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The abelian (p + 1)-form gauge field is inherently coupled to the p-brane worldvolume. After
quantization, the corresponding p-form gauge transformation is associated with the local phase
ambiguity of the p-brane wave functional. In essence, the p-form gauge symmetry can be realized
as a special construction of the generic 0-form gauge symmetry in the functional space of p-brane
configurations. The non-abelian generalization is straightforward in the functional space language.
To simplify the analysis, we further introduce a toy model where the infinite dimensional functional
space of p-brane configurations is replaced by a finite dimensional matrix space. After taking the
symmetric trace in the matrix model, the original discussions of the p-form gauge symmetry can be
inherited by the toy model.

I. INTRODUCTION

The charged p-brane is inherently coupled to the abelian (p + 1)-form gauge field A, ) through the term

Q[ Ay 1)

Vp+1

in the worldvolume action. This system remains invariant under the U(1) p-form gauge transformation
Apyy) = Apyr) — dAgy (2)

When p = 0, it characterizes the interaction between charged particles and the electromagnetic field. The concept of
O-form gauge symmetry has been extended to non-abelian groups [1] and plays a central role in modern physics. For
p > 0, it is equally natural to consider the non-abelian extension of higher form gauge symmetries. For instance, the
non-abelian 2-form gauge field should appear in the worldvolume theory of My brane [2-4]. In the literature, various
attempts[5-22] have been made in constructing the non-abelian higher form gauge theory. However, the generic theory
of non-abelian p-form gauge symmetry has yet to be established. In this paper, we start with analyzing the p-form
gauge symmetry from the standard p-brane point of view, and then construct a toy model for p-branes which would
simplify the construction of the target space action.

II. p-BRANE

p-brane action

Let us consider a p-brane moving in a target space M with coordinates ™. The tension of the p-brane is

T, =1, (p H), and its charge is taken to be —(@),. The embedding of the n = p + 1 dimensional worldvolume V,,
into M is given by 2™ = XM (o), where o#* = {7,0'} are the world volume coordinates. The p-brane naturally
couples to the target space metric Gy (z) as well as the (p + 1)-form gauge field

1
Ay (@) = gy Antoan (@) Ao p et (3)

The induced quantities on V,, are

hu = Gun(X)9,XMo, XN, (4)
AMO"'MP = AMU"'MP (X)auoXMU T BMPXMP : (5)
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The dynamics of the p-brane is governed by the action

n Q —
S —/Vnd U[—Tp\/_— (p+p1)!5# " Aoy (6)

where g0 '#» is total antisymmetric with %7 = 1 and
h = —det(hu,). (7)

The conjugation momentum density of this system is given by

Iy = (S;—SM =T, Py — QpAn, (8)
where P); is the mechanical momentum density
Py = —h2h%Gyn(X)9, XY, (9)
and the additional term A
Ay = lsil”'iPAMMl...Mp (X)(')Z-IXM1 . ~8Z-pXMP , gt = g0irip (10)

p!

arises due to the coupling with the (p + 1)-form gauge field. The classical dynamics of the p-brane are entirely
determined by the constraints of the mechanical momentum

GMN(X)Py Py = —det(hy), Pyd; XM =0. (11)

p-brane wave functional

At the off-shell level, this system can be canonically quantized by mapping the Poisson brackets to the equal-time
commutators of the operators

[(XM(0,0),TI5(0,5)] =108 67 (0 — 5),
[(XM(0,0),XN(0,6)] =0, [z (0,0),TIx(0,5)] = 0. (12)

These operators act on the p-brane wave functional
VXM (0)] = (XM (o)) (13)

which is defined on the infinite dimensional space { X (o)} of p-brane equal time configurations. In the path integral
formalism, the p-brane wave functional is expressed as

V(X (0)] = /qu e (DX X (14)

The canonical commutation relations (12) imply that we can identify the canonical momentum density operator with
the functional derivative operator

(o) = _1%1\/[(0') . (15)

Thus, the quantum operator for i7,Pys is the functional covariant derivative

1TpPM = @M(U) = (SAXLIV[(O’) + iQpAp. (16)

The wave functional ¥[ XM ()] must satisfies the wave equations which are the operator equations for the Hamiltonian
constraints (11).



