arXiv:1001.2808v3 [hep-th] 25 Oct 2020

NRCPS-HE-10-01 January, 2010

Topological Mass Generation in Four-Dimensional Gauge Theory

George Savvidy

Institute of Nuclear Physics, Demokritos National Research Center Agia Paraskevi, GR-15310 Athens, Greece

Abstract

The Lagrangian of non-Abelian tensor gauge fields describes the interaction of the Yang- Mills and massless tensor bosons of increasing helicities. We have found a metric-independent gauge invariant density which is a four-dimensional analog of the Chern-Simons density. The Lagrangian augmented by this Chern-Simons-like invariant describes massive Yang- Mills boson, providing a gauge-invariant mass gap for a four-dimensional gauge field theory. We present invariant densities which can provide masses to the high rank tensor bosons.

1 Introduction

Several mechanisms are currently known for generating massive vector particles that are compatible with the gauge invariance. One of them is the spontaneous symmetry breaking mechanism, which generates masses and requires the existence of the fundamental scalar particle - the Higgs boson. The scalar field provides the longitudinal polarization of the massive vector boson and ensures unitarity of its scattering amplitudes [1, 2]^1.

The argument in favor of a pure gauge field theory mechanism was a dynamical mechanism of mass generation proposed by Schwinger [3], who was arguing that the gauge invariance of a vector field does not necessarily lead to the massless spectrum of its excitations and suggested its realization in (1+1)-dimensional gauge theory[4].

Compatibility of gauge invariance and mass term in (2+1)-dimensional gauge field theory was demonstrated by Deser, Jackiw and Templeton [19, 20] and Schonfeld [21], who added to the YM Lagrangian a gauge invariant Chern-Simons density: L_{Y MCS} = − 1 2 T rG_{ij}G_{ij} + μ 2 ε_{ijk} T r (A_i∂_j A_k − ig 2 3 A_iA_jA_k), where G_{ij} is a field strength tensor. The mass parameter μ carries dimension of [mass]^1. The corresponding free equation of motion for the vector potential A_i = e_ie^{ikx} has the form (−k^2η_{ij} + k_ik_j)e_j + iμ ε_{ijl} k_je_l = 0 and shows that the gauge field excitation becomes massive.

In this article we suggest a similar mechanism that generates masses of the YM boson and tensor gauge bosons in (3+1)-dimensional space-time at the classical level. As we shall see, in non-Abelian tensor gauge theory [22, 23, 24] there exists a gauge invariant, metric-independent density Γ in five-dimensional space-time^2: Γ = ε_{lmnpq}T rG_{lm}G_{np,q} = ∂_lΣ_l, (1) which is the derivative of the vector current Σ_l (l,..=0,1,...,4). This invariant in five dimensions has many properties of the Chern-Pontryagin density P = ∂_μC_μ in fourdimensional YM theory, which is a derivative of the Chern-Simons topological vector current C_μ. Considering the fifth component of the vector current Σ_4 ≡ Σ and fields which are independent on the fifth spacial coordinate x_4, one can get a gauge invariant density which is defined in four-dimensional space-time^3: Σ = ε_{μνρλ}T r G_{μν} A_{ρλ}. (2) Its dimensionality is [mass]^3, therefore in order to get dimensionless functional in four dimensions we should multiply it by the parameter m which has dimensionality [mass]^1. Adding this term to the Lagrangian of non-Abelian tensor gauge fields leaves intact its gauge invariance, and to lowest order in coupling constant the equations of motion for the YM field A_μ = e_μe^{ikx} of helicities λ = ±1 and for the antisymmetric part B_{μν} = b_{μν} e^{ikx} of the rank-2 gauge field A_{μν} , which carries helicity zero λ = 0 state, can be written in the following form: (−k^2η_{νμ} + k_ν k_μ)e_μ + im ε_{νμλρ}k_μb_{λρ} = 0, (−k^2η_{νμ}η_{λρ} + k_ν k_μη_{λρ} − η_{νμ}k_λk_μ)b_{μρ} + i 2m 3 ε_{νλμρ}k_μe_ρ = 0. 1Extended discussion and references can be found in [3, 4, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18]. 2The definition of the higher-rank field strength tensors is given by formula (5). 3We are using Greek letters to numerate four-dimensional coordinates.

These field equations describe massive state of the vector particle of the mass

M^2 = 4 3 m^2. (3)

Thus at the classical level the YM vector boson becomes massive. The anti-symmetric tensor B^a_{μν} , which carries zero helicity state, provides the longitudinal polarization of the massive vector meson, suggesting an alternative mechanism for mass generation in non- Abelian gauge field theories in four-dimensional space-time. Because both of the fields, the vector and the antisymmetric tensor, are in the adjoint representation, it follows that all vector fields A^a_μ, a = 1, ..., dimG acquire the same mass M. At this stage the symmetric part A^S_{μν} of the rank-2 gauge field, which carries helicities λ = ±2, remains massless.

As a next step we shall demonstrate that in five-dimensional space-time there actually exists an infinite series of invariants Γ_s (s = 1, 3, ...) which are constructed by means of the totaly antisymmetric Levi-Civita epsilon tensor ε_{lmnpq} in combination with the generalized field strength tensors G_{mn,l1...ls} . These invariants can be represented as total derivatives of the vector currents Σ^s_l :

Γ_s = ∂_lΣ^s_l ,

where the vector currents Σ^s_l involve a free index l carried by the Levi-Civita epsilon tensor. Considering the fifth component of the vector current Σ^s_4 ≡ Σ_s one can see that the remaining indices will not repeat the external index. Furthermore, if all dependence of the tensor gauge fields on the fifth spacial coordinate x_4 is suppressed, we are left with the invariant densities which are defined in four-dimensional space-time. Their dimensionality is [mass]^3 therefore in order to get dimensionless functional in (3+1)-dimensions we should multiply them by the parameters m_s which have units [mass]^1: m_s ∫ M_4

Σ_s.

Adding these densities to the Lagrangian of non-Abelian tensor fields keeps intact its gauge invariance, up to total divergence terms, so that the Lagrangian takes the following form:

L_m = L_{Y M} + ∑ s (L_{s+1} + 2s s + 1

L^′_{s+1}) + ∑ s m_s Σ_s. (4)

The natural appearance of the mass parameters hints at the fact that the theory turns out to be a massive theory.

In the next section we present a short introduction into the theory of non-Abelian tensor gauge fields defining their gauge transformations, fields strength tensors and the Lagrangian [22, 23, 24]. In section three we derive different properties of the metricindependent and gauge invariant density Γ and of the corresponding vector current Σ_l and its reduction to four dimensions. In section four we overview the helicity content of the massless tensor gauge fields before including the topological mass term mΣ into the Lagrangian. In section five we analyze how the spectrum of the theory is changing when we add the invariant mΣ to the Lagrangian. As we shall see, a massive spin-1 YM boson with its three spin polarizations, λ = ±1, 0 appears in the spectrum, while the antisymmetric field has been absorbed as its longitudinal polarization. In the sixth section we are presenting infinite series of dimensionful invariants Σ_s (s = 1, 3, ...) which exist in four-dimensional space-time and can be added to Lagrangian in order to generate masses of the tensor bosons. In section seven we are presenting topological invariants in six dimensions.

2 Non-Abelian Gauge Fields

In our recent approach the gauge fields are defined as rank-(s + 1) tensors [22, 23, 24] A^a_{μλ1...λs} (x), which are totally symmetric with respect to the indices λ_1...λ_s. The number of symmetric indices s runs from zero to infinity^4. The index a numerates the generators L^a of an appropriate Lie algebra. The extended non-Abelian gauge transformation δ_ξ of the tensor gauge fields is defined in the Appendix and comprises a closed algebraic structure. The generalized field strength tensors are defined as follows [22, 23, 24]:

G_{μν} = ∂_μA_ν − ∂_ν A_μ − ig[A_μ A_ν ], (5) G_{μν,λ} = ∂_μA_{νλ} − ∂_ν A_{μλ} − ig( [A_μ A_{νλ}] + [A_{μλ} A_ν ] ), G_{μν,λρ} = ∂_μA_{νλρ} − ∂_ν A_{μλρ} − ig( [A_μ A_{νλρ}] + [A_{μλ} A_{νρ}] + [A_{μρ} A_{νλ}] + [A_{μλρ} A_ν ] ), ...... . ............................................ and transform homogeneously with respect to the extended gauge transformations δ_ξ. The tensor gauge fields are in the matrix representation A^{ab}_{μλ1...λs} = (L_c)^{ab}A^c_{μλ1...λs} = if^{acb}A^c_{μλ1 ...λs} and f^{abc} are the structure constants of the Lie algebra.

