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1 Introduction

The problem of finding interacting theories of spin-one and spin-two fields has a long history
starting from the the works of [1], [2], [3], [4]. Since then, interactions for both massive [12],
and massless spin-one and spin-two as well as for higher spin fields [27] have been studied
in a wide variety of theories using various methods: eg cohomological methods [25], by
imposing causality constraints [41], and demanding existance of a non-trivial S-Matrix
[14], [11] among otherd]. One of the earliest works on such a classification of consistent
spin-one and spin-two field theories was initiated by Wald in [5], where a systematic classical
analysis had been undertaken to find all types of ‘consistent’ self interactions of spin-one
and spin-two fields, starting from the free theory. The ‘consistency condition’ discussed
therein results from the abelian gauge invariance of the free part of the Lagrangian which
propagates to the higher order terms in the action and constrains the equations of motion
of the full interacting theory. Solving these constraints give rise to non-abelian Yang-
Mills type gauge invariance and general covariance for the spin-one and spin-two fields
respectively.

In this note, we have tried to redo the analysis of Wald for spin-one fields in three
dimensions with the key technical difference being the role played by the three-dimensional
totally antisymmetric tensor. Before discussing our results, we begin with a brief summary
of Wald’s analysis (for spin-one fields) as presented in [5]. Wald starts with a very general
Lagrangian, the quadratic part of which is the sum of independent Maxwell terms, one for
each gauge field A4. Following Wald’s notation, we have labelled the species-number of
gauge fields by p and the space-time index by a. This quadratic piece is denoted by £(2)
below. The higher order self-interaction terms, whose form we do not know is denoted by

“See references [6]- [41] for a partial list of relevant papers in this direction.
S5For the spin two field, the result of their analysis shows that apart from general covariance the consis-
tency conditions are also satisfied by a class of theories with normal spin-two gauge invariance.



£ where n labels the order of the interaction. For example n = 3 corresponds to cubic
interactions, n = 4 to quartic and so on.

L=L®+>" Lt (1)
n=3

The corresponding equation of motion for each species(F}') can again be expressed as a
sum of terms, the first being linear obtained from the Maxwell part of the Lagrangian.
These are denoted by Fél)” and Fén)” respectively.

Fj = F0r 4+ R (2)
n=2

One then assumes that there exists a solution (A4%) to the full equation of motion(eom)
F! which is perturbatively close to the solution of the free theory, which is taken to be
Al = 0 for simplicity of analysis. This means that we assume that the equation of motion
of the interacting theory has a solution of the type

AP = XA+ N2 AK (3)

where A is the perturbative parameter. Substituting this solution back into the eom and
solving it order by order in A, one gets equations to be satisfied by each of the A, A, .. @
etc. The equations arising from the two lowest orders in A are as follows:

F{O(A) =0, FPH(A) + F{O(A) =0 (4)
The key point is that the Maxwell term Fél)” , satisfies the divergence identity G“Fél)” = 0.
From the above equation, it is clear that this implies that A satisfies the further constraint
8“F652)“ (A) = 0. By following the same logic, we will end up with such constraints at
higher orders. The nth order perturbation term thus has to satisfy these constraints, over
and above the equation of motion. The origin of these constraints lies in the form of
the quadratic piece, and therefore in the abelian gauge invariance satisfied by the Maxwell
equation. Through the interaction terms, this propagates to the higher order terms. Wald’s
‘consistency requirement’ comes from demanding a single identity for the full interacting
Lagrangianl], which would result in the various constraints that we see at various orders, in
the perturbative analysis. This identity implies a set of infinitesimal gauge transformation
under which the full action is invariant. Wald explicitly writes down an expression of
the general form of such transformations d, A5 = 535(81))(” + a¥\x*) for some arbitrary
function y. Wald constructs the functions 5 and « out of the gauge fields, their derivatives
as well as the invariant metric tensor n?. By imposing integrability conditions on such

SWe are following Wald’s notation wherein the A7 A7 ... characterize the successive perturbative terms
"Details will be given in the section



transformations, one can constrain the structure of the invariance further and show that
they are precisely the non-abelian Yang-Mills type gauge transformations. The integrability
condition is the condition that the commutator of two gauge transformations closes into a
gauge transformation offshell, ie without imposing equations of motion:

[0, 0] Al = 5, AF (5)

In this note we redo Wald’s analysis in three dimensions, with the only difference that
we demand that the functions 8 and « that appear in the gauge transformations, are not
just functions of A*, its derivatives and the metric tensor 7% but also of the antisymmetric
tensor €*¢. In three dimensions, we can start from either the Maxwell type quadratic
action, or the Chern-Simons type quadratic action. Wald’s analysis is not sensitive to the
form of the quadratic piece, but only to its gauge-invariance.

