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ABSTRACT

The Siegel action for two right-moving chiral bosons can be BRST quan-
tized. In the case in which their kinetic terms have opposite signs the mo-
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the two chiral bosons can be described also by a quadratic action. There is
no analogous BRST quantization for a single chiral boson.
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1. Introduction

Self-dual fields play an important role in superstring theory. They were studied first
in connection with the type IIB superstring, and the corresponding D = 10, N = 2 chiral
supergravity!l; they appear also in the minimal D = 6 supergravity?!. Finally, they were an

essential ingredient in the construction of the heterotic string!®.

A covariant lagrangian quantization of self-dual fields is not known. Some quantum prop-
erties of self-dual fields have been studied considering systems involving fermions. Examples
of this are the computation of the gravitational anomaly associated to self-dual fields using
bispinors¥, or, in D = 2, the use of fermionization®. It is therefore an interesting problem
to find a covariant lagrangian formulation for self-dual fields to better study their quantum
properties. It has been shown!? that there is no Lorentz covariant quadratic lagrangian for-
mulation for a self-dual field in D = 6 and 10. This is related to the fact that the self-duality
condition is a second-class constraint and so if one introduces a Lagrange multiplier in the
lagrangian to obtain this constraint as an equation of motion, one can not gauge away the
Lagrange multiplier from the equations of motion. To overcome this difficulty one can try
to substitute the second-class constraint by a first-class constraint. To our knowledge, there
are two known ways to achieve this: either one can square the second-class constraint to
obtain a first-class constraint, approach followed by Siegell®); or one can introduce an extra
field together with a first class constraint!”). We will see that there is a relationship between

these two approaches.

Siegel has shown!® that squaring the self-duality constraint in D = 2 and D = 6 one gets
classically a first-class constraint, leading to a truncated conformal gravity. The truncated
gravity field is a Lagrange multiplier and a gauge field; its equation of motion gives (in an
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axial-like gauge) a first-class constraint which can be solved in the classical theory in terms
of the second-class constraint corresponding to the self-duality of the boson. An analogous

formulation® has been studied in D = 10.

We study the BRST quantization of the Siegel lagrangian(® in D = 2. The self-dual
fields in this case are scalars ¢;(7,0), i = 1,...,n. We find that the gauge field A" (7, o) has
an anomaly, analogous to the gravitational anomaly®. To cancel this anomaly we introduce
a ‘Liouville term’. We BRST quantize this theory following the procedure in ref.1%. We
construct the nilpotent BRST operator @ and we impose the condition Q|® >= 0 on the
physical states. If n = 1, the ‘intercept’ of the operator () is negative, and there are no
physical states. If n = 2, the ‘intercept’ is zero, and only the right-moving modes of the two
scalars are physical states. In this case we prove the no-ghost theorem in the left-moving
sector both in the case in which the scalars have the same sign in the kinetic term (‘Euclidean
case’), and in the case in which they have the opposite sign (‘Minkowski case’), the former
case being the one physically interesting®). The @Q-physical states in the ‘Euclidean case’
are those described by two right-moving bosons; the ()-physical states in the ‘Minkowski
case’ are described by two right-moving bosons and by the null momenta of the left-moving
sector; an extra constraint must be imposed to eliminate these momenta to describe two
chiral bosons in the ‘Minkowski case’. The main reason for studying the latter case is that
the no-ghost theorem is not trivially satisfied, requiring an analysis of the KOP! quartet
similar to the one done for the string!'?. This analysis shows that the first-class constraint
can consistently eliminate two left-moving bosons. Wick rotating the left-moving momenta
one relates the no-ghost theorems in the two cases. Therefore we conclude that the Siegel

action for two chiral bosons can be BRST quantized. We show that for n > 2 the Siegel



action does not describe chiral bosons. To describe 2n chiral bosons one can use n gauge

fields.

We then proceed to consider the generalized hamiltonian formalism for second-class
constraints of Batalin and Fradkin!”! and we apply it to the chiral boson. This formulation
transforms any second-class constraint on the original canonical variables into a first-class
constraint while introducing an extra propagating field. Applying this formalism to the chiral
boson one obtains, after going to the lagrangian formalism, a quadratic lagrangian which
contains fields ¢(7,0) and ((7,0) with opposite sign in their kinetic terms and possesses a
gauge invariance under d¢ = 6¢ = €. The resulting system has also a self-duality constraint
on the extra field (. Dropping the self-duality constraint on (, this lagrangian describes
two chiral bosons in the ‘Minkowski case’, provided one requires the left-moving momentum
of ¢ to vanish. The no-ghost theorem is proved in the BRST quantization, leading to the
same cohomologically non-trivial states as in the Siegel action, ¢.e., states built out of right-
moving modes of ¢(7,0) and ((7,0). This lagrangian can be easily coupled to gravity,
leading to the correct contribution to the conformal anomaly due to two chiral bosons. This
quadratic lagrangian is analogous to a gauged Wess-Zumino model with an abelian Kac-
Moody symmetry!'Y; the former cubic lagrangian has the Virasoro symmetry corresponding

to this Kac-Moody symmetry.

We comment that it is not possible to eliminate altogether a single self-duality second-
class constraint in favor of a first-class constraint; at most the second-class constraint is
transferred from one sector of the phase space to another. The reason for this is that the
second-class constraint gives the square-root of a determinant in the path-integral, while

a first-class constraint gives a determinant. Only paired second-class constraints can be



eliminated in favor of first-class constraints. This is the reason why one can BRST quantize
two chiral bosons.