Using field strength tensors one can construct two infinite series of forms L_s and L^′_s invariant with respect to the transformations δ_ξ. They are quadratic in field strength tensors. The first series is given by the formula [22, 23, 24]

L_{s+1} = − 1 4 ( 2s∑ i=0 a^s_i G^a_{μν,λ1...λi} G^a_{μν,λi+1...λ2s} )( ∑ P η^{λi1 λi2} .......η^{λi2s−1 λi2s} ) , (6) where the sum ∑ P runs over all nonequal permutations of λ_i^′s and a^s_i =^{s!}_{i!(2s−i)!} . The second series of gauge invariant quadratic forms is given by the formula [22, 23, 24, 31, 33]

L^′_{s+1} = 1 4 ( 2s+1∑ i=1 a^s_{i−1} s G^a_{μλ1,λ2...λi} G^a_{μλi2s+2 ,λi+1...λ2s+1} )( ′∑ P η^{λi1 λi2} .......η^{λi2s+1 λi2s+2} ) , (7) where the sum ∑′ P runs over all nonequal permutations of λ_i^′s, with exclusion of the terms which contain η^{λ1,λ2s+2} .

These forms contain quadratic kinetic terms, as well as cubic and quartic terms describing nonlinear interaction of gauge fields with dimensionless coupling constant g. In order to make all tensor gauge fields dynamical one should add all these forms in the Lagrangian [22, 23, 24, 31, 33]:

L = L_{Y M} + L_2 + L^′_2 + ... + g_{s+1}(L_{s+1} + 2s s + 1

L^′_{s+1}) + .... (8)

The coupling constants g_3, g_4, ... remain arbitrary because each term is separately invariant with respect to the extended gauge transformations δ_ξ and still leaves these coupling constants undetermined. The Lagrangian L is well defined in any dimension.

4A priori the tensor fields have no symmetries with respect to the first index μ. The free field theory of totally symmetric tensors of high rank were constructed in [25, 26, 27, 5, 9, 28, 29, 51, 30].

3 Metric-Independent Density Γ

Let us consider a new invariant in five-dimensional space-time (4 + 1), which can be constructed by means of the totaly antisymmetric Levi-Civita epsilon tensor ε_{μνλρσ} (μ, ν, ... = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4) in combination with the generalized field strength tensors Γ = ε_{μνλρσ}T rG_{μν} G_{λρ,σ} = 2 ε_{μνλρσ}G^a_{μν} G^a_{λρ,σ}. (9) We shall demonstrate that this invariant in five dimensions has many properties of the Chern-Pontryagin density P = 1 4 ε_{μνλρ}T rG_{μν} G_{λρ} = ∂_μC_μ (10) in Yang-Mill theory in four dimensions, where C_μ = ε_{μνλρ}T r(A_ν∂_λA_ρ − i 2 3 gA_ν A_λA_ρ) (11) is the Chern-Simons topological current. Indeed, Γ is obviously diffeomorphism-invariant and does not involve a space-time metric. It is gauge invariant because under the gauge transformation δ_ξ (56) it vanishes: δ_ξΓ = ε_{μνλρσ}T r(δG_{μν} G_{λρ,σ} + G_{μν} δG_{λρ,σ}) = −igε_{μνλρσ}T r([G_{μν} ξ]G_{λρ,σ} + G_{μν} ( [ G_{λρ,σ} ξ] + [G_{λρ} ξ_σ] )) = 0. The variation of its integral over the gauge fields A^a_μ and A^a_{μλ} gives: δ_A ∫ M_5 d^5x Γ = ε_{μνλρσ} ∫ d^5xT r((∇_μδA_ν − ∇_ν δA_μ)G_{λρ,σ} + + G_{μν} (∇_λδA_{ρσ} − ∇_ρδA_{λσ} − ig[δA_λ A_{ρσ}] − ig[δA_{λρ} δA_ρ])) = − 2ε_{μνλρσ} ∫ d^5xT r((∇_μG_{λρ,σ} − ig[A_{μσ} G_{λρ}]) δA_ν + (∇_λG_{μν} ) δA_{ρσ}) + 2ε_{μνλρσ} ∫ d^5xT r(∇_μ(G_{λρ,σ} δA_ν ) + ∇_λ(G_{μν} δA_{ρσ} )). Recalling the Bianchi identity in YM theory and the generalized Bianchi identities for higher-rank field strength tensor G_{νλ,ρ} presented in the Appendix, one can see that Γ gets contribution only from the boundary terms and vanishes when the fields vary in the bulk of the manifold^5: δ_A ∫ M_5 d^5x Γ = 2ε_{μνλρσ} ∫ M_5 d^5x ∂_μ T r(G_{λρ,σ} δA_ν + G_{νλ} δA_{ρσ}) = = 2ε_{μνλρσ} ∫ ∂M_5 T r(G_{λρ,σ} δA_ν + G_{νλ} δA_{ρσ})dσ_μ = 0. Therefore Γ is insensitive to the local variation of the fields. It became obvious that Γ is a total derivative of some vector current Σ_μ. Indeed, simple algebraic computation gives Γ = ε_{μνλρσ}T rG_{μν} G_{λρ,σ} = ∂_μΣ_μ, (12) where Σ_μ = 2ε_{μνλρσ}T r(A_ν ∂_λA_{ϱσ} − ∂_λA_ν A_{ρσ} − 2igA_ν A_λA_{ρσ} ). (13) 5The trace of the commutators vanishes: T r([A_μ; G_{λρ,σ} δA_ν ] + [A_λ; G_{μν} δA_{ρσ} ]) = 0.

After some rearrangement and taking into account the definition of the field strength tensors (5) we can get the following form of the vector current: Σ_μ = ε_{μνλρσ}T rG_{νλ}A_{ρσ}. (14) It is instructive to compare the expressions (9), (10) and (11), (14). Both entities P and Γ are metric-independent, are insensitive to the local variation of the fields and are derivatives of the corresponding vector currents C_μ and Σ_μ. The difference between them is that the former is defined in four dimensions, while the latter in five. This difference in one unit of the space-time dimension originates from the fact that we have at our disposal high-rank tensor gauge fields to build new invariants. The same is true for the Chern-Simons topological current C_μ and for the current Σ_μ, where the latter is defined in five dimensions. It is also remarkable that the current Σ_μ is linear in YM field strength tensor and in the rank-2 gauge field, picking up only its antisymmetric part.

While the invariant Γ and the vector current Σ_μ are defined on a five-dimensional manifold, we may restrict the latter to one lower, four-dimensional manifold. The restriction proceeds as follows. Let us consider the fifth component of the vector current Σ_μ:

Σ ≡ Σ_4 = ε_{4νλρσ}T rG_{νλ}A_{ρσ}. (15)

Considering the fifth component of the vector current Σ ≡ Σ_4 one can see that the remaining indices will not repeat the external index and the sum is restricted to the sum over indices of four-dimensional space-time. Therefore we can reduce this functional to four dimensions. This is the case when the gauge fields are independent on the fifth coordinate x_4. Thus the density Σ is well defined in four-dimensional space-time and, as we shall see, it is also gauge invariant up to the total divergence term. Therefore we shall consider its integral over four-dimensional space-time^6: ∫ M_4 d^4x Σ = ε_{νλρσ} ∫ M_4 d^4x T r G_{νλ}A_{ρσ}. (16) This entity is an analog of the Chern-Simon secondary characteristic CS = ε_{ijk} ∫ M_3 d^3x T r (A_i∂_j A_k − ig 2 3 A_iA_j A_k), (17)

but, importantly, instead of being defined in three dimensions it is now defined in four dimensions. Thus the non-Abelian tensor gauge fields allow to build a natural generalization of the Chern-Simons characteristic in four-dimensional space-time.