Our analysis shows that introducing the € term changes the analysis, and so at the
infinitesimal level, unlike the usual gauge invariance 6AL = O, x* + ffo(AgXA), we get a
modified gauge invariance which involves arbitrary order of the gauge field.

SAH = DX + fAL AT + d eape0P AN + O(A%)x + O(A?)dx (6)

where f;f " is the structure constant of the gauge group. One solution to the Wald-type
analysis is to put the coefficients of the € terms, dﬁ" consistently to be zero. However as
we discuss later, this is not the most general solution.

A special case of our analysis is when there is only one species of gauge field. In this
case, f = 0 and d is just one number. We find that even in this case there are non-trivial
solutions corresponding to non-zero d’s. This special case has already been analyzed long
back in the literature by Heiderich and Unruh [32]. Our answer reduces to that of [32] in
this limit.

e clarification: In a previous version of the draft, we had made a mistake in analyzing
the solutions for the single species case and claimed that the only possible solution
is usual abelian gauge invariance. However after correcting the mistake, our solution
matches with [32]. We had also missed this reference prevously.

For the general case with multiple species of gauge fields, we get non trivial constraints
which must be satisfied by f and d given in [43H45] one of which is the well known Jacobi
identity for the f’s. To the best of our knowledge, this more general case has not been
analyzed before.

In the next section, we present the details of our analysis. In some examples, we find
explicit solutions for the equations In particular for the case of six species of gauge
fields and f corresponding to SO(4) algebra, we show that solutions exist with non zero d.
Also, for f = 0, the only non trivial equation that d’s have to satisfy is [44] for which non
trivial solutions exist.



Even though Walds analysis does seem to admit non linear gauge transformations as
solutions to the integrability condition], one can ask whether there exists Lagrangians
which are invariant under these new gauge transformations. Cohomological analysis that
already exist in the literature, imply that the only gauge theories are of the Yang-Mills or
Chern-Simons type in three dimensions [25]. We end with a discussion on these issues in
section

2 Consistency analysis for interacting spin-one fields in
three dimensions

In this section, we discuss the possible self-couplings of spin-one fields, following Wald’s
analysis. The general interacting Lagrangian is given as:

L=®+> Lt (7)
n=3

The quadratic piece is a sum of free Maxwell or Chern-Simons terms for each spin-one
field3. The analysis does not depend on the precise form, but rather the gauge invariance
of the quadratic part of the full action. We start with a collection of k spin one fields
ALl A2 AF We can label it in a single form A where u = 1,2, ... k. Here Greek letters
label the species number.

The Lagrangian for a single free Chern Simons field in three dimension Eg) is of the
form

£® = ge“bcAaﬁbAc (8)
The equation of motion is
Fa = ge““fbc -0 (9)

Where Fy, = 0,4, — 0, Ay is the field strength. The chern-simons field satisfies the diver-
gence identity relation
aaF(l)a

ge“bcaafbc =0 (10)

Similar treatment can also be applied for the Maxwell case which was originally considered
by Wald in four dimension. The Maxwell Lagrangian is

1
ﬁgt)z:c =7 abfab
4
with the corresponding eom being

FO" = g7 =0

8Instead of choosing sum of various terms in the quadratic piece, one may even alternate between sum
and difference of terms. The analysis does not depend on this choice. In a more general setting one can
also consider non diagonal quadratic kinetic terms which we discuss in a later section.



which again satisfies the same divergence identity as the Chern-Simons case:
9, FV = 9,9, F* = 0

So the divergence identity 8,F ™M = 0 holds for both type of fields and therefore in what
follows the same discussion applies for both cases. Following Wald, we would like to find
a consistent non-linear generalization for this free theory.

The equation of motion, for each species, of this non linear Lagrangian is

po_ 08

b= An (1

Where S is the nonlinear action. Following Wald, we assume that a solution A% exists of
the non-linear eom, which is arbitrarily close to the solution of the free theory, which we
choose to be Agf reeln _ 0. Therefore, we take a solution of the form:

Al =04+ NA# 4 224 4 (12)

Wher§ as mentioned in the introduction, A is the perturbative expansion parameter and
A, A,, ... are the higher order perturbation terms. Substituting in the equation of motion:
Fo=FSO WAy + NAg + .. )+ FEPO A + XA +..) +-- =0 (13)

Solving this order by order in A we get the following equations
a(l () —
Fo(A,) =0 (14)

This implies that linearized mode of A% satisfies the linear order equation of motion. At
order \? we get,

a(l a(2 ( o
F,} )(Ay) +FM( )(Aq) =0 (15)

Using the divergence identity we get:
0o F2 P (A,) =0 (16)

This implies that linearized perturbation A% must satisfy the equation (I6]) in addition to
its equation of motion (I4)).

