


1 Introduction

Recently a lot of papers are devoted to the tensionless (null) strings and their application in
difierent areas and different dimensions [1]. In connection with the above activity it is worth to
consider again the question about the critical dimension of the null strings and more generally
- null p-branes. There are Lwo answers to this question in the literature. Most of ihe authors
insist on the nonexistence of critical dimension for such objects [2], but some other receive
apposite results [3]. In our opinion the reason is in the different approaches to the choice of the
operator ordering. If one looks at the classical null string as a collection of particles moving
under cerlain conditions and wants to keep this picture in the quantum case also, there is no
reason to expect a critical dimension emerging. Therefore one adopts such operator ordering
which supports this point of view. If one does not bother about previous particle interpretation
but simply compares the appearance of the anomaly in the constraint algebras of the null and
usual string upon quantization (with one and the same operator ordering), one sees that the
non-trivial central terms arise independently of the string tension T, Then the existence of
critical dimension for the tensionless string is not surprising at afl. On the other hand, it can
be shown, that in the quantum Virasoro algebra of the usual string the limit T — 0 can be
taken consistently 1o obtain the null string gauge algebra with a vanishing critical dimension
it]. So what is the correct answer to the question about the existence of critical dimension
for the null string? In this article we propose a pure technical resolution of the problem. The
right operator ordering is that, which can be applied to higher dimensions, i.e. to null p-branes
too. In our case we find two such orderings and they lead to the absence of critical dimensions
for the null p-branes (p 2 1).

Here we quantize a model of p-branes [5] which initially do not describe null strings (when
p = 1), because the constraints are second class. However, it turns out that at the quantum
level the constraint algebra coincides with one of the tensionless string. Checking quantum
consistency of the theory for four different operator orderings we find D = 26 for the critical
dimension of the bosonic null string when "string-like” and Weyl orderings are applied. How-
ever, we do not receive any condition on the space-time dimension when apply "particle-like”
and normal ordering. Investigating the case p > 1, we observe that the first two orderings
are forbidden by the Jacobi identity. Adopting the last two types of ordering, we reach to
the conclusion that tensionless p-branes have no critical dimension for p > 1. Because these
orderings also apply to the case p = 1, this conclusion is valid for all p = 1,2, ....

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we deal with the classical theory. With
the help of the BRST charge, we construct BRST invariant hamiltonian and also give the
corresponding Lagrangian. Then we solve the classical equations of motion and obtain the on-
shell expressions for the BRST charge @ and for the constraints. Assuming periodic boundary
conditions, we rewrite all quantities in Fourier modes. Section 3 is devoted to the quantization
of the model. We define the renormalized operators and investigale the anomalies in the
guantum constraint zlgebra. As a result, we obtain the conditions for quantum consistency of
the theory for different values of p. In section 4 we propose a supersymmetric extension of the



model under consideration which can be used to describe tensionless super p-branes. Finally,

in section 5 we give some comments and conclusions,

To begin with, we first write down the bamiltonian of the classical model of p-branes with
second class constraints {6] proposed in [5]. It can be cast ir the form [7):

Ho=fd”a (W4 + X°45,), a=1..p (1)

where A% A® are Lagrange multipliers being arbitrary functions of the time paramecter 7 and
volume coordinates o1, ...,0, . The constraints g, 3, are defined by the equalities:
tho = Popo + T 3 Py = Tl'oﬁpoaamﬁa {2}
o, f=01,..,D-2, Nag = diag(—1,1,...,1}

Here z* and p. are canonically conjugated coordinates and momenta, 8, = 8/30°, T = const.
The algebra of the constraints (2) is given by the Poisson bracket relations

{¥o{an), ofo2)} = 0,
{olor ) ¥alo2)} = [woler) + dolez) — 27%8.67(er — o2),
{$alor),ulog}} = [6iu(on) + 8itba(02)}0:8° (o0 — 03),

where the notation ¢ = (o4, ...,0;) is used. It follows from here that the constraints are second
class.
Intreducing the hamiltonian (1), one has to check the consistency conditions [6)

{tho, Ho} = 0 , {00, Ho} = 0,

where = denotes weak cquality, i.e. equality up to constraints. In the present case these
conditions are

G A0 =0 \ 8% = 0.

