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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[p+1] through the term

Qp

∫

Vp+1

A[p+1] (1)

in the worldvolume action. This system remains invariant under the U(1) p-form gauge transformation

Ã[p+1] = A[p+1] − dΛ[p] . (2)

When p = 0, it characterizes the interaction between charged particles and the electromagnetic field. The concept of
0-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 M5 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 xM . The tension of the p-brane is

Tp = l
−(p+1)
p , and its charge is taken to be −Qp. The embedding of the n = p + 1 dimensional worldvolume Vn

into M is given by xM = XM (σ), where σ
µ = {τ, σi} are the world volume coordinates. The p-brane naturally

couples to the target space metric GMN (x) as well as the (p+ 1)-form gauge field

A[p+1](x) =
1

(p+ 1)!
AM0···Mp

(x)dxM0 ∧ · · · ∧ dxMp . (3)

The induced quantities on Vn are

hµν = GMN (X)∂µX
M∂νX

N , (4)

Aµ0···µp
= AM0···Mp

(X)∂µ0X
M0 · · · ∂µp

XMp . (5)
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The dynamics of the p-brane is governed by the action

Sp =

∫

Vn

dnσ

[

−Tp
√
h− Qp

(p+ 1)!
εµ0···µpAµ0···µp

]

(6)

where εµ0···µp is total antisymmetric with ε0···p = 1 and

h = − det(hµν) . (7)

The conjugation momentum density of this system is given by

ΠM =
δS

δẊM
= TpPM −QpAM , (8)

where PM is the mechanical momentum density

PM = −h
1
2h

0µGMN (X)∂µX
N , (9)

and the additional term AM

AM =
1

p!
εi1···ipAMM1···Mp

(X)∂i1X
M1 · · · ∂ipXMp , εi1···ip ≡ ε0i1···ip , (10)

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)PMPN = − det(hij) , PM∂iX
M = 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, σ),ΠN (0, σ̃)] = iδMN δp(σ − σ̃) ,
[XM (0, σ), XN(0, σ̃)] = 0 , [ΠM (0, σ),ΠN (0, σ̃)] = 0 . (12)

These operators act on the p-brane wave functional

Ψ[XM (σ)] = 〈XM (σ)|Ψ〉 (13)

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

Ψ[X(σ)] =

∫ X̃(0,σ)=X(σ)

Ψ

[DX̃ ]eiSp[X̃] . (14)

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

ΠM (σ) = −i
δ

δXM(σ)
. (15)

Thus, the quantum operator for iTpPM is the functional covariant derivative

iTpPM = DM (σ) =
δ

δXM (σ)
+ iQpAp . (16)

The wave functional Ψ[XM (σ)] must satisfies the wave equations which are the operator equations for the Hamiltonian
constraints (11).
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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 Ψ[XM (σ)]. Generically, it is

Ψ[XM (σ)] ∼ Ψ̃[XM (σ)] = eiQpΘ[XM(σ)]Ψ[XM(σ)] (17)

where the U(1) phase Θ[XM(σ)] itself is a local functional in the p-brane configuration space {XM(σ)}. It is generically
non-local in the target space point of view. For simplicity, we set Qp = 1 in the following discussions.

As in the p = 0 case, one can introduce the corresponding functional gauge covariant derivative

DM (σ) =
δ

δXM (σ)
+ iAM (σ)[X ] . (18)

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

A [X ] =

∫

Σp

dpσ δXM(σ)AM (σ)[X ] , (19)

where {δXM(σ)} forms a basis of differential forms on {XM (σ)}. Together with the total derivative operator

δ =

∫

Σp

dpσ δXM(σ)
δ

δXM (σ)
, (20)

in {XM(σ)}, we have

D =

∫

Σp

dpσ δXM (σ)DM (σ) = δ+ iA [X ] . (21)

The gauge covariance of D demands that

eiΘ[X]
DΨ[X ] = D̃Ψ̃[X ] . (22)

It follows that the functional 1-form U(1) gauge field must transform as

Ã [X ] = A [X ]− δΘ[X ] . (23)

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

F [X ] = − i

2
[D ,D ] =

1

2

∫

Σp

dpσ1

∫

Σp

dpσ2 δX
M1(σ1)