The paper is organized in the following way. In sect. 2 we quantize the Siegel lagrangian
and we prove the no-ghost theorem. In sect. 3 we introduce a quadratic lagrangian for
chiral bosons, then we construct the Batalin-Fradkin hamiltonian for a chiral bosons and
we establish its relation with the quadratic lagrangian. Finally, in sect. 4 we state our

conclusions.

2. Quantization of the Siegel Lagrangian

A right-moving scalar field ¢(7,0) in D = 2 is described by the lagrangian®

L= _% a¢8ﬁ¢naﬁ
(2.1)

= _a+¢87¢7

with the constraint

0,6~ 0. (2.2)

Canonically quantizing this system one introduces the canonical conjugate momentum

7(1,0) and the equal time commutation relation

[6(0),7(0")] = id(a — o), (2.3)

where the 7-dependence of the fields has been omitted. Constraint (2.2) is now given by

T(0) = —(n(0) + ¢/(0)), (2.4)

N

T In our conventions: n°%=—nT7=1,nT7=n°T =0, 81:%(8g:t87), nT—=n~t=1,ntT=n""=0.
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where we have used the notation ¢'(c) = d,¢(c). The algebra of the constraints is
[T(0), T(c")] = i0,6(c — o), (2.5)

and so they are second class. The second-class constraints can be substituted by the first

class constraints

with the algebra

L(o), L(")] = %805(0 — o) (L(0) + L(c")) — 96%335(0 _ o). (2.7)

L(o) are Virasoro generators satisfying an anomalous algebra. From string theory it is well
known that the Virasoro constraints can be realized in lagrangian form with an auxiliary
gravity field. Since in our case the generators are only in the left-moving sector, only half
of the modes of gravity will be needed. Following Siegell® let us consider a bosonic field

¢(7,0) propagating in a background gravity field g,z,

1
L= —éﬁgaﬁaoﬂsaﬂqb? (28)
dg*” = _<876a)gﬁ7 - (aﬁﬂ)ga’y + (a'ygaﬁ)a’ (2.9)
0p = € 0,0. (2.10)

Truncating the auxiliary gravity field g.g,

_>\++ 1
aff __
var = (77 5. (21)
one finds,
L1= 0,006+ AV (0,07, (2.12)
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i.e. the field ™ is the doubly self-dual gauge field realizing constraint (2.6). The lagrangian

is invariant under the transformations

5¢ = €+8+¢, (2130/)
INTT=20_et +eto AT — ATTO, et (2.13b)
The transformation laws (2.13) follow from reparametrization invariance, considering only

one of the reparametrization parameters.

An alternative way to obtain (2.12) is to notice that (2.1) has the conformal invariance

6 =€ 0,0, O_et =0. (2.14)

The part of the variation of the lagrangian contributing to the Noether current of this rigid

symmetry is

SL = —(0_€)(0.0)*. (2.15)

Therefore, the field A™" can be considered as the gauge field for the gauging of the conformal

invariance (2.14). This procedure can be realized also in the presence of a gravity field h,g.

Consider
1
Ly = —5Vhh* 0650, (2.16)
and the transformations
5¢ = €Ot Otd)a
(2.17)
Ohap = 0.

Under these transformations, the variation of the lagrangian (2.13) becomes

5L, = —Vh(DY" — %h@ﬁDwa)aaqsam, (2.18)



where D® are covariant derivatives respect to the metric h®?. If €* is a conformal killing

vector, i.e., if it satisfies

Daeg + D@Ea - hoégl)’YG7 = O, (219)

then (2.17) is a symmetry of the lagrangian (2.16). In particular, for a flat metric, (2.19)
implies that the killing vectors are of the form' et = ¢*(0F) and ¢~ = ¢~ (07). Gauging one

of the symmetries in (2.17), one finds?®!, after introducing vielbiens e,
1
Ln=—5Vh (ha’gaagb@gqﬁ _ )\++€f‘reiﬁa¢3g¢>. (2.20)

Besides being reparametrization invariant, this lagrangian is invariant under the transfor-

mation laws

5¢ = €+D+¢7
Nt =2D_e" + D AT — ATTD e, (2.21)
Ohap =0,
where Dy = €1 D, and e = e%¢,. Similarly, one could have proceeded for the case of

gauging the symmetry associated to €.

To have a consistent quantum theory the anomalies must cancel. Going back to (2.12)
we observe that the gauge symmetry (2.13) is anomalous; the anomaly is essentially a
gravitational-like anomaly!l. The partition function corresponding to the lagrangian (2.12)
involves an integration over the field ¢ as well as over the gauge field A™*. However, let us
consider for the moment the effective action I'(A*) arising when one only integrates over

the ¢ field. The anomalous term of this effective action is

LA™ = k2 / dza)\++(a)g—i)\++(a) +0(\?), (2.22)

T In our conventions: oi:%(o:b-).



