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Abstract

In this work, a solution linear in the momentum for the massless constraint P™ P,, = 0 is
investigated. It is presented in terms of a SO(2n, C) to U(n) decomposition and interpreted
53 ((z;l) coset. The
worldline action is quantized using the BRST formalism and, using the results of Berkovits

in terms of projective pure spinors, which are known to parametrize the

and Cherkis, the ghost number zero wave function is shown to generate massless solutions
for field equations of arbitrary spin. The model can be covariantly expressed by the action
recently proposed in D = 10 by Berkovits, in terms of a twistor-like constraint. However,
a thorough account of its gauge symmetries does not lead to a spacetime supersymmetric
theory. In order to derive from first principles the superparticle in the pure spinor formalism,
a new model is proposed with partial worldline supersymmetry. The gauge algebra is then
analyzed within the Batalin-Vilkovisky formalism and the gauge fixed action is finally shown

to describe the pure spinor superparticle times a U(1) decoupled sector.
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1 Overview

The worldline action for a massless particle in Minkowski space (metric ") is given by
S, = /dT{Pme — Len™ P, P,}, (1.1)

where X™ (1) denotes the coordinates of the particle at a given instant 7, X™ = %, P, stands
for the conjugate momentum of X™ and the einbein e is the Lagrange multiplier imposing the
mass-shell. By construction, S, has a gauge symmetry characterized by the invariance under
reparametrization of 7.

Quantization of the action (L)) leads to a scalar field ¢ satisfying the wave equation. Within
the BRST formalism, ¢ appears as the ghost number zero cohomology of the BRST charge

Q = cP" Py, (1.2)

where (b, ¢) is the ghost conjugate pair associated to reparametrization symmetry and the gauge

fixed action takes the form
S = / dr{P,X™ — 1P, P™ + bé}. (1.3)

Note that the choice e = 0 is not physically sensible as it corresponds to a degenerate worldline
metric.

Understanding the massless particle is particularly interesting because it can be viewed in
some sense as the zero length limit of the string. Therefore, alternative formulations of the par-
ticle action might provide some insight to develop different string descriptions. The quantization
of the particle has been extensively explored in the past (see |1] and references therein for a
review). Among the different techniques, the twistor parametrization introduced by Penrose in
D = 4 |2] is one of the most fruitful. In [3], for example, the twistor description was extended
from massless to massive particles, including AdS backgrounds.

In this work, the quantization of the massless particle will be investigated with a particular
solution for the mass-shell condition. In order to do so, the Lorentz group SO(2n — 1, 1) will be
described in terms of a complexified SO(2n) group and the worldline fields will be presented in

terms of U(n) representations. For X™ and P,, the decomposition is

X" = {2z}, (1.4a)
P, = {paaﬁa}7 (1'4b)

with m=1,...,2n and a = 1,...,n, such that

¢ = %(X2a71+2‘X2a)7 Pa = %(PZa—l_iPZG)v (1.5)
T, = X —iX?), Pt = (P +iPa),



and the massless condition P™P,, = 0 is rewritten as
P*pa = 0. (1.6)
Any solution of (L) in D = 2n dimensions can be put in the form
P+ 7y = 0, (1.7)

for some antisymmetric U(n) tensor v%°. As will be shown here, (L) is the irreducible part of

the twistor-like constraint

(V"N a L =0, (1.8)
proposed in [4], where 4" denotes a chiral block of the Dirac matrices and A% is a projective
pure spinor, with &« = 1,...,2" 1. Therefore, v** can be interpreted in terms of projective pure

SO(2n)

spinors, known to parametrize the T coset 15].

In |6], Hughston showed that solutions to the wave equation in even dimensions can be
constructed using projective pure spinors. Later on, this idea was extended with the proper
definition of the projective pure spinors integration measure and the explicit construction of
solutions of massless field equations of arbitrary spin [7].

As it turns out, the BRST quantization of the massless particle action subjected to the
constraint (7)) gives rise to a similar structure and its ghost number zero cohomology has a

simple form which can be expressed by the wave function
F = F(X,4%). (1.9)
Here, X = 2% + v%Z; corresponds to the independent components of the spinor X, defined by
Xo = X" (vmA)a- (1.10)

In [7], it was shown that F' is the generating function of massless solutions of field equations of
spin %, given by

plaan) — /[d)\])\o‘l LAY F(X g, M), (1.11)

where [d)] is some integration measure over the projective pure spinors.

