arXiv:2312.05728v2 [hep-th] 6 Jun 2024

Generators of the Poincaré Group for arbitrary tensors and spinor-tensors

H.V. Almeida Silva^{a ∗}, D. Dalmazi^{a †}, R.R. Lino dos Santos^{b ‡}, E.L. Mendonça^{a §} a- UNESP - Campus de Guaratinguetá - DFI b- National Centre for Nuclear Research, Pasteura 7, 02-093 Warsaw, Poland

June 7, 2024

Abstract

In this work, we systematically derive explicit expressions for the Poincaré Group generators on arbitrary-rank tensors and spinor-tensors in D = 3 + 1 and D = 2 + 1 spacetimes, thus generalizing previous works in the literature for the groups ISO(3, 1) and ISO(2, 1). From the Casimir eigenvalue equations, we demonstrate in a modelindependent way the Fierz-Pauli constraints for massive particles for spins s = 5/2, 3, and 4 in D = 3 + 1 and helicities α = 5/2, 3, and 4 in D = 2 + 1 dimensions. We also comment on the demonstration of the Fierz-Pauli constraints for the general case of arbitrary spin (helicity).

∗hudson.vinicius@unesp.br †denis.dalmazi@unesp.br ‡rafael.santos@ncbj.gov.pl §elias.leite@unesp.br

Contents

1 Introduction 3

2 Poincaré Group ISO(3, 1) 4 2.1 Arbitrary rank-s tensors in D = 3 + 1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5 2.1.1 Spacetime translations . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5 2.1.2 Lorentz transformations . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6 2.2 Arbitrary rank-s spinor-tensors in D = 3 + 1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7 2.2.1 Spacetime translations and Lorentz transformations . . . . . . . . . . . . 7 2.3 Casimir operators of iso(3, 1) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9

3 Poincaré group ISO(2, 1) 10 3.1 Arbitrary rank-s tensors and spinor-tensors in D = 2 + 1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11 3.2 Casimirs of iso(2, 1) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12

4 Fierz-Pauli constraints from the algebra 13 4.1 Spin-5/2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13 4.1.1 Spin-5/2 in D = 3 + 1 : . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13 4.1.2 Helicity-5/2 in D = 2 + 1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14 4.2 Spin-3 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15 4.2.1 Spin-3 in D = 3 + 1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15 4.2.2 Helicity-3 in D = 2 + 1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16 4.3 Spin-4 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17 4.3.1 Spin-4 in D = 3 + 1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17 4.3.2 Helicity-4 in D = 2 + 1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 18 4.4 Comments on the case of arbitrary rank-s tensors . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19

5 Conclusions 20

A Spin generators in D = 2 + 1 22 A.1 helicity - α = 5/2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22 A.2 helicity - α = 3 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22 A.3 helicity - α = 4 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23

B Rank-s algebra 24

1 Introduction

Understanding the fundamental physical laws is central to theoretical physics. At the core of this understanding lies the exploration of symmetries and symmetry groups, which are essential for characterizing the interactions and describing elementary particles. In this regard, the Poincaré Group plays a crucial role by unifying Lorentz transformations with spacetime translations.

The seminal works by Wigner and Bargmann [1, 2] have significantly shaped our understanding of the relationship between symmetries and the properties of elementary particles, such as mass and spin. These elementary particles belong to the unitary irreducible representations of the Poincaré Group labeled by the eigenvalues of the Casimir operators of the algebra, forming the mathematical basis for the description of elementary particles [3].

Additionally, for a massive particle, the so-called Fierz-Pauli constraints reduce the degrees of freedom of a tensor (or spinor-tensor) representation to match the physical degrees of freedom. These constraints were postulated long ago in [4].

In the present article we work both in D = 3 + 1 and D = 2 + 1 spacetime dimensions and focus on deriving explicit representations for the Poincaré group generators acting on tensors and spinor-tensors for arbitrary integer and half-integer spins (and helicities), respectively. Explicit expressions in the literature can only be found for specific lower spins as s ≤ 2 in D = 3 + 1, see [8], and lower helicities in D = 2 + 1 as α = 3/2, 2 and 3, see [5, 6, 7].

We also demonstrate the Fierz-Pauli constraints for massive particles directly from the eigenvalue equations of the Casimir invariants in a model-independent way for the higher spin (HS) cases s = 5/2, 3, 4 in D = 3 + 1 and higher helicity cases α = 5/2, 3, 4 in D = 2 + 1. The Fierz-Pauli constraints are usually obtained in a dynamical way through the manipulation of the equations of motion of a given model. Here, differently, we demonstrate that they can be obtained from the algebra, generalizing [8], where only the simpler lower spin cases s = 1/2, 1, 3/2, 2 have been investigated. In D = 2 + 1 our demonstrations for α = 5/2 and α = 4 are new.

Massive HS particles of arbitrary integer and half-integer spins are present in the spectrum of the superstring theory. Nowadays, motivations for HS theories are much broader, though, see, for instance, [9, 10]. We can speculate that string theory itself might be a spontaneously broken phase of a higher spin gravity (HiSGRA) theory that generalizes Einstein’s spin-2 gravity, see [11] and references therein for reviewing these motivations. The powerful higher spin local symmetries of HiSGRA would contribute to a possible finiteness of the corresponding quantum field theory, see the seminal earlier works [12, 13]. Furthermore, there are also generalizations of the AdS/CFT duality to HiSGRA [14] and HS applications to 3D bosonization [15, 16].

Even beyond bosonization, the case of D = 2 + 1 dimensions is especially interesting since, differently from D = 3 + 1, helicity eigenstates can be described by local field theories in

D = 2 + 1, which are called self-dual models or parity singlets. Interestingly, the helicity +α and helicity −α parity singlets can be “soldered” into a parity doublet containing both helicities ±α. These soldered models are the usual massive spin-s models in any dimension D ≥ 3 for s = 1, 3/2, 2. Therefore, the parity singlets in D = 2 + 1 work like the basic building blocks of massive particles in the real world in D = 3 + 1.

This article is structured as follows: Section 2 examines the Poincaré Group in D = 3 + 1 spacetime, ISO(3, 1). We obtain general explicit expressions for the group generators within representations of arbitrary-rank tensors and spinor-tensors. Next, Section 3 extends these results to the Poincaré Group in D = 2+1 spacetime, ISO(2, 1), where we then identify explicit representations of the Casimir operators of the corresponding algebraic structure iso(2, 1). Notably, these results can be compared with the findings of Jackiw and Nair, as presented in [18], see also the precursor work on the Poincaré group in D = 2 + 1 by Binegar [19]. Then, in Section 4, we obtain the Fierz-Pauli constraints for massive spin(helicity)-s(α) (s(α) = 5/2, 3, 4) particles in D = 3 + 1 (D = 2 + 1). For the convenience of our readers, in the appendices, we introduce explicit expressions of symmetric spin generators in D = 2 + 1 dimensions.

Conventions: In both D = 3+1 and D = 2+1, the Minkowski metric η_{μν} is mostly plus, i.e., η = diag(−, +, +, +) and η = diag(−, +, +), respectively. Arbitrary tensors and spinor-tensors, with rank-s, depending on the spacetime coordinates x^μ, are represented by T^{μ1...μs} (x) and ψ^{μ1...μs} (x), respectively. We use the word “spin” and the symbol s for D = 3 + 1 dimensions and “helicity” and the symbol α for D = 2 + 1. Throughout the text, groups are referred to using capital letters while gothic letters are employed to represent algebras. Symmetrizations, denoted by “(...),” and anti-symmetrizations, represented by “[...],” are normalized.

The following properties of the Dirac matrices are useful. In D = 2 + 1, they are 2 × 2 real matrices expressed in terms of Pauli matrices, as follows: γ^0 = iσ_2, γ^1 = σ_2, and γ^2 = σ_3. These matrices satisfy the following fundamental relations:

[γ_α, γ_β] = 2ϵ_{αβρ}γ^ρ, (1) {γ_μ, γ_ν } = 2η_{μν} , (2) γ_μγ_ν = η_{μν} + ϵ_{μνα}γ^α. (3)

2 Poincaré Group ISO(3, 1)

It is well known that relativistic classical and quantum field theories must be invariant under the Poincaré transformations, which act on a four-vector x^μ spacetime coordinate as:

x^μ �→ x^{′μ} = Λ^μ_ν x^ν + a^μ , (4)

i.e., such transformation is a composition of the Lorentz transformation parameterized by Λ^μ_ν , SO(3, 1), plus a spacetime translation parameterized by a^μ, which together form the inhomogeneous Lorentz group ISO(3, 1). Here, a^μ is a real four-vector while Λ^μ_ν is a ranktwo tensor that fulfills the relation:

η_{μν} Λ^μ_αΛ^ν_β = η_{αβ} . (5)

Since the Poincaré group is a Lie group,^1 we can express Poincaré group transformations as Λ^μ_ν = δ^μ_ν − ω^μ_ν , a^μ = ϵ^μ , (6)

where ϵ^μ and ω^μ_ν are continuous infinitesimal parameters. In order to satisfy the condition (5), the tensor ω^μ_ν must be antisymmetric, i.e., ω^μ_ν = −ω^ν_μ . Therefore, in D = 3 + 1 dimensions, we have six independent components corresponding to three rotation angles plus three Lorentz boosts. Using (6), the transformation (4) will be given by:

x^μ �→ x^{′μ} = x^μ − ω^μ_ν x^ν + ϵ^μ . (7)

The generators of the corresponding Lie algebra satisfy the commutation relations:

[I^{αβ} , I^{μν} ] = i(η^{αμ}I^{βν} + η^{βν} I^{αμ} − η^{αν} I^{βμ} − η^{βμ}I^{αν} ), (8) [P^μ, I^{αβ} ] = i(η^{μβ} P^α − η^{μα}P^β), (9) [P^α, P^β ] = 0, (10)

where I^{αβ} = −I^{βα} denotes the six generators of the Lorentz group associated with the six independent components of the antisymmetric parameter ω_{μν} , and P^α denotes the four generators of spacetime translations associated with the four parameters ϵ_μ.

