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The quantization rules for gauge theories with open algebras are generalized to the case of linearly
dependent generators. The given zero-eigenvalue eigenvectors of the generators may also be linearly
dependent and possess zero-eigenvalue eigenvectors which may also be linearly dependent and so on.
We give the solution for the general case of such a hierarchy.

I. INTRODUCTION

In Ref. 1, we proposed a method which gave a closed
formulation of the quantization rules for gauge theories
with open algebras under the conditions of irreducibility
and completeness. The condition of irreducibility requires
the generators of gauge transformations to be linearly in-
dependent at the stationary part of the classical action
(and consequently in a neighborhood of that point). The
condition of completeness requires the degeneracy of the
classical action to be totally due to its gauge invariance
described by the given generators.

These conditions are fulfilled in a large class of gauge
theories, but recently examples have appeared in the litera-
ture (Refs. 2—9) in which the condition of irreducibility
does not hold. Of course, one can always single out a
basis of linearly independent generators, but then one will
generally lose either locality or relativistic covariance.
The local and covariant generators are generally linearly
dependent. In particular, this is the case when one de-
scribes spin-0 particles by an antisymmetric tensor or
spin-3 particles by a symmetric spin tensor.

The purpose of the present work is the generalization of
the method of Ref. 1 to reducible gauge theories. The
condition of irreducibility will be replaced by a “hierarchy
of reducibility” which may have any number of stages, in
the following sense. Let the infinitesimal gauge transfor-
mations of a gauge field ¢’ be represented in the conven-
tional condensed form!® as 8¢i=Ri,0(¢)89a°, where 867
are the parameters. If the vectors R}, 0 enumerated by ay

are linearly independent, by which we mean that the ma-
trix R, ,(¢) at the stationary point has the maximal rank,

the theory is irreducible and will be called a zero-stage
theory. A first-stage theory corresponds to the case in
which Rf,o(¢) at the stationary point has nontrivial zero-

eigenvalue eigenvectors Z 12 , with respect to the index ay,
but the matrix Z ‘1131 has the maximal rank. In a second-
stage theory the matrix Z‘;gl at the stationary point also
has nontrivial zero-eigenvalue eigenvectors Z Z),z (with

a .
respect to the index a;), but these Z,4, have the maximal

rank, and so on. The only limitation imposed is that the
theory be of a finite stage. It is only important that the fi-
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nal Z shall have the maximal rank.

We shall suppose that the above zero-eigenvalue eigen-
vectors Z are all explicitly given, as well as the initial gen-
erators R:,o, and are local covariant operators. This is

indeed the case in the known examples. The problem is to
formulate the quantization rules in terms of these given
quantities and avoid the introduction of other bases which
may destroy locality and other indices which may destroy
relativistic covariance.

The condition of completeness remains unchanged.
Therefore the number of admissible gauge conditions
needed to remove the degeneracy of the action must equal
the true number of gauge invariances, i.e., the number of
linearly independent generators. However, it may prove
difficult to introduce such a set of gauge conditions in a
local and covariant way. One would like the gauge condi-
tions to carry the index a of the generators R:,O, but then

there will be too many gauge conditions. The problem
arises of introducing gauge conditions using only indices
matching those of R and the Z’s, and at the same time
guaranteeing the correct number of 8 functions in the
functional integral. For linear theories this problem has
been solved in particular examples.””® We shall give the
general rules for gauge fixing and constructing ghost La-
grangians for theories with arbitrary reducible and open
gauge algebras.

Our principal result is that the general formalism given
in Ref. 1 is valid for gauge theories of any finite state of
reducibility. A modification is needed only in two places:
(1) in the determination of the minimal set of fields and
antifields, on which the proper solution of the master
equation (S,8)=0 can be realized, and (2) in the deter-
mination of the structure of the gauge fermion ¥, securing
the admissibility of gauge conditions.

The summary and the plan of the paper are as follows.
Section II contains a precise formulation of our assump-
tions about reducible gauge theories. Section III contains
the general construction of quantization rules and gauge
algebra, unique for all reducible and irreducible theories.
(This is a review of the method of Ref. 1.) In Sec. IV, we
obtain the Feynman rules for first-stage theories. The
solution of both aspects of the problem, i.e., the construc-
tion of reducible gauge algebras and the introduction of
redundant gauge conditions, is discussed in detail. A new
feature, which arises when passing from the first to higher
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stages of reducibility, is encountered in Sec. V, where we
consider theories of the second stage. Section VI contains
a complete formulation of the Feynman rules for theories
of an arbitrary stage of reducibility. The reader who is in-
terested only in the results without derivations and ex-
planations need read only Secs. IT and VI.

In Sec. VII, we consider two examples: the spin-O an-
tisymmetric tensor field®~° and the spin-3 symmetric
spin-tensor field.>~* Both are linear theories, so the gauge
algebra is trivial. However the problem of gauge fixing is
nontrivial even at the linear level.””® These examples are
intended to illustrate the use of general formulas.

The Appendix contains the theory of the master equa-
tion. The properties of the master equation were briefly
formulated in Ref. 1. Here they are considered in more
detail.

Notation and conventions. We mainly use the notation
of Ref. 1. In particular, €4, =€(A4) denotes the Grassmann
parity of 4; 3, and 9; are right and left derivatives. The
ghost number of 4 will be denoted by gh(4).

The rank of a matrix is the maximal size of its inverti-
ble square minor. In the case of an even-parity matrix X
one may speak about two ranks: those of the Bose-Bose
and Fermi-Fermi blocks. These ranks will be denoted by
rank.X. The rank of an even-parity matrix is
rankX =rank . X +rank_X. BerX is the superdeterminant
(Berezinian) of the even-parity square matrix X.

By linear independence of k vectors V'f,, p=1,...k, we
always mean rankV;, =k. In the presence of Grassmann
numbers, this should be mentioned specially.

We use the condensed notation for the gauge field:
¢, i=12,...,n=n_,+n_, where n, (n_) is the num-
ber of bosonic (fermionic) components. % (¢) is the clas-
sical gauge action and is a bosonic quantity. ¢, denotes
everywhere a stationary point of .#(¢).

II. POSTULATES OF REDUCIBLE GAUGE THEORIES

Although the postulates of gauge theory, formulated in
Ref. 1, must here be weakened, the following assumptions
remain unchanged.

The classical gauge action .#(¢) is assumed to have at
least one stationary point ¢,

9,

a¢i %0
and to be regular (infinitely differentiable) in the neighbor-
hood of ¢y. Further, m(, bosonic and m,_ fermionic

Noether identities are assumed to hold in a neighborhood
of the stationary point:

9,7
¢’
where Rf,o(d)) are regular functions, and e(Rf,o)=e,~ +€q,
Here ¢; =€(¢'), and €, is the Grassmann parity of the pa-

rameters of gauge transformations. The formulation of
the remaining assumptions, namely, those of irreducibility
and completeness, is different for theories having different
stages of reducibility.

First-stage theories. For these theories we have

-0, 2.1)

R:;o:(), ag=1,....mo=mo4 +mo_ , (2.2)

rankinzo ]¢0=(m0—m1)i, Mo+ >Mi+ . (2.3)
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Then there exist m;=m,, +m;_ zero-eigenvalue eigen-
a
vectors Z 1q,:
;o a
R:Zozlgl |¢0=0 »
a (2.4)
6(2131 )=€a0+5a] , 1= 1,.. Smyo.

These eigenvectors are assumed to be regular and linearly
independent in a neighborhood of the stationary point:

%
rankyZq | g =miz . (2.5)
The condition of completeness reads
k, 2007 ( ) (2.6)
ran — | =n4y—(mog—m .
+73 3060 |4, * 0 1+
and ny > (mo—ml )i'
Second-stage theories. For these theories we have
ranks Ry, | go=mo+r —(m;—my)s ,
2.7

mys>may, Mor>(mp—my)y .
There exist m,=m,, +m,_ zero-eigenvalue eigenvectors
a,
0
Z]all

i 5%
Raozla1 ]¢0=0 ’
@ (2.8)
e(Zlgl)=ea,o-+—e,,,1 , ap=1,....mq,

which are regular in a neighborhood of the stationary
point, and

rankizlllgl |¢0=(m1 —mz)i . (2.9)

Because of (2.9), there exist m,=m,, +m,_ zero-

. . a
eigenvalue eigenvectors Z 2,;2,

Z30 75 | 4 =0
la % 2a, |¢0_ ’ 2.10)
a
€(Z30,)=€4+€qy s B=1,...,m;3,
which are assumed to be regular and linearly independent
in a neighborhood of the stationary point:

rank:Z5) | g =ms . @.11)
The condition of completeness reads
rank 4 618.,.5”. =hs—[mog—(m;—my)]+ (2.12)
T 33 |6y -

and ny >moy —(my—my)4.
Similarly, we define a theory having any finite stage of
reducibility.

