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Abstract

In this short note we formulate an action for N DO-branes that is man-
ifestly invariant under gauged Galilean transformations. We also find its
canonical form and determine first class constraints that are generators of
gauge transformations.
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1 Introduction and Summary

Relational mechanics is formulation of dynamics of particles that is closely related to
Mach’s idea that claims that dynamics of N particles should be a theory of relations
about these quantities without any reference to external non-material entities. The
question is how to make these ideas more concrete. One such a possibility was
roposal that the Lagrangian should be invariant under gauged Galilean group [I]
. Such Lagrangian can be found when its measure (kinetic energy term) is replaced
with a measure that is defined in the space of orbits, where orbits correspond to a
set of configurations which are equivalent under gauge transformations. Then it was
shown that the solutions of this gauge invariant dynamics correspond to the solutions
of the original Lagrangian with vanishing total momentum and angular momentum.
An alternative proposal how to construct relational mechanics was presented in [4].
This construction starts with the original Lagrangian invariant under rigid Galilean
transformation. As the next step we add to it specific counterterms that compensate
changes in the kinetic energy term under time dependent Galilean transformations.
As a result Lagrangian invariant under time dependent Galilean transformation was
derived in [4] and it was also shown that corresponding equations of motion are valid
in any frame making concrete implementation of the Mach’s principle.
In more details, Newton’s mechanics is invariant under time independent trans-
lations, space translations and rotations of particle’s positions x;

t'=t+e, e=const,

X, =x;+&, &=const,
/
(]

(1)

where A is orthogonal matrix, + = 1,..., N where ¢ labels particles in ansamble.
Further, Newton’s laws are invariant under Galilean transformations

which are special case of local time dependent translations when we identify &€ = Vt.
The transformations (Il) and (2) represent Galilean group of Newtonian mechanics.
In fact, there is a privileged set of inertial frames and clocks in Newtonian mechanics
which are related each other through the transformation of the Galilean group. Then
we leave an idea of these privileged frames when the Galilean group of transformation
becomes gauge group with time dependent parameters. We can also eliminate the
absolute time when we gauge time translation as t' = t+¢€(t). In such a formulation of
mechanics there are no privileged frames and clocks and it becomes purely relational.

Detailed analysis of formulation of relational mechanics was performed in [4]
where systems of N non-relativistic particles was studied. The Lagrangian that
is invariant under time dependent Galilean group was found there together with

2See also [2, B.



corresponding Hamiltonian formulation. It was also shown there that Relational
Mechanics contain frames where Newtonian mechanics is valid and these frames are
determined by mass distribution of all particles which is an essence of the Mach’s
principle.

In this article we would like to follow the procedure used in [4] and in [5] in case
of one very interesting non-relativistic system which is low energy Lagrangian for N
DO-branes in string theory [6, [7]. It is well known that the low-energy Lagrangian for
a system of many type ITA DO-branes is the matrix quantum mechanics Lagrangian
arising from the dimensional reduction to 0 4+ 1 dimensions of the 10D super Yang-
Mills Lagrangian, for review see for example [11, 12, 13]. An importance of this
action is that it is the key point in the formulation of Matrix theory [8] which is
strictly speaking defined for infinite number of DO-branes even if there is a version
of Matrix theory that is correct for finite N as well [9] [10]. Now we show that it is
possible to formulate Lagrangian for N DO-branes that is manifestly invariant under
gauged Galilean transformations and hence, according to the extended discussion
presented in [4] corresponds to relational mechanics for N D0-branes. On the other
hand it is not possible to write it in manifestly relational form where the Lagrangian
depends on relative velocities and distances of particles in the general case due
to the fact that fundamental objects in matrix theory are matrices rather than
coordinates of individual DO-branes. On the other hand this can be easily done in
the approximation when off-diagonal components of matrices are small with respect
to the diagonal ones so that we can neglect them and we show that in this case the
Lagrangian takes purely relational form.

As the next step in our research we find canonical form of this theory and we
identify two sets of the generators of the first class constraints. We also show that
by appropriate fixing the gauge symmetry this theory reduces to the ordinary finite
Matrix theory.

We mean that this is nice and interesting result that should be developed further.
In fact, the natural and very important question is to include fermionic terms in
the constructions of relational mechanics for N D0O-branes. The second question is
whether it is possible to generalize this construction of relational mechanics to the
case of the full non-linear version of the action as it is represented by non-abelian
Dirac-Born-Infeld action for N DO-branes [I4) [I5]. We hope to return to these
problems in near future.