2.1 Arbitrary rank-s tensors in D = 3 + 1

In this section, we obtain explicit expressions for the generators of the Poincaré group acting on arbitrary tensors of rank-s, for integer s. We consider translations and Lorentz transformations separately in order to obtain the generators, P^α and I^{αβ}, respectively. We start with the translation case.

2.1.1 Spacetime translations

Considering an infinitesimal spacetime translation:

x^{′μ} = x^μ + ϵ^μ, (11)

1A generic element of a Lie group, say g(θ), where θ is a continuous infinitesimal parameter, can always be represented by D_R(g(θ)) = e^{iθaT aR} , for a given representation D_R, where a = 1, ..., n, while T_R are the generators of the group corresponding to the representation D_R. This property is independent of the representation. For a pedagogical review, see for instance [25].

Since ∂x^{′μ}/∂x^ν = δ^μ_ν we have: T^{′μ1...μs} (x^′) = T^{μ1...μs} (x) . (12) On the one hand, expanding the left hand side of (12), we obtain: T^{′μ1...μs} (x) = T^{μ1...μs} (x) − ϵ^α∂_αT^{μ1...μs} (x) + O(ϵ^2) , (13) On the other hand, as a group element acting on the original tensor, we have: T^{′μ1...μs} (x) = [exp (−iϵ_αP^α)]^{μ1 ...μs}_{ν1...νs} T^{ν1...νs} (x) . (14) By expanding the exponential on the right-hand side, we obtain: T^{′μ1...μs} (x) = T^{μ1...μs} (x) − iϵ_α(P^α)^{μ1 ...μs}_{ν1...νs} T^{ν1...νs} (x) + O(ϵ^2) . (15) Comparing (13) with (15), we finally get an explicit expression for the generator of translations: (P^α)^{μ1...μs}_{ν1...νs} = −i ( s ∏_{i=1} δ^{μi}_{νi} ) ∂^α , (16) which is valid on arbitrary rank-s tensors in D = 3 + 1 dimensions.

2.1.2 Lorentz transformations In order to obtain the explicit expressions for the generators of the Lorentz transformations I^{αβ}, we use the same approach of the previous case, but now, notice that under the Lorentz transformation ∂x^{′μ}/∂x^ν = Λ^μ_ν , so we have:

T^{′μ1...μs} (x^′) = ( s ∏_{i=1} Λ^{μi}_{νi} ) T^{ν1...νs} (x) . (17) In the infinitesimal case, considering that Λ^μ_ν = δ^μ_ν − ω^μ_ν up until the first order in ω, we have explicitly: s ∏_{i=1} Λ^{μi}_{νi} = (δ^{μ1}_{ν1} δ^{μ2}_{ν2} ...δ^{μs}_{νs} − ω^{μ1}_{ν1} δ^{μ2}_{ν2} δ^{μ3}_{ν3} ...δ^{μs}_{νs} − ω^{μ2}_{ν2} δ^{μ1}_{ν1} δ^{μ3}_{ν3} ...δ^{μs}_{νs} − ω^{μs}_{νs} δ^{μ1}_{ν1} ...δ^{μs−1}_{νs−1} δ^{μs}_{νs} ) = s ∏_{i=1} δ^{μi}_{νi} − s ∑_{k=1} s ∏_{i=1} i≠k δ^{μi}_{νi} ω^{μk}_{νk} . (18)

Inserting (18) into (17) and expanding the left hand side of (17) up to the first order in ω, we have: T^{′μ1...μs} (x) − ω^γ_αx^α∂_γ T^{μ1...μs} (x) = ⎡⎢ ⎢ ⎢ ⎣ s ∏_{i=1} δ^{μi}_{νi} − s ∑_{k=1} s ∏_{i=1} i≠k δ^{μi}_{νi} ω^{μk}_{νk} ⎤⎥ ⎥ ⎥ ⎦ T^{ν1...νs} (x) , (19) making explicit use of the antisymmetry of ω_{αβ} ≡ η_{αγ} ω^γ_β we have:

T^{′μ1...μs} (x) = T^{μ1...μs} (x) + ω_{αβ} 2 ⎡⎢ ⎢ ⎢ ⎣ (x^β ∂^α − x^α∂^β ) s ∏_{i=1} δ^{μi}_{νi} − s ∑_{k=1} s ∏_{i=1} i≠k δ^{μi}_{νi} (η^{αμk} δ^β_{νk} − η^{βμk} δ^α_{νk} ) ⎤⎥ ⎥ ⎥ ⎦ T^{ν1...νs} (x) (20) As an element of the Lorentz group acting on a rank-s tensor, we have: T^{′μ1...μs} (x) = exp( − i 2 ω_{αβ}I^{αβ})^{μ1...μs}_{ν1...νs} T^{ν1...νs} (x) , = T^{μ1...μs} (x) − i 2 ω_{αβ} (I^{αβ})^{μ1 ...μs}_{ν1...νs} T^{ν1...νs} (x) + O(ω^2) , (21) where I^{αβ} is the generator of Lorentz transformations which we are looking for. Comparing (21) with (20), we get an expression for the generators of Lorentz transformation: (I^{αβ} )^{μ1 ...μs}_{ν1...νs} = i ( s ∏_{i=1} δ^{μi}_{νi} ) (x^β ∂^α − x^α∂^β ) − i s ∑_{k=1} s ∏_{i=1} i≠k δ^{μi}_{νi} (η^{αμk} δ^β_{νk} − η^{βμk} δ^α_{νk} ) . (22) This generator can be decomposed into an orbital angular momentum part and a spin part I^{αβ} = L^{αβ} + S^{αβ}, explicitly, (L^{αβ} )^{μ1 ...μs}_{ν1...νs} = i s ∏_{i=1} δ^{μi}_{νi} (x^β ∂^α − x^α∂^β ) , (23) (S^{αβ})^{μ1 ...μs}_{ν1...νs} = i s ∑_{k=1} s ∏_{i=1} i≠k δ^{μi}_{νi} (η^{βμk} δ^α_{νk} − η^{αμk} δ^β_{νk} ) . (24) Now, we have all the generators of the Poincaré group on rank-s tensors, with s integer in D = 3 + 1 dimensions. Next, we generalize such results to the fermionic case represented by arbitrary rank-s spinor-tensors.

2.2 Arbitrary rank-s spinor-tensors in D = 3 + 1

In this section we obtain the generators of the Poincaré group on rank-s spinor-tensors. We denote spinor-tensors as ψ^{μ1μ2...μs} (x). Below, we derive the expressions of the generators proceeding as before.

2.2.1 Spacetime translations and Lorentz transformations

We start by requiring that the translated spinor-tensor at the translated spacetime coordinate is equal to the original spinor-tensor at the original spacetime coordinate: ψ^{′μ1...μs} (x^′) = ψ^{μ1...μs} (x) , (25) If we follow the same steps of Section 2.1.1, we end up with the following translation generator on rank-s spinor tensors: (P^α)^{μ1...μs}_{ν1...νs} = −i s ∏_{i=1} δ^{μi}_{νi} ∂^αI . (26) where I is a (4 × 4) identity matrix in the Dirac-spinor space. Except by the matrix I, we have exactly the same result obtained in the pure tensor case (16).

Now, regarding the Lorentz transformations, there is a difference with respect to the bosonic case. Namely, the Lorentz transformation of a rank-s spinor tensor is given by

ψ^{′μ1...μs} (x^′) = ( s ∏_{i=1} Λ^{μ1...μs}_{ν1...νs} ) S ψ^{ν1...νs} (x) , (27) where we take into account i) the tensor representation of the Lorentz group through the factors Λ acting directly on the Minkowski indices, and ii) the spinorial representation given by S, which is explicitly given by the group element: S ≡ exp ( i 4 ω_{αβ} σ^{αβ}) , (28)

with the generators σ_{αβ} given by

σ_{αβ} = − i 2 [γ_α, γ_β ] (29)

Notice that, in (28), the ω_{αβ} parameters are precisely the same infinitesimal antisymmetric parameters of the Lorentz transformations. However, the generators σ_{αβ} are the corresponding Lorentz generators of the spinorial counterpart (σ_{αβ} is explicitly antisymmetric). The symbol [ , ] stands for commutator while the γ^′s are the usual Dirac matrices.

