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1. Introduction

There is substantial evidence that d=10 superstring theory contains nonperturbative
symmetries coming from an underlying d=11 theory which has been named M-theory
ME]. It is believed that M-theory properties are related to the supermembrane [{] [{] [B]
[d], however, problems with covariantly quantizing the supermembrane have made it diffi-
cult to study these properties. Although there exist light-cone methods such as M(atrix)
theory|[[]][§] for studying the supermembrane, the lack of spacetime gauge and Lorentz sym-
metries makes these light-cone methods clumsy and limits their use to special backgrounds.
Nevertheless, certain properties of M-theory have been successfully studied using light-cone
supermembrane vertex operators [f], and it should now be possible to covariantize these
light-cone methods using the results of this paper.

There are two essential problems with covariant quantization of the supermembrane
which, naively, appear to be unrelated. The first problem, which is also present in the
bosonic membrane, is the complicated non-quadratic nature of the supermembrane Hamil-
tonian and the resulting difficulties in constructing the physical spectrum. The second
problem, which is also present in the Green-Schwarz (GS) superstring [[(], is the kappa
symmetry [[1] of the supermembrane action which implies fermionic second-class con-
straints that are difficult to covariantly separate out from the first-class constraints.

Recently, a new formalism [[2][[3] was developed for quantizing the superstring which
preserves manifest SO(9,1) super-Poincaré covariance but does not suffer from the problems
of the GS formalism. This formalism uses a new version of the superstring action which
includes bosonic pure spinor ghost variables A\* satisfying Ay™A =0 for m =1 to 10.E In
this pure spinor formalism for the superstring, kappa symmetry is replaced by a BRST-like
invariance using the nilpotent operator ) = f Md, where d, is the worldsheet variable
for the d=10 spacetime supersymmetric derivative. Physical vertex operators are defined
as states in the cohomology of () and, since the worldsheet action is quadratic, manifestly
super-Poincaré covariant scattering amplitudes [[4] can be computed using the free-field
OPE’s of the worldsheet variables.

Since the standard supermembrane action [ reduces to the GS version of the Type

ITA superstring action [IJ] after double-dimensional reduction of the eleventh dimension

2 To simplify d=11 language, the time coordinate will be called z'° instead of 2°. The indices
m,n,p,...and u, v, p, ... will label d=10 vectors and spinors, and the indices a, b, ¢, ... and «, 8,7, ...

will label d=11 vectors and spinors.



[], it is natural to look for an alternative version of the supermembrane action which
reduces instead to the pure spinor version of the Type IIA superstring action. Such a
generalization is reasonable given the results of [[§] where d=10 twistor-like methods for
the superstring were generalized to d=11 twistor-like methods for the supermembrane.
Furthermore, it was shown by Howe that just as the super-Yang-Mills equations of motion
can be understood as d=10 pure spinor integrability conditions [[L6], the d=11 supergravity
equations of motion can be understood as d=11 pure spinor integrability conditions [[[7)].

As will be shown in this paper, it is indeed possible to construct a supermembrane
action which reduces after double-dimensional reduction to the pure spinor version of the
Type ITA superstring action. In this pure spinor version of the supermembrane action,
kappa symmetry is replaced by a BRST-like invariance using the nilpotent operator ) =
§ A*d,, where d,, is now the worldvolume variable for the d=11 spacetime supersymmetric
derivative and A® is an SO(10,1) pure spinor ghost variable satisfying AI'“A = 0 for ¢ = 1
to 11.0 After double-dimensional reduction of the eleventh dimension, d, splits into the
left and right-moving Type IIA worldsheet variables dr,, and dgg, A® splits into the left
and right-moving Type ITA pure spinor variables A} and )\’;, and () reduces to the sum
of the left and right-moving Type ITA BRST operators, Q = Qr + Qr where QQ; =
f Nidp, and Qr = f )\%dRﬂ. Furthermore, the eleventh component of the pure spinor
constraint, A\I''* X = 0, replaces the b% — b% constraintll which is necessary for defining
BRST cohomology in closed string theory [I§].