More recently [§], the constraint (L.8)) was implemented in an effort to provide a bona fide
gauge structure that would finally lead to the pure spinor superparticle [9]. However, the wave
function (L9) encodes a field content far richer than the physical spectrum of the superparticle.
In addition, a more extensive analysis of the gauge symmetries of the worldline action proposed
in |8] does not lead to a spacetime supersymmetric theory.

On the other hand, the analysis of the physical degrees of freedom of the ten-dimensional

model promptly hints at its generalization. The new ingredients are the anticommuting spinor



0¢, a “superpartner” for the pure spinor A%, satisfying
(Ay™0) = 0, (1.12)

with conjugate p,, and a sort of local worldline supersymmetry for the spacetime spinors, gen-
erated by A*p,. The gauge fixed action of this model and its associated BRST charge can be

cast as
Sps = / AT {Pp X + wo A — 1P, P 4 po8 + o + Q0+ B4, (1.13a)
Q = VAP0 — (MO Py + QB — 0% — \wy). (1.13b)

Here, the conjugate pairs {ﬁa,éa}, {Q,9} and {B,7} respectively denote the ghosts for the
twistor-like symmetry, scaling symmetry and worldline supersymmetry.

Because of the reducibility of (L8], p, is constrained to satisfy
(Ay™~"p) = 0. (1.14)
However, by introducing the unconstrained spinors

0 = 6% +~716°, (1.15a)

Pa + YPa; (1.15b)

Do

spacetime supersymmetry becomes manifest, similarly to what was done in |10], giving rise to the
pure spinor superparticle times a U(1) decoupled sector. The partial worldline supersymmetry
can then be viewed as a tool to implement spacetime supersymmetry.

This work is organized as follows. In section 2l the BRST quantization of the worldline action
with constraint (7)) is analyzed and the ghost number zero cohomology is expressed as the wave
function (L9). The constraints (7)) and (L&) are shown to be equivalent and the model is
covariantly quantized. In section B using the Batalin-Vilkovisky formalism, the extension of
Berkovits’ proposal in |§] is analyzed. The master action is built taking into account the pure
spinor constraint and derived symmetries, which appear as constraints for the antifields. The
gauge fixing procedure leading to the action ([LI3al) is carried out and, after a simple set of
field redefinitions, the pure spinor superparticle action is obtained. Section Ml presents a quick

summary and some final remarks.

2 The linear massless solution

After the field decomposition introduced in (L), the action (II]) can be simply rewritten as

Sp = / dr{pai® + p*Ty — ep*pa}- (2.1)
C



Now, instead of the massless constraint p®p, = 0, consider a solution linear in the momentum

of the form

P +7"py =0, (2.2)

where 4% is an antisymmetric tensor. The issue with this solution is it automatically breaks the
U(n) symmetry. To amend this, % is promoted to a dynamical field with conjugate fBqp, such

that the worldline action for this system is given by

S = / AT {pai® + P%a + LBui™ — La(p® + 7)), (2.3)
C

where L, is the Lagrange multiplier of the constraint (22)). Observe that even if the term ep®p,

is kept in the action, a field redefinition of the form
L, — L, — epq, (2.4)
can absorb the einbein e.

2.1 Quantization and cohomology

The action (23)) is invariant under the local transformations parametrized by {¢, ¢, d},

ox® = ci® — 4%y + dp?, (2.5a)
0T, = CTq+ Cq+dpg, (2.5b)
0pa = CPa; (2.5¢)
5 = o, (2.5d)
= ey, (2.5€)
5Bab = Bab + (PaCb — Poca), (2.5f)
0L, = %(cLa) + éa + dpa, (2.5g)

which represent respectively reparametrization symmetry and the symmetries generated by (2.2))
and p®p,. However, these gauge symmetries are not all independent, cf. the field shift (24]), and

the above transformations are invariant up to equations of motion by

e = ¢, (2.6a)
5/Ca = _¢0La - ¢1Paa (26b)
§d = ¢, (2.6¢)

with ¢¢ and ¢; parametrizing the redundant gauge symmetries.

Because of the gauge-for-gauge transformations (2.6)), the gauge symmetries parametrized by
¢ and d may be disregarded. It is straightforward then to apply the BRST construction and
obtain the gauge fixed action with its associated BRST charge. Naively, the gauge L, = 0 could



be chosen, but it is easy to see that worldline reparametrization would reappear as a residual
gauge symmetry. This is related to the field shift (2.4)), for such gauge choice would imply the

degeneracy of the worldline metric. Conveniently choosing L, = p,, the gauge fixed action is

S:/ﬁﬂmW+ﬁ%ﬁgmw“—Wm—w%h 2.7)

with BRST charge
Q = ca(p" +7"'mr)- (2:8)
Here, ¢, is the gauge parameter promoted to an anticommuting ghost number +1 field and b® is

its canonical conjugate with ghost number —1.