Its easy to see that this is true for higher order perturbations as well. For example at
order A3, we have

F(l)au(Aa) + Fﬁ(2) (Aav A'a) + Fg(g)(Aa) =0 (17)

and using the divergence identity,

PR .
&ZFH( ) (Aq, Ay) + &ZFH( )(4) =0 (18)



So, A“ has to satisfy the equation (I8)) in addition to its eom (I7)). So, at every order,
the Aff , A“ etc have to satisfy more than one equation. So in general, there may be no
consistent solutions for these perturbations. This is the consistency problem discussed
in [5]. Wald’s solution to this problem is to demand the existence of an identity involving
the full Fﬁa), which in the perturbative analysis, would reduce to precisely the additional
equations that we encountered. In a derivative expansion of F,Sa), the form of the identity
is given as:

OaF = N0 i + ponObFy + obr 0,0.F + (19)
The M, pa,,,agl,“ ,... are made locally out of 7, €%, A4 and derivatives of A4’s. This

identity must reduce to the divergence identity satisfied by the free Lagrangian, which
implies that the functions A5y, pgﬁﬁ, ober ,... vanish when A = Afre¢, Expanding (I9) per-
turbatively we get,
a1 v o WD) o o B
Oa[FEWNA+ NA+ . )+ FIONA+ XA+ )+, ] =
MOFIONA+NA+ . )+ FIONA+ N A+ ..)+ ... ]+
PO FIVNA+ N A+ )+ FSPO A+ A+ )+ ]+
oD [FEDNA+ NA+ . )+ FEONA+NA+. )+ ]+

At order A this reduces to,
0, Fe W (A) =0 (21)
Which is linearized divergence identity as desired. At order \? we get,
0o Fr W (A)+0,F1 P (A) = AL FeW (A)+pl M 0, F3V (A)+ober D 9,0, F3 W (A)+... (22)

Using the linearized identity relation as well as as the linearized equation of motion
FMar(A) =0 we get, .
0 FI ) (A) =0 (23)

Thus the identity (I9) and the linearized eom F}, @ (A) = 0 implies 9, F)/ @ (A4) = 0. In this
way, order by order, all the additional equations, are automatically satisfied, by demanding
the identity (I9) as well as the eom at that order.

Following Wald, we further assume that the derivative expansion in (I9) truncates at
first order, and also that the coefficients M4, contains no more than one derivative of A%
while pg‘,ﬁ contains no derivatives of A%. As mentioned in [5], this is one of the strongest
assumption of the entire analysis. This is a simplifying assumption which ensures that at
any perturbative order, the number of derivatives on both side of (I9]) are the same. Then
(I9)) takes the form,

0, F% = N, P 4 phlt o, FoV (24)



which after a redefinition, can be expressed as:

OB FS) = B ap, Fe (25)

b by b
where Bat = 5355 — paly and Ny, = ﬂag\‘aby - c%pm,
It is easy to see that under the following transformation, (25]) remains unchanged.

go — 5%
ak, = (fFYEfoags + (fF Y1015 (26)

Where f is an arbitrary function locally made out of A, and equals 1 when A, =0 .
multiplying (25 by an arbitrary function x(x)* and integrating over space-time,

0= / By’ (BB F) — B, Y]

- / B xlO(x" BLFS) — B (D) — X" ) Fo]
oS

— [ @aspon + aj) s

Where in the second line we have used integration by parts and dropped the total derivative
term. Therefore, the identity (25]) can be interpreted as demanding the invariance of the
full action under the infinitesimal variation of the vector fiel

AL = Bl (9x” + apyx?) (27)

Demanding that this infinitesimal gauge transformation corresponds to a finite gauge
symmetry of the action, imposes an integrability condition on the infinitesimal gauge trans-
formation. In the language of differential geometry, 6, A is the tangent vector that generates
the transformation on the manifold formed by set of A,’s. For some arbitrary function ¢
and v on spacetime, the subspace of infinitesimal gauge transformations is generated by
vector fields V and V), respectively. The integrability condition is then determined by the
Frobenius Theorem which states that there must exist a function x such that the commu-
tator [V, Vy] is equal to V,.. This means if the action is invariant under the transformation
generated by V4 and Vi, it must be invariant under the infinitesimal transformation gen-
erated by the commutator [V, Vd}].

