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Gauge symmetries decrease the number of Dp-brane dimensions. I1.
Inclusion of the Liouville term
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The presence of the antisymmetric background field B, leads to the noncommutativity of the Dp-
brane manifold, while the linear dilaton field in the form ®(x) = &, + a,x* causes the appearance of the
commutative Dp-brane coordinate, x. = a,x*. In the present article we consider the case where the
conformal invariance is realized by inclusion of the Liouville term. Then, the theory is conformally
invariant even in the presence of the world-sheet conformal factor F, and it depends on the new parameter,
the central charge c. As well as in the absence of the Liouville action, for particular relations between
background fields, the local gauge symmetries appear in the theory. They turn some Neumann boundary
conditions into the Dirichlet ones, and decrease the number of the Dp-brane dimensions.
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I. INTRODUCTION

When the ends of the open string are attached to a
Dp brane with antisymmetric Kalb-Ramond field B,,,
the Dp-brane world volume becomes noncommutative
[1]. The presence of the linear dilaton field ® [2—4] turns
one Dp-brane coordinate, x. = x#d,®, to a commutative
one and the conformal part of the world-sheet metric, F, to
an additional noncommutative variable [3].

The possible breaking of the conformal invariance in the
open string theory by the boundary conditions has been
investigated in Ref. [4]. It was shown that, besides vanish-
ing of the B functions, in the case of the linear dilaton there
are additional conditions that dilaton gradient a; = 9;®
must satisfy. It should be lightlike vector, either with
respect to the closed string metric, a*> = GYa;a; = 0, or
with respect to the open string (effective) metric, > =
(G4#)Yaa; = 0. The above restrictions decrease the num-
ber of the Dp-brane dimensions, turning some Neumann to
Dirichlet boundary conditions.

In the present paper we change the conditions for
quantum conformal invariance. The usual requirement is
vanishing of all three 8 functions corresponding to back-
ground fields, BG, = B5, = B® = 0. Here, we use the
fact that the vanishing of two 8 functions, corresponding to
the metric and antisymmetric field, 8§, = B5, = 0, im-
plies that the third one, corresponding to dilaton field, is
constant, 3% = ¢ [5]. Instead of choosing this constant to
be zero, as we did in the previous paper [4], in this article
we add the Liouville term in order to cancel constant
contribution to the conformal anomaly. This approach is
more general because the theory and, particularly, the non-
commutativity parameter depend on arbitrary central
charge c. The advantage is the achievement of the confor-
mal invariance without the requirement for decoupling of
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the conformal factor of the world-sheet metric, F.
Consequently, for ¢ # 0 the presence of the field F in
boundary conditions does not break conformal invariance
as in Ref. [4].

In order to clarify notation and terminology we will
distinguish two descriptions of the open string theory. We
start with variable x* and background field G ,,,, where the
theory is described by equations of motion and boundary
conditions. We are able to solve boundary conditions and
introduce the effective theory defined only by equations of
motion. This is again string theory, but in terms of effective
coordinates g* (symmetric under transformation o —
—o) and effective background field GSf. Following
Seiberg and Witten [1], we use the names closed string
metric for G, and open string metric for G‘;ff, (the metric
tensors seen by the closed and open string, respectively).

The Liouville action itself is the kinetic term for the field
F. So, we are going to treat it equally with other variables.
In particular, we choose the Neumann boundary condition
for F. Note that, although by simple changes of variables
the new field *F decouples, and the term with linear dilaton
disappears, the case is nontrivial because the new metric
*G,; and the corresponding effective one *G¢j' become
singular for @a® = 1 and ad@® = 1, respectively [a is a
useful constant defined in (2.10) proportional to the inverse
central charge]. We use the mark star (%) to distinguish
description in terms of variables (x’, *F) from that of (x/,
F).

Up to the changing of the conditions on the dilaton
gradient a; (> =0—a’>=21 and > =0—a>=1),
there is a complete analogy of the noncommutativity prop-
erties with the cases of the previous paper [4]. Note that
here we have a whole one-parameter class of theories with
the same properties and, in particular, the result of the
previous paper has been obtained for (¢ — o < ¢ = 0).

In the first case, 1 — aa? is a coefficient in front of the
velocity x, = a;x', so that condition @a® = 1 produces the
standard canonical constraint. By simple analysis we con-
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clude that it is of the first class. For ad? = 1, some of the
constraints originating from the boundary conditions turn
from second class into first class constraints.

The first class constraints generate local gauge symme-
tries. They turn some of the initial Neumann boundary
conditions into Dirichlet ones and decrease the number
of the Dp-brane dimensions. String coordinates, which
depend on the effective ones but also on the corresponding
momenta, define the noncommutative subspace of
Dp brane. The noncommutativity parameter is proportional
to the antisymmetric field B;;. The field *F decouples from
the rest. So, it plays the role of the commutative variable
instead the variable x, = a;x' in the case without the
Liouville term.

At the end of this paper, in the Concluding remarks, we
summarize the results of the investigation. Also there are
three appendixes. The first one is devoted to the projectors,
which help us to express the results clearly. In the second
appendix we introduce the redefined closed and open string
star metrics, while in the third one we discussed the sepa-
ration of the center of mass variables.

