qi,j(φ, ξ1, ξ2)
δL

δφi

δL

δφj
= 0. (7.18)

We will not consider the possibility of transformation closure as in (7.17) in what follows.
In (7.16) we encountered a field-dependent gauge parameter ξ′. In the following section,

when discussing the Jacobi identity, we will need to deal with the commutators of such
parameters. To prepare ourselves for that analysis, we compute here the commutator of
field-dependent gauge parameters. To highlight that these parameters depend on fields, we
introduce a new notation π(x, φ(x)). Whenever dependence of parameters on fields will be
irrelevant, we will replace π with ξ back.

Let the gauge transformation be defined by function T

φ→ φ′ = φ+ δπφ = φ+ T (φ, π(x, φ(x))). (7.19)

As mentioned above, without loss of generality, we can assume that T is linear in π. Com-
muting two such transformations we obtain

[δπ1 , δπ2 ]φ =
δT (φ, π1)

δφ
T (φ, π2)−

δT (φ, π2)

δφ
T (φ, π1)

+ T (φ,
δπ1
δφ

T (φ, π2))− T (φ,
δπ2
δφ

T (φ, π1)).

(7.20)

To derive (7.20) linearity of T on the gauge parameter was used.

Exercise 44 Derive this. Be sure that when computing, say, δ1δ2φ you apply δ1 to δ2φ

and not substitute δ1φ instead of φ in δ2φ, because otherwise you will get a wrong sign in
(7.20).

Focusing on field-independent parameters, – then the last line in (7.20) drops out – we
find

δT (φ, ξ1)

δφ
T (φ, ξ2)−

δT (φ, ξ2)

δφ
T (φ, ξ1) = T (φ,C(φ, ξ1, ξ2)). (7.21)
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This gives a non-trivial constraint we were after: for general T the left-hand side of (7.21)
cannot be presented in the form of the right-hand side with some C. It is worth noting
that redefinitions (7.15) affect C.

Returning to field-dependent parameters, we employ (7.21) to eliminate the first two
terms on the right-hand side of (7.20). We, thus, find the commutator in the field-dependent
case

[δπ1 , δπ2 ]φ ≡ δ[π1,π2]φ (7.22)

where we defined

[π1, π2] ≡ C(φ, π1, π2) +
δπ1
δφ

T (φ, π2)−
δπ2
δφ

T (φ, π1). (7.23)

Having settled with the generalities of the algebra closure, let us analyze the associated
constraints perturbatively. As before, we expand the gauge transformations in powers of
fields

T (φ, ξ) = T0(φ, ξ) + gT1(φ, ξ) + g2T2(φ, ξ) + . . . . (7.24)

The leading non-vanishing term on the left-hand side of (7.21) is

g
δT1(φ, ξ1)

δφ
T0(φ, ξ2)− g

δT1(φ, ξ2)

δφ
T0(φ, ξ1) (7.25)

and this expression is field-independent. Hence, the leading term on the right-hand side
of (7.21) should also be of order g in the coupling constant and it should also be field-
independent. This implies that the perturbative expansion of the structure constants goes
as

C(φ, ξ1, ξ2) = gC0(φ, ξ1, ξ2) + g2C1(φ, ξ1, ξ2) + . . . . (7.26)

As usual, here the lower index refers to the homogeneity degree of a function in fields.
In these terms, the lowest order constraint that follows from (7.21) reads

T1(T0(φ, ξ2), ξ1)− T1(T0(φ, ξ1), ξ2) = T0(φ,C0(φ, ξ1, ξ2)). (7.27)

To simplify the left-hand side, we used that T1 is linear in fields.
At the next order, g2, we find

T1(T1(φ, ξ2), ξ1)− T1(T1(φ, ξ1), ξ2) +
δT2(φ, ξ1)

δφ
T0(φ, ξ2)−

δT2(φ, ξ2)

δφ
T0(φ, ξ1)

= T0(φ,C1(φ, ξ1, ξ2)) + T1(φ,C0(φ, ξ1, ξ2)).

(7.28)

In a similar way one proceeds to higher orders.

7.4 The Jacobi identity for gauge transformations

As mentioned before, for any symmetry that closes the Jacobi identity (7.3) is trivially
satisfied. However, when rewritten in terms of the gauge algebra bracket, namely, as∑

cylic

[ξ1, [ξ2, ξ3]] = 0 (7.29)
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which is then expressed in terms of the associated structure constants C, it presents a
non-trivial constraint∑

cylic

(
C (φ, ξ1, C(φ, ξ2, ξ3))−

δC(φ, ξ2, ξ3)

δφ
T (φ, ξ1)

)
= 0. (7.30)

To derive it, we used (7.23). Equation (7.30) can be regarded as a generalised version
of the Jacobi identity for the structure constants C, which is corrected due to C being
field-dependent.

Exercise 45 Derive (7.30).

Proceeding to the perturbative analysis, it is not hard to see that the leading order
contribution to (7.30) is of order g2. At this order one finds∑

cylic

(C0 (φ, ξ1, C0(φ, ξ2, ξ3))− C1(T0(φ, ξ1), ξ2, ξ3)) = 0. (7.31)

Contributions at higher orders in g can be obtained analogously.

7.5 Global symmetries

Finally, we would like to focus on a small sector of gauge parameters associated with global
symmetries. As we will see now, constraints from invariance under global symmetries are
much simpler than those resulting from complete gauge invariance. At the same time, these
are strong enough to rule out many potential gauge theories.

Namely, we focus our attention on gauge parameters ξ̂ that satisfy

δξ̂0φ = 0. (7.32)

One sometimes calls transformations associated with ξ̂ ”symmetries of the vacuum” as
these leave the vacuum solution φ = 0 invariant. For the Yang-Mills theory and gravity
such parameters generate global internal symmetries and the Poincare algebra respectively,
which are the global symmetries of these theories. Accordingly, we will also refer to the
algebra generated by ξ̂, which will be constructed below for general gauge theories, as the
global symmetry algebra.

For the Fronsdal theory in the Minkowski space (7.32) gives

∂aξ̂a(s−1) = 0, (7.33)

which implies that ξ̂ is a traceless Killing tensor for the Minkowski metric. When put in
the form of a generating function with an auxiliary variable u (7.33) gives

uµ
∂

∂xµ
ξ̂(u, x) = 0, (7.34)

which means that ξ̂ defines a two-row Young diagram with s− 1 indices in the upper row.
Moreover, tracelessness on the indices of the upper row implies that this tensor is traceless
on any pair of indices. In a similar manner, one can show that the solution to (7.32) for
the Fronsdal theory in the AdS space is given by the AdS space traceless Killing tensors.
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Exercise 46 Show that if a tensor is traceless with respect to contractions on indices in
the first row of the Young diagram, then it is traceless on any pair of indices.

Despite ξ̂ does not act on fields in the free theory, in general, it does so at full non-linear
level

δξ̂φ = gδξ̂1φ+ g2δξ̂2φ+ . . . . (7.35)

The first term in this expansion defines linear maps δξ̂1 in the field space labelled with
parameters ξ̂. Below we will study the properties of this map using the machinery developed
above.

First, we consider the gauge algebra closure condition at the leading order (7.27).
Taking into account (7.32), we find

T0(φ,C0(φ, ξ̂1, ξ̂2)) = 0. (7.36)

It implies that the bracket defined by C0 maps Killing tensors to Killing tensors. At the
next order, the algebra closure condition (7.28) restricted to Killing tensors leads to

T1(T1(φ, ξ̂2), ξ̂1)− T1(T1(φ, ξ̂1), ξ̂2) = T0(φ,C1(φ, ξ̂1, ξ̂2)) + T1(φ,C0(φ, ξ̂1, ξ̂2)). (7.37)

Taking into account that the first term on the right-hand side of (7.37) is pure gauge in
free theory, one concludes that T1 realize a representation of the bracket C0 on the physical
degrees of freedom18 of the theory we are dealing with. Then, the Jacobi identity (7.31) for
Killing tensors gives ∑

cylic

C0

(
φ, ξ̂1, C0(φ, ξ̂2, ξ̂3)

)
= 0 (7.38)

that is C0 restricted to Killing tensors defines the commutator of a usual Lie algebra.
It is also instructive to consider constraints (7.6) and their consequences for Killing

tensors. The second equation gives
δξ̂1S2 = 0. (7.39)

It implies that the free action is invariant with respect to the global symmetries. The same
refers to free equations of motion. Note that if global symmetries mix fields of different
spins, (7.39) relates prefactors of the associated free actions. Already such a simple and
basic requirement that these coefficients are non-singular and of the same sign constrains
admissible global symmetry algebras.

Similarly, one finds that
δξ̂1S3 ≈ 0, (7.40)

so the cubic action is invariant with respect to global symmetries up to terms that van-
ish on-free-shell. Equivalently, cubic amplitudes are invariant with respect to the global
symmetries. In a similar manner one can show that the tree-level S-matrix of a consistent

18Strictly speaking, this argument shows that the representation is realised on the off-shell fields quo-
tiented by pure gauge degrees of freedom. When quotienting out pure gauge degrees of freedom, off-shell
gauge transformations and off-shell gauge parameters are used.
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gauge theory is invariant with respect to the global symmetry transformations. Amplitudes
in gauge theories will be discussed in more detail in section 9.

Let us summarise our findings on global symmetries in gauge theories. Firstly, there
should be a Lie algebra realised on the vector space, spanned by the direct sum of traceless
Killing tensors. Secondly, it is necessary that this algebra has a representation, with the
representation space being the direct sum of off-shell gauge fields modulo pure gauge degrees
of freedom. Thirdly, it is required that the free action as well as the tree-level S-matrix is
invariant with respect to the global symmetries.

What is remarkable about global symmetries is that the associated constraints are very
simple and relatively easy to access. For example, the structure constants C0 for the global
Lie algebra can be extracted already at order g, which is the first non-trivial order of the
deformation procedure. Besides that, unlike the general formula (7.31), the Jacobi identity
for Killing tensors (7.38) involves C0 only and thus closes at this order. At the same time,
it turns out that the global symmetry constraints are rather stringent. In particular, as we
will discuss below, in the higher-spin case even satisfying the Jacobi identity non-trivially is
a problem. Besides that, there are well-known theorems, that constrain possible symmetries
of the S-matrix – which will be also discussed below – and, thereby, rule out the associated
gauge theories. Both the simplicity and the power of the global symmetry constraints make
them an indispensable tool in the analysis of gauge theories.

Finally, we remark that considering the way we arrived to global symmetry constraints,
these may appear as artefacts of the approach, based on tensors fields. Indeed, from the
point of view of the consistency of the free theory, ξ̂ plays no role: it is introduced as
a natural partner of other components of ξ, the role of the latter being to eliminate the
unphysical degrees of freedom, while ξ̂ itself does not act on fields at free level at all. From
this perspective, the presence of ξ̂ is not required by the representation theory considera-
tions, but it is, rather, a consequence of the approach that we used to embed the associated
representations into fields. Alternatively, one can, for instance, consider a free theory in
the light-cone gauge, see section 13. Then both ξ and ξ̂ are absent from the outset, thus, if
constraints analogous to the global symmetry ones are also present in the light-cone gauge
approach, their justification should be very different from that in the covariant formalism.

8 Applications of the deformation procedure

To illustrate the general procedure we reviewed in the previous section, we will consider
examples of self-interacting theories of spin-1 and spin-3 fields and then we will give the
classification of cubic higher-spin vertices.

8.1 Derivation of the Yang-Mills theory

In this section we apply the general analysis that we just presented to the case of spin-
1 self-interactions. In particular, we will construct the Yang-Mills theory relying just on
general principles of the consistency of interactions of gauge fields. This analysis also shows
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that the Yang-Mills theory is the unique interacting theory of spin-1 fields with no more
than two derivatives19.

8.1.1 The leading order analysis

We start from the free theory of massless spin-1 field

S2 = −
∫
ddxFµνFµν , Fµν =

1

2
(∂µAν − ∂νAµ), (8.1)

which is gauge invariant with respect to

δ0Aµ = ∂µξ. (8.2)

A cubic vertex then involves three Lorentz indices carried by fields, which, to main-
tain Lorentz invariance, should be either contracted with each other, or with derivatives
acting on these fields. This implies that we should have an odd number of derivatives in a
vertex. Obviously, if the number of derivatives is higher than three, derivatives should be
contracted with each other. As was discussed before, the associated vertices give fake inter-
actions. Therefore, we conclude that there are only two classes of possible non-trivial cubic
interactions of spin-1 gauge fields: those with 1 and those with 3 derivatives respectively.

The next observation is that, due to the fact that gauge transformation (8.2) contains a
single term with a fixed number of derivatives, condition (7.9) should be satisfied separately
for 1- and for 3-derivative vertices.

Our main goal is to reconstruct the Yang-Mills theory, still, for completeness, we briefly
mention the results of the application of the Noether procedure to the 3-derivative case.
The only non-trivial cubic vertex of this type is

SBI
3 =

∫
ddxfabcF

aµνF b
µλF

c
ν
λ, (8.3)

where we added internal indices and fabc is a totally antisymmetric coupling constant.
Internal indices were added to make this vertex non-trivial. Indeed, it is not hard to see
that F 3 in (8.3) is totally antisymmetric in color indices, so for a single spin-1 field this vertex
vanishes. This also explains why fabc is totally antisymmetric: f with other symmetries
produce the vanishing contraction with F 3. Since the vertex (8.3) is constructed out of
the field strength, it is identically gauge invariant with respect to transformations of the
free theory. Therefore, it does not require any deformation of gauge transformations or
completion with higher order vertices. Speaking differently, vertex (8.3) together with the
free action (8.1) presents a consistent theory. The Born-Infeld theory is a famous example
of a theory, that involves only vertices built out of the field strength. Due to that, in
the higher-spin literature one often refers to this type of vertices as the Born-Infeld type.
Vertices of this type are also referred to as non-minimal, to contrast them with minimal
interactions obtained by replacing partial derivatives with covariant ones, as well as to
emphasise that they have more derivatives than minimal interactions.

19Strictly speaking, there is a possibility that the first non-trivial vertex is quartic or higher order in
fields, which we do not consider.
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We now focus our attention on the 1-derivative case. We will immediately consider the
coloured case, because, similarly to (8.3), we will not be able to construct any consistent
interactions with a single field. Accordingly, we start from a set of fields Aµ

a, with a being
an internal index, each of them having the Maxwell-type action and gauge symmetries

S2 = −
∫
ddxFa

µνF a
µν , F a

µν =
1

2
(∂µA

a
ν − ∂νAa

µ), δ0A
a
µ = ∂µξ

a. (8.4)

Here and in what follows internal indices are raised and lowered with δab.
Next, we make the most general ansatz for a cubic vertex with one derivative, which

leads to
S3 =

∫
ddx(fabcA

a
µ∂

µAb
νA

cν + habc∂
µAa

µA
b
νA

cν). (8.5)

Taking into account the possibility to integrate by parts, we can always achieve

fabc = −facb. (8.6)

Besides that, we notice that Ab
νA

cν is symmetric in b and c. This means that ha[bc] does
not contribute to the action, which, in turn, implies that without loss of generality one can
require

habc = hacb. (8.7)

We now proceed with the requirement that this vertex is gauge invariant on the free
shell, (7.9). After a somewhat lengthy computation, we find that

δ0S3 ≈
∫
ddx
[
fabc

(
− ξa∂ν∂µAb

µA
cν + ξb∂µ∂νA

a
µA

cν + ξb∂µ∂νA
c
µA

aν

+ 2ξb∂νA
a
µ∂

µAνc + ξb∂µAa
µ∂νA

cν + ξbAa
µ∂

µ∂νA
cν
)

+ 2habc

(
ξa∂ν∂

µAb
µA

cν + ξa∂µA
b
ν∂

µAcν − ξb∂ν∂µAb
µA

cν − ξb∂µAa
µ∂νA

cν
)]
.

(8.8)

To achieve this, we used the symmetry properties (8.6), (8.7), integration by parts and the
free equations of motion

□Aa
µ ≈ ∂ν∂µAa

ν (8.9)

to eliminate d’Alembertians. For (7.9) to be satisfied, we need to set the prefactor of ξ
to zero identically (we cannot use equations of motion any more as this will reintroduce
d’Alembertians).

Exercise 47 Reproduce (8.8).

In (8.8) there are several types of terms, in which derivatives and Lorentz indices are
contracted in different ways. Each such group of terms should cancel separately. Focusing
on a term of a particular type – those that involve ∂µAb

ν∂
µAcν – one notices that it appears

only as
ξahabc∂µA

b
ν∂

µAcν . (8.10)

To make sure that it is zero, we need to require

habc = −hacb, (8.11)
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which together with (8.7) leads to
habc = 0. (8.12)

Therefore, the h term in (8.5) does not lead to consistent interactions.
Similarly, having set h to zero and focusing on, say, terms that involve ∂µAa

µ∂νA
cν we

find that these appear only as
ξbfabc∂

µAa
µ∂νA

cν . (8.13)

To make it vanish, we should impose

fabc = −fcba. (8.14)

Together with (8.6) it entails that f is totally antisymmetric

f[abc] = fabc. (8.15)

This implies that non-trivial 1-derivative interactions can be constructed once one has
at least three massless spin-1 fields, otherwise, f is vanishing. It can be also seen that with
(8.12) and (8.15) satisfied all terms in (8.8) cancel out. Thus, the resulting cubic vertex is
consistent at least at the leading order in the coupling constant.

Next, we switch to the reconstruction of the first deformation to the gauge transforma-
tion. To this end, we need to solve

δ1S2 + δ0S3 = 0. (8.16)

Evaluating each term explicitly, we find

δ0S3 = −
∫
ddxgξafabc(□A

b
ν − ∂ν∂µAb

µ)A
cν (8.17)

and
δ1S2 =

∫
ddxδ1A

aν(□Aaν − ∂µ∂νAaµ). (8.18)

Then, (8.16) leads to
δ1A

a
µ = −fabcξbAc

µ. (8.19)

Thus, we managed to reconstruct the action and gauge transformations of the Yang-Mills
theory to the leading order in interactions.

Exercise 48 Reproduce (8.17).

8.1.2 The second order analysis

To proceed further, in practice, it is more convenient to move to the analysis of the sym-
metry closure and the Jacobi identity for gauge transformations, see below. The resulting
constraints are easier and may already indicate that the deformation procedure is obstructed
or, on the contrary, can be stopped at some order in non-linearities. However, we find it
instructive to demonstrate that the deformation procedure at the level of gauge invariance
of the action can be completed on its own.
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Focusing on the invariance of the action, at the next order we impose

δ0S4 + δ1S3 + δ2S2 = 0. (8.20)

Since, δ1S3 ̸= 0, either S4 or δ2 or both of them have to be non-vanishing. One can notice,
however, that δ1S3 has one derivative, while for local δ2 variation δ2S2 has at least two
derivatives due to the fact that the free action is of the second order. This implies that it
is only δ0S4 that can compensate for non-vanishing δ1S3 in (8.20), while we can safely set

δ2 = 0. (8.21)

Then, due to the fact that δ0 already carries one derivative, S4 should not involve any
derivatives. Thus, we make a general ansatz for S4 in the form

S4 =

∫
ddxeabcdA

a
µA

bµAc
νA

dν , (8.22)

where e is a yet undetermined set of parameters. By evaluating δ0S4 and δ1S3 explicitly,
after a tedious, but straightforward computation that we do not detail here, we find that
(8.20) can be fulfilled only when the Jacobi identity for f is satisfied

fabcf
c
de + fadcf

c
eb + faecf

c
bd = 0. (8.23)

Moreover, one then finds

eabcd = −1

4
feacfebd. (8.24)

Finally, at order g3 the consistency condition leads to

δ0S5 + δ1S4 + δ2S3 + δ3S2 = 0. (8.25)

By checking
δ1S4 = 0, (8.26)

we find that it is consistent to set all Si with i > 4 and δj with j > 1 to zero. In other
words, the deformation procedure can be terminated with

S = S2 + gS3 + g2S4, δ = δ0 + gδ1. (8.27)

This gives the Yang-Mills theory and the associated gauge symmetries.

8.1.3 Transformations closure and the Jacobi identity

As was mentioned, once the first deformation of gauge transformations is known, it may be
useful to consider the constraint resulting from the requirement of their closure instead of
analysing invariance of the action. At the first non-linear order one has to impose (7.27).
Evaluating the left-hand side explicitly with T0 and T1 given in (8.4), (8.19), we find

T1(T0(φ, ξ2), ξ1)− T1(T0(φ, ξ1), ξ2) = −∂µ
(
fabcξ

b
1ξ

c
2

)
. (8.28)
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Considering that the gauge transformation in the free theory is given by the gradient, (7.27)
can, indeed, be solved and

Ca
0 (φ, ξ1, ξ2) = −fabcξb1ξc2. (8.29)

Next, we look at the consistency condition at the next order (7.28). To start, we check
whether we can get away without introducing further deformations, that is with T2 = 0

and C1 = 0. Then, (7.28) reduces to

T1(T1(φ, ξ2), ξ1)− T1(T1(φ, ξ1), ξ2) = T1(φ,C0(φ, ξ1, ξ2)). (8.30)

In a given case, (8.30) leads to the Jacobi identity (8.23). Therefore, gauge transformations
can, indeed, be truncated at order T1, which together with T0 reproduces the gauge trans-
formations of the Yang-Mills theory. Besides that, we found that the structure constants C
are field-independent and f ’s satisfy the Jacobi identity. These results are consistent with
what was found before. At the same time, as one can see, at a technical level, the analysis
of the closure of gauge symmetries is simpler than the full-fledged analysis of the gauge
invariance of the action.

Finally, we can also study this problem from the perspective of the Jacobi identity for
gauge symmetries. Once C0 is available, (8.29), we consider the first order condition (7.31)
and check whether we can get away without introducing C1. In our case we find∑

cylic

C0 (φ, ξ1, C0(φ, ξ2, ξ3)) =
∑
cylic

fabcξ
b
1f

c
deξ

d
2ξ

e
3, (8.31)

which, again, vanishes, provided the Jacobi identity for f (8.23) is fulfilled. Therefore,
from this perspective, we find again, that deformations of C can be stopped at the first
non-trivial order C0 in a yet simpler way.

With the example of the Yang-Mills theory we, hopefully, managed to illustrate some of
the general features of the perturbative approach towards the construction of gauge theories.
In particular, eventually one is interested in the construction of the gauge invariant action,
which can be done directly by imposing gauge invariance order by order. However, it may be
instructive to consider the consequences of the gauge invariance of the action – the closure of
gauge transformations and the requirement that the commutator of gauge transformations
satisfies the Jacobi identity. These latter conditions are easier to analyse and this analysis
may already indicate that some deformations of the action cannot lead to a consistent
theory or, on the contrary, that a consistent deformation exists. It is worth keeping in
mind, however, that the existence of a consistent gauge algebra does not guarantee that an
action with this gauge symmetry actually exists, see e.g. [62, 63].

Another scenario for which the analysis of symmetries can be fruitful is that of General
Relativity. Namely, due to the fact that the Einstein-Hilbert action involves the inverse
metric, once expanded around the Minkowski background in small fields, it leads to an
infinite series of vertices. Because of that, perturbative reconstruction of the action in
closed form does not seem feasible in this case. At the same time, gauge transformations
of General Relativity – diffeomorphisms – truncate at the first non-trivial order of the
deformation procedure, therefore, these can be accessed perturbatively. The knowledge of
the exact symmetry of the theory can then be used to reconstruct the associated action.
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8.2 Spin-3 self-interactions

In this section we review the results of the application of the deformation procedure to
the case of spin-3 self-interactions. As the analysis becomes far more technical than in the
spin-1 case, we will just present the key features of it. Some additional technical details
can be found in [60].

As usual, one starts from the Fronsdal action for a spin-3 field. At the next step one
considers all possible cubic deformations S3 and requires that the action is gauge invariant
on the free shell, δ0S3 ≈ 0. One finds that in general dimension there are four independent
non-fake cubic vertices satisfying this constraint. These have from 3 to 9 derivatives, with
the number of derivatives being odd20. The highest-derivative vertex is analogous to the
Born-Infeld one in the spin-1 case (8.3) – it is identically gauge invariant with respect to the
gauge symmetry of the free theory, hence, at this order the deformation procedure can be
stopped. One is more interested, however, in cases which lead to non-trivial deformations
of gauge transformations and the associated algebra. The three-derivative vertex is of this
type and we will discuss it below.

As in the spin-1 case, non-trivial cubic interactions can be constructed only when we
are dealing with several species of the fields. From the leading order analysis one finds that
the three-derivative vertex is of the schematic form

S3 =

∫
ddxfabcφ

a
µ(3)∂

µ∂µ∂µφb
ν(3)φ

cν(3) + . . . , (8.32)

where f is totally antisymmetric similarly to the Yang-Mills case. Substituting it into the
second equation in (7.6), we find the associated deformation of the gauge transformation

δ1φ
a
µ(3) = −f

abc∂ν∂νφb
µ(3)ξ

c
ν(2) + . . . . (8.33)

Next, we require that the algebra closes to the leading order (7.27) and, thus, extract C0

Ca
0|µ(2)(φ, ξ1, ξ2) = −f

abc∂ν∂νξb1|µ(2)ξ
c
2|ν(2) + . . . . (8.34)

Then, we look at the requirement of the closure of the gauge algebra at the next order
(7.28). The problematic term comes from

T1(T1(φ, ξ2), ξ1)− T1(T1(φ, ξ1), ξ2)
= (fabcfbd

e − fabefbdc)∂ν∂ν∂ρ∂ρφd
µ(3)ξ1|ρ(2)ξ2|ν(2) + . . . .

(8.35)

The prefactor made of f can only vanish if f is zero21. Hence, if we want to have non-
trivial interactions, the term that we wrote out on the right hand side of (8.35) is inevitably
present.

20We will derive this and analogous statements for general spins in the next section.
21Indeed, if

fabcfbd
e = fabefbd

c (8.36)

then
fabcfbd

e = fabefbd
c = −febafbd

c = −febcfbd
a = fcbefbd

a = fcbafbd
e = −fabcfbd

e, (8.37)

which entails
fabcfbd

e = 0. (8.38)
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A closer analysis shows that this contribution cannot be cancelled by any other terms
present in (7.28). To be more specific, (8.33) has at most two derivatives acting on φ, so

T1(φ,C0(φ, ξ1, ξ2)) (8.40)

cannot cancel (8.35). Analogously,

δT2(φ, ξ1)

δφ
T0(φ, ξ2)−

δT2(φ, ξ2)

δφ
T0(φ, ξ1) (8.41)

has at least one derivative that acts on ξ (it comes from T0), so it cannot cancel (8.35)
neither. Finally, in

T0(φ,C1(φ, ξ1, ξ2)) (8.42)

one µ index, that comes from T0, is carried by a derivative, not by φ as in (8.35), so this
term is not helpful neither.

We, thus, found that the problematic term (8.35) cannot be cancelled, therefore, (7.28)
cannot be satisfied. This gives one of the many no-go results for higher-spin interactions.
In the given case we can conclude that unlike in the Yang-Mills theory, cubic vertex (8.32)
cannot be completed to a consistent interacting theory, unless we include other cubic ver-
tices, which may involve fields of other spins. A more complete analysis [63] shows that
this problem cannot be cured even if fields of other spins are introduced. In other words, at
least within the manifestly covariant framework that we used here, the vertex (8.32) cannot
be present in a consistent higher-spin theory.

8.3 Classification of cubic higher-spin vertices

Here we present another result of the application of the deformation procedure of section 7
– a complete classification of cubic vertices for massless higher-spin fields. Our presentation
of this result closely follows section 2 of [64].

To simplify the analysis, we will consider fields in the traceless transverse gauge. Using
the approach of generating functions, this implies that for the master field φ(x, u) one has

∂2uφ = 0, ∂u · ∂xφ = 0, □φ ≈ 0. (8.43)

Gauge transformations then read
δ0φ = u · ∂xξ (8.44)

with ξ satisfying the same constraints as φ (8.43). As we know from section 3.1, this
correctly describes massless degrees of freedom.

We will now proceed following the standard steps of the deformation procedure of sec-
tion 7 in this simplified setup. It is not immediately clear that the result of this deformation

Taking u and v any auxiliary vectors, we can construct

F a ≡ fabcubvc. (8.39)

Then (8.38) implies F 2 = 0. Recalling that the internal space metric is δab, this entails F = 0. Vanishing
of F for any u and v implies that f equals zero.
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procedure is equivalent to the one that starts from the Fronsdal action, though, it can be
shown, that it is, indeed, the case. Relevant references can be found at the end of this
section.

