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A bstract

Duality isinvestigated forhigherspin (s� 2),free,m assless,bosonic gauge �elds.

W eshow how thedualform ulationscan bederived from acom m on \parent",�rst-order

action. This goes beyond m ost ofthe previous treatm ents where higher-spin duality

was investigated at the levelofthe equations ofm otion only. In D = 4 spacetim e

dim ensions,thedualtheoriesturn outto bedescribed by thesam ePauli-Fierz(s= 2)

orFronsdal(s� 3)action (asitisthe case forspin 1).In the particulars= 2 D = 5

case,the Pauli-Fierz action and the Curtrightaction are shown to berelated through

duality. A crucialingredient ofthe analysis is given by the �rst-order,gauge-like,

reform ulation ofhigherspin theoriesdueto Vasiliev.
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1 Introduction

Duality forhigherspin m asslessgauge �eldshasbeen the focusofa greatinterestrecently

[1,2,3,4,5,6,7].In m ostofthisrecentwork,duality isstudied attheleveloftheequations

ofm otion only (notable exceptions being [1,2,7],which dealwith the spin-2 case in 4

spacetim e dim ensions). One m ay wonderwhethera strongerform ofduality exists,forall

spins and in allspacetim e dim ensions,which would relate the corresponding actions. A

fam iliarexam plein which duality goesbeyond m ereon-shellequivalenceisgiven by a setof

a freep-form gauge�eld and a free(D � p� 2)-form gauge�eld in D spacetim edim ensions.

Theeasiestway to establish theequivalenceofthetwo theoriesin thatcaseisto startfrom

a �rst order \m other" action involving sim ultaneously the p-form gauge �eld A �1����p and

the �eld strength H �1����D � p� 1
ofthe (D � p� 2)-form B �1����D � p� 2

treated as independent

variables

S[A;H ]�

Z

dA ^ H �
1

2
H ^ �

H (1.1)

The�eld H isan auxiliary �eld thatcan beelim inated through itsown equation ofm otion,

which readsH = �dA.Inserting thisrelation in the action (1.1)yieldsthe fam iliarsecond-

order M axwellaction �
R

dA ^ �dA for A. Conversely, one m ay view A as a Lagrange

m ultiplier for the constraint dH = 0,which im plies H = dB . Solving for the constraint

inside(1.1)yieldsthefam iliarsecond-orderaction �
R

dB ^ �dB forB .

Following Fradkin and Tseytlin [8],we shallreserve theterm inology \dualtheories" for

theories that can be related through a \parent action",referring to \pseudo-duality" for

situations when there is only on-shellequivalence. The parent action m ay notbe unique.

In the above exam ple, there is another, \father" action in which the roles ofA and B

are interchanged (B and F are the independent variables,with S �
R

dB ^ F � 1

2
F ^ �F

and F = dA on-shell). Thatthe action ofdualtheoriescan be related through the above

transform ationsisim portantforestablishing equivalence ofthe(local)ultravioletquantum

propertiesofthe theories,since these transform ationscan form ally be im plem ented in the

path integral[8].

Recently,dualform ulationsofm asslessspin-2�eldshaveattracted interestin connection

with theirpossiblerolein uncovering thehidden sym m etriesofgravitationaltheories[9,10,

11,12,13,14,15]. In these form ulations,the m asslessspin-2 �eld isdescribed by a tensor

gauge �eld with m ixed Young sym m etry type. The corresponding Young diagram hastwo

colum ns,onewith D � 3boxesand theotherwith onebox.Theaction and gaugesym m etries

ofthese dualgravitationalform ulationshave been given in the free case by Curtright[16].

However,the connection with the m ore fam iliarPauli-Fierz form ulation [17]wasnotclear

and directattem ptto proveequivalence m etproblem swith traceconditionson som e�elds.

Thedi�culty thatm akesthespin-1treatm entnotstraightforwardly generalizableisthatthe

higher-spin (s� 2)gaugeLagrangiansarenotexpressed in term sofstrictly gauge-invariant

objects,so thatgaugeinvarianceisa m oresubtleguide.Oneofthepurposesofthisnoteis

to show explicitly thattheCurtrightaction and thePauli-Fierzaction both com efrom the

sam eparentaction and arethusdualin theFradkin-Tseytlin sense.Theanalysisiscarried

out in any num ber ofspacetim e dim ensions and has the usefulproperty,in the self-dual

1



dim ension four,thatboth theoriginaland thedualform ulationsaredescribed by thesam e

Pauli-FierzLagrangian and variables.

W ethenextend theanalysistohigherspingauge�eldsdescribed bycom pletelysym m etric

tensors.TheLagrangiansforthesetheories,leadingtophysicalsecond-orderequations,have

been given long ago in [18]. W e show thatthe spin-s theory,described in [18]by a totally

sym m etrictensorwith sindicesand subjectto thedouble-tracelessnesscondition,isdualto

a theory with a �eld ofm ixed sym m etry type (D � 3;1;1;� � � ;1)(one colum n with D � 3

boxes,s� 1 colum swith one box),forwhich we give explicitly the Lagrangian and gauge

sym m etries. This�eld isalso subject to the double tracelessness condition on any pairof

pairsofindices.A crucialtoolin theanalysisisgiven by the�rst-orderreform ulation ofthe

Fronsdalaction duetoVasiliev [19],which isin factourstartingpoint.W e�nd again thatin

theself-dualdim ension four,theoriginaldescription and thedualdescription arethesam e.

2 Spin-2 duality

2.1 Parent actions

W econsiderthe�rst-orderaction [11]

S[eab;Y
abj
c]= �2

Z

d
D
x

�

Y
abjc

@[aeb]c�
1

2
YabjcY

acjb+
1

2(D � 2)
Y

b
abjY

acj
c

�

(2.1)

where eab hasboth sym m etric and antisym m etric partsand whereY
abj
c = �Y

baj
c isa once-

covariant,twice-contravariantm ixed tensor.NeitherenorY transform in irreduciblerepre-

sentationsofthegenerallineargroup sinceeab hasnode�nitesym m etry whileY
abj
c issubject

to no tracecondition.Latin indicesrun from 0 to D � 1 and arelowered orraised with the

atm etric,taken to beof\m ostly plus" signature(�;+;� � � ;+).Thespacetim edim ension

D is� 3.Thefactor2 in frontof(2.1)isinserted to follow theconventionsof[19].