∧

δXM2(σ2)FM1,M2(σ1, σ2)[X ] , (24)

where
∧

is the wedge product in the p-brane configuration space {XM (σ)}, and

FM1,M2(σ1, σ2)[X ] =
δ

δXM1(σ1)
AM2(σ2)[X ]− δ

δXM2(σ2)
AM1(σ1)[X ] . (25)

As in the p = 0 case, F [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

A[p+1](x) → Ã[p+1](x) = A[p+1](x)− dΛ[p](x) . (26)
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It induces a boundary term in the worldvolume action (6)

S̃p = Sp +

∫

Vn

dΛ[p] = Sp +

∫

∂Vn

Λ[p] . (27)

Consequently, the p-brane wave functional

Ψ[X(σ)] =

∫ X̃(0,σ)=X(σ)

Ψ

[DX̃ ]eiSp[X̃] , (28)

transforms as

Ψ̃[X(σ)] = e
i
∫
Σp=∂Vn

Λ[p]Ψ[X(σ)] . (29)

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

Θ[X ] =

∫

Σp

Λ[p](X) =
1

p!

∫

Σp

dpσ εi1···ipΛM1···Mp
(X(σ))∂i1X

M1(σ) · · · ∂ipXMp(σ) (30)

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

A [X ] =
1

p!

∫

Σp

dpσ δXM (σ)εi1···ipAMM1···Mp
(X)∂i1X

M1(σ) · · · ∂ipXMp(σ) =

∫

Σp

ιδXM (σ)A[p+1](X) . (31)

By using integration by parts on Σp, 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

Ã [X ] = A [X ]− δΘ[X ] =

∫

Σp

ιδXM (σ)

[

A[p+1](X)− dΛ[p](X)
]

. (32)

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

F[p+2] = dA[p+1] . (33)

In fact, given the boundary condition δX(σ)|∂Σp
= 0, we find that

F [X ] =
1

2 p!

∫

Σp

dpσ δXM (σ)
∧

δXN(σ)εi1···ipFMNM1···Mp
(X)∂i1X

M1(σ) · · · ∂ipXMp(σ)

=
1

2

∫

Σp

ιδXM (σ)
∧
δXN (σ)F[p+2](X(σ)) . (34)

B. Non-abelian generalization

Functional non-abelian gauge symmetry

As in the p = 0 case, we can further consider the wave functional multiplet ΦÂ[X(σ)] which forms a linear
representation of a non-abelian group G with the Lie algebra

[tâ, tb̂] = if ĉ
âb̂
tĉ . (35)

At the infinitesimal level, the functional gauge transformation is

U[X ] = 1 + iU â[X ](tâ)
Â
B̂
. (36)

Correspondingly, we have the functional 1-form gauge field

A [X ] = A
â[X ](tâ)

Â
B̂
=

∫

Σp

dpσ δXM(σ)A â
M (σ)[X ](tâ)

Â
B̂
, (37)
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as well as the functional gauge covariant derivative similar to the abelian case

D = δ+ iA [X ] . (38)

The gauge covariance of the functional covariant derivative

U[X ]DΦ[X ] = D̃(U[X ]Φ[X ]) , (39)

implies that

Ã [X ] = U[X ]A [X ]U−1[X ]− δU[X ]U−1[X ] . (40)

At the infinitesimal level, it becomes

δGA [X ] = −DU
â[X ] . (41)

The functional field strength 2-form is

F [X ] = − i

2
[D ,D ] =

1

2

∫

Σp

dpσ1

∫

Σp

dpσ2 δX
M1(σ1)

∧

δXM2(σ2)F
â
M1,M2

(σ1, σ2)[X ]tâ , (42)

where

F
â
M1,M2

(σ1, σ2)[X ] =
δ

δXM1(σ1)
A

â
M2

(σ2)[X ]− δ

δXM2(σ2)
A

â
M1

(σ1)[X ] + if â
b̂1b̂2

A
b̂1
M1

(σ1)[X ]A b̂2
M2

(σ2)[X ] . (43)

Non-abelian p-form gauge symmetry

Inspired by the abelian case, we can try to realize A â[X ] specifically through a target space non-abelian p-form
gauge field Aâ

MM1···Mp
(X) as follows

A
â[X ] =

1

p!

