PHYSICAL REVIEW D 83, 106004 (2011)

Gauge invariant approach to low-spin anomalous conformal currents and shadow fields

R.R. Metsaev™

Department of Theoretical Physics, P.N. Lebedev Physical Institute, Leninsky prospect 53, Moscow 119991, Russia

(Received 30 December 2010; published 11 May 2011)

Conformal low-spin anomalous currents and shadow fields in flat space-time of dimensions greater than
or equal to four are studied. The gauge invariant formulation for such currents and shadow fields is
developed. Gauge symmetries are realized by involving Stueckelberg and auxiliary fields. The gauge
invariant differential constraints for anomalous currents and shadow fields and the realization of global
conformal symmetries are obtained. Gauge invariant two-point vertices for anomalous shadow fields are
also obtained. In the Stueckelberg gauge frame, these gauge invariant vertices become the standard two-
point vertices of conformal field theory. Light-cone gauge two-point vertices of the anomalous shadow
fields are derived. The AdS/CFT correspondence for anomalous currents and shadow fields and the
respective normalizable and non-normalizable solutions of massive low-spin anti—de Sitter fields is
studied. The bulk fields are considered in a modified de Donder gauge that leads to decoupled equations
of motion. We demonstrate that leftover on-shell gauge symmetries of bulk massive fields correspond to
gauge symmetries of boundary anomalous currents and shadow fields, while the modified (Lorentz) de
Donder gauge conditions for bulk massive fields correspond to differential constraints for boundary

anomalous currents and shadow fields.
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L. INTRODUCTION

In space-time of dimension d = 4, fields of conformal
field theory (CFT) can be separated into two groups:
conformal currents and shadow fields. The field having
Lorentz algebra spin s and conformal dimension A = s +
d — 2, is referred to as conformal current with canonical
dimension, while field having the Lorentz algebra spin
s and conformal dimension A > s + d — 2 is referred to
as anomalous conformal current. Accordingly, the field
having Lorentz algebra spin s and conformal dimension
A =2 — s, is referred to as shadow field with canonical
dimension,' while field having Lorentz algebra spin s and
conformal dimension A <2 — s is referred to as anoma-
lous shadow field.

In Refs. [8,9], we developed the gauge invariant
(Stueckelberg) approach to the conformal currents and
shadow fields having canonical conformal dimensions. In
the framework of AdS/CFT correspondence such currents
and shadow fields are related to massless anti—de Sitter
(AdS) fields. The purpose of this paper is to develop gauge
invariant approach to the anomalous conformal currents
and shadow fields which, in the framework of AdS/CFT
correspondence, are related to massive AdS fields. The
examples of spin-1 and spin-2 conformal fields demon-
strate all characteristic features of our approach. In this
paper, because these examples are very important in their
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't is the shadow fields having canonical dimension that are
used to discuss conformal invariant equations of motion and
Lagrangian formulations (see, e.g., Refs. [1-6]). In earlier lit-
erature, discussion of shadow field dualities may be found in
Ref. [7].
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own right, we discuss spin-1 and spin-2 anomalous
conformal currents and shadow fields. Arbitrary spin
anomalous conformal currents and shadow fields will be
considered in a forthcoming publication. Our approach can
be summarized as follows.

(1) Starting with the field content of the standard
formulation of anomalous conformal currents (and
anomalous shadow fields), we introduce
Stueckelberg fields and auxiliary fields, i.e., we ex-
tend space of fields entering the standard CFT.

(i) On the extended space of currents (and shadow
fields), we introduce differential constraints, gauge
transformations, and conformal algebra transforma-
tions. These differential constraints are invariant
under the gauge transformations and the conformal
algebra transformations.

(ii1) The gauge symmetries and the differential con-
straints make it possible to match our approach
and the standard one, i.e., by appropriate gauge
fixing to exclude the Stueckelberg fields and by
solving differential constraints to exclude the aux-
iliary fields we obtain the standard formulation of
anomalous conformal currents and shadow fields.

We apply our approach to the study of AdS/CFT corre-

spondence between massive AdS fields and corresponding
boundary anomalous conformal currents and shadow
fields. We demonstrate that normalizable modes of massive
AdS fields are related to anomalous conformal currents,
while non-normalizable modes of massive AdS fields are
related to anomalous shadow fields. In the earlier literature,
the correspondence between non-normalizable bulk modes
and shadow fields was studied in Ref. [10] (for spin-1
fields) and in Ref. [I1] (for spin-2 fields). To our
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knowledge, the AdS/CFT correspondence between nor-
malizable massive modes and anomalous conformal cur-
rents has not been considered in the earlier literature. As
compared to the studies in Refs. [10,11], our approach
involves large amount of gauge symmetries. Therefore
the results of these references are obtained from the ones
in this paper by using some particular gauge condition,
which we refer to as Stueckelberg gauge fixing. We note
also that our approach provides quick access to the light-
cone gauge formulation of CFT. Perhaps, one of the main
advantages of our approach is that this approach gives easy
access to the study of AdS/CFT correspondence in light-
cone gauge frame. This is very important for the future
application of our approach to studying string/gauge theory
dualities because one expects that string theory in AdS/
Ramond-Ramond background can be quantized only in
light-cone gauge.

Our approach to the study of AdS/CFT correspondence

can be summarized as follows.

(1) We use a CFT adapted gauge invariant approach to
the AdS field dynamics developed in Ref. [12]. For
spin-1 and spin-2 massive AdS fields, we use the
respective modified Lorentz gauge and modified de
Donder gauge. A remarkable property of these
gauges is that they lead to the simple decoupled
bulk equations of motion which can be solved in
terms of the Bessel function and this simplifies con-
siderably the study of AdS/CFT correspondence.
Also, using these gauges, we demonstrate that the
two-point gauge invariant vertex of the anomalous
shadow field does indeed emerge from massive AdS
field action when it is evaluated on solution of the
Dirichlet problem. AdS field action evaluated on the
solution of the Dirichlet problem will be referred to
as effective action in this paper.

(i1)) The number of boundary gauge fields involved in
our gauge invariant approach to the anomalous con-
formal current (or anomalous shadow field) coin-
cides with the number of bulk massive gauge AdS
fields involved in the standard gauge invariant
Stueckelberg approach to massive field. Note how-
ever that, instead of the standard gauge invariant
approach to massive field, we use the CFT adapted
formulation of massive AdS field developed in
Ref. [12].7

(iii)) Our modified Lorentz gauge (for spin-1 massive
AdS field) and modified de Donder gauge (for spin-
2 massive AdS field) turn out to be related to the
differential constraints we obtained in the frame-

*We note also that the number of gauge transformation pa-
rameters involved in our gauge invariant approach to the anoma-
lous current (or anomalous shadow field) coincides with the
number of gauge transformation parameters of bulk massive
gauge AdS field involved in the standard gauge invariant ap-
proach to massive field.
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work of gauge invariant approach to the anomalous
conformal currents and shadow fields.

(iv) Leftover on-shell gauge symmetries of massive
bulk AdS fields are related to the gauge symmetries
of boundary anomalous conformal currents (or
anomalous shadow fields).

The rest of the paper is organized as follows.

In Sec. II, we summarize the notation used in this paper.

In Secs. III and IV, we start with the respective examples
of the spin-1 anomalous conformal current and spin-1
anomalous shadow field. We illustrate our gauge invariant
approach to describing the anomalous conformal current
and shadow field. For the spin-1 anomalous shadow field,
we obtain the gauge invariant two-point vertex and discuss
how our gauge invariant approach is related to the standard
approach to CFT. Also, using our gauge invariant approach
we obtain a light-cone gauge description of the spin-1
anomalous conformal current and shadow field.

Sections V and VI are devoted to spin-2 anomalous
conformal current and spin-2 anomalous shadow field,
respectively. In these sections we generalize results of
Secs. III and IV to the case of the spin-2 anomalous
conformal current and shadow field.

In Sec. VII, we discuss the two-point current-shadow
field interaction vertex.

In Sec. VIII, because the use of a modified Lorentz (de
Donder) gauge makes the study of AdS/CFT correspon-
dence for the spin-1 (spin-2) field similar to the one for the
scalar field, we briefly review the AdS/CFT correspon-
dence for the scalar field.

Section IX is devoted to the study of AdS/CFT corre-
spondence for the bulk spin-1 massive AdS field and
boundary spin-1 anomalous conformal current and shadow
field, while in Sec. X we extend results of Sec. IX to the
case of spin-2 fields.

We collect various technical details in two appendices.
In Appendices A and B we present details of the derivation
of the CFT adapted gauge invariant Lagrangian for the
respective spin-1 and spin-2 massive AdS fields.

II. PRELIMINARIES
A. Notation

Our conventions are as follows. x* denotes coordinates
in d-dimensional flat space-time, while d, denotes deriva-
tives with respect to x4, 9, = 9/9x“. Vector indices of the
Lorentz algebra so(d — 1, 1) take the values a, b, ¢, e =
0,1,...,d — 1. We use the mostly positive flat metric
tensor n?. To simplify our expressions we drop 71,, in
scalar products, i.e., we use X*Y? = 1,,X*Y". Throughout
this paper we use operators constructed out of the deriva-
tives and coordinates,

O = 9994, X0 = x*04, x? = xx¢. 2.1

Sometimes we use a light-cone frame. In the light-cone
frame, space-time coordinates are decomposed as
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x4 = x*, x™, x, where light-cone coordinates in * direc-
tions are defined as x* = (x4~ 1 = x0)/+/2 and x* is taken
to be a light-cone time. so(d — 2) algebra vector indices
take values i, j = 1,..., d — 2. We adopt the conventions:

3 =09,=0/ox’, 0T =09.=09/ox".  (2.2)

B. Global conformal symmetries
In d-dimensional flat space-time, the conformal algebra
so(d, 2) consists of translation generators P¢, a dilatation
generator D, conformal boost generators K¢, and genera-
tors of the so(d — 1, 1) Lorentz algebra J%’. We assume the
following normalization for commutators of the conformal
algebra:

[D, Pa] — _Pa’ [Pa’ ch] — nach _ nach’
[D, Ka] — Ka, [Ka’ ch] — nach _ nach’
[Pa’ Kb] — ’T]abD _ Jab’

[J9b, Jee] = pPeJe + 3 terms. (2.3)

Let ¢ denotes conformal current (or shadow field) in the
flat space-time of dimension d = 4. Under conformal
algebra transformations the ¢ transforms as

S =G,
where the realization of the conformal algebra generators

G in terms of differential operators acting on the ¢ takes
the form

2.4)

Pe =99, (2.5)
Jb = x*9" — xP9* + M, (2.6)

D =x9 +A, 2.7)

K= K¢, + R, (2.8)

K§ ) = —5x20° + x'D + M*xP. (2.9

In (2.6), (2.7), and (2.8), A is an operator of conformal
dimension, M“? is a spin operator of the Lorentz algebra.
The action of M“ on the fields of the Lorentz algebra is
well known and for the rank-2 tensor, vector, and scalar
fields considered in this paper is given by

Mabd)ce — nae¢cb + nac¢be _ (a PN b),
Mubd)c — nacd)b _ (a - b),
M®¢ = 0.

(2.10)

These relations imply that action of operator Kj, , (2.9) on
the fields can be presented as

KZ,M(ZSbC _ KZd)bc + Mabfd)fc + Macfd)bf,
K§ " = K§p" + MT ¢/,
Kin® = Kio,

@2.11)
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K§ = —%xz{)” + x%(x0 + A), (2.12)

Mabe = nabxc _ nacxb' (213)
In (2.8), R* is an operator depending, in general, on the
derivatives with respect to the space-time coordinates® and
not depending on the space-time coordinates x“. In the
standard formulation of conformal currents and shadow
fields, the operator R* is equal to zero, while in the gauge
invariant approach that we develop in this paper, the op-
erator R is nontrivial. This implies that, in the framework
of the gauge invariant approach, the complete description
of the conformal currents and shadow fields requires,
among other things, finding the operator R“.

III. SPIN-1 ANOMALOUS CONFORMAL
CURRENT

In this section, we develop a gauge invariant approach to
the spin-1 anomalous conformal current. Besides the gauge
invariant formulation, we discuss two gauge conditions
which can be used for studying the anomalous conformal
currents—the Stueckelberg gauge and light-cone gauge.
We would like to discuss these gauges because of the
following reasons.

(1) It turns out that the Stueckelberg gauge reduces our
approach to the standard formulation of CFT.
Therefore, the use of the Stueckelberg gauge allows
us to demonstrate how the standard approach to
anomalous conformal currents is obtained from our
gauge invariant approach.

(i1) Motivation for considering the light-cone gauge
frame comes from the conjectured duality of the

supersymmetric Yang-Mills theory theory and the
theory of the superstring in AdS background [14].
By analogy with flat space, we expect that a quan-
tization of the Green-Schwarz AdS superstring [15]
will be straightforward only in the light-cone gauge
[16,17]. Therefore, it seems that from the stringy
perspective of AdS/CFT correspondence, the light-
cone approach to CFT is the fruitful direction to go.

A. Gauge invariant formulation

To discuss the gauge invariant formulation of the spin-1
anomalous conformal current in the flat space of dimension
d = 4 we use one vector field ¢¢,., and two scalar fields

d’cur,l’ d’curﬁl:

¢cur,1- (31)

¢ ¢
cur,0’ cur,— 1>

*For the conformal currents and shadow fields studied in this
paper, the operator R* does not depend on the derivatives. The
dependence of R* on derivatives appears, e.g., in an ordinary-
derivative approach to conformal fields [13].
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The fields &g, o and ¢y, -+ transform in the respective
vector and scalar irreps of the Lorentz algebra so(d — 1, 1).
We note that fields (3.1) have the conformal dimensions

d
A¢cur,t] = 5 + k= 1, (32)

where « is a dimensionless parameter. In the framework of
AdS/CFT correspondence, « is related to the mass parame-
ter m of a spin-1 massive AdS field as

KE"m2 +@.