III. THE GENERAL CONSTRUCTION
OF QUANTIZATION RULES
AND GAUGE ALGEBRA

The general scheme for the construction of quantization
rules and gauge algebra is still that of Ref. 1. Here we re-
call some definitions.

Let &4 be a set of bosonic fermionic fields which con-
tains the initial gauge field:
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dcot.

To each ®Z adjoin an antifield ®% having opposite statis-
tics:

(3.1)

(D) =€, , e(Pf)=€ +1. (3.2)

For any two functions X,Y on the phase space of ®,®*,
define an operation called antibrackets:
9, X 9;Y 9,X 9;Y

3! 3dy  9dY 3t

(X, Y)= (3.3)

Consider the following class of surfaces in the phase
space
oY(P)
3t
where W(®) is some fermionic function which will be

called the gauge fermion. This class of surfaces can be
equivalently defined in the canonically invariant form!!:

2 X4 (D, 2*)=0, (X4,Xp)=0,

S oY= (3.4)

3., (3.5
Ber adh, #0 .
Let the bosonic function W (®,®*) satisfy the equation
Aexp |[Lw|=0, a=r % (3.6)
# 3! 3P
or, equivalently,
(W, W)=i#iAW . 3.7)

Let Wx(®) be the restriction of W (®,®*) to the surface
(3.4):

W;(‘D)=W(<I>,<I>*)|;EW{<I>,<I>*=£ (3.8)

P

Then the functional integral of the theory may be ex-
pressed in the form!

L ws (@)

P (3.9)

,Q’w:fexp

[Ide",
1

where the content of the field ® and boundary conditions
to Eq. (3.7) are to be determined from two requirements:
the nondegeneracy of the functional integral and the
correctness of the classical limit.

The gauge fermion W(®) is arbitrary modulo the re-
strictions imposed by the requirement of nondegeneracy.
Making the transformation

51— (04, W)%&,b(d)) I's (3.10)

in (3.9) and using (3.7), one can prove that the functional
integral does not depend on the choice of ¥:
Fy=F gy, sv. The arbitrariness of ¥ is the most general
gauge-fixing arbitrariness existing in the theory. The
transformation (3.10) is the most general version of the
Becchi-Rouet-Stora (BRS) transformation.

The solution of Eq. (3.7) can be expanded in powers of
#i:
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W=S+3 #'M, . (3.11)
p=1
This gives
p=0:(S,8)=0, (3.12)
p=1:(M,S)=IiAS , (3.13)
(3.14)

p—1
p>2: (M,,S)=iAM, —5 3 (MM, _,).
g=1

The classical part of W, denoted by S, satisfies the master
equation (3.12) and, remaining restricted to =, represents
the full action of a theory. The remaining terms of (3.11)
give the quantum integration measure.

The requirement of correctness of the classical limit
leads to (3.1) and the following boundary condition for S:

S(@,0%) | goo=7(8) . (3.15)

The nondegeneracy requires first of all that S be the
proper solution of the master equation 1. The solution is
called proper if the Hessian of S(®,®*) has the maximal
possible rank at the stationary point of S(®,P*). It can
be shown that this maximal possible rank equals the num-
ber of fields ®* (half of the total number of fields and an-
tifields). This is because the Hessian of S(®,P*) at the
stationary point is nilpotent. The solution is proper only
if this Hessian has no other zero-eigenvalue eigenvectors
except those contained in itself. For details see the Ap-
pendix.

The requirement that the solution be proper dictates the
minimal content of ®* as well as the boundary conditions
for S, supplementing (3.5). From this point on the con-
struction of the proper solution crucially depends on the
properties of reducibility of the theory. Let us recall how
this question was solved for irreducible theories.!

Suppose that &4 contains only the initial gauge field ¢'.
Then both the master equation and the boundary condi-
tion (3.15) will be satisfied if we simply put
S(P,P*)=_(P) with no dependence on antifields. But
if #(®) is the gauge action the rank of its Hessian at the
stationary point is

=ni—rankin,0|¢o (3.16)

" 3¢'3¢’ |9,

(in consequence of the completeness) and is smaller than
the number of fields. Therefore such a solution is not
proper. Owing to the boundary condition (3.15), there are
initially m, zero-eigenvalue eigenvectors R:,O that are not
contained in the Hessian of S at the stationary point. In
order to make the solution proper one must include these
eigenvectors in the Hessian. The rows and columns in
which they are to be included may be inferred from the
nilpotency relations (see the Appendix):

3,0,8(®,P*) 9,3,5 (D, P*)
3PP Bloy oM

o8s _ oS _
3ad 3+

0

+(—=1D¢(4C)=0.

Now, in virtue of (3.15), one has
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sl
0¢'d¢’ ° s =°

Therefore R f,o must be contained in a block of the form
i 93,8(D,®%)
0T agram™

where the question mark stands for some new field. At

this point one introduces m auxiliary fields c§° having
. . Q .
the statistics €(C°) =€g,+ 1 and requires that

’

9,0,S (®,D*)

- (3.17)
3¢70C,"

Colcot, =Rl (9).

P*=0

Then the number of fields ®* becomes (n +mg)s. The
Hessian of S at the stationary point is shown in Fig. 1. Its
rank equals

9,0, 7 () .
rank+1r.7¢ +2rank+R:, | é
- a¢xa¢] 4o - 0'%o0
=n4 +ranktRﬁ,0 lg, (3.18)
by virtue of (3.6). If the theory is irreducible, then
rank+R g | g =mos (3.19)

and the rank of the Hessian equals the number of fields.
a
In this way one is led to the introduction of ghosts C°.
For irreducible theories one sees that the proper solution
of the master equation is realized with the minimal set of
fields
Ofin={45C5") (3.20)

and satisfies the boundary conditions (3.15) and (3.17).

P Yo C G
B > 5
° IGIPE
)
M i
Vi oy \%

Co Re |

o \%

G

FIG. 1. The Hessian of S(®,;, ®¥;,) at the stationary point
for irreducible theories. The stationary point is ¢=do,
¢*=Cy=C§ =0. The empty blocks are zeros due to ghost-
number conservation.
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Here it is convenient to introduce the notion of ghost num-
N a

ber. The ghost numbers of the fields ¢', Cy", ¢}, and Cgg,

are defined by

gh(¢)=0, gh(¢f)=—1,
gh(C®)=1, gh(Cly)=—2.

(3.21)

It can be proved that there exists a proper solution of the
master equation with boundary conditions (3.15) and
(3.17) and (conserved) ghost number equal to zero. This
solution generates Feynman rules via expressions (3.9) and
(3.11). Expanded in powers of antifields it yields the gen-
erating function (Ref. 1) of the open-gauge algebra.?

Conservation of ghost number is a property of the
gauge algebra. In the usual derivation of the gauge alge-
bra,!? structure functions are not associated with every set
of indices. There is a certain ratio between the number of
group (upper and lower) and field indices. The structure
functions of the algebra are the coefficients of the expan-
sion of S (®pin, Phin) in powers of ¢}, Coq , and C°, and
conservation of ghost number is the selection rule for
these structure functions. Note that ghost-number conser-
vation is essential for the solution to be proper. It is the
addition of this requirement to the boundary condition
(3.17) that gives the Hessian of S at the stationary point
the form of Fig. 1.

