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Abstract: We obtain the off-shell nilpotent Becchi-Rouet-Stora-Tyutin (BRST) and anti-
BRST symmetry transformations (corresponding to the infinitesimal classical gauge sym-
metry transformations) for the Stückelberg-modified massive three (2 + 1)-dimensional
(3D) Abelian 2-form gauge theory with a single pseudo-scalar field. The latter field (hav-
ing the negative kinetic term and a well-defined mass) has already been shown (i) to exist
in the modified version of the standard 3D Stückelberg formalism (on solid mathematical
grounds), (ii) to be a possible candidate for dark matter, and (iii) to correspond to the
“phantom” field of some of the cosmological models of the Universe. A couple of high-
lights of our present endeavor are (i) the observation that, even though the pseudo-scalar
field does not transform under the gauge and (anti-)BRST symmetry transformations, it
appears in the first-class constraints which annihilate the physical states at the quantum
level, and (ii) the Noether conserved (anti-)BRST charges are found to be non-nilpotent.
In our present investigation, we derive (i) the coupled (but equivalent) BRST and anti-
BRST invariant Lagrangian densities, (ii) the conserved and off-shell nilpotent versions of
the (anti-)BRST charges and the conserved ghost charge, (iii) the (anti-)BRST invariant
Curci-Ferrari (CF) type restrictions, and (iv) the standard BRST algebra amongst the
conserved and nilpotent (anti-)BRST and conserved ghost charges of our theory.
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1 Introduction

The modern developments in the research activities, connected with the ideas behind (su-
per)string theories (see, e.g. [1-5] for details), have brought together a set of very active
researchers in the domain of theoretical high energy physics (THEP) as well as in the
realm of pure mathematics on an intellectual platform where both sets of researchers have
benefited from each-other. As far as the research activities in the realm of quantum field
theories are concerned, mention can be made of theoretical works done in the areas of (i) the
topological field theories (see, e.g. [6-9] and references therein), (ii) the higher spin gauge
theories (see, e.g. [10,11] and references therein), (iii) the supersymmetric Yang-Mills the-
ories (see, e.g. [12, 13] and references therein), etc., where there have been convergence of
ideas from THEP and pure mathematics. We have devoted time, during the last few years,
on the study of the higher p-form (p = 2, 3 . . .) gauge theories∗ which is inspired by the
ideas of (super)string theories because the higher p-form (p = 2, 3, . . .) basic fields appear
in the quantum excitations of the (super)strings. We have been able to establish that the
Stückelberg-modified massive and massless Abelian p-form (p = 1, 2, 3) gauge theories (in
D = 2p dimensions of spacetime) are the field-theoretic examples of Hodge theory (see,
e.g. [14-17] and references therein) within the framework of Becchi-Rouet-Stora-Tyutin
(BRST) formalism [18-21] where the discrete and continuous symmetries (and correspond-
ing Noether conserved charges) have been able to provide the physical realizations of the
de Rham cohomological operators (see. e.g. [22-26] for details) of differential geometry at
the algebraic level. It is quite obvious, from the above discussions, that the field-theoretic
models for Hodge theory are defined only in the even (i.e. D = 2p) dimensions of spacetime.

In our present investigation, we concentrate on the study of a specific massive higher
p-form (i.e. p = 2) gauge theory in the odd dimension (i.e. D = 3) of spacetime. We have
obtained a well-defined 3D Lagrangian density [cf. Eq. (1) below] for the modified massive
Abelain 2-form gauge theory where we have exploited the modification in the standard
Stückelberg technique [27,28] of replacement for the massive Abelian 2 -form gauge field.
In this modification, in addition to the presence of the standard Stückelberg vector field, we
have a single pseudo-scalar field which is incorporated on the basis of solid mathematical
arguments (see, e.g. [27-29] for details). The latter field appears in the theory with a neg-
ative kinetic term. However, it is endowed with a well-defined rest mass because it obeys
the standard Klein-Gordon equation of motion†. We have demonstrated the existence of
the first-class constraints on this (i.e. Stückelberg-modified) theory. The latter generate
the infinitesimal, local and continuous classical gauge symmetry transformations [cf. Eq.
(4) below]. We have generalized these classical gauge symmetry transformations to their
quantum counterparts as the BRST and anti-BRST symmetry transformations which are

∗The most successful theory in THEP is the standard model of particle physics (SMPP) which is based
on the interacting non-Abelian 1-form (i.e. p = 1) gauge theory where there has been stunning degree
of agreements between theory and experiment. However, it is plagued with a large number of adjustable
parameters and it does not include the theory of gravity (as far as its theoretical reach and range for the
unification scheme is concerned). Moreover, it has been experimentally verified that the weakly interacting
neutrinos have masses. This observation nullifies the basic principle on which the SMPP is based.

†Such kinds of fields are “exotic” fields and they have become quite popular in the realm of cosmological
models of the Universe where they have been christened as the “phantom” or “ghost” fields. These fields
(with negative kinetic terms and well defined masses) are also possible candidates for dark matter.
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respected by the coupled (but equivalent) Lagrangian densities. The latter owe their origin
to the (anti-)BRST invariant Curci-Ferrari (CF) type restrictions (which are the hallmark
of a properly BRST-quantized theory) and they also respect the ghost-scale symmetry
transformations. We have derived, in our present endeavor, the conserved and off-shell
nilpotent versions of the (anti-)BRST charges and the conserved ghost charge and demon-
strated that they obey the standard BRST algebra. The (anti-)BRST invariant CF-type
restrictions have been derived, in our present endeavor, from different theoretical angles.
These derivations happen to be one of the key highlights of our present investigation.

Against the backdrop of the above two paragraphs, it is crystal clear that our present
investigation is different from the Stückelberg-modified massive Abelian 2-form (i.e. p = 2)
gauge theory which has been already established by us as a field-theoretic model for Hodge
theory in D = 4 dimensions of spacetime (see. e.g. [14, 28] for details) where (i) a pseudo-
scalar field, and (ii) an axial-vector field have been shown to possess (a) the negative kinetic
terms, and (b) the well-defined masses. In other words, we have been able to establish that
there are two “exotic” fields in the above modified massive 4D field-theoretic model for
Hodge theory which play very decisive roles in the realm of the cyclic, bouncing and self
accelerated cosmological models of the Universe (see, e.g. [30-32]) and they are also a set
of possible candidates for dark matter (see, e.g. [33,34] for details). We firmly believe that
all the modified massive 2p-dimensional Abelian p-form models for Hodge theory, within
the framework of our BRST approach, are endowed with a tower of p-number of “exotic”
fields and it is not clear whether all of them are the most fundamental “exotic” fields
or only some of them. This is not the case with our present investigation where only a
single pseudo-scalar field has been shown to be an “exotic” field. It is appropriate, at this
juncture, to highlight point-by-point, some of the key differences between our present work
and our earlier work on the 4D modified massive Abelian 2-form theory (see, e.g. [14, 28] ).
First of all, we are dealing with an odd dimensional (i.e. D = 3 ) modified massive Abeian
2-form theory which is not the case with our earlier work [14,28] which is a 4D theory.
Second, as pointed our earlier, there is only one “exotic” field in our present theory unlike
our previous works [14, 28] where there are two. Finally, in our present endeavor, there is
no presence of an axial-vector field as an “exotic” field as is the case in our earlier works.

Our present investigation is essential and important on the following counts. First
of all, as pointed out earlier, we have shown the existence of a single pseudo-scalar field
which appears in our theory with a negative kinetic term and possesses a well-defined rest
mass. Hence, we have a single “exotic” field in our theory. Second, the Noether conserved
(anti-)BRST charges Q(a)b turn out to be non-nilpotent (i.e. Q2

(a)b 6= 0). We have been

able to obtain the nilpotent (i.e. Q2
(A)B = 0) versions of the (anti-)BRST charges Q(A)B

which (i) participate in the standard BRST algebra (cf. Appendix A below for details),
and (ii) lead to the derivations of the first-class constraints in their operator form through
the requirement of the physicality criteria w.r.t. them (cf. Appendix B below for details).
Third, the key signature of a properly BRST-quantized theory is the existence of a set of
(non-)trivial CF-type restrictions (see, e.g. [35, 36] for details). The latter for our theory
are non-trivial and we have derived them from many theoretical angles. Finally, it appears
to us that the pseudo-scalar field (with a negative kinetic term and a well-defined rest mass)
is the most fundamental object as far as the existence of the “exotic” fields that provide a
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set of possible candidates for dark matter [33,34]. The massless limit of this field (with only
a negative kinetic term) is possibly the “phantom” and/or “ghost” field that has become
quite popular in the realm of the cyclic, bouncing and self-accelerated cosmological models
[30-32] which have been proposed to explain the accelerated expansion of the Universe.

The theoretical materials of our present endeavor are organized as follows. In Sec. 2,
we recapitulate the bare essentials of our earlier work on the modified 3D massive Abelain
2-form gauge theory where we (i) show the existence of a pseudo-scalar field in the mod-
ification of the standard Stückelberg formalism, (ii) derive the Noether conserved current
and charge corresponding to the gauge symmetry transformations, and (iii) establish a con-
nection between the conserved charge and the first-class constraints of the gauge theory.
Our Sec. 3 is devoted to the discussions on the BRST symmetry transformations, BRST
invariant Lagrangian density and the derivation of the BRST charge. The subject matter
of our Sec. 4 is connected with the discussion on the anti-BRST symmetry transformations,
anti-BRST invariant Lagrangian density and the derivation of the anti-BRST charge. Our
Sec. 5 deals with the importance of the Curci-Ferrari (CF) type restrictions from different
theoretical angles. Finally, we make some concluding remarks and point out the future
seope and perspective of our present endeavor in our Sec. 6.

In our Appendix A, we derive the standard BRST algebra amongst the conserved and
nilpotent versions of the (anti-)BRST charges and the conserved ghost charge. Our Ap-
pendix B deals, very briefly, with the physicality criteria w.r.t. the nilpotent BRST charge.

Conventions and Notations: The background 3D flat Minkowskian spacetime is en-
dowed with the metric tensor ηµν = diag (+1,−1,−1) so that the dot product between
two non-null vectors Uµ and Vµ is defined as: U · V = ηµνU

µV ν ≡ U0V0 − UiVi where the
Greek indices µ, ν, λ . . . = 0, 1, 2 correspond to the time and space directions on the 3D
Minkowskian spacetime manifold and the Latin indices i, j, k . . . = 1, 2 stand for the space
directions only. We adopt the convention of (i) the left derivative w.r.t. all the fermionic
fields of our theory in the computation of the equations of motion, canonical conjugate
momenta, Noether conserved currents, etc., and (ii) the derivative w.r.t. the antisymmet-
ric tensor field Bµν as: (∂Bρσ/∂Bµν) = 1

2!

(

δµρ δ
ν
σ − δµσδ

ν
ρ

)

, etc. The convention for the 3D
Levi-Civita tensor is chosen to be such that: ε012 = +1 = ε012 and other relationships are:
εµνλεµνλ = 3!, εµνλεµνp = 2!δλρ , etc. We denote the off-shell nilpotent (anti-)BRST sym-
metry transformations by the symbols s(a)b and corresponding Noether conserved charges
carry the symbols Q(a)b. Being fermionic in nature, the (anti-)BRST transformation oper-
ators s(a)b commute with all the bosonic fields of our theory and they anticommute with

the fermionic fields. The notation overdot (i.e. Φ̇) on a generic field Φ of our theory has
been used occasionally to denote the partial derivative w.r.t. time (i.e. Φ̇ = ∂0Φ ≡ ∂Φ/∂t)
in the natural units where ~ = c = 1. In other words, ultimately, we have ∂0 = (∂/∂t).

2 Preliminary: Gauge Symmetry Transformations

Our present section is divided into three concise subsections. In Subsec. 2.1, we derive the
Noether conserved current and the corresponding conserved charge from the infinitesimal
gauge symmetry transformations. Our Subsec. 2.2 is devoted to the discussion on the
constraint analysis where we show the existence of the first-class constraints on our theory
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in the terminology of Dirac’s prescription for the classification scheme of constraints [37-
40]. Finally, in Sebsec. 2.3, we establish a deep connection between the above conserved
Noether charge and the first-class constraints (that exist on our theory).