Theaction (2.1)di�ersfrom thestandard �rst-orderaction forlinearized gravityin which

thevielbein eab and thespin connection !abjc aretreated asindependentvariablesby a m ere

change ofvariables!abjc ! Y
abj
c such thatthecoe�cientofthe antisym m etrized derivative

ofthevielbein in theaction isjustY
abj
c,up to theinessentialfactorof�2.Thischangeof

variablesreads

Yabjc = !cjajb+ �ac!
i
jbji� �bc!

i
jaji; !ajbjc = Ybcja +

2

D � 2
�a[bY

d
c]dj :

Itwasconsidered (forfullgravity)previously in [11].

By exam ining the equationsofm otion forY
abj
c,one seesthatY

abj
c isan auxiliary �eld

thatcan beelim inated from theaction.Theresulting action is

S[eab]= 4

Z

d
D
x

�

C
a

caj C
cbj

b
�
1

2
CabjcC

acjb�
1

4
CabjcC

abjc

�

(2.2)
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whereCabjc = @[aeb]c.Thisaction dependsonly on thesym m etricpartofeab (theLagrangian

dependson theantisym m etricpartofeab only through a totalderivative)and isa rewriting

ofthelinearised Einstein action ofgeneralrelativity (Pauli-Fierzaction).

From another point ofview,eab can be considered in the action (2.1) as a Lagrange

m ultiplierforthe constraint@aY
abj
c = 0.Thisconstraintcan besolved explicitely in term s

ofa new �eld Y
abej

c = Y
[abe]j

c,Y
abj
c = @eY

abej
c.Theaction then becom es

S[Y abej
c]= 2

Z

d
D
x

�
1

2
YabjcY

acjb�
1

2(D � 2)
Y

b
abjY

acj
c

�

(2.3)

whereY abjcm ustnow beviewed asthedependent�eldY abjc = @eY
abejc.The�eldY

abej
ccanbe

decom posed into irreduciblecom ponents:Y
abej

c = X
abej

c+ �
[a
c Z

be],with X
abcj

c = 0,X
abej

c =

X
[abe]j

c and Z be = Z [be]. A direct butsom ewhat cum bersom e com putation shows thatthe

resulting action dependsonly on theirreducible com ponentX
abej

c,i.e.itisinvariantunder

arbitrary shifts ofZ ab (which appears in the Lagrangian only through a totalderivative).

Onecan then introducein D � 4 dim ensionsthe�eld Ta1���aD � 3jc
= 1

3!
�a1���aD � 3efgX

efgj
c with

T[a1���aD � 3jc]= 0 because ofthe tracecondition on X
efgj

c,and rewrite theaction in term sof

this�eld1.Explicitly,one�ndstheaction given in [16,20]:

S[Ta1���aD � 3jc
] = �

1

(D � 3)!

Z

d
D
x

h

@
e
T
b1:::bD � 3ja@eTb1:::bD � 3ja

� @eT
b1:::bD � 3je@

f
Tb1:::bD � 3jf

� (D � 3)[�3@eT
eb2:::bD � 3ja@

f
Tfb2:::bD � 3ja � 2T b2:::bD � 3jg

g @
ef
Teb2:::bD � 3jf

� @
e
T

b2:::bD � 3jg
g @eT

f

b2:::bD � 3jf
+ (D � 4)@eT

eb3:::bD � 3jg
g @

h
T
f

hb3:::bD � 3jf
]

i

:(2.4)

By construction,thisdualaction isequivalentto theinitialPauli-Fierzaction forlinearised

generalrelativity. W e shallcom pare itin the nextsubsections to the Pauli-Fierz (D = 4)

and Curtright(D = 5)actions.

One can notice that the equivalence between the actions (2.2) and (2.3) can also be

proved using thefollowing parentaction:

S[Cabjc;Yabcjd]= 4

Z

d
D
x

�

�
1

2
Cabjc@dY

dabjc+ C
a

caj C
cbj

b
�
1

2
CabjcC

acjb�
1

4
CabjcC

abjc

�

; (2.5)

where Cabjc = C[ab]jc and Yabcjd = Y[abc]jd. The �eld Yabcjd isthen a Lagrange m ultiplier for

the constraint @[aCbc]jd = 0,this constraint im plies Cabjc = @[aeb]c and,elim inating it,one

�ndsthattheaction (2.5)becom estheaction (2.2).On theotherhand,C abjc isan auxiliary

�eld and can beelim inated from theaction (2.5)using itsequation ofm otion,theresulting

action isthen theaction (2.3).

1For D = 3,the �eld X
efgj

c is identically zero and the dualLagrangian is thus L = 0. The duality

transform ation relatesthetopologicalPauli-FierzLagrangian to thetopologicalLagrangian L = 0.W eshall

assum eD > 3 from now on.
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2.2 G auge sym m etries

The gaugeinvariancesoftheaction (2.2)areknown:�eab = @a�b+ @b�a + !ab,where !ab =

![ab]:These transform ationscan beextended to theauxiliary �elds(asitisalwaysthecase

[21])leading to thegaugeinvariancesoftheparentaction (2.1):

�eab = @a�b+ @b�a; (2.6)

�Y
abj

d
= � 6@c@

[a
�
b
�
c]

d
(2.7)

and

�eab = !ab; (2.8)

�Y
abj

d
= 3@c!

[ab
�
c]

d
: (2.9)

Sim ilarly,thecorresponding invariancesfortheotherparentaction (2.5)are:

�Cabjc = @c@[a�b]; (2.10)

�Y
abcj

d
= � 6@[a�b�

c]

d
(2.11)

and

�Cabjc = @[a!b]c; (2.12)

�Y
abcj

d
= 3![ab

�
c]

d
: (2.13)

These transform ationsa�ect only the irreducible com ponent Z be ofY
abej

c. [Note thatone

can rede�ne the gauge param eter !ab in such a way that�eab = @a�b + !ab. In thatcase,

(2.6)and (2.7)becom esim ply �eab = @a�b,�Y
abj

d
= 0.]