II. CONFORMAL INVARIANCE WITH THE HELP
OF LIOUVILLE ACTION

The action

1
S(G+B+<I)) = Kfzdzf\/—g{[ig“BGW(x)

b

+—B ,,(x)}aaxf‘a xV + q)(x)R@)}
\/_—g M B

Q2.1

describes the evolution of the open string in the back-
ground consisting of the space-time metric G, (x), Kalb-
Ramond antisymmetric field B,,(x), and dilaton scalar
field ®(x) (for more details, see [6]). The world-sheet 2,
is parametrized by &% = (7,0) (@ =0, 1), and the
D-dimensional space-time by the coordinates x* (u =
0,1,2,...,D —1). The intrinsic world-sheet metric is
8ap> and R@ is the related scalar curvature.

There are three 8 functions corresponding to the space-

time metric G ,,,, antisymmetric field B ,,,, and dilaton field
)
ﬁ,, =R,, — %BM)(,B,,”" +2D,a,, 2.2)
e,=D,B?,, —2a,B",, (2.3)
D—-26 1
o — _ o _ 2
B® =27 6 ﬂBuprrBﬂp D,a* + 4a,

(2.4)

which characterize the conformal anomaly of the sigma
model (2.1). The space-time Ricci tensor and covariant

derivative are denoted with R,, and D,, respectively,

nv W
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while B,,, =4d,B,, +d,B,, +9,B,, is the field
strength for the field B,,, and a, = 9,® is the gradient
of the dilaton field.

It is known from Ref. [5] that vanishing of 8%, and 55,
implies constant value of the third 3 function, 3% = c. We
choose a particular solution of Egs. (2.2) and (2.3)

G,,(x) = G, = const, B,,(x) = B,, = const,

O(x) = ®y + a,x* (a, = const). (2.5)
Then Eq. (2.4) produces the condition
D — 26
B® = 2wk + 4a® = ¢, (2.6)

under which the above solution is consistent with all
equations of motion. On these conditions, the nonlinear
sigma model (2.1) becomes conformal field theory. There
exists a Virasoro algebra with central charge c.

The remaining anomaly, represented by the Schwinger
term of the Virasoro algebra, can also be canceled by
introducing a corresponding Wess-Zumino term, which
in the case of the conformal anomaly takes the form of
the Liouville action

Bq) 2 2 1 2
SL:_iz [dg/—gR()_R(),
2(47)*k Js A @2.7)
A = g“ﬁvaalg,

where V, is the covariant derivative with respect to the
intrinsic metric g,z. An appropriate choice of the coeffi-
cient in front of the Liouville action makes the theory fully
conformally invariant and the complete action takes the
form

S = SG+p+o) T SL- (2.8)

We choose a particular background, decomposing the
space-time coordinates x*(£) in Dp-brane coordinates de-
noted by x(£)(i =0,1,..., p) and the orthogonal ones
x(Ea=p+1,p+2...,D—1), in such a way that
Guy =0 (pn =i, v = a). For the other two background
fields we choose B,, — B;;, a, — a;; i.e. they are non-
trivial only on the Dp brane. The part of the action describ-
ing the string oscillation in x“ directions decouples from
the rest.

Imposing the conformal gauge g,z = e’f Napg> WE 0Ob-

tain R® = —2AF and the action (2.8) takes the form

1 . .
S = KLdzf[(z T]aBGlj + €a'BBij>aaxla'ij

. 2
+ ZnQBaiéax’aﬁF + —n“ﬁaaFaﬁF} (2.9)
o
where we introduce the useful notation
o
1__B (2.10)

a (4mK)?’
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The field F is a dynamical variable with the Liouville
action as a kinetic term. In order to cancel the term linear
in F, we change the variables, F — *F = F + %aixi, and
obtain

1 ) .
S = K/E d2§[<§ n*f*G,; + eaﬁBij>8ax’8ﬁxf

~I—%n“ﬂaa*Faﬁ*F} 2.1D)
This is a standard form of the action without the dilaton
term and with the redefined Liouville term F — *F, and
redefined space-time metric *Gl-j = G;; — aa;a;. The di-
laton dependence is now through the metric *G; I

We choose Neumann boundary conditions for the rede-
fined conformal factor of the intrinsic metric *F. The field
*F completely decouples, as well as the coordinate x“, but
because of its Neumann boundary conditions, we will treat
it as a Dp-brane variable. In all cases it is a commutative
variable.

All nontrivial features of the model (2.11) follow from
the fact that the star metrics (*G; ; and the corresponding
effective one *Gj?jff) are singular and consequently they
produce gauge symmetries of the theory. It is easy to check
that for aa® = 1 and a@® = 1 we have det*G;; = 0 and
det*G‘l?]ff = 0, respectively.

III. NONCOMMUTATIVITY FOR REGULAR STAR
METRICS *Gij AND *Gf;f (aa® # 1 AND aa® # 1)

In this section we will analyze the case when both the
metric *G,; and the corresponding effective one *G‘}ff are
nonsingular. Up to the field *F, which is decoupled from
the other Dp-brane variables, there is complete formal
analogy with the case without dilaton field with substitu-
tion G;; — *Gl-j. For completeness we present the main
steps of the procedure and add the parts corresponding to
*F.