1

oo+ Lo make the theory consistent quantum mechanically we must cancel the

where k? =
anomaly. This situation is similar to having a bosonic string in less than 26 dimensions. In
that case Polyakov!'? introduced a Liouville field as an extra propagating field to cancel the

anomaly. Let us try to use a similar mechanism in our case. Consider a ‘truncated gravity

field’ of the form

gt
g8 = (g_+ 90 ) : (2.23)
or, after defining,
p et g+7 —= g7+7 (224&)
++
A= —d (2.24b)
p

of the form,
o 2Tt 1
N ( . 0) . (2.25)

Equation (2.25) is the same as (2.11). However, this truncated gravity field has an extra

(Weyl) mode /g = p~', transforming under the gauge symmetry (reparametrizations) as
6/) = 6+0+p — p3+6+. (226)

After defining

= 2klogp, (2.27)
where k is the c-number in (2.22), one finds, from (2.26),
Sp=€t0,p —2ko, et (2.28)

Notice that A™* as defined in (2.24b) transforms as in (2.13b).
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The scalar curvature corresponding to (2.25) has the form

2k\/GR = a+( 20+ N — 2l<;8+>\++> 20

= —\/ED,U/ — 2ka+8+/\++,

where [J is the covariantized d’Alambertian. Consider the following term

2k? / drdodr'do’(\/gR)(0)G(r,0;7',0")(\/gR) ('), (2.30)

where G(7,0;7',0') is the covariant Green function satisfying,
VIOG(r,o:7',0") = 6(r — 7)o (0 — o). (2.31)

The term (2.30) is equal to the anomalous contribution of the effective action (2.22) plus the

local term:

1
ALy = = (001 = SN (0 t)? + 26D X)) (2.32)
The variation of (2.32) under (2.28) and (2.13b) is,
SAL, = —4k* (00,0, 2T H)et, (2.33)

which cancels the anomalous contribution coming from the variation of (2.22) at the quantum
level. Therefore, the effective action T'(A*T, i) arising from the lagrangian made out of (2.12)
and (2.32) is anomaly free.

This analysis of the effective action T'(AT", 1) motivates one of the modifications of the
Siegel lagrangian (2.12) that one must make to have a consistent quantum theory. One
observes that a term like the last one in (2.32) could be added to (2.12), i.e. a term of the
form k4 (0L ATT)(04¢). On the other hand, (as we will show in detail below) in order to have
a BRST quantized theory one must add a new scalar {(7,0). In computing the partition
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function of the theory one must integrate over ¢, A*™ and ¢. This means that one must take
into account the contributions to the gauge anomaly of each of these fields. Let us keep the
sign 7 of the kinetic term of ¢ not fixed. From ¢ and ¢ one has two types of contributions:
the one-loop-contribution, which is as the one leading to (2.22) and is the same for both
fields, and the tree-level-contribution which comes from terms in the lagrangian of the form
kg(OLATT)(019) or ke (04 AT1)(0+¢). The contribution to the gauge anomaly from these last
terms depends on the sign of the kinetic term of the corresponding field. This fact singles
out which terms should be introduced in the modified lagrangian. Finally, from the ghosts
of the gauge field one obtains a contribution that is —26 times the one of ¢. In summary,

one has the following contributions to the gauge anomaly:

¢ — one-loop

1927
¢ — one-loop ﬁ
¢ — tree-level %
¢ — tree-level —77%
AT _ %

The minimal lagrangian which gives a theory free of anomalies and includes the extra
right-moving mode ( is the one made out of only one ‘k-term’, namely, the one associated

to ¢. We propose the modified Siegel lagrangian:

- 1
L1 == 0,600 +19:C0-C+ 53 ((0:0) = 1(0,0)%)

1 (2.34)
— ——= (0. X)) (0.0).
\/%( + )( -‘rgb)
Notice that 7 = 1 corresponds to the ‘Minkowski case’ and 7 = —1 to the ‘Euclidean

case’. The non-minimal version of this lagrangian has the last term in (2.34) replaced by
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—\/%(&r)ﬁ*)(wl&r(b — Nw0; () with w; and wy real parameters such that w? — nw? = 1.
This observation can be concluded from the invariance of the first four terms of (2.34) under
Lorentz transformations (n = 1) or rotations (n = —1) which treat ¢ and { as coordinates.
Notice also that according to the contributions to the gauge anomaly listed above these
non-minimal versions are anomaly free. The lagrangian (2.34) corresponds to the simplest
choice wy = 0.

The lagrangian (2.34) is invariant, at the quantum level, under the symmetry transfor-

mations

5¢ = €+a+¢ — \/%0+6+, (2350/)
§¢ = €t0,¢, (2.35b)
SNt =20_€e" +eto, AT —ATTOL et (2.35¢)

In the non-minimal versions of lagrangian (2.34) the transformation (2.35a) has a factor
w; multiplying the last term, and the transformation (2.35b) gets the additional term
—n%&re*.

To perform the BRST quantization of this theory let us substitute et by Ac™, where ¢t

is a ghost field and A a constant anticommuting parameter. The BRST transformations of

the fields ¢ and ( are,

1
Somsr = A(c*@qﬁ . \/—278+C+)’ (2.36a)
OprsT( = A0+8+C> (2-36b)
5BRST)\++ = A<23_C+ + C+8+A++ — )\++3+C+> . (236C)

Following ref.l'% we introduce the gauge fixing A+ = 0. The quantum lagrangian is given
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;CN({ — £~1 - S(b++A++), (237)

IRy

where the symbol 4 refers to the BRST transformations (2.36) without the parameter A and
b,y and B, are the ghost and auxiliary fields, respectively. Their BRST transformations

are

Oprstbit = AB4,
(2.38)

(5BRSTB++ =0.