Given Y
abj
c,theequation Y

abj
c = @eY

abej
c doesnotentirely determ ineY

abej
c.Indeed Y

abj
c

isinvariantunderthetransform ation

�Y
abej

c = @f (�
abefj

c) (2.14)

ofY
abej

c,with �
abefj

c = �
[abef]j

c.Astheaction (2.3)dependson Y
abej

c only through Y
abj

c,it

isalso invariantunderthegaugetransform ations(2.14)ofthe�eld Y abejc.In addition,itis

invariantunderarbitrary shiftsoftheirreduciblecom ponentZ ab,

�Y
abcj

d
= 3![ab

�
c]

d
: (2.15)

The gaugeinvariancesofthe action (2.4)involving only X
abej

c (orequivalently,Ta1���aD � 3jc)

aresim ply (2.14)projected on theirreduciblecom ponentX
abej

c (orTa1���aD � 3jc
).

Itisofinterestto notethatitisthe sam e !-sym m etry thatrem ovestheantisym m etric

com ponentofthetetrad in theaction (2.2)(yielding thePauli-Fierzaction fore(ab))and the

trace Z ab ofthe �eld Y
abej

c (yielding the action (2.4)forTa1���aD � 3jc
(orX

abej
c)). Because

itisthesam einvariance thatisatplay,onecannotelim inatesim ultaneously both e[ab] and

the trace ofY
abj
c in the parent actions,even though these �elds can each be elim inated

individually in theircorresponding \children" actions(see[22]in thiscontext).
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2.3 D = 4: \Pauli-Fierz is dualto Pauli-Fierz"

In D = 4 spacetim edim ensions,thetensorTa1���aD � 3jc hasjusttwo indicesand issym m etric,

Tab = Tba.A directcom putation showsthattheaction (2.4)becom esthen

S[Tab]=

Z

d
4
x[@aTbc

@aTbc� 2@aT
ab
@
c
Tcb� 2T a

a @
bc
Tbc � @aT

b
b @

a
T

c
c ] (2.16)

which isthePauli-Fierzaction forthesym m etricm asslesstensorTab.Atthesam etim e,the

gauge param eters�
abefj

c can be written as�
abefj

c = �abefc and the gauge transform ations

reduce to �Tab � @ab+ @ba,asthey should.Ourdualization procedure possessesthusthe

distinctfeature,in fourspacetim e dim ensions,ofm apping the Pauli-Fierz action on itself.

Note that the electric (respectively,the m agnetic) part ofthe (linearized) W eyltensor of

the originalPauli-Fierz �eld hab � e(ab) is equalto the m agnetic (respectively,m inus the

electric) part ofthe (linearized) W eyltensor ofthe dualPauli-Fierz Tab,as expected for

duality [23,3].

An alternative, interesting, dualization procedure has been discussed in [7]. In that

procedure,the dualtheory isdescribed by a di�erentaction,which hasan additionalanti-

sym m etric �eld,denoted !ab.This�eld doesenternon trivially theLagrangian through its

divergence @a!ab
2.

2.4 D = 5: \Pauli-Fierz is dualto C urtright"

In D = 5 spacetim e dim ensions,the dual�eld isTabjc =
1

3!
"abefgX

efgj
c ,and hasthe sym -

m etriesTabjc = T[ab]jc and T[abjc] = 0:The action found by substituting this�eld into (2.3)

reads

S[Tabjc]=
1

2

R

d5x [@aTbcjd
@aTbcjd � 2@aT

abjc
@
d
Tdbjc� @aT

bcja
@
d
Tbcjd

�4T bja
a @

cd
Tcbjd � 2@aT

cjb

b
@
a
T
d
cjd � 2@aT

ajb

b
@
c
T
d
cjd] (2.17)

Itistheaction given by Curtrightin [16]forsuch an \exotic" �eld.

Thegaugesym m etriesalso m atch,ascan beseen by rede�ning thegaugeparam etersas

 gc = � 1

4!
�abefg�

abefj
c.Thegaugetransform ationsbecom e

�Tabjc = �2@[aSb]c�
1

3
[@aA bc+ @bA ca � 2@cA ab]; (2.18)

where ab = Sab+ A ab;Sab = Sba;A ab = �A ba.These areexactly thegaugetransform ations

of[16].

2In the Lagrangian (27)of[7],onecan actually dualize the �eld !ab to a scalar� (i.e.,(i)replace@
a!ab

by a vectorkb in theaction;(ii)forcekb = @a!ab through a Lagrangem ultiplierterm �@ aka where� isthe

Lagrangem ultiplier;and (iii)elim inatetheauxiliary �eld ka through itsequationsofm otion).A rede�nition

ofthesym m etric�eld ~hab of[7]by aterm � �ab� enablesonetoabsorb thescalar�,yieldingthePauli-Fierz

action forthe rede�ned sym m etric �eld.
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Itwasknown from [3]thattheequationsofm otion foraPauli-Fierz�eld wereequivalent

to the equations ofm otion for a Curtright �eld,i.e.,that the two theories were \pseudo-

dual". W e have established here thatthey are,in fact,dual. The duality transform ation

considered here contains the duality transform ation on the curvatures considered in [3].

Indeed, when the equations of m otion hold, one has R ���� [h] / "����� R
���

��
[T]where

R ���� [h](respectively R ����� [T]) is the linearized curvature ofhab � e(ab) (respectively,

Tabjc).

3 Vasiliev description ofhigher spin �elds

In thediscussion ofduality forspin-twogauge�elds,acrucialroleisplayed by the�rst-order

action (2.1),in which both the(linearized)vielbein and the(linearized)spin-connection (or,

rather,alinearcom binationofit)aretreatedasindependentvariables.This�rst-orderaction

isindeed one ofthe possible parentactions. In orderto extend the analysisto higher-spin

m assless gauge �elds,we need a sim ilar description ofhigher-spin theories. Such a �rst-

orderdescription hasbeen given in [19].In thissection,we briey review thisform ulation,

alternativetothem orefam iliarsecond-orderapproach of[18].W eassum es> 1and D > 3.

3.1 G eneralized vielbein and spin connection

Thesetofbosonic�eldsintroduced in [19]consistsofa generalized vielbein e�ja1:::as� 1
and a

generalized spin connection !�jbja1:::as� 1
.Thevielbein iscom pletely sym m etric and traceless

in itslasts� 1 indices.Thespin-connection isnotonly com pletely sym m etricand traceless

in itslasts� 1 indicesbutalso tracelessbetween itssecond and oneofitslasts� 1 indices.