The general ansatz for cubic interactions reads

S3 =
1

3!

∫
ddxBa1a2a3(∂x1 , ∂x2 , ∂x3 , ∂u1 , ∂u2 , ∂u3)

φa1(x1, u1)φ
a2(x2, u2)φ

a3(x3, u3)
∣∣∣
xi=x,ui=0

.
(8.45)

Here we used the standard trick: fields are initially put at different points, so that dis-
tinguishing derivatives acting on different fields is made easier, while after derivatives are
evaluated, one sets xi = x, thus, putting all fields to the same point, as required for a local
interaction. Besides that, the action (8.45) is evaluated at ui = 0, which implies that all
tensor indices carried by fields are contracted by means of operators inside B.

Note that due to the Bose symmetry

φai(xi, ui)φ
aj (xj , uj) = φaj (xj , uj)φ

ai(xi, ui) (8.46)

only the totally symmetric in permutations part of B

B(2, 1, 3) = B(1, 3, 2) = B(1, 2, 3) (8.47)

contributes to (8.45).
Next, Lorentz invariance implies that all Lorentz indices of ∂x and ∂u are contracted

covariantly. Part of these contractions vanish due to conditions (8.43). Besides that, con-
tractions ∂xi · ∂xj lead to fake interactions, as was explained before. The first non-trivial
type of contractions is ∂ui · ∂xj . Fixing the freedom of integrating ∂xj in such expressions
by parts, we are lead to the following independent contractions

Y1 ≡ ∂u1 · ∂x23 , Y2 ≡ ∂u2 · ∂x31 , Y3 ≡ ∂u3 · ∂x12 , (8.48)

where
∂xij ≡ ∂xi − ∂xj . (8.49)

Furthermore, there are three independent contractions of tensor indices carried by fields

Z1 ≡ ∂u2 · ∂u3 , Z2 ≡ ∂u3 · ∂u1 , Z3 ≡ ∂u1 · ∂u2 . (8.50)

Thus, keeping only non-trivial contractions we are lead to a more refined ansatz

Ba1a2a3(∂x1 , ∂x2 , ∂x3 , ∂u1 , ∂u2 , ∂u3) = Ca1a2a3(Y1, Y2, Y3, Z1, Z2, Z3). (8.51)

Next, we require that gauge variation of (8.45) vanishes on the free shell up to total
derivatives. In these notations variation of the action goes as follows. First, we proceed as
usual

δ0S3 =
1

2

∫
ddxCa1a2a3(Yi, Zi)δφ

a1(x1, u1)φ
a2(x2, u2)φ

a3(x3, u3)
∣∣∣
xi=x,ui=0

=
1

2

∫
ddxCa1a2a3(Yi, Zi)u1 · ∂x1ξ

a1(x1, u1)φ
a2(x2, u2)φ

a3(x3, u3)
∣∣∣
xi=x,ui=0

.

(8.52)
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Then we commute u1 · ∂x1 through C, thus getting

δ0S3 =
1

2

∫
ddx[Ca1a2a3 , u1 · ∂x1 ]ξ

a1(x1, u1)φ
a2(x2, u2)φ

a3(x3, u3)
∣∣∣
xi=x,ui=0

+
1

2

∫
ddxu1 · ∂x1Ca1a2a3ξ

a1(x1, u1)φ
a2(x2, u2)φ

a3(x3, u3)
∣∣∣
xi=x,ui=0

.

(8.53)

The last term vanishes. Indeed, its integrand is a polynomial expression in ui and by ui = 0

we are instructed to take its constant part. However, u1 · ∂x1 contributes one power of u1,
so C has one more ∂u1 ’s than ξ has u1’s, which means that C annihilates ξ. Therefore, in
(8.53) only the first term is non-trivial. By requiring that it vanishes on the free shell for
any φ and ξ, we find

[Ca1a2a3 , u1 · ∂x1 ] ≈ 0. (8.54)

Employing (8.47), we also obtain

[Ca1a2a3 , u2 · ∂x2 ] ≈ 0, [Ca1a2a3 , u3 · ∂x3 ] ≈ 0. (8.55)

Explicit computation gives22

[Yi, uj · ∂xj ] ≈ 0, [Zi, uj · ∂xj ] = −
1

2
ϵijkYk. (8.56)

As usual, these equalities are understood up to total derivatives. Then,

[Ca1a2a3(Yi, Zi), uj · ∂xj ] ≈ [Zi, uj · ∂xj ]∂ZiCa1a2a3(Yi, Zi), (8.57)

so (8.54), (8.55) amounts to

(Y1∂Z2 − Y2∂Z1)Ca1a2a3(Yi, Zi) = 0 (8.58)

and its cyclic permutations in fields’ indices. Equation (8.58) implies that Z1 and Z2 can
enter C only via Z1Y1 + Z2Y2. Together with the remaining equations we find that the
general solution for C is given by

Ca1a2a3(Yi, Zi) = Ka1a2a3(Yi, G), (8.59)

where

G ≡ Z1Y1 + Z2Y2 + Z3Y3

= ∂u2 · ∂u3∂u1 · ∂x23 + ∂u3 · ∂u1∂u2 · ∂x31 + ∂u1 · ∂u2∂u3 · ∂x12 .
(8.60)

To obtain vertices from (8.59) we need to focus on K’s, which are polynomial in Y

and G. This is a natural requirement since for local theories the number of the space-time
derivatives should be a non-negative integer. Similarly, the number of index contractions
should be a non-negative integer. Then, expanding K into the power series in Y and G, we
obtain the classification of cubic interactions for massless fields in the form

Ka1a2a3(Yi, G) =
∞∑

s1,s2,s3=0

min{s1,s2,s3}∑
n=0

gs1s2s3na1a2a3 G
nY s1−n

1 Y s2−n
2 Y s3−n

3 , (8.61)

22There is no summation over j here.
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where g are independent coupling constants. Here spins si were identified from the number
of ∂ui that K features.

Before ending this section, let us make two corollaries of the classification (8.61). Since
each Y and G contribute one space-time derivative, from (8.61) one finds that the total
number of derivatives entering the vertex is

N(∂x) = s1 + s2 + s3 − 2n (8.62)

and it takes values in the range

s1 + s2 + s3 − 2min{s1, s2, s3} ≤ N(∂x) ≤ s1 + s2 + s3. (8.63)

Besides that, symmetry (8.47) entails

gs2s1s3na2a1a3 = gs1s3s2na1a3a2 = (−1)s1+s2+s3gs1s2s3na1a2a3 . (8.64)

In particular, in the colorless case this implies that coupling constants gs2s1s3n are totally
symmetric functions of spins for the total spin even, while they are totally antisymmetric
in spins otherwise. In the latter case, clearly, the coupling constants vanish when at least
two of the fields have the same spin. We have already encountered this phenomenon for
spin-1 and spin-3 self-interactions.

8.4 Remarks

Below we will make a couple of general remarks that can be derived from the results we
presented, as well as mention some issues that we did not discuss in depth.

Peculiarities of higher-spin interactions. As one can see from (8.63), whenever a
cubic vertex involves spin higher than 2, it inevitably has more than two derivatives. In
particular, one can see that there are no two-derivative interactions of the type s−s−2. In
lower-spin theories, interactions of this type appear when one minimally couples a theory
to gravity, more specifically, they come from covariantization of the two-derivative kinetic
terms. In other words, in higher-spin theories minimal interactions with gravity are not
possible. A somewhat different version of this statement is known as the Aragone-Deser
no-go theorem [65]. As we will see later, this is a feature of the Fronsdal approach, while in
the light-cone gauge minimal interactions with gravity do exist. The minimal gravitational
coupling of higher-spin gauge fields can be also constructed in the spinor-helicity formalism
for amplitudes as well as using the twistor-space techniques.

The role of locality. In the perturbative approach to interactions a significant role is
played by locality. To illustrate this, consider, the second equation in (7.6). To solve it,
we used the fact that δ1S2 ≈ 0. This is true, however, only if δ1φ does not cancel the
wave operator arising from δS2/δφ. Of course, this may only happen if δ1φ has non-local
□−1-type factors. The presence of factors of this type trivialises the deformation procedure.
In particular, in the example above one can make any S3 consistent by properly fitting non-
local δ1φ. Similarly, our no-go conclusions for spin-3 self-interactions were based on the
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fact that different terms in the consistency condition had derivatives distributed differently.
If one was able to undo derivatives, which amounts to using non-local operations, this
argument would have not been applicable any more. A rigorous discussion of this issue can
be found in [66].

Appearance of obstructions. Above we found that it is not a problem to construct
consistent cubic vertices for massless higher-spin fields. All these are independent and give
actions, which are consistent to the leading order in the coupling constant g. Difficulties
with the construction of consistent higher-spin interactions typically appear at the next,
quadratic in g, order. This was the case for the spin-3 self-interaction that we considered.
Below we will discuss the no-go theorems and the obstructions to interactions highlighted
by these theorems first occur at order g2.

Parity-odd interactions. One more possibility to construct vertices, which are mani-
festly invariant with respect to the Lorentz algebra transformations, is to use the totally
antisymmetric tensor ϵa[d]. The Levi-Civita tensor changes the sign under time reversal
and under spatial parity transformations. Accordingly, vertices that involve ϵa[d] are called
parity-odd or parity-breaking, or parity-violating see e.g. [67–70] for construction of such
vertices.

Dimension-dependent identities. In dimension d one has

δ[ν1µ1 . . . δ
νd+1]

µd+1
= 0 (8.65)

due to the fact that indices take only d values. This leads to trivialisation of certain
interactions in lower dimensions. In particular, in four dimensions

GY1Y2Y3 ∝ δ[ν1µ1 . . . δ
ν5]

µ5

∂

∂u1µ1

∂

∂u2µ2

∂

∂u3µ3

∂

∂x1µ4

∂

∂x2µ5

∂

∂uν11

∂

∂uν22

∂

∂uν33

∂

∂xν41

∂

∂xν52
,

(8.66)
hence, it vanishes. This entails that in (8.61) only vertices with n = 0 and n = min{s1, s2, s3}
are non-trivial in d = 4.

Higher derivatives and instabilities. Since higher-spin interactions involve higher
derivatives already at cubic order, one may wonder whether higher-spin theories suffer
from Ostrogradsky’s type instabilities. We recall that these instabilities may occur in theo-
ries which posses second and higher time derivatives of the dynamical variables. It is worth
keeping in mind, however, that in the same way as we dealt with fake interactions, second
time derivatives can be always converted to second spatial derivatives via a non-covariant
field redefinition. In this way, one avoids higher time derivatives and the associated conse-
quences of Ostrogradsky’s theorem.

Moreover, this theorem does not apply directly to gauge theories, see [71] for review.
One way to proceed with the analysis of stability in this case is to fix a gauge, which can be
done in different ways. In section 13 we will construct cubic vertices for massless higher-spin
fields in the light-cone gauge. These do not involve any time derivatives, which is a peculiar
feature of interactions in the light-cone formalism. Therefore, at least, a naive application
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of Ostrogradsky’s theorem does not signal any instabilities. For further discussions on
instability in the higher-spin context we refer the reader to [72].

8.5 Further reading

When discussing the general perturbative approach towards interactions in gauge theories
in section 7 we skipped some subtleties and extensions, such as the possibility of the gauge
algebra to close on-shell as well as the case of reducible gauge symmetries. These can be
treated in a similar manner or streamlined in the BRST framework, see [73–75] for review
on the BRST approach in this context and for applications to low-spin examples.

The literature on the applications of the Noether procedure and, in particular, on cubic
vertices in higher-spin theories is very extensive, so we will only quote some results. In the
Fronsdal formalism the complete cubic vertices – those that do not rely on the traceless-
transverse gauge – were given in [76, 77]. Cubic vertices were also constructed within
other off-shell frameworks for massless symmetric fields, see e.g. [78–80] and references
therein. For certain mixed symmetry fields cubic vertices were constructed in [81]. These
techniques were also used to show that interactions of certain mixed-symmetry fields do
not exist [82, 83] and that multi-graviton theories are inconsistent [84].

9 Consistency of massless tree-level scattering

The main consistency condition that we explored in section 7 was the requirement that the
action for massless higher-spin fields remains gauge invariant at the interacting level. Once
the action of the theory is known, one can compute the associated amplitudes employing the
standard Feynman rules. Then, the condition of gauge invariance naturally translates into
the consistency conditions – known as the Ward identities – on the scattering amplitudes.

In the context of the perturbative approach to interactions, studying amplitudes instead
of the action can be beneficial, at least, for two reasons. Firstly, on the external lines
amplitudes feature states which are on the free shell, which allows one to avoid ambiguities
and complications related to off-shell extensions of the theory. Secondly, amplitudes in
gauge theories are invariant with respect to gauge symmetries of the free theory. Thus,
when dealing with amplitudes, one does not need to worry about the deformation of the
gauge symmetry, which, eventually, simplifies the analysis.

Below we will review the amplitude approach towards interactions in gauge theories
and illustrate how it works with the Yang-Mills example. Most of this section is a somewhat
rearranged standard lore that can be found in books on quantum field theory and on the
S-matrix [7, 85–87].

9.1 General consistency conditions

Amplitudes are functions of the scattering data, that is of labels that parametrise on-
shell particles on the external lines. As these are on-shell, it is convenient to impose the
transverse-traceless gauge, which brings us to (3.1), while the associated gauge symmetries
are given by (3.2), (3.3). When dealing with amplitudes, it is more convenient to use the
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momentum representation. Therefore, the external lines will be represented by tensors

φµ(s)(p), (9.1)

which are traceless, on the free shell,

p2φµ(s)(p) = 0 (9.2)

and transverse
pµφ

µ(s)(p) = 0. (9.3)

The probability amplitude for the scattering process involving φi on external lines is then
a linear functional on φi

An(φ
µ1(s1)
1 (p1), . . . , φ

µn(sn)
n (pn))

≡
∫
ddp1 . . . d

dpnφ
µ1(s1)
1 (p1) . . . φ

µn(sn)
n (pn)An|µ1(s1),...,µn(sn)(p1, . . . , pn)

(9.4)

with values in complex numbers. In the following, we will discuss the consistency require-
ments for the scattering amplitude An|µ1(s1),...,µn(sn)(p1, . . . , pn). Moreover, we will consider
only the connected tree-level contribution to A.

The key consistency requirement is that the amplitude is invariant with respect to
transformations from the Poincare algebra. Invariance with respect to translations implies
that A has a momentum-conserving delta function as a factor

An|µ1(s1),...,µn(sn)(p1, . . . , pn) =Mn|µ1(s1),...,µn(sn)(p1, . . . , pn)δ
d(p1 + · · ·+ pn). (9.5)

In turn, Lorentz invariance can be ensured if all Lorentz indices are contracted in the
manifestly covariant way.

Besides that, for gauge fields one demands that the amplitude is gauge invariant with
respect to the residual symmetry (3.2), (3.3), which acts on the external lines of the ampli-
tude as in the free theory23

δφµ(s)(p) = pµξµ(s−1)(p). (9.6)

Then, gauge invariance of the amplitude implies

pµi
i ξ

µi(si−1)
i (pi)Mn|µ1(s1),...,µn(sn)(p1, . . . , pn) = 0, ∀i, ξi. (9.7)

This, in turn, leads to

pµi
i Mn|µ1(s1),...,µn(sn)(p1, . . . , pn) = 0, ∀i, (9.8)

which is known as the Ward identity for scattering amplitudes.

23This is related to the fact that amplitudes are obtained from the correlators which, in turn, are computed
in the interaction picture, in which the external lines evolve with the free Hamiltonian.
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9.1.1 Feynman rules

In order to be able to compute amplitudes from the action, one needs to know all the
ingredients entering the Feynman rules: propagators and vertices. Vertices will be fixed in
the course of the deformation procedure, while propagators are defined, as usual, as the
Green functions for the free equations of motion with the properly set boundary conditions.
Due to the presence of the source in the equation for the propagator, it does not satisfy
the free equations of motion identically and, hence, the traceless-transverse gauge cannot
be imposed on the propagator. However, one can still impose the de Donder gauge (3.25),
as it does not require the field to be on-shell.

Despite we will not use massless propagators beyond well-known lower-spin cases, we
will present the general result for completeness. The generating function for the massless
higher-spin propagator in the de Donder gauge is given by

Dd
s(u1, u2; p) = −i

Pd−2
s (u1, u2)

p2 − iϵ
, (9.9)

where Pd
s is the standard traceless projector in d dimensions24

Pd
s (u1, u2) =

1

(s!)2
(u1 · u2)s + . . . , ∂2u1

Pd
s (u1, u2) = ∂2u2

Pd
s (u1, u2) = 0. (9.12)

Explicitly one has

Pd
s (u1, u2) =

1

(s!)2

[s/2]∑
k=0

tds,k(u
2
1)

k(u22)
k(u1 · u2)s−2k, (9.13)

where

tds,k =
(−1)ks!

4kk!(s− 2k)!(d2 − 1 + s− k)k
, (a)k =

Γ(a+ k)

Γ(a)
. (9.14)

Exercise 49 Derive tds,1 by requiring (9.12).

For a pedagogical derivation of this result we refer the reader to [88], see also [89, 90].
Note that the upper label of P in (9.9) is equal to d− 2, not to d, so the propagator is in
a way traceless in d− 2 dimension. This property can be traced to the tracelessness of the
tensor of the little group so(d−2), which characterises the massless representation that the

24For a symmetric rank-s tensor φµ(s) its traceless part is given by an expression of the form

φ
µ(s)
0 ≡ φµ(s) + α1η

µµφν
νµ(s−2) + α2η

µµηµµφνρ
νρµ(s−4) + . . . , (9.10)

where coefficients α1, α2, . . . are defined from the requirement that φ0 is traceless. Clearly, the operation
defined by (9.10) is a projection: for φ traceless one has φ0 = φ. The traceless projection (9.10) can be
alternatively implemented via contraction with the traceless projector Pd

s

φ
µ(s)
0 ≡ (Pd

s )
µ(s)

ν(s)φ
ν(s) = (δµν . . . δ

µ
ν + α1η

µµηννδ
µ
ν . . . δ

µ
ν + . . . )φν(s). (9.11)

Tensor Pd
s is, clearly, symmetric and traceless on each group of indices. Employing polarisation vectors u1

and u2 we can turn it into a generating function that satisfies (9.12).
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propagator is associated with. In the following we will only deal with tree-level diagrams,
so ghost propagators will not be necessary.

Usually, one is interested in the S-matrix, to which amplitudes contribute with the
factor of i. When computing iA, the Feynman rules work as follows. As we have just
discussed, for the internal lines one uses the propagator (9.9). Vertices are then read off
the action, with an extra factor of i, symmetry factor n! for the n-point vertex and the
Bose symmetrisation over all legs in the vertex. For more details, we refer the reader to
quantum field theory courses quoted above. For our purposes it will be natural to compute
A directly and at tree-level only. Then one can drop −i from (9.9) as well as factors of i
contributed by vertices – these anyway cancel out. Finally, we will not be interested in the
iϵ issues of the propagator, so iϵ will be systematically omitted as well.

9.2 Perturbative analysis

Now we are ready to proceed to the perturbative construction of interacting gauge theories
in terms of amplitudes. We will first describe how this procedure works conceptually and
then illustrate it with the example of the Yang-Mills theory.

At the first non-trivial order we are looking for cubic vertices for which the amplitudes
satisfy the Ward identity (9.7) with n = 3. In practice, this amounts to the analysis of
section 8.3, performed in the Fourier space instead of the position space. Therefore, we
can use our previous results and immediately proceed to the next order of the perturbative
procedure.

Tree-level four-point amplitudes contain two types of contributions: exchanges in the
three channels and the contact diagram

M4 =M exch
4 +M cont

4 , M exch
4 =M exch

4|s +M exch
4|t +M exch

4|u . (9.15)

Once 3-pt amplitudes are known, cubic vertices can be reconstructed only up to on-shell
trivial terms, see discussions below. Fixing these in some convenient manner – e. g. with
the prescription that derivatives never get contracted with each other, as we did before –
we can compute the exchanges. Then the four-point vertex is derived from the requirement
that the total four-point amplitude satisfies the Ward identity.

In a similar manner, inductively, one proceeds to higher orders. Namely, let us assume
that we have fixed all vertices up to order n − 1. This allows us to compute all n-point
exchange diagrams. Then, the contribution of the contact n-point diagram is derived from
the requirement that the total n-point amplitude satisfies the Ward identity. This, in turn,
allows us to find the n-point vertex.

This outlines the amplitude approach to the perturbative construction of gauge theories.
Before applying it, it is worth clarifying two important points.

9.2.1 Locality

The language of amplitudes is very visual in demonstrating the role of locality in pertur-
bative approaches towards the construction of interacting gauge theories. Namely, as we
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mentioned in the previous section, by relaxing locality the perturbative approach to in-
teractions trivialises in the sense that constraints imposed by gauge invariance, become,
essentially, empty. We will now see the amplitude counterpart of this phenomenon.

The constraints that we considered above imply that any set of Poincare invariant n-
point amplitudes that satisfiy the Ward identity is an equally valid one. Indeed, at a given
order, by subtracting from an amplitude all exchange diagrams, which are fixed at lower
orders of the perturbative procedure, one finds the contribution associated with a contact
diagram. The latter, in turn, defines a vertex in the action at that order. Therefore, for
any set of amplitudes that satisfy the Ward identity, one can write a gauge invariant action,
which reproduces them via the Feynman rules. In reality, massless theories do not have
this arbitrariness. It is removed by additionally imposing the requirement of locality.

To see how locality affects this analysis, let us return to the four-point amplitude that
we constructed above and demonstrate that, typically, it corresponds to a non-local four-
point vertex. Indeed, exchange amplitudes have poles – 1/s for the s-channel exchange and
similarly for other channels. At the same time, for local four-point vertices, the associated
M cont

4 is an analytic function of the Mandelstam variables25. This means that for local
theories singularities of M4 should match exactly those of exchanges. This is a crucial
requirement that locality adds at this order26. In practice, one finds that it significantly
reduces the number of consistent M4’s and, moreover, usually, one can only solve for M4

for particularly chosen M3’s. A similar pattern holds for higher-point amplitudes.

9.2.2 Field redefinitions and on-shell trivial terms

The perturbative procedure outlined in section 9.2 involved a step at which one needs
to promote an amplitude for a contact diagram to the associated vertex. This step is
ambiguous. Here we would like to clarify the nature of this ambiguity and better explore
its manifestations in the context of our procedure.

Obviously, due to the fact that the external lines of the amplitude are put on shell,
once a contact amplitude is known, the associated vertex can be reconstructed only up to
on-shell trivial terms27. Previously, we already encountered vertices of this type. It was
shown that on-shell trivial vertices give fake interactions in the sense that these can be
produced by field redefinitions of the free action. Thus, despite a vertex associated with a
given contact amplitude is not unique, this non-uniqueness is fully accounted for by fake
interactions. One possible way to proceed with this freedom is to fix it, e.g. as we did in
section 7.

25To make this statement more precise, we should be more clear on what we mean by locality. For
example, one can define that local vertices have finitely many derivatives. Then, the associated amplitudes
are polynomial in the Mandelstam variables. One can consider a relaxed version of locality for which local
amplitudes should not have singularities, that is these should be given by entire functions. These are two
natural options for the analyticity properties required from local contact amplitudes.

26In the amplitude literature a somewhat different terminology is used. The property that the amplitude’s
singularities match those contributed by exchanges is called unitarity, while locality refers to the property
that amplitudes may only have single poles, no other singularities at tree level are allowed.

27We emphasise, that by on-shell trivial terms we mean those that vanish on the free equations of motion.
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It is worth pointing out, that the ambiguity of adding on-shell trivial terms to a vertex
at a given order via field redefinitions, results into ambiguities in vertices at higher orders,
which do not simply reduce to on-shell trivial terms. This can be easily seen from simple
examples. Still, the effect of field redefinitions is very easy to deal with using the S-
matrix language. Namely, the well-known result from the S-matrix literature states that the
complete S-matrix is invariant under local field redefinitions [87]. This means that despite
field redefinitions may change contributions of individual diagrams, the total amplitudes
remains intact. The aforementioned property of the S-matrix is very convenient in the
context of the perturbative deformation procedure as it automatically quotients out the
field redefinition ambiguity.

In summary, we conclude that the non-uniqueness of the off-shell extension of contact
amplitudes to vertices has no physical significance in the sense that different choices do not
result in different theories.

Exercise 50 Consider a theory of a free massless scalar. Make a field redefinition φ →
φ + gφ2. Convince yourself that the quartic vertex in this theory is not on-shell trivial.
Compute the connected tree-level four-point amplitude and show that it vanishes.

Considering that, in the perturbative procedure we are anyway dealing with amplitudes,
which remain invariant under field redefinitions, it seems natural to change the procedure so
that it does not require the action at intermediate steps and, thus, does not suffer from field
redefinition ambiguities. This leads us to the so-called on-shell methods. The basic idea
behind the on-shell methods is as follows. All singularities of tree-level diagrams are poles
contributed by exchanges. At these poles, the propagators in exchanges become singular,
while the external lines of the subdiagrams that these propagators connect go on-shell.
Therefore, the residues at these poles are given by products of amplitudes for subdiagrams,
resulting from cutting the singular propagators in the original diagram. In this way, the
singular part of an n-point amplitude can be defined in terms of lower-point amplitudes. In
turn, the regular part of the amplitude is adjusted so that the total amplitude satisfies the
Ward identity. The on-shell methods is a powerful tool, which is widely used for computing
amplitudes, see [91] for review.

9.3 Derivation of the Yang-Mills theory

To illustrate the above approach, let us derive the leading order amplitudes and the action
of the Yang-Mills theory from general principles.

As we mentioned before, at the 3-point amplitude level, the analysis of the Ward
identity is equivalent to that of section 8.3, though, carried out in the momentum space.
We will not repeat the derivation here, instead, we will check that the resulting amplitude
does satisfy the Ward identity.

The 3-point amplitude, associated with the cubic Yang-Mills vertex – see first term in
(8.5) – reads

Aλ1λ2λ3

3|a1a2a3(p1, p2, p3) =

fa1a2a3 [(p2 − p3)λ1ηλ2λ3 + (p3 − p1)λ2ηλ3λ1 + (p1 − p2)λ3ηλ1λ2 ]δd(p1 + p2 + p3).
(9.16)
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Note the extra factor of 3! compared to the vertex followed by the Bose symmetrisation
over all six permutations of the external lines. The left-hand side of the Ward identity
with respect to the first external line can be obtained from (9.16) by contracting A with
p1|λ1

. By employing momentum conservation, one can see that p1 ·p2 and p1 ·p3 vanish as a
consequence of p2i = 0. The remaining terms, using momentum conservation, can be shown
to vanish due to the fact that pi|λi

φλi = 0, see (9.3)28. The Ward identities for other legs
of the amplitude hold due to its Bose symmetry.

Exercise 51 Show that (9.16), indeed, satisfies the Ward identity.

At the next order, we are supposed to compute exchanges. The s-channel exchange
reads

A
exch|λ1λ2λ3λ4

4|s|a1a2a3a4 =∫
ddped

dpe′fa1a2ae [(p2 − pe)λ1ηλ2λe + (pe − p1)λ2ηλeλ1 + (p1 − p2)λeηλ1λ2 ]

δaeae′ηλeλe′

p2e
δd(pe + pe′)δ

d(p1 + p2 + pe)δ
d(p3 + p4 + pe′)

fa3a4ae′ [(p4 − pe′)
λ3ηλ4λe′ + (pe′ − p3)λ4ηλe′λ3 + (p3 − p4)λe′ηλ3λ4 ],

(9.17)

where e and e′ label two ends of the propagator. Internal momenta pe and pe′ are easily
integrated out due to the presence of delta functions. Contracting (9.17) with p1|λ1

, after
some manipulations, we get

δ1A
exch
4|s = fa1a2

aefa3a4ae(2η
λ2λ4pλ3

4 − 2ηλ2λ3pλ4
3 + (p3 − p4)λ2ηλ3λ4)δd(p1 + · · ·+ p4).

(9.18)

Exercise 52 Check this.

Note that p2e got cancelled in the denominator. This is a general phenomenon and it
can be easily explained. Namely, exchanges involve cubic vertices, for which the associated
amplitudes satisfy the Ward identity. When one leg, e, of such a vertex goes off-shell, it
is no longer supposed to satisfy the Ward identity, though, the failure of this amplitude to
satisfy the Ward identity should involve a factor p2e: otherwise, it will not go to zero when
this leg returns on-shell. This p2e factor cancels the analogous factor in the propagator.
Note also that if this cancellation did not occur, one would not be able to obtain a gauge
invariant four-point amplitude, without invoking non-local four-point interactions.