2.1 Noether Current and Charge: Continuous Symmetry

We begin with the Lagrangian density
(

LMS
0

)

for the three (2 + 1)-dimensional massive
Abelian 2-form theory, with the rest mass m for the 2-form field, as follows (see, e.g. [29])

L(MS)
(0) =

1

2
(H012 +mϕ̃)2 −

m2

4
BµνB

µν −
1

4
ΣµνΣµν

+
m

2
Bµν

(

Σµν + εµνλ∂
λϕ̃

)

−
1

2
∂µϕ̃∂

µϕ̃, (1)

which has been derived from the original Lagrangian density (L0) for the massive Abelian
2-form

[

B(2) = 1
2!
Bµν (dx

µ ∧ dxν)
]

field Bµν with (i) the totally antisymmetric field strength
tensor Hµνλ, and (ii) the rest mass m (see, e.g. [29] for details)

L(0) =
1

12
HµνλHµνλ −

m2

4
BµνBµν , (2)

by using the modified version of the standard Stückelberg technique of replacement in 3D

Bµν −→ Bµν −
1

m
Σµν −

1

m
εµνλ∂

λϕ̃, (3)

where ϕ̃ is the pseudo-scalar field and εµνλ is the totally antisymmetric 3D Levi-Civita ten-
sor where we have assumed that there is no parity violation in our theory. The superscript
( MS ) on the above Lagrangian density (1) denotes that it has been obtained from (2)
by taking into account the modified version of the Stückelberg formalism (3). In the equa-
tions (1) and (3), we have the field strength tensor Σµν = ∂µφν − ∂νφµ for the Stückelberg
Lorentz vector field φµ which is derived from the 2-form

[

Σ(2) = dΦ(1) ≡ 1
2!
Σµν (dx

µ ∧ dxν)
]

where d = ∂µdx
µ [with d2 = 1

2!
(∂µ∂ν − ∂ν∂µ) (dx

µ ∧ dxν) = 0
]

is the exterior derivative

of differential geometry (see, e.g. [22-26] for details) and the 1-form Φ(1) = φµdx
µ de-

fines the Stückelberg Lorentz vector field φµ. It is the peculiarity of the 3D Minkowskian
flat spacetime that (i) the field strength tensor Hµνλ = ∂µBνλ + ∂νBλµ + ∂λBµν (derived
from the 3 -form

[

H(3) = dB(2) ≡ 1
3!
Hµνλ

(

dxµ ∧ dxν ∧ dxλ
)])

has only a single independent
component which is nothing but H012, (ii) the kinetic term for the gauge field becomes:
1
12
HµνλHµνλ = 1

2
H012H012 ≡ 1

2
H012H012, and (iii) the component H012 changes under the

substitution (3) which, ultimately, leads to the derivation of the first term of the Lagrangian
density (1). One of the key observations is the fact that the pseudo-scalar field appears
in the theory with the negative kinetic term. However, it is endowed with a well-defined
rest mass m as has been shown in our earlier work (see, e.g. [24]). The other crucial
observation is the appearance of the higher derivative terms (apart from the usual second
order derivative terms) due to the modified version of the replacement (3). However, we
have used the simple theoretical trick of on-shell condition‡ to replace the higher derivative

‡We have been able to apply the same trick in the context of 2D modified Proca theory [27] and 4D
modified massive Abelian 2-form theory [28] to obtain the well-defined Lagrangian densities. We have
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terms in terms of mass term to obtain the well-defined 3D Lagrangian density (1) for the
modified 3D massive Abelian 2-form theory without any higher derivative terms [29].

The Lagrangian density (1) respects the infinitesimal, local and continuous gauge sym-
metry transformations. These transformations are as follows, namely;

δgBµν = − (∂µΛν − ∂νΛµ) , δgφµ = (∂µΛ−mΛµ) , δgHµνλ = 0

δgΣµν = −m (∂µΛν − ∂νΛµ) , δgϕ̃ = 0, δgL
MS
(0) = ∂µ [−mεµνσΛν∂σϕ̃] , (4)

which demonstrate that the action integral, corresponding to the Lagrangian density L(MS)
(0) ,

remains invariant under the above gauge symmetry transformations for the physical fields
that vanish off as x → ±∞. According to celebrated Noether’s theorem, the above gauge
symmetry transformations lead to the derivation of the Noether current Jµ as

Jµ = (δgϕ̃)
∂L

(MS)
(0)

∂(∂µϕ̃)
+ (δgφρ)

∂L
(MS)
(0)

∂(∂µφp)
+ (δgBρσ)

∂L
(MS)
(0)

∂(∂µBρσ)
+mεµνσΛν∂σϕ̃

≡ (mBµν − Σµν) (∂νΛ−mΛν)− εµνσ (∂νΛσ) (H012 +mϕ̃) +mεµνσΛν∂σϕ̃, (5)

where we have used: H012 = 1
2
εµνσ∂µBνσ. The conservation law (i.e. ∂µJ

µ = 0) can be
proven in a straightforward fashion by using the following EL-EoMs that can be readily
derived from the Lagrangian density (1) w.r.t. the basic fields ϕ̃, φµ and Bµν , namely;

(

�+m2
)

ϕ̃ = 0, ∂µ (mBµν − Σµν) = 0, εµνσ∂σH012 = m (Σµν −mBµν) . (6)

According to the basic tenets behind the Noether theorem, we obtain the explicit expression
for the conserved charge Q, from the above Noether conserved current (5), as follows

Q =

∫

d2xJ0 ≡
∫

d2x [(mB0ν − Σ0ν) (∂νΛ−mΛν)

−ε0νσ (∂νΛσ) (H012 +mϕ̃) +mε0νσΛν∂σϕ̃)] , (7)

which turns out to be the generator for the gauge symmetry transformations in (4) if we use
the appropriate non-vanishing canonical commutators for our theory. We do this exercise
in our Subsect. 2.3 (see below) where a connection between the first-class constraints of
our theory and the above conserved charge is established.

2.2 Constraint Analysis: First-Class Constraints

We have a set of gauge symmetry transformations (4) which is respected by the action
integral corresponding to the Lagrangian density (1) of our modified 3D massive Abelian
2 -form theory. The existence of the local gauge symmetry transformations (in the context
of a physical system) owes its origin to the presence of a set of first-class constraints (on
that physical system). To corroborate this statement, we perform the constraint analysis
of our present modified 3D massive Abelian 2-form theory. Towards this goal in mind, first

established that the higher derivative terms are not useless because they lead to the derivations of the
correct and appropriate terms of the Lagrangian densities which were incorporated into the Lagrangian
densities of our earlier works (on the above 2D and 4D theories [41,14,28]) by trial and error method.
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of all, we note that the explicit expressions for the canonical conjugate momenta [derived
from the Lagrangian density (1)] w.r.t. the basic fields ϕ̃, φµ and Bµν are

Π(ϕ̃) =
∂L(MS)

(0)

∂ (∂0ϕ̃)
= −ϕ̇+

m

2
ε0ijBij , Πµ

(φ) =
∂L(MS)

(0)

∂ (∂0φµ)
= mB0µ − Σ0µ,

Πµν
(B) =

∂L(MS)
(0)

∂ (∂0Bµν)
=

1

2
ε0µν (H012 +mϕ̃) , (8)

which demonstrate that we have the following primary constraints on our theory, namely;

Π0
(φ) = mB00 − Σ00 ≈ 0, Π0i

(B) =
1

2
ε00i (H012 +mϕ̃) ≈ 0, (9)

where we have used Dirac’s notation for the weakly zero (i.e. ≈ 0 ) which implies that
we are allowed to take a first-order time derivative on the above primary constraints.
The above constraints are nothing but the components (i.e. Π0

(φ),Π
0i
(B) ) of the conjugate

momenta w.r.t. the Stückelberg vector field φµ and the massive antisymmetric gauge field
Bµν , respectively. It is worthwhile to point out that Π00

(B) = 0 is strongly equal to zero and

it is not a constraint on our present theory. The subscripts [(ϕ̃), (φ), (B)] on the canonical
conjugate momenta in (8) denote that these are defined w.r.t. the basic fields ϕ̃, φµ and Bµν

of our theory from the starting Lagrangian density (1), respectively. The requirement of
the time-evolution invariance of the above primary constraints (PCs) leads to the secondary
constraints on our theory. The most appropriate approach, to obtain the time-evolution
invariance of the PCs, is the Hamiltonian formalism. However, for the simple system like
our present modified 3D massive Abelian 2-form theory, the EL-EoMs of the theory, derived
from the starting Lagrangian density (1), are good enough (see, e.g. [42] for details).

To corroborate the above statement, we focus on the last two entries of the EL-EoMs
(6). First of all, we note that, from the second entry of (6), we have the following equation
of motion for the choice ν = 0, namely;

∂0
(

mB00 − Σ00
)

+ ∂i
(

mBi0 − Σi0
)

= 0 =⇒ ∂0Π
0
(φ) = ∂iΠ

i
(φ) ≈ 0, (10)

which captures the time-evolution invariance of the primary constraint Π0
{φ〉 ≈ 0 where

Πi
(φ) = mB0i − Σ0i is the space component of the momenta w.r.t. the Stückelberg vector

field φµ[ cf. Eq. (8)]. Thus, we have obtained one of the secondary constraints of our theory
as: ∂iΠ

i
(φ) ≈ 0 (w.r.t. the primary constraint Π0

(φ) ≈ 0 [cf. Eq. (9)]). It can be readily

checked that the primary constraints in (9) commute with this secondary constraint because
all are the components of the conjugate momenta [cf. Eq. (8)] and a space derivative on
one of them. Now we are in the position to concentrate on the last entry of (6) which has
been actually derived from the following EL-EoM w.r.t. the massive gauge field Bµν [from
the Lagrangian density (1)], namely;

∂λ

(

1

2
εµνλ [H012 +mϕ̃]

)

=
m

2
(Σµν −mBµν) +

m

2
εµνλ∂λϕ̃. (11)

If we make the choice: µ = 0, ν = i, we obtain the following from the above equation

∂0Π
0i
(B) =

m

2
Πi

(φ) − ∂jΠ
ji
(B) −

m

2
ε0ij∂jϕ̃ ≈ 0, (12)
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which is nothing but the requirement of the time-evolution invariance of the primary con-
straint Π0i

(B) ≈ 0 [cf. Eq. (9)]. In other words, we have derived the secondary constraint

(w.r.t. the primary constraint Π0i
(B) ≈ 0 [cf. Eq. (9)]) on our theory as

m

2
Πi

(φ) − ∂jΠ
ji
(B) −

m

2
ε0ij∂jϕ̃ ≈ 0, (13)

where the space components of the canonical conjugate momenta are: Πi
(φ) = mB0i − Σ0i

and Πij
(B) = 1

2
ε0ij (H012 +mϕ̃) [cf. Eq. (8)]. It is straightforward to note that all the

primary and secondary constraints of our theory commute among themselves. Hence, they
belong to the first-class category of constraints (according to Dirac’s prescription for the
classification scheme of constraints [37-40]). Ultimately, we have two primary and two
secondary constraints on our modified 3D Massive Abelian 2 -form theory which are:

Π0
(φ) = mB00 − Σ00 ≈ 0, Π0i

(B) =
1

2
ε00i (H012 +mϕ̃) ≈ 0,

∂iΠ
i
(φ) ≈ 0,

m

2
Πi

(φ) − ∂jΠ
ji
(B) −

m

2
ε0ij∂jϕ̃ ≈ 0. (14)

It is straightforward to check that all the above constraints commute among themselves.
Hence, we have a set of four first-class constraints on our theory. We end this subsection
with the a couple of final comments. First, there is no primary constraint associated with
the canonical conjugate momentum Π(ϕ̃) because it is not strongly/weakly equal to zero.
Second, to be precise, the the exact number of constraints in (14) are eight (if we take into
account the components). However, we shall stick with calling four constraints only.