∫

Σp

dpσ δXM (σ)εi1···ipAâ
MM1···Mp

(X)∂i1X
M1(σ) · · · ∂ipXMp(σ)

=

∫

Σp

ιδXM (σ)A
â
[p+1][X ] . (44)

The corresponding infinitesimal functional gauge transformation is expected to be

U
â[X ] =

∫

Σp

uâ[p][X ] =
1

p!

∫

Σp

dpσ εi1···ipuâM1···Mp
(X)∂i1X

M1(σ) · · · ∂ipXMp(σ) , (45)

which is associated with a target space Lie-algebra valued p-form uâ[p](x).

The infinitesimal functional gauge transformation of A â[X ] then becomes

δGA
â[X ] = −DU

â[x] = −
∫

Σp

ιδXM (σ)du
â
[p] − if â

b̂ĉ

∫

Σp

ιδXM (σ)A
b̂
[p+1]

∫

Σp

uĉ[p] . (46)

It implies that the target space non-abelian p-form gauge transformation of Aâ
[p+1] is

δGA
â
[p+1] = −duâ[p] − if â

b̂ĉ
Ab̂

[p+1]

∫

Σp

uĉ[p] . (47)

Although δGA â[X ] is local in the p-brane configuration space {XM(σ)}, the induced δGA
â
[p+1](x) is non-local from

the target space point of view.
Under the present special realization, the functional 2-form field strength is

F
â[X ] =

1

2

∫

Σp

dpσ1

∫

Σp

dpσ2 δX
M1(σ1)

∧

δXM2(σ2)F
â
M1,M2

(σ1, σ2)[X ]

=
1

2

∫

Σp

ιδXM1 (σ)
∧
δXM2 (σ)dA

â
[p+1](X(σ))

+
i

2
f â

b̂1 b̂2

∫

Σp

ιδXM1 (σ1)A
b̂1
[p+1](X(σ1))

∧

∫

Σp

ιδXM2 (σ2)A
b̂2
[p+1](X(σ2)) . (48)

Unlike the abelian case, we cannot define a local (p+2)-form gauge field strength since F â
M1,M2

(σ1, σ2)[X ] is typically
a bi-local quantity from the perspective of the target space.
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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 {XM(σ)} of p-brane configurations. For p > 0, the
theory is complicated since one need to deal with infinite dimensional functional space {XM (σ)}. In this section, we
develop a much simpler toy model in which the infinite dimensional functional space {XM(σ)} 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
σ on the string worldsheet by the discrete indices of a 2× 2 matrix. That is

σ ↔ a
b , a, b = 1, 2 . (49)

For a field φ(σ) on string, the infinite dimensional configuration space {φ(σ)} is replaced by the space M(2) of 2 × 2

matrices. Under the equal time mode expansion, φ(σ) will be expanded by the “eigenfunctions” (φ̂κ)
a
b

φ̂0 = 1 , φ̂± = σ̂± =
1

2
(σ̂1 ± iσ̂2) , φ̂⊙ = σ̂3 , (50)

where σ̂i’s are the Pauli matrices. For example, XM (σ) becomes

XM (σ) → xM φ̂0 + ls
∑

κ=±

χMκφ̂κ + l2sw
M φ̂⊙ =

(

xM + l2sw
M lsχ

M,+

lsχ
M,− xM − l2sw

M

)

, (51)

where ls = l1 = T
− 1

2
1 is the string length parameter.

The products of functions on string are mapped to

φ(σ)ψ(σ′) ↔ φabψ
a′

b′ ,

φ(σ)ψ(σ) = (φψ)(σ) ↔ (φψ)ab = φacψ
c
b . (52)

The spatial integration on the string worldsheet becomes the symmetric trace
∫

dσ φ1(σ) · · ·φm(σ) ↔ Trsym(φ1 · · ·φm) =
1

m!
Tr(φ1 · · ·φm + permutations) . (53)

Especially,

V1 =

∫

dσ ↔ 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

〈φ, ψ〉 = 1

V1

∫

dσ φ†(σ)ψ(σ) ↔ 1

2
Tr(φ†ψ) . (55)

Thus the “eigenfunctions” φ̂κ satisfies the orthonormality condition

〈φ̂κ̃, φ̂κ〉 =
1

2
Tr[φ̂†

κ̃(σ)φ̂κ(σ)] = δκ̃κ . (56)