One of the methods for quantization of dynamical systems with second class constraints
consists in passing to a system with first class constraints only |8}, and then perform the
quantization. To achieve this in our case, we enlarge the initial phase space with a new
canonical pair (zp_;,pp-1). This allows for transition from initial constraints (2) to the new
ones {9],{10]:

wo = P'Pu=p"PotPpoy
Yo = NuP 0z’ = 70sp°02® + ppoyBazpoy.

¢ and ¢, obey the Poisson bracket algebra
{‘190(0_1)1 590(_0_‘2_)} = 05

{wolo1), a(22)} [wo(e1) + w0(02))8a67(01 — 03), (3)
{@a(e1) pulea)} [6508(01) + 6pal{02))0:6(0) ~ a2},

which means, that they are first class quantities. The corresponding hamiltonian is
H= fd”a (%0 + K*@a)-
The Dirac consistency conditions

{‘Pﬂ!H}zO L {‘PMH}%O:

do not place any restrictions on the Lagrange multipliers JTaNAR

Now, two notes are in order. The first one is that at any moment one can return to the
initial dynamical system by dimensional reduction. The second is, that the algebra (3) of the
constraints o, coincides with the tensionless limit of the wsual p-brane ones [11]. That is
why our conclusions about the critical dimensions, arising after quantization, wili be also valid
for the tensionless branes.

Following the BFV-BRST method for quantization of constrained systems [12], we now
introduce for cach constraint g, . a pair of anticommuting ghost variables (4°, Pa), (7%, Fs)
respectively, which are canonically conjugated.Then the BRST charge is [13]

0= f Folpon® +var® + Pol(Ben)n® + (Bar”n’] + P00

and it has the property

{Qa Q}Pb =0

where {.,.} is the Poisson bracket in the extended phase space (z*,pu;n®, Foin®, P
In the new phase space, the constraints are given by the following brackets {14]:

e {Q, Podys = 0 + 2Podon® + (BuPoIn® = 0 + 3
P = {Qu Pl = 0o + 2P(00n°) # (8. Po)n® + Puin® + ByBan*) + (BP0’ = oo + 90"

and they are first class. The BRST invariant hamiltonian is [12}

Hy = {Qa)(}pb s {Q,Hx},,;,:{],

where x is arbitrary, anticommuting, gauge fixing function. We choose

x = A°/dPgPD+A‘]d’aP,, A% A" ~ eonst

and obtain:
H, = /d’o’[!\"cpf,"' + A%pl. {4)
Let us note that additional set of canonically conjugated ghosts (7o, P2}, (., P¢) must be

added if we wish to write down the corresponding BRST invariant Lagrangian. If so, @ and
x have to be medified in the following fashion [12, 14]

G=0+ ] Po(MoP® + M. P2),



R=x+ [ Potitct + ZMO) 4 it + 2000,

where Mo, M, are the momenta, canonically conjugated to u° and p° respectively, x® and x°
are gauge fixing conditions [15] for o and ., g1 and p; are parameters. All this results in

the Lagrangian density (8, = 8/37):
Ly =L+ Lar+ Lon,
where
L= (1/4p°}(8,z — o),

the gauge fixing part is
1 1
Lop = ——(0:4° ~ x*)(Brpto — X0) + s—(8ep® = X* W Do pra —
5y (04 = X )(Brtt0 = X0) 5 OrH” = X")(Brpte = xe)
and the ghost part is

LGH = _afﬁoaf’?o - 6717-“3.,1’]6 + #0[28‘(7]—060’7“ + (aaa'r’?-o)’?a]
+Pn[2afﬁ°aﬂqo + (a:ar’fo)ﬂu + a‘rﬁbae‘?b + 377?}3&7}6 + (abar?fu)ﬁ'b]

+ [ @ o XN + {ius X7

+7a(0") {0, X% (") }en® + {28, X°(0") 1]}

Let us now go back to the hamiltonian picture. The hamiltonian (4) leads to equations of

motion with the following general solution for the bosonic variables [3]

I

z¥ w2} + 20(7)p" (2},
Pv rlz),

and for the ghosts [13]

7° = (%z) + ¢(r)dun(2),

PD = Po(z):
7 = 3°(z),
P, = 1L{(2) + o(r)8.Polz)-

Here ¥, p.,¢% Po,#® and 11, are arbitrary functions of the variables z° ,
P =A% 4o° and 9(r) = A%,
On the solutions (3} the BRST charge @ takes the form {13]

Q% = [ @546+ sur® + RN + @]+ (@),

where $o = p*(z) , ¢a = p.(2)8ay*(2). Now the constraints are

o2) = {Q% Pl2)lm ¢2(2) = { Q% TLal2}} b,

and they are connected with i, @b by the equalilies

Lot

Yo (z2)=

o'(z) s Pt = ol (z) + 9(7)3:85"(2).