The structure of this paper is as follows. In the next section (2) we find an action
for N DO-branes that is invariant under gauged Galilean transformations. Then in
section ([B) we determine its canonical form and identify constraints structure of
the theory. Finally in section (@) we show how it is possible to make this theory
manifestly reparametrization invariant.



2 Relational Formulation of Action for N D0O-Branes

In this section we find the form of low energy effective action for N D0-branes that
is invariant under gauged Galilean transformations. We start with the Lagrangian
for N DO-branes that at the leading order corresponds to U(N) Super-Yang-Mills
mechanical system that has the form

1
= | dtL L=
S / ’ 2¢gl

where @{j are N x N Hermitean matrices where I, J = 1,2,...,9 and where ¢, 7,--- =
1,..., N. Further, g, is string coupling constant and [, is the string length. Note
that the transverse space is nine-dimensional Euclidean space and repeated indices
mean summation over them. Finally this Lagrangian contains terms with fermions
that makes the Lagrangian N = 16 Super-Yang-Mills mechanics. In more details,
the Lagrangian (3]) can be defined by dimensional reduction of 10 dimensional N' = 1
super-Yang-Mills theory with gauge group U(N) to the 0 + 1 dimensions. In what
follows we restrict ourselves to the bosonic terms only leaving its extension to the
fully supersymmetric invariant case in the near future.

. 1
Tr |d'o! + §[<I>I, ®7)[®', ®7] + fermions| , (3)

The action (3] is invariant under rigid translation
(1) = ' (t) + EMyun (4)

where ¢ is constant and where Iy, y is unit N x N matrix. Further, the Lagrangian
is invariant under rigid rotation

o' (t) = A, 27(1) (5)

where A obey the relations
N 61N, = 0kr . (6)
Let us now construct Lagrangian that is invariant under time dependent translation
(1) = @' (t) + £ () Inuw - (7)

Clearly the potential term is invariant under this transformation while the kinetic
term transforms as

1 .o 1 Lo 1 . .
§ (2 l Tr[cbfcpf]) = —Trid'd! = — ¢ Trd! .
Jsts

gsls gsls

In order to compensate this transformation we consider following variation

. . 1 . .
S(Trd Trd!) = — &' Trd!
INg.D, ) = g



so that following combination

Tr[d/ ;] — Trd! Trd! (10)

205l 2N gl

is invariant under the gauge symmetry (7). As the next step we proceed to the
analysis of the invariance of the Lagrangian under time dependent rotation.
Time Dependent Rotation

As we have argued above the action (3) is invariant also under rigid rotation ()
where A!; obey the relation (B]). It is convenient to write it in infinitesimal form
when we define

Then (@) implies
Sigw’y + 6wy =0 = wir +wpr =0 (12)
Let us now presume that w’; depend on ¢ so that () gives
60l =" — ol =l 0! | 50! =007 + w7 . (13)

Then the variation of the kinetic term is equal to

1 . . 1 . 1 . .
OTr(®16,,97) = o (086,07 Tr(P7 w1 X
2gul, ) @01 @7) = o Tr(@T 0, ®7) o 2 TH( @ s @)
1 .
= I CZ)IKTI"((I)KéLJ(I)J) y
gss

(14)

where the last term on the first line vanishes due to the anti-symmetry of w;;. As

the next step we should calculate the variation of new compensating term and we
find

1 o ‘ -
_(S <2Ngsl8 TI'@ITI'(PI) - —wIK Ngsls TI(DKCSIJTI'q)J _ TrNgSlS WKJTI'(DKTI'¢J _
) 1 .
= Nl Tr@% o, Trd”
(15)

where again the last term on the first line vanishes due to the anti-symmetry of w; .
In other words the variation of the kinetic term is equal to

1 . .
’ (29315 Tr(®10,87) -
B 1
 2g,l;

Ted Trd! | = 0, JE7
Sy T ) Gy TS
1

Tr(®'d7 — d7d!) — — —(Trd' Trd’ — Trd/Trd?) = —J77 .

JIJ
2gsls N

(16)



Note that J?7 transforms under time dependent rotation as
IV = L JKI L IR S ol KT G T
(17)

where
]KJ

Tr(d% ) — TroX Trd” (18)
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Our goal is to add new additional term to the Lagrangian to make it invariant under
time dependent rotation. We propose that such term has a form

1
— iJ”l\/IU,KLJKL , (19)

where the matrix Mk, is matrix in I, J, K, L indices while it is scalar with respect
to the U(N) structure.