We now introduce the following differential constraint:

9 Plo T rP0¢ -1 + e =0, (3.4)

2k +d—2\1/2 2k —d+2\1/2
00 — 00 —
Ty —<74K ) .oy —( i ) . (35

(3.3)

One can make sure that this constraint is invariant under
the gauge transformations

6¢gur,0 = aa‘fcur,()’ (36)
5¢cur,fl = _r(z)ogcur,UJ (37)
6¢cur,l = _r(zoljgcur,or (38)

where &, is a gauge transformation parameter.

To complete our gauge invariant formulation we provide
the realization of the operator R* on the space of gauge
fields (3.1),

R gur,O - _2K79077“h¢cur,—1y
R¢eu,—1 =0, (3.9)
Rad)cur,l = _2Kr20¢gur,0'

Using (3.9), we make sure that constraint (3.4) is invariant
under transformations of the conformal algebra (2.4).

We obtained the differential constraint, gauge transfor-
mations, and realization of the operator R by generalizing
our results for the spin-1 conformal current with the ca-
nonical dimension which we obtained in Ref. [8]. We note
that results in this section can also be obtained by using the
framework of the tractor approach in Ref. [18] (see also
Refs. [19-211).* Our fields Geur—1 and ¢, are identified
with the respective fields V* and V~ in Ref. [18]. Doing
so, one can make sure that constraint and gauge trans-
formations given in Eqgs. (34) and (36) in Ref. [18] can
be represented as our differential constraint (3.4) and gauge
transformations (3.6), (3.7), and (3.8). To summarize, our
fields (3.1) can be written as a tractor vector subject to a

“In mathematical literature, discussion of the tractor approach
may be found in Ref. [22].
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Thomas-D divergence type constraint in Ref. [18]. A simi-
lar construction was used to describe the bulk massive
spin-1 field in Ref. [18].° Note that, in our approach, we
use our fields (3.1) for the discussion of the spin-1 anoma-
lous conformal current.

B. Stueckelberg gauge frame

We now discuss the spin-1 anomalous conformal current
in the Stueckelberg gauge frame. From (3.7), we see that
the scalar field ¢, —; transforms as the Stueckelberg field,
i.e., this field can be gauged away via Stueckelberg gauge
fixing,

qscur,fl = 0.

Using this gauge in constraint (3.4), we see that the remain-
ing scalar field ¢, ; can be expressed in terms of the

(3.10)

vector field ¢,
1
d)cur,l = = Waa gur’(): (311)
4

i.e., making use of the gauge symmetry and differential
constraint (3.4) we reduce the field content of our approach
(3.1) to the one in the standard approach. In other words,
the gauge symmetry and differential constraint make it
possible to match our approach and the standard formula-
tion of the spin-1 anomalous conformal current.®

C. Light-cone gauge frame

For the spin-1 anomalous conformal current, the
light-cone gauge frame is achieved through the use of
differential constraint (3.4) and the light-cone gauge con-
dition. Using the gauge symmetry of the spin-1 anomalous
conformal current (3.6), we impose the light-cone gauge on
the field ¢

a
cur,0°

. 0.

cur,0

(3.12)

Using this gauge in differential constraint (3.4), we find

_ aj j I”(Z)O r(z()
¢cur,0 = a_+ ¢cur,0 - a_+ D¢cur,—l - 3_+ d)cur,l' (313)

SIn earlier literature, use of the conformal symmetries for a
discussion of massive field can be found in Ref. [23]. Discussion
of interrelations between the gauge invariant formulation of the
currents and shadow fields and the gauge invariant formulation
of massive fields via breaking conformal symmetries may be
found in Ref. [8]. We thank M. A. Vasiliev for pointing us to
Ref. [23].

®As in the standard approach to CFT, our currents can be
considered either as fundamental field degrees of freedom or as
composite operators. At the group theoretical level that we study
in this paper, this distinction is immaterial. A discussion of
interesting methods for building conformal currents as compos-
ite operators may be found in Refs. [24,25].
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We see that we are left with the vector field ¢, and two
scalar fields ¢, ;. These fields constitute the field con-
tent of the light-cone gauge frame.

IV. SPIN-1 ANOMALOUS SHADOW FIELD

A. Gauge invariant formulation
To discuss the gauge invariant formulation of the spin-1

anomalous shadow field in space of dimension d = 4 we
use one vector field ¢g , and two scalar fields ¢g, g,

b
(:bsh,l-

The fields ¢g , and ¢y, +; transform in the respective
vector and scalar representations of the Lorentz algebra
so(d — 1, 1). We note that these fields have the conformal
dimensions

sh,0° D15 4.1

—k*1.

d
> 4.2)

- K A¢sh,tl

In the framework of the AdS/CFT correspondence, « is
related to the mass parameter m of spin-1 massive AdS
field as in (3.3).
We now introduce the following differential constraint:
G0+ rP0bg 1 + 1Py, =0, (4.3)
where 2, r® are given in (3.5). We make sure that con-
straint (4.3) is invariant under the gauge transformations

0dG0 = "Emos 4.4)

Sbg—1 = —1 €m0 4.5)
— 00

0P r2° Um0 (4.6)

where &g, o 1s a gauge transformation parameter.

To complete our gauge invariant formulation of the spin-
1 anomalous shadow field we provide the realization of the
operator R* on the space of gauge fields (4.1),

b 00,,ab
R® sh,0 — 2Kr§ 71“ ¢sh,71;
Raﬁbshﬁl =0,
_ 00
Ripg 1 = 2kr° b, o

We proceed with the discussion of two-point vertex for
the spin-1 anomalous shadow field. The gauge invariant
two-point vertex we find takes the form

4.7)

I'= fddxlddxzruy (4.8)
r _¢?h,0(xl)¢[;h,o(x2)
127 2k+d
2[xp,]
w
+ Z %d)sh,/\(xl)(ﬁsh,)t(xz); 4.9)
A:t12|x12|
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1
= e =2x+ 12k +d),
T dearrd—zy @ 0m Ak DEctd
(4.10)

Ixl? = x6hxd,,  x§, = x§ — x4 4.11)

One can check that this vertex is invariant under the gauge
transformations of the spin-1 anomalous shadow field
given in (4.4), (4.5), and (4.6). Also, we check that the
vertex is invariant under the conformal algebra
transformations.

The kernel of the vertex I' is related to a two-point
correlation function of the spin-1 anomalous conformal
current. In our approach, the spin-1 anomalous conformal
current is described by gauge fields given in (3.1).
Therefore, in order to discuss the correlation function of
the anomalous conformal current in a proper way, we
should impose a gauge condition on the gauge fields in
(3.1).” We have considered the spin-1 anomalous confor-
mal current in the Stueckelberg and light-cone gauge
frames. This is to say that the correlation function of the
spin-1 anomalous conformal current in the Stueckelberg
and light-cone gauge frames can be obtained from the two-
point vertex I' taken in the respective Stueckelberg and
light-cone gauge frames. To this end we now discuss the
spin-1 anomalous shadow field in the Stueckelberg and
light-cone gauge frames.

B. Stueckelberg gauge frame

For the spin-1 anomalous shadow field, the Stueckelberg
gauge frame is achieved through the use of differential
constraint (4.3) and the Stueckelberg gauge condition.
From (4.5), we see that the scalar field ¢, —; transforms
as the Stueckelberg field, i.e., this field can be gauged away
via Stueckelberg gauge fixing,

(ﬁsh,fl = 0.

Using this gauge in (4.3), we see that the remaining scalar
field ¢, can be expressed in terms of the vector field

(4.12)

a
sh,0°

1
P o (4.13)

d)sh,l - @

Thus we see that the use of gauge symmetry and differen-
tial constraint reduces field content of our approach (4.1) to
the one in the standard approach. In other words, the gauge
symmetry and differential constraint make it possible to

"We note that, in the gauge invariant approach, correlation
functions of the conformal current can be studied without gauge
fixing. To do that one needs to construct gauge invariant field
strengths for the gauge potentials &g g, @eyr,=1- The study of
field strengths for the conformal current is beyond the scope of
this paper. A recent interesting discussion of the method for
building field strengths may be found in Refs. [26,27].
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match our approach and the standard formulation of the
spin-1 anomalous shadow field.

We proceed with the discussion of Stueckelberg gauge-
fixed two-point vertex of the spin-1 anomalous shadow
field, i.e., we relate our vertex (4.8) with the one in the
standard approach to CFT. To this end we note that vertex
of the standard approach to CFT is obtained from our
gauge invariant vertex (4.8) by plugging the Stueckelberg
gauge condition (4.12) and the solution to differential
constraint (4.13) into (4.9). Doing so, we find that the
two-point density ', (4.9) takes the form (up to total
derivative)

Ff;uck.g.fram — ,T5and (4.14)

Iignd = ¢gh()il)jz€ffh(x2), (4.15)
ab — . ab 2x?2xi172

0ub = - TP (4.16)

2k +d 4.17)

M=o rd=2)

where I'§%nd (4.15) stands for the two-point vertex of the
spin-1 anomalous shadow field in the standard approach to
CFT. From (4.14), we see that our gauge invariant vertex
taken to be in the Stueckelberg gauge frame coincides, up
to the normalization factor k, with the two-point vertex in
the standard approach to CFT. As we have demonstrated in
Sec. III B, in the Stueckelberg gauge frame, we are left
with the vector field ¢, . The two-point correlation
function of this vector field is defined by the kernel of
vertex @4 (4.15).

C. Light-cone gauge frame

For the spin-1 anomalous shadow field, the light-cone
gauge frame is achieved through the use of the light-cone
gauge and differential constraint (4.3). Taking into account
the gauge transformation of the field ¢¢, , (4.4), we impose
the light-cone gauge,

Go=0. (4.18)

Using this gauge in differential constraint (4.3), we obtain a
solution for ¢,

a/ . rOO rgo
Do =~ a—+¢ih,o - a%ﬁﬁsh,l - a—+D¢>sh,—1- (4.19)

We see that we are left with the vector field ¢} , and the
scalar fields ¢, +;. These fields constitute the field content
of the light-cone gauge frame. Note that, in contrast to the
Stueckelberg gauge frame, the scalar fields ¢, +; become
independent field degrees of freedom (D.o.F.) in the light-
cone gauge frame.
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Using (4.18) in (4.9) leads to a light-cone gauge-fixed
vertex

¢éhyo(xl)¢éh,0(x2)

2|x12|2K+d

w
ST P b (x2). (4:20)
12

(Le) _
Iy =

+
A==*1

where w) are given in (4.10). As in the case of the gauge
invariant vertex (4.9), the light-cone vertex (4.20) is diago-
nal with respect to the fields ¢éh,o and ¢y, +;. Note,
however, that in contrast to the gauge invariant vertex,
the light-cone vertex is constructed out of the fields which
are not subject to any constraints.

Thus, as we have promised, our gauge invariant vertex
gives easy and quick access to the light-cone gauge vertex.
All that is required to get the light-cone gauge vertex (4.20)
is to replace the so(d — 1, 1) Lorentz algebra vector in-
dices appearing in the gauge invariant vertex (4.9) by the
vector indices of the so(d — 2) algebra.

The kernel of the light-cone vertex gives the two-point
correlation function of the spin-1 anomalous conformal
current taken to be in the light-cone gauge. Defining the
two-point correlation functions of the fields ¢fzur,0’ Peur,+1
in a usual way,

521‘*(1.0.)
Sl o(x1) 8 o(x2)
52I‘(Lc.)

5¢sh,f/\(xl)5¢sh,7/\(x2)’

A = *1, and using (4.20), we obtain the two-point light-
cone gauge correlation functions of the spin-1 anomalous
conformal current,

<¢éur,o(x1 ), ¢éur,o(x2)> =

421
<¢cur,)\(x1 )r ¢cur,/\(x2)> =

. . Sl
(Dluo(x1), Dl o(x2)) = e, e
12
w_, (4.22)
<¢cur,/\(x1)’ ¢cur,)\(x2)> = W;

A = *1, where w, are given in (4.10).

V. SPIN-2 ANOMALOUS CONFORMAL CURRENT

A. Gauge invariant formulation
To discuss gauge invariant formulation of spin-2 anoma-
lous conformal current in flat space of dimension d = 4 we
use one rank-2 tensor field, two vector fields, and three
scalar fields,

ab
cur

a a

cur,— 1’ ¢cur,1’ (51)
¢cur,—2» d’cur,Or ¢cur,2'

The fields ¢25., ¢4 ., and Pey0s Peur +2 transform in the

respective rank-2 tensor, vector and scalar representations
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of the Lorentz algebra so(d — 1, 1). Note that the tensor
field ¢ ) is symmetric ¢ = ¢$b% ) and traceful

airo # 0. We note that fields (5.1) have the conformal
dimensions

Ad’”b =c_i+K, Ad’“ =6—1+K+)\, /\zil,
cur,0 2 cur, A 2

d
Byy =5+ Kr+A  A=0%2 (5.2)

where k is a dimensionless parameter. In the framework of
AdS/CFT correspondence « is related to the mass parame-
ter m of the spin-2 massive AdS field as®

=q|m* + —. 53
K m 7 5.3)

We now introduce the following differential constraints:

ab curO laa cur0+r00|:|¢cur—1 +l"20 (clurl =0, (54)
9 cur,—l 1 00¢cur0 + \/zrglm¢cur,—2 + r21 ¢cur,0 =0
5.5
a9“ gurl I:|d)cur() + r;OD(ﬁcur,O + \/Eri“o(ﬁcuri =0
(5.6)
. (2 )1/2
0 — ((2K + d)(k — 1)d)1/2
2 dk(k + D(d—-2))
_ (2K +d— 2)1/2
o\ 4k —1 ’
_ (2K - d)l/Z (5.7)
(2K —d+ 2)1/2
4(k + ’

(2K = d)(k + 1)d\1/2
& =(4K<K—1><d—z>) '

One can make sure that these differential constraints are
invariant under the gauge transformations

8The parameter x for the spin-2 field (5.3) should not be
confused with the one for the spin-1 field (3.3).
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B = 19+ Pl + o P
27 OO
+d777 fcurl,

Sl —1 = 0%bcur—1 — 1000

Sl = 0%Eaunt — rPOEL,
Sbeur, 2 = ~V2r éeur 1,

Obeuro = _”?lmfcur,—l - réogcur,l’

8w = —V2rP0écu 1, (5.8)

where &2, €cur,+1 are gauge transformation parameters.
To complete our gauge invariant formulation we find the

realization of the operator R? on the space of gauge fields
(5.1),

R® cSrO = _2Kr(2)0(nab gur—l + nacd)cur—l
— 00
e —Dr? .
d—2 cur,— 1’

R® curfl - _2\/_('( - l)rz nabd)cur -2
R® curl - _r{ (2K¢cur0 + nab¢cur0
- Z(K + 1)r;0nah¢cur,0’

R? ¢cur,—2 =0,
Rad)cur,o = _2(K - 1)’,.01 gur_p
Ra¢cur,2 = _2\/5(’( 1),.10 gur1~ 5.9)

Using (5.9), we check that the constraints (5.4), (5.5), and
(5.6) are invariant under conformal algebra transformations
(2.4).