M oreover,com pletesym m etrization in allitsindicesbutthe�rstgiveszero.Thus,onehas

e�ja1:::as� 1
= e�j(a1:::as� 1); e b

�j b:::as� 1
= 0;

!�jbja1:::as� 1
= !�jbj(a1:::as� 1)

; !�j(bja1:::as� 1)
= 0;

! c
�jbj c:::as� 1

= 0; ! b
�j jb:::as� 1

= 0: (3.1)

The�rstindexofboth thevielbein and thespin-connection m aybeseen asaspacetim eform -

index,while allthe others are regarded as internalindices. As we work at the linearized

level,nodistinction willbem adebetween both kindsofindicesand theywillboth belabelled

eitherby Greek orby Latin letters,running from 0;1;� � � ;D � 1.

Theaction wasoriginally written in [19]in fourdim ensionsas

Ss[e;!]=

Z

d
4
x"

����
"abc� !

bjai1:::is� 2

�j

�

@�e
c

�ji1:::is� 2
� 1=2! c

�j�ji1:::is� 2

�

: (3.2)

By expanding outtheproductofthetwo �-sym bols,onecan rewriteitin aform valid in any

num berofspacetim edim ensions,

Ss[e;!]= �2

Z

d
D
x

h

(B a1[�j�]a 2:::as� 1
�

1

2(s� 1)
B ��ja 1:::as� 1

)K ��ja 1:::as� 1 +

(2B
�

�ja2:::as� 1�
+ (s� 2)B

�

a2ja3:::as� 1��
)K ��ja 2:::as� 1

�

i

(3.3)
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where

B �bja1:::as� 1
� 2![�jb]ja1:::as� 1

(3.4)

and where

K
��ja 1:::as� 1 = @

[�
e
�]ja1:::as� 1 �

1

4
B
��ja 1:::as� 1: (3.5)

The �eld B �bja1:::as� 1
isantisym m etric in the �rsttwo indices,sym m etric in the lasts� 1

internalindicesand tracelessin theinternalindices,

B �bja1:::as� 1
= B [�b]ja1:::as� 1

;B �bja1:::as� 1
= B �bj(a1:::as� 1);B

as� 2

�bja1:::as� 2

= 0 (3.6)

butisotherwisearbitrary :given B subjectto theseconditions,onecan always�nd an ! so

that(3.4)holds[19].

Theinvariancesoftheaction (3.2)are[19]

�e�ja1:::as� 1
= @��a1:::as� 1

+ ��ja1:::as� 1
; (3.7)

�!�jbja1:::as� 1
= @��bja1:::as� 1

+ ��jbja1:::as� 1
; (3.8)

wheretheparam eters��ja1:::as� 1
and ��jbja1:::as� 1

possessthefollowing algebraicproperties

��j(a1:::as� 1) = ��ja1:::as� 1
; �(�ja1:::as� 1) = 0; ��

j�a2:::as� 1
= 0; � b

�ja1:::as� 3b
= 0;

��jbja1:::as� 1
= �(�jb)ja1:::as� 1

= ��jbj(a1:::as� 1)
; ��j(bja1:::as� 1)

= 0;

�b
jbja1:::as� 1

= 0; �b
jcjba2:::as� 1

= 0; � c
�jbja1:::as� 3c

= 0: (3.9)

M oreover,theparam eter� istracelessand com pletely sym m etric. The param eter� gener-

alizestheLorentzparam eterforgravitation in thevielbein form alism .

In theVasiliev form ulation,the�eldsand gaugeparam etersaresubjectto tracelessness

conditionscontained in (3.1)and (3.9).Itwould beofinterestto investigatewhetherthese

conditionscan bedispensed with asin [24,25].

3.2 Equivalence w ith the standard second order form ulation

Sincetheaction dependson ! only through B ,extrem izing itwith respectto! isequivalent

to extrem izing itwith respectto B . Thus,we can view Ss[e;!]asSs[e;B ]. In the action

Ss[e;B ],the�eld B ��ja 1:::as� 1 isan auxiliary �eld.Indeed,the�eld equationsforB ��ja 1:::as� 1

enableoneto expressB in term softhevielbein and itsderivativesas,

B
��ja 1:::as� 1 = 2@[�e�]ja1:::as� 1 (3.10)

(the�eld ! isthus�xed up to the pure gaugecom ponentrelated to �.) W hen substituted

into (3.3),(3.10)givesan action Ss[e;B (e)]invariantunder(3.7).

The�eld e�ja1:::as� 1
can berepresented by

e�ja1:::as� 1
= h�a1:::as� 1

+
(s� 1)(s� 2)

2s
[��(a1

ha2:::as� 1)� �(a1a2h�a3:::as� 1)]

+ ��ja1:::as� 1
; (3.11)
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whereh�a1:::as� 1
iscom pletely sym m etric,ha2:::as� 1

= h��:::as� 1
isitstrace,and thecom ponent

��ja1:::as� 1
possesses the sym m etries ofthe param eter � in (3.7) and thus disappears from

Ss[e;!(e)].Ofcourse,thedoubletraceh�� ��:::a s� 1
ofh�a1:::as� 1

vanishes.Theaction Ss[e(h)]

isnothing buttheonegiven in [18]fora com pletely sym m etricand double-tracelessbosonic

spin-s gauge�eld h�a1:::as� 1
.

In thespin-2case,theVasiliev �eldsaree�ja and !�jbja with !�jbja = �!�jajb.The�-gauge

invarianceisabsentsincetheconditions��jbja = ���jajb,�bjcja = �cjbja im ply ��jajb = 0.The

gaugetransform ationsread

�e�ja = @��a + ��ja; �!�jbja = @��bja (3.12)

with ��ja = ��aj�. The relation between ! and B is invertible and the action (3.3) is

explicitly given by

S
2[e;B ]= �2

Z

d
D
x

h

(B a[�j�]�
1

2
B ��ja)(@

[�
e
�]ja�

1

4
B
��ja)+ 2B

�

�j�
(@[�e�]j��

1

4
B
��j

�)

i

(3.13)

The coe�cient Y ��ja ofthe antisym m etrized derivative @[�e�]ja ofthe vielbein is given in

term sofB by

Y��ja = B a[�j�] �
1

2
B ��ja � 2�a[�B

b
�]bj : (3.14)

Thisrelation can beinverted to yield B in term sofY ,

B ��ja = 2Ya[�j�] �
2

D � 2
�a[�Y

b
�]bj : (3.15)

Re-expressingtheaction in term sofe�a and Y��a givestheaction (2.1)considered previously.