As we claimed this functional is gauge invariant up to the total divergence term. Indeed, its gauge variation under δ_ξ (54), (56) is δ_ξ ∫ M_4 d^4x Σ = ε_{νλρσ} ∫ M_4 T r(−ig[G_{νλ} ξ]A_{ρσ} + G_{νλ}(∇_ρξ_σ − ig[A_{ρσ} ξ]))d^4x = = ε_{νλρσ} ∫ M_4 ∂_ρ T r(G_{νλ}ξ_σ)d^4x = ε_{νλρσ} ∫ ∂M_4 T r(G_{νλ}ξ_σ)dσ_ρ = 0. (18)

Here the first and the third terms cancel each other and the second one, after integration by part and recalling the Bianchi identity (58), leaves only the boundary term, which vanishes when the gauge parameter ξ_σ tends to zero at infinity.

6Below we are using the same Greek letters to numerate now the four-dimensional coordinates. There should be no confusion because the dimension can always be recovered from the dimension of the epsilon tensor.

It is interesting to know whether or not the invariant Σ is associated with some new topological characteristic of the gauge fields. If the YM field strength G_{νλ} vanishes, then the vector potential is equal to the pure gauge connection A_μ = U^−∂_μU. Inspecting the expression for the invariant Σ one can get convinced that it vanishes on such fields because there is a field strength tensor G_{νλ} in the integrant. Therefore it does not differentiate topological properties of the gauge function U, like its winding number. Both ”small” and ”large” gauge transformations have zero contribution to this invariant. It may distinguish fields which are falling less faster at infinity and have nonzero field strength tensor G_{νλ} and the tensor gauge field A_{ρσ}.

The dimension of this functional is not difficult to calculate. In four dimensions the gauge fields have dimension of [mass]^1, therefore if we intend to add this new density to the Lagrangian we should introduce the mass parameter m: m Σ = m ε_{νλρσ}T r G_{νλ}A_{ρσ}, (19) where parameter m has units [mass]^1. Adding this term to the Lagrangian of non-Abelian tensor gauge fields keeps intact its gauge invariance and our aim is to analyze the particle spectrum of this gauge field theory. The natural appearance of the mass parameters hints at the fact that the theory turns out to be a massive theory. We shall see that the YM vector boson becomes massive, suggesting an alternative mechanism for mass generation in gauge field theories in four-dimensional space-time.

We have to notice that the Abelian version of the invariant Σ was investigated earlier in [35, 37, 38, 39, 40, 43, 44, 45, 48, 49, 47]. Indeed, if one considers instead of a non-Abelian group the Abelian group one can see that the invariant Σ reduces to the ε_{νλρσ}F_{νλ}B_{ρσ} and when added to the Maxwell Lagrangian provides a mass to the vector field [35, 37, 34, 38, 39, 40, 42]. Attempts at producing a non-Abelian invariant in a similar way have come up with difficulties because they involve non-Abelian generalization of gauge transformations of antisymmetric fields [40, 44, 41]. Let us compare the formulas (2.16) and (2.17) suggested in [40, 43] for the transformation of antisymmetric field with the gauge transformation δ_ξ (54). For lower-rank fields the latter can be written in the following way [22, 23, 24]: δ_ξA_μ = ∂_μξ − ig[A_μ, ξ], δ_ζ A_μ = 0, δ_ξA_{μν} = −ig[A_{μν} , ξ], δ_ζ A_{μν} = ∂_μζ_ν − ig[A_μ, ζ_ν]. The antisymmetric part of this transformation coincides with the one suggested in [40] if one takes also the auxiliary field A^i_μ of [40] equal to zero. The crucial point is that the gauge transformations of non-Abelian tensor gauge fields δ_ξ (54) cannot be limited to a YM vector and antisymmetric field B^a_{μν} . Instead, antisymmetric field is augmented by a symmetric rank-2 gauge field, so that together they form a gauge field A^a_{μν} which transforms as it is given above and is a fully propagating field. It is also important that one should include all high-rank gauge fields in order to be able to close the group of gauge transformations and to construct invariant Lagrangian (8).

Let us shortly overview the helicity content of the massless tensor gauge fields before including a massive term into the Lagrangian [22, 23, 24, 32, 33].

4 Helicity Content of Massless Tensor Gauge Fields

Let us first recapitulate the analysis of the particle spectrum before including new massive terms into the Lagrangian [22, 23, 24]. In the Yang-Mills theory L_{Y M} = − 1 4 G^a_{μν} G^a_{μν} the free equation of motion is ∂_μF^a_{μν} = 0, or, in terms of vector gauge field,

(η_{μν} ∂^2 − ∂_μ∂_ν )A^a_ν = 0,

and it describes the propagation of massless gauge boson of helicity λ = ±1.

The second term in (8) of the Lagrangian L defines the kinetic operator and the interactions of the rank-2 gauge field A^a_{μλ}^7:

L_2 + L^′_2 = − 1 4 G^a_{μν,λ}G^a_{μν,λ} − 1 4 G^a_{μν} G^a_{μν,λλ} (20) + 1 4 G^a_{μν,λ}G^a_{μλ,ν} + 1 4 G^a_{μν,ν} G^a_{μλ,λ} + 1 2 G^a_{μν} G^a_{μλ,νλ}. Its free equation of motion is [22, 23, 24] ∂_μF^a_{μν,λ} − 1 2 (∂_μF^a_{μλ,ν} + ∂_μF^a_{λν,μ} + ∂_λF^a_{μν,μ} + η_{νλ}∂_μF^a_{μρ,ρ}) = 0, (21) where F^a_{μν,λ} = ∂_μA^a_{νλ} − ∂_ν A^a_{μλ}, or, in terms of tensor gauge field, it takes the form

∂^2(A^a_{νλ} − 1 2 A^a_{λν} ) − ∂_ν ∂_μ(A^a_{μλ} − 1 2 A^a_{λμ}) − ∂_λ∂_μ(A^a_{νμ} − 1 2 A^a_{μν} ) + +∂_ν ∂_λ(A^a_{μμ} − 1 2 A^a_{μμ}) + 1 2 η_{νλ}(∂_μ∂_ρA^a_{μρ} − ∂^2A^a_{μμ}) = 0 (22)

and is invariant with respect to the group of gauge transformations

δA^a_{μλ} = ∂_μξ^a_λ + ∂_λζ^a_μ, (23)

where ξ^a_λ and ζ^a_μ are gauge parameters. This free equation describes the propagation of massless modes of helicity-two and helicity-zero, λ = ±2, 0, charged gauge bosons [22, 23, 24, 32, 33]. This can be seen by decomposition of the rank-2 gauge field into symmetric A^S_{μλ} and antisymmetric parts B_{μλ}. For the symmetric tensor gauge fields A^S_{νλ} the equation reduces to the free Einstein and Fierz-Pauli equation

∂^2A^S_{νλ} − ∂_ν ∂_μA^S_{μλ} − ∂_λ∂_μA^S_{μν} + ∂_ν ∂_λA^S_{μμ} + η_{νλ}(∂_μ∂_ρA^S_{μρ} − ∂^2A^S_{μμ}) = 0, (24)

which describes the propagation of massless gauge boson of helicity two, λ = ±2. For the antisymmetric part of the tensor field it reduces to the equation [34, 35, 37]

∂^2B_{νλ} − ∂_ν ∂_μB_{μλ} + ∂_λ∂_μB_{μν} = 0

and describes the propagation of helicity-zero state, λ = 0. Let us now see how the spectrum is changing when we add new invariant Σ to the Lagrangian.

7It has sixteen components in the four-dimensional space-time.