The canonical (anti)commutation relations obtained from (2.7) are given by

[z po] = idy, (2.9a)
[ja,pb] = i52, (2.9b)
[V, Bea) = (6265 — 550L), (2.9¢)
{Ca, bb} = i52, (2.9d)

and can be used to determine the BRST transformations of the worldline fields,

gz = o™, " =0,
0Ty = Ca, 0Bab = PaCb — PbCas (210)
517@ = 07 50@ = 07
it = 0, b = P +"p.
To evaluate the cohomology of @, consider a generic wave function built from z%, Z,, ¥%° and
Ca,
V(e x,%,7) = F(2,2,7) + caF*(2,5,7) + cacsF (2, 2,7) + . .. (2.11)

where the expansion in the ¢,’s is finite because of its anticommuting character, i.e. (c)"™! = 0.
Within the BRST construction, physical states should be annihilated by @, i.e. Q¥ = 0. It is
straightforward to compute the action of the BRST charge and at ghost number zero it implies

the equation of motion
O°F + "9, F = 0, (2.12)

where 0, = a%a and 0% = -2-. Other than 9?9, F = 0, the above equation does not clearly

ZTa

provide any dynamical information. Observe however that by defining a new field, X%, as
@ = g0 4 A%y (2.13)

then any function F' of the form
F = F(X,7), (2.14)



satisfies the equation of motion (2.12]). Such solutions were explored in |7] in generic even dimen-
sions, where 7% was interpreted as a projective pure spinor. Using the techniques introduced
by Berkovits and Cherkis it is possible to demonstrate that the wave function F(X,~y) generates
massless solutions for field equations of arbitrary integer and half-integer spin. The spin of a

given solution is an extra input and appears in the integration over the projective pure spinors.

2.2 Projective pure spinors and the twistor-like constraint

The connection between 4% and projective pure spinors remains to be explained. The constraint

([22) can be generically expressed in D = 2n dimensions as a chiral spinor constraint of the form
(Y™ N)aPm =0, (2.15)

where 4™ denotes a chiral block of the Dirac matrices and A% is a projective pure spinor. The
twistor-like constraint (2.I5]) was proposed by Berkovits in D = 10 [4] as an attempt to explain
the origin of the pure spinor formalism [11].

At the level of the action, (2I5]) is implemented through a Lagrange multiplier L® and it is
straightforward to show that it is equivalent to (2.2)):

D=4 For n = 2, antichiral and chiral spinors are represented by dotted and undotted
indices. In terms of U(2) indices, L is expressed as a vector L, with a = 1,2, while
a chiral spinor is expressed as A\, = (A4, A_). Being a projective pure spinor, A\, can

be parametrized as Ay = 1 and A_ = . Therefore,
(LY™N) Py, = Lo (p* + v€%pp). (2.16)

Note that in this case the antisymmetric tensor v* has only one independent com-

ponent, expressed here as 7% = e, with €!?2 = —€?! = 1.

D=6 For n = 3, chiral and antichiral spinors have the same indices. The Lagrange multi-
plier is expressed as L, = (L4, L,), with a = 1,2, 3, and the projective pure spinor
as Ao = (1,7,). Therefore,

(LY™N) Py = (Lo + Yo L) (5% — €®pyye). (2.17)

The antisymmetric tensor 7“1’ can expressed as a vector v, = %eabcwab, where ¢

and egp. are a totally antisymmetric tensors with €23 = €30 = 1.

D=8 For n = 4, antichiral and chiral spinors are represented by dotted and undotted
indices. In terms of U(4) indices, L% can be split into one fundamental and one
antifundamental representation, L, and L%, while a projective pure spinor can be
parametrized as A\* = (l,yab, %eabcd'y“b’y“l), where €,pcq is the totally antisymmetric

U(4) tensor with €1934 = 1. Using this parametrization, (L~y™\)P,, can be expressed



as:
(Lrym)‘)Pm = (La + %EacderydeLc)(pa + r)/abpb)-

D =10 For n = 5, chiral and antichiral spinors have the same indices. The Lagrange multi-
plier can be expressed as L® = (L*, L%, L,), with a = 1,...,5, and the projective
pure spinor as A\¢ = (1,7‘“’, —%eabcde’ybcyde), in which €gpeqe is the totally antisym-

metric U(5) tensor with €19345 = 1. Then, it is possible to show that:
(LVm)‘)Pm = (La - %EabcdefybCVdeL+ + %EabcdefydeLbc)(ﬁa + 7abpb)- (2-18)

Notice that in every case L, constitutes the only independent Lagrange multiplier, confirming
that (2.2)) is the irreducible part of the twistor-like constraint ([2.15)).