4 Spin-3 duality

Beforedealing with duality in thegeneralspin-s case,wetreatin detailthespin-3 case.

4.1 A rbitrary dim ension � 4

Following the spin-2 procedure,we �rst rewrite the action (3.3) in term s ofe�j�� and the

coe�cientY ��j�� oftheantisym m etrized derivativesofe�j�� in theaction.In term sof!�j�j�� ,

this�eld isgiven by

Y��j�� = 2[!�j[�j�]� + !�j[�j�]� � 2!�
j[�j�](� ��)� + 2!�

j[�j�](���)�] (4.1)

or,equivalently

Y��ja 1a2 = B a1�j�a 2
�
1

4
B ��ja 1a2 + 2��a1

B
�
�j�a 2

+ ��a1
B
�
a2j��

(4.2)

where antisym m etrization in �,� and sym m etrization in a1,a2 is understood. The �eld

Y��j�� ful�llsthealgebraicrelationsY��j�� = Y[��]j�� = Y��j(��) and Y
�

��j�
= 0.
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Onecan invert(4.2)to expressthe�eld B ��j�� in term sofY��j�� .Onegets

B ��j�� =
4

3

h

Y��j�� + 2[Y�[�j�]� + Y�[�j�]� ]+
2

D � 1
[�2���Y

�
�[�j�] + Y

�
�j�[� ��]� + Y

�
�j�[� ��]�]

i

(4.3)

W hen inserted into theaction,thisyields

S(e�j��;Y��j�� )= �2

Z

d
D
xfY��j�� @

�
e
�j��

+
4

3
[
1

4
Y
��j��

Y��j�� � Y
��j��

Y��j�� +
1

D � 1
Y
��j�

�Y
�

��j� ]g : (4.4)

The generalized vielbein e�j�� m ay again be viewed as a Lagrange m ultiplier since it

occurslinearly.Itsequationsofm otion forcetheconstraints

@
�
Y��j�� = 0 (4.5)

The solution ofthisequation isY��j�� = @�Y���j�� where Y���j�� = Y[���]j�� = Y���j(��) and

Y
�

���j�
= 0.Theaction then becom es

S(Y���j�� )=
8

3

Z

d
D
x[�

1

4
Y
��j��

Y��j�� + Y
��j��

Y��j�� �
1

D � 1
Y
��j�

�Y
�

��j� ]; (4.6)

whereY��j�� m ustnow beviewed asthedependent�eld Y��j�� = @�Y���j�� .

Onenow decom posesthe�eld Y���j�� into irreduciblecom ponents,

Y
���j

�� = X
���j

�� + �
[�

(�
Z
��]

�)
(4.7)

with X
���j

�� = 0,X
���j

�� = X
[���]j

��,X
���j

�� = X
���j

(��)
and Z ��

� = Z
[��]

�. Since Z
��

�

isde�ned by (4.7)only up to the addition ofa term like �
[�
� k

�] with k� arbitrary,one m ay

assum e Z ��
� = 0.The new feature with respectto spin 2 isthatthe �eld Z ��

� isnow not

entirely pure gauge. However,thatcom ponentofZ ��
� which isnotpure gauge isentirely

determ ined by X
���j

��.

Indeed,thetracelessnesscondition Y
���j

���
�� = 0 im plies

Z
[��j�] = �X ���j

���
�� (4.8)

Onecan furtherdecom poseZ��j� = ���� +
4

3
	 [�j�]� with ���� = �[���] = Z[��j�] and 	 �j�� =

	 �j(��) = Z�(�j�). In addition,	 (�j��) = Z(��j�) = 0 and 	 �j�� �
�� = Z��j� �

�� = 0. Fur-

therm ore,the �-gaugesym m etry reads�Z��j� = �[�j�]� i.e,����� = 0 and �	�j�� = 3

4
��j�� .

Thus,the	-com ponentofZ can begauged away whileits�-com ponentis�xed by X .The

only rem aining �eld in theaction isX
���j

��,asin thespin-2 case.

Also asin the spin-2 case,there isa redundancy in the solution ofthe constraint(4.5)

forY��j� ,leading to thegaugesym m etry (in addition to the�-gaugesym m etry)

�Y
���j

a1a2
= @� 

����j
a1a2

(4.9)

where  
����j

a1a2 isantisym m etric in �,�,�,� and sym m etric in a1,a2 and istracelesson

a1,a2, 
����j

a1a2�
a1a2 = 0.Thisgives,forX ,

�X
���j

a1a2
= @�( 

����j
a1a2

+
6

D � 1
�
[�

(a1
 
��]��j

a2)�
) (4.10)
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4.2 D = 5 and D = 4

Onecan then tradethe�eld X fora�eld T obtained by dualizingon theindices�,�,� with

the�-sym bol.W eshallcarry outthecom putationsonly in thecaseD = 5 and D = 4,since

the case ofgeneraldim ensionswillbe covered below forgeneralspins. Dualising in D = 5

givesX
���j

�� =
1

2
������ T��j�� and theaction becom es:

S(T��j�� ) =
2

3

Z

d
5
x[�@�T��j�� @

�
T
��j�� + 2@�T��j�� @�T

��j�� + 2@�T��j�� @�T
��j��

+ 8T��j�� @
��
T

�j��

�
+ 2T��j�� @

��
T
��j�

�
+ 4@�T

�j��

�
@
�
T
�

�j��

� 4@�T
�j��

�
@
�
T
�

�j��
+ 4@�T

�j��

�
@
�
T

�

��j�
+ @�T

��j�
�@

�
T

�
��j� ] (4.11)

with T��j�� = T��j(��) = T[��]j�� and T[��j�]� = 0. The gauge sym m etries ofthe T �eld

following from (4.9)are

�T��j�� = �@[�’�]j�� +
3

4
[@[�’�j�]� + @[�’�j�]�]; (4.12)

wherethegaugeparam eter’�j�� � ������  
����j

�� issuch that’�j�� = ’�j(��) and ’
�

�j�
= 0.