5 Particle Spectrum with Topological Mass Term

With the new mass term we have to consider the Lagrangian

L = L_{Y M} + L_2 + L^′_2 + m 4 Σ = − 1 4 G^a_{μν} G^a_{μν} − − 1 4 G^a_{μν,λ}G^a_{μν,λ} + 1 4 G^a_{μν,λ}G^a_{μλ,ν} + 1 4 G^a_{μν,ν} G^a_{μλ,λ} − 1 4 G^a_{μν} G^a_{μν,λλ} + 1 2 G^a_{μν} G^a_{μλ,νλ} + + m 2 ε_{νλρσ}G^a_{νλ}A^a_{ρσ} . (25) The equations of motion which follow for the YM and rank-2 gauge fields are^8: ∇^{ab}_μ G^b_{μν} + m 2 ε_{νμλρ}G^a_{μλ,ρ} + +gf^{abc}A^b_{μλ}G^c_{μν,λ} − 1 2 gf^{abc}(A^b_{μλ}G^c_{μλ,ν} + A^b_{λμ}G^c_{μν,λ} + A^b_{μν} G^c_{μλ,λ} − A^b_{λλ}G^c_{μν,μ}) = 0, ∇^{ab}_μ G^b_{μν,λ} + m 2 ε_{νλμρ}G^a_{μρ} − − 1 2 (∇^{ab}_μ G^b_{μλ,ν} + ∇^{ab}_μ G^b_{λν,μ} + ∇^{ab}_λ G^b_{μν,μ} + η_{νλ}∇^{ab}_μ G^b_{μρ,ρ}) + +gf^{abc}A^b_{μλ}G^c_{μν} + 1 2 gf^{abc}(A^b_{μν} G^c_{μλ} + A^b_{λμ}G^c_{μν} + A^b_{μμ}G^c_{λν} − η_{νλ}A^b_{μρ}G^c_{μρ}) = 0. (26) Let us consider the free equations when the coupling constant g is equal to zero:

∂_μF^a_{μν} + m 2 ε_{νμλρ}F^a_{μλ,ρ} = 0, (27) ∂_μF^a_{μν,λ} − 1 2 (∂_μF^a_{μλ,ν} + ∂_μF^a_{λν,μ} + ∂_λF^a_{μν,μ} + η_{νλ}∂_μF^a_{μρ,ρ}) + m 2 ε_{νλμρ}F^a_{μρ} = 0, where F^a_{μν} = ∂_μA^a_ν − ∂_ν A^a_μ, F^a_{μν,λ} = ∂_μA^a_{νλ} − ∂_ν A^a_{μλ}. This is a coupled system of equations which involved the vector YM field and antisymmetric part of the rank-2 gauge field. This form of the equations clearly demonstrates why in non-Abelian tensor gauge field theory it is possible to have equations in four dimensions which include gauge invariant mass term. In the first equation the free index ν is attached to the epsilon tensor and its last three indices are contracted to the field strength tensor of rank-2 gauge field F^a_{μλ,ρ}. Obviously in vector gauge theory there are no such objects to contract indices in four dimensions. In the second equation the free indices ν, λ are attached to the epsilon tensor and its last two indices are contracted to the YM field strength tensor F^a_{μρ}.

In order to analyze the particle content of the free equations (27) it is convenient to derive them in terms of dual field strength tensors

F^∗_{μν} = 1 2 ε_{μνλρ}F_{λρ}, F^∗_μ = 1 2 ε_{μνλρ}F_{νλ,ρ}, (28) so that the equations will take the form^9 1 2 ε_{νμλρ}∂_μF^{∗a}_{λρ} − m F^{∗a}_ν = 0, 3 2 ε_{νλμρ}∂_μF^{∗a}_ρ − 2m F^{∗a}_{νλ} = 0. (29) 8At this stage we keep only YM and rank-2 gauge fields in the field equations, the rank-3 gauge field is inessential for our analysis of the mass spectrum of the lower-rank gauge fields. In the next section we shall include higher-rank gauge fields as well.

9Thus the second free equation can be written in terms of the dual field strength tensor F^∗_ρ . Notice that the full interacting Lagrangian L_2 + L^′_2 cannot be written in terms of this dual tensor because of the term^1_4 G^a_{μν,ν} G^a_{μλ,λ}.

From the first equation it follows that ∂_μF^{∗a}_{λρ} + ∂_λF^{∗a}_{ρμ} + ∂_ρF^{∗a}_{μλ} − m ε_{μλρν} F^{∗a}_ν = 0, then taking derivative and using Bianchi identity ∂_μF^{∗a}_{μν} = 0 yields ∂^2F^{∗a}_{λρ} − m ε_{λρμν} ∂_μF^{∗a}_ν = 0, and using the second equation in (29) we can get (∂^2 + 4 3 m^2)F^{∗a}_{λρ} = 0, (30) which describes a particle of the mass k^2 = 4 3 m^2 = M^2. (31) In a similar manner from the second equation it follows that ∂_μF^{∗a}_ν − ∂_ν F^{∗a}_μ + 2 3 m ε_{μνλρ}F^{∗a}_{λρ} = 0, then taking derivative and using Bianchi identity ∂_μF^{∗a}_μ = 0 yields ∂^2F^{∗a}_ν − 2 3 m ε_{νμλρ}∂_μF^{∗a}_{λρ} = 0, and using the first equation in (29) we can get the same result: (∂^2 + 4 3 m^2) F^{∗a}_ν = 0. (32) The above consideration does not tell us how many propagating modes describes the system of equations (34) on the mass-shell (31). In order to understand better the structure and the number of propagating modes one should analyze the corresponding free equations (27) in terms of fields ∂^2A^a_ν − ∂_ν ∂_μA^a_μ + m ε_{νμλρ}∂_μA^a_{λρ} = 0, (33) ∂^2(A^a_{νλ} − 1 2 A^a_{λν} ) − ∂_ν ∂_μ(A^a_{μλ} − 1 2 A^a_{λμ}) − ∂_λ∂_μ(A^a_{νμ} − 1 2 A^a_{μν} ) + +∂_ν ∂_λ(A^a_{μμ} − 1 2 A^a_{μμ}) + 1 2 η_{νλ}(∂_μ∂_ρA^a_{μρ} − ∂^2A^a_{μμ}) + m ε_{νλμρ}∂_μA^a_ρ = 0. As we already mentioned, only the antisymmetric part B_{νλ} of the rank-2 gauge field A_{νλ} interacts through the mass term, the symmetric part A^S_{νλ} completely decouples from both equations, therefore we arrive at the following system of equations: ∂^2A_ν − ∂_ν ∂_μA_μ + m ε_{νμλρ}∂_μB_{λρ} = 0, ∂^2B_{νλ} − ∂_ν ∂_μB_{μλ} + ∂_λ∂_μB_{μν} + 2m 3 ε_{νλμρ}∂_μA_ρ = 0. (34) The symmetric part A^S_{νλ} fulfils the massless equation (24) and therefore it is not influenced by the given mass term^{10}.

10As we shall see in the next section the symmetric field can acquire a mass when we include the next invariant mass term m_3 Σ_3.

One can find the structure and the number of propagating modes calculating the rank of the system (34) when it is written in the momentum representation^{11}: (−k^2η_{νμ} + k_ν k_μ)e_μ + im ε_{νμλρ}k_μb_{λρ} = 0, (−k^2η_{νμ}η_{λρ} + k_ν k_μη_{λρ} − η_{νμ}k_λk_μ)b_{μρ} + i 2m 3 ε_{νλμρ}k_μe_ρ = 0. (35)

When k^2 ≠ M^2 the system (35) is off mass-shell and we have four pure gauge field solutions:

e_μ = k_μ, b_{νλ} = 0;

e_μ = 0, b_{νλ} = k_ν ξ_λ − k_λξ_ν . (36)

When k^2 ≠ M^2 the system (35) has seven solutions. These are four pure gauge solutions (36) and additional three solutions representing propagating modes:

e^{(1)}_μ = (0, 1, 0, 0), b^{(1)}_{γγ́} = 1 i M √ ⃗k2 + M 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 −1 0 ,

e^{(2)}_μ = (0, 0, 1, 0), b^{(2)}_{γγ́} = − 1 i M √ ⃗k2 + M 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 −1 0 0 ,

e^{(3)}_μ = (0, 0, 0, M √ ⃗k2 + M 2 ), b^{(3)}_{γγ́} = 1 i 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 −1 0 0 0 0 0 0 . (37)

These propagating modes cannot be factorized into separately vector or separately tensor solutions as it happens for the pure gauge solutions (36). It is a genuine superposition of vector and tensor fields. Let us consider the limit M → 0. The above solutions will factorize, into two massless vector modes e^{(1)}_μ , e^{(2)}_μ , of helicities λ = ±1 and helicity λ = 0 mode b^{(3)}_{γγ́} of antisymmetric tensor - massless modes described in the previous section. But when M ≠ 0, in the rest frame ⃗k^2 = 0, these solutions represent three spin-1 polarizations.

The above analysis suggests the following physical interpretation. A massive spin- 1 particle appears here as a vector field of helicities λ = ±1 which acquires an extra polarization state absorbing antisymmetric field of helicity λ = 0, or as antisymmetric field of helicity λ = 0 which absorbs helicities λ = ±1 of the vector field. It is sort of ”dual” description of massive spin-1 particle.