Now we proceed to the construction of the object My k. First of all we demand
that it does not depend on time derivative of ® so that it transforms as ordinary
tensor under time dependent rotation. Then under time dependent rotation the new
term (I9) transforms as

1 ) .
5(§JIJMIJ,KLJKL) _ _WIMIMJMLLKLJKL _ IIMW]\Z]MILKLJKL —
= " M (Mg g, — Mypgen) I =207, I My e I5E
(20)
where we presume that Mj;x;, = —M; k. as a consequence of the fact that
JI/ = —J71. In order to cancel variation of the kinetic term we should require that
2IM My i, = 0,00 (21)

To proceed further we introduce I;; as matrix inverse to I'X so that I'/1 . = %
Then if we multiply 2I) with (I71)gy we get

1
Mg k1 = §5ILI§;1< . (22)
We see that it is natural to define matrix My k1, as
1 1 1 1
ML = §5JL[1K , Myrkr = _§5JL][K ,
1 -1 1 -1
Mk, = §5LJIK[ , Mg = _§5JLI]K .

(23)

In summary, we have found Lagrangian for N DO-branes that is invariant under
local translation and rotation and that has the form

I —

1 e
Tr <I>I<I>1+§[<I>I,<I>J][®I,<I>J] —

.. 1
21 Tr(I)ICDI—iJ”MU,KLJKL. (24)
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This is final form of the Lagrangian for N DO-branes that is invariant under time
dependent Galilean transformation so that this Lagrangian is valid in any frame.
In fact, following [4] we can interpret is as relational formulation of DO-brane me-
chanics. To see this more clearly let us consider situation when the matrices ®! are
diagonal, or say alternatively, situation when we can neglect all off diagonal terms
with respect to diagonal ones. Then the matrices ® have the form

q)fj = xf 1)

iJ

(25)

where z! are coordinates of individual i—th DO-brane. With such a configuration

we find that the potential term vanishes while the kinetic term has the form
1 I I I I _ da]
0 2 —NZZ> v =— (26)

that can be written in an alternative form

1
4N gl

> (0] = o)) (vf =) (27)

(2

),

which nicely demonstrate the relational form of this Lagrangian. Further, matrix
I'7 has the form

Jzﬁ@jxfx{—;xijjxj):

In the same way we proceed with J// and we get

2gsls Z vlv] — xfol) — Qgsl N Z Zv Z Zv

(@i — )@ — 7). (28)

1,J

(29)
which again depends on relative distances and velocities. In summary we obtain
Lagrangian

1
- 4Ng,l,

1
Z(“J - UI)(UI — D §J My I

(2

,

(30)

that has manifestly form of relational mechanics as follows from (28) and (29).



3 Hamiltonian Formalism

In this section we find Hamiltonian from Lagrangian (24)). In the first step we
introduce conjugate momenta to the matrix elements <I>fj where we will tread matrix
elements as independent keeping in mind that we have ®;; = ®7,. Then from (24)
we obtain

OL 1 . 1 .
(ILp)i; = @ = gsls(q)l)jz’ - m%Tﬂ)l -
1 1
2g—l(<1>§§5} — L) — N(T@Kaﬁaf — Trd% 6,07 ) ) Mpcppn I
(31)
using
SJKL 1

= (@g(sf — @fi(sf )

K L L K
5@{] QQSZS (TI'(I) 5ji5[ —Trd 5ji5[ ) . (32)

29N

As the next step we define Hamiltonian in the standard way

H = (I1;);;®} — L

1 ... 1 . . 1

= dLpl — Trd! Trd! — —JM ;e JEE — Tr[®!, &7][®!, &) .
29, Y7 2gJ N Sl 2 IhKL 4q,l, i@, e[, ¢

(33)

To proceed further note that (31I) implies

P[ = TI"H[ = (H[)ij(sji =0 y

(34)

so that P; & 0 is primary constraint of the theory. Further, from (31]) we also get

O (1) — ©35(Iy);; = 0
(35)

so that there is second set of primary constraints
I =olI — /T ~ 0, (36)

where again repeated indices mean summation over them.

Now we should check that they are the first class constraints. To do this we
introduce canonical Poisson brackets

{@f, (L))} = 650465 - (37)
Clearly we have

{P,P;} =0 (38)

7



and also

{IV, P} =05 oIl — 64 Tell" = 65 P/ — 6% P  ~ 0 .

