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Abstract

Recently Boulanger and Leclercq have constructed cubic four derivative 3 — 3 — 2
vertex for interaction of spin 3 and spin 2 particles. This vertex is trivially invariant
under the gauge transformations of spin 2 field, so it seemed that it could be expressed
in terms of (linearized) Riemann tensor. And indeed in this paper we managed to
reproduce this vertex in the form ROPOP, where R — linearized Riemann tensor and &
— completely symmetric third rank tensor. Then we consider deformation of this vertex
to (A)dS space and show that such deformation produce "standard” gravitational
interaction for spin 3 particles (in linear approximation) in agreement with general
construction of Fradkin and Vasiliev. Then we turn to the massive case and show
that the same higher derivative terms allows one to extend gauge invariant description
of massive spin 3 particle from constant curvature spaces to arbitrary gravitational
backgrounds satisfying R, = 0.
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Introduction

The problem of constructing consistent interactions for high spin particles is an old but
still unsolved one (see e.g. reviews in [I], 2, B]). In this, one of the classical and important
tasks is investigation of gravitational interactions for such particles. It was known for a long
time that it is not possible to construct standard gravitational interaction for massless high
spin s > 5/2 particles in flat Minkowski space [4], [5l, [6] (see also recent discussion in [7]).
At the same time, it has been shown [8, 9] that this task indeed has a solution in (A)dS
space with non-zero cosmological term. The reason is that gauge invariance, that turn out
to be broken when one replace ordinary partial derivatives by the gravitational covariant
ones, could be restored with the introduction of higher derivative corrections containing
gauge invariant Riemann tensor. These corrections have coefficients proportional to inverse
powers of cosmological constant so that such theories do not have naive flat limit. But it is
perfectly possible to have a limit when both cosmological term and gravitational coupling
constant simultaneously go to zero in such a way that only interactions with highest number
of derivatives survive.

It is natural to suggest that in any realistic high spin theory (like in superstring) most
of high spin particles must be massive and their gauge symmetries spontaneously broken.
So a very important, interesting and up to now poorly investigated problem is to find a
mechanism of spontaneous gauge symmetry breaking which could deform massless particles
in (A)dS space into massive one in flat Minkowski space. But if such mechanism does exist,
one can apply the same line of reasoning about massless limit in resulting theory. Namely,
it is natural to suggest that there exists a limit when both mass and gravitational coupling
constant simultaneously go to zero so that only some interactions containing Riemann tensor
survive.

In both cases above, the crucial point is the existence of cubic higher derivative spin
s — s — 2 vertex containing (linearized) Riemann tensor and two massless spin s particles in
flat Minkowski space. For spin s = 3 case an appropriate candidate has been constructed
recently in [10]. Really, the Lagrangian for four derivatives 3—3—2 vertex given in this paper
does not look to be the one we need here, but it is trivially invariant under the spin 2 gauge
transformations so it can be expressed in terms of (linearized) Riemann tensor. Thus in the
next section we reproduce this vertex in the desired form. Then we consider deformation
of this vertex into (A)dS space and show that such deformation does produce a standard
gravitational interaction for spin 3 particle (in linear approximation).

After that we turn to the main question we are interested in: could non-zero mass play
the same role as non-zero cosmological constant. To our opinion the most natural and
convenient formalism for investigation of spontaneous gauge symmetry breaking is gauge
invariant description of massive high spin particles, which nicely works both in flat Minkowski
space as well as (A)dS ones [I1], 12} [13]. Due to large number of fields involved (four for
massive spin s = 3 particle) complete investigation of gravitational interaction for massive
spin 3 requires a lot of work and we leave it to the future (example for much simpler spin
s = 2 case see [14]), so in this paper as a first step we consider massive spin 3 particle in
arbitrary gravitational background satisfying its free equations, i.e. R,, = 0. In this, only
terms containing full Riemann tensor survive which greatly simplifies all calculations.

In Section 3 we start with gauge invariant description of massive spin 3 particle in flat



Minkowski space. In such formalism the problem of switching on a gravitational interaction
looks exactly the same as for massless particles. Namely, when one replace ordinary partial
derivatives by the covariant ones the gauge invariance of the Lagrangian turns out to be
broken, but this non-invariance contains terms with curvature tensor only leaving us the
possibility to restore gauge invariance with the help of higher derivative corrections. And
in the Section 4 we show that such restoration is indeed possible (at least in the linear
approximation) in this the same cubic four derivative 3 — 3 — 2 vertex plays the main role.