As in the case of the spin-1 anomalous conformal cur-
rent, we obtained the differential constraints, gauge trans-
formations, and the realization of the operator R® by
generalizing our results for the spin-2 conformal current
with the canonical dimension which we obtained in
Ref. [8]. Differential constraints and gauge transformations
for spin-2 anomalous conformal current can also be ob-
tained by using the framework of tractor approach [see
formulas (103) and (110) in Ref. [18]]. Obviously, our
constraints (5.4), (5.5), and (5.6) and gauge transformations
(5.8) can be matched with the ones in Ref. [18] by using
appropriate field redefinitions. The basis of the fields we
use in this paper turns out to be more convenient for the
study of AdS/CFT correspondence. To summarize, our
fields (5.1) can be written as a tractor rank-2 tensor field
subject to a Thomas-D divergence type constraint in
Ref. [18]. A similar construction was used to describe the
bulk massive spin-2 field in Ref. [18]. Note that, in our
approach, we use our fields (5.1) for the discussion of
spin-2 anomalous conformal current.
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B. Stueckelberg gauge frame

For the spin-2 anomalous conformal current, the
Stueckelberg gauge frame is achieved through the use of
differential constraints (5.4), (5.5), and (5.6) and the
Stueckelberg gauge condition. From (5.8), we see that
the vector field ¢¢ _, and the scalar fields ¢eyr -2, Deuro
transform as Stueckelberg fields, i.e., these fields can be
gauged away via Stueckelberg gauge fixing,

a =0,

cur,—1

¢cur,—2 = Or ¢cur,0 =0. (510)

Using gauge conditions (5.10) in the constraint (5.5), we
find that the field ¢2% | becomes traceless, while using
gauge conditions (5.10) in the constraints (5.4) and (5.6),
we find that the remaining vector field ¢¢, | and the scalar

field ¢cur2 can be expressed in terms of the rank-2 tensor
field p4b

cur,0”

gl?r,() = 0’
1
— b b
gur,l ) d gur,O’ (511)
¢

1
— b b
¢cur,2 - \/E}"?OI"}O aaa gur,O‘

Relations (5.10) and (5.11) provide the complete descrip-
tion of the Stueckelberg gauge frame for the spin-2 anoma-
lous conformal current. We note that the traceless rank-2
tensor ¢4> | can be identified with the one in the standard
approach to CFT.

Thus, we see that the gauge symmetries and the differ-
ential constraints make it possible to match our approach
and the standard one, i.e., by gauging away the
Stueckelberg fields (5.10) and by solving the differential
constraints (5.4), (5.5), and (5.6) we obtain the standard
formulation of the spin-2 anomalous conformal current.

C. Light-cone gauge frame

For the spin-2 anomalous conformal current, the light-
cone gauge frame is achieved through the use of the
differential constraints (5.4), (5.5), and (5.6) and light-
cone gauge condition.

Usmg the gauge transformations of the fields ¢

tur.+1 (5.8), we impose the light-cone gauge,

cur,0°

+a — +
cur,0 O’ cur, A

=0, A==l (5.12)

Plugging this gauge in the differential constraints (5.4),
(5.5), and (5.6), we find
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d)gjr,() = 0’
a] .. rOO 00
cuer a_+¢gjr,0 - a%‘:] cur,—1 6+ d)cur 1’
9 210! 2“w
d)curO a a+ ¢cur0 a a+ |:ld)cur 1 + d)curl
\/_roO rlo V2l \/_r(zor‘z' s
9 a+ cur, 2 P a+ cur,2
00 01 00 10
s + vy 06
a 8+ cur,0»
i R
cur,fl a+ d)cur -1 |:](:{)cur -2 a+ d)cur 0
10 r
d)c_ur,l a+ ¢Cur1 L I:|¢cur0 a+{ ¢cur,2' (513)

We see that we are left with so(d — 2) algebra traceless
rank-2 tensor field, two vector fields, and three scalar
fields,

ij
¢ cur,0

i ¢i
cur,— 1’ cur, 1’

d)cur,Or

(5.14)

¢cur, -2 ¢cur,2!

which constitute the field content of the light-cone gauge
frame.

VI. SPIN-2 ANOMALOUS SHADOW FIELD

A. Gauge invariant formulation

To discuss gauge invariant formulation of spin-2 anoma-
lous shadow field in the flat space of dimension d = 4 we
use one rank-2 tensor field, two vector fields, and three
scalars fields,

ab
sh,0”

a a
sh,—1’ ¢sh,1’

¢sh,72’ d)sh,(): ¢sh,2-

The fields ¢22), ¢&, +, and ¢y, dgy +o transform in the
respective rank-2 tensor, vector and scalar representations
of the Lorentz algebra so(d — 1,1). Note that the
tensor field ¢2?, is symmetric ¢4 = ¢4 and traceful

o # 0. Conformal dimensions of the fields are given by

(6.1)

d d

A(ﬁ:}fO:E_K’ A¢,§1}M:§_K+)l )l:il,
d

Mg, =5—K+A  A=0= (6.2)

In the framework of AdS/CFT correspondence, « is related
to the mass parameter m of the spin-2 massive AdS field as
in (5.3).
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We now introduce the following differential constraints:

a" shO %6“(]5?&’0 + FOOD‘f’u h1 T "00 b1 =0 (6.3)

I, 1 + 31 Do T \/_” Og, 2 + rbano =0,
(6.4)

P, +3rP0hE, + Y Do + V2 r = 0,
(6.5)
where the parameters r7" and r7" are given in (5.7). One

can make sure that these constraints are invariant under the
gauge transformations

a 27‘00 ab
8¢§h0_ d 0+6 §§h0+ gsh,l
d— 2
2490
+ 7 42 n0& g, -1,
0 1 = 0“6p—1 — r‘}offh,o,
5‘1’3}1,1 = aaé‘:sh,l - r(z?ODf?h’O,
S = _\/Eri“ogshfl)

Obgho = —r‘}lfsh,l - ";Omfsh,—ly

Sy = —V2r0'Dég, 1, (6.6)

where £, &g+ are gauge transformation parameters.
We then find that a realization of the operator R“ on

fields (6.1) takes the following form:

R¢ ski() — ZKVOO(')']ah gh,—l + nan b _1)

Mkt D
d—2 b
R“(bfh 1= Z\E(K + l)rlon“b(bsh,_z,
R? shl = 00(2’“1%}10 7 ho
+2(k = D' g0,
Ri¢pg—2 =0,
Rigo =2(k + Dri%¢4 |,

Rébgnny = 2v2(k — D2 ¢4, . 6.7)
Using (6.7), we check that the constraints (6.3), (6.4), and
(6.5) are invariant under transformations of the conformal
algebra.

We proceed with the discussion of the two-point vertex
for the spin-2 anomalous shadow field. The gauge invariant
two-point vertex we find takes the form given (4.8), where
the two-point density I';, is given by
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1 1
Iy, = W(Mﬁo(m)(ﬁ;’ﬁo(h) - —¢;‘§0(xl)¢fﬁo(xZ))
4xp,| 2
by
+ Z W‘ﬁsh A1) @G (x2)
A==1
+ Z W¢shA(xl)¢sh A(x2), (6.8)
A=0,+2
N S
T kk+d—2)
wgy = 1,
w_; =2k + 12k + d), (6.9)
1
2T k- D2k +d— 22k +d—4)
w_, =4k + 1)k +2)2k + d)(2k +d+ 2).

We check that this vertex is invariant under both gauge
transformations (6.6) and global conformal transforma-
tions of the spin-2 anomalous shadow field. A remarkable
feature of the vertex is its diagonal form with respect to the
gauge fields entering the field content (6.1).

B. Stueckelberg gauge frame

For the spin-2 anomalous shadow field, the Stueckelberg
gauge frame is achieved though the use of differential
constraints (6.3), (6.4), and (6.5) and a Stueckelberg gauge
condition. From gauge transformations (6.6), we see that
the vector field ¢g _; and the scalar fields ¢, >, G0
transform as Stueckelberg fields, i.e., these fields can be
gauged away via Stueckelberg gauge fixing,

¢’sah,—1 =0, b2 =0, b0 = 0.

Using gauge conditions (6.10) in the constraint (6.4), we
find that the field (j)‘;}fo becomes traceless, while using
gauge conditions (6.10) in the constraints (6.3) and (6.5)
we find that the remaining vector field ¢g | and the scalar
field ¢y, can be expressed in terms of the rank-2 tensor
field qﬁgho,

(6.10)

o =0,
a — 1 b pab
b1 = " 09 Pho (6.11)
j4
— 1 aaab
¢Sh,2 - \/EFOOTOI shO
f4

Relations (6.10) and (6.11) provide the complete descrip-
tion of the Stueckelberg gauge frame for the spin-2 anoma-
lous shadow field.
Plugging (6.10) and (6.11) in (6.8), we find that our I,
(6.8) takes the form (up to the total derivative),
r?;uckg.fram

= koI5, (6.12)
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ayby Harb
0 1022 biby

Fsltzandz ‘f’:ﬁ,%z X)) et d PN ¢sh0(x2)’ (6.13)

_ 2k+d+2
242k +d—2)

where O“é’ is defined in (4.16), while Fsmnd (6.13) stands for
the two-point vertex of the spin-2 anomalous shadow field
in the standard approach to CFT. From (6.12), we see that
our gauge invariant vertex taken to be in the Stueckelberg
gauge frame coincides, up to normalization factor k,, with
the two-point vertex in the standard approach to CFT. The
kernel of vertex I8 (6.13) defines the two-point corre-
lation function of the spin-2 conformal conformal current
taken to be in the Stueckelberg gauge frame.

(6.14)

C. Light-cone gauge frame
For the spin-2 anomalous shadow field, the light-cone
gauge frame is achieved through the use of differential
constraints (6.3), (6.4), and (6.5) and the light-cone gauge.
Taking into account the gauge transformations of the fields
@500, P4, 1 given in (6.6), we impose the light-cone gauge
condition,

+a — + —
¢sh,0 =0, sh,A — 0,

Plugging this gauge condition in the constraints (6.3), (6.4),
and (6.5), we find

A= =1 (6.15)

éil,o =0,
) 00 oo
Do = 8* d)shO D(bshfl a+ ¢sh g
99/ rOO i 2,.0081
-—— _ 2
¢sh,0 a+a+ D¢i{10 + ¢sh71 6+8+ O chl
\/_rgorlgo \/5 00,01
ToFor Dsn,—2 Wfﬁshz
,,00,,(21 + r(é)p /10
+T HPamo
V2510 /10
(ﬁ;}l,—l = 8* ¢gh7| - f g, — a%d’sh,o,
01 \/‘ 01
_ r 2
b1 = a+ d’qm - aéljd)sh,o 7 Deno (6.16)

We see that we are left with the so(d — 2) algebra traceless
rank-2 tensor field, two vector fields, and three scalar
fields,

ij
d)sh,O’
¢£h,*l’ (béh,l’
¢sh, -2 (f)sh,()» ¢sh,2:

which constitute a field content of the spin-2 anomalous
shadow field in the light-cone gauge frame. Note that, in

(6.17)
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contrast to the Stueckelberg gauge frame, the vector fields
and the scalar fields become independent field D.o.F. in the
light-cone gauge frame.

Using (6.15) in (6.8) leads to the light-cone gauge-fixed
vertex

(Le) __ i i
FIQC - 4|x12|2K+d (bg{q,()(xl)(bs{l,()(xZ)

* 3 S Al )

w
+ Z %d’sh)\(xl)(ﬁsh,/\(xz)r (6.18)
A:O,i22|x |

where w ) are defined in (6.9). We see that, as in the case of
the gauge invariant vertex (6.8), the light-cone vertex (6.18)
is diagonal with respect to the fields entering the field
content of the light-cone gauge frame (6.17). Note however
that, in contrast to the gauge invariant vertex, the light-cone
vertex is constructed out of the fields (6.17) which are not
subject to any differential constraints.

As before, we see that our gauge invariant vertex gives
easy and quick access to the light-cone gauge vertex.
Namely, all that is required to get the light-cone gauge
vertex (6.18) is to remove the trace of the tensor field d)m 0
and replace the so(d — 1, 1) Lorentz algebra vector indices
appearing in the gauge invariant vertex (6.8) by the vector
indices of the so(d — 2) algebra.

The kernel of the light-cone vertex (6.18) gives the two-
point correlation function of the spin-2 anomalous confor-
mal current taken to be in the light-cone gauge. Defining
two-point correlation functions for light-cone fields of the
anomalous conformal current (5.14) in the usual way

(B o), B o) ot
cur,0\ X 1) Peur,0J X2 = i7 ,
e 0 5¢S{1’0(x1)5¢f}11,0(x2)

. . 52F(].c.)
(Dl a(x1), Pl A (02)) = . (6.19)

A et 8bly \(x)dd], _,(x2)

62F(l.c.)
(Doura(X1), Peura (x2)) = ,
a1 Peuna (22 Spg—r(x1) g, —r(x7)
we obtain
1
<¢cur ()(xl)’ ¢§111r,0(x2)> = 1o 2xk+d Hu’kl;
|x1o]

i j ) ij

(Plura(x1), DLy a(02)) = mﬁ 7 (6.20)

|X12

W—_)
(Deur,a(x1), Peura(x2)) = W,
where w, are defined in (6.9) and we use the notation

Ik = %(5*51‘1 v ailgik - 2 5 51‘1‘5“). (6.21)
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VII. TWO-POINT CURRENT-SHADOW FIELD
INTERACTION VERTEX

We now discuss the two-point current-shadow field in-
teraction vertex. In the gauge invariant approach, the in-
teraction vertex is determined by requiring the vertex to be
invariant under both gauge transformations of currents and
shadow fields. Also, the interaction vertex should be in-
variant under conformal algebra transformations.