A. Canonical Hamiltonian in terms of currents

The momenta canonically conjugated to the fields x’ and
*F are

4

mo= k(G — 2ByxT),  m=—*F ()
o

Using the definition of the canonical Hamiltonian H , =
X' + 7m*F — L, we obtain

Hc=fda-5-[c, H.=T_-T,,

& s

x—1\ij*: *; T
|:( G D jy J+j T 4 J+(Fp) ]+(F)i|’
(3.2)

T, =%

1
4k

where
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* — * 1j
Jei =+ 26,

4
e = TE— (3.3)
(*Il.;; = B;; £37G;)

and the inverse metric (*G~!)"/ is introduced in Eq. (B2).
From the basic Poisson bracket algebra

{x'(r, o), mi(7, 3)} = 8';6(0 — 7),

(3.4)
{*F(7, o), (7, 0)} = 8(0 — 0),
directly follows the current algebra
{FJei TJejt = £26%G;8,
Fhapy Jep} = = %" 8, (3.5)

{*jii’ *ji(p)} = 0)
while all opposite chirality currents commute and for
simplicity we define &' = 9,6(0 — &). Consequently,
the Poisson brackets between canonical Hamiltonian and
the currents *j.; and *j, , are proportional to their sigma

derivatives

{Hc’ *jti} = I*j/ti’ {HC’ *ji(p)} = I*jli(p)- (36)

B. Boundary conditions as canonical constraints

~We will use Neumann boundary conditions for the fields
x' and *F. The boundary conditions are of the form

yOl7 = 0 and y©|7 = 0, where

oL . A
0 )
YS ) = a(To.xl) = K(—*Gijx’f + 2B,~]~x-’),
r 3.7
yo—_9L _ k.
(0, *F) @

They can be rewritten in terms of the currents (3.3) as

71(‘0) — (*H+ *G_l)ij *jfj + (*II_ *G_l)ij *j+j’ s
s . :
YO =) = "o d

and treated as canonical constraints. Examining the con-
sistency of the constraints, with the help of the relations
(3.6), we obtain an infinite set of constraints. Using Taylor
expansion, we rewrite all the constraints at o = 0 in a more
compact o-dependent form

I‘1'(0') = (*H+ *Gil)ij *j—j(a')
+ (*H— *Gil)ij *j+j(_0-);
T(@) = ) (0) = *J i (~ )]

In the same way, we obtain similar expressions from the
constraints at o = 7. From the fact that the differences of
the corresponding constraints at ¢ = 0 and o = 7 are also

(3.9
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constraints, we conclude that all positive chirality currents
and, consequently, all variables are 27 periodic functions.
Because of this periodicity the constraints at ¢ = 7 can be
discarded (for more details see Ref. [3]).

We complete the consistency procedure finding the
Poisson brackets

{H,T';}=T] {H,T}=T", (3.10)

which means that there are no more constraints in the
theory.

The algebra of the constraints y4 = (I';, I') has a simple
matrix form

*Geft
D0a(@), xp(0)} = — kM58, MAB=( 0 i)-

o

(3.11)

The space-time component, which we will call the effec-
tive or open string metric, is defined in Eq. (B3). The
determinant

4 - 4 A2
detM 5 = —AA detG§J' = — < detGe",
a o

(3.12)

is regular for A=1—aa*+#0 and A=1— ad® # 0,
and all constraints are of the second class. The fields G
and B;; are chosen in such a way that detG§}" # 0.

ij

C. Solution of the constraint equations

Let us introduce the common symbol for the coordinates
and their canonically conjugated momenta, CA =
(x', *F, a;, ). It is useful to define the symmetric and

antisymmetric parts in o parity as
04(0) = 3[CH o) + CH(=0)],
_ (3.13)
04(0) = 3[CH o) — CH(-0)],

where to 04 = (¢', *f, p;» p) we will refer as the effective
variables. In terms of these variables, the constraints I';(o)
and I'(o) have the form

I, =2B*G™")/p; — k*GFg' + p,,

4k , -

Fzﬁ_; I

(3.14)

From
I'i(o) =0, I'lo) =0,

choosing integration constants (¢ = 0) = 0 and *f(o =
0) = 0, we obtain the solution for string variables ex-
pressed in terms of the effective ones

(3.15)

Xi(g') = qi(a') —2*@i La- d(]']pj(O'l), T = Pi
(3.16)

*F=7*f, T = p. (3.17)
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Note that as we explained in Sec. I, the string variables x’
and 7r; describe the string dynamics before solving con-
straints originating from boundary conditions, while the
effective ones, ¢’ and p;, describe the string after solving
constraints.

The parameter *@ is defined as

*0 = —LGyB*G )T = —HG13BG TG,
(3.18)

where

() = 87 — (1 =My, (3.19)
and the projector (IT),/ is introducedA in Eq. (A4).

In terms of *G; ;» the parameter *@®% has the same form
as the parameter ®" in terms of G; ; in the case without
dilaton field. Note that in this approach the noncommuta-

tivity parameter *®% depends on central charge c.

D. Effective theory and noncommutativity relations

Let us introduce the effective currents

4k,

I
(3.20)

KJei=pi E K*G?]f'fq,j) *ji(p) =p* o

Using the solutions (3.16) and (3.17) we correlate them
with currents given in Eq. (3.3)

Yo = F20ML G %, iy = Ty

(3.21)

where (*G_})" is given in Eq. (B6). Substituting these
relations in the canonical Hamiltonian (3.2), we obtain

}[c = j:[c’

where we introduced an effective energy-momentum ten-
sor and Hamiltonian

T.=T., (3.22)

~ _ 1 N x T ¥ a o~ 5
T. = +4K|:(*Geffl Y *.]ii*.]ij + 4 *Jt(p) *Ja_f(p)}
2 (3.23)

The effective theory is defined in the phase space
spanned by the coordinates g’ and momenta p; in the
new open string background G;; — *G$i', B;; — 0, and
® — (. The free field, which effective dynamics is de-
scribed by *f and p, decouples from the rest.

From the basic string variables algebra (3.4), we calcu-

late the corresponding effective string one

{q'(7, @), pj(7, 5)} = 8'8,(0, ),
{*f(1,0), p(1, 5)} = 8,(0, 5),

where 8,(c, 3) = 1[8(0 — &) + (o + &)].