1 Cubic vertex 3-3-2 with four derivatives

As we have already mentioned, crucial point is the existence of some cubic higher derivative
vertex in flat Minkowski space containing (linearized) curvature tensor for spin 2 field. Ap-
propriate vertex has been constructed recently in [10]. The form of the Lagrangian written
in this paper does not seem to be the one we are looking for, but its trivial invariance under
the spin 2 gauge transformations shows that it can be reduced to the required form. In
this Section we reconstruct this vertex by using brute force method, namely we start with
the sum of free Lagrangians for massless spin 3 and spin 2 particles and their usual gauge
transformations and consider the most general four derivative cubic vertex and appropriate
corrections to gauge transformations.
The usual free Lagrangian for symmetric third rank tensor ®,,, has the form:

Lo = 50" D700, B0+ (0D)(0D),,, — BOD) OB, + 20480, B, + °(09)(08) (1)

where (), = 0°®,,4, ®, = g*?®,3,. This Lagrangian is invariant under the following
gauge transformations:
5q);woe = auguoe + augua + aag;w (2)

where parameter ¢, symmetric £, = §,, and traceless {,” = 0. Analogously, the well
known Lagrangian for symmetric second rank tensor h,, looks as follows:

1 1
Ly = 58%&58“}1&5 — (OR)*(Oh),, + (OR)"O,h — 50" huh (3)
being invariant under the gauge transformations with vector parameter:

5h;w = 8u£u + 81/5;1 (4>

The most general four derivative cubic vertex which is trivially invariant under the spin
2 gauge transformations can be written (symbolically) as:

L ~ RPPPP & ROPOD
where R denotes linearized Riemann tensor:
R0 = 0,00l — 0,000y — 0,05hua + 0,080 0 (5)
In this, the most general ansatz for the gauge transformation corrections has the form:

5O ~ ORE® RIE  Oh ~ POE B *DOE



Note, that we will not introduce corrections to the gauge transformations containing higher
derivatives on gauge transformation parameter ¢ because such terms (in general) change
the whole structure of constraints which leads to a change in number of physical degrees of
freedom.

There are a number of ambiguities which arise in such straightforward construction (see
e.g. discussion in [I5]):

e First of all, the interacting Lagrangian and gauge transformations are always defined
up to possible field redefinitions, which do not change physical content of the theory.
In this particular case, we have a number of field redefinitions of the form:

d=>p RP

e Due to gauge invariance of free Lagrangians, gauge transformations in this approxima-
tion are defined up total divergency:

§® ~ I(RE), Sh ~ 0(0*®E)

e Working with higher derivative gauge transformations one always faces a number of
trivial symmetries, i.e. gauge transformations leaving sum of free Lagrangians invariant
which do not correspond to any non-trivial interactions [16].

e At last, not all the terms in the interacting Lagrangians which could be constructed
are independent because as usual such Lagrangians are defined up total divergency and
there are many groups of terms which could be combined into total divergency.

We resolve these ambiguities in a threefold way. First of all, we try to lower the number of
derivatives in the equations of motions. In general, working with four derivative Lagrangians
we get equations containing up to the four derivatives on the fields, but in this case we
managed to bring resulting Lagrangian into the form when equations contain at most third
derivatives. Then we use remaining freedom to make gauge transformations as simple as
possible. At last, some freedom that still remain we will use in the next Section to bring two
derivative terms into the form of "standard” gravitational interaction.

Now we require that total Lagrangian be invariant under the corrected gauge transfor-
mations up to the terms bilinear in fields and also that algebra of gauge transformations be
closed in the lowest order. The final Lagrangian (a result of very lengthy calculations which
we will not reproduce here) has the form:

ASMPL) = 8Ryapl0"®VP7 00 ®PP7 4 20107 P D7VE — GPHTH G BPVE — ¥ pHAPHEDP —

— DG DY — GHDY IO DP 4 (DD (DD)E — (DD ) DP) +

4R, [~OH DO DOPP - 61D IrPVIP — 20 DRI Prer 1
+0PHIPYDVPP — 49 DM (HD)YP — 69H PP IDP + 207D PP DF 4
F201 D DY — 100" DD + 40°D PP D™ 4- 99" DY (9D) —
—QODHODY — 2(ID )PP D + 2(DD)HI*DV] +

+R[—20" DV BIrDVP — 201 DVB G PP L 12(9D )M O DY —
—4OH PO DY + 40M DIV DH — 9(0D)(0D)] (6)
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(let us stress once again that it is not in any way unique). Here, using the fact that cubic

four derivative vertex for bosonic fields must have dimension %, we introduce characteristic
scale M. In this, appropriate corrections to gauge transformations look as follows:

6M35(I)uva = 2Rupp01aMg)p — guvRaﬁpcr&Jan + (uva) (7)

3M35huv = [&xaﬁq)wm — 000, Pypp — aa&vq)upﬁ]ﬁ[aﬁpw (8)

Note that the h-transformations have exactly the same form as in [10], while ®-ones differ
by total divergency. Thus, we indeed reproduce cubic vertex of this paper in the form very
well suitable for investigations of gravitational spin 3 interactions.