2.3 Noether Conserved Charge, Gauge Symmetry Transforma-

tions and First-Class Constraints: A Deep Relationship

The central purpose of our present subsection is to establish that the conserved Noether
charge (7) is the generator for the infinitesimal gauge symmetry transformations (4) of our
theory. Since there are four first-class constraints on our theory [cf. Eq. (14)], we have to
be careful in expanding the r.h.s of the conserved Noether charge (7) so that the first-class
constraints are not strongly set equal to zero. In other words, we have the following:

Q =
∫

d2x [(mB00 − Σ00) (∂0Λ−mΛ0) + (mB0i − Σ0i) (∂iΛ−mΛi) +mε0ijΛi∂jϕ̃

−1
2
ε00i (∂0Λi − ∂iΛ0) (H012 +mϕ̃)− 1

2
ε0ij (∂iΛj − ∂jΛi) (H012 +mϕ̃)

]

. (15)

Using the definitions of the canonical conjugate momenta from Eq. (8), we can express the
above charge in terms of the precise components of the momenta as follows:

Q =
∫

d2x
[

Π0
(φ) (∂0Λ−mΛ0) + Πi

(φ) (∂iΛ−mΛi)
]

+mε0ijΛi∂jϕ̃

−Π0i
(B) (∂0Λi − ∂iΛ0)−Πij

(B) (∂iΛj − ∂jΛi) . (16)
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At this juncture, we are in the position to define the non-vanishing canonical commutators
for our 3D modified massive theory (in the natural units where ~ = c = 1 ) as

[

φ0(~x, t),Π
0
(φ)(~y, t)

]

= iδ(2)(~x− ~y),
[

φi(~x, t),Π
j
(φ)(~y, t)

]

= iδji δ
(2)(~x− ~y),

[

B0i(~x, t),Π
0j
(B)(~y, t)

]

= iδji δ
(2)(~x− ~y),

[

Bij(~x, t),Π
kl
(B)(~y, t)

]

=
i

2!

(

δki δ
l
j − δliδ

k
j

)

δ(2)(~x− ~y),
[

ϕ̃(~x, t),Π(ϕ̃)(~y, t)
]

= iδ(2)(~x− ~y), (17)

where the above brackets are known as the equal-time canonical commutators. All the rest
of the equal-time canonical commutators, as per the rules of the canonical quantization
scheme, are equal to zero. Using the non-vanishing canonical commutators (17), we ob-
serve that the Noether conserved charge (16) is the generator for the infinitesimal gauge
transformations (4) as is evident from the following

δgφ0(~x, t) = −i [φ0(~x, t), Q] = (∂0Λ−mΛ0) ,

δgφi(~x, t) = −i [φi(~x, t), Q] = (∂iΛ−mΛi) ,

δgB0i(~x, t) = −i [B0i(~x, t), Q] = − (∂0Λi − ∂iΛ0) ,

δgBij(~x, t) = −i [Bij(~x, t), Q] = − (∂iΛj − ∂jΛi) ,

δgϕ̃(~x, t) = −i[ϕ̃(~x, t), Q] = 0. (18)

where the last entry is correct because we do not have the canonical conjugate momentum
Π(ϕ̃), corresponding to the pseudo-scalar field ϕ̃, in the expression for the Noether con-
served charge Q. In the above equation (18), the covariant form of the gauge symmetry
transformations (4), have been expressed in their component forms.

We would like to say, at this stage, a few words about the connection between the
Noether conserved charge Q[ cf. Eq. (16)] and the first-class constraints (14) that exist on
our theory. It is straightforward to note that we can throw away the total space derivative
terms from the expression for Q in (16) by exploiting the mathematical potential and
physical arguments of Gauss’s divergence theorem. In other words, we take into account
the following inputs due to the above celebrated theorem, namely;

∫

d2xΠi
(φ) (∂iΛ) = −

∫

d2x
(

∂iΠ
i
(φ)

)

Λ,

−

∫

d2xΠij
(B) (∂iΛj − ∂jΛi) = +

∫

d2x
[(

∂iΠ
ij
(B)

)

Λj +
(

∂jΠ
ji
(B)

)

Λi

]

, (19)

in addition to the simple mathematical tricks of re-writing the expressions

−mΠi
(φ)Λi = −

m

2
Πi

(φ)Λi −
m

2
Πj

(φ)Λj,

+mε0ijΛi∂jϕ̃ = +
m

2
ε0ijΛi∂jϕ̃+

m

2
ε0jiΛj∂iϕ̃, (20)
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to re-express the charge Q in (16) as follows:

Q =

∫

d2x
[

Π0
(φ) (∂0Λ−mΛ0)−

(

∂iΠ
i
(φ)

)

Λ− Π0i
(B) (∂0Λi − ∂iΛ0)

)

−
(m

2
Πi

(φ) − ∂jΠ
ji
(B) −

m

2
ε0ij∂jϕ̃

)

Λi −
(m

2
Πj

(φ) − ∂iΠ
ij
(B) −

m

2
ε0ji∂iϕ̃

)

Λj

]

. (21)

In the above, we have also used the antisymmetric (i.e. Πµν
(B) = −Πνµ

(B)) property of the

conjugate momenta (i.e. Π0i
(B) = −Πi0

(B), Π
ij
(B) = −Πji

(B)) w.r.t. the antisymmetric tensor

gauge field Bµν . A close look at the expression for the gauge symmetry generator Q in (21)
demonstrates that we have been able to express it in terms of the primary and secondary
constraints that have been listed in (14). In more sophisticated language, the infinitesimal
gauge symmetry transformations (4) are generated by the first-class constraints [cf. Eq.
(14)] in the terminology of Dirac’s prescription for the classification scheme of constraints
[37-40]. These constraints are present in the generator Q [cf. Eq. (21)]. Finally, we would
like to add that the above expression for the conserved Noether charge matches with the
standard formula for the generator of the classical gauge symmetry transformations that
has been obtained [43] in terms of the first-class constraints.

3 BRST Transformations: Lagrangian Density and

Nilpotency Property of the BRST Charge

The theoretical contents of this section are divided into two parts. In Subsec. 3.1, we derive
the Noether conserved charge Qb (from the conserved Noether current) and show that (i)
it is the generator for the nilpotent BRST symmetry transformations (26), and (ii) it is not
nilpotent (i.e. Q2

b 6= 0 ) of order two. Our Subsec. 3.2 is devoted to the derivation of the
nilpotent (Q2

B = 0) version of the BRST charge QB from the Noether charge Qb.

3.1 Noether Conserved Charge: BRST Symmetries

In this subsection, first of all, we focus on the derivation of the BRST-invariant Lagrangian
density which is a generalization of the classical Stückelberg-modified classical Lagrangian
density (1) to its counterpart quantum version that incorporates (i) the gauge-fixing terms,
and (ii) the Faddeev-Popov (FP) ghost terms. In this connection, we would like to mention
that the properly gauge-fixed Lagrangian density§ for our present system of the modified
massive 3D Abelian 2-form gauge theory has been written in our earlier work [29]

L(MS)
(0) + L(B)

(gf) =
1

2
(H012 +mϕ̃)2 −

m2

4
BµνBµν +

m

2
Bµν [Σµν + εµνσ∂

σϕ̃]−
1

4
ΣµνΣµν

−
1

2
∂µϕ̃∂

µϕ̃−
1

2
(∂ · φ+mφ)2 +

1

2
(∂νBνµ − ∂µφ+mφµ)

2 , (22)

§This gauge-fixed Lagrangian density (22) is such that the scalar and pseudo-scalar fields obey the
Klein-Gordon equations of motion [i.e.

(

�+m2
)

φ = 0,
(

�+m2
)

ϕ̃ = 0
]

despite the fact that they are
endowed with the kinetic terms that carry opposite signs.
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where L(B)
(gf) is the gauge-fixing part of the Lagrangian density of our theory. In this term,

the appropriate mass dimensions (in the natural units) have been taken into account as
far as the proper gauge-fixing terms for the Stückelberg vector field φµ and the massive
gauge field Bµν are concerned. The gauge-fixing term for the vector field φµ corresponds
to the famous ’t Hooft gauge that has been invoked in the context of the quantizations
of the Abelian Higgs model and modified massive Abelian 1-form theories (see, e.g. [44]

for details). The superscript (B) on the Lagrangian density L(B)
(gf) denotes that we are

dealing with the modified massive Abelian 2-form gauge theory where the basic field is the
antisymmetric tensor massive gauge field Bµν .

All the quadratic terms, in the above gauge-fixed Lagrangian density (22), can be
linearized by invoking the Nakanishi-Lautrup type auxiliary fields¶ as follows:

L(b) = B

(

1

2
εµνσ∂µBνσ +mϕ̃

)

−
B2

2
−

m2

4
BµνBµν +

m

2
Bµν (Σµν + εµνσ∂

σϕ̃) +
B2

2

−B(∂ · φ+mφ)−
1

4
ΣµνΣµν −

1

2
∂µϕ̃∂

µϕ̃+Bµ (∂νBνµ − ∂µφ+mφµ)−
BµBµ

2
. (23)

In the above, we have utilized the auxiliary field B to linearize the kinetic term where we
have taken into account the covariant form of H012 as: H012 = 1

2
εµν/∂µBνσ. Similarly, the

auxiliary fields B and Bµ have been invoked to linearize the quadratic gauge-fixing terms
for the Stückelberg vector field φµ and gauge field Bµν , respectively. It is worth pointing out
that we have a scalar field, too, in our theory which is due to the reducibility property of
the massive gauge field Bµν . The FP-ghost part of the BRST-invariant Lagrangian density
for our massive Abelian 2-form theory is as follows‖ (see, e.g. [45] for details)

L(FP ) = ∂µβ̄∂
µβ −m2β̄β +

(

∂µC̄ν − ∂µC̄ν

)

(∂µCν)−
(

∂µC̄ −mC̄µ

)

(∂µC −mCµ)

+ (∂ · C̄ + ρ+mC̄)λ+ (∂ · C − λ+mC)ρ, (24)

where
(

C̄µ

)

Cµ are the fermionic (i.e. C2
µ = C̄2

µ = 0, CµC̄ν + C̄νCµ = 0, CµCν + CνCµ =
0, C̄µC̄ν + C̄νC̄µ = 0 ) (anti-)ghost fields with ghost numbers (−1) + 1 and (β̄)β are the
bosonic (anti-)ghost fields with ghost numbers (−2) + 2, respectively. The pair (C̄)C are
the additional set of (anti-)ghost fermionic (i.e. C2 = C̄2 = 0, CC̄ + C̄C = 0 ) fields with
ghost numbers (−1) + 1. On the other hand, we have (ρ)λ as the auxiliary (anti-)ghost
fields with ghost numbers (−1)+1, respectively, because we note that: ρ = −1

2
(∂ · C̄+mC̄)

and λ = 1
2
(∂ ·C+mC). These (anti-)ghost fields are required in the theory to maintain the

sacrosanct property of unitarity at any arbitrary order of perturbative computations for a
given physical process that is allowed by our BRST quantized theory (see, e.g. [46-48]).

¶It will be noted that our present choices of the signs for the Nakanishi-Lautrup type auxiliary fields, in
the linearization processes of the gauge-fixing terms, are different from our earlier work. These differences
can be seen in our equations (23) and (48) and the corresponding equations in our earlier work [45].