On the one hand, expanding the left hand side of (27) and (28), using (18), we have:

ψ^{′μ1...μs} (x) − ω^γ_αx^α∂_γ ψ^{′μ1...μs} (x) = ⎡⎢ ⎢ ⎢ ⎣ s ∏_{i=1} δ^{μi}_{νi} − s ∑_{k=1} s ∏_{i=1} i≠k δ^{μi}_{νi} ω^{μk}_{νk} + ⋯ ⎤⎥ ⎥ ⎥ ⎦ [I+ i 4 ω_{αβ}σ^{αβ} + ⋯] ψ^{ν1...νs} (x) .. (30) Recalling the antisymmetry of ω_{αβ}, we have: ψ^{′μ1...μs} (x) = ψ^{μ1...μs} (x) + ω_{αβ} 2 [(x^β ∂^α − x^α∂^β ) s ∏_{i=1} δ^{μi}_{νi} I

− s ∑_{k=1} s ∏_{i=1} i≠k δ^{μi}_{νi} (η^{αμk} δ^β_{νk} − η^{βμk} δ^α_{νk} )I+ i 2 σ^{αβ} s ∏_{i=1} δ^{μi}_{νi} ⎤⎥ ⎥ ⎥ ⎦ ψ^{ν1...νs} (x). (31)

On the other hand, ψ^{′μ1...μs} (x) = exp( − i 2 ω_{αβ}I^{αβ})^{μ1...μs}_{ν1...νs} ψ^{ν1...νs} (x) = ψ^{μ1...μs} (x) − i 2 ω_{αβ}(I^{αβ} )^{μ1...μs}_{ν1...νs} ψ^{ν1...νs} (x) . (32) Comparing (32) with (31), the generator for Lorentz transformations can be written as: (I^{αβ})^{μ1 ...μs}_{ν1...νs} = i s ∏_{i=1} δ^{μi}_{νi} (x^β ∂^α − x^α∂^β )I− i s ∑_{k=1} s ∏_{i=1} i≠k δ^{μi}_{νi} (η^{αμk} δ^β_{νk} − η^{βμk} δ^α_{νk} )I− 1 2 σ^{αβ} s ∏_{i=1} δ^{μi}_{νi} . (33)

Again, this generator can be decomposed into an orbital angular momentum part and a spin part I^{αβ} = L^{αβ} + S^{αβ} respectively given by: (L^{αβ} )^{μ1 ...μs}_{ν1...νs} = i s ∏_{i=1} δ^{μi}_{νi} (x^β ∂^α − x^α∂^β )I, (34) (S^{αβ})^{μ1 ...μs}_{ν1...νs} = −i s ∑_{k=1} s ∏_{i=1} i≠k δ^{μi}_{νi} (η^{αμk} δ^β_{νk} − η^{βμk} δ^α_{νk} )I− 1 2 σ^{αβ} s ∏_{i=1} δ^{μi}_{νi} , (35)

where in the spin part S^{αβ} of the total angular momentum we have an explicit separation of the integer – the first term of the right-hand side of (35)– as well as the semi-integer contributions – the second term of the right-hand side of (35).

We have, therefore, obtained representations of all Poincaré generators for arbitrary rank-s tensors and spinor-tensors. Next, we study the Casimir operators for this group.

2.3 Casimir operators of iso(3, 1)

The Casimir operators of a group are the operators that commute with all group generators. Consequently, these operators are invariant by the group symmetry transformations and are used to classify the irreducible representations associated with that group. According to the seminal work by Wigner in 1939 [1], mass and spin are precisely the two properties that characterize systems with invariance under the Poincaré group. Then, the irreducible representation of such a group is the basis of the description of elementary particles.

The Lie algebra iso(3, 1) of the Poincaré group is composed of the generators P^μ and I^{αβ}. In D = 3 + 1, it is well known that the Poincaré algebra has two Casimirs,^2

C_1 ≡ P^2 = P_αP^α, (36) C_2 ≡ W^2 = W_αW^α = − 1 2 I_{αβ} I^{αβ}P^2 + I_{γβ} I^{αβ}P_αP^γ , (37)

where W^α is the Pauli-Lubanski pseudovector, given explicitly by

W^α = ϵ^{αβγδ} P_βI_{γδ}/2, (38)

and I_{γδ} is given by (22) (for tensors) or (33) (for spinor-tensors). The corresponding eigenvalue equations,

P^2ϕ = −m^2ϕ , (39) W^2ϕ = −m^2s(s + 1)ϕ , (40)

define the mass (m) and the spin (s) of an elementary massive particle represented (suppressing indices) by a field ϕ.

2From now on, we call a Casimir operator simply Casimir.

For the arbitrary rank-s tensor representation, we explicitly write the Casimir C_1 with the representation given by (16). Once the eigenvalue equation (39) must be satisfied, we obtain the Klein-Gordon equation in the given representation:

(◻ − m^2)T^{μ1...μs} = 0. (41)

Similarly, we write the eigenvalue equation of the Casimir C_2 using (16) and (22) to get 2 s ◻ T^{μ1...μs} + 2 s ∑_{k,r=1} k<r s ∏_{i=1} i≠k,r δ^{μi}_{νi} δ^{μk}_{νr} δ^{μr}_{νk} ◻ T^{ν1...νs} − 2 s ∑_{k=1} s ∏_{i=1} i≠k δ^{μi}_{νi} ∂_{νk} ∂^{μk} T^{ν1...νs} +

+ 2 s ∑_{k,r=1} k<r s ∏_{i=1} i≠k,r δ^{μi}_{νi} [η^{μkμr} ∂_{νk} ∂_{νr} − η_{νkνr} (◻η^{μk μr} − ∂^{μk} ∂^{μr} ) − δ^{μr}_{νk} ∂^{μk} ∂_{νr} − δ^{μk}_{νr} ∂^{μr} ∂_{νk} ] T^{ν1...νs} = m^2s(s + 1)T^{μ1...μs} . (42)

Analogously, on arbitrary rank-s spinor-tensors, the eigenvalue equations are respectively:

(◻ − m^2)ψ^{μ1 ...μs} = 0, (43)

(2s + 3 4 ) ◻ ψ^{μ1...μs} + 2 s ∑_{k,r=1} k<r s ∏_{i=1} i≠k,r δ^{μi}_{νi} δ^{μk}_{νr} δ^{μr}_{νk} ◻ ψ^{ν1...νs} − 2 s ∑_{k=1} s ∏_{i=1} i≠k δ^{μi}_{νi} ∂_{νk} ∂^{μk} ψ^{ν1...νs} +

+ 2 s ∑_{k,r=1} k<r s ∏_{i=1} i≠k,r δ^{μi}_{νi} [η^{μkμr} ∂_{νk} ∂_{νr} − η_{νkνr} (◻η^{μk μr} − ∂^{μk} ∂^{μr} ) − δ^{μr}_{νk} ∂^{μk} ∂_{νr} − δ^{μk}_{νr} ∂^{μr} ∂_{νk} ] ψ^{ν1...νs}

− 1 2 s ∑_{k=1} s ∏_{i=1} i≠k δ^{μi}_{νi} ([∂, γ_{νk} ]∂^{μk} − [∂, γ^{μk} ]∂_{νk} − [γ^{μk} , γ_{νk} ]◻)ψ^{ν1...νs} = m^2s(s + 1)ψ^{μ1...μs} , (44)

where ∂ denotes γ_μ∂^μ.

Now that we have all the generators of the Poincaré group and the eigenvalue equations of the Casimir operators for rank-s tensors and spinor-tensors in D = 3 + 1, we proceed with a simple prescription that allows us to adapt our results to the lower dimension case of the D = 2 + 1 spacetime.

3 Poincaré group ISO(2, 1)

We start by taking advantage of that, in three spacetime dimensions, the 3 independent components of an antisymmetric tensor of rank two I^{μν} can be written in terms of a threecomponent vector I_α as I_α = 1 2 ϵ_{αμν} I^{μν} . (45)

Then, the corresponding commutators of the Poincaré algebra iso(2, 1) are

[I_μ, I_ν ] = iϵ_{μνρ}I^ρ , (46) [I_μ, P_ν ] = iϵ_{μνρ}P^ρ , (47) [P_μ, P_ν ] = 0 . (48)

3.1 Arbitrary rank-s tensors and spinor-tensors in D = 2 + 1

We easily verify that the generators for spacetime translation for tensors (16) and spinortensors (26) in D = 3 + 1 preserve their expressions in D = 2 + 1.

The orbital angular momentum and the spin part are therefore (L_ρ)^{μ1 ...μs}_{ν1...νs} = 1 2 ϵ_{ραβ} (L^{αβ} )^{μ1...μs}_{ν1...νs} , (49) (S_ρ)^{μ1...μs}_{ν1...νs} = 1 2 ϵ_{ραβ} (S^{αβ} )^{μ1...μs}_{ν1...νs} , (50) so that the generators (23) and (24) are generalized respectively to: (L_ρ)^{μ1 ...μs}_{ν1...νs} = −iϵ_{ραβ} x^α∂^β s ∏_{i=1} δ^{μi}_{νi} , (51) (S_ρ)^{μ1 ...μs}_{ν1...νs} = i s ∑_{k=1} s ∏_{i=1} i≠k ϵ^{μk}_{ρνk} δ^{μi}_{νi} . (52)

These are the representations of the generator of Lorentz transformations for rank-s tensors in D = 2 + 1, describing bosonic particles of mass m and helicity α.^3

Proceeding in the very same way for the fermionic case, with generators (34) and (35), we obtain: (L_ρ)^{μ1 ...μs}_{ν1...νs} = −iϵ_{ραβ} x^α∂^β s ∏_{i=1} δ^{μi}_{νi} I , (53) (S_ρ)^{μ1 ...μs}_{ν1...νs} = i s ∑_{k=1} s ∏_{i=1} i≠k ϵ^{μk}_{ρνk} δ^{μi}_{νi} I+ i 2 s ∏_{i=1} δ^{μi}_{νi} γρ , (54)

which are the representations of the corresponding generators of the Lorentz transformations on spinor-tensors in D = 2 + 1. Next, we explore a little more the Casimirs of the algebra iso(2, 1) and their eigenvalue equations.

3Throughout this work we use the word helicity to refer to the “spin” of the particle in D = 2 + 1. Notice that, in D = 3 + 1, massive spin-s particles propagate 2s + 1 degrees of freedom, while, in D = 2 + 1, they propagate helicity +α and −α in the case of parity preserving models (doublets of parity) and +α or −α in the case of parity breaking models (singlets of parity described by self-dual descriptions).

3.2 Casimirs of iso(2, 1)

As mentioned in the introduction, the classification of the unitary irreducible representations of the Poincaré group in three dimensions was for the very first time provided by Binegar in 1981 [19]. An interesting application of this study was given by Jackiw and Nair in 1991 [18], in which they studied one-particle states as unitary representations of the Poincaré group in three dimensions, aiming the description of anyons. In section II of [18], the authors provide the Poincaré algebra in D = 2 + 1 dimensions and its Casimirs:

• C_1: P^2, satisfying the eigenvalue equation (P^2 + m^2)ϕ = 0 for a given one particle state ϕ, where m denotes the mass of a given one particle state represented by ϕ.