The requirement of nondegeneracy imposes also restric-
tions on the gauge fermion. This is the second point at
which the properties of reducibility of the theory play a cru-
cial role. The number of gauge conditions in irreducible
theories must equal the number of generators R, S Ref.
1 these gauge conditions were introduced in the following
way. The space (3.20) was extended by 2m, additional
auxiliary fields:
60a0, ﬂoaoc (I)A N

(3.22)
€(Coq,)=€qy+1, €(moq)=¢q, -

The dependence of S on these new fields was chosen to be
trivial:
—*a,

S(DP,0*) =S (Pin, Prin) +Co °7r0a0 . (3.23)
It is easy to see that (3.23) satisfies the master equation in
the extended space if it is satisfied in the minimal space.
It is also clear that the solution remains proper. One easi-
ly finds that gauge conditions are generated by the gauge
fermion in the form

W _, (3.24)
3Coa,

with Toa, playing the role of Lagrange multipliers.
Indeed, one has, from (3.8),

v o
S(P,0%) | s=S | Ppin, — . (325
( ) i z min a¢min l + aCan 0 ( )
The fields cg" and 50,,0 are the Feynman-

DeWitt—Faddeev-Popov ghosts, and the corresponding
matrix (the inverse ghost propagator) stands on the left-
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hand side of the following equality:

rank 4+ —._—:Rgo =mo+ . (3.26)

d=¢,
Cy=Cy=0

This equality is the only restriction on the gauge fermion
in irreducible theories.

The only quantity that remains undefined in the func-
tional integral (3.9) is the measure. As explained in Ref. 1,
the boundary conditions to Egs. (3.13) and (3.14) for the
measure cannot be formulated without an appeal to the
canonical formalism.!>~!> However, in a local basis of the
gauge algebra the right-hand sides of Egs. (3.13) and (3.14)
are proportional to §(0). In the framework of a regulari-
zation which annihilates such divergences one may put
M,=0,p>1.

The presence of the measure makes the functional in-
tegral independent of the choice of the basis of generators.
In nonlocal bases the measure may generate all sorts of
Feynman diagrams; only in a local basis is the measure
inessential.

The status of the measure in reducible theories is the
same. Since the generating function S of the gauge alge-
bra in reducible theories will here be constructed in a local
basis the measure may be ignored.

IV. QUANTIZATION RULES
FOR FIRST-STAGE THEORIES

If the theory is reducible, then condition (3.17) does not
guarantee that S is already the proper solution. Although
the rank of the Hessian (Fig. 1) is given by Eq. (3.18), as
before, we have

rank:Rg | 4 <moz
so that the rank (3.18) is smaller than the number of
fields. The reason is that the block R{,o of Fig. 1 now has
zero-eigenvalue eigenvectors Z 721 which are not included

. . a

in the Hessian. In other words, the ghost C° becomes a
gauge field. The same considerations as before lead to the
conclusion that we must introduce new auxiliary fields

a .
L a=1,...,m,, €(C,')=¢,, and require that

cilcot, @.1)
3 9,

aCEaO aCTI

a
0
zzlal ’

S(P, %)
®*=0

in order to include new zero-eigenvalue eigenvectors in the
Hessian.!® The number of fields ®? is now
(n +mg+m)+, and the Hessian is shown in Fig. 2. Its
rank equals
9;9,.7 () ; a,
anki——W ¢0+2rankiR:,0 | ¢0+2 rankiZ,,,l Id’(o . )
4.2
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FIG. 2. The Hessian of S(® i, Phin) at the stationary point
for first-stage theories. All quantities are restricted to ¢=d,.
The empty blocks are zeros due to ghost-number conservation.

If the theory is a first-stage theory, then Egs. (2.3)—(2.6)
hold, and the rank (4.2) exactly equals the number of
fields.

Thus in first-stage theories the minimal content of & is

@in={¢,Co’,C1"} “.3)
and the boundary conditions for the master equation are
(3.15), (3.17), and (4.1). We assign ghost numbers

gh(CiH=+2, gh(Cl,)=-3 4.4)
to the new ghost and its antifield. The ghost numbers of
the old fields appearing in (4.3), and of their antifields,
remain the same as before. Again we require that S be bo-
sonic with (conserved) ghost number equal to zero.

Under these conditions one can prove a theorem analo-
gous to that formulated in Ref. 1 for irreducible theories,
namely, that a solution of the master equation exists as a
power series in antifields. The coefficients of this series
are polynomials in Cg,C; and are infinitely differentiable
in ¢ in a neighborhood of the stationary point. The proof
is based on postulates (2.1)—(2.6).

The generic monomial in the expansion of S (®pin, Phir)
is proportional to

(@HHCHP(CYCH(Cy) (4.5)
where
r+2s=I+2p+3t (4.6)

in consequence of the requirement that the ghost number
vanish. The lowest-order terms in the expansion of
S (P in, Phin) are of the form

S (@i Pruin) = + 7 RoC*+ Co(Zin° + T§,CTCP) 4+ 5 (4£,C%+ Fip, CTCPC?)

+¢7 8 (Bin®+ EfgCPC*) 1 2CL 41 (Gle

C“n“-l—Dg‘yBCaCYCB)—’— cee,

4.7
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where the new ghost C‘,Il is here denoted by 7° for simplicity. In (4.7) we keep terms at most quadratic in the antifields,

with 7 +2s < 3. The coefficients, R.,,ZZ2, Ty - -

are functions of ¢.

The general relations which the master equation imposes upon the coefficients of the expansion in terms of antifields
are derived in the Appendix. In the present case the lowest-order relations imposed upon the coefficients of (4.7) are

7 =0, (4.8)
a¢’ B ‘
R:;z:nﬂ—z?r—f;Bj‘n“( —1=0, 4.9)
9¢/
arriC? 9,%
— 2" RLCE ® CBCe Jji B
+RT CC——2 EfcPcy—1)=0, 4.10
o8 REC op ap (4.10)
3,T% CYCP 9,% .
-—g;,—Rchz 28CPTYsCOCY + ZJF§,sC3CTCP 42 E;¢j DIEsCoCTCh(—1)*=0, (4.11)
d 9, .
—’“—"Rfcﬂ+2Ta SCPZEn 4 ZEAL,CPro 4 2 GIACPy(—1)%= 4.12)
a¢’ a¢’
|
Note that Noether identities (4.8) and commutation re- gh(EOaO)= -1, gh(da")zo s
lations (4.10) are generated by the master equation in the .
same form as in irreducible theories, but the Jacobi identi- gh(mo, )=0, gh(qroa"): -1,
ty (4.11) changes. Besides the usual open term proportion- 0
al to 3. /3¢, this identity acquires a new term propor- gh(C,p)=—2, gh(C = +1,
tional to zero-eigenvalue eigenvectors ZZ. In the usual ! (4.17)
derivation of the Jacobi identity this term would arise gh(‘”’lal)=—1 , gh(qr;m)=0 ,

when dividing by R,. Equations (4.9) and (4.12) are the
new algebraic relations. The lowest-order new conse-
quence of the master equation is Eq. (4.9). It shows how
the reducibility condition (2.4) looks off the mass shell.
The totality of relations generated by the master equation
forms a new algebra: that of a first-stage theory.

Turn now to the question of gauge fixing. We must
determine the restrictions that the gauge fermion W(®)
must satisfy in order that it generate admissible gauge
conditions. First of all we require that

gh(¥)=—1 (4.13)

in agreement with (3.4) and the assigned ghost numbers.
Secondly, as pointed out in Ref. 1, the minimal set of
fields ®? may be extended by any number of pairs of
fields of the type (3.22) appearing in S as in Eq. (3.23).
This freedom proves to be extremely useful in reducible
theories. Instead of one pair (3.22) we shall introduce
three pairs of auxiliary fields,

ray ra

C_an N ’ITQaO; Elal N 7T1al; Cl sy T lC‘DA N (4.14)
6(50%)=ea0+1 y €(TTog) =€qy
€(Cia) =€, , €(Tig)=€q+1, (4.15)
€(C")=€q,, €lm N=eq+1,
and define
* =*a,
S(¢;¢*)=S(¢min’¢min)+co 7T0a0
~*a ’
+C) Mg+ CiL +CEm T, 416

where @, is the minimal sector (4.3). The following
ghost numbers must be assigned to these fields:

l(ll

gh(C; 1)=0, gh(Cig)=~—1

gh(m“)=+1, gh(mis)=—2.
Then the following restrictions on the gauge fermion
guarantee the correctness of the gauge fixing (®q is the
stationary point of the action S | 5):

9,9,¥
rank 4 i 7| =lmo—my)s, (4.18a)
0a, O
0
9,0,¥ .
rank L “Rp, | =(mo—my)s, (4.18b)
a ana¢
0
9,0,¥
rank __I' o agl =miy+ , (4.18¢)
9C1q,0Co 2,
_a, 9,0,¥
rank+Z 1o, —— B =m+ (4.18d)
9C0q,9C ! o

-
Here the Z “110 are zero-eigenvalue left eigenvectors of the
matrix (4.18a):

o, 33,
% 8C0q,3¢" |,
(4.19)

—a; —a,
rankiZIao {%:mli ’ E(Z1a0)=6a0+6al .