Thus we get, [04, 0] Aq = 0y Aq

9Note that here we are considering transformations which make the action invariant, not the Lagrangian.
Since we are not considering large gauge transformations, this includes the case of Chern Simons theory.
"More details are given in [5]



= S5(B) (00" + apat] — 04 (Bo) 060" + aip ]+
al/(é(bab)\)w)\ - Bal/(5¢ab)\)¢)\ = ﬁau(abxu + Oég)\x)\) (28)

Using (27)), we can express

_ 8/8[111
- 0A)

55av d)\
DA}

0452t Gy Az = p (0ad” + oy, ¢7) (29)

So that the integrability condition becomes,

[aifﬁ B — 3%2 Ben)(0ag™ + ag,6”) (Opt" + )+
B (85(af, )H — 6y(ag,)¢") = Ban (Do + af X (30)

So the main goal is to solve equation(30) and get the expressions for 2 and ay. To
solve this we will follow the procedure as described by Wald.
Expanding ﬂg, ap and y in power series of A,, solve the equation order by order. i.e

g = Z o
Ba=)_ 5"
x=>_x™
(1)

To solve the zeroth order part of the equation ([B0) we need the expression for g ’, 3(1),
a((lo) and 53(0). For A, = 0 we have, that

B = ghot. af) =0 (31)

(1)

Now «g ' is an one index tensor that can be constructed locally from 74, €4 and A, or
0g Ap. Similarly ﬁa is the two index tensor that can be made by 74, €45 and A,. So the
general forms of o and g are:

aytt) = ,';AAQMMEQIJC@*’AC (32)
B = el en A (33)

In this case d)"’ and ey, are the new coefficients, that appear as a result of invoking the

€abe tensor, change the form of oszLl) and ﬁc(bh)by from that of [4].



The zeroth order part of equation (B0) gives,
8 (1 bl/ . 8 (l)dy
| gAU IR = gﬁo B (Db + o)) ) O + af) )+
Bég)b”(ég(azgpa)ib“ _ % ( )<Z5”) B0 bu(a yOr 1 a( VOB
= [efuea’ — eerZb]adwabw“ [0 fi\0a0™ — & [, aawm

daky” A Oa B A
H G u a
= aX( v (34)
(1)
The term é()a AA)8d86¢ vanishes due to antisymmetry property of €q;.. Thus the equation
(B34) becomes,
[e5uca’ + €neall0ad 0" + W fi\0ad® — ¢ £13000"] = DX (35)
Taking curl on both side will give,
(€5, + €l )t D (0ad™ D) + fi\D\ bW 0N = 0 (36)
Here we choose ¢* = z* and ¢* = z*. This implies,
(kN _
undle g =
= fin= —f,\u (37)

So,we get fZA is antisymmetric in p and A. Using this property the second term of (36 is
identically zero. So the equation (B6]) implies,

€5, €00 061 (D i) + €€ (DagH Dpy) =
— 5,600 (029 Ot + Dag*Opyp™) = 0 (38)
This is true for all possible ¥* and ¢*. Thus we should get,
e, =0 (39)
The antisymmetry property of f* i and vanishing eiu modify (B3] as following,
= Y fir0a®® — 0a(d" [iNUY) + 07 £ 0a0"
= —0u(P" fint?) + U fi30at™ — ¥ £, 0a0

= 0u (V" f2y0*)
= X = frret + b (40)



Where b” is a constant. So now we have (l)by = (0. But the constant term d)"’ , in osz})

is left undetermined. So to get the value of thls undetermined constant we have to study

the first order part of (30]) and we will substitute the solution of ﬁc(bh)by , osz}) and x(© in
there. Now We obtain,

[aﬂaubué 50 8ﬁ(2 )dv
AT A 9Ag

62671026 Oyt + 8264 51 af P — g6 0

da Z(l) 1) da Z(l) 1)
+" &56%M6 o) — ¢ &56%M6 v)
0'(1) " 0(1) 0
+Wa(a gy 140000 )~ Ax)ada*a o)
— 525Z(3bx( I a#(l)x( )
85[(12)&/ 85£2)du , ,
i~ o s A i

H2FY fES AL+ 2(f1.d2 + [EAY )eancd” AS + 20, d7 € €qg, 009 AR] 1Sy
+(¢Mab¢C _ ¢uab¢()[fg€dsueabcAc + du dUGEabceéeadAg]
= X" + (f1 AL + d"”eabcabAf;)[ PR + ] (41)
If we now take curl of the equation (4Il), we see that left hand side is completely ¢
and ¥* dependent, whereas the part containing b” in the right hand side is not. As the
equation should hold for all possible ¢* and ¥*, b¥ must be zero. Now setting ¢* and "
to be constants we get, after taking curl
2[ ;:effcra[eAg} + ( ;:edge + fgedzu)ebc[aae}abAg + dZedgEEfd[aae]eghafagA(};](wau}
= ( eyaa[eAg] + dguebc[aae}abAg)fﬁgwu(bc (42)

By simplifying equation (42)) with the help of antisymmetric property of
the following equation.