• C_2: P ⋅S, the D = 2+1 version of the Pauli-Lubanski operator, satisfying (P ⋅S−α m)ϕ = 0, where α specifies the helicity of the particle.

In [18], the authors explored spin-1/2 and spin-1 representations for ISO(2, 1). In the present section, we generalize such results for arbitrary rank-s tensors and spinor-tensors in the same way we have studied for ISO(3, 1). The eigenvalue equations are:

C_1ϕ ≡ P^μP_μϕ = −m^2ϕ , (55) C_2ϕ ≡ P^μS_μϕ = α mϕ , (56)

where S_μ is given by (52) or (54). For arbitrary rank-s tensors, the explicit expressions for the eigenvalue equations (55) and (56) are respectively given by:

(◻ − m^2)T^{μ1...μs} = 0 , (57) ⎛ ⎜ ⎝ s ∑_{k=1} s ∏_{i=1} i≠k E^{μk}_{νk} δ^{μi}_{νi} ⎞ ⎟ ⎠ T^{ν1...νs} = α m T^{μ1...μs} . (58) where we have defined the operator E^μ_ν ≡ ϵ^{μρ}_ν ∂_ρ. The equation (58) is the Pauli-Lubanski equation for an arbitrary rank-s field in the tensor representation.

Analogously, in the spinor-tensor representation, using (26) and (54), we have:

(◻ − m^2) ψ^{μ1...μs} = 0 , (59) ⎛ ⎜ ⎝ s ∑_{k=1} s ∏_{i=1} i≠k E^{μk}_{νk} δ^{μi}_{νi} I+ 1 2 s ∏_{i=1} δ^{μi}_{νi} γρ∂^ρ ⎞ ⎟ ⎠ ψ^{ν1...νs} − α mψ^{μ1...μs} = 0 . (60) In the next section, we demonstrate that it is possible to obtain the Fierz-Pauli constraints from the Casimir eigenvalue equations.

4 Fierz-Pauli constraints from the algebra

As we increase the spin of the massive particle, in order to propagate the correct number of physical degrees of freedom in a given representation, higher-rank tensors or spinor-tensors are required. However, higher-rank tensors introduce spurious field components that must be eliminated. This is possible by introducing constraint equations. For massive particles of integer spin-s, represented by arbitrary rank-s bosonic fields, those constraints are given by the Fierz-Pauli constraints [4]: T^{μ1...μs} = T^{(μ1 ...μs)}, (61) η_{μ1μ2} T^{μ1μ2 ...μs} = 0, (62) ∂_{μ1} T^{μ1μ2 ...μs} = 0. (63)

For semi-integer spin, represented by arbitrary rank-s fermionic fields, they are: ψ^{μ1 ...μs} = ψ^{(μ1 ...μs)}, (64) η_{μ1μ2} ψ^{μ1μ2 ...μs} = 0, (65) ∂_{μ1} ψ^{μ1μ2 ...μs} = 0, (66) γ_{μ1} ψ^{μ1μ2 ...μs} = 0. (67) The derivation of Fierz-Pauli constraints from a given massive higher-spin model is typically not a straightforward task, as it requires working through the equations of motion in order to demonstrate that the constraints hold and all lower-rank auxiliary fields vanish on-shell. However, in [8], the authors have achieved a model-independent derivation of the Fierz-Pauli constraints for spins 1/2, 1, 3/2, and 2 in D = 3 + 1. In the present work, we extend these results to include bosonic cases of spin-3 and spin-4 particles, along with the fermionic example of spin-5/2 in D = 3 + 1. We also explore the generalization of our findings to D = 2 + 1 for helicities 5/2, 3, 4 and pave the way for a demonstration for arbitrary integer spin (helicity).

4.1 Spin-5/2

In this section, we obtain the Fierz-Pauli constraints for a rank-2 spinor-tensor representation of a spin-5/2 massive particle in D = 3+1 and D = 2+1, from the eigenvalue equations provided by the Casimirs C_1 and C_2.

4.1.1 Spin-5/2 in D = 3 + 1 :

For a rank-2 spinor-tensor, the first Casimir operator C_1 has the Klein-Gordon equation as its eigenvalue equation:

◻ψ^{μν} = m^2ψ^{μν} . (68)

Setting s = 2 and s = 5/2 in (44) and making use of the Klein-Gordon equation (68), we find after some manipulation, the following expression for the Pauli-Lubaski equation:

m^2(−2ψ^{μν} − η^{μν} ψ + ψ^{νμ}) + ∂^μ∂^ν ψ + η^{μν} ∂_α∂_β ψ^{αβ} + − ∂^μ∂_αψ^{αν} − ∂^ν ∂_βψ^{μβ} − ∂^μ∂_β ψ^ν β − ∂^ν ∂_αψ^{αμ} + − 1 4 ([∂, γ_α]∂^μ − [∂, γ^μ]∂_α − m^2[γ^μ, γ_α])ψ^{αν} + − 1 4 ([∂, γ_β ]∂^ν − [∂, γ^ν ]∂_β − m^2[γ^ν , γ_β])ψ^{μβ} = 0, (69)

where ψ denote η_{μν} ψ^{μν} .

The following contractions will result in the Fierz-Pauli constraints:

∂^2(69) ⇒ ∂_μ∂_ν ψ^{μν} = 0, (70) γ∂(69) ⇒ γ_ν ∂_μψ^{μν} = γ_μ∂_ν ψ^{μν} = 0, (71) ∂(69) ⇒ ∂_μψ^{μν} = ∂_ν ψ^{μν} = 0, (72) η(69) ⇒ ψ = 0, (73) γγ(69)_a ⇒ γ_μγ_ν ψ^{μν}_a = 0, (74) γ(69)_a ⇒ γ_μψ^{μν}_a = γ_ν ψ^{μν}_a = 0 ⇒ ψ_{aμν} = 0, (75) γγ(69) ⇒ γ_μγ_ν ψ^{μν} = 0, (76) γ(69) ⇒ γ_μψ^{μν} = γ_ν ψ^{μν} = 0. (77)

In the equations (74) and (75) the subscript “a” means that we are taking only the antisymmetric part of ψ^{μν} , i.e., ψ^{μν}_a = (ψ^{μν} − ψ^{νμ})/2.

With the equations (72), (73), (75) and (77) in hands, we complete the demonstration of the Fierz-Pauli constraints (64) - (67) for a rank-2 spinor-tensor in D = 3 + 1 , obtained from the Casimir equations.

4.1.2 Helicity-5/2 in D = 2 + 1 For a rank-2 spinor-tensor with helicity α = 5/2, the expression (59) yields the Klein-Gordon equation while (60) provides the Pauli-Lubanski equation in D = 2 + 1:

E^μ_ρψ^{ρν} + E^ν_ρψ^{μρ} + 1 2 ∂ψ^{μν} = 5 2 mψ^{μν} . (78) First, applying ∂ to equation (78) and using (78) itself in the terms with ∂ψ^{αβ}, we have:

9m^2ψ^{μν} + 2∂^μ∂_λψ^{λν} + 2∂^ν ∂_λψ^{μλ} − E^μ_ρE^ν_λψ^{ρλ} = 5m∂ψ^{μν} . (79)

Then, as we have done in D = 3 + 1, we suggest some steps in order to obtain the Fierz-Pauli constraints, but now it is always necessary to make use of the Klein-Gordon equation and equations (78) and (79). Combining these equations, we have: ∂^2(78); ∂^2(79) ⇒ ∂_μ∂_ν ψ^{μν} 0, (80) η(78); η(79) ⇒ η_{μν} ψ^{μν} = 0, (81) ∂γ(78); ∂γ(79) ⇒ ∂_μγ_ν ψ^{μν} = ∂_ν γ_μψ^{μν} = 0, (82) γ^2(78); γ^2(79) ⇒ γ_μγ_ν ψ^{μν} = γ_ν γ_μψ^{μν} = 0, (83) ∂(78); ∂(79) ⇒ ∂_μψ^{μν} = ∂_ν ψ^{μν} = 0, (84) γ(78); γ(79) ⇒ γ_μψ^{μν} = γ_νψ^{μν} = 0. (85) Notice that after obtaining the transversality condition and using the property E_{μν} E_{αβ} = ◻(θ_{μβ} θ_{να} − θ_{μα}θ_{νβ} ) the equation (79) reduces to a Dirac equation: (∂ − m)ψ^{μν} = 0. (86) In order to demonstrate that ψ^{μν} is symmetric, we apply ϵ_{μνα} to (78), which gives us: ϵ_{μνα}ψ^{μν} = 0 ⇒ ψ^{μν} = ψ^{νμ}. (87) With this result and the conditions (81), (84), and (85) the Fierz-Pauli constraints are all verified from the Casimir equations.

4.2 Spin-3

Next, we obtain the Fierz-Pauli constraints for a rank-3 tensor representation of a spin-3 massive particle in D = 3 + 1 and D = 2 + 1, from the Casimir equations.