III. p-FORM GAUGE SYMMETRY

A. Abelian p-form gauge symmetry

Functional U(1) gauge symmetry

When p = 0, the local gauge symmetry is associated with the phase ambiguity of the corresponding wave functions
of point particles. To discuss the higher form gauge symmetry, it is natural to consider the local U(1) phase ambiguity
of the p-brane wave functional U[X?(o)]. Generically, it is

VXM (0)] ~ B[XM(0)] = QO (g X M (o)) (17)

where the U(1) phase O[X ()] itself is a local functional in the p-brane configuration space { X (5)}. It is generically
non-local in the target space point of view. For simplicity, we set ), = 1 in the following discussions.
As in the p = 0 case, one can introduce the corresponding functional gauge covariant derivative

Pri(o) = SXLM(U) +idt (0)[X]. (18)

The functional U(1) gauge field 1-form in the p-brane configuration space { XM (o)} is

S[X] = /E Ao 5 XM ().t (0)[X] (19)

P

where {8 XM (5)} forms a basis of differential forms on {X* (5)}. Together with the total derivative operator

5
= | dPodXM(0) i 2
[, #osx Mo g (20)
in {XM(0)}, we have
9 = / dPo 8XM(0)Dpy(0) = & +1e7[X] . (21)
EP
The gauge covariance of 2 demands that
OXI9w[X] = 20(X]. (22)

It follows that the functional 1-form U(1) gauge field must transform as
A[X] = F[X] - 50[X]. (23)

The commutator of the covariant derivatives gives rise to the functional field strength 2-form

i 1
FX] = _% 2,9] =5 / d?oy / dPay 8 XM (01) N6 X M2 (02) Fas, s, (01, 02) [X] (24)
ET—’ ET—’
where A is the wedge product in the p-brane configuration space {X™ (o)}, and

o 5

MTWMMQ (o2)[X] ~ mﬂm (o1)[X]. (25)

Ty, (01, 02)[X] =

As in the p = 0 case, .7 [X] is invariant under the functional U(1) gauge transformation.

Abelian p-form gauge symmetry

Under the target space abelian p-form gauge transformation, the (p + 1)-form gauge field transforms as

Apiy() = App)(2) = Apyy (o) — dAg (). (26)



It induces a boundary term in the worldvolume action (6)

S’p = Sp +/ dA[p] e Sp +/ A[p] . (27)
n oV,
Consequently, the p-brane wave functional
X(0,0)=X(e) _  _
vx(@) = [ (DX, (28)
W
transforms as
T[X(0)] = e fmr=ova 200G X (5] (29)

Comparing with (17), it is obvious that the p-form gauge symmetry is just the special realization

1 S
@[X] = - A[p](X):H/Z dPO'E“mZPA]wl,..]WP(X(U))ailXMl(0’)'-'aipXMp(U) (30)

of the local U(1) transformation in p-brane configuration space { X (o)}.
The corresponding functional 1-form gauge field in { X (o)} is

1 o
M[X] = 17‘/2 de5XM(0)€“'”1PAMM1...Mp(X)ailXMl(U)---(r“)ipXM”(U)Z/Z LéXM(a)A[erl](X)- (31)

P

By using integration by parts on X, one can verify that the generic transformation rule (23) correctly reproduces the
initial (p + 1)-form gauge field transformation rule (26) in this special realization

K] = X]=80[X] = [ 1s00(0) [Apry(X) = gy (X)] (32)

p

Furthermore, it is natural to expect that the functional 2-form gauge field strength .7 [X] is related to the (p+2)-form
field strength

Flpiz) = dApyy) - (33)
In fact, given the boundary condition 8X (0)|gx, = 0, we find that
1

FX] = a1 /. dPo XM (o) \SXN ()" " Faynas, -.aa, (X) 03, XM (0) -+ 0, X Mo (0)
' P
1
= 5/2 LéXM(U)/\BXN(U)F[erQ](X(U))' (34)

P

B. Non-abelian generalization

Functional non-abelian gauge symmetry

As in the p = 0 case, we can further consider the wave functional multiplet @A[X (0)] which forms a linear
representation of a non-abelian group G with the Lie algebra
ltat;] = 1f%,;te - (35)

At the infinitesimal level, the functional gauge transformation is
UX] = 1+i%9X](ta)2 5. (36)

Correspondingly, we have the functional 1-form gauge field

A[X] = S(X(t2) 5 = / o XM (o)t (0)[X](ta) 5 (37)

p



as well as the functional gauge covariant derivative similar to the abelian case

2 = d+id[X]. (38)
The gauge covariance of the functional covariant derivative
UX]2®[X] = 2(U[X][X]), (39)
implies that
[X] = U X/ [X]UTX] — sU[X UL [X]. (40)
At the infinitesimal level, it becomes
S [ X]| = — DU X]. (41)
The functional field strength 2-form is
j[X] = ——[.@ .@ / dp0'1/ deQ XMl 0’1 /\(SXM2 O'Q)JMI M2(O'1,O'2)[X]t (42)
where
Q 5 Q 5 a - pa by ba
Fan (01, 02)[X] = Ay, (02)[X] — Ay, (o) X] +if% 5, 9 (01)[ X7 (02)[X] . (43)