Theparam eter’�j�� can bedecom posed into irreduciblecom ponents:’�j�� = ���� + ��(�j�)

where���� = ’(�j��) and ���j� = 3

4
’[�j�]� .Thegaugetransform ation then reads

�T��j�� = @[���]�� +
1

8
[�2@[���]�j� + 3���j(�;�) ]; (4.13)

and thenew gaugeparam etersareconstrained by thecondition �
�

�j�
+ �

�

�j�
= 0.

These are the action and gauge sym m etries forthe �eld T��j�� dualto e(���) in D = 5

and coincidewith theonesgiven in [26,27,28,6].

In fourspacetim e dim ensions,dualization readsT��� = ����� X
���j

��. The �eld T��� is

totally sym m etricbecauseofX
���j

�� = 0.Theaction reads

S(T���)= �
4

3

Z

d
4
x

h

@�T���@
�
T
��� � 3@�T���@�T

��� � 6T
��

�
@
��
T���

�3@�T
��

� @�T
��

� �
3

2
@�T

��
�@�T

��
�

i

(4.14)

The gauge param eter  
����j

a1a2 can be rewritten as 
����j

a1a2 = (�1=2)����� ka1a2 where

ka1a2 is sym m etric and traceless. The gauge transform ations are,in term s ofT,�T��� =

@�k�� + @�k�� + @�k��. The dualization procedure yields back the Fronsdalaction and

gauge sym m etries [18]. Note also that the gauge-invariant curvatures ofthe original�eld

h��� � e(���) and ofT���,which involve now three derivatives [29,30],are again related

on-shellby an �-transform ation R������ [h]/ ���� 0�0 R
�0�0

���� [T],asthey should.
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5 Spin-s duality

Them ethod fordualizing thespin-stheory followsexactly thesam epattern asforspinstwo

and three:

� First,one rewritesthe action in term sofe and Y (coe�cientofthe antisym m etrized

derivativesofthegeneralized vielbein in theaction);

� Second,oneobservesthateisa Lagrangem ultiplierfora di�erentialconstrainton Y ,

which can besolved explicitly in term sofa new �eld Y with onem oreindex;

� Third,onedecom posesthisnew �eld intoirreduciblecom ponents;only onecom ponent

(denoted X )rem ainsin theaction;usingthe�-sym bol,thiscom ponentcan bereplaced

by the\dual�eld" T.

� Fourth,one derivesthe gauge invariancesofthe dualtheory from the redundancy in

thedescription ofthesolution oftheconstraintin step 2.

W enow im plem entthesestepsexplicitly.

5.1 Trading B for Y

Thecoe�cientof@ [�e�]ja1:::as� 1 in theaction isgiven by

Y��ja 1:::as� 1
= B a1�j�a 2:::as� 1

�
1

2(s� 1)
B ��ja 1:::as� 1

+ 2��a1
B
�
�j�a 2:::as� 1

+ (s� 2)��a1
B
�
a2j��a 3:::as� 1

; (5.1)

wherether.h.s.ofthisexpression m ustbeantisym m etrized in �;� and sym m etrized in the

indicesai.The�eld Y��ja 1:::as� 1
isantisym m etricin � and �,totally sym m etricin itsinternal

indicesai and tracelesson itsinternalindices.Onecan invert(5.1)to expressB ��ja 1:::as� 1
in

term sofY��ja 1:::as� 1
.To thatend,one�rstcom putesthetraceofY��ja 1:::as� 1

.Onegets

Y
�
�j�a 2���as� 1

=
D + s� 4

2(s� 1)

�

2B �
�j�a 2���as� 1

+ (s� 2)B �
(a2ja3���as� 1)��

�

(5.2)

, B
�
�j�a 2���as� 1

=
2(s� 1)2

s(D + s� 4)

�

Y
�
�j�a 2���as� 1

�

�
s� 2

s� 1

�

Y
�
(a2ja3���as� 1)��

�

(5.3)

Using thisexpression,onecan then easily solve(5.1)forB ��ja 1:::as� 1
,

B ��ja 1:::as� 1
= 2

(s� 1)

s

h

(s� 2)Y��ja 1:::as� 1
� 2(s� 1)Y�a1j�a2:::as� 1

+ 2
(s� 1)

(D + s� 4)
[(s� 2)�a1a2Y

�

��j�a 3:::as� 1

� (s� 2)�a1�Y
�

a2�j�a3:::as� 1

+ (s� 3)�a1�Y
�

��ja2:::as� 1

]

i

(5.4)
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where the r.h.s. m ustagain be antisym m etrized in �;� and sym m etrized in the indicesai.

W ehavechecked (5.4)using FORM (sym bolic m anipulation program [31]).

Theaction (3.3)now reads

Ss = �2

Z

d
D
x

h

Y��ja 1:::as� 1
@
[�
e
�]ja1:::as� 1 +

(s� 1)2

s

h

� Y��ja 1:::as� 1
Y
�a1j�a2:::as� 1

+
(s� 2)

2(s� 1)
Y��ja 1:::as� 1

Y
��ja 1:::as� 1 +

1

(D + s� 4)
[(s� 3)Y

�

��ja 2:::as� 2

Y
��ja2:::as� 2

�

� (s� 2)Y
�

��ja 2:::as� 2

Y
a2�j�a3:::as� 2

�]

ii

: (5.5)

Itisinvariantunderthetransform ations(3.7)and (3.8)

�e�ja1:::as� 1
= @��a1:::as� 1

+ ��ja1:::as� 1

�Y
��j

a1:::as� 1
= 3@��

[�

(a1
�
�j�]

a2:::as� 1)
(5.6)

Recallthat��ja1:::as� 1
satis�estherelations

�(�ja1:::as� 1) = 0; �
�
j�a2:::as� 1

= 0; �
b

�ja1:::as� 3b
= 0: (5.7)

while�a1:::as� 1
iscom pletely sym m etricand traceless.