From now on. we confine ourselves o the casc of periedic boundary conditions when our
phase-space variables admit Fourier series expansions. Let us denote the Fourier components

of y*. 1. (% Po,n® and I, with z¥.py, ce. by, €} and ;'Jn‘k respectively. For the zero modes of p¥
and z¥, we introduce the notations

P o= (22)ph , q" = Tg-

Then we have the following non-zero Poisson brackets:

{P‘uuqv}pb = '"Tf‘wa
{azatw = —10"beng
{cr: bn)p —idk4n 0, {6)

G =16y dxino

The Fourier expansions lor the constraints ¢! and @ are

1

$5(z) = @y

Here

where
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Doy
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(5)
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Da.ﬂ
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G = i{Q% by )y = Cp + C2" , DL =10 bay e = Doy + D, (7
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Using expressions (6) Lo (8), onc oblains that the algebra of the total generators {7} is

given by

(CoCam = 0,
{(-‘;"’, Df,'::_n}pb = —i(n, — m,,)(",'_f,';m.
{D::;, DY = —i(8im— ﬁgm,,]l),'_'l',_’ﬁﬁ. ("
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3 Quantization

Going to the quantum theory according lo the rule i{.,.},5 — {anti)commutator, we define
Q* by introducing the renormalized operators (o, 3, — const}

C;o: =Cp 4 Cih — obag : D:’f"ﬂ =D+ Dgf‘ﬂ - 3ibs0 (10j

and postulating [13}

Q= 3 G+ /2L ~ abuifews [

nEzZr
+Dug + (120D = 860010, } - |

where :...: stands for operator ordering and in C,, ..., D#% operator ordering is also assumed.

Let us turn to the question about the eritical dimensions which might appear in the model
under consideration. As is well known, the critica) dimension arises as a necessary condition
for nilpotency of the BRST charge operator. In turn, this is connected with the vanishing of
the central charges in the quantum constraint algebra. Because of that, we are going to find
out the central terms which appear in our quantum gauge algebra for different values of p
(the most general form of central extension, which is compatible with the Jacobi identities is
written in the Appendix).

We start with the case p = 1, which corresponds to a closed string. In thiscase a = b= 1
and one defines the operator ordering with respect to p¥,,...,6_, and p¥, ..., &, (n > 0), so
that

Plall>=..=¢,]0>=0 s <0|pl=..=<0]|c. =0

We call this ordering "string — like”. Using the explicit expressions for the constraints (8},
one obtains that central terms appear in the commutators [D,, D,.1,1D¢* D%] and they are
respectively

¢ =(D/6)(n® = \nbdupmpo , e = —(1/3)13n% - Dnbrimo-

Therefore, the quantum constraint algebra has the form

ccs) = o,
(CE,DE] = (n=m)Ci, + ambnsm,

(D, D) = (n = m) DIt + (UE)(D = 26)0% + (128 — D + Dnbasme.

This means that the conditions for the nilpotency of the BRST charge operator Q5 are
(D-26)*+(128-D+2)=0 a=0,

which leads to the weil known result D = 26,5 = 2. Obviously, this reproduces one of the
basic features of the quantized tensionful closed besonic string - its critical dimension.

Going Lo the case p > 1, one natural gencralization of the creation and annihilation oper-
ators definition is

P;|0>a=0, a<glpi£=09

&z

P
for Z e > 0
a=1

and analogously for the operators z¥,...,c%. However, it turns out that such definition does
not agree with the Jacobi identities for the quantum constraint algebra (except for p = 1).
That is why, we introduce the creation (+) and annihilation (—) operators in the following
way [13]

P = (UVRRL + ) = (VNG + 23 (1)

and respectively new vacuum states

<wvacipyt =..=<vac| & =0.