2 Deformation to (A)dS space

In this Section we consider deformation of four derivative vertex presented above into (A)dS
space (A)dS space is a constant curvature space without torsion or non-metricity, so the
main difference from Minkowski space is that (covariant) derivatives do not commute any
more. Our conventions will be:

2A
[D,, DyJva = —K(Guay — Guau), K= 9)

(d—1)(d-2)
For simplicity, in this Section we restrict ourselves with d = 4 space. Non-commutativity of
derivatives leads to some ambiguity even in the form of free Lagrangians and also requires
addition to Lagrangian some mass-like terms to keep gauge invariance intact. We will use
the following concrete form for the massless spin 3 Lagrangian in (A)dS, space:

1 . . .
Lo = —5D' 7 D,uas+ g(D(b)‘“’(D(I))W — 3(D®)™ D,®, + gD‘@”DM@V +
3 . . L
+2(D®)(DP) - ngacbw + 91D, (10)

as well as the following one for massless spin 2 particle:

1 1 1 1
Ly = §D“hQﬁDﬂhQ5 — i(Dh)“(Dh)H — §D“haﬁDah“5 + (Dh)*D,,h — 5 D" hDyh +
+r(h* hy — h?) (11)
Next, we will use the following generalization of linearized Riemann tensor:

2R03 = DuDyhyg — D,Dyhug — D, Dghyo + D, Dghye +
+DoD,hyg — DoDyhyg — DD hyo + DgDyhye —
_QK(guahuﬁ - gl/ahuﬁ - guﬁhua + gl/ﬁhua) (12)

Besides being gauge invariant under covariant gauge transformations 6h,, = D,§, + D,&,,
such definition allows us to keep usual properties of Riemann tensor such as:

Ruvap = Raguw,  D'"Ruvap = DalRyg — DaRyg

L As far as we know, for the first time this task was considered by M. A. Vasiliev in the middle of 80’s
(unpublished).



At last, there is an ambiguity in the generalization of h-transformations containing second
derivatives of @, but there is no any evident choice here. So we leave this transformation as is
and take this ambiguity into account introducing explicit corrections of the form dh ~ ® D¢
later on.

As usual, if we replace all derivatives in our four derivative vertex and gauge transfor-
mations by the covariant ones, we loose gauge invariance. This non-invariance appears due
to non-zero commutator of covariant derivatives and as a result contains lower derivative
terms. Explicitly it looks as follows (again this results from some lengthy calculations we
omit here):

M3 ~ ~
6——0dL1 = D, Rop (14097 Em — 280HW PV 1 20pHEP 4+ 4¢P —
16D, R,y 0p @ €"P + D, R(AD"PE 5 — 110, +
TR 0p(10D7®HP PP — 40(DP)PEYP 4 42D DYEP) -
1R, (28D°®"3¢, 5 — 24DID"PE, 5 + AD,D1EY + ADF D, £V —
—24(D®) ¥ + 11(DD)EM) + R(18(DD)E,, — 22D"DYE,,)  (13)

Now to compensate this non-invariance we have to introduce lower derivative corrections

to cubic vertex as well as to gauge transformations. From the last formula we see that

"effective” gravitational coupling constant turns out to be 5 ~ m— In what follows we set

this constant to be 1. We proceed as follows. First of all, we 1ntroduce all corrections which
appears when one replace background metric by the ”dynamical” one:

G = Guw + Py (14)
In-particular, this requires generalization of tracelessness condition for parameter £,
§up = 0 = & — W6 =0 (15)
Then we replace all derivatives by the "fully” covariant ones, e.g.:
Dyéva = Dybua — T €sa — TuaCus (16)
where we introduce linearized Christoffel symbols:
Ty = (Do + Dl — Do) (17)

Also we introduce transformations for the ® field corresponding to standard general coordi-
nate transformations for third rank tensor:

0P ,uua 5 Dﬁ pra + Dug (I)Bua + Dug (I),uﬁa + Dag (I),LLI/B (18)

Besides these corrections reproducing (in linear approximation) standard gravitational in-
teraction for massless spin 3 particle we need two more corrections to achieve full gauge
invariance under both §,, and §, transformations. At first, we have to add non-minimal
terms to the Lagrangian (again their explicit form is not unique):