The lagrangian (2.37) is invariant under BRST transformations from the quantum point
of view, i.e., including the anomalous contribution coming from the BRST transformation
of the anomalous terms like (2.22). In a way similar to ref.'”) one can eliminate all the terms
in £ containing the gauge field A™* by shifting B, , apart from the term B\ Ai;. Since
B . and A** appear only in this term in the lagrangian one can eliminate them obtaining

the quantum lagrangian,
L1 =—0,¢0_¢ + 10, (O_C +iby0_c", (2.39)

and the BRST transformations are given by (2.36) and

dprsrct = AcT aJchr )

(2.40)

2
OprsTb+t = —iA((&er)z —n(9:¢)* + E&r&rﬁb — 2iby 0t + ic+5+b++)>-

Notice that (2.39) is invariant under (2.40) and (2.36a-b). This may look surprising since
(2.34) is not invariant under (2.36) and (2.38) at the classical level. However, the terms
in (2.34) responsible for the non-invariance have been shifted away with the term B’  A™*.

The conserved BRST current is

2

‘]B_RST = C+( - (a+¢)2 + 77(8+C)2 - \/%

8+a+¢ —+ ib++3+c+> y (241)
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while Jgrgr vanishes on-shell. From (2.41) the expression of the BRST charge is:

\/ﬂ /dUC 8+¢)2 —n(0:0)* + 01019 — ib++a+0+>- (2.42)

2
V2T

We perform the canonical quantization on the circle and we use the Fourier expansions:

1
¢(T 0') ¢O+ _p¢(7'+0')+2—p¢(7'—0' Z ma T) +aye —m(cr-i-T))’

1 1
= - _ zn o—T) —in(o+7)
¢(r0) =G+ %pg(T +0)+ o pe(T —0) ¢— E + fne )

byy(r,0) = bo + ) bpe ),
n#0
" (r,0) = CO+ZC e+
n#0
(2.43)
where .
- )
[d)()ap(f)] - [¢07p¢] - 5 i
[<07pC] = [COJﬁC] = _5
[y ] = MOyin
[ﬁmaﬁn] = _m5m+n (244)
[dma &n] - mém—‘rn
[ﬂmvﬂn] - _m5m+n
{bmy Cn} = 5m+n
Using these expansions and (2.42) we obtain
1
Ql = 5 Z ( Cp Z(aman—m - nﬁmﬁn—m - (TL - m)c—mbm-‘rn) : _Qﬂinc—nan> — aCy,
(2.45)
where
1
Qp = —=DP¢,
\/f (2.46)
fo =

ﬁpca

and a is a c-number (which we call ‘intercept’) which accounts for the normal ordering
ambiguities in ();. After some algebra, one finds,

Q=0 = a=0 (2.47)
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The physical state condition is given by
Q:1|® >= 0. (2.48)
We will show that the states in the Fock space satisfying (2.48) can be written as
1D > = |® >, +Q1|] > (2.49)

where |® >, contains only right-moving modes. Let us first consider the ‘Minkowski case’

n=1.

Following ref.1% let us expand Q; in the zero modes of the ghosts,

Q1 =coH + Qp + by M, (2.50)
where
1
H = §(a3—5§>+N
1 o0
= 5(ozg — 3) + Z(a,mam — B Bm + m(c_mbm + b_mcm)), (2.51)
n=1
1 .
QB - 5 n;() . C—n(aman—m - ﬁmﬁn—m + (n - m)c—mbm—‘rn) . _\/§Z ch—nana
n-;—m;éo
(2.52)
M= — Zn LCnCp (2.53)

In (2.51) N is the number operator. From (2.45), (2.51), (2.52) and (2.53) one can verify

that,

[QvH]:[QBvH]:[QBaM]:[H7M]:Ov (2'54)
and consequently, from (2.47) and (2.50):

Qp = —MH. (2.56)
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Let us consider states |U > which are built out of left-moving modes only and that

satisfy the physical state condition (2.48),

1|V >=0. (2.57)

To prove (2.49) we just have to show that, excluding the vacuum state,

|V >= Q1]J >, (2.58)

i.€., that all the left-moving states satisfying the physical state condition are pure gauge or,
in other words, the Fock space of left-moving states is cohomologically trivial respect to the

operator ();. We choose our vacuum |0 > to be annihilated by the ghost zero mode by:

bol0 >= 0, (2.59)

therefore the ghost zero mode entering in |® >, and |V > is ¢. Before proving (2.58) let
us make the following observation. Let us assume that |¥ > is not annihilated by H, i.e.,

H|¥ >+ 0. Then it is simple to verify that if |¥ > satisfies (2.57), (2.58) holds with

|J >=boH U >, (2.60)

and so we can restrict ourselves to prove (2.58) for states that besides (2.57) satisfy

H|U >=0. (2.61)

The observation (2.60) has been motivated by work on string field theory in the Siegel

gaugel’3. Due to the choice (2.59) the states have the general form

U >= |4 > +eolih >, (2.62)
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where [¢) > and W > do not contain ghost zero modes. The physical state condition (2.57)

together with (2.61) is equivalent to the following set of conditions:

H|ip > =0, (2.63a)
QplY > =0, (2.63b)
H|p > =0, (2.63¢)
QplY > =0, (2.63d)
M| > = 0. (2.63¢)