Spin-1.—We begin with spin-1 fields. Let us consider
the following vertex:

£ = ¢gur,o¢§h,o + d)cur,fld)sh,l + d’cur,l(ﬁsh,fl- (71)
Denoting the left-hand side of (4.3) by Cy, we find that
under gauge transformations of the current (3.6), (3.7), and
(3.8) the variation of the vertex (7.1) takes the form (up to
total derivative)

550,,,0 L=- gcur,OCsh- (7.2)
From this expression, we see that the vertex L is invariant
under gauge transformations of the current provided the
shadow field satisfies the differential constraint (4.3).
Denoting the left-hand side of (3.4) by C., we find
that under gauge transformations of the shadow field
(4.4), (4.5), and (4.6) the variation of the vertex (7.1) takes
the form (up to total derivative)

6§Sh£ = _é:sh,OCcury (7.3)
i.e., the vertex L is invariant under gauge transformations
of the shadow field provided the current satisfies the dif-
ferential constraint (3.4).

Making use of the realization of the conformal algebra
symmetries obtained in Sections III and IV, we check that
vertex L (7.1) is invariant under the conformal algebra
transformations.

Spin-2.—We proceed with spin-2 fields. One can make
sure that the following vertex:

1

1
— b b _ bb
L= blodio =3 eiodi + 2 dluadlia
A==*1
+ Z ¢cur,)\¢sh,f)\ (74)
A=0,%2

is invariant under gauge transformations of the spin-2
shadow field (6.6) provided the spin-2 current satisfies
the differential constraints (5.4), (5.5), and (5.6). This
vertex (7.4) is also invariant under gauge transformations
of the spin-2 anomalous current (5.8) provided the spin-2
shadow field satisfies the differential constraints
(6.3), (6.4), and (6.5). Using the representation for gener-
ators of the conformal algebra obtained in Sections V and
VI, we check that vertex L (7.4) is invariant under the
conformal algebra transformations.
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VIII. ADS/CFT CORRESPONDENCE.
PRELIMINARIES

We now study AdS/CFT correspondence for free mas-
sive AdS fields and boundary anomalous conformal cur-
rents and shadow fields. To this end we use the gauge
invariant CFT adapted description of AdS massive fields
and the modified Lorentz and de Donder gauges found in
Ref. [12]. It is the use of our fields and the modified Lorentz
and de Donder gauges that leads to the decoupled form of
gauge-fixed equations of motion and a surprisingly simple
Lagrangian.’ Owing these properties of our fields and the
modified (Lorentz) de Donder gauge, we simplify signifi-
cantly the computation of the effective action.'® Note that
the modified (Lorentz) de Donder gauge turns out to be
invariant under on-shell leftover gauge symmetries of bulk
AdS fields. Also note that, in our approach, we have gauge
symmetries not only at the AdS side but also at the bound-
ary CFT. Therefore, in the framework of our approach, the
study of AdS/CFT correspondence implies the matching
of:

(1) Lorentz (de Donder) gauge conditions for bulk
massive fields and differential constraints for bound-
ary anomalous conformal currents and shadow
fields;

(i1) leftover on-shell gauge symmetries for bulk massive
fields and gauge symmetries of boundary anoma-

lous conformal currents and shadow fields;

(iii) on-shell global symmetries of bulk massive fields
and global symmetries of boundary anomalous
conformal currents and shadow fields;

(iv) an effective action evaluated on the solution of
equations of motion with the Dirichlet problem
corresponding to the boundary anomalous shadow
field and boundary two-point gauge invariant vertex
for the anomalous shadow field.

Global AdS symmetries in CFT adapted approach.—
Relativistic symmetries of the AdS,;; field dynamics are
described by the so(d, 2) algebra. In d-dimensional space,
global symmetries of anomalous conformal currents and
shadow fields are also described by the so(d, 2) algebra. To
discuss global symmetries of anomalous conformal cur-
rents and shadow fields we have used conformal basis of
the so(d, 2) algebra [see (2.3)]. Therefore, for the applica-
tion to the study of AdS/CFT correspondence, it is conve-
nient to realize the relativistic bulk so(d,2) algebra
symmetries by using the basis of the conformal algebra.
The most convenient way to achieve the conformal basis

?Our massive gauge fields are obtained from gauge fields used
in the standard gauge invariant approach to massive fields by the
invertible transformation. Details of the transformation may be
found in Appendices A and B. A discussion of interesting
methods for solving AdS field equations of motion without
gauge fixing may be found in Refs. [28,29].

'%We recall that the bulk action evaluated on the solution of the
Dirichlet problem is referred to as effective action in this paper.
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realization of bulk so(d,2) symmetries is to use the
Poincaré parametrization of AdS space,'’
1
ds* = = (dx“dx" + dzdz). 8.1
z
In this parametrization, the so(d,2) algebra transforma-
tions of the massive arbitrary spin AdS field ¢ take the
form 8¢ = é¢, where the realization of the so(d, 2)

algebra generators G in terms of differential operators
acting on ¢ is given by

Pt =99, (8.2)

Job = x49" — xP9* + M, (8.3)
d—1

D =xd + A, A=zd,+ 5 (8.4)

K=K, + R, (8.5)

K ) = —5x*9* + x“D + M“x", (8.6)

R* =R +Rf,, (8.7)

() =~ (8.8)

The operator R, (8.7) does not depend on boundary

coordinates x¢, boundary derivatives 9¢, and the derivative
with respect to the radial coordinate, d,. The operator Rflo)

acting on spin D.o.F. depends only on the radial coordinate
z. Thus, we see all that is required to complete description
of the global symmetries of AdS field dynamics is to find
realization of the operator R{;) on space of gauge AdS

fields.

AdS/CFT correspondence for spin-0 anomalous current
and normalizable modes of scalar massive AdS field"*—
Because use of modified Lorentz (de Donder) gauge makes
the study of AdS/CFT correspondence for the spin-1 (spin-
2) field similar to the one the for scalar field we begin with
a brief review of the AdS/CFT correspondence for the
scalar field.

The action and Lagrangian for the massive scalar field in
the AdS,,; background take the form'?

S = jddxdzﬁ, (8.9)

£ =Wigl(g""9,®a,® + m*®2).  (8.10)

""In our approach only so(d — 1, 1) symmetries are realized
manifestly. The so(d, 2) symmetries could be realized manifestly
b}/ using ambient space approach (see, e.g., [30-32]).

>Also see Refs. [33].

“From now on we use, unless otherwise specified, the
Euclidian signature.
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In terms of the canonical normalized field ¢ defined by
relation & = z(@~D/2¢_ the Lagrangian takes the form (up
to total derivative)

L =3dol> + 4T el 8.11)
T,=d,+2, (8.12)

Z

2
v= \/mz + dz. (8.13)

The equation of motion obtained from Lagrangian (8.11)

takes the form
,¢ =0, (8.14)

O, =0+82 - %(;ﬂ - 1). (8.15)
4

4

The normalizable solution of Eq. (8.14) is given by

$(x,2) = U dpeur(), (8.16)
¥ = ho2q],(zq)q” "), (8.17)
h,=2"T(v + 1), =0, (8.18)

where J, stands for the Bessel function. The asymptotic
behavior of solution (8.16) is given by

—0
b(x, 2)= — 27 1D (),

i.e., we see that spin-O current ¢, is indeed boundary
value of the normalizable solution.

In the case under consideration, we have no gauge
symmetries and gauge conditions. Therefore, all that is
required to complete the AdS/CFT correspondence is to
match bulk global symmetries of the AdS field ¢ (x, z) and
boundary global symmetries of the current ¢, (x). Global
symmetries on the AdS side are described in (8.2)-(8.8),
and those on the CFT side are described in (2.5)-(2.8),
respectively. We see that the Poincaré symmetries match
automatically. Using the notation D45 and Dcpr to indi-
cate the respective realizations of the D symmetry on bulk
fields (8.4) and conformal currents (2.7) we obtain the
relation

(8.19)

DAdS d) (X, Z) = U?/CDCFT d)cur (X),

where the expressions for D¢cgr corresponding to ¢, can
be obtained from (2.7) by using A = ¢ + v with » given in
(8.13). Thus, D symmetries of ¢(x, z) and ¢, (x) also
match. To match the K¢ symmetries in (2.8) and (8.5) we
note that the respective operators R{, and R? act trivially,
R{; ¢(x, 2) = 0, R}y (x) = 0 and then make sure that the

K“ symmetries also match.

(8.20)
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AdS/CFT correspondence for spin-0 shadow field and
non-normalizable modes of scalar massive AdS field—
Following the procedure in Ref. [34], we note that non-
normalizable solution of Eq. (8.14) with the Dirichlet
problem corresponding to the boundary shadow scalar field
b4 (x) takes the form

b0 = [dYG, =y Dbl B21)
C,,ZV+(1/2)
G,,(X, Z) = W, (8.22)
_ I'(v + ‘51)

To be flexible, we use normalization factor o in (8.21). For
the case of the scalar field, a commonly used normalization
in (8.21) is achieved by setting o = 1. Asymptotic behav-
iors of the Green function (8.22) and solution (8.21) are
well known,

G, (x, )= v 1/2 5d(x), (8.24)
b(x, )= 7 D (). (8.25)

From (8.25), we see that our solution has indeed asymp-
totic behavior corresponding to the shadow scalar field.

Using equations of motion (8.14) in the bulk action (8.9)
with Lagrangian (8.11) we obtain the effective action
given by14

- Seff = '/‘ddx£eff|z—>0» (826)

Loy =30T ,_(1)00- (8.27)
Plugging the solution of the Dirichlet problem (8.21)
into (8.26) and (8.27), we obtain the effective action

Dsn(x1) P (x2) ‘

a2

= Seip = Vc,,azfddxld‘lxz

Using the commonly used value of o, o = 1, 1n (8.28), we
obtain the properly normalized effective action found in
Refs. [35,36]. An interesting novelty of our computation of
Ser 1s that we use the Fourier transform of the Green
function. The details of our computation may be found in
Appendix C in Ref. [9].

14Following a commonly used setup, we consider the solution
of the Dirichlet problem which tends to zero as z— oo.
Therefore, in (8.26), we ignore contribution to S when z = oo.
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IX. ADS/CFT CORRESPONDENCE FOR
SPIN-1 FIELDS

We now discussthe AdS/CFT correspondence for the
bulk spin-1 massive AdS field and boundary spin-1 anoma-
lous conformal current and shadow field. To this end we are
going to use the CFT adapted gauge invariant Lagrangian
and the modified Lorentz gauge condition [12]."> Because
our approach is closely related to the gauge invariant
approach to the massive field we start with a brief review
of the latter approach.

Gauge invariant approach to spin-1 massive field in
AdS,,, space—In the gauge invariant approach, the
spin-1 massive field is described by fields

A, D, 9.1

which transform in the respective vector and scalar repre-
sentations of so(d, 1) algebra. In the Lorentzian signature,
the Lagrangian given by

€_1£ — —%FABFAB _ %FAFA,

FAB = DAQE — DEPA, 9.2)
FA = DAD + mdA,

is invariant under the gauge transformations
SPA = DAE, O = —mE. 9.3)

Details of our notation may be found in Appendix A.
Lagrangian (9.2) can be cast into the form which is more
convenient for our purposes,

e 'L =304D? — m? + d)P* +10(D* — mH)P + iCF,
9.4)

C, = DCDC + md. (9.5)

A. CFT adapted gauge invariant approach to spin-1
massive field in AdS,

In our approach, the spin-1 massive AdS field is de-
scribed by fields

A T E

which are the respective vector and scalar fields of the
so(d) algebra. Fields in (9.6) are related by invertible
transformation with fields in (9.1) (see Appendix A). The
CFT adapted gauge invariant action and Lagrangian for
fields (9.6) take the form,

(9.6)

S = fddxdzﬁ, 9.7)

SFor the spin-1 massless field, the modified Lorentz gauge was
found in Ref. [37], while for the massless arbitrary spin field the
modified de Donder gauge was discovered in Ref. [38].
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1 1
L= —|d(;/>a|2 + —|'I/K7(1/2)<f>a|2
2 Z (Idg,I* + |TK—(1/2)+/\¢,\|2) - *CZ, 9.8
A==1

C=0'¢" + r(z‘OTK+(1/2)¢] + r(z)OT7K+(I/2)¢71; 9.9)

where 7, is given in (8.12), while « and %, r?o are
defined in (3.3) and (3.5), respectively. Lagrangian (9.8)

is invariant under gauge transformations

S = 99¢, (9.10)
8¢y =0T _1pé .11
5¢l = rgoT—K—(l/Z)'f’ (912)

where £ is a gauge transformation parameter. Details of the
derivation of Lagrangian (9.8) from the one in (9.4) may be
found in Appendix A.

Gauge invariant equations of motion obtained from
Lagrangian (9.8) take the form

U,.¢¢ — 0°C =0,
Oe1-1 = 10T —1/C =0,
U101 — rgoT*K*(l/Z)C =0,

where the operator [J, is given in (8.15).

Global AdS symmetries in CFT adapted approach.—The
general form of the realization of global symmetries for
arbitrary spin AdS field was given in (8.2), (8.3), (8.4), and
(8.5). All that is required to complete the description of the
global symmetries is to find the realization of the operator
R{; on the space of gauge fields. For the case of the spin-1

massive field, the realization of the operator R(o) on the
space of gauge fields (9.6) is given by

(9.13)

R?O)qsb — Znabr()0¢l + Z,',’abrooqs 1
(o)d) 1= _Zr(z)0¢a,
Rioydr = —arf'¢".