(3.24)
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Separating the center of mass variables according to
Appendix C, we obtain

{Xi(0), X/ (5)} = *OUA(o + &), (3.25)

X'(@),*F@)} =0 {*F(o).*F(@)} =0,

where the function A(x) is given in Eq. (C5), and X' and
* F are defined in (C3) and (C6), respectively.

The fields x are noncommutative variables, while the
field *F is a commutative one. So, the Dp brane is de-
scribed by p + 1 noncommutative and one commutative
degree of freedom.

(3.26)

IV. NONCOMMUTATIVITY FOR SINGULAR
“G; (aa®>=1)

In order to express the velocities in terms of the canoni-
cal momenta, the coefficients in front of the velocities must
be different from zero. But the metric *G; in front of i’ in
(3.1) is singular for aa®> =1 [see Egs. (B1) and (B7)].
Consequently, a primary constraint appears in the theory
[7]. For aa® = 1 the projector

gij = (P3G,

takes the role of the metric in the subspace defined by the
regular part of *G,;.

4.1)

A. Canonical Hamiltonian and gauge symmetry

Combining the coordinates x’ and their canonically
conjugated momenta 7; (3.1) as

*j=d'm + 2ka'Bx = k(1 — aa?)aix’,  (42)
we conclude that, for aa® = 1, *j does not depend on
velocities and consequently, it is a constraint of the theory.

The canonical Hamiltonian H , = 7,x' + #*F — L in
terms of currents has the form

g-[-c = T, - T+J
1 1 o 4.3)
— - —1\ij * » * * » * -
T. = +E[(g )Y Jxi Jxj +Z J+(F) ]i(F):|’
where
*jii = TT; + 2K(Blj + %g,])xlj (44)
is obtained from (3.3) by imposing @a® = 1, and
(g7 =(G7'Py)Y (4.5)

is the metric inverse of (4.1) in the subspace defined by the
regular part of *G;;.

The constraint * j can be rewritten in terms of the current
J=ias

(4.6)

P
J=a "]+

According to the Dirac theory for the constrained systems,
we introduce the total Hamiltonian

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 75, 085011 (2007)

H; = fda.’]-[T, Hy=H.+ 1%, 4.7)
where A is a Lagrange multiplier. From the current algebra
(3.5) we have
i it =0, {*ji(F), *j}=0={Hy,*j} =0,
(4.8)

which means that *j is a first class constraint.
Consequently, there is a gauge symmetry in the theory.

Using expression for the gauge transformation of an
arbitrary observable X, generated by symmetry generator
G

5,X—{X,G}, G= f don(@)*j(@),  (49)
in this particular case we obtain
5. x' =an, 5, *F =0,
7 K K (4.10)
8,m = 2ka'B;n, 8,m=0.

B. Solution of constraints for particular gauge fixing

From the gauge transformations (4.10), it follows

8% = 8,(a;x') = a*n, 4.11)
and we conclude that x, = 0 is a good gauge condition.
After gauge fixing, we can treat *j and x, as second class
constraints. Implementing the conditions x, = 0 and *j =
0, the current *j . ; changes as

* »

Jtiﬁjii:’]Ti'FzKHiij.xlj (Hil]:B_'_lGlj)’

ij =32
(4.12)
and the boundary conditions (3.8) take the form
(O -1yj; -1yj;
Yi = (I, G )i]]—' +II_-G )i]] j>
’ ! T @3

0 _ 1 . _ .
YO =) = "ok

As in the previous section, after Dirac consistency proce-
dure, we obtain the o-dependent form of the boundary
conditions at ¢ = 0

Ii(o) = {1.G)/j-j(0) + TGN/ ji,(~0),

T(0) = *)_)(0) = *], i (~ )] (4.14)

Similar expressions from the constraints at o = 7 are
solved by periodicity of all variables.

Let us mark the complete set of the constraints with
x4 = ([';, T'). The matrix form of the constraint algebra is

_ G 0
xalo), xp(a)} = —kM 58, Myp = ( Oj i)’

o

(4.15)

where G¢I" is defined after Eq. (B3). Since we assume that
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detG§" # 0, we conclude that all constraints are of the
second class.

In terms of the effective variables defined in Eq. (3.13),
the constraint equations I';(o) = 0 and I'(o) = 0 have the
form

pi=0, 3" = AGgBG )p;, (4.16)
* J?/ —
Because the first class constraints and gauge fixing behave

like second class constraints, from *j = 0 and x, = a,x' =
0, we get additional equations

p=0, 4.17)

a'p; +2k(aB),§" = a'p; + 2k(aB),q" =

g0 = a;q' =0, Go = a;q' = 0. (4.18)

Combining the first equation in (4.16) with the second one
in (4.18) we have ¢ = (aB);q" = 0. The fourth equation
in (4.18) and the second equation in (4.16) give p; =
(@B)'p; = 0, while the second equation in (4.16) and the
first one in (4.18) produce p, = a'p; = 0. From here we
conclude that the string phase space is spanned by the
following coordinates and momenta:

(gr)' = (*P ),C]J o', (7r)i = (*PT)ijpj =P,
(4.19)

where the projector * Py i is defined in (A8) for ad® # 1and
@*> # 0. Decomposing ¢’ into a directions along (aB); and
a; and the orthogonal ones

+ i + (@), (4.20)
from the second Eq. (4.16) we obtain

(gr) = —2*@UP,  gi=2G4*P,BG ")iP,
“4.20)

q" =q,

where the tensor

*Q = —LG 1 *PBG *P)Y, 4.22)

is antisymmetric.