We will show that the states |¢) > satisfying (2.63a-b) can be written as

[ >= Qplj >, (2.64a)
with

H|j >=0, (2.64b)

and that the states [{) > satisfying (2.63c-e) can be written in the form

[ >=Qplj >, (2.650)
with
H[j > =0, (2.65b)
M|j > =0. (2.65¢)
Then the state |J > in (2.58) is just
|J >=1j > —colj > . (2.66)
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We will concentrate first in proving (2.64a-b). Obviously, the proof leading to (2.65a-b)

is the same. However, in this case one must also show that if |¢) > satisfies (2.63¢) then

(2.65¢) holds. We start defining:

" 1
Py = ﬁ(ao + %), (2.67a)
. L(O‘n + ). (2.67D)

From (2.44) and (2.46) one has

[p;r7p;n] = n5n+m7 (268&)

[y, ) = [P 9] = 0. (2.68)

Following ref.'”) we rescale the oscillator operators by an appropriate power of a real param-

eter K,
1

Po — KDy,

1 (2.69)
b, — —=b,, n#0,

K

Cn — KCn, n#£DO.

This rescaling is such that the commutation relations in (2.68) and the ghost commutation

relations in (2.44) remain unchanged. The operator H remains also unchanged. However,

the operator ) gets the following expansion:

Qp(k) = A+ KB + K*C, (2.70)

where
(2.71a)

A= Z Cfnpgpga
n#0
17



B= > e b+ Puli )

n#0
n—m=#0
1
b (n—m) : c_nCmbpim : —@'ch_n(p:{ +1,), (2.71b)
fivon
C=)Y c.pop.. (2.71¢)
n#0

Notice that the term in ()p originated from the last term in the modified Siegel lagrangian
(2.34) enters in the operator B in the expansion (2.70). Since it does not enter into the
operators A or C, the proof of the no-ghost theorem follows the lines of ref.["%.

From (2.56), (2.70) and the fact that under the rescaling (2.69) the operator H remains

2

unchanged but the operator M gets a factor x* one obtains the following useful identities:

A% =0, (2.72a)

{A, B} =0, (2.72b)
B*+{A,C} = -MH, (2.72¢)
{B,C} =0, (2.72d)

C? =0. (2.72€)

The physical state conditions on the left-moving sector (2.63a-b) become now

H|y(k) > =0, (2.73a)

Qp(r)|v(k) > =0, (2.73b)

where Q)p(k) is given in (2.70) and |¢)(k) > has the power expansion

[(R) >=D K"t >, (2.74)
n=0
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i.e. for each term of the power expansion of (2.74) one has the equations

Hlip, > =0, (2.75a)
Al > +B|ty—1 > +Clthy—g > = 0. (2.75b)

Equations (2.64a-b) now become
[¥(k) > = Qp(x)|j (k) >, (2.76a)
Hb(k) > =0, (2.76b)

or

|VYn, > = Aljn > +B|jn-1 > +C|jn—2 >, (2.77a)
Hly, > =0, (2.770)

where we have used the fact that |j > has the expansion

[ >= ) K"[jn > (2.78)
n=0

In equations (2.75) and (2.77) it is understood that |¢),, >= |j, >= 0 for n < 0.

Our goal is to show that for arbitrary  the states satisfying (2.73) (or (2.75)) must be of
the form (2.76) (or (2.77)). Then, taking x = 1 we will have proved that all the left-moving
states satisfying (2.63a-b) are of the form (2.64a-b). We perform the proof by iteration in
the power of £ in the expansion (2.74).

We consider first the case n = 0. At this order we have to show, according to (2.75) and

(2.77), that any state |y > satisfying

Hlx >=0, (2.79a)

Alx > =0, (2.79b)
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is of the form

Ix > = Alk >, (2.80a)

Hlk > =0, (2.80b)

1.e., we have to show that the Fock space generated by the left-moving modes is cohomolog-
ically trivial with respect to the operator A.

Using (2.68) and (2.44) it is simple to verify that A satisfies the (anti)commutation

relations
[Avpjz_] = _np(—)’—crw [Aap;] = 07
(2.81)
{A, b} = pipn, {A e} =0.
Let us consider states for which pf # 0 and let us introduce the operator
1 1 + +
Ry = = Z _(b—npopn _'_p—nPObn)a (282)
Po n>0 n
where
Py=10><0|, (2.83)
and |0 > is the vacuum state. We have
P ={R;, A}
(2.84)

1 1
= Z(ﬁpfnPopi + —pZu Fopy + bonFocn + ¢ Pobn).

n>0

The operator P, can be identified with the projector on the one-particle unphysical states
p%,10 >, b_,|0 > and ¢_,|0 >. Any combination of these one-particle states |x; > can be

written as

X1 >= Pilx1 >= {Ri, A}[x1 > . (2.85)
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Similarly, one introduces the operator

Ry =

1 1
—(b_p,Py_1p +p*, Pn_1b,). 2.86
pr{;n( N—-1Pp T P_pLI'N-1 ) ( )

leading to the N-particle state projector

Py ={Rn, A}
1 1 1 (2.87)
=N Z(ﬁpfnPN_lpI + Ep:nPN—lp: +b_n Py 16y + cnPy_1by).
n>0
The projector on the Fock space generated by p~,,, b_, and c_, is therefore
P=Py+> Py=P+{AR} (2.88)
N=1
where
R=) Ry, (2.89)
N=1
and so, any state |y > can be written as
X >= FRolx > +{A, R}[x > (2.90)

This formula implies that this Fock space is cohomologically trivial respect to the operator

A:

Alx >=0 = |[x>=BRlx>+AR|x>) (2.91)

Finally, to complete the proof of our statement we have to show (2.80b) i.e. that H|k >= 0.

