PHYSICAL REVIEW D 83, 066014 (2011)
Noncommutativity in weakly curved background by canonical methods
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Using the canonical method, we investigate the Dp-brane world-volume noncommutativity in a weakly

curved background. The term “weakly curved” means that, in the leading order, the source of nonflatness

is an infinitesimally small Kalb-Ramond field B

v

linear in coordinate, while the Ricci tensor does not

contribute, being an infinitesimal of the second order. On the solution of boundary conditions, we find a
simple expression for the space-time coordinates in terms of the effective coordinates and momenta. This

basic relation helped us to prove that noncommutativity appears only on the world sheet boundary. The

noncommutativity parameter has a standard form, but with the infinitesimally small and coordinate-
dependent antisymmetric tensor B,,. This result coincides with that obtained on the group manifolds in
the limit of the large level n of the current algebra. After quantization, the algebra of the functions on the
Dp-brane world volume is represented with the Kontsevich star product instead of the Moyal one in the

flat background.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Quantization of the open-string ending on Dp branes has
been studied in many papers [1-12]. In the presence of the
Kalb-Ramond antisymmetric tensor field B,,, the Dp
brane becomes a noncommutative manifold.

In the simplest case, all background fields—the metric
tensor G v the antisymmetric tensor B s and the dilaton
field d—are constant. Geometrically, it corresponds to the
embedding of a flat Dp brane into a flat background. In that
case, the dilaton field does not give any contribution, and
the quadratic action represents two-dimensional free-field
theory. The constant B,,,, field does not affect the dynamics
in the world sheet interior. It contributes only to its bound-
ary and it is a source of noncommutativity. Several meth-
ods have been used to investigate this case: the operator
product expansion of the open-string vertex operator [2,3],
the mode expansion of the classical solution [4], the meth-
ods of conformal field theory [5], and the canonical quan-
tization for constrained systems [6,8].

In Refs. [7,8], the inclusion of a dilaton field, linear in
space-time coordinates, has been investigated. Because
only the gradient of the dilaton field appears in space-
time field equations, this case technically behaves similarly
to that with a constant background. The dilaton field in-
duces a commutative Dp-brane coordinate in the direction
of the dilaton gradient 9, ®. For some particular relation
between background fields, when 9, ® is a lightlike vector
with respect to the open- or closed-string metrics, the local
gauge symmetries appear. They turn some Neumann
boundary conditions into Dirichlet ones and decrease the
number of Dp-brane dimensions [8].
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In Refs. [9], the noncommutative properties of the Dp-
brane world volume embedded in the space-time of Type
IIB superstring theory have been investigated. Similarly as
in the bosonic theory, the presence of ¢-antisymmetric
fields leads to noncommutativity of the supercoordinates.
In the case of Type IIB theory, this supermultiplet beside
B, from the NS-NS (Naveu-Schwarz) sector contains the
difference of two gravitons, ¢, from the NS-R (Ramond)
sector and the symmetric part of the bispinor F*# from the
R-R sector.

In all previous investigations, the target space was
assumed to be flat. In the present paper, we investigate
the deformation of the Dp-brane world volume in a
curved background. We choose a background such that
the metric tensor G,, is constant, the antisymmetric
tensor B, is linear in coordinate, and its field strength
B,,, is a nonvanishing parameter [3,10]. This choice is
in accordance with the space-time equations of motion,
obtained from the world sheet conformal invariance, as
far as we can neglect the Ricci tensor. So, we demand
that B,,,, is an infinitesimal parameter and we work in
the leading order in B,,, throughout the whole paper.
The Ricci tensor is thus neglected as an infinitesimal of
the second order. We call this choice the weakly curved
background. Physically, this case corresponds to the
embedding of a curved Dp brane into a curved
background.

The open string with the nonvanishing field strength of
the Kalb-Ramond field has been investigated in
Refs. [10,11]. The correlation functions have been com-
puted on the disk, and, therefrom, the Kontsevich product
has been extracted. The considerations in Ref. [10] have
been restricted to the weakly curved background, while
those of Ref. [11] have been restricted to the first order in
the derivatives of the background fields.
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In [13], the same problem has been considered using
the canonical method and some approximations based on
low-energy limits. The main result is the new type of
noncommutativity relation, where the noncommutativity
parameter depends not only on coordinates but also on
momenta. In the Lagrangian formulation, it means that it
depends on the coordinates’ time derivatives. This form of
parameter has not been observed by the path-integral
method, in Refs. [10,11]. So, the results obtained in the
treatment of the same physical problem with a different
formalism (in Refs. [10,11] using the path-integral method
and in Ref. [13] using the canonical method) are not the
same but differ essentially.

Therefore, to be able to better elucidate the evident dis-
crepancies of these results, we developed a systematic
canonical approach in which these ambiguities could be
solved properly and the relation between Ref. [13] and
Refs. [10,11] could be clarified. First, does the
momentum-dependent term exist? Second, if this term ex-
ists, under which conditions does it disappear, like in
Refs. [10,11]? Third, might there exist some new
momentum-dependent terms, missed in [13] as a conse-
quence of the low-energy limit assumption?

In the present paper, the problem of the open string in the
weakly curved background is treated using canonical
methods. The approach applied to the constant background
fields [6,8] is generalized to the case of the curved one. The
boundary conditions are treated as canonical constraints.
Using the Dirac requirement (that the time derivatives
of the primary constraints are also constraints) and
Lagrangian equations of motion, we obtain the infinite
set of constraints in the Lagrangian form.

Following the line of Refs. [8] using the Taylor expan-
sion, we represent this infinite set of constraints at a point
(o0 =0 and o = ) with two o-dependent constraints,
even and odd under world sheet parity transformation
(Q): 0 — —o). It is remarkable that these constraints can
be expressed in compact form, in terms of coordinates,
their first o and 7 derivatives, and their integrals.

At this point and thereafter, we switched from the
Lagrangian to the Hamiltonian method. We checked the
validity of the procedure by calculating the Poisson brack-
ets between the Hamiltonian and the constraints, reaching
the conclusion that these are, in fact, Hamiltonian con-
straints and that they form a complete set of constraints.

All constraints except the zero modes [14] are of the
second class, and we solve them explicitly. On this solu-
tion, the original canonical variables can be expressed in
terms of the effective ones. Imposing 27 periodicity, the
constraints at o = 7 can be expressed in terms of those at
o = 0. We separately solve the symmetric and antisym-
metric parts of the constraints and express {)-odd variables
in terms of ()-even ones. So, the constraints appear as
particular orbifold conditions, reducing the initial phase
space to the 2-even and 27r-periodic ones.
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The transition from the initial phase space to the effec-
tive phase space on the orbifold requires some comment
about the corresponding canonical brackets. We make a
transition to the effective phase space with the variables g*
and p,, 2ar-periodic and symmetric under the transforma-
tion o — —o, with o € [, 7], in two steps.