Since kappa symmetry is replaced by a BRST-like invariance, this formalism does not
suffer from quantization problems associated with second-class constraints. Furthermore,
since physical states will be defined as states in the cohomology of @, the complicated
nature of the supermembrane Hamiltonian does not directly enter into the computation
of the physical spectrum. Note that it was proven for the superstring that states in the
cohomology of @) are annihilated by the Hamiltonian [[9], and one expects that this will
also be true for the supermembrane. It might seem surprising that quantization of the

supermembrane is simpler than quantization of the bosonic membrane, but this situation

3 The definition of d=11 pure spinors used here differs from that of Howe in [[7] where d=11
pure spinors were required to satisfy both A\T'°A = 0 and AI'*\ = 0. Howe’s definition of a d=11
pure spinor is more restrictive than the definition used here and does not appear to be appropriate
for superparticle and supermembrane quantization.

4 1 thank Barton Zwiebach for stressing the importance of the b9 — b%, constraint.
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often occurs in supersymmetric systems where second-order differential equations can be
replaced by first-order differential equations.

Before discussing the supermembrane, it will be useful to first covariantly quantize
the d=11 superparticle which describes the zero modes of the supermembrane. To make
this paper self-contained, covariant quantization of the N=1 and N=2 d=10 superparticles
and Type II superstring will also be reviewed here.

As reviewed in section 2, covariant quantization [[[J] of the N=1 d=10 superparticle
allows a BRST description of super-Maxwell theory where the nilpotent BRST operator is
Q = Md,, d, is the N=1 d=10 supersymmetric derivative, and A* is a d=10 pure spinor
ghost variable satisfying Ay™A = 0 for m = 1 to 10. Using a suitably defined norm ( ) of
ghost number three, the super-Maxwell action can be constructed as f dPz(VQV) where
U (A, z,0) is a quantum-mechanical wavefunction depending on the d=10 pure spinor and
superspace variables. At ghost number one, ¥ = M\ A, (x,0) where A, (x,0) describes the
super-Maxwell fields, and at other ghost numbers, ¥ describes the super-Maxwell ghosts,
antifields and antighosts.

Furthermore, by coupling the pure spinor version of the N=1 d=10 superparticle
action to a super-Maxwell background, one obtains the integrated version of the open su-
perstring massless vertex operator. By evaluating correlation functions of these integrated
vertex operators with the unintegrated massless vertex operators ¥ = A\*A,,, one can com-
pute N=1 d=10 supersymmetric Born-Infeld amplitudes in a manifestly super-Poincaré
covariant manner. The normalization for the worldsheet zero modes in these correlation
functions is defined by the ghost number three norm used in the super-Maxwell action.

In section 3, the N=2 d=10 superparticle is covariantly quantized using the BRST
operators (), = )\‘L‘dw and Qr = /\l}%dRﬂ where dr,, and dg; are the N=2 d=10 super-
symmetric derivatives and A} and )\’; are independent pure spinors satisfying Ay A =
ARY™Ar = 0. At non-zero momentum, the physical spectrum corresponds to linearized
Type II supergravity, however, at zero momentum, there are Type II supergravity states
that are missing from the N=2 d=10 superparticle spectrum. This fact is related to the
absence of a b9 — b% constraint, which is known from closed string field theory [[§ to be
necessary for obtaining the correct physical spectrum at zero momentum. The absence of
the b9 — b(}% constraint in the N=2 d=10 superparticle also prevents the construction of
a [dPz(PQV) action for linearized Type II supergravity, which is not surprising for the
Type IIB superparticle because of the self-dual five-form field strength in the spectrum.
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In section 4, a pure spinor version of the d=11 superparticle action is constructed.
In this action, kappa symmetry is replaced by a BRST-like invariance generated by the
nilpotent operator @ = A*d, where d, is the d=11 supersymmetric derivative and A®
is a d=11 pure spinor satisfying AI'’A = 0 for ¢ = 1 to 11. Using the results of the
appendix where the zero momentum cohomology of @ is explicitly computed, it is argued
that the complete cohomology of () describes linearized d=11 supergravity B. As in the
super-Maxwell action constructed using the N=1 d=10 superparticle, the linearized d=11
supergravity action can be constructed as [d'z(¥QU) where (), x,0) is a quantum-
mechanical wavefunction depending on the d=11 pure spinor and superspace variables, and
( ) is a suitably defined norm of ghost number seven. At ghost number three, ¥(\, x,0) =
ANINY Ay (2, 0) where Aqp(,0) describes the linearized d=11 supergravity fields, and
at other ghost numbers, ¥ describes the linearized d=11 supergravity ghosts, antifields and
antighosts. The fact that d=11 supergravity fields carry ghost number three is explained
by their coupling to the three-dimensional worldvolume of the supermembrane, while the
ghost number one super-Maxwell fields and ghost number two Type II supergravity fields
couple respectively to the one-dimensional superparticle worldline and two-dimensional
superstring worldsheet.