2.3 Covariant formulation in D = 10

The parametrizations discussed above for A* are not Lorentz covariant. A natural way of solving
this problem is to use instead a pure spinor endowed with an extra local scaling symmetry. This

solution was brought forth in [§] through the ten-dimensional action

Sp = / dr{ Py X™ 4 w0 A + Awa A — (L™ P}, (2.19)
with a = 1,...,16, where \“ is a pure spinor satisfying
(M™A) =0, (2.20)

Wy, is its conjugate. The Lagrange multipliers { L%, A} are associated respectively to the twistor-

like symmetry and to a scaling symmetry acting as

OAY = QN dwg = —Qug,

(2.21)
SLY = —QLY 6A = —-Q,

with parameter Q. Note that the scaling preserves the constraint (2:20) and A* can then be fun-
damentally described as a projective pure spinor. Furthermore, the action (Z.19) has an intrinsic
gauge symmetry due to the pure spinor constraint and it is invariant under the transformation
W = €m (7™ N)q, with local parameter e,,.

In [§], using an argument based on BRST symmetry, the reducibility of the twistor-like
constraint was partially disregarded (leading to unconstrained ghosts) and the quantization of
[219]) was proposed to give rise to the pure spinor superparticle [9]. However, this cannot be
the case, as evidenced by the previous cohomology analysis (subsection 2I]). In fact, a proper
account of the gauge symmetries of the action (2I9]) uncovers a chain of symmetries connected
to the pure spinor condition (2.20) which, in the context of the Batalin-Vilkovisky formalism,

effectively appear as constraints on the antifields. This will be further explored in section Bl with



the construction of the master action in a similar setup. For now, it is enough to know that a

covariant gauge can be chosen, leading to the gauge fixed action
S = /dT{Pme — AP P™ 4w A + paf® + Q0 (2.22)

where {éo‘, Pa} is the constrained ghost conjugate pair for the twistor-like symmetry and {Q, Q}
is the ghost conjugate pair for the scaling symmetry. The BRST charge is given by

Q = (M™0) Py, + QX wq + 0% (2.23)

The absence of spacetime supersymmetry in the action ([2:22]) can be explained by the extra

constraint connecting p, to A%, given by
(AM""p) =0, (2.24)

which arises from the reducibility of (2I5]), ¢f. (218]), and implies yet another intrinsic gauge
symmetry for the gauge fixed action (2.22)),

Wo = €mn(PY™)a + €D, (2.25a)
60% = nn(Y"N)® + X, (2.25b)

where € and €,,, are local parameters and ™" = %['ym,fy"]. After taking into account these
symmetries, it is straightforward to show that the BRST charge (2.23) has the same physical
spectrum of the D = 10 version of (2.8).

3 The pure spinor superparticle

In this section a new proposal is presented to extend Berkovits’ twistor-like constraint with
(partial) worldline supersymmetry, finally leading to the pure spinor superparticle.

Consider an extension of (Z.I9) with the inclusion of an anticommuting variable < satisfying
(M™8) =0, (3.1)

together with a sort of worldline supersymmetry for the spacetime spinors. Such a model can be

expressed by the action
So = /dT{Pme + Wa VAY — L¥(Y™A)a P + Paf + XA Pa}, (3.2)

where p, is the conjugate of <, y is the Lagrange multiplier of the local symmetry generator

AP, and V is the covariant derivative for the scaling symmetry with gauge field A.



Due to the constraints ([2.20)) and (3], the action is invariant under the transformations

o = dpn(Y"Na + em(7Y™0)a, (3.3a)
Mo = emn(Y"Na, (3.3b)
SLY = A%+ fon (YN + g0, (3.3c)

where d,,, em, [, fmn and g are local parameters. From now on, these will be called pure
spinor symmetries. Having a special role, they are not to be gauge fixed and instead appear as
constraints on the antifields in the construction of the master action.