In the initial phase space, with the variables x* and 7,
we use the standard Poisson brackets with o € [0, 77].
Because the basic effective canonical variables g* and
pu (g" and p,) are not arbitrary functions but contain
only the even (odd) powers in o, their brackets do not close
on the standard & function on the interval [0, 7], but on the
symmetric (antisymmetric) 6 function on the interval
[—ar, 7] times 2 (see Appendix B).

We also impose the boundary condition I, = 0. Instead
of using the Dirac brackets associated with the second-
class constraints I' s WE solve the constraints I' w= 0 and
then use the equivalent star brackets between the variables
restricted to the constrained subspace.

The initial coordinates x* depend both on the effective
coordinates g# and their canonically conjugated momenta
Py~ This fact is a source of noncommutativity. The coef-
ficient in front of the momenta p,, is not a constant, as in
the case of the flat background, but depends on the effec-
tive coordinates g*. Because of this, the noncommutative
parameter will also depend on g*. This fact is the source of
nonassociativity.

We want to stress that, even in the curved background,
after nontrivial calculations, it turns out that only the end
points of the string are noncommutative, while the interior
of the string commutes. At the world sheet’s boundary, the
Q-odd parts of the coordinates vanish (g(0) = 0 and
g(m) = 0) and, consequently, the effective coordinate is
equal to the original one. So, we can say that the non-
commutative parameter depends on the original variables
x*. Formally, it has the same form as in the flat back-
ground, but now the Kalb-Ramond field is infinitesimal and
linear in coordinate.

II. OPEN-STRING PROPAGATION IN A
WEAKLY CURVED BACKGROUND

Let us consider the open bosonic string in the nontrivial
background defined by the space-time fields: the metric
G, and the Kalb-Ramond antisymmetric tensor B, ,,. The
propagation is described by the action [15,16]

1
Kf dzf[_naBG,u,V(x) + GQBB#V(X)]GQXM(')BXV
3

2
(" = -1,

S

(2.1

where integration goes over the two-dimensional world
sheet 3 with coordinates &%, a =0,1. By x*(§),
mw=01,...,D—1, we denote the coordinates of
the D-dimensional space-time. Throughout the paper, we

i i 0 — I — o= 90X 4/ — Ix
will use the notation & T, & oand X = 92, x' = £~
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In order to preserve the quantum world sheet conformal
invariance, the 3 functions for both background fields must
vanish as necessary conditions for the consistency of the
theory. To the lowest order in the string slope parameter o,
they have the form [15]

G = _1 -

wr =Ry — 1B upeB,"7 =0, 2.2)

B,=D,B, =0. (2.3)

Here, B,,, =d,B,, +9,B,, +3d,B,, is the field

strength of the field B,,, and R, and D, are the Ricci
tensor and the covariant derivative with respect to the
space-time metric.

In fact, to fulfill conformal invariance, it is necessary to
introduce an additional background field, the dilaton field
® and the corresponding B function. Only derivatives of
the dilaton field give a contribution to all 8 functions, so
that the space-time equations of motion (2.2) and (2.3) are
correct under the assumption @ = const.

It is an enormous task to make further progress with
arbitrary background fields. Instead, we can employ a
particular solution of the space-time field equations. We
want to have the solution which admits a curved back-
ground, but to be technically as simple as possible.

It is clear that the nonzero Ricci tensor R, implies a
nontrivial B wp- Following [3,10], we choose the field
strength of the Kalb-Ramond field to be constant (B,,,, =
const) and infinitesimally small. This solves Eq. (2.3), and
we can neglect the curvature R, in (2.2) as an infinitesi-
mal of the second order. Consequently, in the leading order,
the solution of the space-time equations of motion pro-
duces the following background fields:

G B,,[x] =1B,,,x", (2.4)

, = const,

w wvp

where the parameter B,,,, is constant and infinitesimally
small. Through the paper, we will work up to its first order.
So, the chosen background is “weakly curved” as a con-
sequence of the infinitesimally small Kalb-Ramond field
B,,,, while the contribution of the Ricci curvature R, can
be neglected.

In the case of open string, the minimal action principle
produces the equation of motion

it = x"" —2BY, 3" xP (2.5)
and the boundary conditions on string end points
Y6 lo—ow = 0, (2.6)
where we have introduced the variable
vh = x* = 2(G'B)* X" 2.7)

Note that the linear background field B, contributes to the
equation of motion through its field strength. This is an

essential difference from the case of the constant B, ,,, when
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itdoes not appear in the equation of motion (8 ,,,, = 0), and

the second term in the action (2.1) is topological.

III. LAGRANGIAN CONSISTENCY CONDITION

We are going to treat the boundary conditions (2.6) as
the constraints. Because they must be conserved in time,
their time derivative produces the new constraints, for
which we again require time conservation. For technical
reasons, instead of applying the Dirac consistency proce-
dure, we will use the analogous Lagrangian consistency
procedure.

A. Infinite set of constraints

Starting with the boundary condition y{ as a constraint,
with the help of the equation of motion, we obtain the
infinite set of constraints at the string end points

Yilo=0n =0, Y=y (m=0. (@G

In order to find the explicit form of these constraints, we
introduce the following functions:

Y =y =x"* = 2(G'B)* i,
yi = ih — 2(GIB)* X7,

@B _ may (DB,

(3.2)

Rgﬁ — x(n+2)ax(n+1),3 + x(n)ax(n+1)ﬁ’

where xMa = aa—(:,zx“. On the equation of motion (2.5),
their time derivatives in the leading order are

AR Ak T L S,
0 =R, Ry =00 —a00b.