[(fﬁef(a f(efpcr — Jeo u()a[e O—} (dy dUE CE m )Efd[aae}EzhafagAZ—F
(frdls — fLdS — foed? + fEdsy — f7.dY )epe(a0g 0" AG) ] UH =0

e we will get

This is the linearly independent equation where ¢* and " are constants. Therefore we
should have,

Veffcr_fg"/e 60_ EVO' ;C =0 (43)

1 The dy,» are defined in terms of the dA" which appear in the gauge transformations as d},, = d”’ We
will follow this notation in the rest of the paper

10



d dZ¢ — dfdsc =0 (44)

FL2 = LT — o2+ S — [ =0 (43

The identity (43)) is precisely the Jacobi identity. So the antisymmetric property of

ffa and the Jacobi identity suggests that it must be the structure constant of Lie group.

However, there is a further parameter d, which satisfies the above two equations. Of course,

one consistent solution is to choose d = 0, in which case our analysis reduces to that of

Wald’s analysis, and we end up with the non-abelian lie algebra valued gauge invariance,
as we discuss below.

e For d =0, using (43)), equation (4I]) becomes
85(2 )ov ,8(2 )dv

046 0 + 6 a2 — 93 alfD — o (46)

oy " Taar)

By using the procedure as discussed by Wald, of choosing trial functional forms of
¢* and Y* we can show that 5;0)8[6042](3) = 0. Therefore we can set ozgff) to zero by
the analogue of (26]). Thus for n > 2 we have always aZan) =0 nd BC(LZ)bV = 0 by the

method of induction used in [5] . So our solution for oy, and fg;, in this case, is

bl/ b sv

= 0,40, (47)
OéZ“ = ,u)\Aé (48)

The gauge transformation corresponds to,
OAL = Bux + f1,(A7XY)
= OaX" + [Aa, X" (49)
Where [,] is the Lie-algebra bracket.

Howewver, this is not the general solution. There may exist solutions with dZE # 0. This
is the main difference from the result of [5].

e non-zero d, equation (4Il) becomes,
[aﬁt(zi)by - aﬁ((li)dz/

0A) Ay
(YHab gt — gb“@b?pc VLA eancAS + dlfd2€qpeeG, 01 AS] = Oax M (50)

1046 0yt + 0y ol — 6 o)+

In (B0) we cannot set aa ) and Bay 2P 46 zero. This would mean that at higher orders,
«a and 8 will also be non-zero in general. This implies that the transformation for
the Al contains infinite number of terms, of arbitrarily higher order in

SAH = X + fL AN + d eaped® AN + O(A%)x 4+ O(A?)dx (51)

121t is possible, but unlikely, that this transformations truncates at some higher order.

11



2.1 Analysis of [43H45

Depending on whether we choose d = 0 or not, we end up with two distinct cases,

1 If we choose d = 0, then all the non linear terms in gauge transformation vanish and
we end up with the standard non abelian gauge transformations, or in the special
case with f = 0, abelian gauge transformations.

2 If d # 0 we will have the new non linear transformation [51l satisfying the equations

(E3HAD).

(2a) Special case of this is when f = 0. In particular for £ = 1, we have f =0. In a
previous version of the paper, we had wrongly claimed that in this case, d = 0.
Our equations were correct, however we missed a non trivial d # 0 solution. In
fact k = 1 is the simplest case with d # 0 solution of the equation [#4l Its easy to
see that the equationdd]is trivially satisfied, for k = 1. In fact for this case, the
analysis has been done long back by Heiderich and Unruh [32]. We had missed
this reference previously. Our analysis reduces to theirs in the k = 1 limit. We
can also have k # 1 and f = 0, then the d’s need only satisfy equation [44] In
this case ofcourse there will be solutions, the simplest being when we put all
dy” = k for all(p, v, ).

(2b) More generally, we can ask whether there are solutions for k # 1 and f # 0.
Solutions also exist for this case, as we show below by explicitly analyzing the
equations for some low values of k- the number of species, eg: k£ = 2 and
k =3 and also k = 6.

o k=2

In this case, we have a unique non abelian non compact, non simple lie algebra, with
two generators- [X,Y] = Y, with structure constants fi, = 1 and rest vanishin.
While Yang Mills theories are based on semi-simple lie algebras, there has been some
studies on gauge theories based on non simple lie algebras in the literature as well,
see for eg: [42].