Keeping this in mind, the gauge symmetries of ([3.:2)) are summarized by

XM = XM+ (M), (3.4a)
6P, = cPp, (3.4b)
Y = A QN (3.4¢)
Wy = Cly — Pm(’ymé)a — Qg + YPa, (3.4d)
I — di(cm) + Ve —are, (3.4¢)

dA = daz- (cA) —Q, (3.4f)
50 = ch* + A, (3.4g)
0Pa = CPhas (3.4h)
oy = %(cx) + Vv — Qx, (3.4i)

where the parameters ¢, (2, 6> and ~ respectively denote worldline reparametrization, scaling
symmetry, twistor-like symmetry and the worldline supersymmetry of the spacetime spinors.
These gauge symmetries, however, are not irreducible. Consider the following transformations

of the gauge parameters,

e = o, (3.5a)
QO = ¢A, (3.5b)
§6° = —¢L°, (3.5¢)
vy = —ox. (3.5d)

Here, ¢ is the gauge-for-gauge parameter. It is straightforward to show that they leave the gauge

transformations invariant up to equations of motion,

F[EX™ = ¢{X™ — (ML)}, a'[oA] = 0,

I[0Pn] = o{Pn}, §'60°] = ¢{VO* — x\*} (3.6)
SN = ¢{VA“}, 3'[0pa] = ¢{Vbal,

d'dwa] = ¢{Vwa — XPa + Pn(y"L)a},  d'[6x] = 0.
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3.1 Master action

The Batalin-Vilkovisky (BV) formalism seems to be the most suitable tool to deal with the gauge
structure of the action (3.2]). In order to build the master action, the field content of the model is
extended by promoting gauge and gauge-for-gauge parameters to fields. They will be collectively

denoted by ®!, where I is an index running over all fields:
q)l = {Xm7 Pm, Aaa ’U)a, Laa Aa H_Q’ﬁa’ X, C, Qa éaa ’Ya QS} (37)

Note that {c,, 0%} are Grassmann odd while {7, ¢} are Grassmann even fields. The antifields,
denoted by ®7, have the opposite statistics of the fields and will be defined as

©F = { X5, Pl Ao, wl, L, A%, 05, 2, X, ¢, Q. 05,77, 07} (38)

«

Fields and antifields are used to define the antibrackets between any operator pair O and

Oz, — —
0 0 g 0
01,02} =0 — (@) 3.9
{01,021 = 01 (aq);; obT — 9@T aq>7> 2 (3.9)
where the sum over [ is implicit. In particular,
{07,907} =67, (3.10)
Due to the pure spinor symmetries of (B.3]), the antifields are constrained to satisfy
(M"w,) = 0, (3.11a)
MY"Ds) + (0™ wy) = 0, (3.11b)
*L; = 0, (3.11c)
(MY"A"LY) = 0. (3.11d)

Observe that treating (3.3) as ordinary gauge transformations leads to an infinite tower of gauge-
for-gauge symmetries. Instead, the problem is simplified if the above conditions are imposed.
There is an apparent contradiction between the constraints ([2:20), (31) and B.II]), and the
field-antifield conjugation operation ([3.I0). For example,

{)‘Zv()‘Vm)‘)} = Q(Vm)‘)om
% 0, (3.12)

but the pure spinor (gauge) symmetries implied by the constraints have to be taken into account.
This is a known feature of the pure spinor beta-gamma system and it can be easily solved by

using only gauge invariant operators. The pure spinor symmetries will be further discussed later.

11



The master action can be cast as
S =580+ 51+ 5+ 53, (3.13)
where Sy is displayed in ([B8.2]) and

S = /dT{cXmX;;1 + Py P™ 4+ AN, 4 ctbgw? — cL®LY, — cAA*}

+ / dr{cpap? + B0 — oxX* + Y05 + 1Paw + (VY)X*}

+ / dr{(M™0) X}, — P (07 ™w,) + VO L%}

+ / dr{QA* N}, — Quaw® — QLOLY, — Qxx* — QA*}, (3.14a)
Sy = / dr{cic* + QO + iyt + B0 — Q0°60% — Q)

+ / dr{¢c" + SAQ — SL6, — dx7" + cdd” — épo* ), (3.14b)
So = [dr(oPr; + ousx, - o:p8). (3.140)

Sy accounts for the gauge transformations ([3.4]), S is associated to the extension of the gauge
algebra to the ghost fields and the gauge-for-gauge symmetries ([3.5), and S5 (quadratic in the
antifields) is necessary because of the on-shell invariance of the gauge transformations, cf. (3.4).