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

δ(σ;σ′) =
∑

κ

φ̂κ(σ)φ̂
†
κ(σ

′) ↔ δa;a
′

b;b′ =
1

2

[

δabδ
a′

b′ + (σ̂m)ab(σ̂m)a
′

b′

]

= δab′δ
a′

b . (57)

One can easily confirm that the fundamental property of the δ-function is satisfied
∫

dσ′ δ(σ;σ′)ψ(σ′) ↔ δa;a
′

b;c′ψ
c′

a′ = δac′δ
a′

bψ
c′

a′ = ψa
b ↔ ψ(σ) . (58)
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It is also obvious that

δφ(σ)

δφ(σ′)
↔ ∂φab

∂φa
′

b′
= δaa′δb

′

b ↔ δ(σ;σ′) . (59)

The spatial derivative operator on the worldsheet is realized by

∂σφ(σ) ↔ l−1
s [σ̂3, φ] . (60)

By construction, it satisfies the Leibniz rule

∂σ(φψ) ↔ l−1
s [σ̂3, φψ] = l−1

s [σ̂3, φ]ψ + l−1
s φ[σ̂3, ψ] ↔ ∂σφψ + φ∂σψ . (61)

Integrating over the string, we get
∫

dσ ∂σφ(σ) ↔ l−1
s Tr[σ̂3, φ] = 0 , (62)

and
∫

dσ′∂σ′δ(σ;σ′)φ(σ′) ↔ l−1
s [(σ̂3)

b′

c′δ
a;c′

b;a′ − δa;b
′

b;c′(σ̂3)
c′

a′ ]φa
′

b′

= l−1
s [(σ̂3)

b′

bφ
a
b′ − φa

′

b(σ̂3)
a
a′ ] = −l−1

s [σ̂3, φ]
a
b ↔ −∂σφ(σ) . (63)

Given a target space field Φ(x), its pullback on the matrix worldsheet is defined by the formal Taylor expansion

Φ(X) =

∞
∑

n=0

1

n!
∂Nn

· · ·∂N2∂N1Φ(x)(X
N1)aa2(X

N2)a2
a3 · · · (XNn)an

b . (64)

Now, together with the definitions (52, 53, 57, 60), all the σ-integrated expression appeared in the original string
model can be transplanted to our matrix models on M(2). 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 BMN (x) is used to construct the 1-form gauge field A â[X ] in the matrix string space

A
â[X ] =

∫

Σ1

dσ δXM (σ)Bâ
MN (X)∂σX

N(σ) ↔ Trsym

[

dXMBâ
MN (X)∂σX

N
]

. (65)

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

uâ[X ] =

∫

Σ1

dσ uâN (X)∂σX
N(σ) ↔ Tr

(

uâN (X)∂σX
N
)

. (66)

The same discussion as in Sec.III implies that

δGB
â
MN = −2∂[Mu

â
N ] − if â

b̂ĉ
Bb̂

MNTr
(

uĉN1
(X)∂σX

N1

)

. (67)

Matrix p-brane model

For generic p-branes, one just need to consider the tensor product of p-copies 2× 2 matrix

M(2,p) = M(2) ⊗ · · · ⊗M(2) . (68)

Thus

XM (σ) ↔ (XM )a1···ap
b1···bp , ai, bi = 1, 2 , (69)

where the i-th worldvolume spatial coordinate σi is identified with the indices ai
bi .

All the definitions (52, 53, 57, 60, 64) above can be straightforwardly generalized to p > 1 cases. Especially, the
derivative operators are realized as

∂σ1φ(σ) ↔ [σ̂3 ⊗ 1⊗ 1⊗ · · · ⊗ 1, φ] ,
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∂σ2φ(σ) ↔ [1⊗ σ̂3 ⊗ 1⊗ · · · ⊗ 1, φ] , (70)

...

such that the property

∂σi∂σjφ(σ) = ∂σj∂σiφ(σ) (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(2,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(σ)} 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 {XM(σ)}

ds2[X(σ)] =

∫

dpσ

∫

dpσ′
GM,N(σ, σ′)[X ]δXM(σ)δXN (σ′) =

∫

dpσGMN (X)δXM(σ)δXN (σ) . (72)