6XM1(O'1) 6XM2(0'2)

Non-abelian p-form gauge symmetry

Inspired by the abelian case, we can try to realize «7/%[X] specifically through a target space non-abelian p-form
gauge field A‘;\l/[ MM, (X) as follows

1

SX] = = [ @osXM (o) ALy, (X)05 XM (@) - 0, XM (o)
p!
= / LBXM(a)A‘[;H][X]' (44)
The corresponding infinitesimal functional gauge transformation is expected to be
a a 1 i1y, @
7°(X] = /)S u[p][X]:H/Z dPo e truly oy (X)0, XM (o) 0, XM (o) (45)
P P

which is associated with a target space Lie-algebra valued p-form u‘ﬁu] ().

The infinitesimal functional gauge transformation of &/%[X] then becomes

bg 7 X] = —9U"[x] =—/ vox M (gydufyy —if%, . LS XM (o) Aﬁﬂrll/E ufy) - (46)

P P

It implies that the target space non-abelian p-form gauge transformation of A ] is

[p+1
a _ a - rd b é
0g ALy = —dup) —if%Ap ) /E Ufy] (47)

Although §g.«7%[X] is local in the p-brane configuration space {X™ (o)}, the induced (5gA[ +1(@) is non-local from
the target space point of view.
Under the present special realization, the functional 2-form field strength is

FUX] = / dPo, / APy 8 XM (01) \6 XM (02) F iy, sy (01, 02)[X]

- 2/2 51 (o) A5 M2 (o) 4 AT 1) (X (0)

P

i ; ;
t5/ 5152/2 Lstl(al)A?;H](X(Ul))/\/E LBXM2(<72)A€;+1](X(U2))' (48)

Unlike the abelian case, we cannot define a local (p+ 2)-form gauge field strength since .# ]‘(’417 s, (01, 02)[X] is typically
a bi-local quantity from the perspective of the target space.



IV. A TOY MATRIX MODEL

In Sec.III, it is shown that the target space p-form gauge symmetry can be regarded as a specific construction
of the generic 0-form gauge symmetry in the functional space {X* (o)} of p-brane configurations. For p > 0, the
theory is complicated since one need to deal with infinite dimensional functional space {X*(c)}. In this section, we
develop a much simpler toy model in which the infinite dimensional functional space { X (o)} is replaced by a finite
dimensional matrix space.

Matrix string model

For simplicity, let us consider the p = 1 case firstly. The basic idea is to replace the continuous spatial coordinate
o on the string worldsheet by the discrete indices of a 2 x 2 matrix. That is

oo Y%, ab=1,2. (49)

For a field ¢(o) on string, the infinite dimensional configuration space {¢(c)} is replaced by the space M) of 2 x 2

matrices. Under the equal time mode expansion, ¢(o) will be expanded by the “eigenfunctions” ((f)n)“b

P ; . .. .. P .
d)o - 17 ‘bﬂ: =0+ = 5(01:&10’2)7 d)@ =03, (50)

where 6;’s are the Pauli matrices. For example, X (o) becomes

; i : oM 2M Mt
XM(U) — ,TM(bO + ls ZiXM (bn + lgwM(b@ = ( ZSXMs,f :EM f lg’LUM ’ (51)
where I, = I; = T1_% is the string length parameter.
The products of functions on string are mapped to
s(o)(0)) "Wy,
P()y(0) = (9P)(a) & ()" = ¢ . (52)
The spatial integration on the string worldsheet becomes the symmetric trace
1 .
/do D1(0) - dm(0) < Treym(d1- dm) = ﬁTr((bl -+ ¢ + permutations) . (53)
Especially,
V1:/da ~ Tr1=2. (54)

Although the matrix product is non-commutative, we don’t need to worry about it inside the symmetric trace.
The inner product of the functions on string becomes

1 1
00) = - [ 06l @)(o) o JTi6'). (55)
1
Thus the “eigenfunctions” ¢, satisfies the orthonormality condition
.. 1 . .
(b, dr) = 5Tr[OL(0)dr(0)] = O - (56)

Summing over these “eigenfunctions”, we get the J-function of this matrix string model

’

1 n ja’ 1 ! ~m\a (A \a a gsa’
8(030") = D @ul0)bL(0') & 8 = 5 {5087 b+ (67)"0(6m) " v | = 8" (57)
One can easily confirm that the fundamental property of the §-function is satisfied