Choosing the integration constants ¢' (o =0) =0,
G'(c =0)=0, and *f(o = 0) = 0, the final solution of
the Eqgs. (4.16), (4.17), and (4.18) takes the form

xhy () = Qi(e) — 2*@ ]0 "doP o), 7 =P,
(4.23)
Xo = O, Ty = 0,
2 . (o
n(o) = 2@BG ) [doPe),  m =0
(4.24)
*F=7*f, T = p. (4.25)
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Similar as in (4.19), we introduced the notation
Xp, = (*PT)ijxj,

= (*Pp)/m;, (4.26)

while xg, x;, 7y, and 7r; are defined in Eq. (A14). The
solution for x; satisfies Dirichlet boundary conditions at
o = 7, x(oc = 7m) = 0, as a consequence of the periodic-
ity of the momenta P;.

C. Effective theory and noncommutativity

In terms of the effective currents

= p + 4-_K fl’
a
(4.27)

*Joi = P+ k(*PrGeg);; 0, *jt(p)

the currents *j_; and * J+(r) given in (3.3) and (4.4) can be
expressed as

¥ = F2(LG ) e =*J ety

(4.28)

*j +(F)

Substituting these relations in (4.3), we obtain the effective
Hamiltonian

g:[- = T? - T+y
1 < <
E[(Geff *Pr)i *.]"'1 J+/ 4 *Jr(p) *]i(F):|‘

(4.29)

o

T.=7

The expressions for the effective current *fii and the
energy-momentum tensor 7+ show that the effective met-
ric and its inverse are of the form

gzejﬁ = (*PTGeff)ij’ gé]ff = (G *Pp)". (4.30)
Therefore, the string propagates in the subspace defined by
the projector *P; in the background

Glj_’g?]ff B,-j—>0, (I)—’O (431)
The effective dynamics of the string is described by the
effective variables: coordinates Qi and momenta P;, which

satisfy the algebra
{0(0), Pj(0)} =

The conformal part of the effective world-sheet metric * f
and its momentum p are canonical variables for the scalar
degree of freedom which decouples from the rest.

Using the solutions (4.23) and (4.25), and introducing
the center of mass variables according to Appendix C, the
noncommutativity relations take the form

(*P;) 8(a — &). (4.32)

{Xj (). X}, (@)} = *OUA(0 + &), (4.33)

X}, (7, 0),* F(r, )} = 0,

(4.34)
{*F(z, 0),*F(r,0)} =0,
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where the tensor *®% and the function A(x) are defined in
(4.22) and (C5).

The solutions for x, and x; satisfy the Dirichlet bound-
ary conditions and decrease the number of the Dp-brane
dimensions from p + 2 to p. There is one commutative
variable, the conformal part of the intrinsic metric *F, and
p — 1 noncommutative ones xi)p.

V. NONCOMMUTATIVITY FOR SINGULAR
*Gf;f (ad@* =1)

ForA=1-aa*=0and A=1— aa® # 0 the com-
plete canonical analysis as well as the consistency proce-
dure for the constraints, performed in Sec. III, can be
repeated here. The difference appears in the separation of
the first from the second class constraints as a consequence
of the singularity of matrix M, (3.12).

A. From the second to the first class constraints

Using the expression for effective metric (B4), we obtain
*xceff ~j — A * eff ( ~ j_A
Gi'a' = Aa;, *GS; (@aB)y = Z(aB),-, 5.1

so that, for A =0 and A # 0, @' and (@B)' are singular
vectors of the metric *Gj'. According to Eq. (3.11) we

expect that two constraints originating from the boundary
conditions turn into the first class.

In order to investigate the theory with constraints, we
introduce the total Hamiltonian

HT:fdag{T!

Hy=H,.+ N (0) + Ao)(0),

where HH , is defined in (3.2), I'; and I" are defined in (3.9),
and A’ and A are Lagrange multipliers. We decompose A’
using the projectors (*P,)./, (*P,),/, and (*P7),/, defined
in Appendix A

(5.2)

A= (Ap)i + 2A,(GB)" + A, a', (5.3)

where (A7) = (*I5T)ij/\f, A =— 1_22‘“2 (aBA), and A, =
alaA). The consistency conditions {Hy, I';(c)} = 0 and

{H;,T'(0)} = 0 enable us to calculate the coefficients

. 1 A
A= —%Fc (Ap)' = == (G "Pp)T), (54)

while the coefficients A; and A, remain undetermined.
The total Hamiltonian takes the form

HT = HC + fﬂ dU[()lT)[(FT); + AF + Alrl + Azrz]
0

—H + f Tda(AT, + ATy, (5.5)
0

where
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F] = Z(dBGfl)iFi, FZ = Ziiri. (56)

Since the constraints I'; and I'; are multiplied by the
arbitrary coefficients A; and A,, they are of the first class.
On the other hand, (I'7); and I', multiplied by the deter-
mined multipliers, are of the second class.

By direct calculation, from (3.11), we have

{Fl’ rl} = O’ {Fl’ r} = O,
{1—‘27 Fz} = 0: {FZ: F} = O)

(5.7

which is a confirmation that I'; and I', are of the first class.

Calculating the algebra of the constraints x, =
{(');, I'} we obtain

A

{Xa X8} = —KMypd’, Myp = (( PT(();eff)ij (i))

a

(5.8)

Because the projector (*137),-/ is orthogonal to the vectors
a; and (aB);, we conclude that the rank of M,p is not
greater than p. Assuming that the rest of the matrix M ,p is
regular, its rank as well as the number of the second class
constraints are equal to p.