Therefore, their second time derivatives are closed on the
same set of functions:

y = ,y//,u, _ %BM,BQSD('B’ ,'i',,u, — ,7//,41, _ %BM,BR((;'B’

o a

RyP =Ry*P — 4R

ntl*

P =P —40%F,,

It is clear that the constraints with even indices, 5,
depend on y* and 0B and the ones with odd indices,
¥4 > depend on ## and R*A. Moreover, notice that every
term in 4 has exactly n + 1 derivatives over 7 and o. So,
the expression of vy} should have the form

2, D ok
Vo=V =B 3 a4, 0T (n=1),
k=0

- 2 o -2k~
anﬂ = 7(2“1)“ _§BIZ,B Z BénRgc " JeB (n=1),
k=0

(3.5)

with unknown constants «, and S5 . We have already
seen that y{ = y* and y{ = %'*. From the definition
Yh,+n = V5., we obtain the recurrence relation
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0 — 0
Wy =3, + 1,

a]2€n+2:a§n_4a]2€;1 (kzl)...’n_l)y
al,., = —4al,’, (3.6)
with the solution
ak =(—4)k< . ) (k=0,---.n—1). (3.7
m k+1

Using %, = 74, we conclude that B5 = af =

(_4)]{(](:])-

B. Compact form of the constraints at o = 0

We obtained the explicit form of the infinite set of
constraints. Let us now multiply every constraint 4 | ,—
with the appropriate power of ¢ and sum separately odd
and even powers in o. In this way, we gathered the infinite
set of conditions into only two o-dependent ones:

Fg‘(a') =0, I‘ﬁf(o’) =0, (3.8)
with

It =

= 7§ (0) 53*‘3 Z(FQ)z“B(a)
u 0 0.2n+1 . (39)

Iy (o) = nzzom’)’znﬂ
2 = o
= 7,{:(0') - Bl;g ];)(FR)](B(O.)’

where we introduced the symmetric part of y* and the
antisymmetric part of y#, defined in (3.2),

#( ) < 0.2n (2n)
yilo) = nu s
F0=2 o™,
. o (3.10)
M o S2n+1)p
V(o) go(z 7 »
and
0= ¥ (" ) O gk
k n—k+1 k + 1 (2]’1)' 0'20’
ad n
R)*B(g) = —4)k
)" (o) n:ZM( ) i
0.2n+1 (Gn—2k—1)ap
— R} " @ 3.11
(2n+1)' =0 ©-10)

These sums can be represented in the integral form (see
Appendix C 1)
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(—Dfo
2(k+1)'[ do

] do?-- j 40200 P (o), (3.12)

(%), *P(o) =

in terms of the antisymmetric part of Q,C:’B ,

00 2n+1
aB( \ — a @u+Dap | _ ro@a (k+1)B
(3.13)
Notice that
(TR) B (o) = (1) P () oo (3.14)
so that, by analogy, we can write
(TR), *B(g)=——"— (-1* [ do,’
k 4(k+ 1)! 0
[ do?-- f da’kz(RA)k (o),
(3.15)
in terms of the antisymmetric part of R%P,
RP(0) = 3 T gnsies
Ak S n+ 1)k
— [x(n+2)ax(n+1)ﬁ + x(n)ozx(n+l),3:|A. (316)

Consequently, we can express I'§ (o), defined in (3.9), in
terms of the symmetric part of y* and the antisymmetric
parts of 7#, Q% and R?, defined in (3.2).

In order to separate the symmetric and antisymmetric
parts under o parity, we introduce the new variables

00 0.2n 2n)
(o) =3 x|
,,;) (2]’1)' o=0
00 0.2n+1 @nt1)
g"(o) = ) sy xR (3.17)
”ZO(% + 1)! =0
which we will call open-string variables.
In terms of the new variables, we have
vs =" —3B5(q"q" + §°3°),
¥4 = g* —3Bhp(q"q" + 373",
(3.18)

(QA)ZB — q(k)aq(kﬂ)ﬁ 4 c'?(k)aq(k+1)18y
(RA),‘:B — g Dagltp 4 Gkt gk+DB
+ q(k)aq(k+l)ﬂ + é(k)aé(k+l)ﬁ'

Using two previous equations, we can rewrite the last
terms in (3.9) as
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> T9)F = heblg, q] + h*P[§, q].
k=0

>R = ﬁr doo{h*Pq", q] + heP[g", 4]

k=0
+ h*Blq, 41 + h*P[§, g1} (o), (3.19)
where we introduced the function h*%[a, b],
h®Bla,b](o)
0 - (—l)k /0' -1
=—» — daz---f do?aWe (o
22 ), et ), doraon
X b*FDE (). (3.20)

Using (E2) and (E3), we rewrite the constraints (3.9) as
Do) = 4 = 35[0 + 107q" + 3i7a)

12 = 2pM v 1Av 3 /V (321)
Iy (o) = g* — 3Bl q” +307¢" +5373"]

IV. CANONICAL FORM OF THE
CONSTRAINTS AT o =0

Now, we are ready to make the transition from the
Lagrangian to the Hamiltonian approach. Let us first in-
troduce the canonical momenta corresponding to the coor-
dinates x*,

m, = K(G,,x" — 2B,,x"), 4.1
and the canonical Hamiltonian,
chf do-[—(G Dwrar +2GW,x
+2p " xP 4.2
3 vp T, X'V xP . “4.2)

Similarly, as in (3.17), we introduce new, open-string mo-
menta

pulo) = "

’

o=0

HMS

2n+1
2n+1)

pulo) = Zo(;—ﬂ)' e (4.3)

o=0
and rewrite the constraints (3.21) in a canonical form
1 3
[§(0) = 3% + 0% (q)p, +50"(@)P, + 50" @),
K> 1
kTR (@) = (G B, + - 0%,(@)7" + 50" (p)P,,
“4.4)

where
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2 v
0= lg(o)] = — 5B ¢(0)
K
2
= - ;(G‘l)““Baﬁ[q(U)](G‘l)B”, 4.5)
Puo) = [ dnp, ()
Note that, from the standard Poisson brackets
{x# (o), m,(0)} = 6+ ,8(0 — 7), (4.6)

we have two nontrivial relations for the )-even and odd
subspaces

{g*(0), p,(3)} = 26*,85(0, 7),
{qM(U)’ py(&)} = 25MV8A(0-r 6-)’

where &g and 8, are defined in (A3). Because I'{ and I'{,
as the symmetric and antisymmetric functions, are inde-
pendent, it is enough to consider the constraint I'* =
—k(I'§ — T'%). It weakly commutes with the Hamiltonian

{H. T*(o)} =T""(0), (4.8)

4.7)

and, therefore, there are no more constraints. We can
calculate the Poisson brackets, up to the linear term in
the small parameter B*"7, as

{'*(0), I"(0)} = —w(G~N)*"8' (o — &) — B**[p,(0)
- KGqu/T(O-)]‘S(O- - 5-)

~ —k(G Y8 (o — 7). 4.9)
The sign = is a weak equality which, in the canonical
approach, means equality on the constraints. In this particu-
lar case, with the help of (4.4), from I’y = 0and 'y = 0, it
follows that g* and p,, are proportional to B#*?, so that the
term in front of §(o — &) in (4.9) is an infinitesimal of the
second order. Therefore, we conclude that I'* and, conse-
quently, I'§ and I'} are the second-class constraints. We will
look for their solution in Sec. VI.