The master action (3.13]) satisfies the master equation,
{5,581 =0, (3.15)
and, for any operator O, it defines its BV transformation, given by
dsvO = {5, 0}. (3.16)

Satisfying the master equation is equivalent to the statement that the master action is invariant

under the BV transformations. For completeness, the transformations of the fields are

Spv X™ = cX™ 4 (M) + oPT, (3.17a)
ooy P = P — ¢X7, (3.17b)
S AY = A% + QA + pu?, (3.17¢)
Spvia = Clig — Po(07™)a — Qg + YPa — O, (3.17d)
Spvl® = %(Cm) + V0% —QL®, (3.17¢)

SpvA = %( A) -0, (3.17f)
Opvf® = b + X% — ¢pe, (3.17¢g)
dpvPa = Cha — OO, (3.17h)

12



dpvX = %(cx) + Vv —Qx,
dpvC = cé+ ¢,

Spv) = )+ PA,

S = B — Q6% — $L*,
opvy = ¢y —Qy—9x,
Sov¢ = cf—id,

and the transformation of the antifields are

5BVX:;L
6va>:n
6BVAZ{

Opvws
dpv Ly,
Sy A*
S0y,
OpvPy

5BVX*

-

Oyl

devy”
Opv o

d
Pm + _(CX;”L)a

dr
. d .
=X 4 (Ly™A) + E(CPJ”) + (07" w.),
d R _
Vwe + (Y"L)a P — XPa + E(C)\Z) — (Y"0)o X, — 407 — QNE,

d
—VA* + E(cw:‘) + Que,
(Y™ NaP + Ly, + QLY + 663,
CA* — w A + 0CLE, + vy — 90,
. d -
s g,
Pa + ()
N d
0% — X A" + ——(epf) + ywy,
APa + X" + QX" — 77,
XMXE 4 PPl + AN, 4 avqw® — LOLY — AA* + pop® + 0°07,
—XX* 4 26T + i A7+ 00), + QOF + 206" + ¢o",
. d A
AN = waw = LOLG 4 A = xx" + - (eQ7) = 665 — 77,
T
d, - A
(M™)aXiy = P (Y™ ws)a = VLG + ——(c63) + Q05,
T

_ d
VX" = A5 = pawy + ——(ev") + 77,
26h* + cd* — ¢ — A" + LOOF + xv* + 05p% — P XE, — w N,

e

(3.17i
(3.17)
(3.17k
(3.171
(3.17m
(3.17n

~— ~— ~— ~— ~— ~—

(3.18)
(3.18K)

(3.181)

(3.18m)
(3.18n)

As mentioned before, the pure spinor conditions (2.20) and (3] imply a series of additional

constraints on the antifields which can be summarized as

(MMws) =
(M"Ds) + (07" ws) =
0°L, =

ALY =

(My™LY) =

PYLL +0%0;, =

o O o o o o

13



AOF +wlLE = 0, (3.19g)
(AY"0) + (wey™L*) = 0. (3.19h)

It is easy to check their consistency with the BV transformations. Naturally, such constraints
are associated to the pure spinor gauge transformations and the master action is invariant under

the pure spinor symmetries

wo = din(Y"Na +em(Y"0)a — FLE + frin (Y L") a, (3.20a)
0pa = em(Y"A)a + gLz, (3.20D)
SLY = AN frun (YN + 90 + fwd + Frn (7" w00)" + gPT, (3.20c)
00% = FA+ fun (YN + g6°, (3.20d)
Ny = bn(Y"Na +en(10)a — dn(7" W )a — €m (7" Px)a

—fLE 4 frn (V"L o = FOL + Frun(Y"07)as (3.20e)
805 = cn(Y"Na + em(Y w.)a + gL — 563, (3.20f)

where by, ¢, dm, €ms fr fons G5 f 5 fmn and g are local parameters.

3.2 Gauge fixing

A systematic procedure to fix the gauge symmetries of the theory involves the introduction of the
non-minimal master action through auxiliary variables organized as antighosts, ®;, Nakanishi-
Lautrup fields, A;, and their respective antifields, ®% and A%, where the index i usually denotes

the gauge and gauge-for-gauge symmetries to be fixed. The non-minimal action is defined as
S=85+ /dT LA, (3.21)

and, by construction, it satisfies the master equation in the extended phase space.