B. Gauge symmetry and solution of constraints

The gauge transformations have the form of the
Eq. (4.9), with the generator

G= j(; do(mI'y + n,I),

(5.9
where 77; and 7, are the parameters of the local trans-
formations. The constraints
I, =ap; + 2(aBG ") p;
o o (5.10)
F2 = &lﬁi + 2(C~IBG_1)lpi,

generate the gauge transformations of the effective varia-
bles

8q' = a(m), + 2@BG i(ny),  8*f =0, (5.11)
8g' = a'(ny), +2@BG Vi(ny),  8*f=0,
(5.12)

9

where the indices “s” and “a” denote o symmetric and
antisymmetric parts of the parameters 7; and 7,. The
particular gauge transformations

5‘]0 = &‘2771‘\" 6@0 = &27]2w
1 _ 1
8q1 = 5—(aa® — 1)my,, 8q) = 5—(aa® — )my,
2a 2a
(5.13)
enable us to choose good gauge fixing
g0 =0, 4o =0, g1 =0, g1 =0 (5.14)
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Now, the first class constraints and gauge conditions
behave like second class constraints. So, the full set of
expressions, I'; and I' (3.14), vanishes as second class
constraints.

Choosing the integration constants g'(o = 0) = 0 and
*f(c=0)=0, from I, =0, ' = 0, and gauge condi-
tions (5.14), we get the solution

th,(0) = 0'() = 2%0" ["dorPoy). " = P,
4 0
(5.15)
xg = 0, 7y = 0, x; =0,
0 0 ! (5.16)
m =0, *F=7*f, T = p.

A A . D . . . .
For Q', P;, x}, , and 7;"” we used the similar notation as in
P

(4.19) and (4.26)
(gr)" = (*pr)iﬂj = QAi, (pr)i = (*pT),-ij = ﬁi,
7 (5.17)

xiDp = (*PT)ljx]J 7Tl' r= (*PT)[]7TJ)
but now using the projector (*Py),/ instead of (*P;),/. The
vector components Xxg, X;, 7, and 7r; are introduced in
Eq. (A14), and the tensor * @Y

*O = —LGl *PrBG 1 *Pp)Y, (5.18)
is manifestly antisymmetric.
C. Effective theory
Let us introduce the effective currents
< Y A Al ~ 4k
“Jjoi = Pi £ k(*PrGeg) ;07 “Jep =P F . *f
(5.19)

and correlate them with the currents defined in Eq. (3.3)
¥jop= 22 Gf)/ *]e; — 4Gy *PiB)/ P,
Jery = Ty (5.20)

Substituting these relations in the expression for energy-
momentum tensor (3.2) we obtain

.= H.=T -T, =, 62D
where
Fom T [(Gal By +
+ ix eff I'T wi Jaj T e e |
(5.22)

The effective theory lives in the background G;; —

¢! = (“PrGen)yj, Bij— 0, and ® — 0. The string dy-
namics is described by the effective variables O, P i

and p.
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D. Noncommutativity

From the algebra (3.24), we obtain the algebra of the
effective variables

{0/(0), P()} = (*P7r);8,(0, &),

where 8,(o, ) is defined after Eq. (3.24).

As in the two previous cases, *F is decoupled and takes
the role of the commutative variable. Introducing the center
of mass variables according to Appendix C, with the help
of the Eqgs. (5.15), we have

(5.23)

{Xf)p(r, o), X{)p(T, )} =*OVA(c + ), (5.24)
where the antisymmetric tensor *®% is given in Eq. (5.18).
It follows from (5.15) and (5.16) that x; and x; are fixed
and, consequently, satisfy Dirichlet boundary conditions
and decrease the number of Dp-brane dimensions. All
other p — 1 Dp-brane coordinates are noncommutative.

VI. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this article we used the possibility to establish the
conformal invariance adding the Liouville term to the
action, instead to use the third space-time equation of
motion, 8% = 0. We showed that this change preserves
main results of the previous paper [4]: (1) existence of the
local gauge symmetries, which decrease the number of the
Dp-brane dimensions; (2) the number of the commutative
and noncommutative variables.

In fact, the Liouville action cancels the remaining con-
stant anomaly 8% = ¢ after imposing the first two space-
time equations of motion, ,Bﬁ,, =0= ﬁy. It also makes
the conformal part of the world-sheet metric, F’, dynamical
variable. The theory becomes bilinear in F, with the qua-
dratic Liouville term and linear term with the dilaton field.
It is easy to change the variables, F — *F = F + %aixi , SO
that term linear in F disappears. As a consequence, the
quadratic term in x' appears which changes the metric
tensor, G;; — *Gl-j = G;j — aa;a;. For particular values
of the square of the vector a;, with respect to the closed
string metric, a® = 1, and to the effective one, a* = 1, the
corresponding star metrics become singular [see Eqgs. (B7)
and (B8)].

We analyzed three cases: (1) aa®> # 1, ad® # 1,
2) aa*> =1, ad@® # 1, and 3) ad@®> =1, aa® # 1. In all
cases the field *F decouples, so it is a commutative vari-
able. The rest part of the action formally has the same form
as in the dilaton free case, where the regular metric G;; is
substituted by the metric *G, j» which can be singular for
some choices of the background fields. The case (1) cor-
responds to such values of parameters that the star metric
*G,; ;is regular. So, everything behaves as in the dilaton free
case. In particular, all Dp-brane coordinates x' are
noncommutative.
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The singularities of the star metrics have different influ-
ences to the canonical constraints. In the case (2), *G; j is
coefficient in front of the velocity X', so its singularity
produces standard canonical constraint. In the case (3),
the algebra of the constraints originating from boundary
conditions, closed on *G?Jff. So, the singularity of *G?Jff
changes the character of the constraints, turning some of
them from the second to the first class. According to
Appendix B, *Gij has one singular direction a’, while
*G?Jff has two singular directions, & and (@B).
Therefore, in the case (2) there is one and in the case (3)
there are two first class constraints.