(39)
As the last Poisson bracket we calculate {J?/,J¥X} and we obtain
{I, IR0} = "M@l — 67 @) ITE, — 67 I @, + 6T ) TT
5K T 4 gEel TIK 4 KT oF _ slte) K —
_ §IKJIL _ SILYIK _ gIKyIL | SILJIK ()
(40)

In summary we find that P; ~ 0 ,J!7 =~ 0 are first class constraints. We will discuss
their properties below.

Finally we return to the Hamiltonian and express it in the form of canonical
variables. Using (B1I]) we obtain

1 1 G 1 : : 2 kL MN Lk MN
(Hl)ij<HI>ji = gglng”(I) (I)I — Ngglng”(I)[Tl”(I)I — gslsJ MKL,MNJ —+ gslsJ MKL,MNJ
(41)
and we find that the bare Hamiltonian is equal to
gsls I J 1 J
Hp = Trll,I1; — Tr|®", &7||d, P . 42
B 5 rilplly 494l r[@, o7][@7, @] (42)

Then it is easy to see that total Hamiltonian that is given as linear combination of
the bare Hamiltonian with the first class constraints has the form

SZS
— ISy, —

H
= 4q,l,

Tr[®!, ®7][®, &7 + A\ P+ ATy, .

(43)

Since P; and J;; are first class constraints the standard procedure is to fix them.
For example, we can impose the gauge fixing condition that says that the center of
mass coordinates are equal to zero. In other words we define gauge fixing functions

gr as
G =Trdo; ~0. (44)

Then we have
{Gr,P;} = {(I)fj, (TLy)ia } 65i0u = 050:00,0:0u = 05046, = NO% . (45)

In other words G; and P are set of second class constraints that now strongly
vanish. We further fix generators J;; ~ 0 by imposing conditions that off-diagonal
components of the matrix 7 are zero

G=1"~0,1#+7J, (46)

8



where

"7 = 2. Tr(®'d7) — mTr(cpf)Tr(cpJ) : (47)
Note that we have following Poisson brackets
{G" Pk} =0 (48)
together with
{G", K} = 29515 (0" @, — 6T el el 4+ 67 ON B — 6TF D] o ) —
%, N((SIL@K(S — 6" DLS)Trd” — %, N(&”@K(s — 7KDL 6, Trd =
_ §ILpIK _ SIK[JL | SILIKI _ sTK [IL
(49)
For I = L and J = K we obtain non-zero result
{gLK’JKL} _ KK (50)

Since I"K +£ ( by definition we find that G is gauge fixing function for JX* and
they form collection of the second class constraints.

It is important to stress that gauge fixed theory with P; = J/ = 0 corresponds
to the original Hamiltonian for N D0-branes and we can interpret these frames with
vanishing total momentum and angular momentum as Newtonian frames, for more
details we recommend discussion presented in [4].

4 Gauging Time translation

In order to find an action invariant under arbitrary time dependent translation
t' =t + ¢e(t) we follow the standard procedure of parametrized systems, see for
example [16]. We begin with the canonical form of the action

5= [ (1)@}, ~ tr) (51)

where Hr is given in (43]). As the next step we introduce variable ¢t and conjugate
momenta p; and rewrite the action into the form

d

i T (I)I N(p:+ Hr)) . (52)

d
S= [dr(p—t+ (Il
[ artoge+ ),
In order to see equivalence between (52)) and (51]) let us consider equations of motion
for N and p, that give

d
—t— N = Hr =
i 0, p+Hr=0 (53)



that inserting back to the action (52 we obtain

dt d
S= [ dr—((;);—. 9], — Hr) , 54
[ arg el — o) (54)
where we presumed that the first relation in (53]) can be inverted. Then it is easy to
see that (B4]) is equivalent do (BIl). The action (52)) is manifestly reparametrization

invariant under transformation

r= (), U =tr), N =N (55)

and

(I1)is(7') = (Mp)y(7) . G(r") = j5(7) - (56)
In summary we got the action (52]) that is invariant under time dependent Galilean
transformation together with arbitrary redefinition of the time 7. Clearly this con-
struction is generally correct even in our specific case of N DO-branes. On the other
hand the question is physical interpretation of the coordinate ¢ and how it should
be interpreted in the context of non-abelian nature of DO-brane action. In other
words this construction cannot be interpreted as covariant form of the action for
N DO0-brane which is very difficult to construct, see for example [17, [18]. For that
reason we mean that this construction has only formal meaning.
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