When P;; = 0, the d=11 superparticle BRST operator reduces to Q = Qr + Qr
where Q, and Qr are the N=2 d=10 superparticle BRST operators, and the physical
spectrum is linearized Type IIA supergravity without the zero momentum problems that
were encountered using the N=2 d=10 superparticle. This is possible since the 9 — b%
constraint is imposed in the d=11 superparticle by the eleventh component of the pure
spinor constraint, A\I''' A = 0, which is not present in the N=2 d=10 superparticle.

In section 5, covariant quantization of the N=2 d=10 superparticle is generalized to
the Type II superstring by extending the pure spinor and N=2 d=10 superspace variables
to worldsheet fields. After reviewing the pure spinor version of the closed superstring
action in a flat background, a BRST-invariant action is constructed in a curved Type II
supergravity background where the left and right-moving BRST operators, Qr, = § A\ dr,,
and Qr = § /\’;d Rrp are conserved and nilpotent when the curved background is on-shell

P1).

® The cohomology of @ was independently computed in [B0], which appeared a few months
before this preprint was written. I would like to thank Paul Howe for bringing reference [RJ] to

my attention.



The integrated form of the closed superstring massless vertex operator is the linearized
contribution of the curved background to the superstring action, and the unintegrated form
of the massless vertex operator is the N=2 superparticle wavefunction ¥ (A, Ag, x,01,0R).
Using the left-right product of the zero mode normalization of the N=1 d=10 superparticle,
one can compute Type Il superstring massless tree amplitudes in a manifestly super-
Poincaré covariant manner by evaluating the correlation function of these integrated and
unintegrated massless vertex operators on a string worldsheet. In a flat background, the
pure spinor version of the superstring action is quadratic, so these correlation functions
can easily be evaluated using the free field OPE’s of the worldsheet variables.

Finally, in section 6, a pure spinor version of the d=11 supermembrane action is
constructed where kappa symmetry is replaced by a BRST-like invariance generated by () =
j; A%d, and \* and d,, are now worldvolume variables. This supermembrane action reduces
to the pure spinor version of the d=11 superparticle action when the membrane tension
becomes infinite, and reduces to the pure spinor version of the Type ITA superstring action
when the eleventh dimension is compactified on an infinitesimally small circle keeping the
string tension constant. The supermembrane action is then generalized to a curved d=11
supergravity background where the BRST operator () = f A%d,, is nilpotent and conserved
when the background is on-shell.

As in the superstring, the integrated form of the massless supermembrane vertex
operator is the linearized contribution of the curved background to the action, and the
unintegrated form of the massless supermembrane vertex operator is the d=11 superpar-
ticle wavefunction W(A,z,0). Using the same zero mode normalization as in the d=11
superparticle, one can formally define supermembrane scattering amplitudes as correlation
function of these integrated and unintegrated vertex operators on a membrane worldvol-
ume. Although the supermembrane action is not quadratic in a flat background, it might
be possible to compute these correlation functions using a perturbative expansion in the
inverse of the membrane tension. Note that unlike superstring scattering amplitudes, one
does not expect a genus expansion for supermembrane scattering amplitudes since there is
no coupling of worldvolume curvature to a spacetime field in the supermembrane action.

In section 7, a conjecture is made that these supermembrane scattering amplitudes are
M-theory scattering amplitudes which, after compactification of the eleventh dimension
on a circle whose radius depends on the string coupling constant, reproduce Type ITA
superstring scattering amplitudes. Since the perturbative expansion in the membrane
tension preserves manifest d=11 super-Poincaré covariance, these scattering amplitudes
would contain non-perturbative information about the Type ITA superstring which might

be useful for studying M-theory.



2. Covariant Quantization of the N=1 d=10 Superparticle

Since the d=11 superparticle has a simpler action than the d=11 supermembrane,
it will be useful to explain how to covariantly quantize the d=11 superparticle before
discussing the supermembrane. The quantization method is similar to the method used in

[[3] for quantizing the N=1 d=10 superparticle, which will be reviewed first.