(9.14)

Modified Lorentz gauge.—Modified Lorentz gauge is
defined to be

C=0, modified Lorentz gauge, (9.15)

where C is given in (9.9). Using this gauge condition in
equations of motion (9.13) gives simple gauge-fixed equa-
tions of motion,

L =0, Uetapr =0, A==l (9.16)
Thus, we see that the gauge-fixed equations of motion are
decoupled.
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We note that the modified Lorentz gauge and gauge-
fixed equations have leftover on-shell gauge symmetry.
Namely, modified Lorentz gauge (9.15) and gauge-fixed
equations (9.16) are invariant under gauge transformations
given in (9.10), (9.11), and (9.12) provided the gauge trans-
formation parameter satisfies the equation

O.é =0. 9.17)

B. AdS/CFT correspondence for anomalous current
and normalizable modes of massive AdS field

We now ready to discuss AdS/CFT correspondence for
the spin-1 massive AdS field and spin-1 anomalous con-
formal current. We begin with an analysis of the normal-
izable solution of Egs. (9.16). The normalizable solution of
Egs. (9.16) takes the form

(%, 2) = Uefyo(x),
d)—l(x: Z) == K—1¢cur,—l(x)’ (9.18)
d)l(xv Z) = UK+1¢CU1‘,1(X)’
U, = he/2q),(2q)q~ "), (9.19)
h,=2T(k+1), £=00. (9.20)

Note that we do not show explicitly the dependence of U,
on parameter « (3.3). The asymptotic behavior of solution
(9.18) is given by

z—0

¢(x, 2) = 2D e (),

¢_1(X, Z)Z:’ - 2KZK7(1/2)¢cur,—1(x):
k+(3/2)

(9.21)

z—0 ¢

d1(x, 2)— 2(x +1)

¢cur l(x)
From (9.21), we see that ¢, o, ¢eur,+1 are indeed bound-
ary values of the normalizable solution. In the right-hand
side of (9.18) we use the notation ¢¢,, o, Peur, =1 SincE We
are going to demonstrate that these boundary values are
indeed the gauge fields entering the gauge invariant for-
mulation of the spin-1 anomalous conformal current in
Sec. III. Namely, one can prove the following statements:
(i) For normalizable solution (9.18), modified Lorentz
gauge condition (9.15) leads to the differential con-
straint (3.4) of the spin-1 anomalous conformal
current.
(i1) Leftover on-shell gauge transformations (9.10),
(9.11), and (9.12) of normalizable solution (9.18)
lead to gauge transformations (3.6), (3.7), and (3.8)
of the spin-1 anomalous conformal current.

1 Transformations given in (9.10), (9.11), and (9.12) are off-
shell gauge transformations. Leftover on-shell gauge transfor-
mations are obtained from (9.10), (9.11), and (9.12) by using the
gauge transformation parameter which satisfies Eq. (9.17).
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(iii) On-shell global so(d, 2) symmetries of the normal-
izable modes of the spin-1 massive AdS,,, field
become global so(d, 2) conformal symmetries of
the spin-1 anomalous conformal current.

These statements can easily be proved by using the

following relations for the operator U ,:

T —apU, =U,y, (9.22)

T _—apU, =-U,0, (9.23)

T _,+ap(U,) =—zU,,0+20,, 9.24)
0,(zU,+1) = 2U,, (9.25)

which, in turn, can be obtained by using the following well-
known identities for the Bessel function:

TV‘]V =J-1 T—V‘]V = —Jyt1 (9.26)

Matching of the bulk modified Lorentz gauge and bound-
ary constraint.—As an illustration, we demonstrate how
the differential constraint for the anomalous conformal
current (3.4) can be obtained from the modified Lorentz
gauge condition (9.15). To this end, adapting relations
(9.22) and (9.23) for the respective v =k + 1 and
v = k — | we obtain the relations

T rapUent =Uo  TprapUer = U

9.27)

Plugging solutions ¢“, ¢.; (9.18) in C (9.9) and using
(9.27) we obtain the relation

C = UCon (9.28)

where C,, stands for the left-hand side of (3.4). From
(9.28), we see that our modified Lorentz gauge condition
C = 0 (9.15) leads indeed to a differential constraint for
the anomalous conformal current (3.4).

Matching of bulk and boundary gauge symmetries.—As
the second illustration, we demonstrate how gauge trans-
formations of the anomalous conformal current (3.6), (3.7),
and (3.8) can be obtained from leftover on-shell gauge
transformations of the massive AdS field (9.10), (9.11), and
(9.12). To this end we note that the corresponding normal-
izable solution of the equation for gauge transformation
parameter (9.17) takes the form

§(x,2) = Ueuro()- 9.29)

Plugging ¢“ (9.18) and £ (9.29) in (9.10), we see that (9.10)
leads indeed to (3.6). To match boundary gauge transfor-
mation (3.7) and bulk gauge transformation (9.11) we plug
the solution for ¢ (9.29) in bulk gauge transformation
(9.11) and adapt relation (9.22) for » = « to obtain

5¢_1()C, Z) = FQOTK—(I/Z)UK'fcur,O(x) = UK—lrgogcur,O(x)
(9.30)
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on the one hand. On the other hand, the solution for ¢ _;
(9.18) implies

5(,{)_1()(?, Z) = _UK—15¢cur,—l(x)-

Comparing (9.30) and (9.31) we see that boundary gauge
transformation (3.7) and bulk gauge transformation (9.11)
match. In the same way one can make sure that the remain-
ing boundary gauge transformation (3.8) and bulk gauge
transformation (9.12) also match.

Matching of bulk and boundary global symmetries.—
We note that the representation for generators given in
(8.2), (8.3), (8.4), and (8.5) is valid for the gauge invariant
theory of AdS fields. This to say that our modified Lorentz
gauge respects the Poincaré and dilatation symmetries, but
breaks the conformal boost symmetries (K¢ symmetries).
In other words, expressions for generators P¢, J% and D
given in (8.2), (8.3), and (8.4) are still valid for the gauge-
fixed AdS fields, while the expression for the generator K¢
(8.5) should be modified to restore K¢ symmetries for the
gauge-fixed AdS fields. Therefore, let us first demonstrate
the matching of the Poincaré and dilatation symmetries.
What is required is to demonstrate the matching of the
so(d,2) algebra generators for bulk AdS field given in
(8.2), (8.3), and (8.4) and the ones for the boundary con-
formal current given in (2.5), (2.6), and (2.7). As for gen-
erators of the Poincaré algebra, P, Jab, they already
coincide on both sides [see formulas (2.5) and (2.6) and
the respective formulas (8.2) and (8.3)]. Next, consider the
dilatation generator D. Here we need an explicit form of
the solution to the bulk theory equations of motion given in
(9.18). Using the notations D p4g and Dcpr to indicate the
respective realizations of the dilatation generator D on bulk
field (8.4) and boundary current (2.7), we obtain the
relations

(9.31)

Dpgs®d“(x, 2) = U, Dcpr &y o (%),
DAdSQZSfl(x’ 7) = _kalDCFTQZScur,fl(x)’
Dpgs®1(x, 2) = U,y 1 Depr e 1 (X),

(9.32)

where Dcgp corresponding to ¢¢ o, Peur,—1> Geur,1 Can be
obtained from (2.7) and the respective conformal dimen-
sions (3.2). Thus, the generators Dpgs and Dcpr also
match.

We now turn to the matching of the K¢ symmetries. As
we have already said, our modified Lorentz gauge breaks
the K¢ symmetries. To demonstrate this we note that K¢
transformations of gauge fields (9.6) are given by

Ka¢b — sz)b + Mabed)e + Znabr20¢1 + Znabr20¢7l
_% 28a¢b,
K¢, = Ky, — ngo =120,

K¢ = K{p_ —2r?¢" —32%0"¢_,, (9.33)
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where K{ and M are defined in (2.12) and (2.13), while
A is given in (8.4). Using these transformation rules we
find that C (9.9) transforms as

K‘C =K%, ,C—129°C — 297, (9.34)
i.e., we see that the modified Lorentz gauge condition
C = 0 is not invariant under the K¢ transformations,
KiCle—g = =20 (9.35)
This implies that generator K given in (8.5) should be
modified to restore the K¢ symmetries of the gauge-fixed
AdS field theory. To restore these broken K symmetries
we should, following standard procedure, add compensat-
ing gauge transformations to maintain the K symmetries.
Thus, in order to find improved Ko transformations of
the gauge-fixed AdS fields (9.6) we start with the generic
global K¢ transformations (9.33) supplemented by the
appropriate compensating gauge transformations

Kﬁnpr(ﬁb — K"d)b + abg’(",
Kil:‘npr(ﬁ*l = Ka(b*l + r(z)OTK*(l/Z)gKa’
Kiamprd)l = Ka¢1 + rgoT—K—(1/2)§Kuv

(9.36)

where &K stands for the parameter of the compensating
gauge transformations. Computing the Kipr transforma-

tion of C

K¢ .C=K§, C—3z29°C — 2¢° + O,&X,

impr

9.37)

and requiring the K¢  transformation to maintain the

impr
gauge condition C = 0,

Kiamprch’:O =0, (9.38)
we get the equation for £X*
0,65 — 24 = 0. (9.39)

Thus, we obtain the nonhomogeneous second-order differ-
ential equation for the compensating gauge transformation
parameter £X. Plugging normalizable solution (9.18) in
(9.39) we obtain the equation:

O, €5 (x, 2) = 20Ul o). (9:40)
Using (9.25), the solution to Eq. (9.40) is easily found to be
§Kﬂ (x) Z) = ZUK+ 1 ¢Zur,o(x)~

Plugging (9.18) and (9.41) in (9.36), we make sure that
improved Ki{ . transformations lead to the conformal

9.41)

boost transformations for the spin-1 anomalous conformal
current given in (2.4) and (2.8) with operator R* defined
in (3.9).
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C. AdS/CFT correspondence for anomalous shadow
field and non-normalizable mode
of massive AdS field

We proceed to a discussion of AdS/CFT correspondence
for the bulk spin-1 massive AdS field and boundary spin-1
anomalous shadow field.

Matching of the effective action and boundary two-point
vertex.—In order to find the bulk effective action S we
should, following the standard strategy, solve the bulk
equations of motion with the Dirichlet problem corre-
sponding to the boundary anomalous shadow field and
plug the solution into the bulk action. Using gauge invari-
ant equations of motion (9.13) in bulk action (9.7), we
obtain the following effective action:

Setf = — fddXLeff

0> (9.42)

1 1
Loy = §¢0TK*(1/2)¢a + 3 Z ¢,\TK7(1/2)+/\¢/\

A=*1

1
_E(T‘(z)o(ﬁ,l + r?od)l)c. (943)
As we have already seen, the use of the modified Lorentz
gauge considerably simplifies the equations of motion.
Now, using modified Lorentz gauge (9.15) in (9.43), we
obtain

1 1
L ogle—o = §¢aTK*(1/2)¢a + 3 Z AT —(1/2)+2P 0

A==%1
(9.44)

i.e. we see that L is also simplified. In order to find S
we should solve gauge-fixed equations of motion (9.16)
with the Dirichlet problem corresponding to the boundary
anomalous shadow field and plug the solution into (9.44).
We now discuss the solution to equations of motion (9.16).

Because gauge-fixed equations of motion (9.16) are
similar to the ones for the scalar AdS field (8.14) we can
simply apply the result in Sec. VIII. This is to say that the
solution of Egs. (9.16) with the Dirichlet problem corre-
sponding to the spin-1 anomalous shadow field takes the
form

$(x,2) = oy / dyG,(x = y, )¢5, o),

b-1662) = 001 [ A6, 1= D) 9.45)
¢1(x, 2) = o [d"me(x =% Db 1),

oo =1, (9.46)

oot = —ﬁ, oo1 = 2K, (9.47)

where the Green function is given in (8.22).
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Using the asymptotic behavior of the Green function G,
(8.24), we find the asymptotic behavior of our solution

—0 _
d(x,2) =2 K+(l/2)¢gh,o(x),
ST
b 1(x, Z)Z—’ - m¢sh,1(x), (9.48)

b1(x, )20z D (),

From these expressions, we see that our solution has indeed
asymptotic behavior corresponding to the spin-1 anoma-
lous shadow field. Note that because the solution has non-
integrable asymptotic behavior (9.48), such a solution is
referred to as the non-normalizable solution in the
literature.

We now explain the choice of the normalization factors
010, 00+ in (9.46) and (9.47). The choice of o is a
matter of convention. Following commonly used conven-
tion, we set this normalization factor to be equal to 1. The
remaining normalization factors o+ are then determined
uniquely by requiring that the modified Lorentz gauge
condition for the spin-1 massive AdS field (9.15) amount
to the differential constraint for the spin-1 anomalous
shadow field (4.3). With the choice made in (9.46) and
(9.47) we find the relations

99 = fddyGK(x - Z)aad)gh,()(y)’

T _rapb-1 = f dyG, (x =y, 2) b1 (), (9.49)

TK+(1/2)¢1 = [ddyGK(x -0 Z)D(ﬁsh,fl(y)-

From these relations and (9.9), we see that our choice of
01 +1 (9.47) allows us to match the modified Lorentz gauge
for the spin-1 massive AdS field (9.15) and the differential
constraint for the spin-1 anomalous shadow field given in
(4.3). We note the helpful relations for the Green function
which we use for the derivation of relations (9.49),

T wr1/2Ge1 = —2(k = 1)G,,

1 (9.50)
TK+(1/2)GK+1 = _KDGK)
where G, = G, (x — y, 2).

All that remains to obtain S is to plug the solution of
the Dirichlet problem for the AdS field (9.45) into (9.42)
and (9.44). Using the general formula given in (8.28), we
obtain

- Seff = 2KCKF, (951)

where « and c,. are defined in (3.3) and (8.23), respectively,
and I' is the gauge invariant two-point vertex of the spin-1
anomalous shadow field given in (4.8) and (4.9).

Thus we see that imposing the modified Lorentz gauge
on the spin-1 massive AdS field and computing the bulk
action on the solution of equations of motion with the
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Dirichlet problem corresponding to the boundary anoma-
lous shadow field, we obtain the gauge invariant two-point
vertex of the spin-1 anomalous shadow field.