In both cases the first class contstraints are the symmetry
generators. After the gauge fixing, gauge conditions and
the first class constraints can be considered as second class
constraints. Solving all second class constraints (both the
original ones and the first class constraints with gauge
conditions), we obtain the string coordinates in terms of
the effective ones.

The solutions (3.16), (4.23), and (5.15) have the same
general form

xbp((r) = Qi(g) — 2*0U ];:T doP(0y). 6.1)
The string coordinates xj,, = (*Pp )';x/ are expressed in
terms of the effective canonical variables

Qi = (*PDp)ijqj, P, = (*PDp)ijpj, (6.2)
satisfying the algebra
{0(0). Pj@)} = Py ) ;5,(.0).  (6.3)

In the second and third case, the string coordinates x, =
(ng);x' = a;x" and x; = (n,);x' = (aB);x" satisfy Dirichlet
boundary conditions and decrease the number of the Dp-
brane dimensions. It is known that boundary conditions are
usually imposed on spacelike variables. Because the coor-
dinates x; and x; satisfy Dirichlet boundary conditions, it is
important to clarify the nature of the vectors (ng); and (n,);.
Let us first introduce explicit dependence on the string
slope parameter o' = ﬁ, by simple redefinition of dilaton
field ® — a'®. Then the singularities of metrics *G; ;and

*GSiT occur at a* = —L; and a* = _L;, respectively, and
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From the first singularity condition the a® dependence
disappears and we obtain that string must be critical, D =
26. Because there are no conditions on (n); and (n;);, we
can choose them to be spacelike variables, n3 = a*> >0
and n? = —(aB?a) > 0. From the second singularity con-
dition, with the help of the relation @*> — a> = 4dB*a =
4aB%a + 16dB*a, we obtain the conditions for the vectors
(ng); and (n;); to be spacelike

D — 26 D — 26

2 _ 2 —AsR4, —
W>O, n] = 4aB%a 96a/

> 0.

n=a
(6.5)

For D = 26, in order to satisfy these conditions, it is
enough to choose @> = 0 and @dB*a = 0.
The string components x})p are noncommutative degrees

of freedom, because they depend on the effective coordi-
nates and momenta. The noncommutativity relation be-
tween the Dp-brane coordinates has the same form in all
three cases

{xj, (7, 0), X}, (7, 3)} = *@TA(0 + 7),

[Xé)p(o-) = xiDp(U) - (xi)p)cm]-

(6.6)

The interior of the string is commutative and noncommu-
tativity occurs on the string end points. The noncommuta-
tivity parameter *@% in the first case is given in (3.18),
while in the other two cases it can be expressed in terms of
the projectors *P D,

*0 = -LG ! *PDFBG*1 *PDP)U. (6.7)
All important results of this analysis are presented in
Table I where D), is the number of the Dp-brane dimen-
sions, the symbol V. is related to variables with Dirichlet
boundary condition, and the effective metrics are denoted
by g?jff. All projectors are defined in Appendix A.

Let us stress that the solution of the boundary conditions,
the number of the Dp-brane dimensions, the number of the
commutative and noncommutative coordinates as well as
the form of the noncommutativity parameter, in the ap-
proach with the Liouville action are the same as in the
approach presented in Ref. [4]. There are two formal

72 PR
from (2.6) and (2. lo)a‘:}e obtain “ differences. When we deal with the Liouville action, the
o gauge symmetries appear for aa’ = 1 and ad@® = 1 when
I _p°_D=2 ., (6.4)  Starmetrics, *G,;and *G$J', are singular instead for a* =
aa? 4 240’ ' ' and @> = 0 in the absence of the Liouville term. Also some
TABLE I. Dp-brane features dependence on background fields.
Case Dp, (*Pp,)/’ Vbbe Xp, 85
ad® # 1, aa®> # 1 p+2 8./ x! *Gft
aﬁi =1 adi # 1 p (:eT)iJ: X0, X1 (:ijX)': (:f:TGeff)ij
aa” =1, aa” # 1 p (*Pr)/ X0> X1 (*Prx)’ ( PTGeff)ij
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commutative and noncommutative variables switched the
roles, xo — *F and F — x,.

The inclusion of the Liouville term produces few advan-
tages. First, there are only two space-time equations of
motion (originated from B¢, = 0 and 85, = 0) instead of
three ones without Liouville. Second, the presence of F
does not break the closed string conformal invariance.
Consequently, there is no possibility that F-dependent
open string boundary conditions break this invariance
and there is no need for additional restrictions on back-
ground fields, as in the absence of the Liouville term.
Finally, the complete solution including noncommutative
parameter and effective variables depends on an additional
parameter, the central charge c.

It is interesting to mention that the effect of boundary
conditions reduces the dimension of Dp brane by 2, from p
to p — 2, as well as double T duality. In fact any 7T duality
relates Dp brane wrapped around compact direction with
radius R to the D(p — 1)-brane with dual compact radius
R. So, two T dualities along x, = a;x' and x; = (aB)x’
with compactification radii Ry, and R, could transform
Dp brane to D(p — 2) brane with compactified radii R,
and R,. Possible deeper understanding of our result in
terms of 7 dualities is under investigation.
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APPENDIX A: PROJECTORS

In this appendix we introduce projector operators in
order to separate noncommutative and nonphysical varia-
bles on the Dp brane as well as to express the noncommu-
tativity parameter.