The four-point vertex that is capable of fixing the failure of the exchange amplitude
to be gauge invariant of the form (9.18) should be free of derivatives. Indeed, when going
from the amplitude to the Ward identity, we get an extra power of momentum, while (9.18)
is already linear in momenta, so there should be no derivatives in the four-point vertex. It
should be also quadratic in f , so the general ansatz for such a vertex is

S4 = α

∫
ddxfa1a2

efa3a4eA
a1
λ1
Aa2

λ2
Aa3

λ3
Aa4

λ4
ηλ1λ3ηλ2λ4 . (9.19)

28Here φλ is a vector potential against which the amplitude is supposed to be integrated, (9.4). We
change notation from A to φ not to confuse it with the amplitude itself.
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The associated contact amplitude contains 24 terms. Here we write out 8 of them,
which have the s-channel exchange colour structure

Acont
4|s = 4α fa1a2

efa3a4e(η
λ1λ3ηλ2λ4 − ηλ1λ4ηλ2λ3)δd(p1 + · · ·+ p4). (9.20)

Its failure to satisfy the Ward identity on the first leg reads

δ1A
cont
4|s = 4α fa1a2

efa3a4e(p
1|λ3ηλ2λ4 − p1|λ4ηλ2λ3)δd(p1 + · · ·+ p4). (9.21)

The total gauge variation of the four-point amplitude is obtained by summing (9.18)
and (9.21) and then adding the contributions from other channels, which can be found
by replacements 2 ↔ 3 and 2 ↔ 4 in (9.21). Eliminating p1 via momentum conservation
and requiring the result to vanish, we reproduce the Jacobi identity (8.23), as well as fix
α = 1/4.

Exercise 53 Check this.

In summary, we managed to reproduce the cubic and the quartic vertices of the Yang-
Mills theory with all the associated constraints, such as the Jacobi identity, from the require-
ment that three- and four-point amplitudes satisfy the Ward identity. Strictly speaking,
this is not yet the end of the story, as one needs to make sure that all higher-point ampli-
tudes satisfy the Ward identity as well. In practice, this, essentially, amounts to computing
all tree-level amplitudes in the Yang-Mills theory, which is a notoriously complicated task.
Thus, unlike the perturbative approach based on the gauge invariance of the action, which
in the Yang-Mills case terminates after first few steps as the action is at most quartic in
fields, the perturbative approach based on the analysis of amplitudes never terminates.
This makes the latter approach somewhat disadvantageous compared to the former one, es-
pecially, when constructing theories which end up having finitely many terms in the action.
Still, as discussed above, the key consistency conditions for massless theories occur at the
order g2 and these can be easily accessed using both methods.

As a preparation for the following discussion, let us note that δ1Acont
4 vanishes in the

limit p1 → 0, as it manifestly has a factor of p1. In turn, this is not true for δ1Aexch
4 , see

(9.18). This implies that for p1 = 0 gauge variation of exchanges should vanish separately.
Focusing, say, on contributions from exchanges that involve ηλ3λ4 and trading all piλ2 for
p3λ2 (this can be done by using momentum conservation, p1 = 0 and p2 ·φ2 = 0), we arrive
to the Jacobi identity. In other words, the Jacobi identity for the structure constants can
be inferred solely from the so-called soft limit p1 → 0, in which contact contributions are
irrelevant. The soft limit also plays a key role in the no-go theorem by Weinberg, which
will be discussed in the next section.

9.4 Further reading

Here we used the framework in which the scattering data was represented by momenta and
polarization tensors. In this language, four-point amplitudes involving higher-spin fields
were studied e. g. in [92, 93], see also references therein. Besides this representation, there
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exist other approaches to amplitudes, which employ other ways to encode the scattering
data. In particular, the spinor-helicity formalism is especially efficient for massless scat-
tering in 4d, see [91] and references therein. This formalism allows one to easily classify
three-point spinning amplitudes as well as to see obstructions to consistent interactions at
higher orders of the deformations procedure [94, 95]. Quite remarkably, the results of the
cubic order analysis in the spinor-helicity formalism are not equivalent to those obtained
within the framework that relies on Lorentz tensors. This issue will be discussed later in
the context of chiral higher-spin theories.

10 No-go theorems

In previous sections we explored the landscape of gauge theories. We did that trying to stay
as general as possible: we imposed a very limited set of natural field theory requirements
– such as unitarity, absence of ghosts and locality – and searched all gauge theories that
satisfy these requirements. As a result, we managed to construct the known gauge theories,
such as the Yang-Mills theory. At the same time, we found that interactions among higher-
spin gauge fields are problematic. In particular, we found that a theory of interacting
gauge fields of spin-3, analogous to the Yang-Mills theory, does not exist. By proceeding
in a similar manner, as a result of a rather tedious analysis, one can show that interacting
higher-spin theories of the most interesting and still very general class – those with a non-
Abelian gauge algebra and with higher-spin symmetries entering more non-trivially than as
internal symmetries – do not exist in flat space.

One can avoid this negative conclusion by arguing that, despite we tried to be as
general as possible, some of the requirements that we imposed – implicitly or explicitly –
are still too strong – these can be either relaxed or lifted – and with the appropriate set of
requirements interacting massless higher-spin theories do exist. Of course, one cannot relax
any assumptions without control as this may lead to physical or mathematical inconsistency
of the theory. Keeping this in mind, in the higher-spin context, one usually explores the
following possibilities to relax the standard assumptions or to extend the setup in a wider
sense: consider higher-spin fields in the AdS space, explore different sets of off-shell fields,
discard the necessity of the Lagrangian description, relax the analyticity requirement for
the S-matrix, etc. As we will see later, there are indications that these changes, indeed,
lead to new possibilities for interacting higher-spin theories.

Besides the no-go result that we sketch below, there exists a wide spectrum of other
no-go theorems, which use different approaches and different sets of assumptions. Getting
familiar with all these results will help us understanding how each assumption leads to
obstructions to higher-spin interactions and, accordingly, which of these need to be relaxed
in an interacting higher-spin theory. The complete list of no-go theorems that constrain
interactions of higher-spin gauge fields is rather extensive. Below we will review two pow-
erful no-go results, which played an important role historically. We will also complete the
no-go argument based on the deformation approach of the previous sections. For a more
comprehensive list of analogous results we refer the reader to [96].
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10.1 Weinberg’s no-go theorem

Probably, the first and at the same time a very powerful no-go theorem for interactions
of massless higher-spin fields was found by Weinberg in [97]. A detailed discussion of the
Weinberg no-go theorem is given in textbook [86]. Here we will review it in a somewhat
adapted version.

For simplicity, we will focus on scalar theories, interacting with a massless higher-spin
field of spin s via a vertex

S3 = gs

∫
ddx(∂u1 · ∂x23)

sφ(x1, u1)φ(x2)φ(x3)
∣∣∣
xi=x,u1=0

(10.1)

and, possibly, higher order interactions. In section 8.3 we showed that (10.1) gives the
unique consistent cubic vertex to the leading order in interactions when the scalar field is
massless, though, it is also consistent for massive scalar fields.

Exercise 54 Show that (10.1) is the unique gauge invariant vertex when φ(x) is a massive
field.

Let us consider a tree level scattering process, which involves n scalar fields of, possibly,
different masses and one massless higher-spin field. As discussed in the previous section, it
is described by a scattering amplitude

Mµ(s)(p1, . . . , pn; q), (10.2)

where q is the momentum of the spin-s field. In the soft limit q → 0 this amplitude is
dominated by diagrams, in which the gauge field is attached to one of the external lines i
via vertex (10.1). This happens because the propagator that connects this vertex with the
remaining part of the diagram has a pole29

1

p2e +m2
i

=
1

(pi + q)2 +m2
i

≈ 1

p2i + 2piq +m2
i

=
1

2piq
, (10.3)

where pe is the exchanged momentum and we used that p2i +m2
i = 0, since the external

line is on-shell. In the limit q → 0 (10.3) becomes infinite, while other types of diagrams
remain finite.

Then, in the soft limit, the residue of the amplitude factorises

Mµ(s)(p1, . . . , pn; q) ≈
∑
i

gisM
′(p1, . . . , pn)

1

2piq
(pi − pe)µ1 . . . (pi − pe)µs

≈
∑
i

gisM
′(p1, . . . , pn)

2s

2piq
pi|µ1

. . . pi|µs
,

(10.4)

where M ′ is an amplitude for the diagram obtained from the original one by removing
the singular propagator together with the cubic vertex that involves the higher-spin gauge
field. To obtain (10.4) we used the explicit expression for the cubic vertex (10.1) and the

29Here ”≈” denotes an approximate equality.
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fact that pe + pi → 0 in the soft limit due to momentum conservation. Note that the pi
argument of M ′ in the soft limit is on-shell, which means that M ′ is a consistent scalar
n-point scattering amplitude.

The total amplitude should satisfy the Ward identity, that is

qµMµ(s)(p1, . . . , pn; q) = 0. (10.5)

Employing (10.4) we obtain

qµMµ(s)(p1, . . . , pn; q) ≈ 2s−1
∑
i

gisM(p1, . . . , pn)pi|µ1
. . . pi|µs−1

. (10.6)

Contributions from other diagrams are at least linear in q, so these do not survive in the
soft limit, see section 9.3 for the illustration in the Yang-Mills theory. This implies that
unless the amplitude for purely scalar scattering is vanishing, we need to demand∑

i

gispi|µ1
. . . pi|µs−1

= 0. (10.7)

This is the formula we were aiming to derive. Let us now study its consequences for
particular values of spins.

For s = 0 the Ward identity is irrelevant, so we start with s = 1. Then (10.7) implies∑
i

gi1 = 0, (10.8)

which can be identified as the charge conservation. For s = 2 we obtain∑
i

gi2pi|µ = 0. (10.9)

Considering that momentum is conserved, for otherwise general momenta configurations
(10.9) can only be fulfilled if

gi2 = g2. (10.10)

This condition implies that gravity couples to all fields with the same coupling constant.
It can be regarded as the S-matrix version of the equivalence principle. Finally, consider-
ing spins higher than 2, we find that (10.7) cannot be satisfied together with momentum
conservation.

The Weinberg theorem presented in the current form rules out interactions of massless
higher-spin fields with massive scalars via the cubic vertex (10.1). For massless scalars,
diagrams with massless higher-spin fields exchanged also contribute to the soft limit, hence,
the above analysis should be revisited. The conclusion of this analysis remains the same: no
matter how coupling constants of vertices are adjusted, the Ward identity for the scattering
amplitude cannot be satisfied. This can be derived from the results of [92, 93], see also
references therein. One often summarises the Weinberg no-go theorem by saying that
higher-spin particles may exist, but they cannot have couplings that survive in the limit of
low energy, thus, they cannot mediate long-range interactions.
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10.2 The Coleman-Mandula theorem

The Coleman-Mandula theorem is another powerful no-go theorem which played an im-
portant historical role. It focuses on the symmetries of the S-matrix and shows that once
some mild assumptions are made these are severely constrained. Below we will state the
theorem. Its proof is rather long and intricate. It also uses tools which are slightly away
from the general flow of this course, so we do not present the proof of the Coleman-Mandula
theorem in the main text. An interested reader can find it in appendix B.

The theorem is formulated as follows. Assuming that the amplitude is analytic and
non-vanishing except certain isolated points in the Mandelstam plane and that the spectrum
contains finitely many particles with mass lower than any fixed value, the Coleman-Mandula
theorem proves that the S-matrix symmetry algebra can only be a direct product of the
Poincare algebra and some internal symmetry algebra30. One also makes the standard
assumption that symmetries act on multi-particle states by acting on each single-particle
state separately – that is representations carried by multi-particle states are the tensor
products of single-particle representations – and that these leave the norm invariant in the
sense that the Lie algebra generators are represented by Hermitian operators. The proof of
the theorem deals with the 2-to-2 scattering, but it applies to higher-point amplitudes as
well.

10.3 Constraints on higher-spin symmetries induced by vertices

In section 7.5 we found that consistency of massless higher-spin theories at the Lagrangian
level requires the existence of a Lie algebra realised on the space of Killing tensors. More-
over, the structure constants of this Lie algebra cannot be arbitrary: it should be possible
to induce them from the deformation of the action. By this we mean that C0 that define
these structure constants can be obtained from (7.27), in which T1 should be consistent
with some cubic action in the sense that T1 should go together with some S3 and this pair
should solve the second line of (7.6). A systematic analysis of this problem is technically
tedious, so here we only present its qualitative conclusions in a schematic form. For more
details we refer the reader to [61], see also [63].

With a slight abuse of notation, we will denote generators of spin-s global symmetries
– those associated with Killing tensors ξ̂s−1 – with Ts. Then, the analysis shows that for
induced higher-spin global symmetries one has

[Ts, T2] = 0, ∀s > 2. (10.11)

Below we will explore the consequences of this result. More specifically, we are interested
to see whether the higher-spin algebra can be non-Abelian and whether it can contain the
Poincare algebra more non-trivially than a factor in the direct product.

30Here, ”internal” refers to the fact that the internal algebra generators commute with the Poincare
algebra. Equivalently, one can say that internal symmetries do not act neither on momenta nor on spin
labels. In particular, according to this definition the U(1) associated with the Maxwell theory is regarded
as internal symmetry.
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To this end, let us assume that higher-spin generators commute non-trivially and that
their commutators produce spin-2 generators

[Ts, Ts′ ] = T2 +
∑
s′′>2

Ts′′ . (10.12)

Then, the Jacobi identity leads to

[[Ts, Ts′ ], T2] = −[[Ts′ , T2], Ts]− [[T2, Ts], Ts′ ] = 0, (10.13)

where the right-hand side is vanishing due to (10.11). Alternatively, by evaluating the
left-hand side of (10.13) with (10.12), we find

[[Ts, Ts′ ], T2] = [T2, T2] +
∑
s′′>2

[Ts′′ , T2] = [T2, T2]. (10.14)

Consistency of (10.13) and (10.14) requires

[T2, T2] = 0. (10.15)

Therefore, we find that the T2 generator can appear in the commutator of two higher-
spin generators (10.12) only when global symmetries of the spin-2 field are Abelian. In
this case, however, the spin-2 field cannot be identified with graviton. On the contrary,
if we demand that [T2, T2] = T2, as is the case of the Poincare algebra, we find that T2
cannot appear on the right-hand side of (10.12), which, together with (10.11) implies that
higher-spin generators correspond to internal symmetries.

This conclusion is similar to that of the Coleman-Mandula theorem. Note, however,
that it does not rely on any assumptions such as the finiteness of the spectrum below any
given mass squared. At the same time, it relies on the existence of the Lagrangian, which
is written in terms of the Fronsdal fields.

It is also worth remarking that (10.11) alone is not quite satisfactory. Indeed, it implies
that parameters ξ̂s−1 of global higher-spin symmetries do not transform under the action of
the Poincare algebra. This result is in stark conflict with the expectation that ξ̂s−1 should
transform as the respective Killing tensor.

10.4 What is not ruled out

At the end of this section, let us briefly spell out various possibilities for interacting higher-
spin gauge theories, which are not ruled out by the above no-go results.

In section 8 we already encountered the Born-Infeld type vertices, that is vertices
constructed out of field strengths. Vertices of this type can be added at any order of the
deformation procedure and lead to theories, which are gauge invariant with respect to the
undeformed gauge symmetry to all orders. The Born-Infeld type higher-spin gauge theories
are not ruled out by the Weinberg no-go theorem as these do not involve vertex (10.1). In
turn, the Born-Infeld-type interactions do not contradict the Coleman-Mandula theorem,
as the associated higher-spin algebra is Abelian and, therefore, internal31. The same refers

31We remind the reader that we use ”internal” in the sense that the associated symmetries commute with
the Poincare algebra. Abelian symmetries commute with all generators, hence, these are internal.
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to the arguments of section 10.3. In a similar manner, one cannot rule out slightly more
non-trivial theories: those for which the free theory gauge transformations get deformed,
but the algebra still remains Abelian. For discussions on vertices of this type see [96] and
references therein.

Speaking of higher-spin gauge theories with symmetries that non-trivially extend the
Poincare algebra, these appear to be severely constrained. The argument of section 10.3
rules out the possibility that these theories may have a local Lagrangian description in
terms of Fronsdal-like fields. To avoid this conclusion, one may try to explore different
off-shell descriptions of higher-spin fields. In particular, as we will see in section 13, in
the light-cone gauge approach new possibilities for higher-spin interactions occur. Another
interesting illustration of the phenomenon that the existence of an interacting theory may
depend on the field choice is provided by the dual formulations of gravity: while General
Relativity is a classically consistent interacting theory of massless spin-2, interactions of
the dual graviton are obstructed [82].

Irrespectively of the field choice and even of the existence of the Lagrangian description,
higher-spin theories with symmetries that non-trivially extend the Poincare algebra are still
severely constrained by the Coleman-Mandula theorem. The most obvious way to avoid its
conclusions is to allow an infinite spectrum of massless higher-spin fields. The assumption
of a finite spectrum below any value of mass crucially features several steps of the proof of
the Coleman-Mandula theorem and, to the best of our knowledge, there is no generalisation
of this theorem with this requirement lifted. Still, it seems reasonable to expect that such
a generalisation exists, because other no-go results do not rely on the finiteness of the
spectrum.

Another option is to relax the assumption of the Coleman-Mandula theorem on ana-
lyticity of the S-matrix and the requirement that it is non-vanishing almost everywhere.
The S-matrix that violates these assumptions may still be non-trivial, e.g. if it is supported
at some isolated points of the Mandelstam plane. However, it is not clear how such an S-
matrix can result from the application of the Feynman rules to the conventional Lagrangian
field theories, so such a higher-spin theory should be rather exotic.

Irrespectively of the consequences for the higher-spin theory S-matrix and for the po-
tential Lagrangian description, one may wonder whether global higher-spin algebras non-
trivially extending the Poincare algebra exist at all. The answer to this question is affirma-
tive. In particular, the algebra

[T2, T2] = T2, [Ts, T2] = Ts, (10.16)

where the first commutator defines the Poincare algebra, the second one defines the appro-
priate transformations of the higher Killing tensors with respect to the Poincare algebra,
while other commutators are vanishing, satisfies the Jacobi identity. It is worth stressing
that in (10.16) higher-spin generators do not generate internal symmetries, instead, they
appear as a factor in a semidirect product. For a recent discussion on the higher-spin
algebras in flat space we refer the reader to [98].

Another possibility, which we did not cover here and which seems to be almost en-
tirely unexplored is to consider theories that start with quartic or higher order vertices.
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The existing no-go results do not apply to these theories, at least, without substantial
amendments.

Finally, another important option to avoid the aforementioned no-go results is to con-
sider higher-spin gauge theories around the AdS background. As we will discuss in the next
section, the existence of higher-spin gauge theories in the AdS space has strong support from
holography. Despite the flat space no-go theorems are not directly applicable to the AdS
case, higher-spin gauge theories in the AdS space have features suggested by these no-go re-
sults. In particular, an infinite spectrum of fields plays an essential role in the construction,
while the higher-spin scattering amplitudes display an exotic analytic behaviour.

11 Elements of higher-spin holography

In the previous section we saw that the construction of interacting higher-spin gauge theories
encounters substantial obstacles. In this and the following sections we will discuss different
setups in which these no-go results are avoided and indications of consistent higher-spin
theories exist. We will start from higher-spin gauge theories in the AdS space. In this
case the aforementioned no-go results are not directly applicable, while the existence of
higher-spin gauge theories has strong support from holography.

We first remark that the perturbative approach of section 7 can be directly applied to
gauge theories in the AdS space. At the conceptual level this procedure remains identically
the same, e.g. the key consistency condition is still gauge invariance of the action, global
symmetries are generated by parameters valued in the kernel of the free gauge transforma-
tions etc. However, at the technical level the analysis becomes more tedious primarily due
to the fact that the AdS space covariant derivatives do not commute. We will not review
the results of this analysis in detail, assuming that it is more or less understood how it goes.
An interested reader can find further details e. g. in [61].

In a similar way the deformation procedure based on amplitudes can be extended to the
AdS space. This extension, however, is somewhat less transparent as it leads to questions
like: how to define the scattering amplitude in the AdS space or how to see whether an AdS
amplitude corresponds to a local theory based on amplitude’s analytic properties? The first
of these questions will be answered below. The answer to the second question is also well
understood by now, but this discussion goes beyond the scope of the present course. Still,
we will assume that it is understood that up to technicalities, an extension of the procedure
from section 9 to the AdS case can be performed and that it closely mimics its flat space
counterpart.

Despite the perturbative approach to gauge theories in the AdS space remains very
similar to that in flat space, for higher-spin gauge fields it leads to different results due
to peculiarities of the representation theory of so(D − 1, 2)32. Namely, a distinguishing
feature of the representation theory associated with free fields in the AdS space compared
to that in flat space is that AdS isometry algebra admits singleton representations. These
representations appear to be of outmost relevance in the higher-spin gauge theory context.

32In this section we will use the standard notation used in the AdS/CFT literature: D denotes the
dimension of the AdS space, while d ≡ D − 1 is the dimension of its boundary.
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To be more precise, singleton representations feature the higher-spin theories in two
major ways. Firstly, singleton symmetry algebras provide a suitable candidate for a global
higher-spin algebra in the AdS space. To see that, we recall that in section 6.3.2 we showed
that the singleton symmetry algebra under so(3, 2) decomposes into a direct sum of tensor
representations with symmetries characterised by Young diagrams of shapes Y(s−1, s−1).
This statement was shown only for so(3, 2), but it can be extended to SO(D − 1, 2) with
any D, see below. At the same time, by solving the following exercise, one can show that
exactly these tensor representations of SO(D − 1, 2) are carried by the AdS space Killing
tensors, which are the parameters of global higher-spin symmetries. Therefore, the singleton
symmetry algebra has the right spectrum to serve as the global higher-spin algebra in the
AdS space. Already at this level we can see that the AdS background is more suitable for
higher-spin interactions, as in flat space no appropriate algebra exists33.

Exercise 55 Show that traceless AdS Killing tensors

∇µξµ(s−1) = 0, gµµξ
µ(s−1) = 0, (11.1)

carry a tensor representation of so(D − 1, 2) (AdS isometry algebra, not Lorentz algebra),
which is traceless and has the symmetry type associated with the two-row rectangular Young
diagram with s− 1 columns. Hint: solve (11.1) using the ambient space approach. Hint: to
extend ξ into ambient space away from AdS, you may set k in X · ∂Xξ = kξ to any value,
e.g. k = s− 1.

Secondly, as shown by Flato and Fronsdal, the whole multiplet of higher-spin gauge
fields is nothing but a tensor product of two singleton representations. This, in particular,
suggests that we may start from a theory of singletons and consider scattering of their bilin-
ears. By the Flato-Fronsdal theorem, the resulting observables can be then reinterpreted as
the AdS counterpart of the higher-spin S-matrix. By design, such an S-matrix is invariant
with respect to higher-spin global symmetries, so this construction gives a simple solution
to the global symmetry consistency conditions on the higher-spin scattering in the AdS
space.

First ideas to generate higher-spin theories in terms of singleton constituents were
expressed in [99] and then they acquired a more precise and modern form in the holographic
context [100, 101]. Relevance of the AdS background for higher-spin interactions was also
highlighted in [102] and the associated higher-spin algebra in the 4d case was identified in
[53].

11.1 Bulk-boundary dictionary

In this section we make a brief introduction into the AdS/CFT correspondence. It is a very
rich topic and we are not going to cover all of it. Instead, we will focus on certain basic

33Strictly speaking, as we mentioned in the previous section, existence of a non-trivial Lie algebra with the
spectrum consisting of flat space Killing tensors is not ruled out unless one makes additional assumptions.
Still an important difference with the flat space is that in the AdS case the structure constants of the
higher-spin algebra can, indeed, be induced from consistent cubic vertices, see e.g. [61]. In other words,
the argument analogous to that of section 10.3 does not rule out interactions in AdS.
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concepts, which will be sufficient for explaining how holography allows one to construct
higher-spin theories. For a more comprehensive review see [103–106]. For a detailed review
focused on the higher-spin holography, see [42].

The most basic observation that underlies the AdS/CFT correspondence is the fact
that isometries of AdSD and conformal isometries of the Minkowski space MD−1 form the
very same algebra so(D − 1, 2). Accordingly, every field in AdSD carries a representation
of so(D − 1, 2), which can be also reinterpreted as a conformal operator in MD−1. In this
context, by saying field we mean that there is a Klein-Gordon-type equation of motion
involved. In contrast, operators do not have to satisfy any equations of motion. Note
that the on-shell states carried by a field in AdSD can be labelled by functions of D − 1

independent variables: starting from a general function on all coordinates the equation of
motion allows one to eliminate dependence on one of the variables.34 These very same
representations can be alternatively realised by arbitrary functions on the space of one
dimension lower, like MD−1, without any equations of motion imposed. This explains why
fields in AdSD correspond to operators in MD−1

35.
Analogously, any objects defined in terms of fields in AdS can be reinterpreted as

the analogous objects defined in terms of CFT operators. In particular, mathematically
speaking, one can view AdS scattering amplitudes as forms on so(D−1, 2) representations.
These can also be reinterpreted as correlators of the associated operators on the conformal
field theory side. This duality of AdS amplitudes and CFT correlators is the main ingredient
of the AdS/CFT dictionary that we will use.

For simplicity, below we will be dealing with the Euclidean signature. In the Euclidean
signature the analytic structure of correlators is simplified due to the fact that the only
singularities of the correlators are at coincident points. Equivalently, Euclidean field theory
is devoid of ambiguities related to the operator ordering.36 This makes dealing with the
Euclidean signature easier. At the same time, according to the standard theorems, once
correlators are known in the Euclidean signature, they can always be analytically continued
to correlators in the Lorentzian signature with any given ordering, see [107–110].

11.1.1 The boundary of AdS

There is the standard geometric construction that relates the two aforementioned spaces
involved in the holographic duality: namely, Md is the boundary of the conformally com-
pactified AdSd+1 space. We will now clarify this statement, but before that, let us introduce
the AdS space in the Euclidean signature.

34Mathematically, this means that the associated representation has the Gelfand-Kirillov dimension equal
to D−1. The Gelfand-Kirillov dimension is the standard way to characterise ”the size” of infinite-dimensional
representations.

35Certainly, fields also become operators in quantum field theory. We will still use terminology of fields
and operators depending on whether Klein-Gordon-like equations are involved.

36Lorentz invariance requires correlators to be functions of x2
ij = (xi−xj)

2. In the Euclidean case x2
ij ≥ 0

and the only singularities of (x2
ij)

δ occur when xi → xj . Instead, in the Lorentzian signature x2
ij changes the

sign when xi crosses the light cone with a vertex at xj , so at these points the correlator develops additional
singularities. Depending on the way one analytically continues the correlator when crossing these singular
light cones, one obtains correlators with different operator orderings.
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Euclidean AdSd+1 is defined as a sheet of a two-sheeted hyperboloid

X2 = −l2, Xd+1 > 0 (11.2)

embedded into a (d+ 2)-dimensional flat ambient space endowed with the metric

η = diag(+, . . . ,+,−). (11.3)

In the light-cone type coordinates

X+ ≡ Xd +Xd+1, X− ≡ Xd+1 −Xd (11.4)

the ambient metric becomes

ds2 = −dX+dX− + dX0dX0 + · · ·+ dXd−1dXd−1. (11.5)

In the holographic context it is convenient to use the Poincare coordinates, which are defined
by37

XA = (X+, X−, X0, . . . , Xd−1) =
l

z
(1, z2 + x2, xµ). (11.6)

In these terms the AdS metric reads

ds2 = l2
dz2 + dx2

z2
. (11.7)

Exercise 56 Show that (11.5), indeed, induces the metric (11.7) on the Euclidean AdS
hyperboloid (11.2) in the Poincare coordinates (11.6).

The coordinate transformation (11.6) maps infinite points of the AdS space, X → ∞,
to a finite value z = 0. Thus, z = 0 can be regarded as an infinite boundary of the AdS
space. The fact that these points are actually infinite, can also be seen from the Poincare
metric (11.7): due to a divergent factor of z−2 points with z = 0 are infinitely separated
from points inside the AdS space. Moreover, upon dropping a divergent conformal factor,
the AdS metric (11.7) induces metric ds2 = dx2 on z = 0, which is just the metric of the
Euclidean Minkowski space. Accordingly, in the holographic context one often refers to the
AdS space as the bulk, while the Minkowski space of one dimension lower is referred to as
the conformally compactified boundary or just the boundary of AdS.