‖The systematic derivation of the gauge-fixing and FP-ghost terms for the modified massive Abelian
2-form theory has been performed in our earlier work (see, e.g. [14] for details) where this theory has been
proven to be a model for Hodge theory. In our present endeavor, we have taken into account the simplest
form of the FP-ghost Lagrangian density which has been considered in our another earlier work (see, e.g.
[45]) where the proof of this theory to be an example of Hodge theory has not been given any importance.
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The total Lagrangian density [i.e. LB = L(b) + L(FP ) ≡ L(MS)
(0) + L(B)

(gf) + L(FP )

]

, which

is the sum of equations (23) and (24), transforms to the total spacetime derivative

sbLB = −∂µ {(∂
µCν − ∂νCµ)Bν +mεµνσCν∂σϕ̃+ λBµ + ρ∂µβ + (∂µC −mCµ)B} , (25)

under the following infinitesimal, continuous and off-shell nilpotent (i.e. s2b = 0) BRST
symmetry transformations ((sb), namely;

sbBµν = − (∂µCν − ∂νCµ) , sbCµ = −∂µβ, sbC̄µ = −Bµ,

sbφµ = (∂µC −mCµ) , sbC̄ = B, sbC = −mβ,

sbβ̄ = −ρ, sbφ = +λ, sbΣµν = −m (∂µCν − ∂νCµ) ,

sb [ϕ̃, ρ, λ, β, Bµ, B,B, Hµνλ] = 0. (26)

As a consequence, the action integral S =
∫

d3xLB, corresponding to the Lagrangian
density LB, remains BRST invariant (i.e. sbS = 0 ) for the physical fields that vanish off as
x → ±∞ due to Gauss’s divergence theorem. Three crucial observations, at this stage, are
worth pointing out. First of all, we note that the field-strength tensor Hµνλ (owing its origin
to the exterior derivative) remains invariant under the BRST symmetry transformations.
Second, the exotic pseudo-scalar field does not participate in the classical gauge as well
as in the BRST symmetry transformations. In other words, it remains inert (i.e. δgϕ̃ =
0, sbϕ̃ = 0) to the classical gauge as well as quantum BRST symmetry transformations
[cf. Eqs. (4),(26)]. However, this pseudo-scalar field participates in the (anti-)co-BRST
symmetry transformations that have been shown in our earlier works [14-17]. Finally, the
above nilpotent BRST symmetry transformations (26) are the generalization of the gauge
symmetry transformations (4). The observation in (25) implies that we can compute the
BRST Noether conserved current following the similar kind of formula that is given in (5).
We have to take into account the total BRST invariant Lagrangian density which is the
sum of (23) and (24) in the application of the analogue of (5). In fact, we obtain the

following expression for the BRST current
[

Jµ
(b)

]

, namely;

Jµ
(b) = mεµνσCν∂σϕ̃+

(

∂µC̄ν − ∂νC̄µ
)

∂νβ − λBµ − (∂µC −mCµ)B

− m
(

∂µC̄ −mC̄µ
)

β + (mBµν − Σµν) (∂νC −mCν)− ρ∂µβ

−
1

2
[εµνσB + (ηµνBσ − ηµσBν)] (∂νCσ − ∂σCν) . (27)

The conservation law (i.e. ∂µJ
µ
〈b) = 0 ) can be readily proven by using the following EL-

EoMs that are derived from the total BRST invariant Lagrangian density, namely;

(

�+m2
)

β = 0, ∂µ
(

∂µC̄ν − ∂νC̄µ
)

= ∂νρ+m
(

∂νC̄ −mC̄ν
)

,

∂µ
(

∂µC̄ −mC̄µ
)

= +mρ, ∂µ (∂
µC −mCµ) = −mλ,

�Cµ − ∂µ(∂ · C) + ∂µλ = +m (∂µC −mCµ) ,
(

�+m2
)

β̄ = 0. (28)

In addition to the above EL-EoMs (that emerge out from the ghost-sector of the total
BRST invariant Lagrangian density), we have to use the following EL-EoMs that emerge
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out from the non-ghost sector of our theory, namely;

∂µ (mBµν − Σµν) = mBν + ∂νB, ∂µB
µ = mB,

εµνσ∂µB + (∂νBσ − ∂σBν) = −m (mBνσ − Σνσ) +mενση∂ηϕ̃. (29)

Following the basic tenets of the Noether theorem, we can derive the BRST charge Qb =
∫

d2xJ0
(b) which will also be conserved because it is derived from the conserved Noether

BRST current (27). In what follows, we shall comment on its nilpotency property.
The explicit form of the BRST charge Qb, derived from (27), is as follows:

Qb =

∫

d2x
[

mε0ijCi∂jϕ̃+
(

∂0C̄ i − ∂iC̄0
)

∂iβ −
(

∂0C −mC0
)

B

−m
(

∂0C̄ −mC̄0
)

β +
(

mB0i − Σ0i
)

(∂iC −mCi)− ρ∂0β − λB0

−
1

2
ε0ijB (∂iCj − ∂jCi)− Bi (∂0Ci − ∂iC0)

]

. (30)

The above BRST charge is the generator for the BRST symmetry transformations in (26).
For this purpose, we have to compute the conjugate momenta corresponding to all the basic
fields of our theory and check that the following is true, namely;

sbΦ(~x, t) = −i [Φ(~x, t), Qb](±) , (31)

where the (±) signs, as the subscripts on the square bracket, stand for the bracket to be an
(anti)commutator for the generic field Φ of our theory being fermionic/bosonic in nature.
It is worthwhile to point out that the relationship between the continuous symmetry and
the Noether conserved charge is sacrosanct and it is true for any kind of fermionic/bosonic
field operator (chosen for the generic field Φ). In this connection, it very interesting to note
that we have the sanctity of the following relationship

sbQb = −i {Qb, Qb} ≡ −2iQ2
b , (32)

that exist between the BRST symmetry transformation operator sb and the corresponding
conserved Noether BRST charge Qb. In the above, we have taken into account the fermionic
nature of Qb which is evident from its explicit expression in (30). A close look at (32)
shows that we can talk about the nilpotency property of the Noether BRST charge Qb if
we can compute explicitly the l.h.s. of (32) by taking into account the BRST symmetry
transformations (26) and the explicit expression for the BRST charge Qb [cf. Eq. (30)]. In
fact, the explicit computation of the l.h.s. of (32) yields the following:

sbQb =

∫

d2x
[(

∂0Bi − ∂iB0
)

∂iβ −m
(

∂0B −mB0
)

β
]

6= 0. (33)

A close look at (32) and (33) establishes the fact that the BRST charge Qb is not nilpotent
(i.e. Q2

b 6= 0) of order two. In the next subsection, we derive the nilpotent version where
the emphasis is laid on the precise computation of the l.h.s. of (32) without spoiling the
conservation law of the Noether BRST charge.
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3.2 Conserved BRST Charge: Nilpotent Version

The central purpose of this subsection is to derive the nilpotent version of the BRST charge
from the non-nilpotent Noether BRST charge. We have proposed a theoretical framework
(see, e.g. [45] for details) which allows the derivation of the conserved and nilpotent version
of the BRST charge QB from the non-nilpotent Noether conserved charge Qb. In fact, for
this purpose, we have exploited the interplay of (i) the Gauss divergence theorem, (ii) the
appropriate EL-EoMs, and (iii) the application of the BRST symmetry transformations
at appropriate places. For instance, let us focus on the last but one term of the Noether
conserved BRST charge Qb [cf. Eq. (30] which can be re-written as

−

∫

d2xε0ijB (∂iCj) =

∫

d2x
(

ε0ij∂iB
)

Cj, (34)

where we have exploited the theoretical potential of the Gauss divergence theorem. At this
stage, we can use the last entry of the equation of motion (29) that has been derived from
the BRST invariant Lagrangian density w.r.t. the massive gauge field Bµν . The following
input coming out from the above equation of motion, namely;

(

ε0ij∂iB
)

Cj = m
(

mB0i − Σ0i
)

Ci −mε0ijCi∂jϕ̃+
(

∂0Bi − ∂iB0
)

Ci, (35)

leads to following form of the r.h.s. of (34), namely;
∫

d2x
[

m
(

mB0i − Σ0i
)

Ci −mε0ijCi∂jϕ̃+
(

∂0Bi − ∂iB0
)

Ci

]

. (36)

It is worthwhile to point out that, in the derivation of (35), we have used the explicit form
of the last entry of (29) as: εµνσ∂µB + (∂νBσ − ∂σBν) = −m (mBνσ − Σνσ) + mενση∂ηϕ̃
and taken the choice ν = 0, σ = j. We have also used the standard rules of the summation
convention to express the r.h.s. of (35) in a compact and nice looking form. A close look
at the r.h.s. of the above equation (36) and the expression for the Noether BRST charge
[cf. Eq. (30)] demonstrates that the first two terms of the above equation will cancel out
with (i) the first term of Qb [cf. Eq. (30)], and (ii) the second term of the r.h.s. of

(

mB0i − Σ0i
)

(∂iC −mCi) =
(

mB0i − Σ0i
)

∂iC −m
(

mB0i − Σ0i
)

Ci, (37)

which is nothing but the expanded form the fifth term of the Noether conserved charge Qb

[cf. Eq. (30)]. It is crystal clear, from the above exercise, that the first term, fifth term
and the last but one term of the Noether conserved charge Qb [cf. Eq. (30)] lead to the
existence of only the last term of (36) and the first term of (37) which will be present in
the nilpotent (i.e. Q2

B = 0 ) version of QB (which we derive from Qb).
At this juncture, let us focus on the first term of (37) which is present inside the

integration. Once again, we apply the Gauss divergence theorem to obtain the following:
∫

d2x
(

mB0i − Σ0i
)

∂iC ≡ −

∫

d2x∂i
(

mB0i − Σ0i
)

C. (38)

We use, in (38), the first entry of the equations of motion in (29) to obtain the following
∫

d2x
(

mB0 + ∂0B
)

C, (39)
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which will be present in the nilpotent version of the BRST charge QB. To sum up, we have
two very important and useful terms of the nilpotent version of the BRST charge QB as

∫

d2x
[(

mB0 + ∂0B
)

C +
(

∂0Bi − ∂iB0
)

Ci

]

. (40)

As per the rules illustrated in our earlier work [45], we have to apply the BRST symmetry
transformations on the above two terms and re-arrange some of the relevant terms of Qb

so that there are perfect cancellations. For instance, we note that the application of the
BRST symmetry transformations on the above two terms yield:

−

∫

d2x
[(

∂0Bi − ∂iB0
)

∂iβ +m
(

mB0 + ∂0B
)

β
]

. (41)

For the cancellation of the above two terms, we have to modify the second and fourth terms
of the Noether BRST charge Qb[ cf. Eq. (30)] as follows:

∫

d2x
(

∂0C̄ i − ∂iC̄0
)

∂iβ = 2

∫

d2x
(

∂0C̄ i − ∂iC̄0
)

∂iβ −

∫

d2x
(

∂0C̄ i − ∂iC̄0
)

∂iβ,

−m

∫

d2x
(

∂0C̄ −mC̄0
)

β = −2m

∫

d2x
(

∂0C̄ −mC̄0
)

β

+m

∫

d2x
(

∂0C̄ −mC̄0
)

β. (42)

It is straightforward to note that the application of the BRST symmetry transformations
on the second entries on the r.h.s. of the above top as well as bottom equations leads to the
perfect cancellation of (41). Thus, in addition to the two terms of (40), the above second
entries on the r.h.s. of the top and bottom equations of (42) will also be present in the
nilpotent version of the BRST charge QB. Let us now concentrate on the first entry that
is present on the r.h.s. of the top equation of (42), namely;

2

∫

d2x
(

∂0C̄ i − ∂iC̄0
)

∂iβ ≡ +2

∫

d2x∂i
(

∂iC̄0 − ∂0C̄ i
)

β, (43)

where we have used the Gauss divergence theorem to throw away the total space derivative
term. Using the equation of motion: ∂µ

(

∂µC̄ν − ∂νC̄µ
)

= ∂νρ +m
(

∂νC̄ −mC̄ν
)

for the
choice ν = 0, we obatin the following expression from the r.h.s. of (43), namely;

+

∫

d2x
[

2ρ̇β + 2m
(

∂0C̄ −mC̄0
)

β
]

. (44)

It can be readily checked that the second term on the r.h.s. of the above equation cancels
out with the first term of the r.h.s. of (42). It is interesting to point out that the first
term of the above equitation (44) is a BRST invariant quantity [i.e. sb(2ṗβ) = 0]. Thus,
finally, the most important, useful and non-trivial five existing terms of the nilpotent (i.e.
Q2

B = 0) version of the BRST charge QB are as follows

∫

d2x [(mB0 + ∂0B)C + (∂0Bi − ∂iB0)Ci

+m
(

∂0C̄ −mC̄0
)

β −
(

∂0C̄ i − ∂iC̄0
)

∂iβ + 2ρ̇β
]

, (45)

15



which are the sum of terms in (40), second terms of the r.h.s. of the bottom and top
equations of (42) and the first term of (44). It is crystal clear that if we apply the BRST
symmetry transformations sb on the above terms, it turns out to be zero.