/da’ S(o;0" (o’ 5a;alb;c/¢cla, = 5% 6% b o = % < U(0). (58)



It is also obvious that

6p(0) 99"y
5¢(c’) - 0" v

The spatial derivative operator on the worldsheet is realized by

Dep(0) < 1763, 0] (60)

= 6% 6", < 5(o;0’). (59)

By construction, it satisfies the Leibniz rule
0o (¢¥) > 17153, 9] = 15163, 010 + 171 9[03, 9] > Dot + $01). (61)
Integrating over the string, we get
/da 0pp(0) > 17 Tr[63,0] =0, (62)
and
/do'@azé(o; a)p(a') ls_l[(&3)b,c/5a;c,b;a’ - 5a;blb;c’ (&S)C,a’]QSalb’
= 17(63)" 00"y — ¢ 4(63) ] = =163, ] > —059(0). (63)
Given a target space field ®(z), its pullback on the matrix worldsheet is defined by the formal Taylor expansion

=1
DX) = D =0, Oy O B (XN (XN2)2 o (X V) (64)
n=0 "

Now, together with the definitions (52, 53, 57, 60), all the o-integrated expression appeared in the original string
model can be transplanted to our matrix models on M@ Due to the properties (58, 59, 61, 62, 63), the discussions
in Sec.III are directly inherited by the present matrix model for p = 1. For example, the target space 2-form gauge
field By () is used to construct the 1-form gauge field &74[X] in the matrix string space

A[X] = /Z do 6 XM () B,y (X)0, XN (0) ¢ Traym [dXMBj‘QN(X)&,XN}. (65)

The target space 1-form gauge transformation is realized as the 0-form gauge transformation in the matrix string
space

Wt [X] = / doud, (X)0, XN (0) Tr(u‘}v(X)&,XN) . (66)
¥
The same discussion as in Sec.IIT implies that

6gBiry = ~20ruly — if 5 Bl T (uf, (X)0, XM ) . (67)

Matrix p-brane model

For generic p-branes, one just need to consider the tensor product of p-copies 2 x 2 matrix
MEP) = MDD . M2 (68)
Thus
XM(U) Ans (XM)almapbl'“bp ) aivb’i = 1527 (69)

where the i-th worldvolume spatial coordinate o¢ is identified with the indices %i,.
All the definitions (52, 53, 57, 60, 64) above can be straightforwardly generalized to p > 1 cases. Especially, the
derivative operators are realized as

9rd(0) +» [301®1®---®1,¢],



Do) & 1®635010---01,¢], (70)

such that the property
0,1 05 (0) = 0pi Ogi (o) (71)

is satisfied. Besides, one can also easily generalize the properties (58, 59, 61, 62, 63) for p > 1. As a result, the
discussions of p-form gauge symmetry in Sec.III are fully inherited by the matrix model based on M®P),

V. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

By considering the phase ambiguity of the p-brane wave functional, it is shown that the target space p-form
gauge symmetry can be regarded as a special construction of the generic 0-form gauge symmetry in the functional
space {XM(a)} of p-brane configurations. These discussions are valid both for the abelian and non-abelian gauge
groups. Furthermore, we develop a toy model for p-form gauge symmetry by replacing the infinite dimensional p-brane
configuration space with a finite dimensional matrix space.

To construct a gauge invariant action for p-form gauge theory, it is also natural to start from the p-brane configu-
ration space. We notice that the target space metric induces a natural metric on { X (o)}

dsty oy = / do / d?o’ Gy n(o, 0" ) [ XXM () XN (o)) = / dPo Gy (X)SXM(0)6 XN (o). (72)
Then one can naively propose a Yang-Mills type of Lagrangian on { X (o)}

LX) = [Wor [0 [0 [, g (01,0 (X o, o) X
X Trg { Z s, v, (01, 02) [ X)Fary g (07, 09)[X]} (73)

The action is obtained by integrating over the p-brane configurations
Sexen = [IDX@) LX) (74)
In terms of the mode expansion

XM(g) =M + Za%eik"”i ) (75)
ki

the integration measure is converted to
/ DX (0)] = / da [T da, (76)
ki

To derive an effective target space Lagrangian, we need to integrate out the tower of oscillating modes
Lan(o) = [ ([Tdan] £1X(0)). (77)
ki

Of course, it is rather difficult to perform the infinite dimensional integration in the original p-brane model in Sec.III.
On the other hand, the number of oscillating modes is finite in the matrix model introduced in Sec.IV. Thus it would
be much easier to get a target space p-form gauge theory in the matrix model approach.
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