In order to fully justify this phenomenon of superposition of polarizations one should develop quantum-mechanical description of tensor fields [43, 44]. It is a challenging problem because in this field theoretical model we have infinite number of fields. Not much is known about how to deal with such systems. One can develop ”naive” Feynman rules for transition amplitudes, but there is a need for deeper understanding of the corresponding path integral which is not only over fields at infinitely many space-time points, but also over infinitely many fields. It is impossible to make truncation to finite number of fields without breaking their gauge symmetries.

11We are using the method developed in [32, 33].

6 High-Rank Mass Terms

Let us consider now the next invariant in five-dimensional space-time (4+1) which can be constructed using totally antisymmetric Levi-Civita epsilon tensor in combination with the generalized field strength tensors. It has the following form: Γ_3 = ε_{μνλρσ}T r{G_{μν} G_{λρ,σαα} + 2G_{μν,α}G_{λρ,σα} + G_{μν,σ}G_{λρ,αα}}. (38) As one can easily check this entity is also gauge invariant, because under the gauge transformation (56) its variation vanishes:

δ_ξΓ_3 = 0.

It is not a metrically independent density, because not all Lorentz indices are contracted by the epsilon tensor, part of them are contracted by the space-time metric. In this respect it differs from the density Γ, but it keeps other important properties of density Γ which we shall explore here. Indeed, the density Γ_3 can be represented as a derivative of the vector current: Γ_3 = = ∂_μΞ_μ, Ξ_μ = ε_{μνλρσ}T r{G_{νλ}A_{ρσαα} + 2G_{νλ,α}A_{ρσα} + G_{νλ,αα}A_{ρσ}}. (39) Considering the fifth component of the vector current Ξ_μ Ξ ≡ Ξ_4 = ε_{4νλρσ} T r{G_{νλ}A_{ρσαα} + 2G_{νλ,α}A_{ρσα} + G_{νλ,αα}A_{ρσ}}, (40) we shall reduce it to four dimensions^{12}. This is the case when the gauge fields are independent on the fifth coordinate x_4. The density Ξ is well defined in four-dimensional space-time and it is gauge invariant up to a total divergence term. Indeed, its integral over the four-dimensional space-time^{13} Ξ = ε_{νλρσ} ∫ d^4x T r{G_{νλ}A_{ρσαα} + 2G_{νλ,α}A_{ρσα} + G_{νλ,αα}A_{ρσ}} (41) changes under the gauge variation (54), (56) as follows δ_ξΞ = ε_{νλρσ} ∫ T r(−ig[G_{νλ} ξ]A_{ρσαα} + G_{νλ}(∇_ρξ_{σαα} − ig[A_{ρσ} ξ_{αα}] − 2ig[A_{ρα} ξ_{σα}] − 2ig[A_{ρσα} ξ_α] − ig[A_{ραα} ξ_σ] − ig[A_{ρσαα} ξ]) + 2(−ig[G_{νλ,α} ξ] − ig[G_{νλ} ξ_α])A_{ρσα} + 2G_{νλ,α}(∇_ρξ_{σα} − ig[A_{ρσ} ξ_α] − ig[A_{ρα} ξ_σ] − ig[A_{ρσα} ξ]) + (−ig[G_{νλ,αα} ξ] − 2ig[G_{νλα} ξ_α] − ig[G_{νλ} ξ_{αα}])A_{ρσ} + G_{νλ,αα}(∇_ρξ_σ − ig[A_{ρσ} ξ]))d^4x = = ε_{νλρσ} ∫ T r∂_ρ(G_{νλ}ξ_{σαα} + 2G_{νλ,α}ξ_{σα} + G_{νλ,αα}ξ_σ)d^4x = 0, and vanishes because terms in front of ξ, ξ_α and ξ_{αα} cancel each other, the others after integration by part and recalling the Bianchi identities (58), (59) reduce to the boundary terms which vanish when the gauge parameters ξ_{σαα}, ξ_{σα} and ξ_σ tend to zero at infinity.

12Here the index α can repeat the external index μ. Therefore we should separately consider the term ε_{νλρσ} T r{G_{νλ}A_{ρσ44} + 2G_{νλ,4}A_{ρσ4} + G_{νλ,44}A_{ρσ} } as an additional expression in Ξ_4. We have additional tensor fields in four-dimensions: A_{μ4} = Ã_μ, A_{μ44} = ~Ã_μ, A_{μν4} = Ã_{μν} , A_{μν44} = ~Ã_{μν} , and for them the above invariant reduces to the form ε_{νλρσ} T rG̃_{νλ}Ã_{ρσ} , which we already studded in the previous sections. In the following consideration we shall take all these additional fields equal to zero.

13Below we are using the same Greek letters to numerate now four-dimensional coordinates.

The dimension of this functional is not difficult to calculate, in four dimensions the gauge fields have dimension of [mass]^1, therefore if we intend to add this new term to the action we should introduce the next mass parameter m_3:

m_3 2 Ξ = m_3 2 ε_{νλρσ} ∫ T r{G_{νλ}A_{ρσαα} + 2G_{νλ,α}A_{ρσα} + G_{νλ,αα}A_{ρσ} }d^4x, (42) where m_3 has dimension of [mass]^1. To study the influence of this term on the particle spectrum of the theory we have to consider quadratic on gauge fields terms of the Lagrangian. The free equations of motion will take the following form^{14}:

∂_μF^a_{μν} + 1 2 ∂_μ(F^a_{μν,λλ} + F^a_{νλ,μλ} + F^a_{λμ,νλ}) + m 2 ε_{νμλρ}F^a_{μλ,ρ} = 0, ∂_μF^a_{μν,λ} − 1 2 (∂_μF^a_{μλ,ν} + ∂_μF^a_{λν,μ} + ∂_λF^a_{μν,μ} + η_{νλ}∂_μF^a_{μρ,ρ}) + m 2 ε_{νλμρ}F^a_{μρ} + m_3 2 ε_{νλμρ}F^a_{μρ,σσ} + m_3 ε_{νμρσ}F^a_{μρ,σλ} = 0, ∂_μF^a_{μν,λρ} − 1 3 ∂_μF^a_{μλ,νρ} − 1 3 ∂_μF^a_{μρ,νλ} + 1 3 ∂_μF^a_{νλ,μρ} + 1 3 ∂_μF^a_{νρ,μλ} + (43) + 1 3 ∂_λF^a_{νμ,μρ} + 1 3 ∂_ρF^a_{νμ,μλ} + 1 6 ∂_λF^a_{νρ,μμ} + 1 6 ∂_ρF^a_{νλ,μμ} − −η_{λν} ( 1 3 ∂_μF^a_{μσ,σρ} + 1 6 ∂_μF^a_{μρ,σσ} ) − η_{νρ}( 1 3 ∂_μF^a_{μσ,σλ} + 1 6 ∂_μF^a_{μλ,σσ} ) + +η_{λρ}( 1 2 ∂_μF^a_{μν,σσ} − 1 3 ∂_μF^a_{μσ,σν} + 1 3 ∂_μF^a_{νσ,σμ}) + +η_{λρ}∂_μF^a_{μν} − 1 2 (η_{νρ}∂_μF^a_{μλ} + η_{νλ}∂_μF^a_{μρ}) + 1 2 (∂_ρF^a_{νλ} + ∂_λF^a_{νρ}) + + m_3 2 ( ε_{νλμσ}F^a_{μσ,ρ} + ε_{νρμσ}F^a_{μσ,λ} + ε_{νμγσ}η_{λρ}F^a_{μγ,σ}) = 0. From the second equation for the rank-2 gauge field it follows that now its symmetric part A^S_{νλ} interacts through the second mass term with the antisymmetric part of the rank-3 gauge field m_3 2 (ε_{νμρσ}F^a_{μρ,σλ} + ε_{λμρσ}F^a_{μρ,σν} ) = m_3 (ε_{νμρσ}∂_μA^a_{ρσλ} + ε_{λμρσ}∂_μA^a_{ρσν} ) and from the third equation - that the rank-3 gauge field interacts with the rank-2 gauge field, so that together they form a coupled system of equations similar to the one considered in the previous section and can produce massive particle of spin-2. In general it is a complicated system of coupled linear equations and full understanding of its solutions requires detailed analysis which we shall provide elsewhere.