We have obtained the non-trivial and very useful BRST invariant five terms of (45) by
focusing on the first, second, fourth, fifth and eighth terms of the total nine terms that are
present in the conserved (but non-nilpotent) Noether conserved charge Qb [cf. Eq. (30)]. It
is interesting to point out that all the rest of the terms in Qb are BRST invariant quantities.
Hence, finally, the explicit expression for the nilpotent (i.e. Q2

B = 0 ) version of the BRST
charge QB (derived from the non-nilpotent Noether conserved charge Qb) is:

Qb → QB =

∫

d2x
[(

∂0Bi − ∂iB0
)

Ci +
(

mB0 + ∂0B
)

C +m
(

∂0C̄ −mC̄0
)

β

−
(

∂0C̄ i − ∂iC̄0
)

∂iβ + 2ρ̇β − ρβ̇ − λB0 −Bi (∂0Ci − ∂iC0)−
(

∂0C −mC0
)

B
]

.(46)

It is straightforward to note that if we apply the BRST symmetry transformations sb on the
above expression, we obtain zero. In other words, we find that: sbQB = −i {QB, QB} = 0.
This implies that the BRST charge QB (that has been systematically derived from the
non-nilpotent Noether conserved charge Qb) is indeed nilpotent (i.e. Q2

B = 0) of order two.
We end this subsection with the following remarks. First of all, the existence of the

conserved (but non-nilpotent) version of the Noether charge is a clear indication that there
are non-trivial CF-type restrictions on our theory (see, e.g. [45] for details). Second, to
obtain the nilpotent version of the BRST charge QB (from the non-nilpotent version of
the Noether charge Qb), we have exploited only the appropriate EL-EoMs and Gauss’s
divergence theorem. Thus, the nilpotent version of the BRST charge QB is conserved (just
like the Noether conserved charge Qb). Third, we know that our BRST-quantized theory
is endowed with the non-trivial CF-type restrictions. We shall derive these very important
(anti-)BRST invariant CF-type restrictions, from different theoretical angles, in our Sec.
5 (see below). Finally, the nilpotency property is very important because (i) the BRST
cohomology crucially depends on this property, and (ii) the operator forms of the first-class
constraints of our theory appear in the physicality criteria (i.e. Q(A)B |phys >= 0) w.r.t.
only the nilpotent (i.e. Q2

(A)B = 0) versions of the (anti-)BRST charges Q(A)B where they

annihilate the physical states (i.e. |phys >). The latter observation is important because
it is consistent with the Dirac-quantization conditions for systems that are endowed with
any kinds of constraints (in the terminology of Dirac’s classification scheme).

4 Anti-BRST Transformations: Lagrangian Density

and Nilpotency Property of the Anti-BRST Charge

Our present section contains two subsections. In Subsec. 4.1, we derive the conserved
Noether anti-BRST current and corresponding charge Qab and show that the latter is non-
nilpotent (i.e. Q2

ab 6= 0) of order two. We briefly comment that the Noether conserved
antiBRST charge Qab is the generator for the infinitesimal, continuous and off-shell nilpo-
tent anti-BRST symmetry transformations [cf. Eq. (49) below]. Our Subsec. 4.2 deals
with the derivation of the nilpotent (i.e. Q2

AB = 0) version of the anti-BRST charge QAB
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from its non-nilpotent counterpart Noether anti-BRST charge Qab. We also provide a few
simple arguments to establish that the nilpotent version of the anti-BRST charge QAB is
also conserved (just like the Noether conserved anti-BRST charge Qab).

4.1 Anti-BRST Symmetries: Noether Conserved Charge

Against the backdrop of our elaborate discussions in the previous section, we shall be brief
in our present subsection where we start with the analogue of the gauge-fixed Lagrangian
density (22) for our modified massive 3D Abeian 2-form theory as follows

L(MS)
(0) + L(B)

(gf) =
1

2
(H012 +mϕ̃)2 −

m2

4
BµνBµν +

m

2
Bµν [Σµν + εµνσ∂

σϕ̃]−
1

4
ΣµνΣµν

−
1

2
∂µϕ̃∂

µϕ̃−
1

2
(∂ · φ−mφ)2 +

1

2
(∂νBνµ + ∂µφ+mφµ)

2 , (47)

where it is worthwhile to mention that (i) we have taken into account φ → −φ for the scalar
field so that it differs from the gauge-fixed-Lagrangian density of (22) and provides more
generality to the ’t Hooft gauge, and (ii) we still have the validity of the on-shell condition
(�+m2)φ = 0 that is also true for the Lagrangian density (22). As we have pointed out
in our earlier work [24], it is very interesting to mention that the scalar and pseudo-scalar
fields of our theory satisfy the Klein-Gordon equations despite the fact that they carry
the kinetic terms that are endowed with opposite signs. The above quadratic gauge-fixed
Lagrangian density (with the quadratic kinetic term for the massive gauge field) can be
linearized by invoking another set of Nakanishi-Lautrup auxiliary fields (e.g. B, B̄, B̄µ ) as:

L(b̄) = B

(

1

2
εµνσ∂µBνσ +mϕ̃

)

−
B2

2
−

m2

4
BµνBµν +

m

2
Bµν (Σµν + εµνσ∂

σϕ̃) +
B̄2

2

+B̄(∂ · φ−mφ)−
1

4
ΣµνΣµν −

1

2
∂µϕ̃∂

µϕ̃+ B̄µ (∂νBνµ + ∂µφ+mφµ)−
B̄µBµ

2
. (48)

It will be worthwhile to mention here that the quadratic kinetic term for the massive
gauge field [i.e. the first term in (47)] remains the same as nothing can be altered in it.
Hence, the auxiliary field B remains the same as in (23). The subscript (b̄) on the above
Lagrangian density denotes that it is different from (23) and is meant for our discussion
on the nilpotent anti-BRST symmetries where the FP-ghost terms remain the same as in
(24). Thus, the total anti-BRST invariant Lagrangian density LB is the sum of (48) and
(24) [i.e. LB̄ = L(b̄) + L(FP )

]

. Under the following infinitesimal, continuous and off-shell
nilpotent (i.e. s2ab = 0 ) anti-BRST symmetry transformations sab

sabBµν = −
(

∂µC̄ν − ∂νC̄µ

)

, sabC̄µ = −∂µβ̄, sabCµ = B̄µ,

sabφµ =
(

∂µC̄ −mC̄µ

)

, sabC̄ = −mβ̄, sabC = B̄, (49)

sabβ = −λ, sabφ+ ρ, sabΣµν = −m
(

∂µC̄ν − ∂νC̄µ

)

,

sab
[

ϕ̃, ρ, λ, β̄, B̄µ, B̄,B, Hµνλ

]

= 0, (50)

the total Lagrangian density (LB̄) transforms to the total spacetime derivative as

sabLB̄ = ∂µ
{

ρB̄µ − λ∂µβ̄ +
(

∂µC̄ −mC̄µ
)

B̄ −mεµνσC̄ν∂σϕ̃−
(

∂µC̄ν − ∂νC̄µ
)

B̄ν

}

, (51)
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which establishes that the action integral S =
∫

d3xLB̄ remains invariant (i.e. sabS = 0 )
under the continuous, off-shell nilpotent and infinitesimal anti-BRST symmetry transfor-
mations (49) because the physically well-defined fields vanish off as x → ±∞.

According to Noether’s theorem, the invariance of the action integral under a set of
infinitesimal continuous symmetry transformations leads to the derivation of the conserved
Noether current. Following the analogue of (5), we obtain the following explicit expression

for the Noether anti-BRST current
(

Jµ
(ab)

)

:

Jµ
(ab) = mεµνσC̄ν∂σϕ̃+m (∂µC −mCµ) β̄ − λ∂µβ̄ − (∂µCν − ∂νCµ) ∂ν β̄

+ (mBµν − Σµν)
(

∂νC̄ −mC̄ν

)

+ ρB̄µ +
(

∂µC̄ −mC̄µ
)

B̄

−
1

2

[

εµνσB +
(

ηµνB̄σ − ηµσB̄ν
)] (

∂νC̄σ − ∂σC̄ν

)

. (52)

The above current is conserved (i.e. ∂µJ
µ
(ab) = 0) provided we use the equations of motion

(28) that emerge out from the ghost-sector [i.e. L(FP )

]

of the total Lagrangian density and
the following EL-EoMs that are derived from the non-ghost sector [i.e. L(b̄) ], namely;

εµνσ∂µB +
(

∂νB̄σ − ∂σB̄ν
)

= −m (mBνσ − Σνσ) +mενση∂ηϕ̃,

∂µ (mBµν − Σµν) = mB̄ν − ∂νB̄, ∂µB̄
µ = −mB̄. (53)

w.r.t. the massive antisymmetric (i.e. Bµν = −Bνµ) tensor gauge field Bµν , vector field φµ

and the scalar field φ, respectively. From the conserved Noether anti-BRST current (51),
we can derive the conserved anti-BRST charge (i.c. Qab =

∫

d2xJ0
(ab)) as follows:

Qab =

∫

d2x
[

ρB̄0 − λ ˙̄β +
(

∂0C̄ −mC̄0
)

B̄ +m
(

∂0C −mC0
)

β̄ +mε0ijC̄i∂jϕ̃

+
(

mB0i − Σ0i
) (

∂iC̄ −mC̄i

)

−
(

∂0C i − ∂iC̄0
)

∂iβ̄ −
1

2
εoijB

(

∂iC̄j − ∂jC̄i

)

−B̄i
(

∂0C̄i − ∂iC̄0

)]

. (54)

The above charge is the generator for the infinitesimal, continuous and off-shell nilpotent
anti-BRST symmetry transformations (49) provided we compute the conjugate momentum
corresponding to the generic field Φ of our theory and use the equation (31) with the
replacements: sb → sab, Qb → Qab. However, it is very interesting to point out that the
above Noether conserved anti-BRST charge Qab is found to be non-nilpotent (i.c. Q2

ab 6= 0)
of order two because we observe that the following is true, namely;

sabQab = −i {Qab, Qab} ≡ −2iQ2
ab 6= 0. (55)

To corroborate the above statement, we have to compute explicitly the l.h.s. of (54) by
using (49) and the explicit expression for Qab [cf. Eq. (53)]. To be precise, we note that
the following is true as far as the computation of the l.h.s. of (54) is concerned, namely;

sabQab =

∫

d2x
[

m
(

∂0B̄ −mB̄0
)

β̄ −
(

∂0B̄i − ∂iB̄0
)

∂iβ̄
]

6= 0. (56)

In other words, we find that the Noether anti-BRST charge is conserved and it is the
generator for the infinitesimal, continuous and off-shell nilpotent anti-BRST symmetry
transformations (49). However, it is not nilpotent of order two(i.e. Q2

ab 6= 0).