In this case there are 8 d’s i.e d%l,d%Q,dfl,d%Q,dél,d%Q,dgl,d%Q. The d’s satisfy the two

130ne place where this algebra appears is when we consider the set of translations and rotation in two
dimensions. These are generated by 1, = i%7 T, = ia% and R = i(:ca% - ya—i). The corresponding
algebra is [R,T,] = —iT,, [R,Ty] = iTz, [Tz, Ty] = 0. Its then easy to check that [R,T~] = T, with
T =T, —iTy.

12



equations [44] and From [45] we get the following four equations:

d?—dll —d3' =0 (52)
d2 =0 (53)
di2=0 (54)
2?2 =0 (55)

Using the above equations we get the following four equations by solving [44]

2rdi? =0 (56)
d3'(di' —d3') =0 (57)
di2di' =0 (58)
d?di? =0 (59)

From the last four equations, we may either take d3! = d3' = d}' = 0 with non zero
arbitrary di! or, d}?> = 0 with arbitrary non vanishing d}' = di! = —d3!. Therefore
there are solutions with non zero d’s.

k=3

In the above example the lie algebra was neither compact nor simple. We will now
consider the example of simple compact lie algebra- SU(2). For k = 3 and SU(2)
structure constants, we have analyzed the equations explicitly. In this case, the
structure constant of the Lie algebra or f/’;A will be €,,, which satisfies the Jacobi
identity (43]). Here each p,v,\ runs from 1 to 3. Now using 27 equations of (45) we
get the following constraints on 27 d’s:

d33 = d, = —d3,, and all the other d’s = 0 (60)

Now we will consider the identity (44]) where we have 27 equations with 27 variables
in the present case. After lowering the indices this identity becomes

dedé, — died,, =0 (61)

Consider the following equation for the specific choice of v =2,y =2,{ = 3,0 =3
and we get,

d§2d§3 - d?zsdgs =
— diy = (62)

Using [60] we can thus set all the d’s to zero. Therefore in SU(2) case there are no
solutions with non-zero d’s.

13



e k=6

Since we have analyzed the case of SU(2), it is natural to ask whether the d’s vanish
for the case of SO(4). Since this is isomorphic to SU(2) x SU(2), the f’s in this
case nicely split into two sets. f(zg = €8y and [ = €qpe. (o, 8,7 = 1,2,3) and
(a,b,c = 4,5,6). However, its not necessary that the d’s split as well. There could,
in principle be d’s with mixed indices of the type- deP , dob, d%° , df';ﬁ , d?;b and di‘/b.
If these vanish, then the analysis reduces to the SU(2) case, for which we know all
the d’s vanish. We will show that there indeed are non vanishing solutions to the
mixed d’s, which satisfies the equations B4l and45l In particular, equation gives
the following constrains on the mixed d’s.

AP = d2b = d¢ = df = dP = dif’ =0,

dflyﬁ — _dg’77 dga _ _dga7 dzﬁ _ _d267 dbﬁa — —dgb

0 = = P = P, af = = b, =

d’ =di°, dy' =dP, d’ = d3', df' = di?, di® =d3', dt = dy’,

9P = d? dP = B AR =P, R = dP dP = d B = (6

With these constraints, it can be shown that setting the d’s of the type %‘J‘ non
vanishing and arbitrary, while setting all the rest not related to these via eq [63] to
zero solves all the equations @4l Therefore there are solutions with non vanishing d’s
case, in this case.

Thus we have aleast one explicit example with a f corresponding to a semi-simple
lie algebra and non zero d’s.

2.2 Comments on Lagrangians invariant under new gauge transforma-
tions

We saw in the previous sections that Walds analysis gives as a solution to the integrability
conditionBl, new nonlinear gauge transformation with d # 0 which does not seem to trun-
cate at any finite order. The existance of such gauge transformation does not necessarily
mean that there exist Lagrangians which are invariant under it. Infact results from a co-
homological analysis imply that the only consistent ineracting theories of spin one fields
must have usual non-abelian gauge invariance [25].

One way to addressing this question, is to start by writing the most general Lagrangian,
and then constraining the coefficients of various terms appearing in the Lagrangian, by de-
manding that under the gauge transformationd5T] consistent with eqnd43H45] the Lagrangian
should change atmost by a total derivative.

This method of finding nonlinear generalizations of gauge theories, by simultaneously
deforming both the Lagrangian as well as the gauge transformation, and demanding the
invariance of the resulting action under these deformed gauge transformations is well known
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in the literature. See [36] for a nice discussion of this method in a very general context
involving p-form field theories in d- dimensions.