P |vac»= . =& [rac>=0 )

This choice of the creation and annihilation operators corresponds to the representation of all
phase-space variables p*, ..., & as sums of frequency parts which are conjugated to each other
and satisfy the same equation of motion as the corresponding dynamical varjable.

By direct computation one shows, that with operator product defined with respect to the
introduced creation and annihilation operators (11) (we shall refer to as "nermal ordering”),
the central extension of the algebra of the gauge generators {10} does not appear, je. o =
0,4, = 0. Consequently, the BRST charge operator Q° is automatically nilpotent in this case
and there is no restriction on the dimension of the background space-time for p > 1.

The impossibility to introduce a siring — like operator ordering when p > 1 leads io the
problem of finding those operator orderings which are possible for p = 1 as well as for p > 1.
First of all, we check the consistency of the (already used for p > 1) normal ordering for
p = 1. It turns out that it is consistent, but now critical dimension for the null string does
not appear. The same result - absence of critical dimension for every value of p, one obtains
when uses the so called particle — like operator ordering. Now the ket vacuum is annihilated
by momentum-type operators and the bra vacuum is annihilated by coordinate-type ones:

Phl0>y by |0 >m=0a [0>m=0,
c<0fzp = c<0|eg=ec<0]|&G=0 , VnelZ’

Further, we check the case when Weyl ordering is applied. Now it turns out, that in the null
string case (p = 1) this leads to critical dimension L7 = 26, but for the aull brane (p > 1) this
ordering is inconsistent, as was the string — like one.

As a final result, we have four type of operator orderings checked. Two of them are valid
for the string as well as for the brane and then we do not receive any critical dimension. The
other two type of ordering give critical dimension D = 26 for the string and are not applicable
for the brane. Our opinion is that the right operator ordering is the one applicable for all
¢ = 1,2,.... In other words, our viewpaint is that neither null strings nor null branes have
critical dimensions. The same point of view is presented in [16]. -

Let us spend some more words about the impossibility to introduce at p > 1 an operator
ordering which at p = 1 gives critical dimension. This is connected with the fact that the
constraint algebra, as is shown in the Appendix, does not possess non-trivial central extension
when p > 1 (see also [7], [16]). As a matter of fact, the string critical dimension appears
in front of n%, i.e. in the non-trivial part of the constraint algebra central extension, which
can not be taken away by simply redefining the generators D, in contrast to the trivial part
~ n. Because of the nonexistence of non-trivial central extension when p > 1, any critical
dimension arjsing is impossible in view of the Jacobi identities. Therefore, if the quantum rull
brane constraint algebra is given by {up to trivial central extensions)

ice e = o,



It

(C2, Dewl

(ﬂa _ mq)c!o!

nHm)
tot et ¢ c tot
i‘Da.g_’ Db.m_ = (§m— bmn)Dc.3+m=

then the latter has no critical dimension and exists in any D-dimensional space-time, when
embedding of the p + 1- dimensional woridvolume of the p-brane is possibie there.

Finally, we pay attention to the fact that in every one of the p subalgebras (at fixed e} of
the constraint algebra, one can obtain non-trivial central extension and consequently - critical
dimension {see Appendix). For example, taking string — like or Weyl ordering, one derives
D = 254 p, which appears to be critical dimension for the tensile p-brane {17], {16]. However,
the considered quantum dynamical system is described by the full constraint algebra, where
only trivial central extensions are possible.

4 Supersymmetrization

It turns out thai the model described in the previous sections can be generalized to include
also spinorial degrees of freedom. This generalization is not straightforward, but the resulting
dynamical system may be viewed as generated by its bosonic part, which in terms of constraints
is equivalent to a system with Poisson bracket relations, given by (9}, i.e. equivalent to the
null bosonic brane. This new model possesses space-time supersymmetry and is characterized
by the following classical first class constraints

{Tolgy ) Tolgz)} = 6,
1}

{Tole,), T:(Q:)} =Y

{To(e,), THea)) = Toley) + Tole,))8:6"(ey — 23),

{THea T (ee)) = %1610 (e)) + 6T 0.8 (2 — e2), (12)
{TH@ ) TE(2,)} = 6*%(T(e,) + THe,)0u8 (g, — 25),

{THe,). T (@)} = ~26*P PopTo(e,)8(g, — 22),

Pup = Pual,

Comparing the above equalities with the spinning string and superstring constraint alge-
bras, we conclude that they can be regarded as possible tensionless limit of the super p-brane
case. However, this supersymmetric mode! will be considered in detail in a separate paper.
Here we only note, that Poisson brackets in (12) give the naive version of the constraint
algebra. Actually, there is a set of generators with which (12) must be enlarged.