2.1. Standard description of the N=1 d=10 superparticle

The standard action for the N=1 d=10 superparticle is |22
S = /dT(PmHm +eP™P,) (2.1)

where ’
m -m ? m v
nm =i™ + 59“7W9 ) (2.2)

m = 1 to 10 is the SO(9,1) vector index with z1° as the time coordinate, u = 1 to 16 is
the SO(9,1) Majorana-Weyl spinor index, P,, is the canonical momentum for ™, and e is
the Lagrange multiplier which enforces the mass-shell condition. The gamma matrices 7,,,,

(m

MUV are 16 x 16 symmetric matrices which satisfy v, ™) ¥P = 2n™™of. Upper spinor

and ~y
indices will denote Weyl d=10 spinors whereas lower spinor indices will denote anti-Weyl
d=10 spinors. In terms of the standard 32 x 32 d=10 I'-matrices satisfying {I"", "} =
2n™™, vy, and Y™ are the off-diagonal blocks of I'™ in the Weyl representation. Note
that any d=10 antisymmetric bispinor f#! can be written in terms of a three-form as
flo) = (Ymnp)™ f™7P, and any d=10 symmetric bispinor ¢{#) can be decomposed into
a one-form and five-form as gi") = Y4 g™ + (Ypnpgr)* g™"P9". Furthermore, the d=10
gamma matrices satisfy the identity 77mn7(n;u7§)a =0.

The action of (R.1) is invariant under the global N=1 d=10 spacetime-supersymmetry
transformations

SOM = ek, g™ = %Q’yme, P, = de = 0, (2.3)

and under the local kappa transformations [[I1]]
5OF = P™(ymk)",  ox™ = —%efymae, 5Py =0, de=if"k,. (2.4)
The canonical momentum to 6, which will be called p,,, satisfies

. 7
Py = aL/aeu = §Pm(7m9>u7



so canonical quantization requires that physical states are annihilated by the sixteen

fermionic Dirac constraints defined by

7; m
du =DPu — §Pm(’7 9>u- (2-5>
Since {p,, 0"} = —1id,,, these constraints satisfy the Poisson brackets
{dw dv} = _Pm%%? (2'6)

and since PP, = 0 is also a constraint, eight of the sixteen Dirac constraints are first-
class and eight are second-class. Omne can easily check that the eight first-class Dirac
constraints generate the kappa transformations of (R.4), however, there is no simple way
to covariantly separate out the second-class constraints.

Although one cannot covariantly quantize the action of (2.1]), one can classically couple

the superparticle to a super-Maxwell background using the action
S = / dr[PpII™ + eP P, + q(6" A, (,0) + TI™ A,y (2, 0))) (2.7)

where A, and A,, are the spinor and vector super-Maxwell gauge superfields and ¢ is the
charge of the superparticle. The action of (R.7) is invariant under spacetime supersymmetry
and under the background gauge transformations 64, = D,A and JA,, = 0,,A where
D, = 52 + £(y™0),.0m. And if the kappa transformations of (2-4) are modified to

00" = P (ymr)t,  dz™ = —%97””59, 8P = —qd0y™W, e = i(6” + 2ieqW" )k,
(2.8)
where WH = 1—1077"’“”(D,,Am —0mA,) is the super-Maxwell spinor field strength superfield
B3], the action of (R.1) is invariant under (P.§) when A,, and A,, satisfy the super-Maxwell
equations of motion D, A, + D, A, = anVAm.
2.2. Pure spinor description of the N=1 d=10 superparticle

Instead of using the standard superparticle action of (B.1]), the pure spinor formalism

for the N=1 d=10 superparticle uses the quadratic action [[J]
. ) 1

Spure = /dT(Pma'sm + 0" +w, A — iPum) (2.9)

where p,, is now an independent variable [24], A* is a pure spinor ghost variable satisfying

AMMA=0 for m=1 to 10, (2.10)
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and w,, is the canonical momentum to A\* which is defined up to the gauge transformation
dw, = (V" N) A, (2.11)

for arbitrary gauge parameters A,,. One can easily show using a U(5) decomposition of
a Wick-rotated SO(10) spinor that the constraint of (R.10) and the gauge transformation
of w, imply that A and w, each contain eleven independent (:omponents..E The action of

(B:9) can be written in manifestly spacetime supersymmetric notation as
. . 1
Spure = /dT(PmHm +d 0" + w, A\ — EPum) (2.12)

where II"" and d,, are defined as in (.2) and (E.5). Note that d,, is defined to be invariant
under spacetime supersymmetry, so p,, should be defined to transform as dp,, = %Pm('yme) "
under (B.3).