1 - -
AL = —A4AR,, ;PP 4 ERH,,(—21<I>“C“B®”Q‘3 + 220D, + 11PH DY) +
1 -
g R149,,7 —198,%) (19)



At last, we need some corrections to h-transformations we mentioned earlier:

Sy = =PuagDy€™ + (1 ¢ V) = Ppua(DE)° (20)

3 Gauge invariant description of massive spin 3

In what follows we will use gauge invariant description of massive spin 3 particles in Minkowski
space [11], though it is possible to generalize these results to (A)dS space as well [12]. Be-
sides third rank tensor ®,,, we need three more fields now: symmetric second rank tensor
fuv, vector A, and scalar ¢. We start with the sum of massless Lagrangians for all four
fields (we use non-canonical normalization of kinetic terms to simplify mass terms and gauge
transformations):

Loy = 50000, Bus + 5 (00) " (00), — BODV0,B, + S0ME0,B, + (0F)(0F) +

(L0 £, fus — (D1 O+ (D1 0] — S0 J0.F) —
6(d+1) 18(d+ 1)
d d—2

(0"AY0,A, — 0" AV, A,) + 000, (21)

here and in what follows d > 4 and their usual gauge transformations:

501(I)u1/a = ,ugua + aug,ua + 8(15“1/7 501f,u1/ = a,ugu + 81/5;“ 501A,u = ,u,g (22)

To obtain gauge invariant description of massive spin 3 particle we introduce cross terms
with one derivative:

Lo = SO0 0 — AB(0)), + 0] +
12(d+1 36(d + 1)?
2D (p9,, - foa)) - T o 23

as well as appropriate mass terms into the Lagrangian:

1 1 5 3z, 6(d+1). 6(d+1)(d+2) , ,
Wﬁoo = QCI)WQ — §<I>“ + pi PrA, — 72 A+
9 ., 18(d+1) 36(d+1)% ,
- —_ 24
as well as appropriate corrections to gauge transformations:
2m
500(1)#!/0! = 7(9#1/&1 + guagu + guagu)a 500Au = mgu
4(d+1)
500f,ul/ = m@w + mmguu& doop = mé (25)

Let us recall a relation of such gauge invariant description with usual one. Using gauge
transformations with parameters ¢, , and £ one can always choose a gauge where f,, —
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égu,,f =0, A, = 0 and ¢ = 0. This leaves us with the main field ®,,, and one scalar
auxiliary field f (the trace of f,,) with the Lagrangian:

1 3 - R B 3 L~
L = —ga%”aﬁau@m + 5(0@)#«0@»,, — 3(09)"9,®, + 5(9“@”0“@” + Z((‘9<1>)(ac1>) +

3(d—1)(d—2) 3m(d — 2) 3
B d2 2d 2

Now if we move to non-trivial gravitational background@ satisfying R, = 0, where

- 1 -, 9
O[O, f — P Opf +m[5®pua® = 501+ 1 (26)

[D,, DJve = Ry apt” (27)
we loose gauge invariance
6Ly = 3Ryuap(4DVDHr PP — 2(DP)HOEE 4 4DROOEVE — 2 fragvB gD freghy (28)

One could try to restore gauge invariance by adding non-minimal terms, which in this simple
case are just:

ALy = Ry op(by @05 by fro fF) (29)
but it is easy to check that it is impossible.

4 Massive spin 3 in gravitational background

In this Section we show that introducing higher derivative corrections to Lagrangian and
gauge transformations it is possible to obtain gauge invariant description of massive spin 3
particle in arbitrary gravitational background satisfying R,, = 0. By analogy with massless
case we restrict ourselves with terms containing not more than two explicit derivatives (here
we treat R, .p just as external background field).

We start by investigating all possible two derivative vertexes containing full four-indexed
Riemann tensor and any pair of our four fields: ®,,q, fu, A, and ¢.

Vertex RD®D®. Shurely we have to introduce this vertex which was crucial for the
massless case. Here we need only part containing full Riemann tensor:

2m*Liy = agRuap[DFEYP DO 4 2D DPTVE — DPOoH D7 HPE — DY oHP DIGP
— DV DPOY — DEY DADP + (DP)H(DP)P — 3(DD)**DYdP  (30)

and ® field gauge transformations:

2
m2511<1>w,a = ao[RupupDiang), — ggﬂVRaﬁpgD"nﬁp + (pra)] (31)