At the end of this section we shall present the general form of the invariant which can be constructed in terms of higher-rank field strength tensors and epsilon tensor in four dimensions

Σ_{2s+1} = ε_{μνρσ} ∫ d^4x T r{G_{μν} A_{ρσλi1 λi1 ...λis λis} + ... + G_{μν,λi1 λi1 ...λis λis} A_{ρσ}}. (44) As we already suggested, it can be added to the massless Lagrangian (8) with different mass parameters m_{2s+1} as in (4). The consequences of this extension on the particle spectrum is not so easy to analyze and some general method should be developed to resolve the particle spectrum at subsequent levels.

14We keep only the YM, rank-2 and rank-3 gauge fields in the free field equations. The rank-4 and high-rank gauge fields should be considered at subsequent levels.

7 Topological Density in Six Dimensions

In the previous sections we considered the densities in five and four dimensions. It is also possible to construct invariants in higher dimensions. First let us consider metricindependent density in six dimensions: Δ = ε_{μνλρσκ} T r G_{μν,λ}G_{ρσ,κ}, (45) which is a gauge invariant entity, because under transformation δ_ξ (56) it vanishes: δ_ξΔ = ε_{μνλρσκ}T r(δG_{μν,λ}G_{ρσ,κ} + G_{μν,λ}δG_{ρσ,κ}) = −igε_{μνλρσκ}T r([G_{μν,λ} ξ] + [G_{μν} ξ_λ])G_{ρσ,κ} + G_{μν,λ}( [ G_{ρσ,κ} ξ] + [G_{ϱσ} ξ_κ] )) = 0. The Δ is obviously diffeomorphism-invariant and does not involve a space-time metric. It is also true that Δ is a total derivative of a vector current Π_μ. Indeed, simple algebraic computation gives Δ = ε_{μνλρσκ} T r G_{μν,λ}G_{ρσ,κ} = 2 ∂_μΠ_μ, (46) where Π_μ = ε_{μνλρσκ} T r G_{νλ,ρ}A_{σκ}. (47) While the invariant Δ and the vector current Π_μ are defined on a six-dimensional manifold, we may restrict the latter to one lower, five-dimensional manifold. Considering the sixth component of the vector current Π_μ Π ≡ Π_5 = ε_{5νλρσκ}T rG_{νλ,ρ}A_{σκ}. (48) one can see that the remaining indices will not repeat the external index and the sum is restricted to the sum over indices of five-dimensional space-time. Therefore we can reduce this functional to five dimensions. This is the case when the gauge fields are independent on the sixth coordinate x_5. Thus the density Π is well defined in five-dimensional spacetime and, as we shall see, it is also gauge invariant up to the total divergence term. Therefore we shall consider its integral over five-dimensional space-time: ∫ M_5 d^5x Π = ε_{νλρσκ} ∫ M_5 d^5x T r G_{νλ,ρ}A_{σκ}. (49) This functional is gauge invariant up to the total divergence term. Its gauge variation under δ_ξ (54), (56) is δ_ξ ∫ M_5 d^5x Π = ε_{νλρσκ} ∫ M_5 ∂_σ T r(G_{νλ,ρ} ξ_κ)d^5x = ε_{νλρσκ} ∫ ∂M_5 T r(G_{νλ,ρ}ξ_κ)dσ_σ = 0, where the boundary term vanishes when the gauge parameter ξ_κ tends to zero at infinity.

One can construct higher-rank extension of the above densities. The first in this infinite series is Δ_3 = ε_{μνλρσκ}G_{μν,λα}G_{ρσ,κα} , (50) the second has two varieties Δ_5 = ε_{μνλρσκ}G_{μν,λαβ}G_{ρσ,καβ} , Δ^′_5 = ε_{μνλρσκ}G_{μν,λαα}G_{ρσ,κββ} (51) and so on. These invariants may be important for the physics of D-branes in corresponding dimensions.

8 Note Added

In the higher-spin literature and, in particular, in the work of Metsaev and others, it was shown that the consistency of the interaction vertices with the Poincaré symmetry requires that the cubic interaction vertices should contain a number of derivatives greater or equal to s_1 + s_2 + s_3 − 2s_{min}, where s_a, a = 1, 2, 3 are the spins of the interacting particles. This result seems to be in a contrast with the form of the interaction vertices in the generalized Yang-Mills theory [22, 23, 24], in which all interaction vertices between highspin fields have dimensionless coupling constants in four-dimensional space-time. That is, the cubic interaction vertices have only first order derivatives, there is no self-interaction cubic vertices and that the quartic vertices have no derivatives.

Let us see first why the generalized Yang-Mills theory predicts that the cubic interaction vertices have only first order derivatives and that it avoids self-interaction cubic vertices. The general structure of the vertices is defined by the gauge and Lorentz invariant Lagrangian (4), which is quadratic in the field strength tensors (6) and (7). The field strength tensors themselves are quadratic in high-spin fields (5), therefore the Lagrangian (4) contains only quadratic, cubic and quartic vertices. The cubic vertices appear in the product of the derivative terms and quadratic terms of the field strength tensors (5) and have the following general structure: g∂A_{s1} A_{s2} A_{s3} , while there is no self-interaction vertices with s_1 = s_2 = s_3. The quartic vertices appear in the product of quadratic terms g^2A_{s1} A_{s2} A_{s3} A_{s4} . These structure of the vertices is a consequence of the gauge and Lorentz invariance of the Lagrangian (4), which has been proven explicitly by using formulas (54) and (56) [22, 23, 24].

Next, let us see that:

A) from the work of the Göteborg group it also follows that there exists a large class of Poincaré invariant cubic vertices for high spin fields which have only first order derivatives, in agreement with the cubic vertices of the generalized Yang-Mills theory, B) in the work of Metsaev there is a place where the author has made assumption which leads him to the conclusion that the cubic vertices should have higher derivatives, in contrast with the results of Göteborg group, C) from spinor representation of the cubic vertices for high spin fields it also follows that there are dimensionless Poincaré invariant cubic vertices [60, 61].

D) dimensionless cubic vertices for high spin fields appear in open string theory with Chan-Paton charges when one compute tree-level scattering amplitudes [62, 63, 64, 65].

A) Let us review the results of the Göteborg group which are published in [51, 52, 53]. In the light-front formulation of relativistic dynamics used in [51, 52, 53] the massless particles of spin-s are described by a complex function ϕ_s which encodes two physical helicities h = ±s of the massless particles. In this approach there are no auxiliary fields and questions associated with the gauge invariance, because it permits to work with the physical fields ϕ_s exclusively. What one should be concerned of is the relativistic invariance of the scattering amplitudes. The Poincaré group is realized here non-linearly and one should derive the self-interaction cubic vertices as a non-linear realization of the Poincaré group [51, 52]. The authors came to the conclusion that there are s derivatives in the cubic self-interaction vertices and the coupling constant has dimension of [mass]^{1−s}. This result of Lars Brink and his collaborators raised expectations that a consistent interacting theory might exist in flat space-time, because this approach demonstrated the existence of physically non-trivial interaction of high spin particles.

The next important step has been made in [53] where the authors derived the cubic vertices for all massless bosonic representations of the Poincaré group which includes interactions between different spins s_1, s_2, s_3. For the cubic vertices in four dimensions they found the following expressions (see formulas (A1.4-6) in [53]):

M_3 = ∫ Dβ^{s1}_1 β^{−s2}_2 β^{−s3}_3 P̄^{(s2+s3−s1)}ϕ̄_{s1} (1)ϕ_{s2} (2)ϕ_{s3} (3) + CC, if s_2 + s_3 > s_1, (A1.4)

M_3 = ∫ Dβ^{−s1}_1 β^{s2}_2 β^{s3}_3 P̄^{(s1−s2−s3)}ϕ_{s1} (1)ϕ̄_{s2} (2)ϕ̄_{s3} (3) + CC, if s_1 > s_2 + s_3, (A1.5)

M_3 = ∫ Dβ^{−s1}_1 β^{−s2}_2 β^{−s3}_3 P̄^{(s1+s2+s3)}ϕ_{s1} (1)ϕ_{s2} (2)ϕ_{s3} (3) + CC, (A1.6)

where β_a = 2p^+_a and a = 1, 2, 3 numerates the interacting particles, D denotes the momentum integration and momentum delta functions. The transverse momentum is P =^1_3 ∑ a β̂_ap_a, β̂_a = β_{a+1} − β_{a+2}. Here transverse momenta p_a, fields ϕ_s and all vectors A are defined as complex variables A = A_1 + iA_2, Ā = A_1 − iA_2. If one takes the spins of the scattered particles such that

s_2 + s_3 − s_1 = 1, or s_1 − s_2 − s_3 = 1, , or s_1 + s_2 + s_3 = 1, (52)

then one can get the cubic vertices (A1.4-6) which are linear in momentum P , in agreement with the cubic vertices of the generalized Yang-Mills theory [22, 23, 24].