There is a slight improvement of the above conclusion.
The Poisson brackets between the constraints I'* are
closed on &'(0 — &) and not on the 6(o — &) function.
So, the zero mode of I'* (o),

T = fo " doTH (), (4.10)
is the first-class constraint, because {I'*,T”(o)} = 0.
Consequently, it is a generator of gauge symmetry with a
constant parameter. We will use this fact at the end of
Sec. VI to gauge away the center of mass of the coordinate.

V. CONSTRAINTS AT 0 = =

In order to derive constraints at the other string end point
o = r, we will multiply every constraint y4|,—, with the
appropriate power of o — 7 and sum separately odd and
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even powers in o — 7. We obtain two new o-dependent
constraints:

['%(o) =0, (o) =0, (5.1)
where
_ < (o — )
8@ =2 " 1,
= y5(0) — —B“ B Z(FQ)Z“B (o),
)2n+1 (52)
0' — T
].—"U'( )_ Z (2 + 1)' ’)/gn+1 —r
= ¥4i(o ——B" Z(FR) £(o)
and
B 00 (0. _ 7T)2n
¥5(o) =Y~y
= (2n)! o= (53)
Fiior= 30T |
g n
(T8 (o) = n%f (1)
(0' - 77') 2n—2k—1)afB
@n)t * o=
. (5.4)
g - "
Mo = 3 ( 9( 1)
(0 — ) on—2k—1ap
2n + 1)! i

The (f‘Q),fB (o) can be written in the integral form
(Appendix C 2)

T o) =50 [l =7

X d(0'2 — ) d(o,—m)?
X Q)i (o), (5.5)
with
aﬁ' (0- B 77)2}1 n+1)a
(0 () = Z TSI P

In analogy with (3.17) and (4.3), we introduce symmet-
ric and antisymmetric variables in the neighborhood of
o=,
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ag
Gho) = 5 Fx s ,
n=0 ) =
- o (2n+1)
§#(0) e
DNCrERY o
s 7w
pulo) = ! ,
W= 2 o™,
_ ( ) i a.2n+1 (n+1)
pulo) = — " (5.7)
. S+ |,

In the canonical form, in terms of the new variables,
Eq. (5.5) can be rewritten as

(fQ) )

_1 Nay 1)k 7 2., [ 2
G T vt [T a2 [ an,
> [ﬁ(yk)q(kﬂ)ﬁ + ~(k>q<k+1>ﬁ](n ), (5.8)

where we introduced 7, = m — 0. As before, we can
observe that

(TR (o) = (19, 2B (o) g

stands. Finally, we can write the explicit form of the
o-dependent constraints in o = 77

(5.9

M0 = {=% + 0m1alp, + 30 1a1P,
3 [=1=
+ 50 [q]py}(w — o),

(o) = [, — 5 0m, 3157 — Lo 1508,
X (7 — o), (5.10)

where all variables on the right-hand side depend on
7 — o. Comparing (4.4) with (5.10), we find the relations

I%lg. p.a p. 4., Plo) =114 p. 4 p,—G, —§, —P]
X (7 — o),
I'4[p. g p. g, Plo) = Th[p, G p, —q, —Pl(mw — o).
(5.11)

Note that, for all variables, we have z(o) = Z(7 — o),
where z = {q, p, g, p}. For the corresponding o derivatives
and o integrals, there is an additional minus sign (e.g.,
q*(o0) = —¢'"*(m — o), P,(0) = —P,(7m — o)), which
is equivalent to the above relations.

With the help of (3.17), (4.3), and (5.7), we can conclude
that, if we demand 27 periodicity of the original coordi-
nates and momenta,

x(o) = x(o + 2m), m(o) = m(o +2m). (5.12)
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By solving the o-dependent constraints at o = 0, we solve
the o-dependent constraints at o = 7, also.

VI. NONCOMMUTATIVITY ON THE
STRING END POINTS

Instead of constructing the Dirac brackets, we are going
to solve the second-class constraints Iy (o) =0 and
I (o) = 0 explicitly. Up to the linear term in the infini-
tesimal parameter B,,,,, we obtain

3=~ [ doro(6+*Lalp, +10""1q1P, )(@v)

pulo)=—30,"[p(a)]P,(0).

Notice that both g* and p, are proportional to B,,,.
Therefore, we neglected 0#7(g)p, in I'y and 6*,(3)g"
in I'Y, because they are of a higher order in B,,, By
solving the constraints, we obtained the expressions for the
antisymmetric variables g* and p,, in terms of the sym-
metric ones, ¢ and p,. So, we can express the original
variables in terms of the new ones:

(6.1)

x# (o) = g* (o) — fo 7 dtfo((?"“”[q]py + %0”“’[61]&)

X (o),
7, (0) = pu(o) =16, [p(0)IP,(o).

Let us stress that, from the moment we solved the con-
straints, the open-string variables ¢* and p, became the
fundamental quantities, while the closed-string variables
x* and 7, became derived ones. So, the phase space of the
effective theory (obtained on the solution of the boundary
condition) is a subspace containing only the even powers in
o, with the canonical variables ¢ and p, and the star
brackets (see Appendix B)

Since the coordinates x* depend both on effective
coordinates g* and effective momenta p,, they are
noncommutative.

Using these relations, we can calculate the star brackets
between the composed variables x*. The second term in
the first relation in (6.2) is infinitesimal, and, therefore,
only the star brackets between the first and second terms
give the nontrivial contribution

q#(0), 3"(7); = 20""[q(0)]05(7, o)

" f 7 do0 [ q(00))8s(o, o).
0
(6.4)

(6.2)

(6.3)

Substituting this result into the expression for
*{x* (o), x*(7)} and using the properties of the § function
(see Appendix A), we get

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 83, 066014 (2011)

Hat (o), x(0); = {0""[q(a)] + 6*"[q(a)]}6(0 + 7).
(6.5)
Notice that the term with 8(o — &) disappears.

If we separate a center-of-mass variable xiy, =
L [T dox* (o), we can write
a

x*(o) = X* (o) + xbn (6.6)
and obtain
-1 0,06=0
Xr(o), X" (a)t=0""[q(0)]41 o a=m  (6.7)

0 otherwise.