From (3.8) and (4.16) one obtains
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S(®,0%) ;=S |®

a\p‘ oW

mins = Toe,
a(I>min d COato 0

+ B_\I/ Tia,+ Chd mor. (4.20)

9Cy,, ac;ahl

Therefore the integration over all 7’s will give three sets of
gauge conditions:

@ - o, ) ¥ _p, ()%
3Coa,

ray -

aélal aC1
(4.21)

In irreducible theories we had only m, gauge conditions
(4.21a), which removed m, components of the initial
gauge field ¢'. In first-stage theories only (my—m,) com-
ponents of ¢’ should be removed. This is guaranteed by
(4.18a). The requirement (4.18b) replaces (3.26) and
guarantees the admissibility of the gauge conditions im-
posed on ¢'.

Further the quadratic part of the action of the
Feynman-DeWitt—Faddeev-Popov ghosts is of the form

_ 9,0,¥

i Bo
——RL | |Co°. (4.22)
% | 3Cou,3¢' | |°

@

The matrix in (4.22) (the inverse ghost propagator) is de-
generate according to (4.18b). Its zero-eigenvalue right

eigenvectors Zlgl coincide with those of R;go. Therefore

Cy is a gauge field, and the Z, play the role of the corre-
sponding generators. This is the reason why we intro-
duced the second pair in (4.14). The second set of gauge
conditions, Egs. (4.21b), removes m; components
of Cy’, and (4.18c) is the standard requirement of admissi-
bility of gauge conditions imposed on the C oﬁ(’.

The matrix in (4.22) has also zero-eigenvalue left eigen-
vectors, which coincide with the Z; of Eq. (4.19). This
means that C, is also a gauge field; the corresponding gen-
erators are the Z,. For this reason we introduced the
third pair in (4.14). The third set of gauge conditions,
Egs. (4.21c), removes m; components of C_'OBO, and (4.18d)

is the standard requirement of admissibility for the gauge
conditions imposed on Cog,.

Thus the conditions (4.18) secure the removal of the de-
generacy connected with the gauge fields ¢,C,,Cy. The
new ghost C; and its C; [introduced in the second pair of
Eqgs. (4.14)] are not gauge fields. The quadratic part of
their action is of the form

3,3, ¥

B B
—5Z e, [C1'
3C14,8C5°

61,,1 (4.23)

and, for first-stage theories, is nondegenerate due to
(4.18¢c). There remains only one redundant field: the “ex-
traghost” C introduced in the third pair of Egs. (4.14).
Note that it has no partner in the minimal sector (4.3).
However there also remain m; redundant gauge condi-
tions in (4.21a). Since
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3,0,V

B (4.24)
8Cq,0C ! ®

rank =mi4

0

in virtue of (4.18d), the redundant gauge conditions in
(4.21a) exactly remove the extraghost C}.

Thus the m, primary gauge conditions (4.21a) play a
double role: (my—m;) of them remove the degeneracy of
the initial gauge field, and the remaining m, conditions
eliminate the extraghost. This is the general solution of
the problem of redundant gauge conditions in reducible
theories.

Note that the zero-eigenvalue left eigenvectors Z, (in
contrast to the right ones) do not enter the gauge algebra
(4.7) and the functional integral. They are defined only by
the choice of the gauge fermion [Eq. (4.19)] and are need-
ed only to verify the correctness of gauge fixing [Eq.
4.18d)].

The simplest way to construct a gauge fermion satisfy-
ing the above requirements is to put

W= Coo X ™)+ Cia 00 Co’ +Coa0’C "', (425)

where a)Z:) and ch? are some convenient matrices having
maximal rank and satisfying Eqs. (4.18c) and (4.18d), and

the Xa°(¢) are some redundant gauge conditions satisfying
Egs. (4.18a) and (4.18b). Then Egs. (4.21) take the form

ray

(2) X*p)+0,C; "' =0,

(b) 0g.Co’=0, (4.26)

(c) 60(100,1?:0 s

and allow the elimination of the redundant components of
¢, C§°,60a0, and the extraghost C; .

The gauge conditions (4.21) or (4.26) arise as & functions
in the functional integral only if the gauge fermion W(®)
does not depend on Lagrange multipliers 7. Such a depen-
dence is possible, however, since 7C®. In order to have
the usual quadratic gauge-breaking Lagrangian, one must
introduce a linear dependence of ¥ on the #’s. Then the
integration over the 7’s will give Gaussian averages of
gauge conditions instead of 8 functions. In the simplest
case one must add the following terms to (4.25):

— ayB = a; 1B
—;_(COaOK 07TOBO+C1a1Pﬁl1T]
€y ’ ﬂ
_malpgy —nacyhH, @21
a . . .
where k"% and PB; are some invertible matrices.
The integration over the 7’s is useful if the matrices
a
%0 and PB: do not contain derivatives, but if

—1%

—1
K agfyr P By

are required to be differential operators, then integration

over the 7’s is inconvenient because it yields nonlocal

determinants. In this case the following device is useful.
Make the replacement
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- By, B By~
1T0a0—>K lagﬁo[A 0 07070—(X 0+Ua?cl 1)] N

_ o (4.28)
Coao-—PCOYOA K OK B_O ‘110 N
as well as
"_ & %%, _—1 By
7T]al—>[1T17,lBﬂl _COUOA K 'VOBOUBI]
B €, +1
Xp~la (=1, (4.29)
~ = 7 _151 €a1+l
Cia,—Cry B p~ o (—1) ,
LoTTART S (4.30)
’ ' B
Wlalﬁﬂlal—Pnlglwy;Cgo )

where Aa"ﬁ" and B;ll are arbitrary invertible matrices. The

Jacobian of this replacement equals unity, because 7, and
C,, as well as 7; and C,, necessarily have opposite statis-
tics, while (4.30) is simply a shift of origin.

As a result of the above replacement the gauge-breaking
terms of the action (4.20) take the form

v v W
= + T e, + T
3Cou, ° 8Cy,, o !
€q, B, ra
—>[%(—1) Oﬂoaoraoﬁoﬂoﬁo—f—ﬂ'lﬁlBa:’lTl !
’ _ B By ' B
— 34050 C K g g (X O+ 06CT )

—_ _ Yy _ 1By 0
—Cou A"k 0 0B 'SICT L 431
where

€af
F=ATx"'4, 47P=(_1) % oqPo% (4.32)

One must also remember to make the appropriate replace-
ment in the argument 3¥ /3P, of the action (4.20).

The term X« ~'X of (4.31) removes the degeneracy of the
initial gauge action, while the last term of (4.31) removes
the degeneracy of the action of the Faddeev-Popov ghosts
Co,Co. If k! contains derivatives, then, as seen from
(4.31), the Lagrange multiplier 7, becomes a propagating
field. A propagating 7, arises already in irreducible
theories and is the so-called Nielsen-Kallosh ghost.!7—!°
Whether the new Lagrange multipliers 7, and 7} will pro-
pagate or not depends on the form of the matrix B. The
extraghost Cj, however, will always be a propagating
field, because in specific examples either o or k! always
contain derivatives. (See examples considered in Sec. VIII
of this paper.)

V. QUANTIZATION RULES
FOR SECOND-STAGE THEORIES

The postulates of second-stage theories are (2.1), (2.2),
and (2.7)—(2.12). For these theories a qualitatively new
feature arises in the construction of the gauge fermion.