Using this method, in a nice paper [37], Anco has found the most general nonlinear
Lagrangian of spin one fields for the case of kK > 1 but f = 0. The nonlinear deformations
he finds corresponds to gauge transformations which close on-shell, and thus do not satisfy
the constraintfd4l which arises from solvingfdl offshell. Thus, atleast for this case, the only
gauge invariant lagrangians, subject to the constraint 43145l correspond to the usual abelian
gauge theories, for which d =0

We need to carry out this procedure for the more general case of k # 1, f # 0 and
d # 0. In this section we set up this calculation.

Since the quadratic piece of the Lagrangian is fixed to be either Maxwell or Chern-
simons, we start by parametrizing the most general cubic term of the Lagrangian £ as
follows.

5(3) = gl(ij))\eabcAauAbVAC)\ + gfi,))\aaAuaAVbAb)\ + gff:,))\aaAubaaAycA)\debcd‘i‘

g/(;,lj))\aaAauabAwAd)\ebcd + gfjj))\abAauacAdVAé\ebcd + ggi))\aaAauabAbuacAc)\ (64)

Where we have resricted the Lagrangian to terms upto three derivatives. The ¢(’s are

arbitrary coefficients which we need to fix by imposing the condition of gauge invariance.
More precisely:

(5(1)£(2) + (5(0)£(3) = total derivative. (65)

Here ()L™ = 2L50600 Al 4 L0050 (9,AL) and 5oyl = dax* and Gy Al =
f;f UAZX)‘ + d’)f JeabcﬁbAc"X)‘. Using equations and the antisymmetric property of
fﬁ v we need to find constraints on the coefficients gfjlz)\ (1 =1,2..,5), such that equation65l
is satisfied. One has to do this order by order at all orders. For instance, at the next order,

we would demand that:
(5(2)£(2) + 5(1)£(3) + (5(0)£(4) = total derivative. (66)

In the next section, we solve We have used the Maxwell form for £2) in the analysis
below. For notational simplicity, we also use all lower indices on d,,,. Comparing with
our previous notation, the dy,, = dl’f‘

2.3 Determining £® from

Before proceeding with the calculation, we first see what are the constraints on g/(jg 4’8 from

the definition in the Lagrangian From the general structure of this Lagrangian it is

141t should be noted that Anco was not looking for nonlinear gauge transformaions which close offshell,
so he doesnot have the analogue of the equationd43H45]
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clear that g(l))\ is completely antisymmetric in all indices, g/(ﬁj))\ is completely symmetric

while gfi)/\ gf}?w 9,(5;,),\ _91(/:2,\

Similarly, upto total derivative terms, the g(5) term can be rewritten as:

gg’j)/\abA““GcAd” Aé\ebcd = total derivative term — gflsy))\(‘)bAa”Ad” 8CAﬁebcd
(5)

Therefore without loss of generality we can choose Yy tO be antisymmetric in u and .
To solve equation [65] let us first consider the term (5(0)£(3).
5(0)£(3) _ (g(l) EfbcAbuAc)\ + g(l))\ebchbuAc)\ + g(l) Eaban'uAby)anU+

oUVA uvo
(92,0, AW A 1 g2 9, AW AT 9,7 4 g A AT+
(g/(ﬁj)aaaAbuaaAcuebcf)anU + (g( ) aeAcuAd)\efcd + g;(t ))\aeAbMAd)\Ebfd)aean +

(22 o

( ((ﬂ/))\abAcuAd)\ebcd)DX + (gg,lll)oaaAapabAcuebcf)afxo+

(98), 0" AT1° A% €4,0) DX + (9810 A% AT e oq) 0705 X7 +

ovA
(g((w))\@ A9, A + g©) 9,AM9.A + g{8), AP0, A)OXT  (67)
Similarly from the other variation of the Lagrangian £ we get,
S L? = —(fure AIX + dyuroabcd® A XD FeH (68)

Here f satisfies the antisymmetry property f,,n» = —fun. Adding these two parts and
demanding that it adds up to a total derivative, we will end up with the following con-
straints,

oY) © _ (2 (5)
-g,uz/)\ - g,u,u)\ 9 w(vA) g,u,u)\ =0 (69)
(2) _
It = (70)
@ _ 1w _1
g/u/)\ 29;11/)\ - §dﬂ)\’/ (71)
du)\u = _dl/)\u (72)
(73)
Therefore we can rewrite all the undetermined ¢(?’s in terms of f and d. The most non
trivial result is the antisymmetry in d i.e d,), = —d,»,. In the notation used in the
previous section, this is the condition that d%¢ = —d<’.