This is trivial from (2.90) and the fact that
[H, P] = 0. (2.92)

The result (2.91) has been obtained for states on which p # 0. For states on which pi =0
but p, # 0 one can follow the same steps after interchanging p, < p{ in the rescaling
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(2.69). In this way one obtains A < C in (2.71) and the corresponding Ry operators in
(2.86) contain 1/p, instead of 1/ps. To account for all the cases just notice that the only
state on which both pi and p; vanish and (2.63a) holds is the vacuum state as can be
concluded from (2.51) and the fact that the operator N is positive definite.

Let us remark that it is essential in the analysis of the cohomology of A that there is a
KO quartet a,,, f,, ¢, and b,. Suppose, for example, that 3, is absent, then equation (2.84)
does not hold. One has instead

« ]‘ oS
(R, A} = P + SLE (2.93)

where P is the a-dependent part of Py in (2.84) and P the ghost-dependent one.
The one-particle states are cohomologically trivial. However, as a consequence of (2.93) the

two-particle state (for example),
|X2 >= (Oé_lOé_g — b_10_2 — b_20_1)|0 >, (294)

which satisfies A|ys >= 0, is not of the form |y, >= A|k >, and it has negative norm.
We have shown that for n = 0 the solution to (2.75) is of the form predicted in (2.77).
Let us assume that this is true for n, n < N. We will show now that then the solution to

(2.75) is also of the form (2.77) for n = N. The equation that we must solve is (from (2.75)):
Al@Z)N > +B|’(/)N_1 > +C|77/JN_2 >=0. (295)

Using the induction hypothesis this equation becomes

AlYn >+ B(Aljn-1 > +B|jn—2 > +C|jin-2 >)

(2.96)
+ C(A'jN_Q > +B|jN_3 > +O|j]v_4 >) =0,
which, after making use of (2.72) becomes,
A(|’I/JN > —Ble_l > —C|jN_2 >) — MH|jN_2 >= 0. (297)
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The last term of this equation vanishes after using the induction hypothesis in (2.77b). The

rest is just the operator A acting on a state. Using (2.91) one finds
|¢N > —B‘jN,1 > —C‘jN,Q >= A|jN >, (298)

and therefore the fact that (2.77) is the solution to (2.75) is proven. To complete the proof
we must show that H|jy >= 0. This follows from the fact that, as one concludes from (2.54)

and (2.70),

[H,A| = [H,B] = [H,C] =0. (2.99)

We have shown that the states [¢) > satisfying (2.63a-b) are of the form (2.64a-b). The
proof concerning the states |¢) > satisfying (2.63c-d) leading to (2.65a-b) follows the same

steps. To prove (2.65¢) one must use the fact that
[M,A] = [M,B]=[M,C]=[M,P]=0. (2.100)

This concludes our analysis of the left-moving sector. We have shown that (2.57) implies
(2.58). Going back to (2.48) i.e., to states which involve both sectors, we observe that (2.58)

implies (2.49). The states |® > contain only right-moving modes and, according to our

phys

choice of vacuum, (2.59), the ghost zero mode ¢y. The general form of |® >, is
| > pye= [0 >piye +cold >, (2.101)

where [ >, and |0 > contain only right-moving modes. There are several possibilities to

phys

decouple the states in [0 > from the physical sectorl"). The standard choicel'? is to define

the inner product among states |® >, with a ¢ insertion,

phys< (I)|C[)|q) >phys:phys< '19|’l9 >phys . (2102)
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Another possibility is to restrict the states of the theory to have the same ghost number as

the vacuum state.

We have shown that the @-physical states of this theory are formed by the right-moving
parts of ¢ and (, and by the null left-moving momenta, as it follows from (2.63). To describe
only right-moving bosons in the ‘Minkowski case’ this null left-moving momenta must be
constrained to be zero. Let us now consider the ‘Euclidean case’, n = —1, 7.e. the case in
which the two fields ¢ and ¢ have the same sign in their kinetic terms. In this case H in
(2.51) is positive definite and equations (2.63) are satisfied only by the ground state and by
the right-moving states. All other states not satisfying (2.63a) are cohomologically trivial,
according to (2.60). We argue that the fact that in both the ‘Minkowski case’ and the
‘Euclidean case’ the no-ghost theorem holds is related to the possibility of ‘Wick rotating’

the momentum p, of ¢.

Let us show at this point that for n # 2 the BRST quantized Siegel action does not
describe chiral bosons. For n = 1 the equation (2.63a) is never satisfied, because the ‘in-
tercept’ is negative and therefore H has no zero eigenvalues. For n > 2 the ‘intercept’ is
positive, and (2.63a) has solutions only when the left-moving momenta are different from
zero and therefore the theory does not describe right-moving scalars. Another argument for
neglecting the case n > 2 is that in the ‘Minkowski case’ the physical states will contain n—2
left-moving modes since only two modes will form a KO quartet with the ghosts b, and ¢*.
Therefore this case does not describe chiral bosons. An analogous argument involving the
determinants in the partition function leads to the same conclusions also in the ‘Euclidean

case’. To describe 2n chiral bosons one can introduce n gauge fields.