So, the interior of the string is commutative, and only the
string end points are noncommutative. The noncommuta-
tive parameter *” now depends on the effective coordi-
nates g*. Because g(0) = 0 and g(7) = 0, we can rewrite
the right-hand side of (6.7) in terms of x*, instead of in
terms of g*. In order to close the algebra on the same
variables X* using the gauge symmetry, generated by the
zero mode of the constraints I'§ (4.10), we can gauge away
xtm. Therefore, the final form of the noncommutativity
relation takes the form

-1 o0,06=0
Xt (o), X (0)}=0""[X(0)]§1 o,0=m
0 otherwise.

(6.8)

Formally, the noncommutative parameter 6*”, defined in
(4.5), has the same structure as in the flat case. But, in the
curved background, it is infinitesimally small and linear in
coordinate, as well as the Kalb-Ramond field B -

VII. CANONICAL QUANTIZATION AND THE
KONTSEVICH STAR PRODUCT

In the quantization procedure, we associate a corre-
sponding operator with every variable, and the star brack-
ets are replaced by the commutator. It follows from (6.8)
that the noncommutativity appears only on the string end
points. The noncommutative parameters at o = 0 and
o = m differ only in sign. So, it is enough to consider
the o = 0 case

[X*, X"] = —ig*"(X), (7.1)
where, from now on, we use the notation X* =
X*(o = 0).

We are interested in the algebra of the functions defined
on the Dp-brane world volume. We will show that it is
deformed because the Dp brane propagates in a back-
ground with the nontrivial Kalb-Ramond field B,,. In
order to uniquely assign an operator f(X) to any function
f(X), we introduce the Weyl prescription procedure
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1) = G [Pk =
JX) = (2717)0 / dPkf (k)e *X. (7.2)

If we have two functions and two associated operators
f— f and g — g, we define the star product demanding
the prescription f * g — f g . Because of the X depen-
dence of the #*”, the % is the Kontsevich product [17]
which, up to the second order in 8#”, is equal to

' |
frg=fg+ %Hﬂ”aﬂf&),}g —g0410770,,0,10,0,8

—;—Zaﬂ”ageft”(apaﬂfayg —3,f9,0,8)+ O(6).
(7.3)
It can be shown that
(fxg)*h—fx(gxh)
= {019,607 + 6"79,01" + 0P79,60/]9,f0,80,h
+ 0(6%). (7.4)

If we denote the inverse of 6#” by 6,, (676, = 8%), we
can rewrite (7.4) as

(fxg)*h—fx(g*h)

= %Hﬂaﬂ”ﬂﬁpwaﬁyéﬂfa,,gaph, (7.5)
where

0pvp = 0,0,,+0,0,,+3,0,, (7.6)

is a nonassociativity parameter.

In our case, the noncommutativity parameter
. 2 .
0+ (X) = — —BH" ,XP (7.7)
3k

is infinitesimal, and the Kontsevich product is associative,
because the right-hand side of (7.4) is of the second order in
the small parameter B,

VIII. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSIONS

In the present paper, we investigated the geometry of Dp
branes in a curved background. We chose the simplest
possible case of an infinitesimally curved background,
where the Kalb-Ramond field is infinitesimally small and
linear in coordinate. In such a case, we avoided working
with a nonconstant metric tensor, because, as a conse-
quence of the space-time field equations, the Ricci tensor
is an infinitesimal of the second order and can be neglected
in the leading order.

In obtaining the Poisson brackets between the original
coordinates x*, it was useful to express them in terms of
the effective coordinates ¢* and the corresponding canoni-
cal momenta p . On the other hand, Lagrangian formalism
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is more appropriate for working with an infinite set of
constraints. So, we used an ‘“adopted canonical approach.”

We treated the boundary conditions as constraints. The
basic technical problem was the derivation of the Dirac
consistency conditions. Instead to commute the constraints
with the Hamiltonian in order to obtain new constraints, we
found it more appropriate to use the Lagrangian approach.
With the help of the Lagrangian equations of motion, we
obtained the time derivatives of the primary constraints in
leading orders. According to the Dirac requirement, they
were constraints, also. Therefore, by further application of
this procedure, we obtained the infinite set of constraints in
the Lagrangian form.

Following the procedure of Refs. [8], we substituted an
infinite set of constraints at string end points, with two sets
of o-dependent constraints using the Taylor expansion. We
found it convenient to separate sums with even and odd
powers of o, because ()-symmetric and antisymmetric
functions are independent. Note that these constraints are
infinite sums, bilinear in coordinate, with one 7 derivative
and an arbitrary degree of o derivatives. The main formu-
las were derived in Appendixes C, D, and E.

This stage was a good point for the transition from the
Lagrangian to the Hamiltonian method. We expressed the 7
derivative of coordinates (t*), in terms of the momenta 7,
and the o derivative (x'#), and obtained constraints in the
Hamiltonian form. Then, we were in a position to check the
validity of our procedure. Because the ()-even and odd
parts of the constraints are independent, it was useful to
consider their difference as the single constraint. The
Poisson brackets between the Hamiltonian and this con-
straint are just the o derivative of the constraint. It means
that it weakly commutes with the Hamiltonian. First, this
proved that the expression obtained from the boundary
conditions with the help of the Lagrangian consistency
procedure is really the Hamiltonian constraint. Second,
we concluded that there were no more constraints, and
the consistency procedure was completed. So, we showed
the equivalence with the standard Dirac consistency pro-
cedure by rewriting the constraints in the canonical form.

The Poisson brackets between the constraints in the
leading order are closed on the metric tensor times the o
derivative of the 0 function. The metric tensor is regular
(detG,, # 0), and, consequently, all constraints except
the zero modes [14] are of the second class. There are
two possibilities to deal with second-class constraints. The
usual approach is to find the Dirac brackets, but, in our
particular case, it is simpler to solve them explicitly. As a
consequence of the o derivative of the  function, the zero
modes of the constraints are of the first class. They are
generators of global symmetry, which we used to gauge
away the center of mass of the coordinate.

The simple solution (6.2) of the original closed-
string coordinates x*, in terms of the effective open-
string coordinates g* and the momenta p,, defines the
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noncommutative product and its properties. The noncom-
mutativity parameter 6*”, (4.5), formally has the same
form as in the flat background, but with the Kalb-
Ramond field (2.4), linear in coordinate. Taking into ac-
count the fact that, at the string boundaries, g(0) = 0 and
g(m) = 0 and gauging away the center-of-mass coordinate,
we can rewrite explicitly the noncommutative relations in
terms of the original variables

*x#(0), X"(0)} = —0#7[X(0)] = f#*,X?(0),
x#(m), X¥(m)} = 0»"[X(m)] = — [, XP (),

(8.1)

where f1*7, = %B’“’p.