No qualitatively new features arise in the construction

of the gauge algebra. Note that the block Z 731 of Fig. 2
now acquires zero-eigenvalue eigenvectors Z ;c‘,z which are
not included in the Hessian. Therefore one introduces a
new ghost C52,

I. A. BATALIN AND G. A. VILKOVISKY 28

a. a,
€(Cy")=¢€, +1, gh(Cy))=+3,
2 a, g 2 (5.1)

gh(c;az)z —4 >

and a corresponding boundary condition [Eq. (5.6) below]
which includes Z, in the Hessian and makes the solution
of the master equation proper.

The minimal sector of the second stage, namely,

a

q)/x:lin={¢i)Cgoicllxcgz} ’ (52)

now contains a zero-stage ghost C, a first-stage ghost C;,
and a second-stage ghost C,. The complete set of boun-
dary conditions for the master equation (3.12) reads

5(®,0%) | ge_o=5(D), (5.3)
3 9, ;

L—S(®,®%| =RL(4), (5.4)
94 aCy’

®*=0

3 a
i —-S(@,0%) | =Z7(4), (5.5)
aCOaO aCll ®*—0

3 9 a

S (@, D) =Z2q,($) . (5.6)

aC?al aC22 *=0 Zaz

The bosonic proper solution of the master equation in the
minimal sector (5.2), which satisfies the above boundary
conditions and has (conserved) ghost number equal to
zero, generates the gauge algebra.

The new feature that arises in the construction of the
gauge fermion is the appearance of ‘“extraghosts for the
extraghosts.” It is clear that since the first-stage ghost C,
and its C; are now gauge fields, two new sets of gauge
conditions will be needed, and hence two new pairs of aux-
iliary fields in addition to (4.14). It is also clear that one
of these two pairs will contain a new extraghost. It is less
evident, however, that the old extraghost C] is also now a
gauge field, requiring a third pair containing an extraghost
for the extraghost.

For second-stage theories the space (5.2) must be ex-
tended by six pairs of auxiliary fields:

_— _ ra ra
COaO » Moy, Clal » Ta, C ' s M ! H
(5.7

ra,

-— Q. —
. 2 . ” ” a
C’2¢z2 ’ 77202 ’ C'2 » T2 ’ Cv2a2 ’ 772a2C® .

The Grassmann parities and ghost numbers of new fields
in (5.7) are

€(Caq,)=€a,+1, €(mq)=6,, ,

e(C;a2)=6a2+1 , e(ﬂ;az)=6a2 ,

€(Cia))=6€q,+1, 6(7r2"az)=ea2; (5.9
—_ _ _*az

gh(Coe)=—3, gh(C; H)=+2,

gh(mg,)=—2, ghim )=+1,

gh(Cy™)=+1, gh(Cys)=~2,
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gh(m, )=+2, gh(mys)=—3,

"k a,

gh(Cjo)=—1, gh(C, *)=0, (5.9)

" mlra2
gh(my,,)=0, gh(m, “)=-—1.

The solution of the master equation in the extended phase
space is of the form

—*a —ka
5(®,2*) =S (Pryin, Proin) +Co 7oay+C1 'T1a,

j— ’ —*a. , ra —_rka ”
+C;a11T1al+C2 27T2a2+C2:27T2 2"'C’Z 277'2(12 .
(5.10)
The classification of fields (5.7) and the corresponding
conditions on the gauge fermion are the following. The

first three pairs in (5.7) are the fields (4.14) of first-stage
theories. Therefore the conditions

9,0,¥ 9,9, ¥
rank = =l'al’lki—:‘—7 B,
9C0q,d 9C0q,9¢ °
0
=[m0—(m1—m2)]i (5.11)
replace (4.18a) and (4.18b), and the conditions
9,0,V 9,0, ¥
rank 4+ _I—'ao =ran i—-__’—'TOZTgl
9C14,0Co ®, 9C14,9Co o,
9,9,V
=ranki—1—'—,a—
9C0,,0C; !
02p=™1 g
—a 9,0,¥
=rankiZ loy ™ — /B, B,
9C04,9C, o,

-—al
=rankZ o | o =(mi—m;y)s

(5.12)

replace (4.18¢c) and (4.18d). The fourth pair in (5.7) is in-
troduced in order to remove the redundant components of
C,, which is now a gauge field. This pair plays the same
role as the second pair in (4.14). Therefore the require-
ment of admissibility of gauge conditions imposed on C,
parallels (4.18¢):

33,¥

— (5.13)
3C5q,3C}"

rank

The fifth pair in (5.7) is introduced in order to remove
the redundant components of C; and plays the same role
as the third pair in (4.14). Correspondingly, C; is the
second-stage extraghost. The condition of admissibility
parallels (4.18d):

2575
—a, 9;0,¥
rankiZZal"j——‘TBZ_ =mjz+ , (5.14)
9C1,,0C, o,
where
—a, 0,0,V
2a, _ a, =Y,
aclalaco o,
e(Z.‘;,il)=e‘,,l+e‘,,2 , (5.15)

_az
rankyZy, | @ =m2+ -

In the present case the first three pairs generate redun-
dant gauge conditions. The redundant gauge conditions
from the second pair remove the new extraghost C; the
same way as C] was removed in first-stage theories. The
redundant gauge conditions from the first pair must re-
move the old extraghost C as before. However this time
they remove only (m,—m,) components of Cj. This is
seen from the third rank in (5.12). The corresponding ma-
trix has m, right zero-eigenvalue eigenvectors:

816,\1’ Ial
— a4 =0,
aCy, 3C,"

0ay9C 1 o,

€(Z3e ) =€q +€q, (5.16)

ra
1
rank1Zsp | =m2s ,

which play the role of gauge generators for C. The gauge
components of C| survive. To remove them we intro-
duced the sixth pair in (5.7), which contains the extraghost
for the extraghost: C,. The condition of admissibility is
standard,

9,0,¥ ray |
= 1“2 =mat
9C54,9C o,

rank 4 (5.17)

where Z, are eigenvectors from (5.16). There still remain
the redundant gauge conditions from the third pair. They
exactly remove the extraghost for the extraghost. This is
guaranteed by the condition

3,3,%

— (5.18)
BC{aZBCI !

rank, =my+ ,

@

following from (5.17).
The simplest form for the gauge fermion, which satis-
fies the above conditions, is

 W=CoaX"($)+Ciq,010,Co’
—_ [+ ra — a a
+Coay91a,C1 '+ Coay20,Cy’

- ra ra. - na. ra
+Ci4,024,C2 *+C20,024,C1 (5.19)
Here the functions X“%(¢) are restricted by (5.11), the ma-
trices @, and o, are degenerate and are restricted by (5.12),
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and the matrices w,, 03, and o, have the maximal rank
and are restricted by (5.13), (5.14), and (5.17), respectively.
The six sets of gauge conditions generated by six pairs of
fields (5.7) take the form

v ’
== _x%4¢ lalclal =0,
9C0q,
v @ o
=0l CY° +0, C,
3Cia, 1a0 0 2a,
8‘,I/a =60a00(1131+éé:1202::=0 ,
1
oC,
& _opcr=o0, (5.20)
aCZaz !
a\I/ ra
o =Cla,02a,=0,
ac, ?
W o™ —o0.
9Csq, !
VI. QUANTIZATION RULES
FOR Lth- STAGE THEORIES
In Lth-stage theories we have gauge generators
Rf,o yi=lL.o.,n=n,_+n_,
a():lr- oMo =mMmg4 +mo_ ,
(R ) =¢€+éq (6.1)
and zero-eigenvalue eigenvectors
X1
Zsa_\. yas=1...,m=mg +m;_,
s=1,...,.L,
a1
€(Zyy  )=€4,_,+€q (6.2)
satisfying the Noether identities
9, i %
99’ a0 =0, RaZiq, |4,=0
(6.3)
a -—
Zs‘_lés Zsa, ' 14,=0, s=2,...,L
and the conditions
) L
rank: Ry | 4= [mo—— S m(—1y~! ’ ,
=t * (6.4)
L ’
rank+Z,a | b=¢y= 2 ms'( -1y
s'=s +

Additionally, the postulate of completeness holds in the
form

rank + rank+R =ns .