The projectors on the direction n; and on the subspace
orthogonal to vector n; are

n;n’
n?’

(H)ij =

(HT)ij = 5[] - (H)'j;

1

(A

where n’ = g¥n; and n* = n'n;. The transposed operator
is

Hij = gikalg,j. (A2)
1. Case n; = a; and g;; = G;;
For n; — (ng); = a; and g;; — G;; we obtain
. . a,-aj
(H),’] - (PO),'] =5
4 (A3)

(HT),'j - (P(}),'j = 5,'j - (Po)ij-

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 75, 085011 (2007)
2. Case (no),- = a; and (nl),- = (aB)i and 8ij = G?}f

Let us construct the projector orthogonal to the vectors

(ny); = a; and (n;); = (aB); with respect to the effective

metric G?jf.f. These two vectors are mutually orthogonal and

it is enough to use the projectors on the direction a;

a;al

i Ad
7 (A4)

(Ho)ij =

and on the direction (aB);

. 4 .
(I));/ = 5——>(Ba);(aBY, (A5)
a—a
to construct the projector orthogonal on them

(HT),'j = 5,'j - (HO),'j - (Hl),'j- (A6)

In the case when aa® = 1 we have

" . . da o

( Pl)[J = (Hl)ijlozaZZI = T(Ba)i(aB)j; (A7)

aa” — 1

(*PT),'j = (HT)[jlagZ:] = 5[_/‘ - (*Po)ij - (*P1),'j; (A8)

where by definition we put

. R aial
(*Po)i'] = (HO)[] = 72 (A9)
Similarly for a@® = 1 we get
(*Py)i = ()| pomy = aa;d,
4 (A10)

A , o '
P/ = () laze=y = ﬁ(Ba)i(dB)],
— aa

(*IST)ij = 1)/ lagr=1 = 8/ = (*ﬁo)ij - (*ﬁl)ij'
(A11)
An arbitrary contravariant vector x' decomposes as

= (x) + () () (k) = (),

. - . o (A12)
() = () e, G = (TTp) o,
as well as an arbitrary covariant vector 7r;
m; = (m); + (my); + (77, (m0); = () /7,
(mmy); = (Hl)[j'n'j: (mp); = (HT);jo- (A13)

It is useful to introduce the following notation for the
projections of vectors x' and r;:

Xo = (no),-xi = aixi; X1 = (nl)ixi = (aB)ixi>

Ald)

7T0:ﬁlo7Ti:dl7Ti, | :fliﬂl:(&B)lWl

APPENDIX B: THE STAR METRICS *G,; AND *G¢!f

Here we are going to introduce the expressions for the
redefined metrics in the presence of the Liouville action,
*G,; and *G§}'. The metric *G,; is defined as
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*Gij = Gl] - aaiaj = (P(7)~ + APO)ikaj’

B1
A=1-— ad, B

while, for A # 0, its inverse is

(*G™ )il = Gl + alal = G”‘(P‘} + ZP(’),:'

1 — aa?
(B2)
The effective metric *G5' has the same form as in the
dilaton free case up to the substitution G;; — *G;
f‘ _ _ —
*Git =*G;; —4B*G™'B);;
4
———(Ba)(aB); (B3
1 —aa

where G5 = G;; — 4B;G" B,;. In terms of the projectors,
we have

— (eff _ —
=G} — aaa;

*Get = (I + AT, + AIL)AGSY,  (B4)

where
A 1= ad?
A 1—ad®

With the help of (B4), for A # 0and A # 0, we obtain

A=1-ad A = (B5)

I 1 Y
(*G)i = (G2} k(HT o+ ﬁm)k

= (Ga))i + —=—[a'al + 4(Ba) (aB)'].
1 — ada
(B6)

According to Eq. (B1) the determinant of *G; ; 1s of the
form

det*GU = AdetG; B7)

j}
while the determinant of the effective metric *G;?Jff (B4) is
ff _ 7 w A ff

* —_ —
det* G5l = AA detGl == et (BS)

For A = 0, we have det*Gl-j = 0 and the vector a' is
singular for the metric *G,;, what is obvious from
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*G, 0l = Aa,. (B9)

For A =0 and A # 0 the effective metric *G‘l?]ff is sin-
gular. From the relations

o A
*Gilal = Aa, *Gs(aB) = Z(aB)i’ (B10)

follows that @' and (aB)’ are singular vectors of the star
effective metric.

APPENDIX C: SEPARATION THE CENTER OF
MASS VARIABLE

We will explain separation the center of mass variable
and define the corresponding functions 6(x) and A(x). Let
variable x' satisfies the Poisson bracket

X7, o), xI(1, &)} =2*0O1V0(0 + &), (CD
where the function 6(x) is defined as
0 if x =0,
0(x) = {1/2 if 0<x<2m, (C2)
1 if x = 2.

Separating the center of mass variable

. 1 T . . . .
Xem = — f doxi(o),  x'(o) = xi, + X'(0), (C3)
mT Jo

we obtain
{Xi(r, o), X/ (1, &)} = *OVA(0 + &), (C4)
where the function A(x)
-1 ifx=0,
Alx) =20(x) — 1= {0 if 0<x<2m, (C5)
1 if x =2,

is different from zero only on the string end points.
The same procedure can be applied to variable *F(o)
with notation

*F(o) = *F, + *F(0). (Co)
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