For the case of SO(4), that we had analyzed, imposing this property, kills all the d’s.
Thus atleast in this limited context we see how demanding the existance of a Lagrangian,
puts d = 0. In this way we get the following form of £()

1
LO = — f,,00, AP AP A} + 5B Oa AP0 A AN e + iy Oa AP AT AP ehq (T4)
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Note that at this order, we do not need to use the equations ([@3H45]). These equations
will play a role to determine £®* via[66l But for this we need to know d(2) A, but, in this
note, we have only considered the form of non linear gauge transformation upto first order
in A**, and so are unable to solve These might provide further constraints on the d’s. It
is possible that the constraints on d from this analysis coupled with the equations (43H43]),
are enough to put all d = 0. For instance, already we see that the non zero d solution both
for the SO(4) case, as well as the k = 2 case, that we presented in the previous section, is
killed by the antisymmetry property of d. This is so because, the antisymmetry condition
equates the non zero d’s with the ones which vanish. This suggests that might happen
more generally. It would be nice to check this explicitly.

3 Theories with non-diagonal kinetic terms- BF theory

Finally, we end by noting that we can generalize the above discussion to include theories
with non-diagonal kinetic term.

£® = etep,, Ao, AY or, LB = b, F! Frob (75)

Or a linear combination of both . In all such cases, the divergence condition 9, FMHe = (
is still satisfied, so that Wald’s method as used in this paper, will go through without any
significant modification. We expect therefore that the results derived in last section will be
valid even in this case. The extention to non-diagonal case helps us to extend the analysis
to BF theories.

To get to BF theory, we need to start with even number of species of gauge fields
uw=1,..N,N+1,..2N and label the first N fields as A" and the last set of N fields as
B* and take the Chern-simons kinetic term with h,, of the form:

- < OnxnN  1nxn >
v Inxn Onxn

+
f =0, that are not related by symmetr

Choosing the solution, f% = ff(J:\Ny]I% (u,v A = 1,...N) non vanishing and all other
of the BF theor.

, as well as d = 0, gives us the gauge invariance

4 Summary and discussion of results

To summarize, we have applied Wald’s analysis to the case of spin-one fields in three
dimensions. The technical difference from Wald’s case is the role played by the three

5h,,, must have non-vanishing eigenvalues for this to reduce to Wald’s case after diagonalization, else
some of the fields will have no kinetic term

161t is easy to see that the remaining non vanishing f’s satisfy the Jacobi identity

7One place where the gauge symmetries are explicitly given is [43].
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dimensional antisymmetric tensor €. In our analysis we have studied the gauge invariance
of all possible spin one fields in three dimension i.e Maxwell,Chern-Simons and BF field.
We get known infinitesimal gauge invariances in all these theories as a special case d = 0.

We show that the €®© term changes the analysis. In particular, the gauge transforma-
tion does not get truncated to linear order in A, and we do not in general get non-abelian
lie-algebra valued gauge transformations by applying Wald’s procedure. However one con-
sistent solution is obtained by putting the coefficient of the ¢ term to zero, in which
case, the analysis reduces to that of Wald. A special case of this, corresponding to a single
spin-one field, has already been analyzed in the literature in [32]. Our analysis reduces to
theirs in this special case.

One can ask, whether introducing a similar term in four dimensions- ie:- the four
dimensional antisymmetric €?*?, changes Wald’s analysis or conclusions. We can see that
this is not the case. The point is that, its easy to see that we cannot construct any
coefficients of first order ozgl) and 52(1) using €upeq. Therefore by using zeroth and first
order part of integrability condition we can always make higher order o and 5 to be zero
without any effect of €4peq, thus reducing the analysis to the one by Wald.

We have also explicitly solved for d’s in three cases corresponding to species number
k=2 k=3and k =6. For k =2 and fi, # 0, which corresponds to a non compact non
simple lie algebra, there are solutions with non zero d’s. For k = 3 and SU(2) structure
constants, we explicitly showed that the coefficient of the ¢ term vanishes, so that we
get back the usual non-abelian gauge invariance. However for k = 6 and SO(4) lie algebra,
there are solutions again with non zero d’s.

Following [37], we try to analyze the constraints coming from the existance of a Lagra-
nian invariant under these new nonlinear gauge transformations. At the lowest order, this
puts a constraint on the d’s. We see that this constraint is enough to kill the explicit non
zero d solutions that we presented in a previous section, for the case of SO(4) as well as for
k = 2 example. To carry out this analysis beyond the lowest order, we need to work out
the form of the non linear gauge transformations to the next order. It is very likely that
the constraints at this order coupled with the constraints coming from E3H45] will imply
the vanishing of the d’s. It would be nice to check this out explicitly.
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