Similarly to the AdS space itself, there is an ambient space description of the AdS
boundary, which has the advantage of making the so(d+1, 1), that is the Euclidean confor-
mal symmetry, manifest. In the reminder of this section we briefly review this construction.
For more comprehensive review on conformal field theories and the associated ambient space
formalism we refer the reader to [111, 112].

The AdS boundary can be defined as a hypercone in the ambient space

P 2 = 0 (11.8)
37One often distributes powers of l between X+ and X− differently: (X+, X−) = z−1(l2, z2 + x2). We

will use (11.6) as it allows us to get rid of the l dependence in the coordinates for the AdS boundary.
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quotiented by generatrices
P ∼ λP, λ ̸= 0. (11.9)

Indeed, by sending z → 0 in (11.6) and dropping the divergent z−1 factor we obtain

zXA → PA = (P+, P−, P 1, . . . , P d) = l(1, x2, xµ), (11.10)

which satisfies (11.8). In terms of the ambient space geometry in the limit z → 0 the
point of the AdS hyperboloid goes to infinity and at the same time approaches the cone
(11.8) along some generatrix. To get a finite point on the generatrix we need to rescale the
coordinates of the point by an infinite factor of order z−1.

Due to equivalence (11.9) any choice of a representative point on each generatrix is
equally eligible. One typically chooses

P+ = 1, (11.11)

which means that (11.10) should be further rescaled by l. The advantage of (11.11) is that
it leads to the intrinsic boundary Minkowski metric in the standard form ds2 = dx2.

Clearly, the choice (11.11) is not so(d+1, 1) invariant. Those so(d+1, 1) transformations
that violate it should be supplemented with shifts along generatrices P → λP with λ, that
restore (11.11). In intrinsic coordinates, transformations that require non-trivial shifts along
generatrices act as conformal transformations with non-trivial conformal factors and consist
of dilations and conformal boosts.

A scalar operator O of conformal dimension ∆ can be realised in the ambient space
formalism as a function O(P ) on the cone (11.8), which satisfies the homogeneity condition

PM ∂

∂PM
O(P ) = −∆O(P ). (11.12)

This means that ambient space so(d+ 1, 1) transformations

JMNO(P ) ≡ −i
(
PM ∂

∂PN
− PN ∂

∂PM

)
O(P ) (11.13)

upon going to the intrinsic boundary coordinates xi give the standard conformal trans-
formations for the conformal primary of dimension ∆. The ambient space approach to
conformal field theories can be extended to spinning operators, but for simplicity, we will
limit ourselves with the scalar case only. Moreover, to avoid unnecessary clutter, we will
set l = 1 in what follows.

11.1.2 Bulk-to-boundary propagators

An important ingredient of the AdS/CFT correspondence is the so-called bulk-to-boundary
propagators. These can be regarded as intertwining kernels between the AdS and CFT
realisations of the same representation of so(d+ 1, 1) in the sense that these are two-point
functions, which on one leg transform as on-shell fields in the bulk, while on the other one
– as conformal operators on the boundary. Putting it differently, the bulk-to-boundary
propagator is ”an infinite-dimensional transformation matrix” between a representation of
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so(d+1, 1) in two bases: the one which is more adapted to the CFT language, in which the
boundary coordinate takes definite values, and the one adapted to the bulk, in which the
bulk coordinate is definite. As will be discussed below, this makes the bulk-to-boundary
propagator the AdS counterpart of plane waves in flat space, which allow one to transition
between bases with definite coordinate and definite momenta38.

In the simplest case of the scalar conformal operator of dimension ∆, the bulk-to-
boundary propagator is given by

Gb∂(P ;X) =
C

(−2P ·X)∆
, (11.14)

where C is an arbitrary constant. Its so(d+1, 1) covariance is manifest due to the covariant
contraction of so(d+ 1, 1) indices. In the Poincare coordinates it reads

Gb∂(y; z, x) = C

(
z

z2 + (y − x)2

)∆

, (11.15)

where we used y’s for the boundary coordinates instead of x’s.
The fact that (11.14) has homogeneity degree −∆ in P implies that it transforms as a

conformal operator of dimension ∆. At the same time, it is straightforward to check that
(11.8) entails

∂

∂XM

∂

∂XM
Gb∂(P ;X) = 0, (11.16)

which, according to (5.34) with κ = −∆ implies

(□−M2)Gb∂(P ;X) = 0, (11.17)

where □ is the AdS Laplacian, while

M2 = ∆(∆− d). (11.18)

This allows one to establish that the conformal dimension ∆ of the operator in the CFT is,
in fact, equal to the energy of the lowest energy state in the construction of section 4.2,

E0 = ∆. (11.19)

Considering spinning fields, one can show that spins of bulk fields and of the associated
boundary operators are equal.

With some additional analysis it can be demonstrated that Gb∂(P ;X) with different P ’s
on the AdS boundary, actually, form a basis of solutions to (11.17). From this perspective,
boundary coordinates can be regarded as the AdS counterpart of on-shell momenta in flat
space, while the bulk-to-boundary propagators play the role analogous to flat space plane
waves with momenta put on-shell. This point of view is advocated, e. g. in [23]. For the
following discussion, this role of the bulk-to-boundary propagators is the most important

38Note, however, a subtlety: the coordinate of an on-shell field cannot be well-defined as δ(x− x0) does
not obey wave equations, so whether it is the AdS or the flat space case, an on-shell field is always a
superposition of states with definite coordinates.
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one: these allow one to label all the solutions of the free equations of motion with points
of the boundary serving as labels. As a result, they allow us to identify n-point correlators
in the boundary theory with n-point bulk amplitudes.

For completeness, let us review another property of bulk-to-boundary propagators,
which is more famous and explains their name. To this end, we will consider their near-
boundary limit. Starting from (11.15) and sending z to zero for y ̸= x we find

Gb∂(y; z, x) ∼ Cz∆
1

(y − x)2∆
, z → 0, y ̸= x. (11.20)

Thus, in the near-boundary limit for y ̸= x the bulk-to-boundary propagator goes as z∆,
while the dependence on the boundary coordinate is that of a two-point function ⟨O(x)O(y)⟩
of operators with dimension ∆.

At the same time, for x = y (11.15) becomes more singular due to the relevance of z2

in the denominator. This means that Gb∂ has a contribution of the form

Gb∂ ∝ δd(x− y) (11.21)

in the near-boundary limit. To fix the z-dependence of this contribution and the numerical
prefactor, we will integrate Gb∂ over x. This gives

∫
ddxGb∂(y; z, x) =

C

z∆

∫
ddx

(
1

1 +
(y−x

z

)2
)∆

= Czd−∆

∫
ddx̄

1

(1 + x̄2)∆
= Czd−∆π

d
2Γ
(
∆− d

2

)
Γ(∆)

.

(11.22)

In the second equality we made a change of integration variables so that the integrand no
longer depends on z, while the last integral is one of the standard conformal integrals, whose
precise value for our purposes is not very important. Together with (11.21), this implies

Gb∂ = Czd−∆π
d
2Γ
(
∆− d

2

)
Γ(∆)

δd(x− y), z → 0, x→ y. (11.23)

Typically, for ∆ above the unitarity bound one has ∆ > d−∆39, so the dominant be-
haviour of the bulk-to-boundary propagator in the near-boundary limit is given by (11.23),
not by (11.20). The fact that the dominant behaviour of the bulk-to-boundary propagator
in the near-boundary limit is localized at some boundary point x = y allows one to interpret
Gb∂ as a solution of the bulk equations of motion with a source at this point. We would
like to stress that Gb∂ satisfies the bulk equations of motion identically, so "a source" on
the boundary does not refer to a delta-function on the right-hand side of the equations of
motion, but to the behaviour of the propagator itself in the near-boundary limit40.

39In the higher-spin case we will be interested in ∆ = d− 2, which is smaller than d−∆ = 2 for d < 4.
40This is the same difference as between the Green function and the kernel of a differential equation.
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11.2 Boundary theory

In previous sections we presented some formal representation theory constructions for the
singleton module, its bilinear tensor product and the associated symmetry algebra in d = 3.
In this section these concepts and results will be rephrased in the conformal field theory
language. Moreover, these constructions will be extended to arbitrary dimensions. Eventu-
ally, our goal is to construct the CFT correlators for bilinears of singletons, which will be
then interpreted as higher-spin scattering amplitudes in the AdS space.

We will start from the singleton representation itself. As mentioned in section 4.2.3,

□φ = 0 (11.24)

in the d-dimensional Minkowski space is a conformal equation, thereby it carries a represen-
tation of so(d, 2), which becomes so(d+ 1, 1) in the Euclidean signature. This is precisely
the singleton representation, which sits at the unitarity bound (4.34). For completeness,
let us demonstrate this using the ambient space formalism.

In the ambient space formalism it is convenient to describe fields on the cone (11.8) via
the equivalence relation

φ(P ) ∼ φ(P ) + P 2ψ(P ), (11.25)

where ψ is an arbitrary function. This relation implies that values of φ away from the cone
are irrelevant, as these can be gauged away via a suitable choice of ψ. The ambient-space
version of (11.24) reads

∂

∂PM

∂

∂PM
φ(P ) = 0. (11.26)

Exercise 57 Show that (11.26) is consistent with (11.25) only for

PM ∂

∂PM
φ(P ) = −d− 2

2
φ(P ). (11.27)

From this exercise we find that φ has

∆φ ≡
d− 2

2
, (11.28)

see (11.12), which is the correct value of the conformal dimension for the massless scalar
field. One can also compute the quadratic Casimir for φ and ensure oneself that it matches
that of the singleton in the lowest-weight construction (4.38). As for the equivalence of
(11.24) and (11.26), it can be seen directly by going into the intrinsic CFT coordinates in
(11.26).

Exercise 58 Show that the quadratic Casimir operator of so(d+ 1, 1) for (11.25), (11.26)
is

C2(so(d+ 1, 1)) ≡ 1

2
JMNJMN = ∆φ(∆φ − d), (11.29)

where J was defined in (11.13). Check that it matches (4.38), once (11.19) is taken into
account.
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11.2.1 Higher-spin algebra

The higher-spin algebra was defined so far in section 6.3.2 in d = 3 as an algebra of general
linear maps of the singleton representation space to itself. The utility of the oscillator
construction used there was that the oscillators, in effect, allow us to solve (11.24), thus
providing an efficient parametrisation of the singleton states and a simple definition of the
associated higher-spin algebra.

Instead, for general d no equally efficient construction exists. Still, the higher-spin
algebra is defined as general linear transformations acting from solutions of (11.24) to
solutions, and it is also called the symmetry algebra of (11.24). It is generated by differential
operators L, that preserve (11.24), that is

L : □φ = 0, ⇒ □(Lφ) = 0. (11.30)

It is not hard to see that such L should satisfy

□L = L′□, (11.31)

where L′ is any differential operator. Among L that satisfy (11.31) some can be written
in the form L = M□. These act trivially on solutions of (11.24) and form an ideal in
the algebra of all L that satisfy (11.31). The higher-spin algebra is then generated by
L’s that satisfy (11.31) quotiented by trivial symmetries [54]. In particular, conformal
transformations are symmetries of (11.24) and thereby, they form a subalgebra of the higher-
spin algebra. Below we will see how L’s can be defined in terms of the free theory conserved
currents and conformal Killing tensors.

Exercise 59 Make sure that (11.31) is necessary and sufficient condition for L to be a
symmetry of (11.24). In other words, L gives the most general operator that maps solutions
of (11.24) to solutions.

Exercise 60 Check that trivial symmetries form an ideal inside the algebra of symmetries.

Finally, we would like to remark that in the same way as in section 6.3.2, the higher-
spin algebra as defined here is naturally an associative algebra. Within the framework we
presented above the associative product is given by the composition of differential operators.
Once the associative product is available, the associated commutator automatically satisfies
the Jacobi identity and, therefore, defines a Lie algebra. Despite that symmetry is only
required to be a Lie algebra, in many applications it is useful to keep in mind that higher-
spin Lie algebras are naturally embedded into associative ones. In particular, this allows
one to add color to the higher-spin algebra simply by promoting the coefficients of the
differential operators L to matrices.

11.2.2 The Flato-Fronsdal theorem

The Flato-Fronsdal theorem tells us that a tensor product of two singleton representations
equals the sum of representations that can be identified with massless higher-spin fields in
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the bulk. Now we would like to present a version of this statement using the dual language
of the conformal field theory.

Since the energy of the lowest-energy state maps into the conformal dimension of the
dual operator (11.19) and the spin of the conformal operator equals the spin of the bulk
field, the operator dual to a massless spin-s field in the bulk has conformal dimension
∆J ≡ d+ s− 2 and spin s. The Flato-Fronsdal theorem suggests that this operator should
be constructed as a bilinear in φ. Its precise form can be found from the following simple
considerations.

A pair of φ’s contributes d− 2 to the dimension of J . The remaining dimension should
be contributed by s derivatives. Considering that J has to be a traceless rank-s tensor to
carry spin s, we have the following ansatz

Jµ(s) ≡
s∑

k=0

ak∂µ1 . . . ∂µk
φ∂µk+1

. . . ∂µsφ− traces. (11.32)

Then, coefficients ak can be fixed by requiring that Jµ(s) is a primary operator, that is
it should be annihilated by conformal boosts K. A somewhat tedious computation gives
[113, 114]

ak = (−1)k
(
s

k

) (
d−2
2

)
s(

d−2
2

)
k

(
d−2
2

)
s−k

. (11.33)

Equations (11.32), (11.33) present the CFT version of the Flato-Fronsdal theorem, in which
currents (11.32) are the holographic duals of massless higher-spin fields in the bulk.

A direct computation shows that currents (11.32) are conserved on-shell in the sense
that

∂µJ
µ(s) ∝ □φ ≈ 0. (11.34)

Because of this the space of states associated with Jµ(s) is smaller than that of a genuine
spin-s operator. This phenomenon is the CFT counterpart of bulk gauge invariance.

Besides serving as the holographic duals of bulk higher-spin fields, currents (11.32) also
generate higher-spin symmetries. This construction is a version of the standard relation
between symmetries and conserved currents, except that in our case currents are higher-rank
tensors. It works as follows.

One starts with rank-(s− 1) conformal Killing tensors, which are defined by

trace free part of (∂µ1Kµ2...µs) = 0. (11.35)

Then one can construct rank-one currents

Jµ(K) ≡ Jµ(s)Kµ2...µs , (11.36)

which are also conserved on-shell due to (11.34), (11.35). By virtue of the Noether theorem,
each such current generates a symmetry of the theory. Therefore, (11.24) has symmetries
which can be labelled by conformal Killing tensors. Of course, these symmetries are nothing
but higher-spin symmetries.

Exercise 61 Show that conformal Killing tensors (11.35) transform as traceless tensors
of shape Y(s − 1, s − 1) of so(d + 1, 1). In other words, these have the same spectrum as
generators of higher-spin global symmetries in the bulk.
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11.3 CFT correlators as the higher-spin scattering amplitudes

We will now consider correlators of higher-spin conserved currents in the free theory of
massless scalars. As advocated above, these can be regarded as the scattering amplitudes
of massless higher-spin fields in AdSd+1. To be more general, we will consider a multiplet of
massless scalars (11.24), which carry an additional O(N) index in the vector representation.
Relevance of this amendment will become clear in a moment.

The associated action is
S =

1

2

∫
ddxφa□φa, (11.37)

where a is the O(N) index. Expressions for currents (11.32) can be straightforwardly
generalised to the O(N) case. In the following we will focus on the O(N)-singlet sector,
that is on currents, for which the O(N) indices are contracted41

Jµ(s) ≡
s∑

k=0

ak : ∂µ1 . . . ∂µk
φa∂µk+1

. . . ∂µsφa − traces : . (11.38)

Above we added the sign of normal ordering : · · · :, which prepares us to the computation
of correlators.

We will be interested in computing

⟨Js1 . . . Jsn⟩ (11.39)

as these serve as holographic duals of higher-spin amplitudes. Considering that the theory we
are dealing with is free, these correlators are evaluated simply by performing the Wick con-
tractions of φ and then evaluating sums of their derivatives according to the definition of J
(11.38). For simplicity we will focus on correlators of spin-0 currents J0(x) ≡: φa(x)φa(x) :,
for which the Wick contractions already give the end result.

To start, the two-point function of φ’s is

⟨φa1(x1)φ
a2(x2)⟩ =

δa1a2

(x212)
d−2
2

≡ D(x1, x2)δ
a1a2 , (11.40)

where xij ≡ xi − xj . Then, performing the Wick contractions in the two-point function of
spin-0 currents, we obtain

⟨J0(x1)J0(x2)⟩ ≡ ⟨: φa1(x1)φa1(x1) :: φ
a2(x2)φa2(x2) :⟩ = 2ND2(x1, x2) =

2N

(x212)
d−2

.

(11.41)
Here 2 comes from two different possibilities of making the Wick contraction, while N

originates from the trace in the O(N) indices.
Analogously, for three-point functions one finds

⟨: φa1(x1)φa1(x1) :: φ
a2(x2)φa2(x2) :: φ

a3(x3)φa3(x3) :⟩

= 8ND(x1, x2)D(x2, x3)D(x3, x1) =
8N

(x212)
d−2
2 (x223)

d−2
2 (x231)

d−2
2

.
(11.42)

41In (11.38) all odd spin currents are vanishing. This can be avoided if we replace O(N) with U(N) and
consider currents of the form J ∼ φ̄aφa.
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Here again, 8 is the combinatorial factor that counts different ways to make equivalent
contractions, while N originates from the O(N) trace.

In the four-point case we obtain

⟨: φa1(x1)φa1(x1) :: φ
a2(x2)φa2(x2) :: φ

a3(x3)φa3(x3) :: φ
a4(x4)φa4(x4) :⟩

= 16N
(
D(x1, x2)D(x2, x3)D(x3, x4)D(x4, x1)

+D(x1, x3)D(x3, x2)D(x2, x4)D(x4, x1) +D(x1, x4)D(x4, x3)D(x3, x2)D(x2, x1)
)

+ (2N)2
(
D2(x1, x2)D

2(x3, x4) +D2(x1, x3)D
2(x2, x4) +D2(x1, x4)D

2(x2, x3)
)
.

(11.43)

Note that (11.43) contains two types of contributions: connected and disconnected ones,
which come with different powers of N .

Exercise 62 Reproduce (11.41)-(11.43).

To better understand the role of N in this analysis, let us rescale our spin-0 current,
so that its two-point function gets unit normalised

O(x) ≡ 1√
2N

: φa(x)φa(x) :, ⟨O(x1)O(x2)⟩ = 2ND2(x1, x2) =
1

(x212)
d−2

. (11.44)

In these terms, for higher-point functions we obtain

⟨O(x1)O(x2)O(x3)⟩ =
√

8

N

1

(x212)
d−2
2 (x223)

d−2
2 (x231)

d−2
2

(11.45)

and

⟨O(x1)O(x2)O(x3)O(x4)⟩

=
4

N

(
1

(x212)
d−2
2 (x223)

d−2
2 (x234)

d−2
2 (x241)

d−2
2

+ 2 terms

)
+

1

(x212)
d−2

1

(x234)
d−2

+ 2 terms.

(11.46)

In a similar way one can proceed with higher-spin currents and higher-order correlators.
Via the holographic dictionary this defines the S-matrix for higher-spin gauge fields in the
bulk.

Now we will clarify the role of N in this analysis. If O was a fundamental field, the
fact that its three-point correlator is non-vanishing would imply that O interacts with some
effective cubic vertex. Since, (11.45) is of order N− 1

2 , the associated coupling constant is
of order N− 1

2 . Similarly, the four-point correlator (11.46) has a non-trivial connected part,
which corresponds to a theory of a fundamental field O with effective cubic couplings of
order N− 1

2 and quartic couplings of order N−1. Thus, by going from the fundamental free
fields φa to their bilinears, one effectively generates correlators of an interacting theory with
N− 1

2 playing the role of an effective coupling constant. Moreover, once the CFT correlators
are reinterpreted as the AdS scattering amplitudes, N− 1

2 also plays the role of the bulk
coupling constant, g ∼ N− 1

2 .

– 96 –



11.4 Remarks and further reading

Having defined the S-matrix of the higher-spin theory in AdS, one may ask a couple of
natural questions, suggested by our flat space analysis, in particular: how one can define
the action of the bulk theory once its S-matrix is known, whether the higher-spin S-matrix
in AdS corresponds to a local theory, what is the analytic structure of this S-matrix etc.?
Detailed answers to these questions go well beyond the scope of the present course. We will
still briefly review the existing results. For a more detailed review, see [42] and references
therein.

Answering the first question, the bulk action can be reconstructed from the CFT corre-
lators up to the freedom of field redefinitions. The associated procedure closely mimics the
flat space discussion of section 9.2, in which every flat-space object should be replaced with
its AdS counterpart: for external lines one uses the bulk-to-boundary propagators instead
of plane waves42, the propagators get replaced with the AdS space Green functions with the
properly set boundary conditions, etc. Despite the fact that conceptually the procedure of
reconstruction of the action from amplitudes in the AdS space remains the same as in flat
space, at the technical level it becomes more tedious. Because of that, in practice, it is hard
to reconstruct the bulk action beyond the cubic order [115, 116] with only some partial and
implicit results available at higher orders [117]. Dealing with the action in the AdS space is
further complicated by the fact that the AdS covariant derivative do not commute. Because
of that the very same action can be presented in different forms, which are not manifestly
equal to each other. This difficulty becomes especially challenging when one has to deal
with infinitely many derivatives, which is what one encounters in the higher-spin case.

Due to these technical difficulties, the direct analysis of locality of the holographic
higher-spin theory, based on its action, becomes a formidable task. A more feasible ap-
proach to address this question is based on the analysis of the analytic structure of ampli-
tudes, which are readily provided by the boundary theory. Pretty much like in flat space,
see section 9.2, analytic properties of AdS amplitudes for local contact diagrams and for
exchanges are different. Using this knowledge, one may try to establish whether the quartic
vertex in the holographic higher-spin theory is local or its amplitude, rather, behaves as
it comes from the exchange diagram. In practice, one finds that holographic higher-spin
amplitudes are not analytic, but rather of a distributional type [118–121]. Due to that, it is
not quite clear whether the usual connection between locality and analytic properties can
be applied in the higher-spin case. Still, it does not seem possible that such amplitudes can
be produced from a conventional local action [120].

In this section we focused on the holographic duality, which features higher-spin theories
in the bulk and free scalars on the boundary. In the same way one can define a bulk higher-
spin theory by replacing scalars with another singleton representation – the spin-12 fermion.
One may then wonder whether other conformal theories can be used to construct higher-
spin amplitudes in a similar manner. In this respect an important result was proven in
[122], where it was shown that a 3d conformal field theory with at least one conserved

42Here by plane waves we mean, essentially, eipx, which in flat space contribute through the Fourier
transform.
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higher-spin current is necessarily either a theory of a free scalar or a free spin-12 fermion.
Its extension to higher dimensions can be found in [68, 123]. These results are naturally
regarded as the AdS counterparts of the Coleman-Mandula theorem with the important
difference that higher-spin scattering in the AdS space is not ruled out completely, instead,
it is almost uniquely fixed by symmetries. It is worth mentioning that these results can be
extended to the case of the so-called slightly-broken higher-spin symmetry [124], for which
the boundary theories are interacting and conservation of higher-spin currents holds up to
terms of the special type.

Finally, we would like to mention an alternative version of the bulk reconstruction
procedure, which works at the level of partition functions. Namely, by changing the variables
in the path integral from the boundary field φ(x) to the bi-local field φ(x)φ(y) and properly
extending the latter to the bulk, one obtains a candidate partition function for the bulk
higher-spin theory [125].

12 Frame-like approach and Chern-Simons theories

We will start this section by reviewing another approach to higher-spin gauge fields. Un-
like the description used above, which involved fields that should be rather regarded as
higher-spin generalisations of the metric, the frame-like formalism utilises fields which are
reminiscent of the Yang-Mills connections. This formalism can be viewed as a higher-spin
extension of the geometric ideas behind the Yang-Mills theory and the Cartan formulation
of gravity. The frame-like approach is extensively used in the higher-spin literature and,
in particular, serves as the important ingredient of the Vasiliev theories. Besides that, the
frame-like formalism allows one to rephrase the three-dimensional gravity as a Chern-Simons
theory, which then has a natural extension to higher spins.

12.1 The Cartan gravity

We will start by briefly reviewing the Cartan43 gravity. For more comprehensive review on
the topic, see [8, 126].

12.1.1 Geometry

Instead of using the standard basis for tangent vectors, ∂µ, which one does in General
Relativity, one can pick any other basis in the tangent space. Let the transition matrices
between the new basis and the coordinate basis be eµ|a. Then, for a vector A, its components
in the coordinate basis Aµ are related to those in the new basis Aa via

Aa = eµ|
aAµ, Aµ = (e−1)µ|aA

a, (12.1)

where e−1 is inverse of e. Analogous manipulations can be done with forms and tensors
involving both vector and form indices.

In Cartan’s approach, in addition, one requires that

gµν = eµ|
aeν|

bηab, ηab = (e−1)µ|a(e
−1)ν|bgµν , (12.2)

43It is often referred to as the Cartan-Weyl gravity.
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which means that the local basis is chosen so that the metric in it is Minkowskian. Condition
(12.2) does not fix the basis e uniquely. Indeed, if the metric is η for some basis e, the same
applies to other bases that differ from e by Lorentz transformations. These Lorentz trans-
formations can be performed independently at every point of space-time. Field-theoretically
speaking, this means that when passing from g to e viewed as dynamical fields, we earn
an additional local Lorentz symmetry. One can loosely describe (12.2) by saying that the
field e is the square root of the metric with the local Lorentz symmetry being an irrelevant
phase.

One of the main motivations to choose the local basis with the Minkowskian metric
is that it allows one to extend the defining relation of the Clifford algebra, {γb, γa} = ηab,
to the curved space. To this end, one simply replaces γa → γµ ≡ eµ|

aγa, which leads to
{γµ, γν} = gµν . This, in turn, allows one to couple fermions to gravity. Strictly speaking,
from this perspective one does not quite need e alone as it appears only in combination
e · γ.

Each metric – g and η – can be used to raise/lower its own type of indices according
to the standard rules. Moreover, it can be checked that

(e−1)µ|a = ηabg
µνeν|

b. (12.3)

In other words, the inverse transformation matrix e−1 can be obtained from e by simply
raising/lowering indices. Because of that, e differs from e−1 only by the position of indices
and we will use the same symbol, e, for both of them. Transformation matrix e is called the
frame field, the soldiering form, the tetrad or even the zweibein, the dreibein, the vierbein,
etc. in special dimensions.

The covariant derivative can be straightforwardly rewritten in the local Lorentz basis.
For example, for a vector field one has

∂µv
b + ωµ|

b
cv

c ≡ ∇µv
b = eν|

b∇µv
ν = eν|

b∇µ(e
ν|
cv

c), (12.4)

where we introduced the spin-connection ω, which is just the standard Yang-Mills-like
connection responsible for the parallel transport of tangent vectors in the local Lorentz
basis. Equation (12.4) is just the requirement of consistency of the covariant derivatives in
the coordinate and local Lorentz bases. It is not hard to see that it is equivalent to the
requirement that e is covariantly constant, when both world and local Lorentz indices are
parallel transported with the appropriate connection

∇νeµ|
a = ∂νeµ|

a − Γν
ρ
µeρ|

a + ων|
a
beµ|

b = 0. (12.5)

Besides that, covariant constancy of the metric in the local Lorentz basis – which follows
from the analogous property in the coordinate basis – entails

0 = ∇νηab = ∂νηab − ων|
c
aηcb − ων|

c
b = −(ων|ba + ων|ab), (12.6)

hence, the spin connection is antisymmetric in the last two indices. To highlight this
property we will separate the fibre indices of ω with a comma, ων|ab → ων|a,b.
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Considering that Γν
ρ
µ = Γµ

ρ
ν , we find from (12.5)

Tνµ|
a ≡ ∇νeµ|

a −∇µeν|
a = ∂νeµ|

a − ∂µeν|a + ων|
a,
beµ|

b − ωµ|
a,
beν|

b = 0. (12.7)

In this equation ω is a rank-three tensor which is antisymmetric in two indices. The same
refers to T , which is called torsion. This means that there are as many equations (12.7)
as components of ω, which allows one to express ω as a function of e and its derivatives.
In other words, in the same way as in the usual General Relativity the affine connection is
completely fixed in terms of the metric, in the Cartan gravity the spin connection is also
fixed once the frame field is specified.