5.2 Elim inating the constraint

The�eld equation fore�ja1:::as� 1 isa constraintforthe�eld Y ,

@
�
Y��ja 1:::as� 1

= 0 (5.8)

which im plies:

Y��ja 1:::as� 1
= @

�
Y���ja 1:::as� 1

(5.9)

whereY���ja 1:::as� 1
= Y[���]ja 1:::as� 1

= Y���j(a 1:::as� 1)
and Y

���ja
aa3:::as� 1

= 0.Ifonesubstitutes

thesolution oftheconstraintinsidetheaction,onegets

S(Y���ja 1:::as� 1
)= �2

(s� 1)2

s

Z

d
D
x

h

� Y��ja 1:::as� 1
Y
�a1j�a2:::as� 1

+
(s� 2)

2(s� 1)
Y��ja 1:::as� 1

Y
��ja 1:::as� 1 +

1

(D + s� 4)
[(s� 3)Y

�

��ja 2:::as� 2

Y
��ja2:::as� 2

�

�(s� 2)Y
�

��ja 2:::as� 2

Y
a2�j�a3:::as� 2

�]

i

; (5.10)

whereY��ja 1:::as� 1
� @�Y���ja 1:::as� 1

.Thisaction isinvariantunderthetransform ations

�Y
���j

a1:::as� 1
= 3�

[�

(a1
�
�j�]

a2:::as� 1)
; (5.11)
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where��ja1:::as� 1
satis�estherelations(5.7),aswellasunderthetransform ations

�Y
���j

a1:::as� 1
= @� 

����j
a1:::as� 1

: (5.12)

thatfollow from theredundancyoftheparam etrization ofthesolution oftheconstraint(5.8).

The gauge param eter 
����j

a1:::as� 1
issubject to the algebraic conditions 

����j
a1:::as� 1

=

 
[����]j

a1:::as� 1
=  

����j

(a1:::as� 1)
and  

����j
a1a2:::as� 1

�a1a2 = 0.

5.3 D ecom posing Y���ja1:::as� 1
{ D ualaction

The�eld Y���ja 1:::as� 1
can bedecom posed into thefollowing irreduciblecom ponents

Y
���j

a1:::as� 1
= X

���j
a1:::as� 1

+ �
[�

(a1
Z
��]j

a2:::as� 1)
(5.13)

whereX
���j

�a2:::as� 1
= 0 ,Z

��j
�a3:::as� 1

= 0.Thecondition Y
���ja

aa3:::as� 1
= 0 im plies

Z
��ja

aa4:::as� 1
= 0; (5.14)

Z
[��j�]

a3:::as� 1
= �

(s� 1)

2
X

���ja
aa3:::as� 1

: (5.15)

Theinvariance(5.11)oftheaction involvesonly the�eld Z and reads

�X
���j

a1:::as� 1
= 0

�Z��ja 1:::as� 2
= �[�j�]a 1:::as� 2

(5.16)

Next,onerewritesZ��ja 1:::as� 2
as

Z��ja 1:::as� 2
=
3(s� 2)

s
���(a 1ja2:::as� 2)+

2(s� 1)

s
	 [�j�]a 1:::as� 2

(5.17)

with ���a 1ja2:::as� 2
= Z[��ja 1]a2:::as� 2

and 	 �j�a 1:::as� 2
= Z�(�ja 1:::as� 2)

.Sotheirreduciblecom po-

nent���a 1ja2:::as� 2
ofZ can beexpressed in term sofX by therelation (5.15),whiletheother

com ponent	 �j�a 1:::as� 2
ispure-gaugeby virtueofthegaugesym m etry (5.16),which doesnot

a�ect� ��a 1ja2:::as� 2
and reads�	�j�a 1:::as� 2

= (1=2)��j�a 1:::as� 2
(note that	 �j�a 1:::as� 2

issub-

jectto thesam ealgebraicidentities(5.7)as��j�a 1:::as� 2
).Asa result,theonly independent

�eld appearing in S(Y
���j

a1:::as� 1
)isX

���j
a1:::as� 1

.

Perform ing thechangeofvariables

X
���j

a2:::as
=

1

(D � 3)!
�
���b 1:::bD � 3Tb1:::bD � 3ja2:::as ; (5.18)

theaction forthis�eld reads

S = �
2(s� 1)

s(D � 3)!

Z

d
D
x

h

@
e
T
b1:::bD � 3ja2:::as@eTb1:::bD � 3ja2:::as
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�(D � 3)@eT
eb2:::bD � 3ja2:::as@

f
Tfb2:::bD � 3ja2:::as

+(s� 1)[�@eT
b1:::bD � 3jea3:::as@

f
Tb1:::bD � 3jfa3:::as

�2(D � 3)T b2:::bD � 3jga3:::as
g @

ef
Teb2:::bD � 3jfa3:::as

�(s� 2)Tb1:::bD � 3jc a4:::as
c @

ef
Tb1:::bD � 3jefa4:::as

�(D � 3)@eT b2:::bD � 3jga3:::as
g @eT

f

b2:::bD � 3jfa3:::as

�
1

2
(s� 2)@eTb1:::bD � 3jc a4:::as

c @eT
d

b1:::bD � 3jd a4:::as

+(D � 3)(D � 4)@eT
eb3:::bD � 3jga3:::as

g @
h
T
f

hb3:::bD � 3jfa3:::as

�(s� 2)(D � 3)@eT
b2:::bD � 3jgea4:::as

g @
f
T

c
fb2:::bD � 3jc a4:::as

+
1

4
(s� 2)(D � 3)@eT

eb2:::bD � 3jc a4:::as
c @

f
T

d
fb2:::bD � 3jd a4:::as

�
1

4
(s� 2)(s� 3)@eT

b1:::bD � 3jc ea5:::as
c @

f
T

d
b1:::bD � 3jd fa5:::as

]

i

: (5.19)

The�eld Tb1:::bD � 3ja2:::as ful�llsthefollowing algebraicproperties,

Tb1:::bD � 3ja2:::as
= T[b1:::bD � 3]ja2:::as

(5.20)

Tb1:::bD � 3ja2:::as = Tb1:::bD � 3j(a2:::as) (5.21)

T[b1:::bD � 3ja2]:::as = 0 (5.22)

Tb1:::bD � 3ja2a3a4a5:::as
�
a2a3�

a4a5 = 0 (5.23)

Tb1:::bD � 3ja2a3a4:::as
�
b1a2�

a3a4 = 0 (5.24)

thelasttwo relationsfollowing from (5.15)and (5.14).