5 Comments and Conclusions

In this paper we present the resulis on the quantization of the restricted p-brane [5] reported
in [13]. On the other hand, we investigate the connection between the appearance of critical
dimensions and different operator orderings for p = 1,2,.....

The quantization of the restricted p-brane in [13] is alternative to the one given in [10).
The latter is based on a previous work [9] on the quantization of the restricted string and treat
asymmetrically the constraints p*8,2, = 0 for a = 1 and a = 2,3,...,p. In [13] and here, we
consider all these constraints on equal footing.

The observation, that there is an operator ordering which is valid Vp € Z, and another
one, which is admissable only for p = 1 [13], leads to the problem of finding those orderings
which are possible for every positive integer value of p. We applied here four types of operator
orderings and we eslablish that two of them (rormal ordering and particle — like ordering)
arc admissable ¥p € Z,, but the other two (sfring — like and Weyl ordering) are admissable
only for p = 1. The fact, that the laiter (wo orderings lead to appearance of critical dimension,
and the former two do not, is a consequence of the constraint algebra property to have non-
trivial central extension only for p = 1. On the other hand, the obtained nontrivial central
extensions of the Virasoro type for some of it subalgebras, provide an explanation why the
critical dimensions [} = 25+ p.p = 1,2,... [17L.[16], re-derived also here, can emerge. However.
our claim is, that the critical dimensions appearing in the subalgebras, must not be considered
as such for the given model as a whole. The model is represented by the full constraim algebra.
which does not possess non-trivial central extension for p > 2.

Since after BFV-BRST quantization our constraint algebra coincides with the mull tension
limit of the usual p-brane algebra [11], we deduce that the upper conclusions are valid for
the tensionless p-branes also. This lead us 10 the proposition of the rule: the right operator
orderings in the case of null string (p = 1) are those, which are admissable in the p > 1 case
loo.
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Appendix

Here we briefly comment on the possible central extensions of the algebra, given by the
commulators:

An Am) = 0,
[)1.2, Ba_ﬂ] = (na - 7na)A§+m’
Bogs Brm) = (Eme = fm)Begsn 0 (ab=1.2p)

To begin with, we modify the right hand sides of the upper cqualities in the following way:

[An, Am) = d{z,m)
[/1.2, Ba.gaj = (na - nrﬂ)Aﬂ#m + dﬂ(ﬂ, m)!
[Bn,ga Hb.m] = (6:1’!3, - é;'ma)Bc.g+r_n_ + dnﬁ(ﬂ-"'_“.)-

Checking the Jacobi identities, involving the triplets (A A B (A ) and (BB, Baone
shows that there are only trivial sohutions for d(z,m), da(n, ) and da{n. ). Namely,

d(n, m.) =0 ’ do(n, E'.) = (1, — "’n)f(l’_ + m}.
da(mm) = {6iry — &ma)g (u+ m),



where f,g. are arbitrary functions of their arguments. In particular, there exist the solutions

dn(ﬂv _7’_1.) b 207’-::65+_r£,g . o = consi,
dob(ﬂ-n El_) = (Bcnb + 5&nn)62+m.g ) ;"3“ = const,

which might appear because of the operator ordering in Ap and B, ;. However, there are p
subalgebras with non-trivial central extensions {no summation over a}:

[Am Aﬂ = 0,
[Ags Ba.m] {Tl., - ma}Ag-}-m + (qnn§ + Ty }ﬂu5£+m‘ge
[Bams Bagnd = (ne — ma)Bagim + (o712 + )abnimos GaxTar 5as L — CORSL.

il

I

When p = 1, there is one such subalgebra and it coincides with the full algebra.
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