To obtain the correct physical spectrum, the action of (2.9) needs to be supplemented
with the constraint that physical states are in the cohomology of the BRST-like operator

Q = Nd,. (2.13)

Note that Q% = 0 using (2:10) and (2.9), and carries ghost-number +1 if A* and w,, are
defined to carry ghost-number +1 and —1 respectively. Although it is not yet understood
how to obtain @) from gauge-fixing a reparameterization invariant action, it is straightfor-
ward to covariantly quantize the superparticle using this BRST operator and check that
one obtains the correct spectrum.

Unlike the usual particle action where the mass-shell condition comes from the repa-
rameterization constraint P, P™ = 0, the mass-shell condition in the pure spinor formalism
is implied indirectly by the ) = A\*d,, constraint. Furthermore, the gauge invariances gen-
erated by @ replace the kappa transformations of (.4) which are not a symmetry of (R.9).
Although light-cone gauge fixing is more subtle in the pure spinor formalism than in the
usual formalism, one can check that the correct counting of light-cone variables can be ob-
tained by using the pure spinor ghost variables to cancel the non-physical matter variables.
The 22 independent bosonic ghost variables of A and w,, cancel 22 of the 32 fermionic vari-
ables of 8# and p,,, leaving ten fermionic variables. Two of these ten fermionic variables act
as the missing (b, ¢) reparameterization ghosts and cancel the longtitudinal components of
2™ and P,,. The remaining eight fermionic variables are the physical light-cone fermionic

variables.

6 Although the eleven independent components of A\* must be complex in order to satisfy
(), their complex conjugates A* never appear in the pure spinor formalism and can therefore

be ignored.



2.3. BRST description of super-Maxwell theory

Using the BRST quantization method, the cohomology of the BRST operator @) at
a fixed ghost number should reproduce the physical fields in the spectrum. Furthermore,
the structure of BRST transformations implies that if the ghost number of physical fields
is defined to be GG, the states at ghost number less than G describe spacetime ghosts,
the states at ghost number G 4 1 describe spacetime antifields, and the states at ghost
number greater than G + 1 describe spacetime antighosts. This structure comes from the
fact that the BRST transformation of a field is its gauge transformation using a ghost as
the gauge parameter, the BRST transformation of an antifield is the equation of motion of
the corresponding field, and the BRST transformation of an antighost is the gauge-fixing
condition acting on the antifield. As will now be reviewed, the cohomology of the BRST
operator QQ = Md,, for the N=1 d=10 superparticle correctly reproduces these states for
N=1 d=10 super-Maxwell theory where the ghost number of physical fields is defined to
be G = 1.

At ghost-number one, the states in the N=1 d=10 superparticle Hilbert space are

described by the wavefunction
V(N z,0)=NA,(z,0) (2.14)
where A, (z, ) is a spinor superfield. Since A*\” is proportional to (Ymnpgr)** Ay PN,
QU =XMNX\"D,A, =0 (2.15)
implies that
(Ymnpgr)" DAy =0 (2.16)

where D,, = % + %(’me) 1Om is the N=1 d=10 supersymmetric derivative and mnpgr is

any five-form direction. And
0V =QA=XND,A (2.17)

implies the gauge transformation
0A,(x,0) = D,A(z,0). (2.18)

(B-1@) and (P.I§) are the N=1 d=10 super-Maxwell equations of motion and gauge invari-
ances written in terms of the spinor gauge superfield A, (x, ). To see this, one can expand

A, (x,0) in components as
A (x,0) = fu(z) + fu(2)8” + fu,(x)0"6° + ... (2.19)
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Using the gauge invariance and equations of motion of (R.17) and (R.16), one can set

fu(x> = 0: fw/(x> = PYZ;L/am(x)? fuup(x) = Umany’Y;L]O—XU(x): (2'2())

and all higher components of A,(x,0) to be proportional to a,,(x) and x”(z), where
an,(z) and x?(x) are the photon and photino satisfying the equations of motion and gauge
invariances