Because in the literature S is expressed in terms of
the two-point vertex taken in the Stueckelberg gauge
frame, I8 (4.15), we use (4.14) and represent our result
(9.51) as

— K(2K + d) CKI‘stand_

Y (9.52)

This relation was obtained in Ref. [10]. The fact that S is
proportional to I ig expected because of the conformal
symmetry, but for the systematical study of AdS/CFT
correspondence it is important to know the normalization
factor in front of I (9.52). Our normalization factor
coincides with the one found in Ref. [10]."7

Note that we have obtained the more general relation
given in (9.51), while relation (9.52) is obtained from
(9.51) by using the Stueckelberg gauge frame. An attrac-
tive feature of our approach is that it provides the possi-
bility to use other gauge conditions which might be
preferable in certain applications. This is to say that, in
the light-cone gauge frame, relation (9.51) takes the form

— S = 2k, 0, (9.53)

Note that the transformation of relation (9.52) to the one in
(9.53) requires cumbersome computations because the
Stueckelberg gauge frame removes the scalar field entering
the light-cone gauge frame (see Secs. [V B and IV C). It is
relation (9.53) that seems to be the most suitable for the
study of the duality of the light-cone gauge Green-Schwarz
AdS superstring and the corresponding boundary gauge
theory.

Matching of bulk and boundary gauge symmetries.—
The modified Lorentz gauge (9.15) and gauge-fixed equa-
tions (9.16) are invariant under gauge transformations
given in (9.10), (9.11), and (9.12) provided the gauge trans-
formation parameter satisfies Eq. (9.17). The non-
normalizable solution to this equation is given by

£(x,2) = [ d'yG o (x — y, (). (9.54)

We now note that, on the one hand, plugging (9.54) in
(9.10), (9.11), and (9.12) and using relations (9.50) we
represent the on-shell gauge transformations of ¢“(x, z),

¢_1(x, ), and ¢ (x, z) as

The computation of S for the spin-1 massless field may be
found in Ref. [36] and, in the framework of our approach, in
Ref. [9].
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00* = [ diyGlx = 3,23 €a (),
400
6, = 2(% [ddkafl(x =3 20&a(),  (9.55)
k—1)

8y = —2ur f d?yG i (x = 3, D)éa().

On the other hand, relations (9.45) imply
00°(5.2) = oy [[d'yGlx =3, 255,0),
S¢p_i(x2) =0y jddyGK—l(x = 02)8¢q1(y), (9.56)

8¢ (x,2) = (o8 fddyGK+1(‘x - W Z)Sd)sh,fl(y)'

Comparing (9.55) with (9.56) we see that the on-shell
leftover gauge symmetries of the solution of the Dirichlet
problem for the spin-1 massive AdS field amount to gauge
symmetries of the spin-1 anomalous shadow field (4.4),
(4.5), and (4.6).

Matching of bulk and boundary global symmetries.—
The matching can be demonstrated by following the pro-
cedure we used for the spin-1 anomalous current in
Sec. IX B. Therefore to avoid repetitions we briefly discuss
some necessary details. The matching of bulk and bound-
ary Poincaré symmetries is obvious. Using conformal di-
mensions for the spin-1 anomalous shadow field given in
(4.2), the solution for bulk fields in (9.45), and the bulk
dilatation operator (8.4) we make sure that the dilatation
bulk and boundary symmetries also match. In order to
match K¢ symmetries we consider improved Kif . trans-

formations with compensating gauge transformation pa-
rameters satisfying Eqgs. (9.39). Using the relation for the
Green function

0,(zG,-1) = —4(v — 1)G,, 9.57)

it is easy to see that the solution to Eq. (9.39) with ¢ as in
(9.45) is given by

£°(5,2) = 20fy [ dGi(x =3 Do) O59

é’ - 1

ot = TP (9.59)
Using (9.45) and (9.58) in (9.36), we make sure that im-
proved bulk Ki = symmetries amount to K symmetries of
the spin-1 anomalous shadow field given in (2.8) and (4.7).
To summarize, we note that it is the matching of the bulk
on-shell leftover gauge symmetries of the solution to the
Dirichlet problem and bulk global symmetries and the
respective boundary gauge symmetries of the anomalous
shadow field and boundary global symmetries that explains
why the effective action coincides with the gauge invariant
two-point vertex for the boundary anomalous shadow field

[see (9.51)].
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X. ADS/CFT CORRESPONDENCE FOR
SPIN-2 FIELDS

Before discussing AdS/CFT correspondence for the
spin-2 massive AdS field and spin-2 anomalous conformal
current and shadow field we present our CFT adapted
gauge invariant approach to the spin-2 massive AdS field.
Because our approach is closely related to the gauge in-
variant approach to the massive field we start with a brief
review of the latter approach.

Gauge invariant approach to the spin-2 massive field in
AdS, . space.—In the gauge invariant approach, the spin-
2 massive field is described by gauge fields

DB, DA, D, (10.1)
which transform in the respective rank-2 tensor, vector, and
scalar representations of so(d, 1) algebra. In the Lorentzian
signature, the Lagrangian found in Ref. [39] takes the
form'®

1 1 1 1
E.E = Z(I)ABEEH(I)AB + E(I)AEMaXCI)A + ECI)DZ(I)
+ mPA(DEDEA — DADBE) + fODAPA
m?—2 m>+d—2

— (I)AB(I)AB + (I)AA $BB
4 4
fm d (d+ 1Dm?
+ I —PMD — —PAPA + ————— P? 10.2
2 2 -1 o {102
2d 172
F= (ﬁmZ + Zd) , (10.3)

where the respective second-derivative Einstein-Hilbert
and Maxwell operators Egy, Epgy are given by

EEH(I)AB — DZq)AB _ DADC(DCB _ DBDC(I)CA
+ DA DB(I)CC + nAB(DCDE(DCE _ DZCI)CC),
Epo @4 = D20A — DADBDE, (10.4)

Lagrangian (10.2) is invariant under gauge transformations

2m
SPAB = DAEB + DBFA T pABE
d—1"
SPA = DAE — mEA, (10.5)
8b = —fE,
where 24, E are gauge transformation parameters. In

Ref. [12], we found new representation for Lagrangian
(10.2),

'8 A recent interesting discussion of massive AdS fields may be
found in [40].
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1 1
1‘5 — _(I)AB(D2 —m? + 2)@,43 _ _(I)AA(DZ — m2
e 4 8
1
—2d + 4)P5B + Eq)A(Dz —m? — d)o4

1 1 1

(10.6)

CA = DFQBA — %DA@BB + mdA,

(10.7)
C, = DA + %@AA + fD.

From (10.6), we see that it is the use of quantities C4 and
Cy that simplifies the structure of the gauge invariant
Lagrangian. We note also that the relations C4 =0,
Cy = 0 define the standard de Donder gauge condition
for the spin-2 massive field.'

Interrelation of the gauge invariant Lagrangian and
Pauli-Fier; Lagrangian.—As is well known, the spin-2
massive AdS field can be described by the Pauli-Fierz
Lagrangian given by

1 1 m? — 2

- Lpp = 2 Dpf (Epn Ppp)*? — DREDLE
m?>+d—2
— N OTIS (10.8)

where @48 is the rank-2 tensor field of so(d, 1) algebra.
The Pauli-Fierz Lagrangian can be obtained from the
gauge invariant Lagrangian (10.2) in an obvious way.
Namely, gauge transformations (10.5) allow us to gauge
away the fields @4 and ®. Doing so and identifying the
rank-2 tensor field in (10.1) with ®48, we get the Pauli-
Fierz Lagrangian from the gauge invariant Lagrangian
(10.2),
£ PF - £|®ABE(D/;};’¢A:0,(I):0' (109)
For the case of flat space, it is well known that the gauge
invariant Lagrangian can be obtained from the Pauli-Fierz
Lagrangian. It turns out that this interrelation is still valid
in AdS space too. Namely, introducing the following rep-

resentation of the Pauli-Fierz field in terms of gauge fields
(10.1):

1 2
Do = PAB + — (DAPE + DEPA) + — DADED
m mf

2m

AB
Ta-orT ?

(10.10)

A recent discussion of the standard de Donder-Feynman
gauge for massless fields may be found in Refs. [41-43]. To
our knowledge the explicit form of C4, Cy (10.7) has not been
discussed in the earlier literature.
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and plugging such ®3Z (10.10) into the Pauli-Fierz
Lagrangian (10.8), we obtain the gauge invariant
Lagrangian (10.2).%°

A. CFT adapted gauge invariant approach to the spin-2
massive field in AdS;

We now discuss our CFT adapted approach to the spin-2
massive AdS field. For details of the derivation of the CFT
adapted gauge invariant Lagrangian, see Appendix B.

In our approach, the spin-2 massive field is described by
the gauge fields

(bab’
by, é1,
¢—27 d)()’ ¢2'

(10.11)

The fields ¢, 4, and ¢, ¢+, are the respective rank-2
tensor, vector and scalar fields of the so(d) algebra. The
CFT adapted gauge invariant Lagrangian for these fields
takes the form [12]

1 1
£ =_|d ab|2 _ _ dde 2
4| o 8| o
1 1
+3 |T —1/2)d“°1* — 3 |7 — 1y o I?

1
+ = Z (Idgs1> + |TK7(1/2)+/\¢3|2)

2,5
1
+ 3 Z (ldppl> + T —1/2+2021»)
A=0,+2
1o 1
~ €U = 3C,C = 5CCy, (10.12)

where we use the notation

Co =00 —199¢pb" + rOT _ (1007,
+ F(}OTﬁ(l/z)Wfr
Cp =098 = 30T (1™ + rl°T (150
+ \/EFEOTK+(3/2)¢2:
C_y = 9%, — 0T _ ™ + V2r! T /P2
+ rngK—(1/2)¢0: (10.13)

and T, is given in (8.12), while « and 7" rp are defined
in (5.3) and (5.7), respectively. Lagrangian (10.12) is in-
variant under the gauge transformations

20To our knowledge, formula (10.10) is new and has not been
discussed in the earlier literature. For 4d flat space, formula
(10.10) was given in Ref. [44], while for flat space with d > 4, in
Ref. [8].
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2P
5¢ah — 8“§b + ahéra + d7f27]ahTK+(1/2)§l

+d2r_20271“hTK+(1/2)§1,
8%, = 99 + 10T 1 0)&,
o] = 99, + r(}OT—K—(lm)ga,
op_, = \/EFBITK—G/z)f—p
8o =ri"T sqméy + 10T _rapé—is

0, = \/Er}OT—K—(?)/Z)é‘:lr

(10.14)

where £¢, £, are gauge transformation parameters.
The gauge invariant equations of motion obtained from
Lagrangian (10.12) take the form

Ot — gact — ghee — 2210 1 C
P 40 - —wra/b-

B zrgonab
d—2
O, — 99C_y — 10T _(1/5C* =0,
Oes19§ — 0°Cy = rPT o (1/9C* =0,
Ue2p 5 — \/EFSITK—@/z)C—l =0,
Lo — r(}lT—K+(1/2)C—1 - V;OTK+(1/2)C1 =0,
U260y — \/EF}OT—K—@/z)Cl =0,

T +1/C1 =0,

(10.15)

where [, is defined in (8.15). We see that the gauge
invariant equations of motion are coupled.

Global AdS symmetries—We now discuss the realiza-
tion of the global AdS symmetries on the space of gauge
fields (10.11). The realization of the global AdS symme-
tries is already given in (8.2)-(8.8). All that remains to
complete the description of these symmetries is to find
the realization of the operator R{, on the space of gauge

fields (10.11). The action of the operator R{ on the space
of gauge fields (10.11) is found to be

znbc .
d- 2¢‘>

R?O)d)hc — Zr(}O(nub(i)Ll- + nac(ﬁ? —

277170
(e, gt - gt
d—2
Riy#t = —arf o + an(V2rf s + ri o),
R?o)d’lll = _Z’”(z)od’ah + zn“b(\/ir?%bfz + r(}‘ bo),
RG by = —2N2rl0¢,
R?O)qbo = —Zréoqﬁ‘f - nglgb‘il,

Ri b5 = =220 . (10.16)

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 83, 106004 (2011)

Modified de Donder gauge.—The modified de Donder
gauge is defined to be

Cc=0, C_;=0 C;=0, modifieddeDonder gauge,

(10.17)

where C¢, C. are given in (10.13). Using this gauge in
equations of motion (10.15) gives the surprisingly simple
gauge-fixed equations of motion,

O, =0,
DK+)\¢/\ = 0’

DK+A¢§ = 0) A= il’

A=0,£2. (10.18)

We see that the gauge-fixed equations are decoupled.

The modified de Donder gauge and gauge-fixed equa-
tions have leftover on-shell gauge symmetry. Namely, the
modified de Donder gauge (10.17) and gauge-fixed equa-
tions (10.18) are invariant under the gauge transformations
given in (10.14) provided the gauge transformation pa-
rameters satisfy the equations

&4 =0, A= *1.

Ueraér =0, (10.19)

B. AdS/CFT correspondence for anomalous current
and normalizable modes of massive AdS field

We are now ready to discuss the AdS/CFT correspon-
dence for the bulk spin-2 massive AdS field and boundary
spin-2 anomalous conformal current.?' To this end we use
our CFT adapted approach to AdS field dynamics and the
modified de Donder gauge.