18



4.2 Conserved Anti-BRST Charge: Nilpotent Version

With the background of our elaborate discussions in Subsec. 3.2, we shall be brief in our
present subsection where we shall derive the nilpotent (i.e. Q2

AB = 0 ) version of the anti-
BRST charge QAB from the Noether anti-BRST charge Qab [c.f. Eq. (53)]. In this context,
first of all, we focus on the last but one term of (53) which can be re-expressed as

−

∫

d2xε0ijB
(

∂iC̄j

)

=

∫

d2x
(

ε0ij∂iB
)

C̄j, (57)

where we have dropped a total space derivative term due to Gauss’s divergence theorem.
Using the EL-EoMs (52), the r.h.s. of the above equation can be re-written as:

∫

d2x
[

m
(

mB0i − Σ0i
)

C̄i −mε0ijC̄i∂jϕ̃+
(

∂0Bi − ∂iB0
)

C̄i

]

. (58)

To be precise, we have exploited the beauty of the top entry in (52) which is nothing but
the EL-EoM w.r.t. the massive gauge field Bµν . Furthermore, the sixth term of the Noether
anti-BRST charge (53) can be expanded as:

(

mB0i − Σ0i
) (

∂iC̄ −mC̄i

)

=
(

mB0i − Σ0i
)

∂iC̄ −m
(

mB0i − Σ0i
)

C̄i. (59)

A close and careful look at the equations (53), (57) and (58) demonstrate that the first
two terms of (57) would cancel out with the second term of (58) and the last entry in the
top line of (53). Hence, only the last term will survive in (57) and it will be present in the
nilpotent version (i.e. Q2

AB = 0) of the anti-BRST charge QAB. Now we concentrate on the
first term of (58) which is present inside the integral. Using the Gauss divergence theorem,
it can be re-written and re-expressed, using the appropriate EL-EoM from (52), as:

−

∫

d2x∂i
(

mB0i − Σ0i
)

C̄ = +

∫

d2x
(

mB̄0 − ∂0B̄
)

C̄. (60)

This term will be also a part of the nilpotent version (i.e. Q2
AB = 0) of the anti-BRST

charge QAB. Thus, the last term of (57) and the above term are a part of QAB which can
be re-expressed in the following manner:

∫

d2x
[(

∂0B̄i − ∂iB̄0
)

C̄i −
(

∂0B̄ −mB̄0
)

C̄
]

. (61)

At this juncture, we apply the anti-BRST symmetry transformations (49) on the above
expression and re-arrange some of the appropriate terms of the Noether anti-BRST charge
(53) so that there are perfect cancellations. For instance, the application of the anti-BRST
symmetry transformations on the above terms of (60) leads to the following:

∫

d2x
[

m
(

∂0B̄ −mB̄0
)

β̄ −
(

∂0B̄i − ∂iB̄0
)

∂iβ̄
]

. (62)

Now the stage is suitable set to modify some of the appropriate terms of (53) so that when
the anti-BRST symmetry transformations are applied on a part of them, there are perfect
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cancellations between them and (61). Towards this goal in mind, we re-express a couple of
appropriate terms of (53) as follows

m

∫

d2x
(

∂0C −mC0
)

β̄ = 2m

∫

d2x
(

∂0C −mC0
)

β̄ −m

∫

d2x
(

∂0C −mC0
)

β̄,

−

∫

d2x
(

∂0C i − ∂iC̄0
)

∂iβ̄ = −2

∫

d2x
(

∂0C i − ∂iC̄0
)

∂iβ̄

+

∫

d2x
(

∂0C i − ∂iC̄0
)

∂iβ̄, (63)

which are nothing but the third and seventh terms of the Noether charge Qab. It is straight-
forward to note that if apply the anti-BRST symmetry transformations (49) on the second
terms on the r.h.s. of the top and and bottom equations, the resulting expressions cancel
out with both the terms of (61). Thus, in addition to (61), the second terms on the r.h.s.
of the above equation ( 62 ) would also be present in QAB.

To obtain the final form of the nilpotent (i.e. Q2
AB = 0) version of the anti-BRST charge

QAB, we concentrate on the first integral on the r.h.s. of the bottom equation of (62). The
latter can be re-expressed, using the Gauss divergence theorem, as

+2

∫

d2x∂i
(

∂0C i − ∂iC̄0
)

β̄ ≡ −2

∫

d2x∂i
(

∂iC0 − ∂0C i
)

β̄. (64)

It is obvious that if we use the EL-EoM: ∂µ (∂
µCν − ∂νCµ) = −∂νλ+m (∂νC −mCν) for

the choice: ν = 0, the r.h.s. of the above equation (63) can be re-written as
∫

d2x
[

+2λ̇β̄ − 2m
(

∂0C −mC0
)

β̄
]

. (65)

A straightforward observation of (62) and (64) shows that the last entry of the latter will
cancel out with the first entry on the r.h.s. of the top equation of the former. Thus,
ultimately, we have obtained five crucial terms of QAB as follows

∫

d2x
[(

∂0B̄i − ∂iB̄0
)

C̄i −
(

∂0B̄ −mB̄0
)

C̄ −m (∂0C −mC0) β̄

+
(

∂0C i − ∂iC̄0
)

∂iβ̄ + 2λ̇β̄
]

, (66)

which are nothing but the sum of (61), second terms on the r.h.s. of top and bottom
equations of (62) and the first entry in (65). It is pretty clear that the latter entry is an
anti-BRST invariant [i.e. sab(2λ̇β̄) = 0] quantity. Thus, we have taken into account all the
non-trivial terms of the Noether conserved (but non-nilpotent) charge Qab. The rest of the
terms of Qab are trivially anti-BRST invariant. Hence, the final form of the conserved and
nilpotent version of the anti-BRST charge QAB is as follows:

QAB =
∫

d2x
[(

∂0B̄i − ∂iB̄0
)

C̄ i −
(

∂0B̄ −mB̄0
)

C̄ −m (∂0C −mC0) β̄

+ (∂0C i − ∂iC0) ∂iβ̄ + 2λ̇β̄ − λ ˙̄β + ρB̄0 +
(

∂0C̄ −mC̄0
)

B̄ − B̄i
(

∂0C̄i − ∂iC̄0

)

]

. (67)

The above is nothing but the sum of (65) and the rest of the BRST-invariant terms of
Qab [cf . Eq. (53)]. It is straightforward to check that we have the validity of sabQAB =
−i {QAB, QAB} = 0 ⇒ Q2

AB = 0 which proves the off-shell nilpotency of QAB.
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We wrap-up this subsection with the following two crucial remarks. First of all, as is
well-known from Noether’s theorem, the expression for the Noether conserved charge can
be re-caste into any other form by exploiting the beauty and strength of EL-EoMs for a
given theory. This is what exactly we have followed in the derivation of QAB from Qab

along with the standard definition of the physical fields that vanish off as x → ±∞. The
latter requirement has been taken care of by Gauss’s divergence theorem which we have
utilized at various places. Hence, if Qab is conserved, the alternative expression QAB (that
is derived by using (i) the EL-EoMS, and (ii) the Gauss divergence theorem) will also be
conserved. Second, the nilpotency property of the (anti-)BRST charges is very essential
from the point of view of (i) the standard BRST algebra (cf. Appendix A below), (ii) the
BRST cohomology (see, e.g. [42q]), and (iii) the Dirac quantization conditions where the
operator form of the constraints of the classical theory must annihilate the physical states
(of the total quantum Hilbert space of states) at the quantum level (cf. Appendix B below).

5 Curci-Ferrari Type Restrictions: Importance

The existence of the (non-)trivial CF-type restriction(s) on a BRST-quantized theory is
as fundamental as the existence of the first-class constraints for the definition of a clas-
sical gauge theory. In the case of our present theory, the (anti-)BRST invariant CF-type
restrictions are responsible for (i) the absolute anticommutativity of the BRST and anti-
BRST symmetry transformations which encodes the linear independence of the BRST and
anti-BRST symmetries, and (ii) the existence of the coupled (but equivalent) (anti-)BRST
invariant Lagrangian densities which respect both BRST and anti-BRST symmetry trans-
formations (provided we take into account the sanctity of the CF-type restrictions). Our
present section contains three parts. In Subsec. 5.1, we derive the CF-type restrictions by
demanding the direct equality of the BRST and anti-BRST invariant Lagrangian densities.
Our Subsec. 5.2 deals with the proof that the (anti-)BRST invariant Lagrangian densities
are equivalent w.r.t. the BRST and anti-BRST symmetry transformations in the sense that
both the Lagrangian densities respect both the nilpotent symmetries (provided the validity
of CF-type restrictions is invoked). Finally, in our Sebsec. 5.3, we establish the importance
of the CF-type restrictions in the proof of the absolute anticommutatity between the BRST
and anti-BRST symmetry transformations.

5.1 Direct Equality of the Lagrangian Densities

As pointed out earlier, the CF -type restrictions are responsible for the equivalence of the
(anti-)BRST invariant Lagrangian densities modulo some total spacetime derivatives. The
latter, as we know, do not play any significant role in the description of the dynamics of
the theory within the framework of the Lagrangian formulation. To be precise, we wish
to prove that the difference between the BRST invariant Lagrangian density LB and anti-
BRST invariant Lagrangian density LB̄ is equal to the total spacetime derivative provided
we take into account the sanctity of the CF-type restrictions. We know that the FP-ghost
part of the Lagrangian density (24) is common in the Lagrangian densities LB and LB̄.
Hence, in the difference LB − LB̄, it will cancel out. Ultimately, this difference reduces to
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L(b) − L(b̄) [cf. Eqs. (23),(48)] which leads to the following expression, namely;

1

2
(B + B̄)(B − B̄)− (B + B̄)(∂ · φ)−m(B − B̄)φ−

1

2

(

Bµ − B̄µ
) (

Bµ + B̄µ

)

+m
(

Bµ − B̄µ
)

φµ −
(

Bµ + B̄µ
)

∂µφ+
(

Bµ − B̄µ
)

(∂νBνµ) , (68)

where we have used the simple algebraic trick of factorization of the difference between two
square terms [e.g. B2− B̄2 = (B+ B̄)(B− B̄), etc.]. Re-arrangement of the above equation
leads to the following form of the ensuing equation:

(

Bµ − B̄µ + 2∂µφ
)

[

(∂νBνµ) +mφµ −
1

2

(

Bµ + B̄µ

)

]

+(B + B̄ − 2mφ)

[

1

2
(B − B̄)− (∂ · φ)

]

+ ∂µ [−2mφµφ] . (69)

It is pretty obvious that if we impose the restrictions: B + B̄ − 2mφ = 0 and Bµ − B̄µ+
2∂µφ = 0 on our theory, we observe that LB and LB̄ differ from each-other by a total
spacetime derivative term: ∂µ [−2mφµφ]. Hence, they are equivalent. The above two
relationships among the Nakanishi-Lautrup auxiliary fields (e.g. B, B̄, Bµ, B̄µ) and the
scalar field φ are known as the CF-type restrictions which are, as is clear, responsible for
the equivalence of the BRST and anti-BRST invariant Lagrangian densities.

The CF-type restrictions exist at the quantum level within the framework of the BRST
formalism. They are physical restrictions on our theory and, therefore, they should be
(anti-)BRST invariant quantities. This requirement leads to the following off-shell nilpotent
(anti-)BRST symmetry transformations for the Nakanishi-Lautrup auxiliary fields

sabBµ = −2∂µρ, sabB = 2mρ, sbB̄µ = 2∂µλ, sbB̄ = 2mλ, (70)

which are not present in the (anti-)BRST symmetry transformations that have been listed
in (49) and (26), respectively. As a side remark, we would like to mention that the above
physically important and (anti-)BRST invariant non-trivial CF-type restrictions (i.e. Bµ−
B̄µ + 2∂µφ = 0, B + B̄ − 2mφ = 0) can be derived from the following EL-EoMs

Bµ = ∂νBνµ − ∂µφ+mφµ, B = (∂ · φ) +mφ,

B̄µ = ∂νBνµ + ∂µφ+mφµ, B̄ = −(∂ · φ) +mφ, (71)

which are derived from the Lagrangian densities LB and LB̄ w.r.t. the Nakanishi-Lautrup
auxiliary fields (Bµ, B, B̄µ, B̄). Hence, there is consistency between our observations in
(68) and (70) as far as the derivations of the CF-type resections are concerned.