4.2.1 Spin-3 in D = 3 + 1 The Casimirs C_1 and C_2 are given respectively by (36) and (37), C_1 ≡ P^2 = P_αP^α ⇒ (◻ − m^2)T^{μνγ} = 0, (88) C_2 ≡ W^2 = W_αW^α ⇒ W^2T^{μνγ} = m^2s(s + 1)T^{μνγ} = 12m^2T^{μνγ} . (89) Using (38) explicitly in the expression (89) and (88), we find after some manipulation: 6m^2T^{μνγ} + 2m^2(η^{νγ} T^{μσ}_σ + η^{μγ} T^{σν}_σ + η^{μν} T^σ_σ^γ ) − 2m^2(T^{μγν} + T^{γνμ} + T^{νμγ} )+ + 2(∂_α∂^γ T^{μνα} + ∂_α∂^ν T^{μαγ} + ∂_α∂^μT^{ανγ} ) − 2(η^{νγ} ∂_α∂_σ T^{μασ} + η^{μγ} ∂_α∂_σT^{ανσ} + η^{μν} ∂_α∂_σ T^{ασγ} )+ − 2∂^ν ∂^γ T^{μσ}_σ − 2∂^μ∂^γ T^{σν}_σ − 2∂^μ∂^ν T^σ_σ^γ + 2∂_α∂^γ T^{μαν} + 2∂_α∂^γ T^{ανμ}+ + 2∂_α∂^ν T^{μγα} + 2∂_α∂^ν T^{αμγ} + 2∂_α∂^μT^{ναγ} + 2∂_α∂^μT^{γνα} = 0. (90) Applying η_{νγ} , η_{μν} , and η_{μγ} , respectively, on (90), and taking one derivative of the resulting equations, we show that T^{μσ}_σ = 0 ; T^σ_σ^γ = 0 ; T^{σν}_σ = 0. (91)

Inserting the results (91) in (90) and applying ∂_μ∂_ν ∂_γ in the obtained expression we demonstrate that ∂_μ∂_ν ∂_γ T^{μνγ} = 0. Next, we apply ∂_μ∂_γ , ∂_μ∂_ν , and ∂_ν ∂_γ , respectively, on (90) to show that ∂_μ∂_γ T^{μνγ} = 0, ∂_μ∂_ν T^{μνγ} = 0, and ∂_ν ∂_γ T^{μνγ} = 0. Finally, applying ∂_μ, ∂_ν , and ∂_γ , respectively, we get the transversality conditions:

∂_μT^{μνγ} = 0 ; ∂_ν T^{μνγ} = 0 ; ∂_γ T^{μνγ} = 0. (92) Then, the expression (90) can be rewritten as: 3 T^{μνγ} = T^{μγν} + T^{νμγ} + T^{γνμ}. (93) By taking differences of (93) and relabelling some indices we obtain the following system 4 t^{μνγ}_1 − t^{γνμ}_2 − t^{μγν}_3 = 0, − t^{μνγ}_1 + 4 t^{γνμ}_2 + t^{μγν}_3 = 0, (94) − t^{μνγ}_1 + t^{γνμ}_2 + 4 t^{μγν}_3 = 0, where t^{μνγ}_1 ≡ T^{μνγ} −T^{νμγ} , t^{γνμ}_2 ≡ T^{γνμ} −T^{γμν} and t^{μγν}_3 ≡ T^{νγμ} −T^{μγν} . Since the numerical matrix corresponding to the linear system (94) has a non-vanishing determinant, the only solution of (94) is the trivial one: t^{μνρ}_j = 0, j = 1, 2, 3. Consequently, we end up with a totally symmetric tensor T^{μνγ} = T^{(μνγ)}. (95) In this way, we deduce the Fierz-Pauli constraints for rank-3 tensors, i.e., the tensor is fully symmetric (95), traceless (91) and transverse (92). These constraints reduce the degrees of freedom of the arbitrary tensor T^{μνγ} from 64 to 7, in agreement with the 2s + 1 rule for the number of degrees of freedom of a massive spin-s particle in D = 3 + 1 at s = 3.

4.2.2 Helicity-3 in D = 2 + 1 For a rank-3 tensor with helicity α = 3, the Pauli-Lubanski equation (58) is given by: E_γ^ρT^{μνγ} + E_β^ν T^{μβρ} + E_α^μT^{ανρ} = 3mT^{μνρ}. (96) Using the Klein-Gordon equation in (96), we can demonstrate the Fierz-Pauli constraints after some manipulations. We summarize the steps as follows: ∂^3(96) ⇒ ∂_μ∂_ν ∂_ρT^{μνρ} = 0 (97) ∂^2(96) ⇒ ∂_μ∂_ν T^{μνρ} = ∂_μ∂_ρT^{μνρ} = ∂_ρ∂_ν T^{μνρ} = 0 (98) ∂(96) ⇒ ∂_μT^{μνρ} = ∂_ν T^{μνρ} = ∂_ρT^{μνρ} = 0 (99) η(96) ⇒ T^{μ ρ}_μ = T^{μν}_μ = T^{μν}_ν = 0 (100) where, repeated use of (96) has been done. Contracting E^γ_μ, E^γ_ν and E^γ_ρ, one by one, with the (96) and reinserting the three resulting equations in (96), we obtain: 3 T^{μνγ} = T^{μγν} + T^{νμγ} + T^{γνμ} (101) that is the same equation (93), so performing the same steps of the previous section we conclude that the tensor is totally symmetric. This completes the demonstration of the Fierz- Pauli constraints for rank-3 tensors in D = 2 + 1.

4.3 Spin-4

Here we obtain the Fierz-Pauli constraints for a rank-4 tensor representation of a spin-4 massive particle in D = 3 + 1 and D = 2 + 1, from the Casimir equations.

4.3.1 Spin-4 in D = 3 + 1 As usual, the first Casimir operator C_1 yields the Klein-Gordon equation: ◻T^{μναβ} = m^2 T^{μναβ} . (102) In turn, for s = 4 and s = 4, we rewrite the Pauli-Lubanski eigenvalue equation in the form: m^2A^{μναβ} + B^{μναβ} = 0, (103) where A^{μναβ} = 6 T^{μναβ} − (T^{νμαβ} + T^{ανμβ} + T^{βναμ} + T^{μανβ} + T^{μβαν} + T^{μνβα}), (104) while B^{μναβ} = ∂^μ∂_γ T^{γναβ} + ∂^μ∂_γ T^{νγαβ} + ∂^μ∂_γ T^{ανγβ} + ∂^μ∂_γ T^{βναγ} + ∂^ν ∂_γ T^{γμαβ} + ∂^ν ∂_γ T^{μγαβ} + ∂^ν ∂_γ T^{μαγβ} + ∂^ν ∂_γ T^{μβαγ} + ∂^α∂_γ T^{γνμβ} + ∂^α∂_γ T^{μγνβ} + ∂^α∂_γ T^{μνγβ} + ∂^α∂_γ T^{μνβγ} + ∂^β ∂_γ T^{γναμ} + ∂^β ∂_γ T^{μγαν} + ∂^β ∂_γ T^{μνγα} + ∂^β ∂_γ T^{μναγ} − ∂_γ ∂_σ(η^{μν} T^{γσαβ} + η^{μα}T^{γνσβ} + η^{μβ}T^{γνασ} + η^{να}T^{μγσβ} + η^{νβ}T^{μγασ} + η^{αβ}T^{μνγσ} ) − m^2(θ^{μν} T^γ_γ^{αβ} + θ^{μα}T^{γν}_γ^β + θ^{μβ} T^{γνα}_γ + θ^{να}T^{μγ}_γ^β + θ^{νβ} T^{μγα}_γ + θ^{αβ} T^{μνγ}_γ ). (105) In order to verify the Fierz-Pauli constraints, we perform a series of contractions and operations starting from (103), always relying on (102). Due to the large number of contraction possibilities offered by the four indices of the tensor, the required procedure for the demonstration is laborious and typically involves the use of systems of equations that are obtained from different manipulations of (103). We summarize the steps as follows:

∂^4 (103) ⇒ ∂_μ∂_ν ∂_α∂_β T^{μναβ} = 0 (106) ∂^3 (103) ⇒ ∂_μ∂_ν ∂_αT^{μναβ} = ∂_μ∂_ν ∂_β T^{μναβ} = ∂_μ∂_α∂_β T^{μναβ} = ∂_ν ∂_α∂_β T^{μναβ} = 0 (107) ∂^2 η (103) ⇒ ∂_μ∂_ν T^{μνγ}_γ = ∂_μ∂_ν T^{μγν}_γ = 0 = ⋯ (108) ∂^2 (103) ⇒ ∂_μ∂_ν T^{μναβ} = ∂_μ∂_ν T^{μανβ} = 0 = ⋯ (109) ∂ η (103) ⇒ ∂_μT^{μβγ}_γ = ∂_μT^{μγβ}_γ = ∂_μT^{βμγ}_γ = 0 = ⋯ (110) η η (103) ⇒ T^γ_γ^α_α = T^{γα}_{γα} = T^{γα}_{αγ} = 0 (111) η (103) ⇒ T^γ_γ^{αβ} = T^{αβγ}_γ = 0 = ⋯ (112) ∂ (103) ⇒ ∂_μT^{μναβ} = ∂_μT^{νμαβ} = 0 = ⋯, (113) where, in each step, we feedback equation (103) and after that it becomes: 6 T^{μναβ} = T^{νμαβ} + T^{ανμβ} + T^{βναμ} + T^{μανβ} + T^{μβαν} + T^{μνβα}. (114) Similarly to the spin-3 case, it is convenient to define six partially antisymmetric tensors: t^{μναβ}_1 = T^{μναβ} − T^{νμαβ} ; t^{αμνβ}_4 = T^{αμνβ} − T^{ανμβ} t^{ναμβ}_2 = T^{ναμβ} − T^{μανβ} ; t^{βμαν}_5 = T^{βμαν} − T^{βναμ} (115) t^{νβαμ}_3 = T^{νβαμ} − T^{μβαν} ; t^{βαμν}_6 = T^{βαμν} − T^{βανμ} By taking differences of (114) we derive, for instance, 7t^{μναβ}_1 + t^{μνβα}_1 + t^{ναμβ}_2 + t^{νβαμ}_3 + t^{αμνβ}_4 + t^{βμαν}_5 = 0. (116)

Notice that, in principle, t^{μναβ}_1 ≠ t^{μνβα}_1 . Therefore, the exchange α ↔ β in (115) leads to a total of 12 partially antisymmetric rank-4 tensors. Taking differences of (114) and relabelling indices we can derive 12 equations for those 12 tensors. As in the spin-3 case, the determinant of the numerical 12 × 12 matrix of the corresponding linear system is different than zero, and the trivial solution t^{γδρλ}_j = 0 for j = 1, 2, ⋯, 12 is the only possible one. This immediately implies that the tensor is symmetric under the exchange of any pair of indices, T^{γδρλ} = T^{(γδρλ)} . (117) Thus, together with (112) and (113), we have demonstrated the Fierz-Pauli constraints for rank-4 tensors in D = 3 + 1, obtained from the Casimir eigenvalue equations.