In the present case,

ii = {b7g_271304757 &}7 (322&)
A, = {B,O,M,,G,F}, (3.22b)
o = {b*,Q%p%, B, 0"}, (3.22¢)
AL = {B*, 0", M% G* F*}, (3.22d)
where {b, 9, pa, B, ¢} are respectively the antighosts of {c, (2, 6, ~, ¢}, and so on.
The gauge fixing fermion will be chosen to be

- . (™) 7 5
== [ drdp, | P iy Qal 3.23
/ T{p [ 20N + e+ Bx + (3.23)
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imposing the gauges A =c=x =0 and

LCV

=P,

(o)
"2(CN)

(3.24)

where C,, is a constant spinor. The particular choice for L is related to the discussion just before

equation (Z.7) and the degeneracy of the worldline metric, and the gauge-for-gauge symmetry is

being used to eliminate the reparametrization symmetry. At the level of the non-minimal master

action, the gauge fixing is implemented by evaluating S at

@7
Pt

*

AL

and the non-vanishing antifields are given here by

o T
* * *
I

_ =
sl
_ o=
8D,
_ o=
A

(py™C)
2(CA)

(py™C)

-P
mz(c)\)z CO(?

_ﬁa

Q,

B,

?,

A,

X

C.

(3.25a)

(3.25b)

(3.25¢)

Note that these solutions have to be consistent with the antifield constraints of (3.19]), thus

o Aa = 0,
A Do = 0,
(AM™p) = 0

(3.27a)
(3.27h)
(3.27¢)

The gauge-fixed action, after solving for the equations of motion of the Nakanishi-Lautrup

fields, is simply

. . 1 kS A — .
Spg = /dT{Pme + W AY — 5Pum + Dab + pab® + QQ + 55},

15

(3.28)



and it is invariant under the pure spinor symmetries

we = dn(Y"Na + em(Y™0)a + Fba — Fun(Y™""P)as

Pa = em(Y"Na — GPas
5éa _ .]E)\a_i_fmn(,ymn)\)oz _i_géoz.

(3.29)
(3.30)
(3.31)

The BV-BRST transformations can be easily read from (817) and (B.I8) and are given by

oxX™
0P,
O
dwg
56
0Pa
50
50
50~
0Pa
oy
op

_wa>\a + 57 + ﬁaéaa
—Q6°,
_(Wm)‘)apm + Qﬁa,

Using Noether’s theorem, the BRST charge is computed to be

Q =YX — (M™0) Py + Q(By — 0P — A wa).

(3.33)

Note that the terms involving the constant spinor C, decouple from the action and from the

transformations above, as they are proportional to the on-shell vanishing ghost-for-ghost ¢.

3.3 Ghost number twisting and cohomology

The gauge fixed action can be expressed in terms of an unconstrained spacetime spinor 6<,

making spacetime supersymmetry manifest.

To see this, consider the field redefinitions

)\a

L4l

yIxe,

7_115047

B4+ 7 "IN 4+ 77 10%,.
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Although the action (B.28)) is left unchanged, all spinors are now invariant under the scale trans-
formations (£2) with a consequent shift of their ghost number: A%(w,) has now ghost number 1
(—1), while 6, po, 8%, and P, have ghost number 0.

The spacetime spinors {éa,]ﬁa,éa,ﬁa} can then combine into an unconstrained conjugate
pair {6%,p,}, with the emergence of spacetime supersymmetry. The unconstrained spinors are

defined as

0 = 6% +6°, (3.35a)
Pa = DPa+DPa (3.35b)

To show that {6% p,} are indeed unconstrained, first recall that, by construction, p, has a
gauge invariance of the form 6p, = €, (7™\), due to the constraint (Ay™#) = 0. This leaves
6% and p, with 11 independent components each. Due to the constraint (Ay""p) = 0, p, has
only 5 independent components, while the number of irreducible components in the twistor-like
constraint (and consequently the number of independent components of the associated ghost,
0°) is also 5, ¢f. section 2l Their complementarity (11 +5 = 16) can be directly shown by the
SO(10) spinor decomposition.