First of all, we note that the normalizable solution of
equations of motion (10.18) is given by

¢ (x,2) = U o (%),

¢ (x,2) = —Up1 98y 1 (%),
1, 2) = U1 $u, (%),

¢-2(x,2) = Up—rbeur,—2(%),
$o(x, 2) = —UxPeuro(x),
$2(x, 2) = Uz Peur,2 (%),

(10.20)

where U, is defined in (9.19). From (10.20), we find the
asymptotic behavior of the normalizable solution

2'To our knowledge AdS/CFT correspondence for the bulk
spin-2 massive AdS field and boundary spin-2 anomalous con-
formal current has not been studied in the literature.
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z—0
¢ab(x’ Z) _, ZK+(1/2)¢?€1}1‘,0(X)’
¢, (6 )= = 2 (g, (),
k+(3/2)
—0 Z
de(x, 2)= Gt (),

2+ D) bDeur1
—(
b a(x, 2) = dr(k + DO 5 (x),

—0
¢O(x’ Z)Z_' - ZK+(1/2)¢cur,0(x)»

(10.21)

From (10.21), we see that the fields ¢&> . ¢& .1, beuro-
¢ cur,+> are indeed boundary values of the normalizable
solution. Moreover, in the right-hand side of (10.20), we
use the notation gfr,o’ turt1> Peur0s Peur,=2 because
these boundary values turn out to be the gauge fields
entering our gauge invariant formulation of the spin-2
anomalous conformal current in Sec. VA. Namely, one
can prove the following statements:

(1) Leftover on-shell gauge transformations (10.14) of
the normalizable solution (10.20) lead to gauge
transformations of the anomalous conformal current
(5.8).

(i) For the normalizable solution (10.20), the modified
de Donder gauge condition (10.17) leads to the
differential constraints (5.4), (5.5), and (5.6) of the
anomalous conformal current.

(iii) On-shell global so(d,2) bulk symmetries of the
normalizable spin-2 massive modes in AdS,;; be-

come global so(d, 2) boundary conformal symme-
tries of the spin-2 anomalous conformal current.

These statements can be proved following the procedure
we demonstrated for the spin-1 fields in Sec. IXB.
Therefore, to avoid repetitions we briefly discuss some
necessary details.

Matching of bulk and boundary gauge symmetries.—To
match gauge symmetries we analyze leftover on-shell
gauge symmetries which are described by the solutions
of equations given in (10.19). The normalizable solution to
these equations takes the form,

§4(x, 2) = U &dyox),
f*l(x: Z) == U;cflfcur,fl(x)r
é:l(x’ Z) = UK+1§cur,1(x)-

(10.22)

Plugging (10.20) and (10.22) into bulk gauge transforma-
tions (10.14) we make sure that the leftover on-shell
bulk gauge transformations amount to boundary gauge

ZTransformations given in (10.14) are off-shell gauge trans-
formations. Leftover on-shell gauge transformations are ob-
tained from (10.14) by using gauge transformation parameters
which satisfy Egs. (10.19).
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transformations of the spin-2 anomalous conformal current
given in (5.8).

Matching of bulk de Donder gauge and boundary dif-
ferential constraints.—Plugging the solution to equations
for AdS fields (10.20) into the modified de Donder gauge
and using relations (9.22) and (9.23), we make sure that the
modified de Donder gauge (10.17) amounts to differential
constrains (5.4), (5.5), and (5.6).

Matching of bulk and boundary global symmetries.—
The matching of bulk and boundary Poincaré symmetries
is obvious. Using conformal dimensions for the spin-2
anomalous current given in (5.2), the solution for bulk
fields in (10.20), and the bulk dilatation operator (8.4) we
make sure that the dilatation bulk and boundary symme-
tries also match. As before, what is nontrivial is to match
K“ symmetries. As in the case of the modified Lorentz
gauge, the modified de Donder gauge breaks bulk K¢
symmetries. In order to restore these broken K¢ symme-
tries we add compensating gauge transformations to the
generic K* symmetries,

Ko = K@+ 8 e (10.23)

impr

The compensating gauge transformation parameters can
usually be found by requiring improved transformations
(10.23) to maintain the modified de Donder gauge (10.17),
K¢ Ch=0,

impr Kiamprcfl = O) Kiamprcl = O (1024)

Doing so, we make sure that Eqs. (10.24) amount to the
equations for the compensating gauge transformation pa-
rameters,

Dkfbka — 2¢ab _ nab(bcc’
0,1 €5 =209,
Oe1 €5 =264,

Using (9.25) and (10.20), we find the solution for the
compensating gauge transformation parameters,

" (x, 2) = 2U 1 (D0 (x) — 3™ b6 0 (),
&8 (n 2) = —zUx - (0),

K (5, 2) = U, 9% (5),
where operator U, is given in (9.19). Plugging (10.20) and

(10.26) in (10.23), we make sure that the improved bulk

K, symmetries of the spin-2 massive AdS field amount
to K¢ symmetries of the spin-2 anomalous conformal

current given in (2.8) and (5.9).

(10.25)

(10.26)

C. AdS/CFT correspondence for anomalous shadow
field and non-normalizable mode
of massive AdS field

We proceed to a discussion of AdS/CFT correspondence
for the bulk spin-2 massive AdS field and boundary spin-2
anomalous shadow field.
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Matching of the effective action and boundary two-point
vertex. In order to find S we should solve the equations of
motion with the Dirichlet problem corresponding to the
boundary anomalous shadow field and plug the solution
into action. Using equations of motion (10.15) in the bulk
action (9.7) with Lagrangian (10.12), we obtain the bound-
ary effective action (9.42) with L given by

1 1
L= Z¢“”TK7(1/2)¢’”’ - §¢“” T -/ d”

1
+ 3 Z AT sa—(1/2) P4

A==*1

1
+ 3 Z ¢/\TK+/\—(1/2)¢)“

A=0,+2
1
(e, + P gpCe
00 /01 01
(e -, — £ )C_
(5502 "Ln)ce
r(}o 10 r}o
(== — =y ——=, |C|. 10.27
( n ¢ > bo \/5(]52) 1 ( )
We have demonstrated that the use of the modified de
Donder gauge considerably simplifies the equations of

motion. Now using modified de Donder gauge (10.17) in
(10.27), we obtain

1 1
Lefflc(f;"o =2 ST 19 — 3 T 1B

1
+§ Z ¢()1.TK7(1/2)+,\¢K

A=*1

1
+= Z DT —(1/+2 0

(10.28)
2 A=0,%2

i.e., we see that L is also considerably simplified. To find
S.tr we should solve the gauge-fixed equations of motion
(10.18) with the Dirichlet problem corresponding to the
boundary anomalous shadow field and plug the solution
into L. To this end we discuss the solution of the
equations of motion (10.18).

Our equations of motion take the decoupled form and
similar to the equations of motion for the massive scalar
AdS field. Therefore, we can apply the procedure described
in Sec. VIII. Doing so, we obtain the solution of Eq. (10.18)
with the Dirichlet problem corresponding to the spin-2
anomalous shadow field,

G (x,2) = 2 f dyG(x — v, DBy, (1029)

P5(x2) =01 [ddyGK+A(x =0 D¢5 0, A==*1

(10.30)
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d’/\(X,Z):0'0,A[ddyGKH(x_y,Z)fﬁsh,—,\(y), A=0,%2,

(10.31)
g0 = 1, (1032)
1
O1L,-1 = “ 57 v o1 =2k
' 2k — 1) '
1
00,2 = 4—(K “Dxk—2) (10.33)
0'0’0 = _1, 0'0‘2 - 4K(K + 1),

where the Green function G, is given in (8.22), while « is
defined in (5.3). The choice of normalization factor o
(10.32) is a matter of convention. The remaining normal-
ization factors given in (10.33) are uniquely determined by
requiring that the modified de Donder gauge (10.17)
amount to the differential constraints for the spin-2 anoma-
lous shadow field.

Using the asymptotic behavior of the Green function
given in (8.24), we find the asymptotic behavior of our
solution

z—0

¢ab(x’ )5 Z—K+(1/2)¢Z£O(x),
0 Z*K+(3/2)
¢ ()= — 2= P,
¢4(x, )= 26z <D s (), 10.34
0 Z—K+(5/2) (10.34)
b ox, 2)— m D2 (),

—0
¢0(-x: Z)z_) - ZiKJr(l/z) ¢Sh,0(-x)’

—0 o
b6, 2) = dr(k + DNz CP g 5 (x),

which tells us that the solution (10.29), (10.30), and (10.31)
has indeed asymptotic behavior corresponding to the
anomalous shadow field.

Finally, to obtain the effective action we plug the solu-
tion of the Dirichlet problem for AdS fields, (10.29),
(10.30), and (10.31) into (9.42) and (10.28). Using the
general formula given in (8.28), we obtain

— Sut = 2k, T (10.35)

where « and c, are defined in (5.3) and (8.23), respectively,
and I is the gauge invariant two-point vertex of the spin-2
anomalous shadow field given in (4.8) and (6.8).

Thus, using the modified de Donder gauge for the spin-2
massive AdS field and computing the bulk action on the
solution of equations of motion with the Dirichlet problem
corresponding to the boundary anomalous shadow field,
we obtain the gauge invariant two-point vertex of the spin-
2 anomalous shadow field.
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Using (6.12), we can represent our result (10.35) in the
Stueckelberg gauge frame

k(2K +d +2)

I‘stand
202k +d—2)

= Sert = (10.36)
while, in the light-cone gauge frame, our result is repre-

sented as

— Ser = 2kc, 1), (10.37)

where I'¢) is given in (6.18). Relation (10.36) with the
normalization factor in front of I as in (10.36) was
obtained in Ref. [11].>> Note that we have obtained the
more general relation given in (10.35), while relation
(10.36) is obtained from (10.35) by using the
Stueckelberg gauge frame. It is our general relation
(10.35) that provides the possibility for the derivation of
all other relations like the ones in (10.36) and (10.37) just
by choosing appropriate gauge conditions. Note that the
transformation of relation (10.36) to the one in (10.37)
requires cumbersome computations because the
Stueckelberg gauge frame removes the vector and scalar
field entering the light-cone gauge frame (see Secs. VIB
and VIC).

Matching of bulk and boundary gauge symmetries.—
The modified de Donder gauge (10.17) and gauge-fixed
equations (10.18) are invariant under the gauge transfor-
mations given in (10.14) provided the gauge transforma-
tion parameters satisfy Egs. (10.19). The non-normalizable
solution to Egs. (10.19) is given by

£9(x,2) = [ d1yGy(x = y, Do),
(10.38)

£1(02) = o [ d1yG i (x = . D20,

= *1, where o+, are given in (10.33). Plugging
(10.38), (10.29), (10.30), and (10.31) in (10.14) we make
sure the on-shell leftover gauge symmetries of the solution
of the Dirichlet problem for the spin-2 massive AdS field
amount to the gauge symmetries of the spin-2 anomalous
shadow field (6.6).

Matching of bulk and boundary global symmetries.—
The matching can be demonstrated by following the pro-
cedure we used for the spin-2 anomalous current in
Sec. X B. Therefore to avoid repetitions we briefly discuss
some necessary details. The matching of bulk and bound-
ary Poincaré symmetries is obvious. Using conformal di-
mensions for the spin-2 anomalous shadow given in (6.2),
the solution for bulk fields in (10.29), (10.30), and (10.31),
and the bulk dilatation operator (8.4), we make sure that
dilatation bulk and boundary symmetries also match. In
order to match K symmetries we consider improved Ki .

The computation of S. for the spin-2 massless field may be
found in Refs. [45—47]. In the framework of our approach, S
was studied in Ref. [12].
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transformations (10.23) with gauge transformation pa-
rameters that satisfy Egs. (10.25). Using (9.57), we see
that the solution to Eqgs. (10.25) with the right-hand sides
as in (10.29) and (10.30) is given by

£ (x,2) = 20k, [ 4Gy (x — 7, 2)
ab 1 ab 4 cc
X sh,o()’) - E n sh,o(}’) i
£602) = 2ot [ dGyalx = 3,285, 0),
&' (x,2) = zof, fddyGK(x -y 2¢% (), (10.39)

1
I
o5y = ——— 10.4
2,0 2k 1) (10.40)

1
¢ _ ¢ = 1
HE T ) P ) R
where the Green function is given in (8.22). Using these
compensating gauge transformation parameters in im-
proved bulk Kif = symmetries (10.23) we make sure that

these Ki,, symmetries amount to K¢ symmetries of the
spin-2 anomalous shadow field given in (2.8) and (6.7).

To summarize, it is the matching of the bulk on-shell
leftover gauge symmetries of the solution to the Dirichlet
problem and bulk global symmetries and the respective
boundary gauge symmetries of the anomalous shadow field
and boundary global symmetries that explains why the
effective action coincides with the gauge invariant two-
point vertex for the boundary anomalous shadow field [see
(10.35)].

Comparing our results for the spin-1 and spin-2 fields
given in (9.51) and (10.35), respectively, we see that our
approach gives a uniform description of the interrelation
between the effective action of massive AdS fields and the
two-point gauge invariant vertex of shadow fields. Note
however that the value of « for the spin-1 field (3.3) should
not be confused with the one for the spin-2 field (5.3). For
the case of the arbitrary spin-s field, the x was found in

Refs. [12,48],
‘/ 5 < d— 4)2
K= 4m~+|s+ —2 .

All that is required to generalize relation (10.35) to arbi-
trary spin-s fields is to plug « (10.42) in (10.35). A detailed
study of arbitrary spin fields will be given in forthcoming
publication.

(10.41)

(10.42)

XI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we extend the gauge invariant
Stueckelberg approach to the CFT initiated in Refs. [8,9]
to the study of anomalous conformal currents and shadow
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fields. In the framework of the AdS/CFT correspondence
the anomalous conformal currents and shadow fields are
related to massive fields of AdS string theory. It is well
known that all Lorentz covariant approaches to string field
theory involve large amount of Stueckelberg fields and the
corresponding gauge symmetries (see, e.g., [49]). Because
our approach to anomalous conformal currents and shadow
fields also involves Stueckelberg fields we believe that our
approach will be helpful to understand string/gauge theory
duality better. Note also that we obtain the gauge invariant
vertex for anomalous shadow fields which provides quick
and easy access to the light-cone gauge vertex. In the
framework of AdS/CFT correspondence this vertex is re-
lated to the AdS field action evaluated on the solution of
the Dirichlet problem. Because one expects that the quan-
tization of the AdS superstring is straightforward only in
the light-cone gauge we believe that our light-cone gauge
vertex will also be helpful in various studies of AdS/CFT
duality. The results obtained should have a number of the
following interesting applications and generalizations.

(1) In this paper, we considered the gauge invariant
approach for spin-1 and spin-2 anomalous conformal
currents and shadow fields. It would be interesting to
generalize our approach to the case of arbitrary spin
anomalous conformal currents and shadow fields.