Exercise 63 Denoting

nνµ|ρ ≡ ∂νgµρ − ∂µgνρ, (12.8)

(12.7) becomes

nνµ|ρ = ωµ|ρ,ν − ων|ρ,µ. (12.9)

Solve (12.9) for ω keeping in mind (12.6).

For the connection ω one naturally defines the associated Yang-Mills-like curvature
tensor

[∇µ,∇ν ]v
a ≡ Rµν|

a,
bv

b (12.10)

and the explicit computation gives

Rµν|
a,
b = ∂µων|

a
b − ∂νωµ|

a
b + ωµ|

a
cων|

c
b − ων|

a
cωµ|

c
b. (12.11)

Considering consistency of covariant derivatives in the coordinate and the local Lorentz
bases (12.4), defining relation (12.10) for R and the analogous formula for the Riemann
tensor, we find that R is nothing but the Riemann curvature tensor with the indices properly
converted with the frame field

Rµν|
a,
b = eλ|

aeρ|bRµν|
λ,
ρ. (12.12)

The formalism of the Cartan gravity can be somewhat streamlined using the language
of differential forms. For example, (12.7) and (12.11) can be rewritten as

T = dea − ebωab, Rab = dωab + ωa
cω

cb, (12.13)

where ω and e are 1-forms, R and T are 2-forms, all products are understood as wedge
products and d is the de Rham differential. In the reminder of this section we will use the
language of differential forms extensively.
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12.1.2 Action

Using the geometric objects that we have just introduced, the Einstein-Hilbert action

SEH =

∫
ddx
√
−gR (12.14)

can be rewritten in the Cartan-Weyl form

SCW =
1

(d− 2)!

∫
Rabec3 . . . ecdϵabc3...cd , (12.15)

where ϵ is the totally antisymmetric Levi-Civita tensor, see appendix A for conventions. To
show this, let us first write the form indices and differentials explicitly

(d− 2)!SCW =
1

2

∫
Rµν|

a,beλ3|
c3 . . . eλd|

cdϵabc3...cddx
µdxνdxλ3 . . . dxλd

=
1

2

∫
Rkl|

a,beµ|
keν|

leλ3|
c3 . . . eλd|

cdϵabc3...cddx
µdxνdxλ3 . . . dxλd

=
σ

2

∫
Rkl|

a,beµ|
keν|

leλ3|
c3 . . . eλd|

cdϵabc3...cdϵ
µνλ3...λdddx.

(12.16)

In the last line the factor of σ appeared due to differences between the Levi-Civita symbol
with upper and lower indices in the Lorentzian signature, (A.3), (A.5). Next, we use the
identity (A.6), which leads to

(d− 2)!SCW =
σ

2

∫
Rkl|

a,bdet[e]ϵabc3...cdϵ
klc3...cdddx. (12.17)

Then, employing (A.7) we obtain

SCW =

∫
Rkl|

a,bdet[e]δ[ka δ
l]
b d

dx. (12.18)

Since
det[g] = det2[e]det[η], (12.19)

we have
det[e] =

√
−g. (12.20)

Finally, evaluating the trace in (12.18), we obtain

SCW =

∫ √
−gRddx. (12.21)

In a similar manner one can introduce the cosmological term

SΛ = −2Λ

d!

∫
ea1 . . . eadϵa1...ad . (12.22)

Therefore, the Einstein-Hilbert action with the cosmological term when written in the
Cartan-Weyl form reads

SCW + SΛ =
1

(d− 2)!

∫
Rabec3 . . . ecdϵabc3...cd −

2Λ

d!

∫
ea1 . . . eadϵa1...ad . (12.23)
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Being written in terms of differential forms, this action has manifest diffeomorphism
invariance. Under infinitesimal local Lorentz transformations we have

δea = −λa,beb, δωa,b = dλa,b + ωa,
cλ

c,b + ωb,
cλ

a,c ≡ ∇λa,b. (12.24)

In other words, e transforms as a vector, while ω transforms as a local Lorentz connection.
The standard Yang-Mills analysis then implies that R (12.11) transforms in the adjoint
representation of the local Lorentz algebra or, equivalently, as the antisymmetric rank-two
tensor, which is also consistent with its index structure. Considering that in (12.17) and
(12.22) all local Lorentz indices are contracted covariantly, we conclude that these terms
are manifestly invariant with respect to the local Lorentz symmetry.

Since (12.23) is equivalent to the matter free Einstein-Hilbert action with the cosmo-
logical constant, it leads to the equivalent dynamics. Moreover, similarly to the Einstein-
Hilbert action, (12.23) can be treated in two different ways. The more standard way is to
regard ω and e as two independent dynamical fields. Then, by varying with respect to ω
one finds the zero-torsion condition (12.7)

δ(SCW + SΛ)

δω
= 0 ⇔ T = 0. (12.25)

In turn, by varying with respect to e one finds,

δ(SCW + SΛ)

δe
= 0 ⇔

(
Rµν|

a,b +
1

l2
eµ|

aeν|
b

)
eµ|a = 0, (12.26)

where we assumed that the frame field is invertible. Then, (12.25) is to be used to eliminate
ω in terms of e and ∂e, while (12.26) gives the matter free Einstein equations in the
AdS space. This approach is analogous to the Palatini approach to gravity, in which the
metric and the affine connection are viewed as independent fields. Alternatively, one can
immediately regard ω as a function of e and ∂e such that the torsion is zero. Then, (12.23)
is the two-derivative action for a single dynamical field e. The approach of rewriting a
second-derivative action as a first-derivative one by introducing auxiliary fields is analogous
to the Hamiltonian formalism in classical mechanics.

Note that in the first-derivative form action (12.17) is at most d-linear in fields. On the
contrary, once ω is eliminated, the action features the inverse of e, which upon decompo-
sition around a background leads to an infinite series in fluctuations. For this reason, the
first order form of the action can be useful if one wants to avoid an infinite tail of vertices.
Moreover, let us note that once ω is eliminated, (12.23) can no longer be written in terms
of differential forms.

12.1.3 Linearised Cartan gravity in flat space

Before going to free higher-spin theories in the frame-like formulation, let us consider how
linearised gravity works. We start from action (12.15) and consider its perturbations around
the flat background. For simplicity we consider the Minkowski space in the Cartesian
coordinates

dh = 0, υ = 0, (12.27)
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where h and υ are the background values of e and ω respectively. Substituting

e→ h+ e, ω → υ + ω (12.28)

into (12.17) and keeping only the terms which are not more than quadratic in fluctuations,
we find

S = (d− 2)

∫
dωa,bechn4 . . . hndϵabcn4...nd

+

∫
ωa,cωc

,bhn3 . . . hndϵabn3...nd
, (12.29)

where we denoted S = (d− 2)!SCW .

Exercise 64 Reproduce this.

Our next goal is to bring this expression into a more convenient form. For the first
term we will integrate d by parts. For the second term we will use the fact that anti-
symmetrization over d + 1 lower indices a, b, c, n3, . . . , nd is zero, which allows us to
write

S = (d− 2)

∫ (
dea − 1

2
hmω

a,m

)
ωb,chn4 . . . hndϵabcn4...nd

. (12.30)

Exercise 65 Reproduce this.

Action (12.30) has an obvious symmetry

δea = dξa, (12.31)

which follows from the fact that e enters only via de. Besides that, it has the linearised
Lorentz symmetry (12.24)

δea = −hmλa,m, δωa,b = dλa,b. (12.32)

Checking this explicitly, we find

δλS =
d− 2

2

∫
(hmdλ

a,mωb,c − hmωa,mdλb,c)hn4 . . . hndϵabcn4...nd
. (12.33)

To see that this is zero use again the fact that antisymmetrization on all lower Lorentz
indices vanishes.

Exercise 66 Check that (12.33) is, indeed, zero.

We already showed that the Cartan-Weyl action reproduces the Einstein-Hilbert one
at full non-linear level. This, of course, implies that their linearisations agree. Still, to get
acquainted with the features of the frame-like formalism before going to the higher-spin
case, we would like to show that the Cartan-Weyl action upon linearisation is equivalent to
the spin-2 Fronsdal theory.

To see this, we first vary (12.30) with respect to ω, which gives

δS

δω
= 0 ⇔ T a ≡ dea − hmωa,m = 0. (12.34)
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This allows one to eliminate ω in terms of de and leaves us with the second-derivative theory
of e.

Next, one notices that out of the three irreducible Lorentz components of e

Y(1)⊗ Y(1) = Y(2)⊕ Y(1, 1)⊕ Y(0), (12.35)

the antisymmetric one can be gauged away via the algebraic λ symmetry (12.32). The
remaining components of e can be combined into a traceful symmetric rank-2 tensor, which
is the same dynamical field as in the Fronsdal formalism

φaa = ea|a. (12.36)

Moreover, the remaining symmetry is given by (12.31), which reproduces the Fronsdal’s
gauge symmetry transformation. By uniqueness of the action with this set of fields and
gauge symmetries, one argues equivalence of (12.30) and the spin-2 Fronsdal theory.

To finish the analysis of the action, we vary with respect to the frame field

δS

δe
= 0 ⇔ dωa,b

∣∣∣
Y(2)⊕Y(0)

= 0, (12.37)

where the projection is enforced by contraction with non-trivial components of e, (12.36).
More explicitly, this projection amounts to the trace

∂aωc|
a,b(∂e)− ∂cωa|

a,b(∂e) = 0. (12.38)

Here we use ω(∂e) to emphasise that ω is understood to be expressed in terms of first
derivatives of e via (12.34). Equation (12.38) is another form of the Fronsdal equation for
spin 2. Equivalently, (12.38) says that the trace of the linearised Riemann tensor is zero.

Linearisation of the Cartan gravity with the cosmological term around the (A)dS back-
ground goes along the same lines.

12.1.4 Cartan gravity vs Yang-Mills theory

In the previous discussion we already noticed some similarities between the Cartan form of
gravity and the Yang-Mills theories. Here we will make this similarity more manifest.

To start, let us redefine our generators of the (A)dS algebra (4.10), so that i’s are
avoided

[P̂a, P̂b] =
1

l2
Ĵab, [P̂a, Ĵbc] = 2ηa[bP̂c]

[Ĵab, Ĵcd] = 2ηa[cĴd]b − 2ηb[cĴd]a,
(12.39)

where
P = −iP̂ , J = −iĴ . (12.40)

We would like to show that the Cartan gravity (12.23) has some features of the Yang-Mills
theory with the symmetry algebra (12.39). The cosmological constant Λ in (12.23) and the
AdS radius l in (12.39) should be identified as in (4.3).
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As the Yang-Mills analogy suggests, we combine the frame field and the spin connection
into a single connection on a principal bundle with gauge algebra (12.39)

A = e+ ω ≡ eaP̂a +
1

2
ωa,bĴa,b. (12.41)

In the same way, we combine gauge parameters

ε = ξ + λ ≡ ξaP̂a +
1

2
λa,bĴa,b. (12.42)

Then, the Yang-Mills gauge transformation law for connections

δA = dε+ [A, ε] (12.43)

after decomposition into P and J components leads to

δe = ∇ξ + [e, λ],

δω = ∇λ+ [e, ξ].
(12.44)

Exercise 67 Check this.

Exercise 68 Starting from (12.44), substitute e, ω, ξ and λ from (12.41), (12.42) in terms
of components ea, ωa,b, ξa and λa,b. Evaluating the commutators with (12.39) find the
transformations of the component fields.

It is straightforward to see that λ-transformations in (12.44) reproduce Lorentz trans-
formations of the non-linear Cartan gravity (12.24). Moreover, considering the flat space
case, l → ∞, and linearising ξ-transformation around the flat background, we reproduce
the ξ-symmetry of the linearised Cartan gravity (12.31). The analogous statement is also
true for linearisation around the AdS background.

Proceeding with the Yang-Mills analogy, we also define the Yang-Mills field strength

F = dA+
1

2
[A,A] = T aP̂a +

1

2

(
Ra,b +

1

l2
eaeb

)
Ĵa,b. (12.45)

One can see that F = 0 describes the AdS space of radius l. From this point of view, the
AdS space can be regarded as the vacuum solution of (12.23).

Exercise 69 Show that T a and Ra,b appearing in (12.45) are, indeed, the torsion and the
curvature defined earlier (12.13).

It is important to stress, however, that the ξ-transformations (12.44) do not give sym-
metries of the non-linear Cartan gravity in d ≥ 4. Indeed, considering the flat space case
for simplicity, we find that

δξS = (d− 2)

∫
Ra,b∇ξc3 . . . ecdϵabc3...cd

= −(d− 2)

∫
∇Ra,bξc3ec4 . . . ecdϵabc3...cd − (d− 2)(d− 3)

∫
Ra,bξc3T c4 . . . ecdϵabc3...cd .

(12.46)
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Exercise 70 Show that

∇ϵa[d] = 0. (12.47)

Keeping in mind the Bianchi identity

∇Ra,b = 0, (12.48)

we find that

δξS = −(d− 2)(d− 3)

∫
Ra,bξc3T c4 . . . ecdϵabc3...cd . (12.49)

Thus, indeed, for d ≥ 4, local translations ξ do not generate symmetries of the Cartan
action.

To summarise, we can see that the Cartan formulation of gravity has some features of
the Yang-Mills theory with the symmetry algebra being the isometry of its vacuum solution.
In particular, the dynamical fields can be naturally combined into a Yang-Mills connection
gauging the respective isometry. Moreover, the associated Yang-Mills field strength natu-
rally combines the torsion and the the curvature of the Cartan gravity. At the same time,
only the Lorentz part of the Yang-Mills theory is a symmetry of the Cartan-Weyl action at
the non-linear level, while local translations are symmetries only of the linearised theory.
Accordingly, the Cartan gravity is not the Yang-Mills theory gauging the isometry of its
vacuum. This quite obviously follows from the fact that the action (12.23) does not have
the Yang-Mills form.

12.2 Frame-like approach to higher-spin fields

In this section we will explain how the Cartan formulation of gravity can be extended to free
higher-spin theories in flat [127] and the AdS spaces [128, 129]. This approach is usually
referred to as the frame-like formalism.

12.2.1 Flat space

As in the linearised Cartan gravity case, we will aim for a 1-derivative action, which involves
two dynamical fields and which is formulated in terms of differential forms. The key feature
of the Fronsdal action is that it has a differential gauge symmetry with the parameter
ξa(s−1) being traceless and symmetric. From the linearised gravity example we learned that
this symmetry can be easily achieved if the action contains a 1-form field ea(s−1), which is
also traceless and symmetric on the local Lorentz indices and enters into the action as de
only. The associated gauge symmetry reads

δea(s−1) = dξa(s−1). (12.50)

The higher-spin frame field e besides explicit Lorentz indices also has one implicit form
index. Converting the form index to the local Lorentz basis via the background frame field
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and decomposing the resulting representation of the local Lorentz algebra into irreducible
components, we find44

e : Y(s− 1)⊗ Y(1) = Y(s)⊕ Y(s− 1, 1)⊕ Y(s− 2). (12.51)

Indeed, the form index can be either symmetrized with the Lorentz ones

ea|a(s−1) → Y(s) (12.52)

or properly antisymmetrized so that the resulting tensor has the hook-type Young symmetry

eb|a(s−1) − ea|a(s−2)b → Y(s− 1, 1). (12.53)

These tensors, however, do not give irreducible representation of the Lorentz algebra, as
these have non-vanishing traces. Projecting them out, we obtain the first two terms on the
right-hand side of (12.51). Traces themselves, which are both proportional to

em|
a(s−2)m → Y(s− 2) (12.54)

give the last term in (12.51). In summary, the extra box can be added to Y(s − 1) either
into the first or into the second row or, it can also cancel one box from the original diagram.

In the following we will assume that tensor products are computed as in this example,
that is by studying various options of adding new boxes to a Young diagram and then
taking all possible traces. A general algorithm for computing the tensor product of two
irreducible representations of gl(d) associated with given Young diagrams is given by the
so-called Littlewood-Richardson rule, which is hard to clearly formulate, let alone to prove.
Moreover, to take into account trace constraints one needs additional considerations. We
do not review the systematics of tensor product here and refer the interested reader to [3]
and references therein. Evaluation of tensor products of Young diagrams in some simple
cases can be found in [8].

Returning to the discussion of the dynamical fields in the frame-like approach we note
that the first and the third terms on the right-hand side of (12.51) can be naturally combined
into a double-traceless rank-s field φ from the Fronsdal approach

φa(s) = ea|a(s−1). (12.55)

The second component on the right-hand side of (12.51) is absent in the Fronsdal formalism.
As in the case of the linearised gravity, we may get rid of this component by requiring the
presence of an algebraic Lorentz-like symmetry that acts on e as follows

δea(s−1) = −hmλa(s−1),m, (12.56)

where λ is traceless and has the Young symmetry of type Y(s−1, 1). The linearised gravity
case suggests that this symmetry comes together with the spin-connection-like 1-form

δωa(s−1),b = dλa(s−1),b. (12.57)
44We would like to remind the reader that we use notation Y to highlight the fact that in addition to

possessing the Young symmetry a tensor is also traceless. Tensors possessing only Young symmetries and
not satisfying any trace constraints are denoted Y.
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Having settled with the set of dynamical fields and gauge symmetries, we proceed to the
action. Its structure is fixed by a couple of considerations. To start, it should schematically
be of the form deω + ω2, so that after solving for ω we have a second order action for e.
Focusing on the deω term, which is a 3-form, to obtain a d-form, which would make the
result suitable for integration over the d-dimensional space, we need to multiply deω with
d− 3 copies of the background frame field h. Since h’s are 1-forms, their wedge product is
antisymmetric, which antisymmetrizes Lorentz indices that h’s carry. To form an action,
which is a Lorentz scalar, these indices should be contracted in a Lorentz-covariant manner.
The only way to do that is, similarly to the linearised gravity case, to contract the indices
carried by h’s with the Levi-Civita tensor.

The remaining three indices of the Levi-Civita tensor should be contracted with de and
ω. Considering that these Lorentz indices are antisymmetric, there is the only way to make
this contraction non-trivial: one index gets contracted with e, while the other two should
be contracted with two indices in different rows of the two-row Young diagram carried by
ω. The remaining indices of e and ω should be contracted between each other, which, can
be done in a unique way. This fixes the form of the deω term up to an overall factor.

In a similar manner one fixes the ω2 term. The relative factor between the two terms
is inessential and can be fixed from the requirement that the action has the symmetry as
in (12.56), (12.57) without any prefactors. The resulting action reads

S =

∫ (
deaf(s−2) − 1

2
hmω

af(s−2),m

)
ωb

f(s−2),
chn4 . . . hndϵabcn4...nd

. (12.58)

Exercise 71 Show that (12.58) is gauge invariant with respect to (12.56), (12.57).

Now we would like to show the equivalence of (12.58) and the spin-s Fronsdal action. It
was already explained that e once its hook component is removed by an algebraic gauge shift
(12.56) can be identified with the off-shell field of the Fronsdal formulation and, moreover,
gauge symmetry (12.50) reproduces gauge transformation from the Fronsdal theory. It only
remains to show that ω does not propagate additional degrees of freedom.

To see that, we consider the action variation with respect to ω

δS

δω
= 0 ⇔ T a(s−1)

∣∣∣
Π(ω)

= 0, (12.59)

where
T a(s−1) ≡ dea(s−1) − hmωa(s−1),m (12.60)

is the higher-spin counterpart of the linearised torsion (12.34). In (12.59) a vertical bar
followed by Π(ω) implies that the argument should be projected into Young symmetries
present in ω. This projection is enforced by the fact that (12.59) was obtained by varying the
action with respect to ω and this way one may only get as many equations as components
ω features.

To be more precise, considering that T is a two form, on top of s−1 symmetric Lorentz
indices, it also has two antisymmetric form indices. Converting them to the same basis
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and performing the tensor product, we find that T has the following Lorentz-irreducible
components

T : Y(1, 1)⊗ Y(s− 1) = Y(s, 1)⊕ Y(s− 1, 1, 1)⊕ Y(s− 1)⊕ Y(s− 2, 1). (12.61)

Similarly, for ω, being a 1-form, we obtain

ω : Y(1)⊗Y(s−1, 1) = Y(s, 1)⊕Y(s−1, 2)⊕Y(s−1, 1, 1)⊕Y(s−1)⊕Y(s−2, 1). (12.62)

Comparing (12.61) and (12.62), we find that all components of T are present in ω. This
implies that projection in (12.59) is, in fact, trivial and one has

T ≡ dea(s−1) − hmωa(s−1),m = 0. (12.63)

Zero-torsion constraint is now to be used to express ω in terms of de. This is, however,
possible only for those components of ω in (12.62) that are also present in T , (12.61). By
comparing these two decompositions, one can see that ω has an extra component of shape
Y(s, 2), which, therefore is not an auxiliary field in the sense that it cannot be expressed in
terms of de via (12.63). To see this more explicitly, we note that this extra component can
be written as

ωa(s−1),b
e = −hnτa(s−1),bn. (12.64)

Plugging this into (12.63), one can see that ωe is, in fact, annihilated by contraction with
hm or, in other words, it does not contribute to (12.63).

This issue is resolved by noting that

δωa(s−1),b = −hnτa(s−1),bn (12.65)

is a symmetry of the action (12.58), so ωe can be gauged away. To see this we can vary
the action with respect to (12.65) and find that the variation is vanishing. Indeed, this
variation contains two terms: with ω varied inside the bracket and outside of it. The first
term vanishes because, as above, (12.65) is annihilated by contraction with hm inside the
bracket. Analogously, the second term with ω varied outside the bracket vanishes due to
the fact that similarly to T the bracket does not have the Y(s, 2) component, hence, it
cannot be contracted with τ Lorentz covariantly and non-trivially.

Therefore, we found that all components of the spin-connection-like field ω can be
either gauged away or are auxiliary fields, in the sense that these can be expressed in terms
of other fields via equations of motion. The remaining field, the frame-like field e, after
gauging away its hook-type component can be identified with the off-shell Fronsdal field
and transforms in the same way with respect to the remaining ξ symmetry (12.50). By the
uniqueness of the Fronsdal action we conclude its equivalence to (12.58).

For completeness, we give the schematic form of the variation of the action with respect
to e

δS

δe
= 0 ⇔ dωa(s−1),b

∣∣∣
Y(s)⊕Y(s−2)

= 0. (12.66)
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12.2.2 AdS space

In the AdS space one has

∇h = 0, ∇2na = − 1

l2
hahbn

b, (12.67)

where ∇ is the AdS covariant derivative, carrying a form index and n is an arbitrary
differential form with one Lorentz index. Free fields in the AdS space can be described
similarly to those in flat space with the only difference that derivatives no longer commute,
∇2 ̸= 0. This leads to the deformation of the action (12.58), which we will now present.

To start, we just replace the de Rham differential in (12.58) with the AdS covariant
derivative

S0 =

∫ (
∇eaf(s−2) − 1

2
hmω

af(s−2),m

)
ωb

f(s−2),
chn4 . . . hndϵabcn4...nd

. (12.68)

The action of Lorentz-like gauge symmetries is naturally deformed into

δea(s−1) = −hmλa(s−1),m, δωa(s−1),b = ∇λa(s−1),b. (12.69)

By varying (12.68) with respect to (12.69), we find that part of the variation vanishes as in
flat space, while

δλS0 =

∫
∇eaf(s−2)∇λbf(s−2),

chn4 . . . hndϵabcn4...nd
(12.70)

remains. Integrating ∇ by parts to make ∇2λ, using (12.47) and (12.67), we arrive to

δλS0 = −
1

R2

∫
eaf(s−2)

(
hbhmλ

m
f(s−2),

c + (s− 2)hfh
mλbmf(s−3),

c

+ hchmλ
b
f(s−2),

m
)
hn4 . . . hndϵabcn4...nd

.

(12.71)

Exercise 72 Show (12.71).

To compensate this non-invariance, we need to add other terms to the action. By
inspecting different options, that would suit natural requirements e.g. presence of not more
than two derivatives, we find the only suitable term to be

SΛ = α

∫
eaf(s−2)ebf(s−2)h

n3 . . . hndϵabn3...nd
, (12.72)

where α remains to be fixed. Its variation with respect to (12.69) gives

δλSΛ = −2α
∫
hmλ

af(s−2),mebf(s−2)h
n3 . . . hndϵabn3...nd

, (12.73)

Our goal now is to choose α so that (12.71) and (12.73) cancel each other.
To see that (12.71) and (12.73) can, indeed, cancel each other, one needs to do some

rather tedious manipulations that use Young symmetries of the fields and parameters as
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well as the fact that antisymmetrization of d+1 indices gives zero. To simplify this analysis
a bit, one may notice that only the component of e of the form

ea(s−1) = hpσ
a(s−1),p, (12.74)

can contribute to (12.71), (12.73). With e in the form (12.74) one can systematically
simplify (12.71), (12.73) using (A.6), (A.7) and reduce these expressions to contractions
between λ and σ.

Exercise 73 Use Young symmetry to show that

λa(s−1),bσa(s−2)b,a = − 1

s− 1
λa(s−1),bσa(s−1),b. (12.75)

Eventually, one finds that the total action is gauge invariant for

α =
1

l2
s(d+ s− 4)

2(d− 2)
. (12.76)

Exercise 74 Check this.

So far, we found that the action

S =

∫ (
∇eaf(s−2) − 1

2
hmω

af(s−2),m

)
ωb

f(s−2),
chn4 . . . hndϵabcn4...nd

+
1

l2
s(d+ s− 4)

2(d− 2)

∫
eaf(s−2)ebf(s−2)h

n3 . . . hndϵabn3...nd

(12.77)

is invariant with respect to Lorentz-like higher-spin symmetries (12.69). However, due to
the fact that ∇2 ̸= 0 it is not invariant under Fronsdal-like transformations

δea(s−1) = ∇ξa(s−1). (12.78)

To restore gauge invariance, we should require that ω transforms as well. Considering the
differential form degree of ω and its symmetry and trace properties on the local Lorentz
indices, this transformation should be of the form

δω = β(σ+ξ), (12.79)

where

(σ+ξ)
a(s−1),b ≡

(
hbξa(s−1) − haξa(s−2)b − s− 2

d+ s− 4
[hmξ

a(s−2)mηab − hmξa(s−3)mbηaa]
)
,

(12.80)
and β is the proportionality coefficient to be fixed.

Exercise 75 Show that the bracket on the right-hand side of (12.80) is traceless on any pair
of indices and has the Young symmetry associated with the index structure on the left-hand
side.
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After a rather tedious computation one finds that gauge invariance of (12.77) requires

β = − 1

l2
(s− 1)(d+ s− 4)

d− 2
. (12.81)

Thus, by properly deforming the action and gauge symmetries, we managed to make
the former gauge invariant under Lorentz-like symmetries and under Fronsdal-like gauge
transformations. Besides that, (12.77) is invariant under (12.65), which can be seen in the
exactly the same way as in flat space.

The analysis of the resulting theory also follows the same steps as in flat space. Namely,
by varying the action with respect to ω, we obtain the torsion-free constraint

T ≡ ∇ea(s−1) − hmωa(s−1),m = 0. (12.82)

It allows one to solve for all the components of ω in terms of ∇e except for those that
can be gauge away by (12.65). The Lorentz-like symmetry (12.69) is still used to gauge
away the hook-type part of e, which leaves us with the double-traceless and symmetric
field of the Fronsdal theory. Gauge symmetry (12.78) then reproduces Fronsdal’s gauge
transformations in the AdS space. By uniqueness of a theory with this field content and
symmetries we establish equivalence of (12.77) and the Fronsdal theory in the AdS space.

For completeness, we give the schematic form of the variation of the action with respect
to e

δS

δe
= 0 ⇔

(
∇ωa(s−1),b + β(σ+e)

) ∣∣∣
Y(s)⊕Y(s−2)

= 0. (12.83)

12.3 Chern-Simons theories

In this section we consider a particular case of d = 3 gravity and its extension to higher-spin
theories. This section follows [130], to which we refer the reader for further details.

In three dimensions the Cartan-Weyl action for gravity reads

SCW =
1

16πG

∫ (
eaRbc +

1

3l2
eaebec

)
ϵabc. (12.84)

A first major difference with the case of arbitrary dimension is that in d = 3 the local
translations are symmetries of the action, see (12.49). Thus, unlike in general dimensions,
in three dimensions, gravity can, indeed, be regarded as a gauge theory for the full isometry
of the vacuum.

Besides that, varying (12.84) we find

δS

δe
= 0 ⇔ R̃a,b ≡ Ra,b +

1

l2
eaeb = 0,

δS

δω
= 0 ⇔ T a = 0.