4.3.2 Helicity-4 in D = 2 + 1 For an arbitrary rank-4 tensor, the equation (58) is given by: E_λ^μT^{λναβ} + E_λ^ν T^{μλαβ} + E_λ^αT^{μνλβ} + E_λ^βT^{μναλ} = 4 m T^{μναβ}. (118) Similarly to what was done in D = 3 + 1 , we will describe the main steps in the search for the Fierz-Pauli constraints, namely:

∂^3 (118) ⇒ ∂_μ∂_ν ∂_α∂_βT^{μναβ} = 0 (119) ∂^3 (118) ⇒ ∂_μ∂_ν ∂_αT^{μναβ} = 0 (120) ∂^2 η (118) ⇒ ∂_μ∂_ν T^{μνγ}_γ = 0 (121) E ∂^2 (118) ⇒ ∂_μ∂_ν T^{μναβ} = 0 (122) ∂ η (118) ⇒ ∂_μT^{μνγ}_γ = 0 (123) E η η (118) ⇒ T^μ_μ^γ_γ = 0 (124) E η (118) ⇒ T^{μνγ}_γ = 0 (125) E ∂ (118) ⇒ ∂_μT^{μναβ} = 0 (126)

It is worth mentioning that we always use the Klein-Gordon equation ◻T^{μναβ} = m^2T^{μναβ} whenever it is possible as well as the equation (118) itself is reused. We have the following steps Contracting E_μ^ρ, E_ν^ρ, E_α^ρ, and E_β^ρ with (118) and reinserting the obtained equations into (118), we have: 6 T^{μναβ} = T^{νμαβ} + T^{ανμβ} + T^{βναμ} + T^{μανβ} + T^{μβαν} + T^{μνβα} (127) which is the same equation (114) obtained in D = 3+1. This last result demonstrates, therefore, that the tensor is symmetric with respect to any pair of indices. We have then demonstrated that the Fierz-Pauli constraints for a rank-4 tensor also follow from the eigenvalue equations of the Casimir operators of the Poincaré group in D = 2 + 1.

4.4 Comments on the case of arbitrary rank-s tensors

We have observed that in the D = 3 + 1, for example in the case of spin-4, only the part A^{μναβ} survived in (103) after deducing the transversality and tracelless conditions. From this, we conclude that the tensor is completely symmetric. In general, for arbitrary rank-s, we would obtain: m^2A^{μ1...μs} + B^{μ1 ...μs} = 0. (128) The procedure to be followed when we are demonstrating the Fierz-Pauli constraints is then to show that B^{μ1...μs} = 0. To do this, we must apply s derivatives to (128) in order to demonstrate that ∂_{μ1} . . . ∂_{μs} T^{μ1⋯μs} = 0. Then, we apply (s−1) derivatives or (s−2) derivatives plus the metric in order to eliminate terms of the form ∂_{μ1} . . . ∂_{μs−1} T^{μ1⋯μs} and T^{μ1⋯γ}_γ .

Notice that we first demonstrate that the scalars obtained from (128) are zero, and then the vectors and then rank-2 tensors, and so on. The idea is to gradually increase the rank of the objects. The difficulty arises because as the rank of the tensor increases, the number of possible contractions also increases, and the result is that the demonstration relies on increasingly larger systems of homogeneous equations.

The ultimate goal is to demonstrate that the trace over an arbitrary pair of indices and a contracted derivative with some index of the tensor is zero. At this stage, we will be dealing with objects of rank (s − 2) and (s − 1) respectively. In this way, (128) reduces to A^{μ1...μs} = 0 which can be written as: ( s 2 )T^{μ1μ2⋯μs} = T^{μ2μ1⋯μs} + T^{μ3μ2μ1⋯μs} + ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ + T^{μsμ2⋯μ1} + ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ + T^{μ1μ2 ⋯μsμs−1} , (129)

where there are exactly (^s_2) terms on the right-hand side of the equation, corresponding to the simple interchange of two indices of the tensor T^{μ1...μs} on the left-hand side of the equation.

To demonstrate that the tensor is completely symmetric, we must permute the indices of (129), combining them to form antisymmetric tensors of the type T^{[μ1 μ2]⋯μs} , as in equation (116). Just as it was done for spin-4, we must construct (s−2)!(^s_2) =^{s!}_2 equations to account for the same number of variables (the number of ways to select two positions for the antisymmetric pair and then permute the remaining (s − 2) positions). We then construct the matrix that represents this system^4 of homogeneous equations and calculate the determinant. It must be verified that the determinant is nonzero, so that the solution of the system is unique and trivial, meaning that each term T^{[μν]⋯μs} is zero. This proves that the tensor is symmetric with respect to any pair of its indices. Therefore, it is concluded that the Pauli-Lubanski equation, together with the Klein-Gordon equation, both derived from first principles with the help of the eigenvalue equations of the Casimir operators of the Poincaré group, implies that the rank-s tensor must satisfy the Fierz-Pauli constraints and thus has precisely 2s + 1 degrees of freedom.

Some comments on the case of D = 2 + 1 dimensions are also in order. we can notice that, in (96) the operator E acts on each of the indices of the tensor T^{μνρ}. The same occurs in the equation for the rank-4 tensors. We conjecture that if we work with an arbitrary tensor of s indices, we will have the equation: E_α^{μ1} T^{αμ2...μs} + E_α^{μ2} T^{μ1αμ3 ...μs} + . . . E_α^{μs} T^{μ1μ2...μ(s−1)α} = α m T^{μ1μ2...μs} . (130) This is a necessary condition that tensors must satisfy in order to describe fields of helicity +α or −α. However, it is not sufficient on its own as it does not provide an equation that is identical to the equation of motion of a massive self-dual model. It must be accompanied by the Klein-Gordon equation, which, in our work, is given by the first Casimir.

5 Conclusions

In this work, we have investigated the description of massive higher spin particles in D = 3 + 1 and D = 2 + 1 dimensions in a model-independent way. We derive the Fierz-Pauli constraints starting from algebraic properties of the Poincaré groups ISO(3, 1) and ISO(2, 1), respectively.

The derivation of the Fierz-Pauli constraints from the eigenvalue equations of the Casimir operators of the Poincaré algebra seems to have been employed for the first time by [8]. There, the authors have worked out specifically the spin cases s = 1/2, 1, 3/2 and s = 2 in D = 3 + 1. They have conjectured that their results could be extended to higher spins. It is important to stress that in the higher spin cases (s ≥ 5/2) the corresponding massless models (Fronsdal and Fang-Fronsdal models [33, 34]) are invariant only under constrained gauge transformations where the gauge parameters must be traceless (bosons) or γ-traceless (fermions). So one might expect eventually that the model-independent analysis carried out here for the massive cases with s = 5/2, 3 and s = 4 in D = 3 + 1 would be affected by their massless counterparts

4Strictly speaking, this is valid if the tensor indices are different. Otherwise, the variables will not be independent and the system will have its order reduced.

and could present some surprises. We have shown that this is not the case and the Fierz-Pauli constraints for the higher spin models are exactly the ones postulated in the literature.

We have also extended the method of [8] to D = 2 + 1 dimensions. More specifically, in Sections 2 and 3, we obtain explicit expressions for the translation generators, P , and the Lorentz rotation generators, I = L + S, acting on arbitrary rank tensors and spinor-tensors in both aforementioned dimensions. In each section, we also provide explicit expressions for the Casimirs of the algebras iso(3, 1), given by C_1 = P^2 and C_2 = W^2, and iso(2, 1), given by C_1 = P^2 and C_2 = P ⋅S. With those expressions at hand and the respective eigenvalue equations defining mass and spin/helicity, in Section 4, we demonstrate that the Fierz-Pauli constraints follow from the Casimir equations, independently of any specific model. Our results also justify the expressions for the Lorentz generators in D = 2 + 1 used by [35] and [36], and complement previous works [18, 19]. Our specific results for helicities 5/2 and 4 are new.

From our expressions, we can deduce the Fierz-Pauli constraints that must be present in any tensor and spinor-tensor description of massive spinning particles. Regarding the general case of arbitrary spin, we have mentioned the technical difficulties involved and paved the way for a general demonstration, see subsection 4.4. Our expressions are also useful for higher rank descriptions. In particular, it is possible to confirm the constraints appearing in the model of [37], which describes massive spin-1 particles via a symmetric rank-2 tensor W_{μν} = W_{νμ}. Such model accommodates self-interacting vertices with super-renormalizable couplings in D = 3+1, like for example V = g_o (η^{μν} W_{μν} )^3 which can not be built up via usual vector or Kalb-Ramond anti-symmetric tensor descriptions. Moreover, we can also revisit the equations of motion of first-order self-dual models describing massive particles with helicity-1 [20], 3/2 [21], 2 [22], 5/2 [23], 3, and 4 [24] in D = 2 + 1 dimensions in order to show that, after dynamically obtaining the Fierz-Pauli constraints, they turn into the Klein-Gordon plus Pauli-Lubanski equations in terms of the generators of the Poincaré algebra iso(2, 1). For convenience, in Appendix A, we provide the expressions for the spin generators for some of these cases. In appendix B we demonstrate that our original general expression for the spin operator for arbitrary helicity does satisfy the Lorentz algebra in D = 2 + 1.