Then one can naively propose a Yang-Mills type of Lagrangian on {XM (σ)}

L[X(σ)] =

∫

dpσ1

∫

dpσ2

∫

dpσ′
1

∫

dpσ′
2 G

M1,M
′

1(σ1, σ
′
1)[X ]G M2,M

′

2(σ2, σ
′
2)[X ]

×TrG
{

FM1,M2(σ1, σ2)[X ]FM ′

1,M
′

2
(σ′

1, σ
′
2)[X ]

}

. (73)

The action is obtained by integrating over the p-brane configurations

S{X(σ)} =

∫

[DX(σ)]L[X(σ)] . (74)

In terms of the mode expansion

XM (σ) = xM +
∑

ki

aMki
eikiσ

i

, (75)

the integration measure is converted to

∫

[DX(σ)] =

∫

dx
∏

ki

daki
. (76)

To derive an effective target space Lagrangian, we need to integrate out the tower of oscillating modes

Leff(x) =

∫

[
∏

ki

daki
]L[X(σ)] . (77)

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.



9

Acknowledgments. The authors thank Bo-Han Li, Jian-Xin Lu, Hong Lü and Jun-Bao Wu for useful conversations.
This work is supported by National Natural Science Foundation of China(Grants No. 12275217, No. 12247103).

∗ zlwang@nwu.edu.cn
[1] C. N. Yang and R. L. Mills, Phys. Rev. 96, 191-195 (1954)
[2] C. G. Callan, Jr., J. A. Harvey and A. Strominger, Nucl. Phys. B 367, 60-82 (1991)
[3] D. M. Kaplan and J. Michelson, Phys. Rev. D 53, 3474-3476 (1996) [arXiv:hep-th/9510053 [hep-th]].
[4] K. Becker and M. Becker, Nucl. Phys. B 472, 221-230 (1996) [arXiv:hep-th/9602071 [hep-th]].
[5] M. Aganagic, J. Park, C. Popescu and J. H. Schwarz, Nucl. Phys. B 496, 191-214 (1997) [arXiv:hep-th/9701166 [hep-th]].
[6] C. Hofman, [arXiv:hep-th/0207017 [hep-th]].
[7] U. Schreiber, [arXiv:hep-th/0407122 [hep-th]].
[8] A. Gustavsson, JHEP 04, 083 (2008) [arXiv:0802.3456 [hep-th]].
[9] C. Saemann, Commun. Math. Phys. 305, 513-532 (2011) [arXiv:1007.3301 [hep-th]].

[10] C. Papageorgakis and C. Saemann, JHEP 05, 099 (2011) [arXiv:1103.6192 [hep-th]].
[11] L. Breen and W. Messing, Adv. Math. 198, 732 (2005) [arXiv:math/0106083 [math.AG]].
[12] R. Attal, Annales Fond. Broglie 29, 609-634 (2004) [arXiv:math-ph/0203056 [math-ph]].
[13] P. Aschieri, L. Cantini and B. Jurco, Commun. Math. Phys. 254, 367-400 (2005) [arXiv:hep-th/0312154 [hep-th]].
[14] J. C. Baez and J. Huerta, Gen. Rel. Grav. 43, 2335-2392 (2011) [arXiv:1003.4485 [hep-th]].
[15] S. J. Rey and F. Sugino, [arXiv:1002.4636 [hep-th]].
[16] R. I. Nepomechie, Nucl. Phys. B 212, 301-320 (1983)
[17] N. Lambert and C. Papageorgakis, JHEP 08, 083 (2010) [arXiv:1007.2982 [hep-th]].
[18] M. R. Douglas, JHEP 02, 011 (2011) [arXiv:1012.2880 [hep-th]].
[19] N. Lambert, C. Papageorgakis and M. Schmidt-Sommerfeld, JHEP 01, 083 (2011) [arXiv:1012.2882 [hep-th]].
[20] P. M. Ho, K. W. Huang and Y. Matsuo, JHEP 07, 021 (2011) [arXiv:1104.4040 [hep-th]].
[21] C. S. Chu, Nucl. Phys. B 866, 43-57 (2013) [arXiv:1108.5131 [hep-th]].
[22] C. S. Chu and S. L. Ko, JHEP 05, 028 (2012) [arXiv:1203.4224 [hep-th]].

mailto:zlwang@nwu.edu.cn