(12.85)

In general dimensions the first line of (12.85) contains a projector into the irreducible
components, carried by e, which results in the equation that only sets the trace of R̃ to
zero and thus gives the matter-free Einstein equations, see (12.26). However, in three
dimensions, the remaining – traceless – components carried by R̃ are automatically zero,
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due to the fact, that these are described by not allowed Young diagrams. Therefore, it is
only in d = 3 that equations of motion for the Cartan gravity give zero curvature conditions.

The latter fact suggests that the Cartan gravity in three dimensions can be rewritten
as the Chern-Simons theory. This is, indeed, the case and one has

SCW =
1

16πG

∫
tr

(
AdA+

2

3
AAA

)
, (12.86)

where the invariant trace is chosen to be45

tr(P̂aP̂b) = 0, tr(P̂aM̂bc) = ϵabc, tr(M̂abM̂cd) = 0 (12.87)

and A was defined in (12.41).
To further simplify the form of this theory, one may change variables as

ωa ≡ 1

2
ϵabcωb,c, Ĵa ≡ −

1

2
ϵabcĴ

bc. (12.88)

In these terms, the so(2, 2) commutation relations read

[P̂a, P̂b] =
1

l2
ϵabcĴ

c, [Ĵa, P̂b] = ϵabcP̂
c, [Ĵa, Ĵb] = ϵabcĴ

c. (12.89)

In other words, in 3d translations P̂ and Lorentz transformations Ĵ have the same number
of components and transform in the equivalent representations of the Lorentz algebra.

Furthermore, by going to

Aa
L = ωa +

1

l
ea, Aa

R = ωa − 1

l
ea, (12.90)

which corresponds to changing the generators to

TLa ≡
1

2
(Ĵa + lP̂a), TRa ≡

1

2
(Ĵa − lP̂a), (12.91)

we find that the commutation relations read

[TLa, TLb] = ϵabcT
c
L, [TRa, TRb] = ϵabcT

c
R, [TL, TR] = 0. (12.92)

This change of variables manifests the fact that so(2, 2) ∼ so(2, 1)L⊕so(2, 1)R ∼ sl(2,R)L⊕
sl(2,R)R. In terms of these new variables the action reads

S =
1

16πG

∫
tr

(
ALdAL +

2

3
ALALAL

)
− 1

16πG

∫
tr

(
ARdAR +

2

3
ARARAR

)
. (12.93)

45This trace is not unique, which follows from the fact that so(2, 2) ∼ sl(2,R)L ⊕ sl(2,R)L, see below.
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12.4 Higher-spin extensions

More generally, we can consider an action of the form (12.93) in which AL and AR are
connections of some algebra gL⊕gR instead of sl(2,R)L⊕sl(2,R)R. We would like to show
that this leads to some three-dimensional higher-spin gauge theories coupled to gravity.

Focusing first on gL we pick any of its sl(2,R) subalgebras and identify it with the grav-
itational sl(2,R)L. This sl(2,R)L acts on the remaining generators of gL, TL, schematically,
as follows

[TLa, TL] = TL. (12.94)

The Jacobi identity for gL then implies that gL forms a representation of sl(2,R)L with re-
spect to the adjoint action (12.94). This representation can be decomposed into irreducible
ones.

We will assume that these representations are finite-dimensional. All finite-dimensional
representations of so(2, 1) ∼ sl(2,R) are classified by s with 2s ∈ N and the dimension being
2s+1. For simplicity we will focus on representations with integer s. These can be realised
as traceless symmetric rank-(s−1) tensors TLa(s−1) of so(2, 1). The associated commutation
relations read

[TLa, TLb(s−1)] = (s− 1)ϵabcTLb(s−2)
c. (12.95)

We will now treat the components of the connection A
a(s−1)
L , associated with Ta(s−1),

as small fields over the gravitational background. The equations of motion for Aa(s−1)
L are

just the zero-curvature conditions, contributing to the Ta(s−1) sector. More specifically, we
find

0 = FL

∣∣∣
Ts

=

(
dAL +

1

2
[AL, AL]

) ∣∣∣
Ts

= dA
a(s−1)
L TLa(s−1) + [Ab

LTLb, A
c(s−1)
L TLc(s−1)] + . . . ,

(12.96)

where . . . refer to terms of the form Aa(s1−1)Aa(s2−1), with both s1 and s2 different from two,
which in the free field approximation are irrelevant. Applying (12.95) for the commutator,
we find the linearised equations to be

dA
a(s−1)
L + (s− 1)Ab

LA
ca(s−2)
L ϵbc

a = 0. (12.97)

Analogous considerations can be applied to the gR sector of the theory, which leads to

dA
a(s−1)
R + (s− 1)Ab

RA
ca(s−2)
R ϵbc

a = 0. (12.98)

Changing the variables as in the gravity case to

A
a(s−1)
L = ωa(s−1) +

1

l
ea(s−1), A

a(s−1)
R = ωa(s−1) − 1

l
ea(s−1) (12.99)

we can rewrite (12.97), (12.98) as

dωa(s−1) + (s− 1)vbωca(s−2)ϵbc
a +

s− 1

l2
hbeca(s−2)ϵbc

a = 0,

dea(s−1) + (s− 1)hbωca(s−2)ϵbc
a + (s− 1)vbeca(s−2)ϵbc

a = 0.
(12.100)
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Note that since we are interested only in the linearised equations, we replaced gravitational
fields with their background values (12.28).

Finally, we dualise ω’s in the Lorentz indices as

ωa(s−1) =
1

s
ϵabcωa(s−2)

b,c. (12.101)

New ω’s are traceless tensors with the Young symmetry Y(s− 1, 1). Thus, ω and e repro-
duce the field content of the frame-like formulation of linearised massless higher-spin fields
discussed in section (12.2).

Exercise 76 Show that (12.101) can be inverted as

ωa(s−1),b = −(s− 1)ϵdabωa(s−2)
d. (12.102)

It can be shown that equations (12.100) are equivalent to those following from (12.77).

Exercise 77 Show that
vbeca(s−2)ϵbc

a = va,ce
a(s−2)c, (12.103)

where va is related to va,b as different forms of the spin connection in (12.88).

This exercise implies that the first and the third terms on the left-hand side of the second
equation in (12.100) combine into ∇ea(s−1). Similarly, the first two terms on the left-hand
side of the first equation in (12.101) combine into ∇ωa(s−1).

Exercise 78 By substituting (12.101) show that

hbωca(s−2)ϵbc
a = − 1

s− 1
hbω

a(s−1),b. (12.104)

To get a differential equation for ωa(s−1),b from the first equation in (12.100), we need to
apply to the latter the operator on the right-hand side of (12.102). The third term then
leads to a contraction, that we evaluate in the following exercise.

Exercise 79 Show that

ϵdabhm
(
(s− 2)eca(s−3)

dϵmc
a + eca(s−2)ϵmcd

)
= (s− 1)(hbea(s−1) − haeba(s−2))− (s− 2)(hmea(s−2)

mη
ba − hmeba(s−2)

mη
aa).

(12.105)

Summing up, we find that (12.100) amounts to

∇ωa(s−1),b − (s− 1)2

R2
(σ+e)

a(s−1),b = 0,

∇ea(s−1) − hbωa(s−1),b = 0.

(12.106)

where σ+ for general dimension was defined in (12.80). As one can check, (12.106), indeed,
agrees with (12.82), (12.83) for general dimensions. It should be kept in mind, that the
projector present in (12.83) becomes trivial in three dimensions and, therefore, can be
dropped.
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To summarise, we found that the action (12.93), for rather general assumptions on g,
upon linearisation over the AdS background reproduces the direct sum of Fronsdal theories
in 3d. For this reason, theory (12.93) is naturally regarded as the higher-spin extension of
3d gravity. One should, however, keep in mind that neither graviton nor higher-spin fields
propagate in 3d. This follows from our general discussions on the representation theory of
the Poincare and so(d − 1, 2) groups: in 3d massless representations with s ≥ 2 carry no
degrees of freedom. This property is also a general feature of the Chern-Simons theories,
which in the topologically trivial case describe only pure gauge solutions.

Finally, we would like to make a general remark about the field choice. Namely, it
may be interesting to attempt to rewrite non-linear action (12.93) in terms of the Fronsdal
fields at the interacting level. Then, the torsion constraint becomes non-linear. As a result,
solving for ω becomes feasible only in perturbations. In practice, rewriting of (12.93) in
terms of Fronsdal fields has been carried out only to leading orders in interactions [131]
and the result does not display any apparent structures. In other words, it is only with the
Chern-Simons setting that one can write the action (12.93) in a closed and concise form.
In principle, one should expect that this phenomenon is pretty general: to be able to write
an interacting theory in a closed form one should be fortunate with the choice of fields.

12.5 Further reading

For gravity with the cosmological constant, one can strengthen its similarity with the Yang-
Mills theory by rewriting the gravity action in the form that involves the shifted curvature
(12.85) quadratically [132]. Moreover, one can make the local so(D− 1, 2) symmetry more
manifest by employing so(D − 1, 2) tensors [133].

The frame-like formalism for massless higher-spin theories was suggested in [127–129]
and then extended to many other setups. These include, for example, partially-massless
[134], massive and continuous spin symmetric fields [135–137] as well as massless mixed-
symmetry fields in flat space [138]. For massive fields of arbitrary symmetry the frame-like
action is not known, see, however, [139] for some particular cases. To the best of our
knowledge, in the AdS space the frame-like formulation is not known even for arbitrary
massless fields, see [140–142] for partial results. The frame-like formalism was also used to
construct cubic vertices for higher-spin fields of different types, see e.g. [102, 143–147].

The Chern-Simons description for massless higher-spin theories in 3d was suggested in
[148]. These theories attracted considerable attention recently in the holographic context
[149, 150]. Besides that, there is a proposal for a massless higher-spin theory in 3d extended
with propagating scalar degrees of freedom [151]. A holographic conjecture involving this
theory was suggested in [152], see [153] for review.

13 Light-cone deformation procedure and chiral theories

At the very beginning of section 3, when adapting UIR’s of the Poincare group to the field
theory setting we made a choice to make the Lorentz symmetry manifest by employing
Lorentz tensors. This lead us to gauge symmetry for massless fields: it was necessary to
argue away the excessive degrees of freedom that Lorentz tensors carry. In the following
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sections gauge symmetry served as a key principle that constrained interactions of massless
fields.

There are, however, alternative ways to deal with massless fields. Namely, to the
best of our knowledge, there is no argument that would require that Lorentz symmetry
should be realised in field theory in a manifest manner by employing tensor fields. For
massless theories, this implies that we do not have to introduce unwanted degrees of freedom
that come with Lorentz tensors and thereby we may avoid the difficulties related to gauge
invariance and maintaining it at non-linear level. There is, however, a price to pay: due to
the fact that Lorentz invariance is no longer manifest, it should be verified explicitly.

The process of going from the manifestly Lorentz-covariant gauge description to the
non-covariant description without gauge degrees of freedom can be, in general, described
as gauge fixing. When fixing a gauge in a known theory we arrive at an equivalent theory.
Similarly, one may expect that consistent interactions in a gauge theory are in one-to-one
correspondence with interactions in its gauge fixed counterpart. However, it turns out that
the relation between the two approaches to interactions is more subtle. The reason is that
field theory comes together with various additional requirements, such as locality, and these
may not map into each other identically upon fixing a gauge.

Below we will consider one example of such a non-manifestly Lorentz covariant ap-
proach, the light-cone gauge formalism. It is the simplest and most developed in the four-
dimensional Minkowski space, so we will focus on this case only. As we will see below, the
light-cone formalism allows one to construct additional consistent interactions of massless
fields already at the cubic order. Moreover, going further, it enables the construction of
chiral higher-spin theories, which can be regarded as higher-spin counterparts of the self-
dual Yang-Mills theory and self-dual gravity. This section mostly follows the review part
of [154].

13.1 Massless UIR’s in the light-cone gauge

For the purpose of this section, it will be convenient to define the Poincare algebra without
i factors, see (12.40)

[P̂ a, P̂ b] = 0,

[Ĵab, P̂ c] = P̂ aηbc − P̂ bηac,

[Ĵab, Ĵcd] = Ĵadηbc − Ĵbdηac − Ĵacηbd + Ĵbcηad.

(13.1)

In the rest of this section, hats will be systematically omitted.
In the light-cone coordinates

x+ =
1√
2
(x3 + x0), x− =

1√
2
(x3 − x0),

x =
1√
2
(x1 − ix2), x̄ =

1√
2
(x1 + ix2),

(13.2)

the metric reads
ds2 = 2dx+dx− + 2dxdx̄. (13.3)
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Accordingly, for the derivatives one has

∂− =
1√
2
(∂3 − ∂0), ∂+ =

1√
2
(∂3 + ∂0),

∂̄ ≡ ∂x̄ =
1√
2
(∂1 + i∂2), ∂ ≡ ∂x =

1√
2
(∂1 − i∂2).

(13.4)

We start by introducing an off-shell field, that transforms as

P aΦλ = ∂aΦλ,

JabΦλ = (xa∂b − xb∂a + Sab)Φλ,
(13.5)

where Sab is the spin part of the angular momentum. In the light-cone formalism one
requires

S+aΦλ = 0, Sab∂aΦ
λ = 0. (13.6)

Then, the first condition in (13.6) implies that the only non-trivial components of S are
given by Sxx̄, Sx− and Sx̄−. The second condition, in turn, allows one to express all these
components in terms of Sxx̄

Sx−Φλ = −Sxx̄ ∂

∂+
Φλ, Sx̄−Φλ = Sxx̄ ∂̄

∂+
Φλ (13.7)

with the latter given by
Sxx̄Φλ = −λΦλ. (13.8)

To put the field on-shell one imposes the standard equation of motion

∂a∂
aΦλ = 0. (13.9)

It can be shown that J and P defined above, indeed, generate the Poincare algebra.
Moreover, λ appearing in (13.9) is helicity. In appendix C we review how helicity is defined
and show that (13.8) is consistent with this definition. For the following discussion it will
be sufficient to know that the spin-s field is equivalent to a pair of fields with helicities ±s
with some extra reality conditions imposed.

13.2 Light-cone gauge for the Fronsdal theory

Above we demonstrated how massless representations in 4d flat space can be realised in
the light-cone formalism. This formalism is completely self-sufficient and does not require
connection to the Fronsdal approach to justify its consistency. Still, for completeness, in
this section we will demonstrate that the Lorentz-covariant approach of the Fronsdal theory
leads to the light-cone theory after gauge fixing. A basic and detailed discussion of the light-
cone gauge fixing for point particles, strings and lower-spin massless fields can be found in
[155]. In the following sections this connection will be used to compare the results for
higher-spin interactions in two formalisms.

The gauge fixing procedure starts by imposing

φ+a(s−1) = 0 (13.10)
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or, in other words, all components of the Fronsdal field with at least one ”+” index are
set to zero. It is not hard to see that this gauge can be achieved for all φ, except those
that satisfy ∂+φ = 0. Strictly speaking, solutions of ∂+φ = 0 make the original and the
gauged fixed theories inequivalent. Additional subtleties with these modes occur when we
use x+ as the time variable in the quantization context. For our purposes this issue will be
irrelevant. An interested reader can find related discussions in [156–161].

Exercise 80 Consider a massless spin-1 field in the Fourier space. Show that A+(p) = 0

can be achieved for all A except those with p+ = 0. Analogously, consider the spin-2 case
and show that h++ can be set to zero by properly adjusting ξ+ in the gauge transformation.
Then show that h+a = 0 can be achieved by adjusting the remaining components of ξa.

Next, we consider the Fronsdal equations (3.23) with two indices along ”+” direction,
while other indices being arbitrary. Due to the gauge choice (13.10), the only term that
survives is

∂+∂+φm
ma(s−2) ≈ 0. (13.11)

Again, we use the fact that ∂+ can be inverted, so (13.11) entails

φm
ma(s−2) ≈ 0. (13.12)

Let us introduce I, J , . . . that will only run over {x, x̄}. Then, (13.12) implies

φI
IJ(s−2) ≈ 0. (13.13)

It is not hard to see that traceless symmetric two-dimensional tensor φI(s) has only two
non-vanishing components, which will be denoted as

Φs ≡ φx(s), Φ−s ≡ φx̄(s). (13.14)

For real Fronsdal fields these are complex conjugate to each other.
Next, we consider the Fronsdal equation with one of the indices taking value ”+”.

Keeping in mind (13.12), we find

∂+∂mφ
ma(s−1) ≈ 0 ⇒ ∂mφ

ma(s−1) ≈ 0. (13.15)

Focusing on a’s with values in {x, x̄}, we obtain

∂+φ−I(s−1) + ∂Jφ
JI(s−1) ≈ 0 ⇒ φ−I(s−1) ≈ − ∂J

∂+
φJI(s−1). (13.16)

This implies that φ with a single index taking value ”-” can be expressed in terms of the
two fields we introduced in (13.14).

Analogously, considering (13.15) with one index taking value ”−”, while the remaining
being from the set {x, x̄}, we find

∂+φ−−I(s−2) + ∂Jφ
−JI(s−2) ≈ 0 ⇒ φ−−I(s−2) ≈ − ∂J

∂+
φ−JI(s−2). (13.17)
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By employing (13.16) we obtain

φ−−I(s−2) ≈
(
∂J
∂+

)2

φJJI(s−2), (13.18)

so φ’s with two indices taking value ”−” can also be expressed in terms of Φ±s.
Proceeding iteratively, we find that

φ−(n)I(s−n) ≈
(
− ∂J
∂+

)n

φJ(n)I(s−n). (13.19)

This shows that all components of the Fronsdal field that were not gauged away by (13.10)
can be expressed in terms of the two dynamical fields Φs and Φ−s.

Finally, we substitute φ expressed in terms of Φ±s into the Fronsdal action (3.16). Since
in the light-cone gauge the Fronsdal field is traceless (13.12) and divergenceless (13.15), only
the first term in (3.16) survives. This leads to

S = −
∫
d4x∂mΦ−s∂mΦs. (13.20)

Summing over spins, we find the action in a more symmetric form

S2 ≡
∫
d4xL2, L2 = −

1

2

∑
λ∈Z

∂aΦ
−λ∂aΦλ. (13.21)

We claim that fields Φ±s that we introduced in (13.14) define representations of he-
licities ±s from the previous section. In particular, it is trivial to see that upon variation
(13.20), indeed, gives (13.9). It is also straightforward to see that the tensor transformation
law for φ leads to

Sxx̄φx(s) = −sφx(s), Sxx̄φx̄(s) = sφx̄(s), (13.22)

which reproduces (13.8) with helicities ±s (13.14). The remaining conditions are some-
what harder to obtain, as some of the Lorentz transformations break the light-cone gauge,
hence, these should be accompanied with the compensating gauge transformations. This
computation can be carried out in a straightforward manner. Alternatively, one can notice
that the light-cone gauge (13.10) together with the vanishing divergence of the potentials
(13.15) entails (13.6), which, in turn, allows one to derive (13.7).

Exercise 81 Derive (13.6)-(13.8) for the spin-1 case from gauge fixing the spin-1 potential
as explained above.

In this section we reviewed how the light-cone gauge fixing procedure works for the
Fronsdal theory. Eventually, it results in a very simple action (13.20) and involves only two
off-shell fields Φ±s, reminiscent of scalar fields. It is worth stressing, however, that only Φ0

actually transforms as a scalar field, while fields with non-vanishing helicities have a more
non-trivial transformation rule given in the previous section.
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13.3 Poincare charges in free theory

Poincare symmetry of (13.20) despite being present is not manifest. For free fields, at least,
we know how Φλ transform and invariance of (13.20) can be explicitly checked. However,
when we proceed to the non-linear level, the transformation law may get deformed. Thus,
when constructing interactions, not only do we need to check that the action is Poincare
invariant, we also need to find a suitable deformation of field transformations under the
Poincare algebra. In this regard, the perturbative procedure for construction of interactions
in the light-cone gauge is reminiscent of the covariant deformation procedure, for which, we
had to find how the gauge transformations get deformed as well as to check that the action
is gauge invariant.

In practice Poincare invariance of the action will be implemented following the approach
suggested in [162]. Namely, using the Hamiltonian formalism to dynamics, we will first
identify the phase space of the theory – fields and the associated canonical momenta at fixed
time. The action of symmetries on this phase space can be realised via the Poisson/Dirac
bracket with charges – suitably chosen functions on the phase space. The fact that these
charges generate the Poincare algebra when acting on fields translates into the requirement
that the charges commute with the Poisson/Dirac bracket in the same way as the associated
generators of the Poincare algebra. At the non-linear level the charges may get deformed,
but Poincare invariance of the deformed theory implies that commutation relations between
them should remain the same.

Before proceeding to the non-linear level, we first need to identify the necessary struc-
tures in the free theory. To start, as we are going to use the Hamiltonian formalism we
need to define a space-time variable, which will be regarded as the Hamiltonian time. This
can be done in many different ways, though, satisfying the requirement that equal-time
surfaces serve as the Cauchy surfaces, in the sense that once the initial data is defined
on these surfaces, one can reproduce the fields in the whole space-time via the Hamilton
equations.

A notorious feature of the Hamiltonian formalism when applied to field theories is
that it breaks manifest Lorentz covariance. As we have already broken manifest Lorentz
covariance by imposing the light-cone gauge (13.10) and since it seems reasonable to reduce
manifest covariance breaking to the minimum, we will choose the Hamiltonian time as

t = x+. (13.23)

The remaining coordinates x⊥ = {x, x̄, x−} will be regarded as space coordinates. Note
that equal-time surfaces are then hyperplanes with one light-like direction, but not light-
cones. Due to that terminology ”light-cone approach” is somewhat unfortunate and some
authors refer to this formalism as the ”light-front” one. We will stick to ”light-cone” as it is
more typical in the higher-spin literature.

Considering that x+ is time, time derivatives are given by ∂− and, accordingly, the
canonical momenta are defined as

Πλ ≡ δL2

δ(∂−Φλ)
= −∂+Φ−λ. (13.24)
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The associated Poisson bracket is

[∂+Φλ(x⊥, x+),Φµ(y⊥, x+)]P = δλ+µ,0δ3(x⊥, y⊥), (13.25)

where δλ+µ,0 is the Kronecker delta, and the Hamiltonian is given by

H2 ≡
∑
λ∈Z

∫
d3x⊥(Πλ∂−Φλ − L2) =

∑
λ∈Z

∫
d3x⊥∂Φ−λ∂̄Φλ (13.26)

with the integral going over an equal-time surface.
The right-hand side of (13.24) does not involve time derivatives ∂−Φ and, thereby,

presents a constraint. It is analogous to a constraint for a point particle, that expresses
momentum as a function of coordinates only. This situation is a consequence of a theory
being linear in time derivatives. We will not review here the analysis of constraints, as it
is very standard. The end result in a given case is that the Poisson bracket (13.25) gets
replaced with the Dirac bracket

[∂+Φλ(x⊥, x+),Φµ(y⊥, x+)]D =
1

2
δλ+µ,0δ3(x⊥, y⊥), (13.27)

which can be written more conveniently as

[Φλ(x⊥, x+),Φµ(y⊥, x+)]D =
1

∂+x − ∂+y
δλ+µ,0δ3(x⊥, y⊥). (13.28)

The remaining aspects of the Hamiltonian formalism remain intact. In particular, the time
evolution is generated via the Dirac bracket with the Hamiltonian

∂−F (Φ) = [F (Φ), H2]D. (13.29)

For a field itself it gives

∂−Φλ(x) = −∂∂̄
∂+

Φλ(x), (13.30)

which, as it is not hard to see, is consistent with the variation of (13.21). Note that if the
Poisson bracket was not replaced with the Dirac one, in (13.30) we would have gotten an
extra factor of two. Below the lower index "D" for the Dirac bracket will be often omitted.

The action (13.21) is invariant with respect to the Poincare symmetry with the action
of generators defined in (13.5)-(13.8). Following the standard procedure, one identifies the
Noether currents

P i → T i,j =
∑
λ

δL2

δ(∂jΦλ)
∂iΦλ − ηijL2,

J ij → Lij,k = xiT j,k − xjT i,k +Rij,k,

(13.31)

where Rij,k is the spin current

Rij,k =
∑
λ

δL

δ(∂kΦλ)
SijΦλ. (13.32)
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Currents (13.31) define the associated Noether charges

Q2[P
i] =

∫
d3x⊥T i,+, Q2[J

ij ] =

∫
d3x⊥Lij,+, (13.33)

where the integral goes over an equal-time surface. For simplicity, we will choose this surface
to be x+ = 0. Explicitly, for charges (13.33) we find

Q2[P
i] = −

∑
λ

∫
d3x⊥∂+Φ−λpi2Φ

λ, Q2[J
ij ] = −

∑
λ

∫
d3x⊥∂+Φ−λjij2 Φλ, (13.34)

where

p+2 = ∂+, p−2 = −∂∂̄
∂+

, p2 = ∂, p̄2 = ∂̄,

j+−
2 = −x−∂+, jxx̄2 = x∂̄ − x̄∂ − λ,

jx+2 = x∂+, jx−2 = −x∂∂̄
∂+
− x−∂ + λ

∂

∂+
,

jx̄+2 = x̄∂+, jx̄−2 = −x̄ ∂∂̄
∂+
− x−∂̄ − λ ∂̄

∂+
.

(13.35)

To arrive to (13.35) we dropped terms that involve x+, as these anyway vanish on x+ = 0.

Exercise 82 Derive Q2[P
+] and Q2[P

−] starting from (13.31) for the respective Noether
currents.

These charges, when commuted with the field from the right, generate the Poincare
algebra action

[Φλ, Q2[P
i]] = pi2Φ

λ, [Φλ, Q2[J
ij ]] = jij2 Φλ. (13.36)

This, in particular, implies that they commute with each other the same way as the re-
spective symmetry generators. More explicitly, for two symmetry generators T1 and T2 one
has

[Q2[T1], Q2[T2]]D = Q2[[T1, T2]L], (13.37)

where [, ]L is the Lie algebra commutator. Note, however, that the action generated by
Q2[T ] is different from (13.5)-(13.8). This happens because we realised symmetries on a
phase space of the theory, given by Φ and Π at x+ = 0. This is why x+ dependence
dropped out. Besides that, generators that involve time derivatives are now realised on the
equal-time surface phase space with the two actions related by the Hamiltonian equations
of motion.

13.4 Interactions via the light-cone deformation procedure

In an interacting theory charges that generate symmetries may get deformed. For a sym-
metry generator T one has

Q[T ] ≡ Q2[T ] + δQ[T ] = Q2[T ] + gQ3[T ] + g2Q4[T ] + . . . , (13.38)
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where Q3 is cubic in fields, Q4 is quartic in fields, etc. We require that the Poincare
symmetry of the theory survives at the non-linear level. This implies that non-linear charges
(13.38) still generate the Poincare algebra or, in other words, that Q[T ] commute the same
way as T

[Q[T1], Q[T2]] = Q[[T1, T2]]. (13.39)

From the Hamiltonian formalism perspective, when deforming a theory with interac-
tion terms, we deform the Hamiltonian which, in turn, changes the time evolution. This
change has no effect on the way symmetries act on the phase space variables, unless these
symmetries leave the Cauchy surface and changes in the dynamics becomes relevant. An
example of a generator that leaves the Cauchy surface is time translations, which are gen-
erated by the Hamiltonian itself, which is, clearly, deformed once interactions are added.
Generators of this type are called Hamiltonians or dynamical generators and they all may
get deformed in the interacting theory. The remaining generators – those that leave the
Cauchy surface invariant – are called kinematical and do not receive any corrections46.

Exercise 83 Following the same steps that we used in the previous section to construct the
Poincare charges for the free higher-spin fields, compute Q[P 0], Q[P i] and Q[J0i] in scalar
theory

S =

∫
ddx

(
1

2
φ□φ+

g

6
φ3

)
(13.40)

with x0 taken as time. Make sure that only dynamical charges Q[P 0] and Q[J0i] receive
non-linear corrections.