Additionally, our readers may also find interesting the works [38, 39] and the more recent ones [40, 41] where explicit models for spinning particles at the level of first quantization (finite number of degrees of freedom) are obtained in different dimensions via the method of the coadjoint orbit of the Poincaré group.

Acknowledgements

HVAS is supported by FAPESP grant - 2022/14185-1. DD is partially supported by CNPq (grant 313559/2021-0). RRLdS is supported in part by the National Science Centre (Poland) under the research Grant No. 2020/38/E/ST2/00126. DD and RRLdS acknowledge previous support by FAPESP grant 2016/09489-0. RRLdS thanks Astrid Eichhorn and her group at the University of Southern Denmark for their hospitality during the last stages of the work. The authors thank Prof. Julio M. Hoff da Silva for useful discussions.

A Spin generators in D = 2 + 1

Here, for convenience of our readers we give explicit expressions for the spin generator for the specific cases of helicities α = 5/2, 3 and 4. With such expressions, we can better understand the equations of motion coming from the so-called first order in derivatives self-dual descriptions. The simpler cases of helicities α = 1, 3/2 and 2 have been used, for example, in [18], [6] and [5], respectively.

A.1 helicity - α = 5/2

The symmetric spin operator obtained from (54), taking the rank s = 2, is given by:

(S_ρ)^{μν}_{αβ} = i 2 (δ^μ_αϵ^ν_{ρβ} + δ^ν_αϵ^μ_{ρβ} + δ^μ_β ϵ^ν_{ρα} + δ^ν_β ϵ^μ_{ρα})I+ i 4 (δ^μ_αδ^ν_β + δ^ν_αδ^μ_β )γ_ρ, (131)

and satisfy the relations

[(S^μ)^{αβρσ} , (S_ν )_{σρλγ} ] = iϵ^μ_{νδ}(S^δ)^{αβρσ} , (132)

(S_ρ)^{μν}_{λσ}(S^ρ)^{λσ}_{αβ} = −α(α + 1)I^{μν}_{αβ} , α = 5 2 , (133)

with the identity operator I^{μν}_{αβ} given by: I^{μν}_{αβ} = 1 2 (δ^μ_αδ^ν_β + δ^ν_αδ^μ_β )I− 16 35 η^{μν} η_{αβ}I− 4 35 [(δ^ν_β γ^μ + δ^μ_β γ^ν )γ_α + (δ^ν_αγ^μ + δ^μ_αγ^ν )γ_β] . (134)

The self-dual description for massive spin-5/2 in D = 2 + 1 dimensions was introduced in the work by Aragone and Stephany in 1984 [23]. It is possible to show that, after satisfying the Fierz-Pauli constraints, the equations of motion of these models can be written in terms of (131).

A.2 helicity - α = 3

From (52), the explicit expression for the symmetric spin generator for the rank s = 3 case is given by: (S_ρ)^{μνγ}_{αβλ} = i 3 (ϵ^μ_{αρ} I^{νγ}_{βλ} + ϵ^μ_{βρ} I^{νγ}_{αλ} + ϵ^μ_{λρ} I^{νγ}_{βα} + ϵ^ν_{αρ} I^{μγ}_{βλ} + ϵ^ν_{βρ} I^{μγ}_{αλ} + ϵ^ν_{λρ} I^{μγ}_{βα} + ϵ^γ_{αρ} I^{νμ}_{βλ} + ϵ^ν_{βρ} I^{μγ}_{αλ} + ϵ^ν_{λρ} I^{μγ}_{βα}), (135) where I^{σϕω}_{μνρ} = − 1 3 (δ^σ_μ I^{ϕω}_{νρ} + δ^ϕ_μ I^{σω}_{νρ} + δ^ω_μ I^{ϕσ}_{νρ} ) + 1 18 [δ_{μν} (δ^ϕ_ρ δ^{ωσ} + δ^{σϕ}δ^ω_ρ + δ^σ_ρ δ^{ωρ}) + (ρ ↔ ν) + (ρ ↔ μ)] . (136)

We can check that the spin generator S_ρ in (135) obeys the following relations: [(S^μ)^{αβγ}_{γλδ}, (S_ν )^{γλδ}_{ρνσ}] = iϵ^μ_{νδ}(S^δ)^{αβγ}_{ρνσ} (137) (S^μ)^{αβγ}_{γλδ}(S_μ)^{γλδ}_{ρνσ} = −α(α + 1)I^{αβγ}_{ρνσ} , α = 3. (138) The first-order self-dual model, which describes a massive particle with helicity +3 or −3 in D = 2 + 1 dimensions, was introduced by Aragone and Khoudeir in 1993 in [24]. In [7], the authors use the expression (135) in order to write down the equations of motion coming from that model.

A.3 helicity - α = 4

From (52), we can obtain the explicit expression for the symmetric spin generator for the rank s = 4 case, which is given by (S_ρ)^{μναβ}_{λσγφ} = i 4 [ϵ^μ_{ρλ}I^{ναβ}_{σγφ} + ϵ^μ_{ρσ}I^{ναβ}_{λγφ} + ϵ^μ_{ργ} I^{ναβ}_{σλφ} + ϵ^μ_{ρφ}I^{ναβ}_{σγλ} + ϵ^ν_{ρσ}I^{μαβ}_{λγφ} + ϵ^ν_{ρλ}I^{μαβ}_{σγφ} + ϵ^ν_{ργ} I^{μαβ}_{λσφ} + ϵ^ν_{ρφ}I^{μαβ}_{λγσ} + ϵ^α_{ργ} I^{νμβ}_{σλφ} + ϵ^α_{ρσ}I^{νμβ}_{γλφ} + ϵ^α_{ρλ}I^{νμβ}_{σγφ} + ϵ^α_{ρφ}I^{νμβ}_{σλγ} + ϵ^β_{ρφ}I^{ναμ}_{σγλ} + ϵ^β_{ρσ}I^{ναμ}_{φγλ} + ϵ^β_{ργ} I^{ναμ}_{σφλ} + ϵ^β_{ρλ}I^{ναμ}_{σγφ} ] , (139) where I^{μναβ}_{λσγφ} = 1 4 (δ^μ_αI^{ναβ}_{σγφ} + δ^ν_αI^{μαβ}_{σγφ} + δ^α I^{νμβ}_{σγφ} + δ^β_αI^{ναμ}_{σγφ} ) − 1 60 [η_{λσ}(δ^{μν} I^{αβ}_{γφ} + δ^{μα}I^{νβ}_{γφ} + δ^{μβ} I^{αν}_{γφ} + δ^{να}I^{μβ}_{γφ} + δ^{νβ}I^{μα}_{γφ} + δ^{αβ}I^{μν}_{γφ}) + (σ ↔ γ) + (σ ↔ φ) + (λ ↔ γ) + (λ ↔ φ) + (λσ ↔ γφ)] . (140)

With such expressions at hand, we are able to verify that: [(S^μ)^{αβγϕ}_{γλδη} , (S_ν )^{γλδη}_{ρνσξ} ] = iϵ^μ_{νδ}(S^δ)^{αβγϕ}_{ρνσξ} (141) (S_ρ)^{μναβ}_{ηωδξ} (S^ρ)^{ηωδξ}_{λσγφ} = −α(α + 1)I^{μναβ}_{λσγφ} , α = 4. (142) The first-order self-dual model describing massive particles of helicity +4 or −4 in D = 2 + 1 dimensions was also introduced in [24]. It is possible to write the equations of motion coming from this model in terms of the symmetric generators that we have explicitly deduced here.

B Rank-s algebra

Here, we demonstrate the spin algebra for arbitrary s. From (52), we have: [S_α, S_β ]^{μ1...μs}_{ν1...νs} = (S_α)^{μ1...μs}_{ρ1...ρs} (S_β )^{ρ1...ρs}_{ν1...νs} − (S_β )^{μ1...μs}_{ρ1...ρs} (S_α)^{ρ1...ρs}_{ν1...νs} = i^2 s ∑_{k=1} s ∏_{i=1} i≠k ϵ^{μk}_{αρk} δ^{μi}_{ρi} s ∑_{l=1} s ∏_{j=1} j≠l ϵ^{ρl}_{βνl} δ^{ρj}_{νj} − i^2 s ∑_{k=1} s ∏_{i=1} i≠k ϵ^{μk}_{βρk} δ^{μi}_{ρi} s ∑_{l=1} s ∏_{j=1} j≠l ϵ^{ρl}_{ανl} δ^{ρj}_{νj} . (143)

To analyze this expression, we can consider two scenarios: when k ≠ l and when k = l. Let’s begin with the first case (k ≠ l). In this scenario, k takes the value of j and l takes the value of i, resulting in contractions between Levi-Civita symbols and Kronecker deltas. Therefore, the right hand side of (143) can be expressed as follows: s ∑_{k,l=1} k≠l

s ∏_{i=1} i≠k,l δ^{μi}_{νi} ϵ^{μk}_{ανk} ϵ^{μl}_{βνl} − s ∑_{k,l=1} k≠l

s ∏_{i=1} i≠k,l δ^{μi}_{νi} ϵ^{μk}_{βνk} ϵ^{μl}_{ανl} . (144)

Notice that l and k are dummy indices and can be interchanged with another index. We substitute l with k and k with l: s ∑_{k,l=1} k≠l

s ∏_{i=1} i≠k,l δ^{μi}_{νi} ϵ^{μk}_{ανk} ϵ^{μl}_{βνl} − s ∑_{k,l=1} k≠l

s ∏_{i=1} i≠k,l δ^{μi}_{νi} ϵ^{μl}_{βνl} ϵ^{μk}_{ανk} = 0. (145)