With the redefinition (3.34]), note also that the ghost variables {v, 3,2, Q} constitute a de-
coupled U(1) sector. After the addition of the null terms A*p,, and (A\y™6) Py, the BRST charge

can be rewritten as

Q= Q. +Qps, (3.36)
where

Qs = QBy, (3.37a)

Qps = Mda. (3.37b)

Qps is the pure spinor BRST charge,with
do = Po — P (7"0) - (3.38)

Since Qpg and @, are independent of each other, it is more convenient to analyze their
cohomology separately. There are two elements in the cohomology of @), the identity operator,
1, and 2. Any other Q.-closed operator can be shown to be Q),-exact. In fact, even the operator

) is singular in the sense that it can be written as the limit of a @).-exact operator:

e—0

lim {Q*, %75} = Q. (3.39)

The cohomology of Qpg is well known [9] and will be just quickly reviewed here. According

to the pure spinor ghost number, it is organized as
{1 20, 2N A0s (0) (0" 0)(MP0) (Brmnpf) - (3.40)
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At ghost number zero it contains only the identity operator. At ghost number one, A, denotes

the super Maxwell superfield and BRST closedness implies the equation of motion
DoVipiparAs =0, (3.41)
where D, is the superderivative given by
Dy =00+ (7"6)00m. (3.42)

BRST-exact states account for the gauge transformation dA, = D,A, where A is a superfield
parameter. At ghost number two, A,z denotes the superfield containing the super Maxwell
antifields, and at ghost number three the only cohomology element is the so-called pure spinor
measure factor.

Finally, the cohomology of the BRST charge (3.36)) is given by a direct product of the coho-
mology of its two pieces, consisting of a doubling of the pure spinor superparticle cohomology:
one sector completely independent of the U(1) variables {7, 3,2, Q} and one sector linear in €,
both with the same physical content of (3.40).

4 Summary and final remarks

The BRST quantization of the massless particle action subjected to the constraint
P+ =0, (4.1)

was shown here to give rise to an interesting structure (subsection [Z1]). In particular, its ghost

number zero cohomology is described by the wave function
F = F(X%,~%), (4.2)

which was used in [7] as a generating function for massless solutions of field equations of spin %,

cf. equation (LII).

Equation (£]) was shown in subsection 2.2] to be equivalent to the twistor-like constraint
(v NaPm =0, (4.3)

suggested as the fundamental gauge structure behind the pure spinor superparticle |4, 8]. How-
ever, ¢f. subsection 2.3] it does not seem to be possible to obtain the superparticle solely from
gauge fixing the action (2.J9) proposed in [§].

With the introduction of a partial worldline supersymmetry connecting the spacetime spinors

(section [B]), the BV quantization of the new model leads to the gauge fixed action

Spg = / dr{PpX™ — LB P 4 pof® + wo A + Q0 + 54}, (4.4)
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expressed in terms of the unconstrained spinors % and p,. Its BRST charge is given by the
usual pure spinor BRST charge plus a U(1) decoupled sector, cf. equation (3.36]).

It is interesting to observe the connections between different (super)particle descriptions.
With the addition of a partial worldline supersymmetry to Berkovits’ twistor-like constraint,
spacetime supersymmetry emerges, giving rise to the pure spinor superparticle in D = 10, which
has the same physical spectrum of the Brink-Schwarz superparticle [12]. In turn, as demon-
strated in [13], the Brink-Schwarz superparticle and the spinning particle |14], with worldline
supersymmetry, are classically equivalent.

There are several directions to be explored that could help to understand these connections
in more detail. For example, the higher ghost number cohomology of (28] was not determined
here but it could be interesting to explore its field content using the techniques of |7] with a
generating function with an intrinsic gauge structure. Concerning the action ([B3.2]), its covariant
quantization in even dimensions might lead to (alternative) superparticle descriptions in D < 10.
Another interesting idea is to enhance it with full worldline supersymmetry and to analyze
the possible connections between the pure spinor superparticle and an extended version of the
spinning particle. This idea is supported by a recent work relating the Ramond-Neveu-Schwarz
and pure spinor superstrings |15].

Probably the most interesting direction to be investigated is the extension of the results of
section [3 to the worldsheet, trying to understand the gauge fixing leading to the pure spinor
superstring |11]. The results of [§] are likely to be completed using the model presented here.
Partial computations already reveal the same pattern [16], and the string version of the con-
straints (B.19) seem to lead to a consistent generalization of the gauge fixed action ([B.28)). As
already pointed out in |§, 10|, reparametrization symmetry is redundant with the implementation
of the twistor-like constraint, but at the worldsheet level this is more subtle. It would be interest-
ing to have a (worldsheet) covariant derivation of all these results. Finally, the idea introduced
in [8] that the Green-Schwarz and the pure spinor formalisms are but different gauge fixings of
the same master action is worth investigating, although this does not look so straightforward
considering the constraints (3.19)).
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