Finally, let us make some comments on the coupling of the modified Siegel lagrangian to
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gravity. One expects that the Virasoro generators corresponding to the gravity field would

be
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Ty =Ly +iB410,C*

2
= (04:0)% = 1(0:¢)* — 2iby .04 c" + Ea+a+¢ +iB 0, C" (2.106)

T _=L__+iB__0.C" =(0_¢)>—-n(0_¢)*+iB__0_.C~ (2.107)

where Biy and C* are the ghost fields corresponding to the gravity field. The Virasoro
algebra for T, has a central charge —26, coming from B, and C*, since L, has central
charge zero. The Virasoro algebra for 7" _ has a central charge —24. This is the expected
contribution to the central charge due to two chiral bosons. Notice the presence of the last
but one term of T, ; in (2.106). This term is necessary to have a closed algebra. If this term
were absent the Siegel lagrangian coupled to gravity would be of the form (2.20). We do not

know how to obtain this algebra from a lagrangian.

3. Quadratic Lagrangian for chiral bosons

In this section we present another formulation of two right-moving scalars which has
characteristics analogous to the quantized Siegel lagrangian in the ‘Minkowski case’ but
with a quadratic lagrangian. Consider the scalar fields ¢(,0) and ((7,0), governed by the

lagrangian,

Ly = —0400-¢ + 8,C0-C + A0, (¢ — O, (3.1)

where AT (7,0) is a gauge field Lagrange multiplier. This lagrangian is invariant under the
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transformations,

0p =e,
0¢ =€, (3.2)
AT =20_e.

The generators of the symmetry transformations on ¢ and ( are given by the first-class

constraints
d1(¢— () = 0. (3.3)

The lagrangian (3.1) and the symmetry (3.2) are analogous to a gauged Wess-Zumino model
and an abelian Kac-Moody symmetry respectively.

After BRST-quantizing (3.1) one obtains

£g == —8+¢8_¢ + 6+C8_C + ib+3_c, (34)

which is the same quantum lagrangian as in (2.39). However, the BRST transformations are

different:
0p = Ac,
0¢ = Ac,
(3.5)
oc =0,

dby = —2iN0, (¢ — ().
As we will show below, the left-moving part of ¢ and ( form together with the ghosts b, and

c a KO quartet (ref.l!). The physical state condition is
where () is the nilpotent BRST operator

1
- / doc(0)0 ($(0) — ¢(0)), (3.7)
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The Fock space is made out of the creation operators associated to ¢, ¢, b, and c¢. The
Fourier expansions of our fields are just the ones in (2.43) and the oscillator operators satisfy
the (anti)commutation relations (2.44). Using the expansions (2.67), (2.46), (2.43) and (3.7)
one finds that the BRST operator can be written in the form

Q2 = copy + Z C_nD,, - (3.8)
n#0
The operator () has a much simpler form in this formulation as compared to the one in
the previous section. It has the form of the quadratic nilpotent operator A in (2.71a).
Notice also that there are not normal-order ambiguities in ()2 and so there is no need for an
‘intercept’-like term in (3.8).

As before, we choose our vacuum |0 > to be annihilated by by,

bo|0 >= 0. (3.9)
The physical state condition,
Qa|® >=0, (3.10)
is equivalent to the conditions
(e — o) > =0, (3.11a)
Azl > =0, (3.11b)
As|lp > =0, (3.11¢)
where
|® >=|p > +col >, (3.12)
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and

Ay = Zc_np;. (3.13)

n#0

Condition (3.11a) says that the left-moving momenta of ¢ and ¢ are equal (py = pc).

On the other hand, from the fact that

[Ay, p] = —ney, {Ay,¢,} =0,
(3.14)
{A27p1:} = 07 [A27bn] :p;w

the operators «,,, 0,, b, and ¢, form a KO quartet. Using the same arguments as in the

previous section led to (2.94) one obtains,
|® >= Poy|® > +Q2|J >, (3.15)

where P is the projector onto states made out of oscillators in the right-moving sector.
Notice that due to the simplicity of ()2 the proof of the absence of ghost in the left-moving
sector, i.e., of (3.15), is much simpler for this formulation than for the one in the previ-
ous section. As in that case, (3.1) describes two chiral bosons once one puts to zero the
momentum pe.

Contrary to the case of the modified Siegel lagrangian, it is straightforward to couple

the lagrangian (3.1) to gravity:
Ll = —Vhhe? (aaapam _ aacaﬁg) + VheS A 0a(6 — ©). (3.16)

It is simple to observe that this lagrangian gives the correct contribution of two chiral bosons
to the conformal anomaly. In the left sector one has a contribution 1 + 1 from the fields ¢
and ¢ and —2 from the U(1) field A*. In the right sector one has a contribution 1 + 1 from
the scalar fields. Of course, in addition to this, there is a contribution —26 from the gravity
field h*% in each sector.
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The lagrangian (3.1) can be obtained from a general procedurel” to transform second-
class constraints (in this case the self-duality constraint 0, ¢ =~ 0) into first-class constraints
(in this case constraint (3.3)). Let us briefly review the formalism of ref.["].