%0

19,7
a¢'ag/

The minimal sector of fields ®“ consists of
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Lmg 3 §=0,...

mm [ ¢l
e(C)

i lag=1,..

—eo+s+1, 6.6)

gh(C)*)=s+1,

where C; is the ghost which arises at the sth stage to make
the solution of the master equation proper. The boundary
conditions for the master equation (3.12) are of the form

S(q>,q)*) I d>‘=0=y(¢) ’

3 o .
— _s(®,0%| =R (4), (6.7)
3% 3cy° 0
d*=0
al a1
— S(D,d*) =Z,;7'(4).
aCs—-las—l aC’ o —0

The solution of the master equation in the minimal sector
(6.6), which has vanishing (conserved) ghost number and
satisfies the boundary conditions (6.7), generates the open
Lth-stage gauge algebra.

The auxiliary sector of fields ®* is constructed accord-
ing to the following rules. First to each ghost Csa * of the
minimal sector (6.6), one adjoins (s +1) fields having the
same statistics:

ao —_
Co —)Coao Py

o, —
Cl _>C1a1 ’ Cl ’

(6.8)
(12 _— '“2 -
CZ _’C2a2 s C2 s C2a2 ’
a — ra — ma
C33—’C3a3 ’ C3 } ’ C3a3 ’ 3 } ’
Here the (s +1)th line from the top (s =0,1,...,L) con-

tains a complete set of new ghosts arising at the sth stage.
All ghosts on a given line have the same ghost number:
the number of the stage at which they first appear. The C
and C fields on each line alternate. The primed fields are
extraghosts for extraghosts for . .. or extraghosts of a cer-
tain generation. The number of primes increases mono-
tonically along a line and indicates the number of a gen-
eration.

Next, to each field on the right of (6.8) one assigns a
Lagrange multiplier of the opposite statistics:

C()a0 —>T0ay »

— ,al 'al
Clal_"ﬂ'lal’ C, —>m o,

-— ’ a2 ’ a2 =n "
CZal > Ma, > C, ">m 7, C2a2 —M2a, » 6.9
— ’ a3 ’ a3 ( . )
C3a3_’77'3a3 , C3 " —>m3 7,

"oy "ay

Cé:z3 _’773123 ,C3 —>T3 ’

All the C’s in the (L + 1) lines of (6.8) and all the 7’s in
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the (L +1) lines of (6.9) form, together with the initial
gauge field ¢, the complete set of fields ®* for the Lth-
stage theory. To each ®“ one then adjoins an antifield
®%. The solution of the master equation in the complete
phase space has the form

S(‘I),‘D*) =S (‘Dmin,d):nin)
_*ao
-+ CO 7TOa0

* '

_*al ,
+Cy g +Clgm

=*a e 0 =M,
+Cy "Tag,+Co,m “+Cs "Tag,

—*a ra —mka ma
3 Iz 3 3 _n " % 3
+C3 30, +C3,m3 +C3 Ty, +Ciq, 73

+ oo (6.10)

It remains to indicate the ghost numbers of the auxili-
ary fields and the conditions of the gauge fermion. For
this purpose it is convenient to arrange the fields (6.8) in a
triangle as shown in Fig. 3. The vertex of the triangle is
the initial gauge field ¢'. The right side of the triangle,
formed by bold bars, is the “algebraic branch.” It con-
tains the ghosts of the minimal sector (6.6), generating the
gauge algebra. Each field of the algebraic branch gives
rise to a left branch formed by arrows. Each horizontal
dashed line contains all ghosts first arising at the given
stage of reducibility. The horizontal lines are the lines of
the table (6.8), written from right to left.

We now introduce the rule: the sum of the ghost num-
bers of any two fields connected by an arrow equals minus
one. Since the ghost numbers of fields from the algebraic
branch are known [Eq. (6.6)], the above rule determines
the ghost numbers of all C’s. The sum of ghost numbers
of any field and its antifield also equals minus one. This
determines the ghost numbers of all antifields. Finally,
the ghost numbers of all the 7’s can be determined from
Eq. (6.10) and the condition that the ghost number of S
equals zero.

@t
/N
Coa= == - C¥°
/ N\
C:“‘————Cm‘____ co
/o /N
Couim === e Cur——— C
ST
e -Clz—-—— Cio———- Cog——— ce

FIG. 3. The diagram of proliferation of ghosts. Each hor-
izontal dashed line contains all ghosts which first arise at the
given stage. The right bold line contains ghosts of the minimal
(algebraic) sector. To each arrow there corresponds a nondegen-
eracy condition on the gauge fermion.
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Each arrow in Fig. 3 connects two fields either as C—C
or as C—C. The connections C—C and C—C alternate
along each left branch. The connections adjoining the
algebraic branch are always the C—C ones.

To each connection C—C there corresponds a zero-
eigenvalue right eigenvector Z and a condition on the
gauge fermion. To each connection C—C there corre-
sponds a zero-eigenvalue left eigenvector Z and a condi-
tion on the gauge fermion. There are as many conditions
on the gauge fermion as there are arrows in Fig. 3.

Consider a left branch and a connection

%G, (6.11)

belonging to this branch (we omit primes). The condition
corresponding to this connection is of the form

9;0,¥ 9;0,¥
rank, _I—ras: =rank —_“TZ;’:_I
aCas aC ®, aCaS aC ®,
L ’
= |3 my(—17 6.12)
s'=s +

If the connection (6.11) does not adjoin the algebraic
a

branch, then the right eigenvector Z ai ~!in (6.12) is de-

fined by the previous connection

~ s _1
C, ,—C

of the same left branch, namely,

9,0, ¥ o_ o
—— 7. |9,=0, €Z V=€,  +éa
3C, _,aC™!
K, Z5 1 g = | S 15— 6
rank:Zo "' [o,= | 2 me(—1) (6.13)
§'=s +

If the connection (6.11) adjoins the algebraic branch (i.e.,
if the field C*~! belongs to the minimal sector), then
VA Zi" is the initially given eigenvector (6.2) of the gauge
algebra. This will be true also when s =0 if we identify

a

Ccl=¢', zg(;l:R{,O, (6.14)
The condition corresponding to a connection
Co,_,—C™ (6.15)
of a left branch is of the form
9,0,V —a, 9,0, ¥
ranky —————- =rankiZas_l-——_—-———B
9C,, _,oC o 9C, _,0C o
(6.16)

The left eigenvector Z Zz_l in (6.16) is defined by the pre-
vious connection

Cas_2—>6a

s—1
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of the same left branch, namely,

7 3,0,V

s

_aS
s—1 A = ag_ o =0 4 e(zas—l)=€as—l+ea: ’
aC,, _,aC

@

a,

L

2 ms'( _ l)s' -5

s'=s

(6.17)

—Q
rank:Z,  |o,=
+

In Egs. (6.12)—(6.17), @ is the stationary point of the full
action S | 5.

The conditions on the gauge fermion are thus formulat-
ed for each left branch separately. The simplest structure
for the gauge fermion is a sum of products of each pair of
C’s that is connected by an arrow.

VII. EXAMPLES

To apply the methods of this paper to the simple linear
theories mentioned in the Introduction is like cracking
nuts with a sledgehammer. (The structure of the quantum
action for these theories was already deduced earlier by
other methods.”®) Nevertheless, for the sake of illustrating
the above general results and comparing them with other
methods, we shall consider two examples: the spin-0 an-
tisymmetric tensor field and the spin-% symmetric spin-
tensor field. Both examples are first-stage theories, so we
may use the formulas of Sec. IV.