We wrap-up this subsection with the remarks that (i) the (non-)trivial CF-type restric-
tions are inevitable part of a properly BRST-quantized theory as they are physical in the
sense that they are (anti-)BRST invariant, (ii) the direct equality of the BRST and anti-
BRST invariant coupled (but equivalent) Lagrangian densities leads to their derivation,
and (iii) the EL-EoMs from these (anti-)BRST invariant Lagrangian densities also give a
glimpse of their existence on a properly BRST-quantized theory.
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5.2 Equivalent Lagrangian Densities: Symmetry Considerations

We have already seen that, under the BRST symmetry transformations (26), the La-
grangian density LB transforms to the total spacetime derivative [cf. Eq. (25)]. In ex-
actly similar fashion, we have noted that LB̄ transforms to the total spacetime deriva-
tive [cf. Eq. (50)] under the anti-BRST symmetry transformations (49). The purpose
of this subsection is to show that (i) the perfectly BRST invariant Lagrangian density
LB also respects the anti-BRST symmetry transformations (49), and (ii) the perfectly
anti-BRST invariant Lagrangian density LB̄ also respects the BRST symmetry transfor-
mations (26), provided we take into account the sanctity of the CF-type restrictions (i.e.
B+ B̄−2mφ = 0, Bµ− B̄µ+2∂µφ = 0). In other words, when we apply the BRST symme-
try transformations (sb) on LB̄ and anti-BRST symmetry transformations (sab) on LB, we
obtain the total spacetime derivative terms plus the terms that contain the above CF-type
restrictions. To corroborate this statement, first of all, we focus on the computation of
sbLB̄ which leads to the following explicit expression

sbLB̄ = ∂µ

[

2(∂νB
νµ)λ− (∂µCν − ∂νCµ)B̄ν + (∂µC −mCµ)B̄ − ρ∂µβ + 2mλφµ

− λBµ −mεµνσCν∂σϕ̃
]

− (∂µCν − ∂νCµ)∂µ

[

Bν − B̄ν + 2∂νφ
]

− m(∂µC −mCµ)(Bµ − B̄µ + 2∂µφ) +mλ(B + B̄ − 2mφ)

− (∂µC −mCµ)∂µ

[

B + B̄ − 2mφ
]

+ (Bµ − B̄µ + 2∂µφ)∂µλ, (72)

which clearly demonstrates that, on the r.h.s, we have the total spacetime derivative terms
and the terms that contain the CF-type restrictions on our theory. In exactly similar
fashion, when we apply sab on LB, we obtain the following:

sabLB = ∂µ

[

ρB̄µ − (∂µC̄ν − ∂νC̄µ)Bν − 2(∂νB
νµ)ρ− 2mρφµ − (∂µC̄ −mC̄µ)B

− λ∂µβ̄ −mεµνσC̄ν∂σϕ̃
]

+ (∂µC̄ν − ∂νC̄µ)∂µ

(

Bν − B̄ν + 2∂νφ
)

+ m(∂µC̄ −mC̄µ)(Bµ − B̄µ + 2∂µφ) +mρ(B + B̄ − 2mφ)

+ (∂µC̄ −mC̄µ)∂µ

(

B + B̄ − 2mφ
)

+ (Bµ − B̄µ + 2∂µφ)∂µρ. (73)

The r.h.s. of the above equation also shows that we have the total spacetime derivative
terms plus terms that explicitly incorporate the CF-type restrictions. Thus, it is crystal
clear that, if we invoke the validity of the CF-type restrictions (i.e. B + B̄ − 2mφ =
0, Bµ − B̄µ + 2∂µφ = 0), we observe that LB and LB̄ both respect both (i.e. BRST and
anti-BRST) symmetry transformations on the submanifold of fields which is defined by the
the equations corresponding to the CF-type restrictions.

We end this subsection with the following concluding remarks. First, we observe that,
as far as the RRST and anti-BRST symmetries are concerned, the Lagrangian densities LB

and LB̄ are equivalent provided we take into account the validity of CF-type restrictions.
Second, these Lagrangian densities are coupled because they are connected to each-other
by the CF-type restrictions (modulo a total spacetime derivative term). Finally, we note
that the existence of the non-trivial CF type restrictions always implies the existence of
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the coupled (but equivalent) Lagrangian densities that respect both (i.e. BRST and anti-
BRST) symmetries together.

5.3 Absolute Anticommutatity Property: Significance

For a given gauge theory with the local, continuous and infinitesimal gauge symmetry
transformations, there exist two nilpotent symmetry transformations (within the frame-
work of the BRST formalism) which are known as the BRST and anti-BRST symmetry
transformations. The impotency property encodes the fermionic nature of these symme-
tries which implies that, under these symmetry transformations, the fermionic fields of the
BRST-quantized theory transform to the bosonic fields and vice-versa. However, these
symmetries are not like the N = 2 SUSY symmetry transformations because (i) the SUSY
transformations do not absolutely anticommute with each-other, and (ii) the BRST and
anti-BRST symmetry transformations anticommute with each-other due to the existence of
the (non-)trivial CF-type restrictions on the BRST quantized theory. In fact, the absolute
anticommutativity property of the (anti-)BRST symmetries is one of the sacrosanct prop-
erties of the BRST formalism. Physically, this property encodes the linear independence
of the BRST and anti-BRST symmetry transformations. For instance, in the case of our
present BRST-quantized theory, we observe the following:

{

sb, sab

}

Bµν = ∂µ(Bν − B̄ν)− ∂ν(Bµ − B̄µ),
{

sb, sab

}

φµ = ∂µ(B + B̄) +m(Bµ − B̄µ),
{

sb, sab

}

Φ = 0, Φ = C̄µ, Cµ, β, β̄, C, C̄, φ, ϕ̃, Bµ, B̄µ, B, B̄. (74)

The above equation demonstrates that the absolute anticommutativity property (i.e.
{sb, sab} = 0) of the BRST and anti-BRST symmetry transformation operators [cf. Eqs.
(26),(49),(69)] is satisfied for all the fields of our theory provided we take into account the
validity of the CF-type restrictions (i.e. B + B̄ − 2mφ = 0, Bµ − B̄µ + 2 ∂µφ = 0).

We end this subsection with the following comments. First of all, we note that the
absolute anticommuativity property (i.e. {sb, sab} = 0) automatically satisfied for the
generic field Φ = C̄µ, Cµ, β, β̄, C, C̄, φ, ϕ̃, Bµ, B̄µ, B, B̄. However, for the gauge field and
Stückelberg vector field, we have to invoke the sanctity of the CF-type restrictions. This
happens because the gauge field Bµν and the Stückelberg vector field φµ are the most
basic fields of our theory. Rest of the fields appear in the theory because of the BRST
quantization of the Stückelberg-modified massive gauge theory. Second, the (non-)trivial
CF-type restrictions are essential in the BRST-quantized theory because the independent
identity of the BRST and anti-BRST symmetries (and corresponding conserved charges)
crucially depends on them. Furthermore, we have established in our earlier works [35,36]
that the CF-type restrictions are connected with the geometrical objects called gerbes.
Finally, the independent nature of the BRST and anti-BRST charges becomes crystal clear
in the field-theoretic models for Hodge theory (see. e.g. [14] for details) where we observe
that there is two-to-one mapping between the conserved charges of the theory and the de
Rham cohomological operators of differential geometry.

24



6 Conclusions

In our present endeavor, we have shown that under the local, continuous and infinitesimal
(i) classical gauge symmetry transformations (4), and (ii) quantum (anti-)BRST symmetry
transformations [cf. Eqs. (49),(26)], the kinetic terms of the 3D massive Abelian 2-form
gauge field and the pseudo-scalar field remain invariant. The classical gauge symmetry
transformations (4) are generated by a set of four first-class constraints [cf. Eq. (14)]
that have shown to exist on our theory. The (anti-)BRST invariance exists in our present
theory because the gauge-fixing terms (for the massive Abelian 2-form field Bµν as well as
Stückelberg’s vector field φµ) along with the FP-ghost terms transform in such a manner
that the total (anti-)BRST invariant Lagrangian densities transform to the total spacetime
derivatives [cf. Eqs.(50),(25)]. As a consequence, the action integrals, corresponding to
the above (anti-)BRST invariant Lagrangian densities, respect the (anti-)BRST symmetry
transformations. We have performed this exercise, for the first-time, in the case of an
odd-dimensional (i.e. D = 3) modified massive Abelian 2-form gauge theory.

One of the highlights of our present investigation is the observation that the pseudoscalar
field (i.e. ϕ̃) of our theory remains inert (i.e. δgϕ̃ = 0, s(a)bϕ̃ = 0 ) as far as the classical
gauge symmetry transformations (4) and the quantum BRST and anti-BRST symmetry
transformations (26) and (49), respectively, are concerned. However, its presence in the
two of the total four first-class constraints [cf. Eq. (14)] is an undeniable fact. According
to Dirac’s quantization conditions, the operator forms of the constraints must annihilate
the physical states (in the total quantum Hilbert space of states) at the quantum level (see,
e.g. [38] for details). We have been able to establish this fact, very briefly (cf. Appendix
B below), where we have demanded that the physical states (in the total quantum Hilbert
space of states) are those that are annihilated (i.e. QB|phys >= 0 ) by the conserved and
nilpotent version of the BRST charge QB. It is worthwhile to point out, in the context
of our present discussions, that the pseudo-scalar field (i.e. ϕ̃) does transform under the
(anti-)co-BRST symmetry transformations which have been shown to exist, within the
framework of BRST formalism, in the contexts of (i) the modified 2D massive Abelian
1-form (i.e. Proca) theory (see, e.g. [41]), and (ii) the modified massive 4D Abelian 2-
form theory (see, e.g. [14,28]). These models, as mentioned earlier, are the field-theoretic
examples for Hodge theory which provide the physical realizations of the set of three de
Rham cohomological operators of differential geometry at the algebraic level.

Against the backdrop of the discussions in the above paragraph, we would like to lay
emphasis on the fact that the pseudo-scalar field (with the negative kinetic term and a
well-defined mass) is very important field in our theory because (i) it turns out to be one of
the possible candidates of dark matter, and (ii) it plays a crucial role in the realm of cyclic,
bouncing and self-accelerated cosmological models of the Universe. Its massless limit (when
it would be endowed with only a negative kinetic term), we speculate, will be a possible
candidate of dark energy because it would automatically lead to the existence of negative
pressure in the theory. The latter is one of the characteristic features of dark energy which
is responsible for the modern observations of the accelerated expansion of the Universe (see,
e.g. [49-51]). We further speculate that the pseudo-scalar field (with the negative kinetic
term) will be one of the most fundamental fields that would correspond to the “phantom”
and/or “ghost” fields of the cosmological models.
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The existence of the (anti-)BRST invariant CF-type restriction(s) is the hallmark of
a properly BRST-quantized theory. In this context, it is pertinent to point out that the
trivial CF-type restriction∗∗ exists in the simple cases of the BRST approach to the Abelian
1-form gauge theory, a system of rigid rotor, etc., which are described by a single (anti-)
BRST invariant Lagrangian density/Lagrangian that respects BRST as well as anti-BRST
symmetry transformations and the property of the absolute anticommutativity is satisfied
automatically. As far as our 3D modified massive Abelian 2-form theory is concerned, we
have shown the existence of the non-trivial CF-type restrictions which are responsible for
the existence of the coupled (but equivalent) BRST and anti-BRST invariant Lagrangian
densities. Furthermore, in the proof of the absolute anticommutativity property of the
BRST and anti-BRST transformations, we have been compelled to invoke the sanctity of
the non-trivial CF-type resections. All these aspects have been discussed in our Sec. 5 and
we have been able to derive the CF-type restrictions from different theoretical angles.