0" Oy = 0" (YmX)u =0,  bam = Onw. (2.21)

So the cohomology of Ad, at ghost number one reproduces the physical super-
Maxwell fields. To check that the cohomology at other ghost numbers correctly reproduces
the super-Maxwell ghosts, antifields, and antighosts, it is convenient to first compute the
cohomology at zero momentum. As shown in the appendix of [[3], the cohomology of

Q = Md, at zero momentum is equivalent to the cohomology of
Q = N'pu + (M N 1)m + )y (M) ptt_yy + MmN (g7 0()) (2.22)

_2(b(—2)uxu)(1}(l)u}‘vy) + Clé) (VmX)HUEn—Q) + (vax)v@)mb(—i’)),

where M is an unconstrained spinor and [b(—n)» €(m)] and [u(_p), v(ny] are new fermionic
and bosonic pairs of conjugate variables of ghost number [—n,n] which cancel the effect
of removing the pure spinor constraint on )\”.ﬂ The term b(_l)m(XWmX) replaces the
pure spinor constraint, and the other terms in @ are needed to eliminate the extra gauge
invariances implied by this constraint. For example, since b(_l)m(X’me) is invariant under
Ob(—1ym = vaf, one needs to include the term c%(ivm)uu’{_l). And since this term

is invariant under 5u?_1) = (X'me)('ymf)“ — 2\H (X”fy), one needs to include the term

oM By vtey) = 2(b 2,3 (w077,

Since A" is unconstrained, it is easy to compute the zero-momentum cohomology of
@ at arbitrary ghost number. One finds that the states in the cohomology are in one-to-
one correspondence with the variables [1, czrl‘),v(l)u, c‘é),v(g)m, c(3)]- So there is a scalar
spacetime ghost at ghost number zero, a vector and spinor field at ghost number one,

a spinor and vector antifield at ghost number two, and a scalar spacetime antighost at

7 This approach of adding new variables and removing the pure spinor constraint was recently
used to quantize the superstring in [R§]. However, at non-zero momentum, this approach leads to
complications which makes it usefulness unclear. For example, one needs to include a term c(}) P

in (R.22) which naively puts a constraint on the momentum P,.
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ghost number three. This reproduces the desired BRST structure of super-Maxwell theory
since the only gauge field is the photon which implies a single scalar ghost. Using the
map between () and @, one finds that the corresponding states in the zero-momentum

cohomology of ) with constrained A\* are given by
YA, 0) = w4 (A" 0)am + (Ay"0)(0vmx) + (Ay™0) (A" 0) (07mnX") (2.23)

M) (A" 0) (0Ymnpd)a™ + (MY 0) (A" 0) (AP O) (0Vimnpt )™

where w is the spacetime ghost, a,, and x* are the fields, x}, and a*? are the antifields,
and w* is the antighost.

The cohomology of () at non-zero momentum can be obtained by finding the con-
straints on these component fields implied by Q¥ = 0 and §¥ = QA. One finds that w
and w* have trivial cohomology at non-zero momentum whereas a*? and xJ, satisfy the

equations of motion and gauge invariances
0pa™ =0, da,, = 0"010n), (5)(;; = 07(7¢&) - (2.24)

As expected, the gauge invariances and equations of motion of the super-Maxwell antifields
are related to the equations of motion and gauge invariances of the super-Maxwell fields
of (Z21).

Using the wave function ¥ and the BRST operator @ = A\d,,, one can construct the

spacetime actiona

S = / dPz(TQV) (2.25)

where the norm ( ) is defined such that
((A™0) (A"0)(MP0) (0vmnpt)) = 1. (2.26)

Since (AY™8)(AY"0)(AyP0)(8ymnpb) is the antighost state in (2.23) which cannot be written
as QA for any A, the action of (P.27) is gauge invariant under ¥ = QA. Furthermore,
the equations of motion from varying ¥ in (.2§) imply that Q¥ = 0 for components in
QV involving up to five 6’s. Although the manifestly supersymmetric equations of motion

require that Q¥ = 0 for all components of QWV, one can check that any component of

8 This action was first proposed to me by John Schwarz and Edward Witten [24] and generalizes
to the super-Yang-Mills action S = g% f dPxTr(TQWV + %\IJ3> However, there does not appear to

be a non-abelian generalization for the analogous action constructed using the d=11 superparticle.
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Q¥ = 0 with more than five 0’s is an auxiliary equation of motion which does not affect
physical fields. So removing these auxiliary equations of motion changes auxiliary fields to
gauge fields, but does not change the physical content of the theory.