B) It seems to me that the following assumption in the work of Metsaev [54, 55], who follows the light-front formulation of the Göteborg group, is not necessary and therefore leads him to a different conclusion. His general formula for the cubic vertex (5.9) in [54] is M_3 ∼ Z^{(s1+s2+s3−k)/2} ∏ B^{sa+(k−s1−s2−s3)/2} a , (5.9) where Z and B_a, a = 1, 2, 4 are linear in momenta functions and the vertex has therefore k powers of the transverse momenta. It is assumed that: ”The powers of the forms B_a and Z in (5.9) must be nonnegative integers.” This leads the author to the conclusion that the number of derivatives in the vertex should be greater or equal to s_1 + s_2 + s_3 − 2s_{min}. But as it was demonstrated in [53] the ratio of two polynomials of momenta can be reducible in four dimensions, therefore one should allow negative integer powers as well. This leads the authors of [53] to the vertices (A1.4-6).

C) As it was demonstrated in [53, 56, 57, 58, 59], the ”morphology” of the available invariant vertices is much richer when the interaction between different spins is allowed (52). The main difficulty here is to derive or to guess the genuine form of the full Lagrangian which is behind the perturbative constructions, that is, to extend the results to the second and higher orders in the deformation parameter. There is a need here to understand the structure of high spin interactions beyond the perturbation theory. The spinor representation of the scattering amplitudes may offer such a solution. One can get the dimensionless cubic vertices using the results of the Benincasa and Cachazo [60], they are [61]:

M_3 = f < 1, 2 >^{−2h1−2h2−1}< 2, 3 >^{2h1+1}< 3, 1 >^{2h2+1}, h_3 = −1 − h_1 − h_2, M_3 = k [1, 2]^{2h1+2h2−1} [2, 3]^{−2h1+1} [3, 1]^{−2h2+1}, h_3 = 1 − h_1 − h_2. (53)

and are identical to the conditions (52). The formulas (53) give a general expression for the cubic vertices in terms of two independent helicities h_1 and h_2. It allows to choose any h_1 and h_2 and then to find out h_3 for which the three-particle interaction vertex in four-dimensional space-time will have dimensionless coupling constants f and h. The details can be found in [60, 61].

9 Appendix

The extended non-Abelian gauge transformation δ_ξ of the tensor gauge fields is defined by the equations [22, 23, 24]: δ_ξA_μ = ∂_μξ − ig[A_μ, ξ] δ_ξA_{μν} = ∂_μξ_ν − ig[A_μ, ξ_ν] − ig[A_{μν} , ξ] δ_ξA_{μνλ} = ∂_μξ_{νλ} − ig[A_μ, ξ_{νλ}] − ig[A_{μν} , ξ_λ] − ig[A_{μλ}, ξ_ν] − ig[A_{μνλ}, ξ], (54) .............................., where ξ^a_{λ1...λs} (x) are totally symmetric gauge parameters, and comprises a closed algebraic structure. The tensor gauge fields are in the matrix representation A^{ab}_{μλ1...λs} = (L_c)^{ab}A^c_{μλ1...λs} = if^{acb}A^c_{μλ1 ...λs} and f^{abc} are the structure constants. The generalized field strength tensors are defined as follows [22, 23, 24]:

G_{μν} = ∂_μA_ν − ∂_ν A_μ − ig[A_μ A_ν ], (55) G_{μν,λ} = ∂_μA_{νλ} − ∂_ν A_{μλ} − ig( [A_μ A_{νλ}] + [A_{μλ} A_ν ] ), G_{μν,λρ} = ∂_μA_{νλρ} − ∂_ν A_{μλρ} − ig( [A_μ A_{νλρ}] + [A_{μλ} A_{νρ}] + [A_{μρ} A_{νλ}] + [A_{μλρ} A_ν ] ), ...... . ............................................ and transform homogeneously with respect to the extended gauge transformations δ_ξ: δG^a_{μν} = −ig[G_{μν} ξ], (56) δG^a_{μν,λ} = −ig( [ G_{μν,λ} ξ] + [G_{μν} ξ_λ] ), δG^a_{μν,λρ} = −ig( [G^b_{μν,λρ} ξ] + [G_{μν,λ} ξ_ρ] + [G_{μν,ρ} ξ_λ] + [G_{μν} ξ_{λρ}] ), ...... . ............................................ The field strength tensors fulfil the Bianchi identities [32]. In the YM theory the Bianchi identity is [∇_μ, G_{νλ}] + [∇_ν , G_{λμ}] + [∇_λ, G_{μν} ] = 0, (57) and for the higher-rank field strength tensors G_{νλ,ρ} and G_{νλ,ρσ} they are: [∇_μ, G_{νλ,ρ}]−ig[A_{μρ}, G_{νλ}]+[∇_ν , G_{λμ,ρ}]−ig[A_{νρ}, G_{λμ}]+[∇_λ, G_{μν,ρ}]−ig[A_{λρ}, G_{μν} ] = 0, (58) [∇_μ, G_{νλ,ρσ}] − ig[A_{μρ}, G_{νλ,σ}] − ig[A_{μσ}, G_{νλ,ρ}] − ig[A_{μρσ}, G_{νλ}] + cyc.perm.(μνλ) = 0 (59) and so on.

References

[1] J. M. Cornwall, D. N. Levin and G. Tiktopoulos, Uniqueness of spontaneously broken gauge theories, Phys. Rev. Lett. 30 (1973) 1268 [Erratum-ibid. 31 (1973) 572].

[2] C. H. Llewellyn Smith, High-Energy Behavior And Gauge Symmetry, Phys. Lett. B 46 (1973) 233.

[3] J. S. Schwinger, Gauge Invariance and Mass, Phys. Rev. 125 (1962) 397.

[4] J. S. Schwinger, Gauge Invariance and Mass. 2, Phys. Rev. 128 (1962) 2425.

[5] S. Weinberg, Feynman Rules for Any Spin, Phys. Rev. 133 (1964), B1318-B1332 doi:10.1103/PhysRev.133.B1318 [6] T. Kunimasa and Y. Goto, Generalization of the Stueckelberg Formalizm to the Massive Yang-Mills Field, Prog. Theor. Phys. 37 (1967) 452.

[7] M. J. G. Veltman, Perturbation Theory Of Massive Yang-Mills Fields, Nucl. Phys.

B 7, 637 (1968).

[8] A. A. Slavnov and L. D. Faddeev, Massless and massive Yang-Mills field, Theor.

Math. Phys. 3 (1970) 312 [Teor. Mat. Fiz. 3 (1970) 18] [9] H. van Dam and M. J. G. Veltman, Massive And Massless Yang-Mills And Gravitational Fields, Nucl. Phys. B 22 (1970) 397.

[10] A. A. Slavnov, Massive Gauge Fields, Theor. Math. Phys. 10 (1972) 201 [Teor. Mat.

Fiz. 10 (1972) 305] [11] M. J. G. Veltman, Nobel lecture: From weak interactions to gravitation, Rev. Mod.

Phys. 72 (2000) 341.

[12] P. Sikivie, An Introduction To Technicolor, CERN-TH-2951; [13] E. Farhi and L. Susskind, Technicolor, Phys. Rept. 74, 277 (1981). [14] S. Dimopoulos and J. R. Ellis, Challenges For Extended Technicolor Theories, Nucl.

Phys. B 182 (1982) 505.

[15] C. Csaki, C. Grojean, H. Murayama, L. Pilo and J. Terning, Gauge theories on an interval: Unitarity without a Higgs, Phys. Rev. D 69 (2004) 055006 [16] C. Csaki, C. Grojean, L. Pilo and J. Terning, Towards a realistic model of Higgsless electroweak symmetry breaking, Phys. Rev. Lett. 92 (2004) 101802 [17] G. Burdman and Y. Nomura, Holographic theories of electroweak symmetry breaking without a Higgs boson, Phys. Rev. D 69 (2004) 115013 [arXiv:hep-ph/0312247].