(i1) In this paper we studied the two-point gauge invari-
ant vertex of anomalous shadow fields. A general-
ization of our approach to the case of 3-point and
4-point gauge invariant vertices will give us the
possibility to study various applications of our ap-
proach along the lines of Refs. [50-52]

(iii)) Because our modified de Donder gauge leads to a
considerably simplified analysis of AdS field
dynamics we believe that this gauge might also
be useful to better understand various aspects of
AdS/QCD correspondence which are discussed,
e.g., in Refs. [53,54].

(iv) Dirac’s idea of arranging d-dimensional conformal
physics in d + 2 dimensional multiplets was heav-
ily pushed recently (see Refs. [55-57]). We think
that the use of the methods and approaches devel-
oped in Refs. [55-57] may be very useful for the
study of AdS/CFT correspondence.

(v) The Becchi-Rouet-Stora-Tyutin approach is one
of powerful approaches to the analysis of various
aspects of relativistic dynamics (see, e.g., Refs. [S8—
63]. We think that an extension of this approach to
the case anomalous conformal currents and shadow
fields should be relatively straightforward.

(vi) In the last few years, there were interesting devel-
opments in studying the mixed symmetry fields

[64—68]. It would be interesting to apply methods
developed in these references to studying anoma-
lous conformal currents and shadow fields. There
are other various interesting approaches in the
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literature which could be used to discuss the gauge
invariant formulation of anomalous conformal cur-
rents and shadow fields. This is to say that various
recently developed interesting formulations of field
dynamics in terms of unconstrained fields in flat
space may be found in Refs. [69-71].
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APPENDIX A: DERIVATION OF THE CFT
ADAPTED LAGRANGIAN FOR A
SPIN-1 MASSIVE FIELD IN AdS,;,

In this Appendix, we explain some details of the deri-
vation of the CFT adapted gauge invariant Lagrangian for
the spin-1 massive field given in (9.8). The presentation in
this Appendix is given by using the Lorentzian signature.
The Euclidean signature Lagrangian in Sec. IX A is ob-
tained from the Lorentzian signature Lagrangian by simple
substitution £ — — L.

Spin-1 massive field—We use the field ®* carrying
flat Lorentz algebra so(d, 1) vector indices A, B =
0,1,...,d — 1,d. The field ®* is related to the field carry-
ing the base manifold indices ®#, u =0, 1, ..., d, in the
standard way @4 = ¢4 ®#, where e is vielbein of
AdS,,, space. For the Poincaré parametrization of
AdS,;+; space (8.1), vielbein e* = e dx* and Lorentz
connection, de* + w8 A e® = 0, are given by

1

1
b= 1ok wff = L(o3h - 85N, (AD

where 8;{ is Kronecker delta symbol. We use a covariant
derivative with the flat indices DA,

Dy=eD,, DA = B Dy, (A2)
where ¢/ is the inverse of AdS vielbein, ¢ ef; = &% and
178 is the flat metric tensor. With a choice made in (A1),
the covariant derivative takes the form
DADE = GADE + 58D — pABd:,  §A=z04,  (A3)
where we adopt the following conventions for the deriva-
tives and coordinates: 94 = nABay, 9, = 9/9x",
xA = &4, x* = x4, x? with the identification x¢ = z.

In an arbitrary parametrization of AdS, the Lagrangian
of the spin-1 massive field is given in (9.4). We now use the
Poincaré parametrization of AdS and introduce the follow-
ing quantity:

C = DCOC + md + 2d-. (A4)
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We note that it is the relation C = 0 that defines the
modified Lorentz gauge. Using the relations (up to total
derivative)

E(DAEZ(I)A = e(fI)A(DOAdS - 1)(DA + 40:C

+ (d — 7) DD — 4mDD?), (AS)
e®D*P = e®) g5 P (A6)

C2 = C? — 4D°C + 4D P, (A7)
Ooags = 220+ 92 + (1 — d)zd,, (A8)

e = deteﬁ, we represent Lagrangian (9.4) and C (A4) as

1
671.[: = Eq)A(DOAdS - m2 +d— 1)(I)A

1 i
+ Eq)(DOAdS - m2)¢) + —d 2 3 (I)ZCI)Z
1
- 2mP P + ECz, (A9)
C = §4dA + (2 — d)D* + md. (A10)

Using canonically normalized fields 4, ®, and C
defined by

DA = Zd-1D/2A d = D2, C = z@a+n/2¢,
(A11)
we obtain
1. 1 d>—1
£=§®A(D+a§——2(m2+ +1—d))<I>A
Z

g 1 d? — 1\ =
+§(I)(D+8§——2<m2+ 1 ))(I)

Z
d—3 -« 2m- . 1
+ PPt — PP + — (2, Al2
22 2 2C (Al12)
Ceardr+° o1 ™, (A13)
Z Z

In terms of the sogd -1 1) tensorial components of the
field ®* given by ®¢, &7, Lagrangian (A12) and C (A13)
take the form

L=1/L+L,+ic? (A14)
L, =1dK,d* (A15)
—_ 1§z p z 1 T 2m T2
.£0 - ECI) K3—d¢) + Eq)Kd—lq) - Z—q) CI), (A16)
C= 990" + T5_gp® + 2, (A17)
Z
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, 1 1
Kw=[1+a§—?(x2—z+w), (A18)

where k and T, are defined in (3.3) and (8.12), respec-
tively. In terms of fields (9.6) defined by
P = ¢,
D= rPp_, + r20¢1,
d = —r2°¢—1 + %0,

(A19)

where r%°, ¥ are defined in (3.5), we represent L, (A15)
and L, (A16) as

1
Lo=3 2 daleardr  (A20)

A==*1

1
Ll =5 ¢aDK d)a)
2
while C (A17) takes the desired form given in (9.9).
Noticing the relation
Tt T = —92 + Lo 1
v v/ = —02 2\ 7 3)
and taking into account expressions for (1, (8.15) and £,
L, (A20), we see that Lagrangian (A14) takes the form of
the CFT adapted gauge invariant Lagrangian (9.8).
Lagrangian (9.4) is invariant under gauge transforma-
tions (9.3). Making the rescaling £ = Z@=3/2¢ we check

that these gauge transformations lead to the ones given in
(9.10), (9.11), and (9.12).

(A21)

APPENDIX B: DERIVATION OF THE CFT
ADAPTED LAGRANGIAN FOR THE
SPIN-2 MASSIVE FIELD IN AdS,;,

We present details of the derivation of the CFT adapted
gauge invariant Lagrangian and the respective gauge trans-
formations of the spin-2 massive field given in (10.12) and
(10.14).

In an arbitrary parametrization of AdS, the Lagrangian
for the spin-2 massive field is given in (10.6). We now use
the Poincaré parametrization of AdS and introduce the
following quantities:

CA = CA+ 20 — 54058, C=C, +20% (Bl

We note that it is the relations C* = 0, C = 0 that define
the modified de Donder gauge. Using the relations (up to
total derivative)

1 1
Ze(I)AB D2PAB = e(z fI)AB(DO AdS — 2)(I)AB
+ 270 puagen 4 prepia
2
— L_iq)AA(I)BB + Zq)zAcA _ q)AACZ
4

— 2mdHAPA + m(DAACI)Z), (B2)
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1CACA = 1CACH — 20HCA + DM + 20H P

_ Z(DZZCDAA + %(I)AA (I)BB, (B3)

E(I)ADZ(DA = e(@A(DOAdS - l)q)A +4(I)ZC + (d_ 7)q)Z(I)Z
—2mPA DT — 4 fDD), (B4)

C% = C? — 40:C + 4027, (BS)

where [y g5 is given in (A8), we represent Lagrangian
(10.6) and C#, C (B1) as

1 1
e 'L =Z(DAB(|:|0AdS —m?)PAB — g(DAA(DOAdS —m?)DBE

—|—%®ZA(I)ZA —2mPAPA
+%CDA(DOAdS - m2 —d— 1)q>A +?®Z®Z

- 2f(I)¢)Z + %(D(DOAdS - m2 - 2d)q)

1 1
—I—ECACA +§CC, (B6)
CA = §BpAB — %éACI)BB + (1 — )P + md4,

C = §d + (2 — d)d* + %@AA + f O, (B7)

Using canonically normalized fields and quantities C*, C,
DA =d-D2PA P = gd-D/2G,
C=r0C, (B3)

PAB = d=D/2HAB,

CA = d+D/2(A
we obtain

1 ~ipnn = 1 2isn = 12,4 -
.£ = Zq)ABKO(DAB - g(DAAKOq)BB + Eq)AKd+1q)A

L R

+ S - Lad + 00 +C8 B9)
€l = B = gD Ty B
G = 00— ST o+ Ty 7 2,

C =0 + T_y_3®° + ;&W +L, (B10)
Z Z

where k and Iew are defined in (5.3) and (A18), respec-
tively. In terms of new fields defined by the relations

d)ab — (i)ab + y i 5 nab(bzz’ d)za — (i)za’ d)a — &)a’

b = (i)zz, b= (i)z’ ¢ = (i)’ (B11)

NI
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Lagrangian £ (B9) and C4, C (B10) take the form

L=17Ly+ L+ L, +1crC* +1CC, (B12)

L, =1¢"Kop® — Lp* Ky, (B13)

1 N | BN 2m
L= F @K™ 5K g Z—2¢m¢“, (B14)

1 A 1 N 1 .
L= 3 PFKypg ™ + 3 Kyt + 3 bKrqd

2f

2
— _§¢zz¢z __2¢Z¢r (B15)
Z Z

~ 1 a
Ca = 3b¢ab_§aa¢bb+T(1fd)/2¢m _|_m;b ,

CZ — aa¢za _ lT ¢aa +uT (bzz + md)z
2 (d-1)/2 (B—d)/2 p s

(B16)

md)aa _ g¢ZZ f'_(ﬁ
2z d—2z =z~

d— 1\1/2
=(2—
! (d—z) ’

where f is defined in (10.3). We proceed as follows.
(i) First, we note that £, (B13) can be represented as

£2 — 711¢ah|:|x¢ah _ %(ﬁaal:‘,((,ébb,

where « and [J, are given in (5.3) and (8.15),
respectively.

(ii) Introducing vector fields ¢%, by the orthogonal
transformation

C = 8“(]5“ + T(3,d)/2¢z +

d—2\1/2
ek

T (B17)

(B18)

P = ’”2%"11 + r?O i

b= AP, 0,

(B19)

where 0, ¥% are given in (5.7) we cast L, (B14)

into the form

1
L, = 2 D P40 5. (B20)

A=*1

We note that the inverse of the transformation (B19)
is given by
a = }"00 za _ VOO a’
d) 1 Z ¢ 14 (f’ (B21)
¢(11 — r(ézOd)za + r(z)Od)a.

(iii) Introducing scalar fields ¢, ¢+, by the orthogonal
transformation
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L=sndoo t gyt sizd,,
b= 5315 + 536y T 52302,
b =531 5 T 53,0 + 53300,

(B22)

(Qk+d)2k +d—2)(d—2)\1/2
Sn _< 16k(x — 1)(d — 1) ) ’
(@ + d)2k — d)d\1/2
2 ( 8(k2 — 1)(d — 1) ) ’
@k — d)2k — d + 2)(d — 2\1/2
13T ( 16x(k + 1)(d — 1) ) ’
2k —d)2k +d — 2)\1/2
S21 = _< ) ,

8k(k — 1)
_(d(d—2)\!/2
2 <4(K2 - 1)) ’
_(Qk+ d)(2k — d + 2)\1/2
S < 8k(k + 1) ) ’

(2K = d)2k — d + 2)d\!/2
s31—( 16x(x = Dd=1) ) ,
_((2K +d—2)2k —d+2)(d— 2))1/2

32 8(<> — 1)(d — 1)
B 2k + d)2k +d — 2)d\!1/2
S < 16x(x + 1)(d — 1) ) ’ B23)
we cast L, (B15) into the form
1
Ly= 3 Z P r P (B24)
A=—2.02

For the reader’s convenience, we note that the
inverse of the transformation (B22) is given by

b2 =510 + 5% + 5319,
bo = 51207 + 50d" + 53,0,
by = 5130 + 53¢% + 5330.

(B25)

(iv) Representing C¢, C%, C in terms of the vector fields
¢4, and the scalar fields ¢, ¢+, and introducing
C“, C+, by relations

Cce = Ca
C, = r?ocz + r0C,

Cc_ = rQOCZ - rgoc,

(B26)

we find that these C%, C., take the form given in
(10.13). We note the helpful relation
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CACA+CC=cC*Cct+C_,C_, + C,C,. (B27)

(v) Making use of relation (A21) and taking into ac-
count expressions for £, (B18), L, (B20), L, (B24)
and formula (B27), we see that Lagrangian (B12)
takes the form of the CFT adapted gauge invariant
Lagrangian (10.12).

We now present some details of the derivation of gauge
transformations given in (10.14). Lagrangian (10.6) is in-
variant under gauge transformations given in (10.5). In
terms of canonically normalized fields (B8), these gauge
transformations take the form

~ 5 'm ab
SBP = 98 +aber — e+ T E
8D = 998 + T (g €9,

] 2m
Sh% = 2’]_,(01—3)/26Z + ma

6q~)a — aaf _ ﬂé_’a’ (B28)
Z

m
8D =T y_3ypé — ;fz,
f

b =-2¢
Z

In terms of fields defined in (B11), gauge transformations
(B28) take the form

2 ab 2m “
Sp™ = 9ub + 9P g + di 2'T—(cz—1)/2fz + d —772 &
0P = 99 + T(dfl)/zga’
mu
S = uT(d—3)/2§z + mf:
m
0t = 096 = — ¢,
m
8¢* =T (43 pé — — &,
z
e _[5‘ (B29)
Z

Introducing new gauge transformation parameters by the
orthogonal transformation

‘fz = r(z)oé‘:*l + r(é()ét]’

and using vector fields ¢4, (B21) and scalar fields ¢, ¢+,
(B25), we find that gauge transformations (B29) take de-
sired form given in (10.14).

&= —r‘}of,l +r90¢,,  (B30)
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