In Refs. [10,11], the noncommutative product is defined
only on the world sheet boundary using the path-integral
method. In fact, the explicit expression of the star product
has been extracted from the correlation functions com-
puted on the disk.

On the other hand, we used the canonical approach and
explicitly solved the boundary conditions. We want to
stress that only the space-time coordinates of the string
end points are noncommutative. For any points of the
string interior, the commutation relations are standard.
This is obvious in a decoupling limit (o' — /ea’, G, —
€G,,, ¢ — 0), when all degrees of freedom in the string
interior can be gauged away [18]. We could also expect
such a result, without a decoupling limit, but for the
constant B, field, because it does not appear in the
equations of motion and does not affect the string interior
[6,8]. In our case, this is a nontrivial result, because the
coordinate-dependent B, field contributes to the equa-
tions of motion and affects the string interior. Furthermore,
even at the first glance, one sees that the constraints cannot
be imposed only on the string end points. In fact, yj', which
are defined only on the boundary, are just prime con-
straints. In order to obtain all the constraints, one must
apply the Dirac consistency procedure, which leads to the
full set of constraints I'#(o), which is nontrivial at
the string interior. So, even in the case when the term
with the Kalb-Ramond field in the action is not topological,
it is possible to restrict noncommutativity only to the world
sheet boundary.

Let us now discuss the relation between our case of
branes in a weakly curved background and branes on a
group manifold [2,3,12]. Note that the strings moving on
the group manifold are described by the Wess-Zumino-
Novikov-Witten (WZNW) model. Owing to the conformal
symmetries of the WZNW model, the space-time Eqgs. (2.2)
and (2.3) are automatically satisfied.

Strings moving on the three-sphere S° of radius R are
described by the WZNW model, with the group SU(2) at
level n. As a consequence of the Dirac quantization con-
dition, it follows that the radius of the three-sphere is
quantized, R?> = a'n, where the integer n is also the level
of the corresponding current algebra. In the limit of large n,
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the group manifold becomes more and more flat, and the
three-sphere approaches the flat three-space. So, in the
language of the group manifold, the large level n corre-
sponds to the weakly curved background of the present
paper. In that sense, our result (8.1) corresponds to Eq. (4.6)
of Ref. [3], and the structure constants f*”, are propor-
tional to the field strength of the Kalb-Ramond field B#” ,.

As mentioned in Ref. [3], these relations have been
obtained as an extension of the flat-background expres-
sions and ‘‘naively applied” to the curved background. In
the present paper, we derive Eq. (4.6) of Ref. [3] and prove
that it is correct. Our derivation is not restricted to the case
of the SU(2) group.

After quantization, using the Weyl normal ordering
prescription, we showed that the product of the operators,
defined on the Dp-brane world volume, is isomorphic to
the Kontsevich product of the ordinary functions. In the
case of the weakly curved background, the Kontsevich
product turns to an associative one, because the nonasso-
ciative term is an infinitesimal of the second order.

Let us discuss one additional possibility in our approach.
Instead of using the composed variables X* with the non-
commutativity relation (7.1) and the Weyl normal ordering
prescription (7.2), we can treat ¢ and p,, as fundamental
variables. Then, we can define normal ordering :: for the
operators ¢* and p, and, to any function f(x), according to
(6.2), assign the operator

1@ = = [ ao o @p, +30m@p, ]}
(8.2)

Consequently, we can introduce the new star product,
specifying new normal ordering and using Eq. (8.2) and the
commutation relation (4.7). The new star product is defined
along the whole string and not only on the string end
points. We find this approach more fundamental but, in
the particular case of the world sheet boundary, it produces
the same Kontsevich star product. We will discuss this new
definition of the star product elsewhere.

In the present paper, in order to simplify calculations, we
neglected the constant part b, of the linear Kalb-Ramond
field B,, = by, + %B#,,pxp, introduced in Eq. (2.4). In
that case, the new, momentum-dependent term of Ref. [13]
goes to zero. This resolves the second ambiguity from the
Introduction, that the result of Refs. [10,11] is valid for
by, =0.

From where does the momentum-dependent term ap-
pear? It can come from the Poisson brackets between the
momentum-dependent terms of the relation (6.2), the basic
expression of the initial coordinates x* in terms of the
effective canonical variables ¢g* and p,. In the present
paper (for b,, = 0), this part is an infinitesimal of the
second order, so we neglect it. In the case of b v # 0, this
part produces a nontrivial momentum-dependent result,
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because the expression §#”(g) acquires the constant finite
term 65" # 0.

In our next paper, Ref. [19], we apply the same canonical
method for the case b,, # 0 and obtain a momentum-
dependent noncommutativity parameter. Besides the stan-
dard expression of Refs. [10,11], it contains the term of
Ref. [13] and some other momentum-dependent terms.
This result will resolve all the ambiguities mentioned in
the Introduction and it represents a complete expression of
the noncommutative parameter of the weakly curved
background.
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APPENDIX A: 27-PERIODIC FUNCTIONS

In this Appendix, we will introduce the Fourier expan-
sion of the ordinary, symmetric, and antisymmetric delta
and step functions. In addition, we define /; functions as k
integrals of the symmetric 6 functions and investigate their
properties.

1. Step and delta functions

The Fourier series of the 27-periodic 6 function and the
0 step function has the forms

8(o) = % + % Y cosno (o €[0,27]), (AD
n=1
(o) = %(a +23 ! sinna), (A2)

n=1

where, by definition, 6(0) = [§ doy6(0oy). Let us define
the delta and step functions, symmetric and antisymmetric,
under o parity:

8s5(a, 0) = 3[6(0 — ) + 6(0 + )],
84(0,0) =5[6(0c — ) — 6(0 + 7)),
Os(o, ) = %[0(0' —0)+ 0(c+ a)]
4(0, 3) = 0(c — &) — (0 + &)].

(A3)

Using (A1) and (A2), we can rewrite them in the form
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1
Ss(o, o) = 2—[1 + ZZ cosnacosn&],

m n=1

1 . .
Sulo, ) = — Z sinno sinna,

n=1

1 1 (A4)
Os(o, 7) = 2—[0’ + 22 — sinna-cosno‘-],

T n=1 n

1 1
O4(o, 0) = — E[& + 22 — cosno sinnﬁ'].
n=1

These functions satisfy the following properties:

8s(a, ) = 64(a, 0), Salo, 0) = 8,(0, 0),

Salo, =) = —84(0, 7),
d,04(c, o) = 84(o, 7),

d505(0, 3)= —6,(a, 7).