Since the gauge algebra in both examples is Abelian,
only the first three terms of the expression (4.7) survive:

: a a, a
S (@i Phin) =7 ($) + 87 R Co” + Ca;Z1a,C1 ' -
(7.1)

The final action in the functional integral [Eq. (4.20)]
takes the form

S|2=y(¢)+yghost+ygauge > (7.2)
where
ww _; @ W _a @
'yghost=—é;£,~'R:zocoo+ auzlglcll ’ (7.3)
0
\l’ ’
ygaugez oy ke 7Tla]+ 9 ’l‘l']al . (74)

— e+ =
3Coq, ° Ci4

A. The antisymmetric tensor field in an external metric

The action of the antisymmetric tensor field
A,,=—A,, is of the form®
Plt)= 5 [ FugPGx -

Fyp=0,4yp+3p4,,+3,4,
and is invariant under the following transformations:
84,,=9,6,—9,0,

and vectorial bosonic parameters 6,,.
Thus we have
¢'=A4,,(x), Rf,0=(8v8,‘f)8(x —xq) , (7.6)

where i =(uv,x) and ap=(a,x,). The generators are evi-
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dently linearly dependent and have the zero-eigenvalue
eigenvectors

Z18, =3,8(xo—x1) , RLZ1% =0, (7.7
where a;=(x;). The eigenvectors Z; are evidently linear-
ly independent, so the theory is first stage.

According to Sec. IV (or Fig. 3), the ghost content of
this theory is the following. The zero-stage ghosts are
vectors Cy, and Cp, and are fermions. The normal first-
stage ghosts are scalars C; and C; and are bosons. The
extraghost C| is also a scalar and a boson. The zero-stage
Lagrange multiplier 7o, is a vector and a boson. The
first-stage Lagrange multipliers 7,7} are scalars and fer-
mions.

Using the above information in Egs. (7.3) and (7.4) we
find, for the general form of ghost and gauge-breaking
contributions to the total action in the functional integral,

4 4
fghostzf F(auCOV_avCOM)"'WaaCI dx ,
uv a
(7.8)
[ 4 [ 4 [ 4
. pauge= — — T+ 1 |dx .
ewuee= | 8Co, "t e, M 5 ™|
(7.9)

It remains to construct the gauge fermion W.
The following redundant set of gauge conditions sug-
gests itself:

X%*(A)
Va ve

This is the X*%(¢) of Eq. (4.25). The simplest form for the
gauge fermion is

V= [ [Coug®V¥4,,5+C,V*Cq, +CoaVC} 1Vgdx
(7.11)

XU A)=Vgg™VFd,z , =0. (7.10)

with an obvious choice for the matrices a)z:’ and O'Z(: of Eq.
(4.25). The additional terms (4.27) take the form

1= 1=, 1 ,

7 [ |7 Coag ot o Cimi — - CY |Vgdx (7.12)

with an obvious choice for the matrices x*® and pg: The

constants a and b in (7.12) are free parameters.
The ghost action (7.8) now takes the form

yghost = f [ - %gyag VB( VpC‘Ov - VVC_Oy X VaCOB - VﬁCOa )

—(VeC )V, C)]Vgdx . (7.13)

The inverse propagator of the ghosts Cy, C, is degenerate,
as it should be, with right eigenvectors (7.7). The zero-
eigenvalue left eigenvectors (the gauge generators for Cgp)
coincide with the right ones:

Z4,=3a(xo—x1) (7.14)
[this follows already from (7.10)]. This is the Z; of Eq.
(4.19) [the notation in (7.14) is the same as in (7.6) and
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(7.7)]. The action for the ghosts Cy,C, is of Maxwell’s
type. It contains no other gauge arbitrariness except that
of the longitudinal parts of C—O“,Co,,. The latter arbitrari-
ness is described by the eigenvectors (7.7) and (7.14). This
guarantees the fulfillment of the rank conditions (4.18a)
and (4.18b). The action for the ghosts C;,C; in (7.13) is
nondegenerate. This is equivalent to the rank condition
(4.18¢). Finally, the rank condition (4.18d) can be verified
directly from (7.11) and (7.14).

If we do not add the terms (7.12) to (7.11), then the
gauge-breaking action (7.9) will produce three sets of
gauge conditions (4.26) or (4.21) which, in the present
case, are of the form:

VEA,+V,C1 =0, VECy, =0, VACy,=0. (7.15

These conditions eliminate the longitudinal parts of
Coﬂ,fo,, The application of V, to the first equality of
(7.15) gives the conditon [JC} =0 eliminating the ex-
traghost C]. The remaining conditions eliminate the
transverse part of V¥4, and are the genuine gauge condi-
tions on the antisymmetric tensor field.

If we add the terms (7.12) to (7.11), then the gauge-
breaking action (7.9) will take the following final form
after integration over the 7’s:

P guuge= [ | =5 (VA2 (V'Arp)g P45 (V#Co, )’

—%(vaca (V,.C) [VEdx . (7.16)

The sum of expressions (7.5), (7.13), and (7.16) is the to-
tal action in the functional integral. The first term on the
right-hand side of (7.16) is the usual quadratic gauge-
breaking term, which removes the degeneracy of the initial
action (7.5). The second term removes the degeneracy of
the ghost action (7.13). The propagating fields C;, C, in
(7.13) are the so-called ghosts for ghosts. The presence of
the propagating extraghost C} in (7.16) is the price that
one must pay for squaring redundant gauge conditions in
the Lagrangian. The final result agrees with Refs. 7—9.

B. The free spin-3 field

The action of the spin-3 field is of the form?

g ¢uv) = f (— % rﬁuvalp;w - J;w‘}’vayklpky + 21—&pv7/vak¢'ku

+ % ahhad}p}t - ;[}kkap?/v“wbpv)dx ’ (7.17)

where 9, is a symmetric Majorana spin tensor. The ac-
tion is invariant under the transformation

5¢uv= apev + avey ’

where the parameter €, is a fermionic Majorana spin vec-
tor restricted by the condition?

(7.18)

Vu€u=0 . (7.19)

The restrictions on the parameters are equivalent to a
linear dependence of generators. Indeed, we may represent

6”_ as

€y= (8,“,— %7’;1.7’1')0‘,
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and rewrite Eq. (7.18) as
8¢y =(3,85+0,80)(85,— TV8Va)0"

where 6% are the genuine independent parameters, but the
generators defined by (7.20) are linearly dependent.
Thus we have

¢i:¢nv(x) ’
R f’o = (6,,854— aﬁﬁ)(Sﬂa_ %Yﬁ’}’a)ﬁ(x —X)

(7.20)

(7.21)

with an obvious identification of condensed indices. The
zero-eigenvalue eigenvectors of the generators are

Z38, =7e8(xo—x1) (7.22)
where o, x(, and one matrix of ¥, and a,, while the other
matrix index of ¥, and x| are a;. The eigenvectors (7.22)
are linearly independent, so the theory is of the first stage.

According to Scc. IV, the ghost content of this theory is
the following. There are two bosonic spin vectors: C§ and
Coqa- There are three fermionic spinors: C;, C;, and the
extraghost C). Finally, there is one fermionic spin-
vectorial Lagrange multiplier 7y, and two bosonic spinori-
al Lagrange multipliers 7; and #}. All spinors are Ma-
jorana. All fields will be considered as spinors or conju-
gate spinors according to whether they have a bar or not,
with the exception of gy, and 7. It is convenient always
to write 7o, and 7 on the left and consider them as conju-
gate spinors.

Using the above information in Egs. (7.3) and (7.4), we
find the general form for the ghost and gauge-breaking ac-
tions:

W
 ghos= | 55— s (3,8840,88)(8p,— +V8Va)CE
uv
W
+Sa;’}/acl dx , (7.23)
v 3¢ &Y
F pauge = —Tog——=—+T1—=+ my |dx .
| %8C,,  8C,  oC;
(7.24)

The gauge fermion ¥ remains to be constructed.
The authors of Ref. 2 propose the following redundant
set of gauge conditions:

Xa(Ip):yvd’av_' %Ya‘/"w s Y Xa(ll’)EO . (7.25)

In this case the simplest gauge fermion (4.25) can be writ-
ten as

= [ [CoaXa()+C17,Ch +Coa¥aC' Jdx (7.26)

with an obvious choice for the matrices wz(" and o:‘l’. The
additional terms (4.27) take the form

+ [ (Coak®mig+Cipmi +mipCH)dx , (727

where 17{,3 is the transposed spinor. In (7.27) we shall
choose
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wb=Loo Loyt =abumd,
(7.28)

11 »
=——9d, =b N
P=%g2 P ?
where a,b, =const, y#—— =YV~ LyT=
With this choice of the gauge fermlon the explicit form
of the ghost action (7.23) is

‘yghost = f [ EOB( YVSBM + Ypaﬂv_ %YESMV)

X (8ya— 5 V»¥a)0,CG +4C,C Jdx  (7.29)

and the gauge conditions following from (7.24) and (7.26)
read

a('l’)""VaC'l =0, 7/an=0 ’ 50117(1:0 .