With our choice of the Cauchy surface x+ = 0, the only generators transverse to it are
P−, Jx− and J x̄−. Therefore, these generators are dynamical and they will be collectively
denoted as D. The remaining generators are kinematical and they will be denoted K.
Accordingly, at the non-linear level one has

Q[K] = Q2[K]. (13.41)

The commutators of the Poincare algebra can be broken into classes depending on types
of generators they feature. The first type of commutators is of the form

[K1,K2] = K3. (13.42)

Since the kinematic generators do not receive corrections at the non-linear level, for these
generators (13.39) is automatically satisfied as a consequence of (13.37). Other two groups
of commutators are of the form

[K,D] = K, [K,D1] = D2. (13.43)

For them (13.39) leads to

[Q2[K], δQ[D]] = 0, [Q2[K], δQ[D1]] = δQ2[D2]. (13.44)
46There are some exotic theories in which kinematic generators receive corrections as well [7].
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These equations feature Q2[K], which are known, while unknown δQ[D] enter linearly. For
this reason, these constraints, called kinematical, can be immediately solved to all orders.
The most non-trivial type of commutators is of the form

[D1, D2] = 0 (13.45)

as it involves terms quadratic in δQ[D].
Eventually, once the solution to the consistency conditions (13.39) is found the action

of the theory is obtained from its Hamiltonian

H ≡ Q[P−] (13.46)

in the standard way

S =
∑
λ

[ ∫
d4xΠλ∂−Φλ

]
−
∫
dx+H. (13.47)

13.4.1 Kinematical constraints

With the general procedure to construct interactions settled, let us be more specific and
see what it leads to in practice. We will start by considering kinematical constraints.

To proceed further it will be convenient to Fourier transform transverse coordinates

Φ(x, x+) = (2π)−
3
2

∫
e+i(x−p++x̄p+xp̄)Φ(p, x+)d3p⊥,

Φ(p, x+) = (2π)−
3
2

∫
e−i(x−p++x̄p+xp̄)Φ(x, x+)d3x⊥ (13.48)

and then follow this with the change of variables p = iq to avoid i factors. In effect this
amounts to the replacement

∂

∂xi
→ qi, xi → − ∂

∂qi
. (13.49)

Some of the useful formulas derived previously in the Fourier transformed version are pre-
sented in appendix D. It is also conventional to denote β ≡ q+.

To evaluate commutators with the quadratic charges of the kinematical generators one
can use

[F (Φ), Q2[P
i]] = [Φ, Q2[P

i]]
δF (Φ)

δΦ
= pi2Φ

δF (Φ)

δΦ

[F (Φ), Q2[J
ij ]] = [Φ, Q2[J

ij ]]
δF (Φ)

δΦ
= jij2 Φ

δF (Φ)

δΦ

(13.50)

with p2 and j2 given in (D.2).
Now, we consider dynamical generator P− with the associated charge being the Hamil-

tonian H. For the charge Hn which is n-linear in fields we make an ansatz, which is just
the most general functional on the n-particle phase space

Hn =
1

n!

∑
λi

∫
d3nq⊥h̃λ1...λn

n

(
q⊥i ;

∂

∂q⊥i

) n∏
i=1

Φλi(q⊥i ). (13.51)

– 125 –



Here we assume that derivatives in h̃ are to the right of q, so they act on Φ only. By
requiring

[Hn, Q2[P
x]] = 0, [Hn, Q2[P

x̄]] = 0, [Hn, Q2[P
+]] = 0, (13.52)

we find that h̃ does not depend on these derivatives, moreover, it has a factor with a
momentum-conserving delta function in spatial directions. In other words, we find that

Hn =
1

n!

∑
λi

∫
d3nq⊥δ3(

n∑
i=1

q⊥i )h
λ1...λn
n (q⊥i )

n∏
i=1

Φλi(q⊥i ). (13.53)

This result could have been expected: indeed, translation invariance leads to the absence
of manifest dependence on coordinates x ∼ ∂

∂q as well as to momentum conservation.
Similar analysis for commutators of

Jn ≡ Qn[J
x−], J̄n ≡ Qn[J

x̄−] (13.54)

leads to

Jn =
1

n!

∑
λi

∫
d3nq⊥δ3(

n∑
i=1

q⊥i )
[
jλ1...λn
n (q⊥i )−

1

n
hλ1...λn
n (q⊥i )

(∑
j

∂

∂q̄j

)] n∏
i=1

Φλi(q⊥i ),

J̄n =
1

n!

∑
λi

∫
d3nq⊥δ3(

n∑
i=1

q⊥i )
[
j̄λ1...λn
n (q⊥i )−

1

n
hλ1...λn
n (q⊥i )

(∑
j

∂

∂qj

)] n∏
i=1

Φλi(q⊥i ).

(13.55)

The shift of the integral kernels in (13.55) by h∂q was made for convenience, more precisely,
to isolate dependence on q derivatives into a separate term and then deal with j’s that only
depend on q.

Next, we proceed to the kinematical commutators with Q2[J ]. After rather straight-
forward computations one finds

[Q2[J
x+], Hn] = 0 ⇒ δ3(

n∑
i=1

q⊥i )
n∑

i=1

βi
∂

∂q̄i
hλ1...λn
n = 0,

[Q2[J
x̄+], Hn] = 0 ⇒ δ3(

n∑
i=1

q⊥i )
n∑

i=1

βi
∂

∂qi
hλ1...λn
n = 0,

[Q2[J
xx̄], Hn] = 0 ⇒ δ3(

n∑
i=1

q⊥i )

n∑
i=1

(Nqi −Nq̄i + λi)h
λ1...λn
n = 0,

[Q2[J
+−], Hn] +Hn = 0 ⇒ δ3(

n∑
i=1

q⊥i )
n∑

i=1

βi
∂

∂βi
hλ1...λn
n = 0.

(13.56)

Analogous equations can be found for J and J̄ .

Exercise 84 Derive the constraint on h in the first line of (13.56)
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Equations (13.56) can be easily solved. In particular, the first two equations imply that
h can depend on q and q̄ only via their combinations with β47

P̄ij ≡ q̄iβj − q̄jβi, Pij ≡ qiβj − qjβi. (13.57)

It is worth remarking that not all P̄ij and Pij are independent. In the three-point case this
will be discussed below.

The remaining two conditions (5.31), (5.32) specify the homogeneity degrees of hn on
its arguments

n∑
i,j=1

(
Pij

∂

∂Pij
− P̄ij

∂

∂P̄ij

)
hλ1...λn
n +

n∑
i=1

λih
λ1...λn
n = 0,

n∑
i,j=1

(
Pij

∂

∂Pij
+ P̄ij

∂

∂P̄ij

)
hλ1...λn
n +

n∑
i=1

βi
∂

∂βi
hλ1...λn
n = 0.

(13.58)

Constraints for jn and j̄n are solved analogously. This finishes the discussion of the kine-
matical constraints to all orders.

13.4.2 Dynamical constraints

There are three dynamical constraints to satisfy

[H,J ] = 0, [H, J̄ ] = 0, [J, J̄ ] = 0. (13.59)

Focusing on the first commutator and expanding it in the number of fields at n-th order we
obtain

[H2, Jn] + [H3, Jn−1] + · · ·+ [Hn−1, J3] + [Hn, J2] = 0. (13.60)

As in the covariant deformation procedure, one starts by analysing the lowest order in
deformations

[H2, J3] + [H3, J2] = 0. (13.61)

At this order we expect to find conditions on first non-linear perturbations H3 and J3. More
precisely, as we will see below, this condition allows us to solve for J3 in terms of H3 for any
H3. With extra requirements, namely, locality of J3, we will find non-trivial constraints
on H3. Since (13.61) is linear in deformations, as a result we obtain a set of independent
solutions for H3, which can be multiplied by yet to be fixed cubic coupling constants.

At the next order one considers

[H2, J4] + [H3, J3] + [H4, J2] = 0. (13.62)

Similarly, it allows us to solve for J4 in terms of H4 and H3. With additional locality
requirements on J4 this constraint becomes by far more non-trivial to satisfy. Analogously,
one proceeds to higher orders.

47These equations have more solutions when understood in the sense of distributions. We will not discuss
distributional solutions here.
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Since H2 and J2 are fixed by the free theory, we can evaluate the first and the last term
in (13.60) immediately. An explicit computation gives

[H2, Jn] = −
1

n!

∑
λi

∫
d3nq⊥δ(

n∑
i=1

q⊥i )H
[
jλ1...λn
n +

1

n

(∑
j

∂

∂q̄j

)
hλ1...λn
n

] n∏
i=1

Φλi(q⊥i ), (13.63)

where

H ≡
n∑

i=1

p−2 (q
⊥
i ). (13.64)

Similarly, for the last commutator in (13.60) we find

[Hn, J2] =
1

n!

∑
λi

∫
d3nq⊥δ(

n∑
i=1

q⊥i )J hλ1...λn
n

n∏
i=1

Φλi(q⊥i ), (13.65)

where

J =
n∑

i=1

(
− qiq̄i

βi

∂

∂q̄i
− qi

∂

∂βi
+ λi

qi
βi

)
. (13.66)

The remaining terms are evaluated using that

[F (Φ), G(Φ)] = [Φi,Φj ]
δF (Φ)

δΦi

δG(Φ)

δΦj
. (13.67)

The second commutator in (13.59) does not require a separate computation as it is just
the complex conjugate to the first one. Besides that, it can be shown that once Jn and
J̄n are solved for in terms of Hn, the third commutator in (13.59) at the relevant order is
satisfied identically, see [163] for details.

Eventually, the action (13.47) acquires the form

S = S2 −
∞∑
n=3

1

n!

∫
d4xhn

n∏
i=1

Φλi . (13.68)

Therefore, up to numerical factors hn give vertices of the theory in the light-cone gauge.

13.5 Applications of the light-cone deformation procedure

We will now apply the light-cone deformation procedure to the construction of interactions
for massless higher-spin fields. At the first step we consider cubic interactions.

Before doing that, we would like to comment on how locality is defined in the light-cone
gauge formalism. First, note that, vertices in the light-cone deformation procedure do not
involve ∂− ∼ q−, as it is the time derivative from the Hamiltonian formalism perspective,
while the Hamiltonian is a function of the phase space variables only. From the field theory
perspective, dependence on ∂− can be always eliminated by field redefinitions48. As a result,
in the light-cone formalism vertices only involve derivatives ∂+, ∂x and ∂x̄. Secondly, in

48As explained in section 7, once a vertex is trivial on-the-free-shell, it can be eliminated by field redefini-
tions. Vertices of the form (∂−

i + ∂i∂̄i/∂
+
i )(. . . ) clearly vanish on the free shell, therefore, field redefinitions

allow one to trade ∂−
i for −∂i∂̄i/∂

+
i and eliminate ∂− entirely.
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section 13.2 we could see that elimination of tensor components with ”-” indices brings ∂+’s
in the denominator, (13.19). Because of that, local covariant interactions when written in
the light-cone gauge inevitably involve negative powers of ∂+. This happens, for example,
for the light-cone gauge version of the Yang-Mills theory. Due to this, vertices with negative
powers of ∂+ are still regarded as local. In contrast, non-analytic dependence on ∂ and ∂̄

will be regarded as non-locality. As in the covariant formalism one can consider stronger
versions of locality, e.g. by demanding that vertices only feature finitely many derivatives
∂ and ∂̄.

13.5.1 Cubic vertices

According to the general results of the previous section, at the cubic order we need to solve

∑
λi

∫
d3nq⊥δ(

3∑
i=1

q⊥i )

3∏
i=1

Φλi(q⊥i )−H[jλ1λ2λ3
3 +

1

3

(∑
j

∂

∂q̄j

)
hλ1λ2λ3
3

]
+ J hλ1λ2λ3

3

 = 0

(13.69)

and its complex conjugate, where h is a function of Pij , P̄ij and βi, so that (13.58) is
satisfied. An immediate observation that one can make is that H, see (13.64), is a purely
algebraic operator in momentum space. This implies that j can be solved from (13.69)
for any h. However, in general this way of solving (13.69) is not satisfactory as it leads
to non-local j in the sense defined above. Indeed, H involves ∂ and ∂̄ in the numerator,
so H−1 is a non-local factor. Instead, for (13.69) to give a local j the J h term should be
proportional to H.

As in the covariant analysis we should factor out on-shell trivial vertices, as these lead
to fake interactions. One has

0 ≈ q1 · q2 = −
P12P̄12

β1β2
(13.70)

and similarly for other pairs of fields. Note also that momentum conservation leads to

P ≡ P12 = P23 = P31, P̄ ≡ P̄12 = P̄23 = P̄31, (13.71)

so at three-point level there is only one independent P and one independent P̄. We will also
need that

H =
PP̄

β1β2β3
. (13.72)

Finally, a simple computation shows that one can use momentum conservation for h in
(13.69) in the sense that this does not change its contribution to the equation and, hence,
leads to the same j.

With these auxiliary results at hand, we proceed to solving the kinematical constraints
(13.58). Both P and P̄ should enter h3 with non-negative powers, otherwise, the respective
h3 is non-local. Moreover, at least one power – either of P or of P̄ – should be vanishing for
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h3 to give a non-trivial interaction, see (13.70). Then, the first equation in (13.58) entails
that h has the following dependence on P and P̄ depending on the value of the total helicity

h3 ∼ P̄λ1+λ2+λ3 , λ1 + λ2 + λ3 > 0,

h3 ∼ P−λ1−λ2−λ3 , λ1 + λ2 + λ3 < 0,

h3 ∼ 1, λ1 + λ2 + λ3 = 0.

(13.73)

By requiring, in addition, the second equation in (13.58) to hold, we find the general
solution to the kinematical constraints to be

h3 =
P̄λ1+λ2+λ3

βλ1
1 βλ2

2 βλ3
3

f

(
β1
β2

)
, λ1 + λ2 + λ3 > 0,

h3 =
P−λ1−λ2−λ3

β−λ1
1 β−λ2

2 β−λ3
3

f

(
β1
β2

)
, λ1 + λ2 + λ3 < 0,

h3 =
1

βλ1
1 βλ2

2 βλ3
3

f

(
β1
β2

)
, λ1 + λ2 + λ3 = 0,

(13.74)

where f is a general function of its argument. Indeed, in each case the prefactor of f has
the right total homogeneity degree in β, while β1/β2 is the only independent homogeneity
degree zero variable in β once conservation of momentum is taken into account.

Focusing on the case λ1 + λ2 + λ3 > 0, from (13.69) and its complex conjugate we find

j3 = −
2

3

h3
P̄
(
(λ3 − λ2)β1 + (λ1 − λ3)β2 + (λ2 − λ1)β3

)
− h3P
H

f ′

fβ22
,

j̄3 = −
h3P̄
H

f ′

fβ22
.

(13.75)

We, thus, obtain that j3 is always local. At the same time, j̄3 features P in the denominator
contributed by H, so it is non-local unless we require f ′ = 0.

Analogously, for λ1 + λ2 + λ3 < 0 we obtain

j̄3 =
2

3

h3
P
(
(λ3 − λ2)β1 + (λ1 − λ3)β2 + (λ2 − λ1)β3

)
− h3P̄
H

f ′

fβ22
,

j3 = −
h3P
H

f ′

fβ22
.

(13.76)

Similarly, both j and j̄ are local only for f ′ = 0.
Finally, λ1 + λ2 + λ3 = 0 can be considered as a particular case of (13.75). Thus, we

find again that f ′ = 0. However, in addition to that, h3 no longer depends on P̄, so the
first term in the expression for j3 is non-local unless

(λ3 − λ2)β1 + (λ1 − λ3)β2 + (λ2 − λ1)β3 = 0. (13.77)

For general β satisfying momentum conservation this leads to

λ1 = λ2 = λ3 = 0. (13.78)
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Therefore, in the total helicity zero case the light-cone deformation procedure admits non-
trivial local solutions at the cubic level only when all fields are scalars.

Summarising our results so far, we found that the light-cone deformation procedure
allows us to construct the following local cubic vertices

S3 = Cλ1λ2λ3

∫
d4x

P̄λ1+λ2+λ3

βλ1
1 βλ2

2 βλ3
3

Φλ1Φλ2Φλ3 , λ1 + λ2 + λ3 > 0,

S3 = Cλ1λ2λ3

∫
d4x

P−λ1−λ2−λ3

β−λ1
1 β−λ2

2 β−λ3
3

Φλ1Φλ2Φλ3 , λ1 + λ2 + λ3 < 0,

S3 = C000

∫
d4xΦ0Φ0Φ0, λ1 = λ2 = λ3 = 0,

(13.79)

where C are undetermined coupling constants. Equation (13.79) makes it manifest that h3
splits into two pieces: the piece that depends only on P and the piece that depends only
on P̄. These will be referred to as holomorphic and antiholomorphic vertices correspond-
ingly. Besides that holomorphic h3(P) gives rise to trivial j3 while the associated j̄3 is also
holomorphic. Similarly, antiholomorphic h3(P̄) leads to trivial j̄3, while the associated j3 is
antiholomorphic. This structure of the light-cone deformation procedure at the cubic level
will be important at the next order.

13.6 Comparison with the covariant classification

It is instructive to compare these results with those found in the covariant classification of
section 8.3. We remind the reader that for a general triplet of spins in 4d one can construct
two independent parity-preserving vertices: the one with s1 + s2 + s3 derivatives and the
one with s1 + s2 − s3 derivatives, where s3 is the lowest spin.

To compare this result with the light-cone one, we recall that a field of spin s corre-
sponds to a pair of fields with helicities s and −s. Thus, for a triplet of spins (s1, s2, s3),
we have the following helicity configurations

(s1, s2, s3), (s1, s2,−s3), (s1,−s2, s3), (−s1, s2, s3),
(s1,−s2,−s3), (−s1, s2,−s3), (−s1,−s2, s3), (−s1,−s2,−s3).

(13.80)

For general spins the total helicity for any of the eight configurations in (13.80) is non-
vanishing and the respective light-cone vertex is given by one of the first two lines in (13.79).
Therefore, in total we obtain eight independent vertices. These are, however, not real and
do not have definite parity. As it will be discussed below, once vertices with opposite
helicities enter with the same coefficients, the resulting vertex is real and parity-invariant.
In other words, parity-invariant vertices have the form

S3 =

∫
d4x

P̄λ1+λ2+λ3

βλ1
1 βλ2

2 βλ3
3

Φλ1Φλ2Φλ3 +

∫
d4x

Pλ1+λ2+λ3

βλ1
1 βλ2

2 βλ3
3

Φ−λ1Φ−λ2Φ−λ3 . (13.81)

This implies that for a general triplet of spins, the light-cone deformation procedure allows
one to construct four parity-invariant cubic vertices.
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Comparing this with the conclusions from the covariant classification, we see that these
results do not match: the light-cone deformation procedure allows one to construct additional
cubic vertices, which are not available in the manifestly covariant formalism.

To see how this discrepancy occurs, one may gauge fix the covariant cubic vertices. To
this end, we first note that at the non-linear level the light-cone gauge condition (13.10)
remains intact. This follows from the fact that it corresponds to the first condition in
(13.6), which only involves kinematical generators and, hence, stays undeformed. On the
other hand, tracelessness (13.12) and divergencelessness (13.15) are only valid in the free
theory and will get corrected in the non-linear theory

φm
ma(s−2) = O(g) + . . . , ∂mφ

ma(s−1) = O(g) + . . . . (13.82)

The same refers to other equations, e.g. to (13.19), which expresses components of the
Fronsdal field in terms of its physical light-cone components Φs and Φ−s.

These corrections, however, are irrelevant for the comparison of cubic vertices in the
covariant and light-cone approaches. Indeed, divergence and trace, once appear in the
Fronsdal action, appear quadratically. Thus, in non-linear theory, gauge fixed Fronsdal
action will have corrections that start at order O(g2). Cubic vertices, in turn, already
feature a coupling constant, so to get order O(g) light-cone action one can use undeformed
relations of section 13.2 for covariant cubic vertices. In summary, for the purpose of gauge
fixing the cubic vertices, we can use relations between Fronsdal fields and the light-cone
fields as they appear in the free theory, see section 13.2.

It is not hard to see by explicit evaluation that upon gauge fixing building blocks of
covariant vertices give different result depending on the signs of helicities of fields involved

∂xi · ∂uj =
P̄ij

βj
, λj > 0,

∂xi · ∂uj =
Pij

βj
, λj < 0,

∂ui · ∂uj = 1, λiλj < 0,

∂ui · ∂uj = 0, λiλj > 0.

(13.83)

Exercise 85 Show (13.83).

With these auxiliary results we are ready to gauge fix covariant cubic vertices. The
covariant vertex with the maximal number of derivatives is given by

Y s1
1 Y s2

2 Y s3
3 , (13.84)

see (8.48), (8.60) for definitions. If λi is positive, then Yi produces P̄, see the first line
of (13.83). Analogously, Yi produces P for negative λi. Considering that PP̄ leads to fake
interactions, we find that (13.84) gives non-trivial light-cone vertices only when all helicities
are of the same sign. The explicit computation gives

Y s1
1 Y s2

2 Y s3
3 →

(−2P̄)s1+s2+s3

βs11 β
s2
2 β

s3
3

+
(−2P)s1+s2+s3

βs11 β
s2
2 β

s3
3

. (13.85)
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Here the first term corresponds to (s1, s2, s3) helicity configuration, while the second one
corresponds to (−s1,−s2,−s3).

In a similar manner we proceed with vertex

Gs3Y s1−s3
1 Y s2−s3

2 , (13.86)

where it is assumed that s3 ≤ s1 and s3 ≤ s2. Again, to have a non-trivial light-cone
interaction, we need to demand that signs of helicities of the first and the second fields are
the same. Indeed, otherwise Y1Y2 produce a PP̄ contribution. Helicity of the third field
should have the opposite sign, otherwise traces vanish (13.83) and, hence, G is equal to
zero. Proceeding to the computation in these non-trivial cases, we find

Gs3Y s1−s3
1 Y s2−s3

2 → (−1)s3 (−2P̄)
s1+s2−s3

βs11 β
s2
2 β

−s3
3

+ (−1)s3 (−2P)
s1+s2−s3

βs11 β
s2
2 β

−s3
3

. (13.87)

These vertices correspond to helicity configurations (s1, s2,−s3) and (−s1,−s2, s3).

Exercise 86 Derive (13.85) and (13.87).

This analysis allows one to make a couple of qualitative conclusions. First, is that
parity-invariant vertices of the covariant formalism upon gauge fixing, indeed, produce
pairs of light-cone vertices, that come in parity-invariant configurations. Second, we can
see that the number of derivatives in the covariant vertex naturally translates into the power
of P or P̄ upon the light-cone gauge fixing. This conclusion can also be achieved by simple
scaling arguments.

As for the comparison of two classifications, one can see that the covariant approach
does not contain vertices that correspond to the light-cone vertices with the following he-
licity configurations

(s1,−s2, s3), (−s1, s2, s3), (s1,−s2,−s3), (−s1, s2,−s3). (13.88)

Formally, one can reproduce these from

Gs2Y s1−s2
1 Y s3−s2

3 , Gs1Y s2−s1
2 Y s3−s1

3 (13.89)

by following the same steps as before. Despite (13.89) are formally gauge invariant – they
are of the form (8.59) – they feature negative powers of Y3. Not only such vertices are non-
local from the covariant perspective, as they contain inverse space-time derivatives, these
also involve negative numbers of contractions of tensor indices, which is meaningless. Still,
in the light-cone approach the associated vertices are meaningful and local in the sense that
these do not involve negative powers of ∂ and ∂̄.

In this section we assumed that spins s1, s2 and s3 are general, in particular, none of
them is vanishing, the sum of helicities can never be zero. For particular configurations the
analysis is a bit different, but conceptually goes along the same lines. We will not give it
here.
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Finally, we would like to note that the additional vertices of the light-cone deformation
procedure correspond to lower-derivative vertices in the covariant approach. For example,
according to our rule for counting derivatives from powers of P and P̄,

P̄2

βs1β
2
2β

−s
3

(13.90)

is a two-derivative vertex that corresponds to the helicity configuration (s, 2,−s). It can
be regarded as a generalisation of the minimal gravitational coupling to higher-spin fields.
Thus, unlike in the covariant approach to higher-spin interactions, in the light-cone gauge
higher-spin interactions do not necessarily require higher derivatives, moreover, the light-
cone deformation procedure allows one to couple higher-spin fields to gravity minimally, at
least, at the cubic level.

13.7 Chiral theories

In this section we will proceed with the analysis of the light-cone deformation procedure
beyond the leading order in the coupling constants. Since the treatment at this level
becomes very technical, we will present only its qualitative conclusions here.

As we learned from the analysis of higher-spin interactions in the covariant form, the
level of quartic vertices is where the consistency conditions get hard to satisfy without
relaxing requirements on locality. However, in the previous section we found that the
light-cone deformation procedure is not equivalent to the covariant one: it gives different
results already at the level of cubic vertices. Accordingly, one may expect that the light-cone
approach may give new possibilities for higher-spin theories at higher orders in perturbations
and, hopefully, construct consistent theories without violating locality. As we will see,
partially, this is the case.

At the order g2 we are lead to the dynamical condition (13.62)

[H2, J4] + [H3, J3] + [H4, J2] = 0. (13.91)

From (13.63) and (13.65) one concludes that the first and the last terms do not contribute
to the q-independent sector. Therefore, by setting q to zero from (13.91) we find

[H3, J3]
∣∣
q=0

= 0. (13.92)

Next, one can see that only the antiholomorphic part H3(P̄) and the associated J3(P̄)
contribute to (13.92). Moreover, [H3(P̄), J3(P̄)] is, actually, q-independent, so (13.92) is
equivalent to

[H3(P̄), J3(P̄)] = 0. (13.93)

This results in some non-linear constraints on the cubic coupling constants Cλ1λ2λ3 with
λ1 + λ2 + λ3 > 0.

Analogously, from the complex conjugate dynamical constraint

[H2, J̄4] + [H3, J̄3] + [H4, J̄2] = 0. (13.94)
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we find
[H3, J̄3]

∣∣
q̄=0

= 0, (13.95)

which leads to
[H3(P), J̄3(P)] = 0 (13.96)

and puts constraints on Cλ1λ2λ3 with λ1 + λ2 + λ3 < 0.
Obviously, each of equations (13.93), (13.96) can be solved in a trivial manner that is

by setting all the coupling constants to zero. Non-trivial solutions to (13.93), (13.96) are
much harder to find, but this still can be done systematically, see [163]. We will consider
here solution

Cλ1λ2λ3 =
gℓλ1+λ2+λ3−1

(λ1 + λ2 + λ3 − 1)!
, λ1 + λ2 + λ3 > 0, (13.97)

where ℓ is a dimensionful coupling constant. Consistency conditions feature other solutions,
which are related to (13.97) by adding color, doing contractions in ℓ and making truncations
in the spectrum. All these solutions are qualitatively very similar, so below we will only
focus on (13.97).

Normally, one wants to obtain a theory with the action, which is real and parity-
invariant. As mentioned before, for the cubic action in the light-cone approach this implies

Cλ1λ2λ3 = C−λ1−λ2−λ3 . (13.98)

This case, however, is rather complicated to analyse. We will briefly mention the results of
this analysis towards the end of this section. For now, we will not require (13.98), instead,
we will consider the chiral setup in which the light-cone consistency conditions simplify
significantly.

Namely, let the antiholomorphic coupling constants be as in (13.97), while the holo-
morphic action will be vanishing

H3(P) = 0. (13.99)

In this case, J̄3 vanishes and the only non-vanishing component of J3 is the antiholomorphic
one

J̄3 = 0, J3 = J3(P̄). (13.100)

This means that the second commutator in (13.94) equals zero, so this equation can be
solved simply by setting

H4 = 0, J̄4 = 0. (13.101)

By setting in addition J4 = 0, the first and the third commutators in (13.91) are also
trivially vanishing. The remaining contribution is as on the left-hand side of (13.96) and it
is vanishing for the chosen set of coupling constants (13.97). Thus, we managed to solve
all the consistency conditions at order g2. It is trivial to see that higher-order consistency
conditions are satisfied identically.

As a short summary, we found that the light-cone consistency conditions at order g2

split into a couple of sectors. The first one, (13.93), features only the cubic antiholomorphic
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vertices and the second one, (13.96), only contains the cubic holomorphic vertices. Other
consistency conditions mix both types of cubic vertices, as well as higher order corrections.
However, due to a particular structure of this last type of consistency conditions, these can
be trivially solved by setting cubic action of one holomorphicity to zero together with all
higher-order corrections. In this chiral setting it only remains to solve (13.93) or (13.96)
depending on whether holomorphic or antiholomorphic part is kept non-trivial and these
are known how to solve systematically.

This leads us to the so-called chiral higher-spin theory, which in the antiholomorphic
case is given by

S = −1

2

∫
d4x

∑
λ

∂aΦ
−λ∂aΦλ

+
gℓ−1

(λ1 + λ2 + λ3 − 1)!

∫
d4x

∑
λi

(ℓP̄)λ1+λ2+λ3

βλ1
1 βλ2

2 βλ3
3

Φλ1Φλ2Φλ3 .