(AS)

55(0', _6-) = 55(0-’ 0_-)7
0s(a, o) = —04(0, 7),

BUOA(O', 0_') - 6A(0', (}),

We will use the relations

[0 " do\ f(00)8() — &) = f(@8(o — &) + 6(0)]

j:da'lfs(0'1)5s(01: o) = fs(a)0s(a, 7), (A6)

j:r dofa(o1)84(0), 7) = fa(d)0s(0, 7),

where fg and f, are symmetric and antisymmetric func-
tions under o parity, f¢(—0o) = fg(o), and fa(—0) =
—f4(o). Using the fact that

0 o=0
0(o)=41/2 0<o<2m (0€[0,27])), (A7)
1 o=27w
we obtain
0 o=a=0
1/2 o=d=m
Og(o,0)=11/4 o= #0,7 (o, €0, 7)),
1/2 o>&
0 o<a
(A8)

which will be useful in the derivation of the properties of
the 7, functions.

2. Integrals of the symmetric @ functions

We define two variable functions I (o, &), (o, d €
[0, 7r]) as multiple integrals of the symmetric step function
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Iy(o, &) = 05(a, &),

Ii(o,d) = /00 do? /:l do,?- - /:rk_l doi0s(oy, 7)

(k=1). (A9)
They have the following properties:
I 1 (o, 0) =201 (0, ),
(A10)

aﬁ-lk((f, 0_'): _2(}Ik,1(0',0_') (k2 1)

Using (A8) and the mathematical induction, it can be
shown that

1 — —
(o,0)= {?("2 oy eme

(k=1). (A1)

oO=0

In the derivation of the summation formula in Appendix D,
we will need an expression for the k-th derivative (k = n)
of the I,, function over the second variable. The expression
0k 1,(c, &) is a polynomial of the (2n — k)-th order in &,
so it can be written in the form

[k/2]

051,(0,0) = 3 afo* 1, y(0, ). (AL2)
q=0

Using the mathematical induction, we obtain the recursion
relation for coefficients a’;, with the solution

ag=(=2¢  (k=0),

Al3
ah = (29[ 5 Yog — 1 A

(k = 2q).

APPENDIX B: INDUCED BRACKETS IN THE
REDUCED PHASE SPACE

The solution of the constraints I' , (o) = 0 and r p(0) =0
reduces the phase space, leaving only half of the degrees of
freedom. Let us clarify the relation between the brackets
associated with the initial and the reduced phase spaces. We
will distinguish two nontrivial steps. In Appendix B 1, we
will take into account the symmetries of the basic canonical
variables under o parity (), and, in Appendix B 2, we will
impose the second-class constraints I',.
1. The phase space reduced by {2-even and

Q-odd projections

First, we need the expression for the brackets between
the basic canonical variables g* and p,, (g* and p,) in the
interval [0, 77]. Note that they are not closed on the standard
6 function, because they are not arbitrary functions on that
interval, but they contain only even (odd) powers of . The
easiest way to impose this restriction is just an extension
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to the domain [—, 7], when they become symmetric
(antisymmetric) functions under o — —o. Then, we have

{CI”(O')’ pv(a_-)} = 5/; 55(0’, 0_-))

(BD)
{g"(0), p,(0)} = 81 4(0, 7),
with o, & € [—m, 7], where, by definition,
|7 doqr(@155(5.0) = 4 (o),
o (B2)

| dsr@045.0) = g

Separating the integration domain in two parts, from — 7
to 0 and from O to 77, and changing the integration variable
in the first part & — — &, we obtain

2 j 7 d5q"(5)85(7, o) = g (o)
. (B3)
2 [0 d63M()35(3, o) = §*(0).

So, the unit functions on the interval [0, 77] for functions
with only an even or odd power in o are 284(d, o) and
26 ,4(a, o), respectively. Therefore, the brackets which we
are looking for have a form

{g"(0), p, (&)} = 261 65(0, &),

{g*(0), p,(0)} =264 8,4(0, ), o, €0, 7]

(B4)

In the initial phase space, with the canonical variables
x#(o), m, (o), and o € [0, 7], the standard Poisson brack-
ets (4.6) are valid. Applying relations (B4), we obtain
Poisson brackets (4.7).

2. The phase space reduced by the constraint I';, = 0

On the solution of the boundary conditions, we obtain
the reduced phase space with 27-periodic canonical vari-
ables ¢*(o) and p, (o), defined in (3.17) and (4.3). For
arbitrary functions F(x, 77) and G(x, 77), defined on
the initial phase space, we introduce their restrictions on
the reduced phase space, as a value on the solution of the
boundary conditions

flg. p) = F(x, mlr,—o, 8(q, p) = G(x, m)lr,—o-

(B5)

As was shown in Sec. 2.3.2 of Ref. [20], the Poisson
brackets in the effective phase space are, in fact, the Dirac
brackets in the initial phase space associated with the

second-class constraints I’ =0,

*{f, g} = {F’ G}Diracll"M:()-

To distinguish the new brackets from those of the initial
phase space, we denoted them by a star. Applying the first
relation (B4) to the star brackets (B6), we obtain (6.3).

(B6)
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Finally, we should check the 27-periodicity conditions
(5.12). For the o-symmetric functions (¢* (o) and p, (o)
and their algebraic combinations), they are automatically
satisfied. The o-antisymmetric functions (the o derivative
and o integral of the symmetric functions) must vanish
both at o = 0 and o = 7 because of the antisymmetry and
2 periodicity, respectively.

APPENDIX C: INTEGRAL FORM OF
([‘Q)aﬁ AND (FQ)aﬁ

1. The case o = 0
We will show that (I'?)*#, defined in (3.11), is equal to

(—D'o
2(k+1)'_[ do

[ dod-- f L4020 ().
1)

(%), (o) =

In order to prove the above relation, it is useful to define the
auxiliary variable as

o0 2n-2q-1 o,
(g (@) = _Zkﬂ (2n0— qu_ ] EZ —= 3:
X QuACn=2k=1) . (g=0,1,---,k
(C2)
and rewrite (FQ),fB as
(F(0) = (=9 5 0O @) (©3)
Observing that (y? ) satisfies

(Y9l (o) = —(VQ)qu(U),

= 00 =5 [(aneOtae)

and using the fact that

00 2n+1

o
Z 2n + 1)!

n=0
= [iWayk+DB],

(YQ)H'B = (QA);:'B(O') = 2n+1)ap

(€5)

is the antisymmetric part of Q,‘:B , we obtain (C1).