[18] A. A. Slavnov, Higgs mechanism as a collective effect due to extra dimension, Theor.

Math. Phys. 148 (2006) 1159 [Teor. Mat. Fiz. 148 (2006) 339] [19] S. Deser, R. Jackiw and S. Templeton, Three-Dimensional Massive Gauge Theories, Phys. Rev. Lett. 48 (1982) 975.

[20] S. Deser, R. Jackiw and S. Templeton, Topologically massive gauge theories, Annals Phys. 140 (1982) 372 [21] J. F. Schonfeld, A Mass Term For Three-Dimensional Gauge Fields, Nucl. Phys. B 185 (1981) 157.

[22] G. Savvidy, Non-Abelian tensor gauge fields: Generalization of Yang-Mills theory, Phys. Lett. B 625 (2005) 341 [arXiv:hep-th/0509049] [23] G. Savvidy, Non-abelian tensor gauge fields. I, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 21 (2006) 4931 [24] G. Savvidy, Non-abelian tensor gauge fields. II, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 21 (2006) 4959

[25] M. Fierz. Über die relativistische Theorie kräftefreier Teilchen mit beliebigem Spin, Helv. Phys. Acta. 12 (1939) 3.

[26] M. Fierz and W. Pauli. On Relativistic Wave Equations for Particles of Arbitrary Spin in an Electromagnetic Field, Proc. Roy. Soc. A173 (1939) 211.

[27] J.Schwinger, Particles, Sourses, and Fields (Addison-Wesley, Reading, MA, 1970) [28] L. P. S. Singh and C. R. Hagen, Lagrangian formulation for arbitrary spin. I. The boson case, Phys. Rev. D9 (1974) 898 [29] C.Fronsdal, Massless fields with integer spin, Phys.Rev. D18 (1978) 3624 [30] S. Guttenberg and G. Savvidy, Schwinger-Fronsdal Theory of Abelian Tensor Gauge Fields, SIGMA 4 (2008) 061 [arXiv:0804.0522].

[31] G. Savvidy, Non-Abelian tensor gauge fields and higher-spin extension of standard model, Fortschr. Phys. 54 (2006) 472 [arXiv:hep-th/0512012] [32] S. Konitopoulos and G. Savvidy, Propagating modes of non-Abelian tensor gauge field of second rank, J. Phys. A 41 (2008) 355402 [arXiv:0706.0762].

[33] G. Savvidy, Solution Of Free Field Equations In Non-Abelian Tensor Gauge Field Theory, Phys. Lett. B 682 (2009) 143.

[34] V. I. Ogievetsky and I. V. Polubarinov, The notoph and its possible interactions, Sov.

J. Nucl. Phys. 4 (1967) 156 [Yad. Fiz. 4 (1966) 216].

[35] E. Cremmer and J. Scherk, Spontaneous dynamical breaking of gauge symmetry in dual models, Nucl. Phys. B 72 (1974) 117.

[36] C. R. Hagen, Action Principle Quantization Of The Antisymmetric Tensor Field, Phys. Rev. D 19 (1979) 2367.

[37] M. Kalb and P. Ramond, Classical direct interstring action, Phys.Rev.D 9(1974)2273 [38] Y. Nambu, Magnetic And Electric Confinement Of Quarks, Phys.Rept.23(1976) 250. [39] A. Aurilia and Y. Takahashi, Generalized Maxwell Equations And The Gauge Mixing Mechanism Of Mass Generation, Prog. Theor. Phys. 66 (1981) 693.

[40] D. Z. Freedman and P. K. Townsend, Antisymmetric Tensor Gauge Theories And Nonlinear Sigma Models, Nucl. Phys. B 177 (1981) 282.

[41] M. Leblanc, D. G. C. McKeon, A. Rebhan and T. N. Sherry, Quantization of the Freedman-Townsend model of massive vector mesons, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 6 (1991), 3359-3364 doi:10.1142/S0217732391003870 [42] V. Aldaya, M. Calixto and F. F. Lopez-Ruiz, A Quantizable Model of Massive Gauge Vector Bosons without Higgs, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 24 (2009), 2731-2740 doi:10.1142/S0217732309032034 [43] A. A. Slavnov and S. A. Frolov, Quantization Of Nonabelian Antisymmetric Tensor Field, Theor. Math. Phys. 75 (1988) 470 [Teor. Mat. Fiz. 75 (1988) 201].

[44] T. J. Allen, M. J. Bowick and A. Lahiri, Topological mass generation in (3+1)- dimensions, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 6 (1991) 559.

[45] T. R. Govindarajan, A Note on the Equivalence of Gauge Mixing Mechanism and Dimensional Reduction Technique for Mass Generation, J. Phys. G 8 (1982), L17 doi:10.1088/0305-4616/8/2/001

[46] M. Henneaux, V. E. R. Lemes, C. A. G. Sasaki, S. P. Sorella, O. S. Ventura and L. C. Q. Vilar, A no-go theorem for the nonabelian topological mass mechanism in four dimensions, Phys. Lett. B 410 (1997) 195 [arXiv:hep-th/9707129];

[47] G. Dvali, R. Jackiw and S. Y. Pi, Topological mass generation in four dimensions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 96 (2006), 081602 doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.081602 [arXiv:hepth/0511175 [hep-th]].

[48] A. Lahiri, The dynamical nonabelian two form: BRST quantization, Phys. Rev. D 55 (1997) 5045 [arXiv:hep-ph/9609510].

[49] S. Deguchi, Canonical Formalism for a 2n-Dimensional Model with Topological Mass Generation, Phys. Rev. D 78 (2008), 125014 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.78.125014 [arXiv:0809.2888 [hep-th]].

[50] M. Botta Cantcheff, Doublet groups, extended Lie algebras, and well defined gauge theories for the two form field, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 20 (2005) 2673 [arXiv:hepth/0310156].

[51] A. K. Bengtsson, I. Bengtsson and L. Brink, Cubic Interaction Terms For Arbitrary Spin, Nucl. Phys. B 227 (1983) 31.

[52] A. K. Bengtsson, I. Bengtsson and L. Brink, Cubic Interaction Terms For Arbitrarily Extended Supermultiplets, Nucl. Phys. B 227 (1983) 41.

[53] A. K. H. Bengtsson, I. Bengtsson and N. Linden, Interacting Higher Spin Gauge Fields on the Light Front, Class. Quant. Grav. 4 (1987) 1333.

[54] R. R. Metsaev, Cubic interaction vertices of massive and massless higher spin fields, Nucl. Phys. B 759 (2006) 147

[55] R. R. Metsaev, Cubic interaction vertices for fermionic and bosonic arbitrary spin fields, arXiv:0712.3526 [hep-th].

[56] F. A. Berends, G. J. H. Burgers and H. van Dam, On The Theoretical Problems In Constructing Interactions Involving Higher Spin Massless Particles, Nucl. Phys. B 260 (1985) 295.

[57] F. A. Berends, G. J. H. Burgers and H. van Dam, Explicit Construction Of Conserved Currents For Massless Fields Of Arbitrary Spin, Nucl. Phys. B 271 (1986) 429.

[58] F. A. Berends, G. J. H. Burgers and H. Van Dam, On Spin Three Selfinteractions, Z. Phys. C 24 (1984) 247.

[59] R. Manvelyan, K. Mkrtchyan and W. Ruehl, A generating function for the cubic interactions of higher spin fields, arXiv:1009.1054 [hep-th].

[60] P. Benincasa and F. Cachazo, Consistency Conditions on the S-Matrix of Massless Particles, arXiv:0705.4305 [hep-th].

[61] G. Georgiou and G. Savvidy, Production of non-Abelian tensor gauge bosons.

Tree amplitudes in generalized Yang-Mills theory and BCFW recursion relation, arXiv:1007.3756 [hep-th].

[62] G. Savvidy, Connection between non-Abelian tensor gauge fields and open strings, J.

Phys. A 42 (2009) 065403 [arXiv:0808.2244 [hep-th]].

[63] M. Taronna, Higher Spins and String Interactions, arXiv:1005.3061 [hep-th].

[64] I. Antoniadis and G. Savvidy, Scattering of charged tensor bosons in gauge and superstring theories, Fortsch. Phys. 58 (2010) 811 [arXiv:0907.3553 [hep-th]].

[65] O. Schlotterer, Higher Spin Scattering in Superstring Theory, arXiv:1011.1235 [hepth].