Batalin and Fradkin have shown that given a set of canonically conjugate variables p;,

q,
4, pj] = 65, (3.17)
subjected to second-class constraints,
T.(pi, @) = 0, (3.18)
[To, Tl = iDag, (3.19)

where D, is an operator that may depend on p; and ¢', it can be transformed into a
system with first-class constraints in an enlarged phase-space, containing auxiliary canonical

variables £€* and 7, in correspondence with the original second-class constraints
€%, gl = —idg. (3.20)
These first-class constraints are
I ] 1 gl
To =T, + V) (ns + §w5y§ ), (3.21)
where w5 is a c-number and V. are operators satisfying
Dog = ViwssVj. (3.22)

The operators D,g can be interpreted as a symplectic metric on the phase-space of p;
and ¢'; wags is a flat symplectic metric on the enlarged phase-space; V. is the vielbein which
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transform the symplectic metric D,g into the flat symplectic metric w,3. The presence of
the first-class constraints (3.21) implies that one must choose a gauge fixing. One possible

gauge fixing consists of the choice
1
® =15+ Swsd" =0, (3.23)

and then one reduces the situation to the original phase-space with (3.21) becoming the
second-class constraints (3.18).
In the enlarged phase-space (q°, £, p; and 7,) one imposes the canonical second-class
constraints
- 1

To = o — §waﬂ§ﬁ ~ 0. (3.24)

These constraints are canonical in the sense that they involve a linear combination of the
canonically conjugate variables £ and ng with c-number coefficients. The advantage of the
formulation dealing with second-class constraints by Batalin and Fradkin!? is that while
the second-class constraint (3.18) can be an involved function of p; and ¢', the second-class
constraint (3.24) is in canonical form.

For the case of a single chiral boson in D = 2 the self-duality second-class constraint
(2.2) is already in canonical form. However, let us follow the procedure described in ref.l") to
analyze the system in the enlarged phase-space. The new first and second-class constraints

are, respectively,
T(0) = (o) + ¢/ (0) +n(0) + & (0), (3.25)
T(o) =nlo) — &' (o), (3.26)
where 7(7,0) and £(7,0) are the auxiliary canonically conjugate fields (3.20),

[£(0),n(0")] = —id(o — o) (3.27)
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Following ref.[") we introduce the canonically conjugate ghost fields b(7, o) and ¢(r, o),
{b(o), o)} = 6o — "), (3.28)
and we find the BRST operator

Q= / doc(o)T (o), (3.29)

and the unitarizing hamiltonian

Y = [do(Gm 4 507 = 5 = 3¢+ T+ €) - 5+ €F) + (1.Q), (330

where U is a gauge-fixing fermionic function. Using (2.3) and (3.25-28) one finds,

(o), T(c")] = 0, (3.31)
Q* =0, (3.32)
[HY,Q] = 0. (3.33)

Comparing this hamiltonian with the hamiltonian H, that one obtains from the quadratic

lagrangian (3.1) of sect. 3, we find

HY — H)? = i/da(n — &2 (3.34)

where,

l

U0y = / dob(n + &2 (3.35)

Notice that the BRST operator is the same for both theories. Therefore the two formulations
are equivalent if one imposes the constraint (3.26).

Notice that it is not possible to write down a relativistic covariant quantum lagrangian
describing a single self-dual scalar; any attempt to remove a second-class self-duality con-
straint on ¢ by squaring it to get a first-class constraint, as in sect. 2, or adding an extra
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field to transform the second-class constraint (2.4) into the first-class constraint (3.3), as in

this section, leads to a second-class constraint imposed on the extra field.

4. Conclusion

We have considered two approaches to the quantization of self-dual fields in two di-
mensions. Siegel’s cubic lagrangian for a single chiral boson has an anomaly which can be
eliminated introducing a ‘Liouville term’. To BRST quantize Siegel’s lagrangian it is neces-
sary to introduce an extra scalar. We prove the no-ghost theorem, which says that the theory
describes two chiral bosons, both when their kinetic terms have the same and the opposite
sign; in the latter case, one must add the constraint that the left-moving momentum p¢ of
¢ be zero. A similar result can be obtained from the application of the generalized canon-
ical formalism for second-class constraints of Batalin and Fradkin, leading to a quadratic
lagrangian for two chiral bosons with the opposite sign in their kinetic terms. The fact that
it is not possible to transform a single self-duality constraint into a first-class constraint can
be understood in terms of the path integrall®®. For the case of the chiral boson the partition

function takes the form

7 = /[dgb] [dr] (det%[T(a),T(a')])(S(ﬂ + ¢ )exp <i/d7da(7r(ﬁ — %7?2 — %qﬁﬂ))‘
where T'(0) are the second class constraints (2.4). The square root of the determinant
can not be substituted by a Faddeev-Popov determinant; only pairing two square roots
of determinants one can obtain a Faddeev-Popov determinant, and therefore a first-class
constraint.
The work presented in this paper leads to a variety of investigations. The coupling of the
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modified Siegel’s action to auxiliary gravity could be studied and its role in the analysis of the
quantum behavior of chiral bosons on higher genus Riemann surfaces could be investigated.
The quadratic action presented in this work could be used in covariant computations related
to the heterotic string which do not depend on the signature of the kinetic terms of the chiral
bosons. Finally, one could investigate the Batalin-Fradkin hamiltonian formulation for two
self-dual fields in D = 6 and 10 in the ‘Minkowski case’. Analogously to the analysis of sect.

3, one could then find the gravitational anomaly for two self-dual fields.
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