2. The case o =

A similar integral form can be obtained for (I'?)*2,
defined in (5.4). As before, it is useful to define the auxil-
lary variable as
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00 _n-2g-1 (o — 1)1
(yQ)kB(a-) n%l ((;n —772)(,] — 1) EZ — i — 3'
x QB2 G=0,1,-k
o (C6)
and rewrite (['2)¢” as
(O (o) = (=9 5015 P @) (€D
Observing that ()‘/Q)“B satisfies

39 (0) =7 (7@);:,&1(0):
0@ = [ dr TSI GO (00, ()
we obtain

[, 5(0) = s [t —

X :d(az—ﬂ)z"' , d(oy — m)*
«oter o
with
;@) = Q) ()
_ Z (Tz; Z)j;' 0,2+ as . (C10)

APPENDIX D: SUMMATION FORMULA

In this Appendix, we will derive the relation

§¢(xlo, o) = kk [axDe(a) (0, 7)]

Z(k+1)'a

—_—

= 0s5(0, )[x"(0) + xP(—0) = 2xP(=5)]

(D1

\S)

which we will use in Appendix E.

Using the Leibniz rule and Eq. (A12), the sum in the
above expression can be rewritten as an expansion in the
functions,

St (xlo, @) = Y Cl(o) (0, &), (D2)
=0
with the coefficients
1 00 k
P(5) —
€@ Z :Z (k+1)'< )
X [Gxrkt(g)]@a;"Igk 2. (D3)
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For [ = 0, we obtain
Cg = %[xp((}) —xP(—a)] (D4)

With the help of (A13), we can rewrite the coefficients
(D3) in the form

< . & 20)

(o) = Z K ————xmt20p (1 =1), (D5)
where
(- 1)1
Ky = 21+ DRyy11s
z (D6)
(— 1) (21 + m)
Ky, = i TR2l+m,l (m=1),

and R, , are defined in Appendix D 1. With the help of

(D17), we can rewrite (D5) as

(=2a)" (m+1—1)!
m! (m+20—1)!

Xm+2p(5) (1= 1).

(D7)

Let us now define the auxiliary function of two variables as

(29" m+ 1 =D -
Cina) =3 mZO m mra )
(1=1). (D8)

Obviously, Cf (&) = C7(a, &). Let us define

" (. ) = ﬁkqu@?"'p(nm, 5 (1=k=i-1),

)’ (mi, @) = Cf (. ). (D9)
We can show that C;flp is equal to
;% a) = - 1 l[x"’(t‘f —27)
(47)
21-2
_2 n
— Z Mx(nﬂ)p(a-)]’ (D10)
n!
n=0
and, using
Cl(n,a)=0,"1C/"'7(n, o), (D11)
we obtain
Ctna) =L S B2l i
2 & et
X[ 0 (g = 2m) = (= 1) e ()]
(D12)
and, finally,
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(- g @l-n-2)!
2 g)n!(l— —1)!

(=1)matmt e (o)),

C‘[D(&)Z (2 ) 2I-n—1)

X [x Ve (—5) — (D13)

Substituting (D13) and (A11) into expression (D2) without
the first term

St (xlo, 0) = i CP(o)1(o, ), (D14)
=1

after straightforward calculation for o > &, we obtain

ST (xlo, &) = 1 z %[( 1)t Lo (— 5)

4 n=0
+ X100 (3)]18,,(v),

-]

where S,(y) is defined in (D21). Substituting (D25) into
(D15), we obtain

(D15)

St (xlo, &) = ! i( _i 1)'(0— )" x e ()

0
+ (_ 1)n+1x(n+1)p(_0—.)]
— ¥ (0) + X (=0) — (@) ~ (-]
(o> 7). (D16)

Using the properties of # functions and Eq. (D4), we obtain
(D1).

1. Coefficients R,, ,

In this Appendix, we will prove the relation

& n\ (=D Jnlm—n—1)!

k=0

(m>n),

(D17)

used in (D6). Let us introduce the auxiliary function

n 1)k
fmn(a)EZ(Z);—_l)kam—k (m>n), (DI8)

k=0

which has the properties

Fmn(0) =0 fun(D) =R (D19)
Differentiating f,,, over «, we obtain
frm(@) = (=D"am™ "1 — a)". (D20)

Integrating this relation on the interval (0,1), using (D19)
and the properties of the gamma function, we obtain (D17).
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2. Functions S,,

Let us define the function

— (2k+n)!

S =) 7 yktntl =0). D21
It satisfies the recurrence relation
9ySur1(y) = 2y0,8,(y) — (n + 1)§n ), (D22)

1

which, after the change of variables y =

9uer(@) = 3 (1 = @),3, () + %(n +13,(a).

(D23)
It is easy to check that the expression
5 (1 _ a)n+1
S = D24
@) = S (D24)

is a solution of the above equation. Recalling that « = £,
we have

1 (0._ 0.)n+1

S.(0,6) = :
(0. 9) n+1 (=25)"*!

(D25)

APPENDIX E: EXPRESSION FOR h%f
WHICH TURNS CONSTRAINTS
TO THE COMPACT FORM

Let us derive the compact expression for the functions
heB defined in (3.20), as

haﬁ(a b)(o)

- (D" Tdo2- [T dora®e(ay)
32, o), detat e

X b("“)ﬁ(a-k).

(ED
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The result is different when both variables a and b are
o-symmetric,

W (a b)) = AT (o),

, (E2)
A%(o) = j;) dna“(n),
and o-antisymmetric,
hef(a, b)(o) = La*(a)bP (o). (E3)

We will prove (E2) by substituting a®¥%(o,), written as
T ak
a(a) =2 [Tanatn) L dsn ), (B4
0 doy

into the expression for h*#(a, b)(o). Integrating over oy,
we obtain

1B (a, b)) = Laab'f + [ dna®(n)

i

ak[nb“‘“)ﬂ(n)lk (o, )]

(E5)

where [, is defined in (A9). Note that the sum in the last
expression is BaSlﬁ(aIU, 1), where SIB is defined in (D14).
Therefore, using (D1) for x — a, we obtain (E2). In the
case when both @ and b are o-antisymmetric, observing
that

aW(oy) = fgk dna**V(n),
0

B B (E6)
¥V (ay) = (B)P(ay),
with the help of (E2), we obtain
_ _ 1 _
hf(a, b)) = hﬁa(b', f a) —JaBE (E)
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