Conversely,given atensorTb1:::bD � 3ja2:::as ful�llingtheabovealgebraicconditions,onem ay

�rst reconstruct X
���j

a2:::as such that X
���j

a2:::as = X
[���]j

a2:::as,X
���j

a2:::as = X
���j

(a2:::as)

and X
���j

�a3:::as = 0. One then gets the �-com ponent ofZ
��j

a2:::as� 1
through (5.15) and

�ndsthatitistracelessthanksto thedoubletracelessnessconditionson Tb1:::bD � 3ja2:::as
.

Theequationsofm otion fortheaction (5.19)are

G b1:::bD � 3ja2:::as = 0; (5.25)

where

G b1:::bD � 3ja2:::as = Fb1:::bD � 3ja2:::as �
(s� 1)

4

h

2(D � 3)�b1a2F
c
b2:::bD � 3jca3:::as

+(s� 2)�a2a3F
c

b1:::bD � 3jc a4:::as

i

;

and

Fb1:::bD � 3ja2:::as
= @c@

c
Tb1:::bD � 3ja2:::as

� (D � 3)@b1@
c
Tcb2:::bD � 3ja2:::as � (s� 1)@a2@

c
Tb1:::bD � 3jca3:::as

+ (s� 1)

h

(D � 3)@a2b1T
c
b2:::bD � 3jca3:::as

+
(s� 2)

2
@a2a3T

c
b1:::bD � 3jc a4:::as

i

;
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and where the r.h.s. ofboth expressions hasto be antisym m etrised in b1:::bD �3 and sym -

m etrised in a2:::as.

5.4 G auge sym m etries ofdualtheory

Asa consequence of(5.12),(5.13)and (5.18),the dualaction isinvariantunderthe gauge

transform ations:

�Tb1:::bD � 3ja2:::as = @[b1�b2:::bD � 3]ja2:::as +
(s� 1)(D � 2)

(D + s� 4)
@f�c1:::cD � 4jga3:::as�

[fgc1:::cD � 4]

[a2b1:::bD � 3]
;

where the r.h.s. m ust be sym m etrized in the indices ai and where the gauge param e-

ter �b1:::bD � 4ja2:::as
� �b1:::bD � 4����  

����j
a2:::as is such that �b1:::bD � 4ja2:::as

= �[b1:::bD � 4]ja2:::as
=

�b1:::bD � 4j(a2:::as),and �
a

b1:::bD � 4j aa4:::as
= 0.

Thiscom pletesthedualization procedureand providesthedualdescription,in term sof

the �eld Tb1:::bD � 3ja2:::as,ofthe spin-stheory in D spacetim e dim ensions. Note thatin four

dim ensions,the�eld Tb1ja2:::as hassindices,istotally sym m etricand issubjecttothedouble

tracelessness condition. One getsback in thatcase the originalFronsdalaction,equations

ofm otion and gaugesym m etries.

6 C om m ents on interactions

W ehaveinvestigated sofarduality only atthelevelofthefreetheories.Itiswellknown that

duality becom esfarm oretricky in thepresenceofinteractions.Thepointisthatconsistent,

localinteractionsforoneofthechildren theoriesm aynotbelocalfortheother.Forinstance,

in thecaseofp-form gaugetheories,Chern-Sim onsterm sarein thatclasssincethey involve

\bare"potentials.An exception wherethesam einteraction islocalon both sidesisgiven by

theFreedm an-Townsend m odel[32]in fourdim ensions,whereduality relatesascalartheory

(nam ely,non-linear�-m odel)to an interacting 2-form theory.

Itisinteresting to analyse the di�cultiesatthe levelofthe parentaction.W e consider

the de�nite case ofspin-2. The second-order action S[eab](Eqn (2.2)) can ofcourse be

consistently deform ed,leading to the Einstein action. One can extend thisdeform ation to

theaction (2.1)wheretheauxiliary �eldsareincluded (seee.g.[11]).In fact,auxiliary �elds

areneverobstructionssincethey do notcontributeto thelocalBRST cohom ology [21,33].

The problem is thatone cannot go any m ore to the othersingle-�eld theory action S[Y ].

Theinteracting parentaction hasonly onechild.Thereason why onecannotgetrid ofthe

vielbein �eld ea� isthatitisno longera Lagrangem ultiplier. The equationsofm otion for

ea� are notconstraints on Y ,which one could solve to getan interacting,localtheory on

the Y -side (the possibility ofdoing so is in fact prevented by the no-go theorem of[34]).

Rather,they m ix both eand Y .Thus,oneisprevented from \going down" to S[Y ].Atthe

sam e tim e,the otherparentaction corresponding to (2.5)doesnotexistonce interactions

are switched on. By contrast,in the Freedm an-Townsend m odel,the Lagrange m ultiplier

rem ainsa Lagrangem ultiplier.
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7 C onclusions

In thispaper,wehaveanalyzed duality form asslessgaugetheorieswith spin � 2.W ehave

shown how to dualize such theories,replacing the originaldescription in term sofa totally

sym m etric tensorwith s indicesby a dualdescription involving a tensorwith m ixed Young

sym m etry typecharacterized by onecolum nswith D � 3 boxesand s� 1 colum nswith one

box.Ourresultsencom passpreviousanalyseswhere duality wasstudied atthelevelofthe

curvaturesand equationsofm otion,butnotattheleveloftheaction.

A crucialrole is played in the approach by the �rst-order form ulation due to Vasiliev

[19],which provides the \parent action" connecting the two dualform ulations (up to m i-

norrede�nitions). First-orderform ulationsassociated with exotic tensorgauge �eldswere

considered recently in [35]. Asa by-productofthe analysis,we reproduce the known local

actionsleading to second-order�eld equationsfor\exotic" tensorgauge�eldstransform ing

in therepresentation ofthelineargroup characterized by a Young diagram with onecolum n

with k boxesand m colum nswith onebox and subjectto double-tracelessnessconditions.

W e have considered here originalgauge theories described by totally sym m etric gauge

�eldsonly.Itwould beofinterestto extend theconstruction to m oregeneraltensorgauge

�elds.Thisproblem iscurrently underinvestigation.
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