The inverse propagator of the ghosts Cy, Cy has the zero-
eigenvalue right eigenvectors (7.22) and the zero-
eigenvalue left eigenvectors [see Eq. (4.19)]:

(7.30)

Za,=7oDxo—x1) , (7.31)
which coincide with the right ones, as seen already from
(7.25). [The notation in (7.31) is the same as in (7.22)].
The gauge arbitrariness in the action for the ghosts
Cou, C§ is that of their y-trace parts. The gauge condi-
tions (7.30) exactly remove them. Application of y, to the
first of Egs. (7.30) yields the condition C] =0 which re-
]

fghostzf[aéoﬁa('}/vsﬂp'f"’}’p&ﬂv_%7/B8pv)(8va_

S gauge = f

where

=Cj TY s EOaE('}’T)— 1"TOTca

are redefinitions, not new fields, and where
Xa=VarVv—5¥wVa -

The integration fields are
Yuvs» Coas C§, Ci, C, C1,
Toa s M1, T -

Expressions (7.32) and (7.33) constitute the final result.
The main difference from the previous example is the
propagating Lagrange multiplier my,. The Lagrange mul-
tipliers 7, and 7] do not propagate and can be integrated
away. The propagatlng Toe 18 the ‘“Nielsen-Kallosh
ghost” for the spin-= field. As in the previous example,
the extraghost C| is a propagating field.

APPENDIX: PROPERTIES OF
THE MASTER EQUATION

We introduce the following collective notation for fields
and antifields:

2°=(P4d%); A=1,...,N ;
a=1,...,2N ;

(A1)
ez =e, .

%u?,,+ C¥a)d X+ 74C1) —abCoadvadvsCh + %mamﬂ,ﬂ;
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moves the extraghost. The remaining conditions remove
the y-traceless part of X (1) and are genuine gauge condi-
tions for ¢,,. This verifies the correctness of the choice of
the gauge fermion.

If we add the terms (7.27) to (7.26), then the gauge-
breaking action (7.24) will no longer produce 8 functions.
Since our matrices k! and p~! contain derivatives, we
must make the replacement (4.28)—(4.30) instead of in-
tegrating over the 7’s. In this replacement we choose

AP=5By~1 B=J,
where I is the unit matrix in the space of spinors. Then
the replacement (4.28)—(4.30) takes the form (literally)

Wga_’aya{y_lﬂga_ [Xa(¢)+7’ac'1 ]} ’

60(1 —>60aaa N

77'1—)(171 —50aaa7/a)ba »

51 —Pé] ba Py

m—m —bdy,Clh ,

where all derivatives act formally to the right. When
making the replacement in the gauge-breaking action
(7.24) one may use Eq. (4.31).

After the above replacement the ghost and gauge-
breaking contributions to the total action in the functional
integral take the form

2 1Ya)8,C§ +4bC,C, 1dx | (7.32)
dx , (7.33)
I
Introduce the matrix
. 0 &
8= |_s2 0 (A2)

which permits the antibrackets (3.3) to be written in the
form

X, 1) =2 Xg"” %Y (A3)
az° azb
Evidently
-
(P=—g", € é"’b‘é‘z‘,; =€ +1.

The master equation (3.12) for a bosonic S(z) now takes
the form

(S,8)= gab (A4)
Define
9;9,S
p Y1°r
He= Sboze (A3

which is the Hessian of .S'(z) multiplied by the nonsingular
matrix §. Let z; denote the stationary point of S(z),
which we suppose to exist.
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Differentiation of (A4) yields

3,8

9z¢

R=0 . (A6)

Hence any solution of the master equation is a gauge-
invariant action. Equations (A6) are Noether identities,
and the columns of the Hessian are generators of gauge
transformations. The generators in (A6) are linearly
dependent. Indeed, differentiation of (A6) yields

RIRY | 3 =2, =0 . (A7)

The matrix of generators is nilpotent, which implies the
nilpotency of the Hessian at the stationary point. The
solution of the master equation is therefore an example of
an infinite-stage gauge theory.

Let r+ be the rank of the Hessian at the stationary
point:

9;9,S
ry =ranky (A8)

- Bz“az” z=z2, P TET -
Then r, (r_) bosonic (fermionic) equations of motion are
solvable with respect to small disturbances of z. But r is
also the number of linearly independent generators among
the #. More precisely, r_ (r,) bosonic (fermionic)
Noether identities among the (A6) are solvable with
respect to 8S /9z. It follows from the nilpotency relation
(A7) that

r<N

always.
The solution S of the master equation is called proper!
if
r=N.

If the solution is proper, then all zero-eigenvalue eigenvec-
tors of 24 (z,) are linear combinations of %%(z,). In other
words, the solution is proper only if its Hessian at the sta-
tionary point has no other zero-eigenvalue eigenvectors ex-
cept those contained in itself.?°

There is generally no correlation between rows and
columns in which the invertible minor of a matrix lies.
However, for the Hessian of the proper solution such a
correlation exists. Define

za‘:gabzb ’ §ab§b°=5§ ’

and let the equations of motion be solvable with respect to
N variables z7; let z4 be the remaining N variables. Then
the invertible minor of the Hessian is
9;9,S
L (A9)
az 24 az 1

There can be a particular case in which the equations of
motion are solvable with respect to the commuting (in the
sense of antibrackets) set of variables,

(z‘f,zf)=0 .
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This is equivalent to

{z3}={z:} .

It can be verified that under the boundary conditions for
the master equation, which we impose, we are always deal-
ing with this particular case.

Expression (3.9) is nothing other than the functional in-
tegral for the gauge action S(z). In spite of the infinite-
stage character of this theory, we were able in Ref. 1 to
obtain the quantization rules for S(z) in the special class
of gauges (3.5) or, equivalently, (3.4). The most general
expression for the functional integral in this class of
gauges is

E’:f exp (A10)

—;—W(z)

8(X4(2))J [ dz°,

where W (z)=S(z)+ O (#) is given by Egs. (3.11)—(3.14),

(X4,Xg)=0, A=1,...,N, (A11)
and J is the Jacobian of a canonical transformation
PO, P* ', d'* which converts the commuting X’s into
antifields (or fields):

8(‘1)',(I>’*)

(D, 9*) (12

J =Ber P =X,(2) .

Here we have used some properties of canonical transfor-
mations in the space of fields and antifields, derived in
Ref. 11.

If S(z) is a local action of field theory, then the terms
O(#) in W are proportional to 6(0) and can be omitted (see
Sec. III). In this case expression (A10) gives the explicit
Feynman rules for S(z). The necessity of requiring S(z)
to be the proper solution is seen from (A10). Indeed, if the
rank of the Hessian of S is smaller than N, then N & func-
tions in (A10) will be insufficient to remove the degenera-
cy of the functional integral.

In conclusion, we shall derive the consequences of the
master equation for the coefficients of the expansion of S
in terms of antifields:

- A

S(q>,q>*)=f+i<I>',;n---q>;ls""' "(®). (A13)

n=1

The coefficients in (A13) possess the generalized symme-
try

Ay Ay A

ST = (S ) ",

which for any quantity X 4177 4n s defined as

Al...A_Al...A B,- - B
(Xsym) n—_—eBl"'B:X " N
A -+ A a, 8,
nleg,...5 = raueal S JEERE 5%
e adY
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The substitution of (A13) into the master equation yields the following relations for the coefficients:

—S4=0,
Llog
A

a'SAl .. n
g

S

€no =€nk ] k=0>
where

X'1'=o0,
A A
n—1 9,87! k
WSS (kD= 1)

X —_—
k=1 aQA

n
€Epk =h —k+ 2 EAm ,
m=k+1

e4=€(d) .

d A,
SA4(n +1)(— 1)L gt = (x )T =
a4

..A
, h>1,

AA A
S k+1 m’ nzz’
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