Now, we can analyze the second case (k = l). In this scenario, the sums in (143) can be reduced to just one sum. Additionally, the Kronecker deltas are always contracted, which simplifies the product of symbols to s ∑_{k=1} s ∏_{i=1} i≠k δ^{μi}_{νi} ϵ^{μk}_{αρk} ϵ^{ρk}_{βνk} − s ∑_{k=1} s ∏_{i=1} i≠k δ^{μi}_{νi} ϵ^{μk}_{βρk} ϵ^{ρk}_{ανk} = s ∑_{k=1} s ∏_{i=1} i≠k δ^{μi}_{νi} (−δ^{μk}_β η_{ανk} + δ^{μk}_{νk} η_{αβ} + δ^{μk}_α η_{βνk} − δ^{μk}_{νk} η_{αβ} )

= s ∑_{k=1} s ∏_{i=1} i≠k δ^{μi}_{νi} (−δ^{μk}_β η_{ανk} + δ^{μk}_α η_{βνk} ) . (146)

Notice that the term −δ^{μk}_β η_{ανk} + δ^{μk}_α η_{βνk} can be rewritten as ϵ^{μk}_{ρνk} ϵ^ρ_{αβ} , so we have ϵ^ρ_{αβ} s ∑_{k=1} s ∏_{i=1} i≠k δ^{μi}_{νi} ϵϵ^{μk}_{ρνk} = −iϵ^ρ_{αβ} (S_ρ)^{μ1...μs}_{ν1...νs} . (147)

Finally, by replacing this result in (143), we have [S_α, S_β ]^{μ1...μs}_{ν1...νs} = −iϵ^ρ_{αβ} (S_ρ)^{μ1...μs}_{ν1...νs} , (148) completing the demonstration.

References

[1] E. P. Wigner, “On Unitary Representations of the Inhomogeneous Lorentz Group,” Annals Math. 40, 149-204 (1939) doi:10.2307/1968551

[2] V. Bargmann and E. P. Wigner, “Group Theoretical Discussion of Relativistic Wave Equations,” Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci. 34, 211 (1948) doi:10.1073/pnas.34.5.211

[3] Weinberg, S. (1995). The Quantum Theory of Fields. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. doi:10.1017/CBO9781139644167.

[4] M. Fierz and W. Pauli, “On relativistic wave equations for particles of arbitrary spin in an electromagnetic field,” Proc. Roy. Soc. Lond. A 173, 211-232 (1939) doi:10.1098/rspa.1939.0140

[5] E. L. Mendonça, A. L. R. dos Santos and D. S. Lima, “Massive spin-3/2 models in D = 2 + 1,” Phys. Lett. B 775, 147-151 (2017) doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2017.10.062

[6] D. Dalmazi and E. L. Mendonca, “Dual descriptions of spin two massive particles in D=2+1 via master actions,” Phys. Rev. D 79, 045025 (2009) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.79.045025

[7] E. L. Mendonça and D. Dalmazi, “Dual descriptions of massive spin-3 particles in D = 2 + 1 via Noether gauge embedment,” Phys. Rev. D 91, 065037 (2015) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.91.065037

[8] A. Koenigstein, F. Giacosa and D. H. Rischke, “Classical and quantum theory of the massive spin-two field,” Annals Phys. 368, 16-55 (2016) doi:10.1016/j.aop.2016.01.024

[9] A. Bengtsson, De Gruiter, Higher spin field theory v.1. free theory (2023).

[10] X. Bekaert, N. Boulanger, A. Campoleoni, M. Chiodaroli, D. Francia, M. Grigoriev, E. Sezgin and E. Skvortsov, “Snowmass White Paper: Higher Spin Gravity and Higher Spin Symmetry,” [arXiv:2205.01567 [hep-th]].

[11] R. Rahman and M. Taronna, “From Higher Spins to Strings: A Primer,” [arXiv:1512.07932 [hep-th]].

[12] E. S. Fradkin and M. A. Vasiliev, “Candidate to the Role of Higher Spin Symmetry,” Annals Phys. 177, 63 (1987) doi:10.1016/S0003-4916(87)80025-8

[13] M. A. Vasiliev, “Consistent equation for interacting gauge fields of all spins in (3+1)- dimensions,” Phys. Lett. B 243, 378-382 (1990) doi:10.1016/0370-2693(90)91400-6

[14] E. Sezgin and P. Sundell, “Holography in 4D (super) higher spin theories and a test via cubic scalar couplings,” JHEP 07, 044 (2005) doi:10.1088/1126-6708/2005/07/044

[15] J. Maldacena and A. Zhiboedov, “Constraining conformal field theories with a slightly broken higher spin symmetry,” Class. Quant. Grav. 30, 104003 (2013) doi:10.1088/0264- 9381/30/10/104003

[16] Z. Li, “Bootstrapping conformal four-point correlators with slightly broken higher spin symmetry and 3D bosonization,” JHEP 10, 007 (2020) doi:10.1007/JHEP10(2020)007

[17] D. Dalmazi, A. L. R. dos Santos, E. L. Mendonça and R. Schimidt Bittencourt, “Soldering spin-3 opposite helicities in D = 2 + 1,” Phys. Rev. D 100, no.6, 065011 (2019) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.100.065011

[18] R. Jackiw and V. P. Nair, “Relativistic wave equations for anyons,” Phys. Rev. D 43, 1933-1942 (1991) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.43.1933

[19] B. Binegar, “Relativistic Field Theories in Three-dimensions,” J. Math. Phys. 23, 1511- 1517 (1982) doi:10.1063/1.525524

[20] P. K. Townsend, K. Pilch and P. van Nieuwenhuizen, “Selfduality in Odd Dimensions,” Phys. Lett. B 136, 38 (1984) doi:10.1016/0370-2693(84)92051-3

[21] S. Deser and J. H. Kay, “Topologically massive supergravity,” Phys. Lett. B 120, 97-100 (1983) doi:10.1016/0370-2693(83)90631-7

[22] C. Aragone and A. Khoudeir, “Selfdual massive gravity,” Phys. Lett. B 173, 141-144 (1986) doi:10.1016/0370-2693(86)90234-0

[23] C. Aragone and J. Stephany, “Dreibein massive spin 5/2,” Class. Quant. Grav. 1, 265 (1984) doi:10.1088/0264-9381/1/3/005

[24] C. Aragone and A. Khoudeir, “Selfdual spin 3 and 4 theories,” [arXiv:hep-th/9307004 [hep-th]].

[25] Maggiore M. A Modern Introduction to Quantum Field Theory, Oxford University Press 2005.

[26] D. Dalmazi and E. L. Mendonca, “A New spin-2 self-dual model in D=2+1,” JHEP 09, 011 (2009) doi:10.1088/1126-6708/2009/09/011

[27] S. Deser and J. G. McCarthy, “Selfdual formulations of D=3 gravity theories,” Phys.

Lett. B 246, 441-444 (1990) doi:10.1016/0370-2693(90)90627-I

[28] S. Deser, R. Jackiw and S. Templeton, “Topologically Massive Gauge Theories,” Annals Phys. 140, 372-411 (1982) [erratum: Annals Phys. 185, 406 (1988)] doi:10.1016/0003- 4916(82)90164-6

[29] M. Gomes, L. C. Malacarne and A. J. da Silva, “On the equivalence of the selfdual and Maxwell-Chern-Simons models coupled to fermions,” Phys. Lett. B 439, 137-141 (1998) doi:10.1016/S0370-2693(98)01008-9

[30] D. Dalmazi and E. L. Mendonca, “Quantum equivalence between the self-dual and the Maxwell-Chern-Simons models nonlinearly coupled to U(1) scalar fields,” J. Phys. A 39, 9355-9363 (2006) doi:10.1088/0305-4470/39/29/025

[31] E. L. Mendonça and R. Schimidt Bittencourt, “Master Actions and Helicity Decomposition for Spin-4 Models in 3D”, arXiv 2212.09688

[32] E. L. Mendonça and H. L. Oliveira, “Reaching out a geometrical description for spin-4 self-dual models in D=2+1,” Phys. Rev. D 105, no.2, 025002 (2022) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.105.025002

[33] C. Fronsdal, ‘Massless Fields with Integer Spin,” Phys. Rev. D 18, 3624 (1978) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.18.3624

[34] J. Fang and C. Fronsdal, “Massless Fields with Half Integral Spin,” Phys. Rev. D 18, 3630 (1978) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.18.3630

[35] R. Gaitan, arXiv:0711.2498, “On the Coupling Problem of Higher Spin Fields in 2+1 Dimension ”, PhD thesis, in spanish

[36] P. Arias, thesis in spanish, 0912.5106 [hep-th].

[37] D. Dalmazi and R. C. Santos,“Spin-1 duality in D dimensions”, Phys. Rev. D 84, 045027 (2011).

[38] S. L. Lyakhovich, A. A. Sharapov and K. M. Shekhter, “Massive spinning particle in any dimension. 1. Integer spins,” Nucl. Phys. B 537, 640-652 (1999) doi:10.1016/S0550- 3213(98)00617-8 [arXiv:hep-th/9805020 [hep-th]].

[39] S. L. Lyakhovich, A. A. Sharapov and K. M. Shekhter, “A Uniform model of the massive spinning particle in any dimension,” Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 15, 4287-4300 (2000) doi:10.1016/S0217-751X(00)00211-X [arXiv:hep-th/0002247 [hep-th]].

[40] T. Basile, E. Joung and T. Oh, “Manifestly Covariant Worldline Actions from Coadjoint Orbits. Part I: Generalities and Vectorial Descriptions”, JHEP 01 (2024) 018, e- Print:2307.13644 [hep-th].

[41] T. Oh, “Ab Initio Construction of Poincaré and AdS Particle”, e-Print:2311.08712 [hepth].