(13.102)

By referring to it as ”theory” we mean that this action is consistent to all orders, despite
featuring only cubic interactions. Below we will briefly discuss its properties.

First of all, action (13.102) is not real. In this regard chiral theories are reminiscent
of self-dual Yang-Mills and self-dual gravity theories. The latter theories admit a light-
cone gauge action, which also involves only cubic interactions of one holomorphicity [164].
Similarity of (13.102) with self-dual lower-spin theories does not end here. Namely, it can
be shown that both self-dual gravity and the chiral higher-spin theory can be brought to
the form of the self-dual Yang-Mills theory with a gauge algebra which involves space-time
derivatives. Moreover, all these three theories after a sequence of changes of variables can
be written in the form of some integrable 2d sigma models, which allows one to argue that
these theories are integrable as well. We refer the reader to [165] for details.

Integrability of self-dual Yang-Mills theory and self-dual gravity is well known and leads
to a certain list of properties, such as the vanishing of the scattering amplitudes. These
properties carry over to chiral higher-spin theories. The vanishing of n-point tree-level
amplitudes for the chiral higher-spin theory with n > 3 was verified explicitly49. Moreover,
it was found that (13.102) is one-loop finite. Part of these cancellations can be attributed
to the self-dual nature of the theory, while some cancellations are specific to the higher-spin
case. The twistor-geometric constructions for self-dual Yang-Mills and gravity can also be
extended to the chiral higher-spin case. For this and other related results see, e.g. [166, 167]

Note that triviality of scattering in the chiral higher-spin theory resolves the apparent
contradiction between the non-linearity of its action and the no-go theorems, such as those
we discussed in sections 10.1 and 10.2. Considering that scattering in chiral theories is
trivial, one may wonder whether these can be obtained as field redefinitions of a free theory.
This is not the case: field redefinitions of free theories have been explicitly factored out in
our analysis. Instead, cancellation of tree-level amplitudes in chiral higher-spin theories
appears in a more subtle manner and is related to integrability.

49Kinematics of massless 3-point scattering is singular and requires a separate discussion.
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Finally, it is natural to ask whether there is any parity-invariant completion of (13.102),
which would be analogous to the completion of the self-dual Yang-Mills to the usual Yang-
Mills theory. To answer this question, one has to impose (13.98), thus keeping both chiral
parts of the cubic action, and proceed with solving the light-cone consistency conditions.
Then, the direct analysis of (13.91) and (13.94) indicates that the deformation procedure
requires non-trivial quartic interactions. A more refined analysis shows that no matter
what local H4, J4 and J̄4 we try, these consistency conditions cannot be satisfied. A
summary of this analysis can be found in [165]. Therefore, when requiring the theory to be
parity-invariant, we encounter a familiar obstacle to local higher-spin interactions. It is not
clear whether this problem can be overcome. Still, simplicity and uniformity of (13.102)
with the lower-spin self-dual theories suggests that it provides an important step towards
understanding higher-spin theories in flat space.

13.8 Further reading

The analysis of cubic interactions for massless higher-spin fields in the light-cone gauge
formalism was initiated in [168, 169]. The next order analysis was carried out in [170, 171]
and, in particular, (13.97) was obtained. The light-cone formalism has various extensions:
it was extended to higher dimensions, to massive and mixed-symmetry fields [172, 173] as
well as to massless fields in the AdS space [174, 175]. Let us note, that despite the cubic
vertices both in the covariant formalism and in the light-cone approach are known for some
time, the fact that these classifications do not match was emphasised only recently [69, 176].
The light-cone gauge fixing of cubic vertices is relatively straightforward and it was carried
out by different authors, see e.g. [69, 88, 177]. Besides that the light-cone gauge approach
is intimately connected to the spinor-helicity formalism [154, 178], which facilitates the
contact with the amplitude literature, such as [94].

14 Conclusions and further reading

In these introductory lectures we focused on interactions of massless higher-spin fields.
These interactions – whether in flat or the AdS spaces – appear to be severely constrained.
The no-go theorems as well as other results indicate that scattering of massless higher-spin
fields is either trivial or rather degenerate. We illustrated these general conclusions with
some toy models of massless higher-spin theories.

A part of this course was devoted to perturbative approaches to higher-spin interactions.
Their power lies in their complete generality, which, in particular, allows one to show absence
of interactions of a particular class. In these constructions an important role is played by
locality of the theory in question. At the same time, the example of the Chern-Simons
theories shows that these general approaches are unlikely to produce a theory in the closed
form, unless one is fortunate with the convenient choice of the field variables. In fact, only
chiral higher-spin theories in the light-cone gauge were constructed in a general perturbative
fashion. In contrast, the Chern-Simons theories and the holographic theories rely on the
additional input.
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In agreement with the expectations from the no-go theorems, all toy models that we
considered appear to be degenerate in one or another sense. In particular, 3d higher-spin
theories are of the Chern-Simons type, hence, these are topological. Chiral theories have
trivial scattering as a consequence of being integrable theories of the self-dual type. Despite
this, it is rather remarkable that at least in these sectors, higher-spin theories do exist and
generalise their lower-spin counterparts in a very natural manner. Finally, degeneracy
of holographic higher-spin theories, that we considered, manifests itself in their duality
with free boundary theories. Despite the fact that holographic higher-spin theories are
interacting from the bulk perspective, scattering in these theories is of a rather degenerate
type. Moreover, as we briefly mentioned, holographic theories do not have a conventional
type local bulk action, once formulated in terms of Fronsdal fields.

In this course we touched upon some developments in the higher-spin literature. One
important development that was left out is Vasiliev theories. These are based on the
frame-like formalism, reviewed in the course, which is further extended with an infinite set
of auxiliary fields, each carrying derivatives of the dynamical fields of unbounded order.
This extension allows one to achieve certain nice properties, e.g. Vasiliev theories have the
higher-spin symmetries manifestly built in. At the same time, an infinite set of auxiliary
fields presents a difficulty as it requires a scheme that would allow one to eliminate them,
thus, making contact with conventional field-theoretic approaches. In addition, since these
auxiliary fields carry derivatives of unbounded order, locality in the Vasiliev theories gets
somewhat obscured. Whether Vasiliev theories are local is a subject of current research.
For review of the Vasiliev theories, see [8, 179, 180]. For recent results on Vasiliev theories
in the context of holography and locality, see [181–187].

Another interesting development is conformal higher spin theories. These generalise
conformal gravity to higher-spin case. Quite remarkably, these theories can be formulated
in the closed form and, moreover, are manifestly local. Unfortunately, similarly to conformal
gravity, these theories are non-unitary. Still, these can be interesting in many ways. Here
we would like to mention, that amplitudes in conformal higher-spin theories were computed
[188, 189] and, similarly to holographic amplitudes, they display distributional structure.
For review on conformal higher-spin theories, see [190].

Finally, we would like to mention recent proposals for conformal higher-spin theories
based on twistor geometry [191, 192] as well as proposed higher-spin theories based on
matrix models [193, 194].
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A Conventions

We use the mostly plus convention η = diag(−,+, . . . ,+).
To deal with symmetric tensors we use the following notation

φa(s) = φa1...as . (A.1)

Moreover, we will use identical indices to indicate that indices have to be symmetrized.
Symmetrization is defined with the normalization that makes it a projector. For example,

∂aφa(s) =
1

s+ 1
(∂a1φa2...as+1 + · · ·+ ∂as+1φa1...as) , (A.2)

where the r.h.s. contains s+ 1 non-trivial permutations of indices in the expression on the
l.h.s. Alternatively, one can sum over all (s + 1)! permutations of indices and then the
overall factor in front of the bracket would be [(s+ 1)!]−1.

Levi-Civita tensor. We will introduce the Levi-Civita tensor with lower indices so that

ϵ1...d = 1. (A.3)

By raising indices we find the Levi-Civita tensor with upper indices

ϵa1...ad = ηa1b1 . . . ηadbdϵb1...bd . (A.4)

It should be remarked that

ϵ1...d = σ, σ ≡ det[η], (A.5)

so for the Minkowski metric σ = −1.
There are a couple of useful formulas that involve the Levi-Civita tensor

Aa1
b1 . . . Aad

bdϵb1...bd = det[A]ϵa1...ad (A.6)

and

ϵk[n]l[d−n]ϵk[n]m[d−n] = σn!(d− n)!δ[l1m1
. . . δ

ld−n]
md−n , (A.7)

where, as usual, antisymmetrization is understood as a projection.

B The Coleman-Mandual theorem

In this appendix we sketch the proof of the Coleman-Mandula theorem stated in section
10.2. For a more rigorous discussion we refer the reader to the original paper [195] and to
[7] for shortcuts and clarifications. Here we mostly follow [7].
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B.1 Step 1: generators that commute with translations

The proof goes in several steps. We will start by considering only those symmetry trans-
formations Bα that commute with the translation generator

[Bα, Pµ] = 0. (B.1)

It is convenient to choose the basis for the states in the theory so that they have definite
momenta. Then, the action of B on single-particle states is of the form50

Bα|p⟩m = (bα(p))
m

m′ |p⟩m′
, (B.2)

where m,m′ label the states with given momentum p, which also includes spin labels.
Note that according to our assumptions – more precisely, the assumption of having finitely
many mass shells with the mass below any fixed value – the space of states with fixed p is
finite-dimensional.

The argument then works differently for Bα that map into the pure trace bα – that is
those proportional to the unit matrix δmm′ – and for those that map into traceless bα. We
will first consider the pure trace part of b.

By one of our assumptions, B act on two-particle states by acting on each single-particle
state separately. Together with (B.2), this gives

(bα(p, q))
m

m′,
n
n′ = (bα(p))

m
m′δnn′ + (bα(q))

n
n′δmm′ . (B.3)

Next, we consider a two-particle scattering process of particles with momenta p and q into
p′ and q′,

S(p,m; q, n→ p′,m′; q′, n′) ≡ δd(p′ + q′ − p− q)S(p′, q′; p, q)m′n′
mn, (B.4)

where p2 = (p′)2 and q2 = (q′)2. Invariance of the S-matrix with respect to B implies

bα(p
′, q′)S(p′, q′; p, q) = S(p′, q′; p, q)bα(p, q). (B.5)

Assuming that S is non-vanishing, we multiply both sides of (B.5) with S−1 and take the
trace. Due to the cyclicity of the trace, we find

tr bα(p
′, q′) = tr bα(p, q). (B.6)

The trace of the tensor product of two matrices is the product of their traces. Together
with (B.3) and (B.6) this leads to

N(q2)tr bα(p
′) +N(p2)tr bα(q

′) = N(q2)tr bα(p) +N(p2)tr bα(q), (B.7)

where N(q2) and N(p2) result from taking the traces of the Kronecker delta’s and count
the numbers of states on each mass shell. Equivalently, we have

tr bα(p
′)

N(p2)
+

tr bα(q
′)

N(q2)
=

tr bα(p)

N(p2)
+

tr bα(q)

N(q2)
. (B.8)

50Here |p⟩m is what was denoted φp,σ in section 2.
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Its general solution reads
tr bα(p)

N(p2)
= cµαpµ + dα, (B.9)

where both c and d are p-independent. Indeed, the d-part on both sides of (B.8) cancels out
identically, while the c-part cancels out due to momentum conservation. We, therefore, find
that the pure trace part of bα is either proportional to momenta or is an internal symmetry.

We now proceed with Bα that map into traceless bα, which we will denote

(b♯α)
n′

n ≡ (bα)
n′

n −
tr bα(p)

N(p2)
δn

′
n. (B.10)

From (B.9) it follows that the generators represented by b♯α are

B♯
α ≡ Bα − cµαPµ − dα. (B.11)

On the two-particle states these act by

(b♯α(p, q))
m

m′,
n
n′ = (b♯α(p))

m
m′δnn′ + (b♯α(q))

n
n′δmm′ . (B.12)

Our next goal is to show that B♯
α → b♯α(p, q) is an isomorphism of Lie algebras. To this

end, we need to show that

lαb♯α(p, q) = 0 ⇒ lαB♯
α = 0, (B.13)

where lα are some coefficients. Equation (B.13) implies that B♯
α → b♯α(p, q) is invertible, so

it is an isomorphism.
Since B♯ are symmetries of the S-matrix, we have

b♯α(p
′, q′)S(p′, q′; p, q) = S(p′, q′; p, q)b♯α(p, q). (B.14)

Again, we assume that the S-matrix is non-vanishing. Then, (B.14) implies that b♯α(p′, q′)
and b♯α(p, q) are related by the similarity transformation. This, in turn, implies that

lαb♯α(p, q) = 0 ⇒ lαb♯α(p
′, q′) = 0. (B.15)

Considering (B.12) and that b♯α(p) are traceless, one finds

lαb♯α(p
′, q′) = 0 ⇒ lαb♯α(p

′) = 0. (B.16)

We, thus, have shown that lαb♯α(p, q) = 0 implies lαb♯α(p′) = 0, where p′ is constrained
to be on the same mass shell as p and, moreover, there should exist q′ on the same mass
shell with q, so that p + q = p′ + q′. With some extra work, this limitation on p′ can be
lifted, that is one can prove that

lαb♯α(p, q) = 0 ⇒ lαb♯α(k) = 0, (B.17)

where k is an arbitrary on-shell momentum. The fact that lαb♯α(k) vanishes for any k

means that lαB♯
α = 0. Thus, we managed to show (B.13), which implies that the Lie
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algebra generated by B♯
α is isomorphic to its representation on two-particle states with the

trace part removed, b♯α(p, q).
Next, we apply the standard theorem, see e.g. [7], which tells us that a Lie algebra

of finite-dimensional Hermitian matrices – like b♯α(p, q) for fixed p and q – is at most the
direct sum of a semi-simple Lie algebra and some number of U(1) Lie algebras. We will now
explore the consequence of this theorem focusing on the semi-simple part. The associated
symmetry generators will be denoted B♭

α.
The Lorentz group acts on these generators in the standard way51

G(Λ, 0) : B♭
α → B♭

α(Λ) ≡ U(G(Λ, 0))B♭
αU

−1(G(Λ, 0)). (B.18)

Since B♭
α commute with Pµ it follows that B♭

α(Λ) commute with Λµ
νPν . Considering that

Λµ
νPν is just a linear combination of translations, we conclude that B♭

α(Λ) commutes with
Pµ. This, in turn, entails that B♭

α(Λ) is some linear combination of B♭
α

U(G(Λ, 0))B♭
αU

−1(G(Λ, 0)) = Dβ
α(Λ)B

♭
β. (B.19)

Therefore, B♭
α realise a representation of the Lorentz group. We would like to show that it

is unitary.
To do that one notices that B♭

α(Λ) commute the same way as B♭
α – U and U−1 factors

cancel out. This means that the structure constants of the algebra generated by B♭
α are

invariant under Lorentz transformations, that is

fγαβ = Dα′
α(Λ)D

β′
β(Λ)D

γ
γ′(Λ)fγ

′
α′β′ . (B.20)

As a consequence, the Lie algebra metric

gβδ ≡ fγαβfαγδ (B.21)

is also Lorentz invariant. Moreover, since the Lie algebra generated by B♭
α is semi-simple,

metric (B.21) is positive-definite. Altogether, this implies that B♭
α realise a unitary finite-

dimensional representation of the Lorentz group. As we mentioned in section 2, for finite-
dimensional representations, this is only possible if the representation carried by B♭

α is
trivial. Thus, B♭

α generate internal symmetries.
With some extra arguments, one can show that the U(1) part of B♯

α also commutes
with the Lorentz algebra.

Summarising the results of the first part of the proof, we found that symmetries of the
S-matrix that commute with momenta are either momenta – the first term on the right
hand side of (B.9) – or internal symmetries – the second term in (B.9) and all generators
B♯

α.

B.2 Step 2: locality in momentum space

On the next step, we take up the possibility of symmetry generators that do not commute
with translations. In general, the symmetry generator in the momentum basis reads

Aα|p⟩n =

∫
ddp′Aα(p

′, p)nn′ |p′⟩n′
. (B.22)

51See section 2 for notations.

– 142 –



Since the kernel A maps physical states to physical states, it should vanish unless both p

and p′ are on the mass shell. Our goal is to show that A vanishes for any p ̸= p′.
To achieve this, one considers a generator

Af
α =

∫
ddxeiPxAαe

−iPxf(x), (B.23)

where f is an arbitrary function. It is a symmetry generator as it is defined via a composition
of symmetry generators P and Aα. It is straightforward to show that Af acts on the single-
particle states as

Af
α|p⟩n =

∫
ddp′f̃(p′ − p)Aα(p

′, p)nn′ |p′⟩n′
, (B.24)

where f̃ is the Fourier transform of f

f̃(p) ≡
∫
ddxeixpf(x). (B.25)

Next, we return to the analysis of the 2-to-2 scattering, p+ q = p′ + q′. Let ∆ be such
that p+∆ is still on-shell, while all q +∆, p′ +∆ and q′ +∆ are off-shell. Then, picking
f̃ in (B.24) with the support in the vicinity of ∆, we find that

Af
α|q⟩m = 0, Af

α|p′⟩n
′
= 0, Af

α|q′⟩m
′
= 0. (B.26)

Indeed, outside the support of f̃ , the f̃ factor vanishes in (B.24), while inside the support
of f̃ , the A factor vanishes, as A only relates physical states. The condition of invariance
of the S-matrix with respect to Af reads

⟨p′, q′|S|Afp, q⟩+ ⟨p′, q′|S|p,Afq⟩ = ⟨Afp′, q′|S|p, q⟩+ ⟨p′, Afq′|S|p, q⟩, (B.27)

where we again used our assumption about the action of symmetries on multi-particle states.
Due to (B.26) this reduces to

⟨p′, q′|S|Afp, q⟩ = 0. (B.28)

This can happen for two reasons: either S or Af is vanishing. By invoking some geometric
considerations, it is not hard to see, that one can change on-shell p, q, p′ and q′, so that
momentum conservation is still satisfied, moreover, p + ∆ remains on-shell, while q + ∆,
p′ +∆ and q′ +∆ remain off-shell. In other words, the argument presented above holds in
a certain continuous range of the Mandelstam variables. Keeping in mind our assumption
that the S-matrix can only have isolated zeros, we conclude that (B.28) entails Af = 0.
This, in turn, implies that

A(p′, p) = 0, for p− p′ = ∆. (B.29)

The same argument can be applied to other ∆ that shift an on-shell momentum p to
an on-shell momentum. Typically, one can choose the remaining three momenta so that
the momentum conservation is still satisfied, while after a shift by ∆ they all go off-shell.
The value of ∆ which is excluded by these arguments is ∆ = 0 as, clearly, all on-shell states
remain on-shell. Accordingly, we find that A is supported only on p = p′ or

A(p′, p) = 0, ∀ p′ ̸= p. (B.30)
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B.3 Step 3: constraining derivatives in momenta

With some technical assumptions the fact that the integral kernel A(p, p′) is only supported
on p = p′ implies that it is given by δd(p − p′) and its derivatives of finite order. In other
words, the action of A on one particle states is given by

Aα|p⟩n =

k∑
i=0

A(i)|µ1...µi|n
α n′(p)

∂

∂pµ1
. . .

∂

∂pµi
|p⟩n′

. (B.31)

The last step of the proof is to reduce the analysis of symmetries of this type to those that
commute with momenta, discussed in the first part of the proof.

To achieve this one considers a k-fold commutator of (B.31) with momenta, which is
also a symmetry of the S-matrix

[Pµ1 , [Pµ2 , . . . [Pµk , Aα] . . . ]] = (−1)kA(k)|µ1...µk
α (p), (B.32)

where A is symmetric in µ indices. It no longer contains derivatives of momenta, hence,
it commutes with the translation generators. Therefore, the results of the first step of the
proof can be applied and we have

A(k)|µ1...µk|n
α n′(p) = bµ1...µk|n

α n′ + cµ|µ1...µk
α pµδ

n
n′ . (B.33)

Here c is just the pure trace c term from (B.9), while b combines p-independent internal
traceless and pure-trace symmetries. Note that we dropped N(p2) from (B.9) for the pure
trace part. This can be done for the following reason. First, by our assumption, there are
finitely many mass shells in the system, so p2 takes discrete eigenvalues. Moreover, as we
showed, A acts locally in momentum space. Altogether, this implies that A acts within a
single mass shell, so N(p2) can be replaced with a number N(−m2).

We will first focus on the case with m2 ̸= 0 and take into account that A may only act
within a single mass shell. In general, invariance of the mass shell p2+m2 = 0 with respect
to transformation O implies

(P 2 +m2)O = O′(P 2 +m2), (B.34)

where O′ is an arbitrary operator. Condition (B.34) can be rewritten as

[P 2, O] = (O′ −O)(P 2 +m2). (B.35)

We would like to apply this conclusion to O defined by

O = [Pµ2 , [Pµ3 , . . . [Pµk , Aα] . . . ]], k ≥ 1. (B.36)

By evaluating [P 2, O], we find

[P 2, O] = (−1)k2pµ1(b
µ1...µk
α + cµ|µ1...µk

α pµ). (B.37)

This should be compared with the admissible form for [P 2, O] on the right-hand side of
(B.35). We find that this requires

(−1)k2pµ1(b
µ1...µk
α + cµ|µ1...µk

α pµ) = 0. (B.38)
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This constraint is applicable for k ≥ 1, because otherwise O does not exist, see (B.36).
Equation (B.38) should be satisfied for any p on the mass shell with m2 > 0. This

leads to
bµ1...µk
α = 0, cµ|µ1...µk

α = −cµ1|µ...µk
α . (B.39)

The symmetry condition on c can be solved non-trivially only for k = 1, see exercise 5 for
k = 2 case. We, thus, find the only non-trivial solution to be

cµ|µ1 = −cµ1|µ, (B.40)

which generates Lorentz transformations.
In summary, we are left with the following possibilities for symmetries of the S-matrix

in massive theories: for k = 1 these may only contain Lorentz transformations, while for
k = 0 A’s commute with momenta and, as was shown on previous steps of the proof,
may be either internal symmetries or momenta themselves. This finishes the proof of the
Coleman-Mandula theorem for massive particles.

This argument can be naturally extended to include massless particles. For massless
particles the right-hand side of (B.35) does not have the mass term, so we find

(−1)k2pµ1(b
µ1...µk
α + cµ|µ1...µk

α pµ) = (O′ −O)p2. (B.41)

In addition to the solutions that we have already discussed in the massive case, (B.41) can
be solved as

cµ|µ1...µk
α = ηµ(µ1dµ2...µk)

α (B.42)

for some d. Solutions to (B.42) with k = 1 correspond to conformal symmetries. Solutions
with k ≥ 2 can be argued away, e.g. by noticing that the associated A under commutator
generate an unbounded number of derivatives in p, which contradicts (B.31). Summarising,
we find that for massless particles, the symmetry of the S-matrix may consist of a direct
product of the conformal algebra and the algebra of internal symmetries.

C Helicity

For the 4d Poincare group it is conventional to introduce the Pauli-Lubanski pseudovector

Wµ ≡
1

2
εµνρσJ

νρP σ. (C.1)

It is straightforward to compute that [P,W ] = 0, so one can pick a basis in the space of
states so that both P and W take definite values. We will use this basis in the following.

Focusing on massless fields, we take the standard momentum as in (2.23). Then, the
only non-vanishing components of P are p3 = p0 and the only component of J , that is
non-trivially realised is J12. It then straightforward to see that the only non-vanishing
components of W are given by

W0 = J12p3, W3 = J12p0. (C.2)
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This implies that for the chosen basis, for the states with the standard momentum, J12 also
takes a definite value

J12|p, λ⟩ = λ|p, λ⟩. (C.3)

Equation (C.3) holds for the frame, in which momentum takes the standard form. To
write it in the Lorentz-covariant form we note that (C.2) and (C.3) together entail

Wµ|p, λ⟩ = λPµ|p, λ⟩. (C.4)

Since both Wµ and Pµ transform as vectors under parity-preserving Lorentz transforma-
tions, by keeping λ Lorentz invariant, (C.4) takes a manifestly covariant form. Together
with the Wigner approach of induced representations, this implies that λ defined as the
proportionality coefficient between W and P is the same for all the states in the represen-
tation and, hence, can be used to label different massless representations in the same way
as spin does.

To understand the connection between helicity λ and spin, let us return to represen-
tations of the Wigner little group. In a given case it is SO(2), which for the standard
momentum is generated by J12. In the main body of the text irreducible representations
of SO(2) were given as traceless symmetric tensors of SO(2) with spin being the rank of a
tensor. By counting the number of independent components of such a tensor, it is not hard
to see that it is two for s > 0 and one for s = 0. This may seem to be in contradiction with
(C.3), which suggests that a representation space of the Wigner little group is generated by
a single vector |p, λ⟩, so it is one-dimensional.

To clarify what actually happens, we consider a simple example of the SO(2) vector
representation. In this case J12 acts via a matrix

J12 =

(
0 i

−i 0

)
. (C.5)

It is straightforward to find that its eigenvalues are λ = ±1 and the associated eigenvectors
are

v± =

(
1

±i

)
. (C.6)

Obviously, these are not real, so there is no contradiction with irreducibility of the real
vector representation of SO(2).

Still, when we are dealing with a real vector representation, it may be convenient to
use basis (C.6) in which J12 acts diagonally. At the same time, the coordinates of a vector
in this basis should satisfy certain reality conditions to ensure that the associated vector
is, indeed, real. The same refers to representations of the Poincare algebra obtained from
these by the Wigner induced representation technique. A similar result holds for fields of
any spin s > 0: a symmetric traceless tensor of rank s has two eigenvectors with respect to
J12 with eigenvalues being ±s and both eigenvectors corresponding to complex tensors.
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C.1 Helicity in the light-cone gauge

With the necessary background reviewed, let us demonstrate that the representation given
in (13.5)-(13.8), indeed, has helicity λ. To this end, we evaluate W0 for the standard
momentum, see (C.2). With some simple algebra one finds that only the spin part of J
contributes, moreover,

S12 = −iSxx̄. (C.7)

Taking into account, in addition, the relative factors due to the definition of generators
(12.40), we find that (13.8) leads to

W0 = λp3 = λp0. (C.8)

Therefore, the proportionality coefficient between W and P is, indeed, given by λ.
Finally, let us mention the intuitive meaning of helicity. Remembering that only the

spin part of J contributes to W , we have

W0 =
1

2
ε0νρσS

νρP σ = λP0. (C.9)

For the expression to be non-vanishing, indices ν, ρ and σ may take only spatial values.
Moreover, the Levi-Civita tensor reduces to the spatial one

1

2
εijkS

ijP k = λP0. (C.10)

Then, helicity becomes

λ =
Skp

k

p0
, Sk ≡

1

2
εijkS

ij . (C.11)

Since p0 = ±
√
pkpk, (C.11) implies that helicity, up to a sign, is a projection of spin on the

spatial part of momentum.

D Fourier transform for the light-cone approach

In the light-cone deformation procedure it is convenient to make the Fourier transform with
respect to spatial coordinates (13.48), which is then followed by the change of variables
p = iq. For readers convenience, we present here some of the useful formulas in the Fourier
transformed form.

In these terms the canonical commutator reads

[Φλ1(q⊥1 , x
+),Φλ2(q⊥2 , x

+)] =
δλ1+λ2,0δ3(q⊥1 + q⊥2 )

β1 − β2
(D.1)

and the Noether charges are

P i
2 =

∑
λ

∫
d3q⊥1 d

3q⊥2 δ
3(q⊥1 + q⊥2 )β1Φ

−λ(q⊥1 , x
+)pi2(q2, ∂2)Φ

λ(q⊥2 , x
+),

J ij
2 =

∑
λ

∫
d3q⊥1 d

3q⊥2 δ
3(q⊥1 + q⊥2 )β1Φ

−λ(q⊥1 , x
+)jij2 (q2, ∂2)Φ

λ(q⊥2 , x
+), (D.2)
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where

p+2 = q+, p−2 = −qq̄
β
, p2 = q, p̄2 = q̄,

j+−
2 =

∂

∂β
β, jxx̄2 = Nq −Nq̄ − λ,

jx+2 = −β ∂
∂q̄
, jx−2 =

∂

∂q̄

qq̄

β
+ q

∂

∂β
+ λ

q

β
,

jx̄+2 = −β ∂
∂q
, jx̄−2 =

∂

∂q

qq̄

β
+ q̄

∂

∂β
− λ q̄

β

(D.3)

and
Nq ≡ q

∂

∂q
, Nq̄ ≡ q̄

∂

∂q̄
. (D.4)
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