Vertex R®D?A. Complete investigation of this four derivative 3-2-1 vertex will be given
elsewhere, while part containing full Riemann tensor only is relatively easy to construct. It
has a form:
6bo(d + 1)

d

2For massive spin 2 in gravitational background see [17, [18] [19]

m2A L1y = Ryuas[20M°P DY DP AP — 284 DP D” AP — DD AV 3] (32)
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and trivially invariant under A, field gauge transformations, while invariance under ® gauge
transformations requires that

m*611 A, = boRyuasDE? (33)
At last, there are tree more cubic vertexes which are trivially gauge invariant:
MDA L1z = Ry aplco PP + do(AFH0P (0 — gpre pvB — prved £y 4 oo DR AY D AP) (34)

Here F),, o — linearized ”curvature” tensor for f,, field. The first vertex (with coefficient
¢p) is analoge of Gauss-Bonnet vertex multiplied by scalar field but with two different spin 2
fields. The second one (with coefficient dy) also comes as the first non-trivial term from such
double spin-2 Gauss-Bonnet vertex. Note, that in d = 4 this vertex is a total divergency and
as a result, as we will see at the end of this Section, this d = 4 case is indeed special. The
last vertex (with coefficient eg) is rather well known one containing two gauge invariant field
strengths for vector field A,,.
Thus we have achieved cancellation of all variations with three derivatives:

001L12 + 011 Lo2 =0
But when m # 0 we get variations with two derivatives coming from:
d00L12 + 011Lo1 # 0
So we proceed introducing all possible cubic terms with one derivative into Lagrangian:
MLy = Ry aplar®* D, fP+a;8° D" f#“ 430" D” [P+, (D) f*"+a5 f** D" A°] (35)
as well as the only possible correction to gauge transformations:
m510f;w = ClRuawfaB (36)
Then requiring that all variations with two derivatives cancel:
d00L12 + 011Lo1 + 001 L11 + 010Lo2 = 0

we obtain a number of relations on the coefficients:

d—2 8dd 48d 2(d+4)(d—-1 32(d+ 2
A=Dtsddy g, W AdeDED), s

by =
0 6(d+1) d—2

do

a; = agp + 16d0, Qg = —3@0 - 8d0, a3 = —ag — 16d07 ay = —§a0

———dy, ¢ =———28d

P 0 1 5 0
At last, to achieve cancellation of remaining variations with one derivative and without
derivatives we add last correction to Lagrangian:

s = 6(1,0

L10 = Ry ap(by P DYPP 4 b, fre fr5) (37)
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And indeed all variations cancel provided:

9 1
= — —= —4 — _
27 Qo ) dO A

Collecting all pieces together we obtain final cubic vertex:

MLy = —4R,, .| D'®"P7 D*®PP 1 2DIOPT DPHOVE — DPHIHY DOHPYE — DY DAHP —
— DV DPOY — DEYY DYDP  (DP)H(DP)"P — 3(DP)* D" PP —
2(d — 4)

y Ry 0p[20"° DY DP AP — 201P DP D" AP — DFD* AV &P +

2
+4(d — 4)R,ap] FreBy 2 DrAY DY AP]

3
(d-2) &
1
Ry FP000 5 — o 70— S Pl f]
Ad=4)
d

9
+M2 R 05 (20HPOVPP 4 3 fre By (38)

2R, 05507 DY f1 4 3(DDY fF — FreDr AP +

Note, that for d = 4 this result turns out to be much simpler:

MLy = —ARu,a5[D'OP7 D7 4 2DHOT PP — DPOH DO — DY OHP DIDP —
—DVOHP DPOY — DEOY DYDP + (DP)H(DD)P — 3(DD) DY) +

3 9
+2m R, ap[5P° DY f1* + 3(D®)H P] + m? R,y 0 (20 DVPP + cTA % (39)

Thus it is indeed possible (at least at linear approximation) to extend gauge invariant
description of massive spin 3 particles from constant curvature spaces (such as flat Minkowski
space or (A)dS) to arbitrary gravitational background satisfying R,, = 0. It is instructive
to compare our results with those obtained from the requirement of tree level unitarity [20].
Due to large ambiguity one faces working with higher derivative interactions it is not an easy
task to make direct comparison of different formulations (compare e.g. our Lagrangian ([])
with the Lagrangian (4.28) in [10]). Note only, that the four derivative corrections given in
[20] become zero then one put a ” gauge” (99),,, = 0 and ®, = 0, while it is not to be the case
here. Note also that these corrections have universal form for all spins s > 3, while general
construction for massless particles in (A)dS [8, 9] requires that the number of derivatives
grow linearly with spin. And indeed, it is not possible to construct gauge invariant cubic
s — s — 2 vertex for spin s > 3 with just four derivatives, so the vertex 3 — 3 — 2 constructed
in [10] and used here is specific namely for s = 3.
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