One of the very promising future endeavor for us would be look into the possibility of
the existence of the nilpotent (i.e. s2(a)d = 0) (anti-)co-BRST/(anti-)dual-BRST symmetry
transformations s(a)d for our 3D modified massive Abelian 2-form theory. It is expected
that, under these symmetry transformations, the total gauge-fixing terms for the massive
gauge field as well as Stückelberg’s vector field would remain invariant. In other words, we
shall have the following kinds of (anti-)dual-BRST transformations (see, e.g. [14,9,28]):

sadBµν = −εµνσ∂
σC, sadC = 0, sadφµ = 0, sadφ = 0, sad (∂

νBνµ) = 0,

sdBµν = −εµνσ∂
σC̄, sdC̄ = 0, sdφµ = 0, sdφ = 0, sd (∂

νBνµ) = 0. (75)

On top of these symmetry transformations, we have to find out the appropriate transfor-
mations for the (anti-)ghost fields as well as for the pseudo-scalar field so that the total
transformations on (i) the kinetic terms for the gauge field as well as the pseudo-scalar
field, and (ii) the ghost-sector of the total (anti-)BRST invariant Lagrangian densities sum
up to the total spacetime derivatives. Thus, in our future endeavor, we wish to prove that
our present odd dimensional (i.e. D = 3) modified massive Abelian 2 -form theory is also
a field-theoretic model for Hodge theory. This will be a completely new result. Another
direction that can be followed by us is the constraint analysis of this theory, in an elabo-
rate manner, within the framework of BRST formalism. We have, very concisely, discussed
a bit of this aspect of our theory in our Appendix B to show that the existence of the
pseudo-scalar field in our theory is important because it is present in the operator form of
the two constraints which annihilate the physical states (i.e. |phys >) of our theory at the
quantum level (cf. Appendix B). We are currently very much involved with the above cited
problems and our results will be reported in our future publications [53].
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Appendix A: On the Standard BRST Algebra

In addition to the infinitesimal, continuous and off-shell nilpotent (i.e. fermionic) BRST
and anti-BRST symmetry transformations that have been discussed in Secs. 3 and 4,
respectively, we also have a set of ghost-scale symmetry transformations in our theory
which are found to be bosonic in nature, namely;

Cµ → e+ΣCµ, C̄µ → e−ΣC̄µ, β → e+2Σβ, β̄ → e−2Σβ̄,

C → e+ΣC, C̄ → e−ΣC̄, λ → e+Σλ, ρ → e−Σρ,

Φ → e0Φ
(

Φ = Bµν , Bµ,B, B, B̄µ, B̄, ϕµ, ϕ, ϕ̃
)

, (A.1)

where Σ is a spcetime-independent (i.e. global) scale transformation parameter and the
numerals in the exponents correspond to the ghost numbers for the fields. It is clear that
all the fields of the non-ghost sector (i.e. Bµν , Bµ,B, B, B̄µ, B̄, φµ, φ, ϕ̃) carry the ghost
number equal to zero. Hence, in the exponent, corresponding to the ghost-scale symmetry
transformation on the generic field Φ, we have zero as the numeral. For the sake of brevity,
we take into account Σ = 1 so that the infinitesimal version (sg) of the above ghost-scale
symmetry transformations becomes

sgCµ = +Cµ, sgC̄µ = −C̄µ, sgβ = +2β, sgβ̄ = −2β̄,

sgC = +C, sgC̄ = −C̄, sgλ = +λ, sgρ = −ρ, sgΦ = 0, (A.2)

where it can be readily checked that sg is bosonic (i.e. s2g 6= 0) in nature. Under these
infinitesimal transformations, the (anti-)BRST invariant Lagrangian densities remain in-
variant (i.e. sgLB = 0, sgLB̄ = 0). As a consequence, according to Noether theorem, we
have the following expression for the ghost current Jµ

(g), namely;

Jµ
(g) = 2β∂µβ̄ − 2β̄∂µβ + (∂µCν − ∂νCµ) C̄ν + λC̄µ +

(

∂µC̄ν − ∂νC̄µ
)

Cν − ρCµ

−
(

∂µC̄ −mC̄µ
)

C − (∂µC −mCµ) C̄. (A.3)
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The conservation law (∂µJ
µ
(g) = 0) can be proven readily by using the EL-EoMs (28) that

have been derived from the ghost-sector of the (anti-)BRST invariant Lagrangian densities.
The expression for the conserved ghost charge Qg =

∫

d2xJ0
(g) is as follows:

Qg =

∫

d2x
[

2β ˙̄β − 2β̄β̇ +
(

∂0C i − ∂iC0
)

C̄i + λC̄0 − ρC0 +
(

∂0C̄ i − ∂iC̄0
)

Ci

−
(

∂0C̄ −mC̄0
)

C −
(

∂0C −mC0
)

C̄
]

. (A.4)

The above charge is the generator for the infinitesimal ghost transformations (A.2) if we
express the ghost charge in terms of the canonical conjugate momenta w.r.t. the basic
(anti-)ghost fields of our theory and use the general equation (31) with the replacements:
sb → sg, Qb → Qg and use only the commutator (i.e. [ , ](−)) on the r.h.s. of (31).

Taking into account the property of the ghost charge Qg as the generator for the in-
finitesimal ghost-scale transformations sg, we further note that the following relationships
between the ghost charge and the non-nilpotent version (i.e. Q2

(a)b 6= 0) and nilpotent

version (i.e. Q2
(A)B = 0) of the (anti-)BRST charges [i.e. Q(a)b, Q(A)B] are true, namely;

sgQb = −i [Qb, Qg] = +Qb ⇒ i [Qg, Qb] = +Qb,

sgQab = −i [Qab, Qg] = −Qab ⇒ i [Qg, Qab] = −Qab,

sgQB = −i [QB, Qg] = +QB ⇒ i [Qg, QB] = +QB,

sgQAB = −i [QAB, Qg] = −QAB ⇒ i [Qg, QAB] = −QAB, (A.5)

which demonstrate that the Noether non-nilpotent (anti-)BRST charges Q(a)b and the nilpo-
tent versions of the (anti-)BRST charges Q(A)B obey the same kinds of algebras with the
conserved ghost charge Qg. However, we know that the off-shell nilpotency property of
the (anti-)BRST charges is very important from the point of view of (i) the BRST coho-
mology, and (ii) the physicality criteria and their consistency with the Dirac-quantization
conditions for the systems with constraints. Thus, the standard BRST algebra is obeyed
amongst the nilpotent versions (i.e. Q2

(A)B = 0) of the (anti-)BRST charges Q(A)B and the
conserved ghost charge Qg. This well-known and beautiful algebra is as follows:

Q2
B = 0, Q2

AB = 0, i [Qg, QB] = +QB, i [Qg, QAB] = −QAB. (A.6)

The above algebra encodes the fact that the ghost numbers of the (anti-)BRST charges
are (−1) + 1, respectively. In other words, the BRST transformation increases the ghost
number of a field by one [cf. Eq. (26)]. On the other hand, the ghost number decreases by
one [cf. Eq. (49)] for a field on which the anti-BRST transformation operates.

Appendix B: On the Physicality Criteria w.r.t. QB

The purpose of our present Appendix is to discuss briefly the consequences of the physicality
criteria w.r.t. the nilpotent version of the BRST charge QB and to establish its superiority
over the non-nilpotent version of the Noether BRST charge Qb. To be precise, we show
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that all the primary as well as the secondary constraints of our theory annihilate the
physical states when we demand that the physical states (i.e. |phys >) are those (in the
total quantum Hilbert space of states) that are annihilated (i.e. QB |phys >= 0) by the
conserved and nilpotent version of the BRST charge QB operator. Before we shall do
this exercise, we would like to point out that there are no explicit primary constraints
for the BRST invariant Lagrangian density (23). Rather, they have been traded with the
Nakanishi-Lautrup type auxiliary fields because we observe the following:

Πµν
(B) =

∂LB

∂ (∂0Bµν)
=

1

2
ε0µνB +

1

2

(

η0µBν − η0νBµ
)

,

Πµ
(φ) =

∂LB

∂ (∂0φµ)
= mB0µ − Σ0µ − η0µB. (B.1)

The expressions in (B.1) demonstrate that we have the following:

Π0i
(B) =

1

2
Bi, Πij

(B) =
1

2
ε0ijB, Π0

(φ) = −B, Πi
(φ) = mB0i − Σ0i. (B.2)

These observations corroborate our statement that the primary constraints Π0i
(B) ≈ 0 and

Π0
(φ) ≈ 0 [cf. Eq. (9)] of our starting Lagrangian density LMS

(0) have been traded with the

Nakanishi-Lautrup auxiliary fields Bi and B, respectively [cf. Eq. (B.2)].
A close and careful look at the (anti-)BRST invariant Lagrangian densities reveals that

the (anti-)ghost fields are decoupled, right from the beginning, from the rest of the theory
as there is no interaction between the bosonic (Bµν , φµ, φ, ϕ̃) fields (with the ghost number
zero) of our theory and the (anti-)ghost fields (which carry non-zero ghost numbers). Hence
the quantum Hilbert space of states of our theory is a direct product (see, e.g. [54] for
details) of the physical states (i.e. |phys >) and the ghost states (i.e. |ghost > . When
we demand the physicality criteria on the quantum Hilbert space of states w.r.t. the
nilpotent version of the BRST charge [cf. Eq. (46)], the ghost fields act only on the ghost
states (i.e. |ghost >) and produce the non-zero results. Hence, to satisfy the condition
QB |phys >= 0, all the fields and/or the specific combination of them (with the zero
ghost number) that are (i) present in the expression for QB, and (ii) are associated with
the basic (anti-)ghost fields, must annihilate the physical states (i.e. |phys >). As a
consequence, the following explicit operator conditions emerge out on the physical states
from the requirement: QB |phys >= 0, namely;

B | phys >= 0, Bi | phys >= 0,
(

∂0B +mB0
)

| phys >= 0,
(

∂0Bi − ∂iB0
)

| phys >= 0. (B.3)

It is pretty obvious, from (B.2), that B | phys 〉 = 0, Bi | phys 〉 = 0 imply that the operator
forms of the primary constraints annihilate (i.e. Π0

(φ) | phys >= 0,Π0i
(B) | phys >= 0) the

physical states of our theory. Let us now concentrate on the last two entries of (B.3) and
prove that they imply that the secondary constraints of our theory annihilate the physical
states. For this purpose, we have to take into account the following EL-EoMs that emerge
out from the non-ghost sector of the BRST-invariant Lagrangian density, namely;

∂µ (mBµν −Σµν) = mBν + ∂νB,
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1

2
εµνσ∂µB +

1

2
(∂νBσ − ∂σBν) = −

m

2
(mBνσ − Σνσ) +

m

2
ενση∂ηϕ̃. (B.4)

Taking the choice ν = 0 in the top entry of the above equation and the choosing ν = 0, σ = i
in the bottom entry, we obtain the following very useful relationships:

(

∂0B +mB0
)

= −∂i
(

mB0i − Σ0i
)

≡ −∂iΠ
i
(φ),

(

∂0Bi − ∂iB0
)

= 2
(

∂jΠ
ji
(φ) −

m

2
Πi

(φ) +
m

2
ε0ij∂jϕ̃

)

≡ −2
(m

2
Πi

(φ) − ∂jΠ
ji
(φ) −

m

2
ε0ij∂jϕ̃

)

. (B.5)

The above beautiful relationships establish that the third and fourth conditions on the
physical states (i.e. |phys >) in (B.3) are nothing but the conditions that the operator
forms of the secondary constraints [cf. Eqs. (10),(12)] of our classical theory annihilate the
physical states that exist in the total quantum Hilbert space of states.

We end this Appendix with the following closing remarks. First of all, we note that the
physicality criteria [cf. Eq. (B.3)] and ensuing conditions on the physical states w.r.t. the
nilpotent version of the BRST charge are consistent with the Dirac quantization conditions
(on the correct way of quantization of systems that are endowed with constraints. Second,
we have not taken into account the condition: B0 | phys 〉 = 0 from the physicality
criteria w.r.t.the BRST charge QB because the auxiliary field component B0 is associated
with the auxiliary ghost field λ which is not a basic ghost field. Moreover, it (i.e. B0)
is the conjugate momentum corresponding to the scalar field φ which is non-zero and,
therefore, it is not a constraint on our theory. Third, even though the pseudo-scalar field
does not transform under the classical gauge transformations [cf. Eq. (4)] and nilpotent
(anti-)BRST transformations [cf. Eqs.(49),(26)] at the quantum level, its presence and
importance in the constraints at the classical level [cf. Eq. (14)] as well as at the quantum
level [cf. Eqs. (B.5),(B.3)] can not be denied. Fourth, it can be explicitly checked that
the physicality criteria (i.e. Qb |phys >= 0) w.r.t. the non-nilpotent (i.e. Q2

b 6= 0) Noether
conserved charge Qb [cf. Eq. (30)] leads to the annihilation of the physical states only by
the operator forms of the primary constraints [cf. Eq. (9)] of our classical theory. However,
it does not lead to the annihilation of the physical states by the operator forms of the
secondary constraints [cf. Eqs. (10),(12)] that are present on our classical theory. Finally,
we would like to mention, in passing, that one can take into account the nilpotent version
of the anti-BRST charge QAB in the discussion of the physicality criteria. However, the
results will be same as what we have achieved in the case of our present discussions w.r.t.
the nilpotent version of the BRST charge QB (modulo some signs and symbols).
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