So the action of (R.2§) reproduces the Batalin-Vilkovisky action for super-Maxwell
theory and, if W is restricted to ghost number one, (B.25) reproduces the standard super-
Maxwell action. Note that the norm of (P:26) only involves integration over five of the
sixteen 6* variables and therefore resembles a harmonic superspace. Since there are eleven
independent bosonic \* variables, one can interpret this integration over five 6’s as coming
from a cancellation between the A\ integration and the integration over eleven of the

sixteen @* variables.

2.4. Coupling the superparticle to a super-Mazxwell background

To couple the pure spinor version of the superparticle action of (.9) to a super-
Maxwell background in a BRST-invariant manner, it is convenient to use the Oda-Tonin
method of [7] in which one first computes the BRST variation of the standard super-
particle action in a super-Maxwell background of (7). Under the BRST transformation
generated by @ = \*d,,,

QO =N, Qu™ =200, Qdy = —ill" () Quu=dy,  (227)
where the auxiliary equation of motion P,, = II,, has been used. One can check that
Q? annihilates all variables except for w,,, which satisfies Q%w,, = —iIl,,(y™\),. This is
consistent with the nilpotency of @ since dw, = —ill,,(y™\), is a gauge transformation
of (R.11]) with gauge parameter A, = —ill,,.

After fixing the reparameterization gauge e = —% and using the auxiliary equation of

motion for P,,, the standard superparticle action in a super-Maxwell background of (B.7)
transforms under (2:27) as

QS =i / dr (0 — igW*) (4™ \) 11, (2.28)
when the background superfields are on-shell. So if one adds the term
S = /dT Q6" — igWH)w,] (2.29)

to the standard action,
QS+5)=0Q5+ / dr Q*(6" — igW ™) w,] = QS + / dr (0" — igW ™) Q%*w,, = 0. (2.30)
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Therefore, the BRST invariant action for the N=1 d=10 superparticle in a super-Maxwell
background is
Spure = S+ S (2.31)

= /dr[%nmnm +d, 0"+ w N+ q(0r A, +TI™ A, — id, WH — i( Ay w) Fppp )]

where QWH* = XD, W = \(y™") *F,,,, and F,, is the super-Maxwell superfield whose
lowest component is the vector field strength.

Furthermore, one can check that the integrand of the super-Maxwell interaction term,
V =0"A, +TI™A,, —id,W* —i(0y™"w)Fypp, (2.32)

satisfies QV = %(/\“Au), which is the expected relation between the integrated super-
Maxwell vertex operator and the unintegrated ghost number one vertex operator ¥ =
A A,,. Open superstring massless tree amplitudes can be computed in a manifestly super-
Poincaré covariant manner by evaluating the correlation function of these integrated and
unintegrated super-Maxwell vertex operators on the one-dimensional boundary of an open
superstring worldsheet. By taking the tension of the string to infinity, these amplitudes
reduce to N=1 d=10 supersymmetric Born-Infeld scattering amplitudes. To compute an
N-point tree amplitude, one needs three unintegrated vertex operators and N-3 integrated
vertex operators, and the normalization for the zero modes is defined as in (B.26) which,
as desired, is non-vanishing for ghost number three. Furthermore, since the ghost number
three antighost state of (R.26) is in the cohomology of @ and is not the supersymmetric
variation of any state in the cohomology of (), this normalization definition is manifestly

gauge invariant and supersymmetric.

3. Covariant Quantization of the N=2 d=10 Superparticle

Before quantizing the d=11 superparticle, it will be useful to discuss the N=2 d=10
superparticle. Since the N=2 d=10 superparticle describes the zero modes of the Type
IT superstring, its quantization is expected to describe a linearized version of Type II
supergravity.

As will be seen in this section, there are subtleties at zero momentum with quantizing
the N=2 d=10 superparticle which are related to subtleties with quantizing the Type
IT superstring. Recall that there is a left and right-moving set of (br,cr) and (bgr,cr)

ghosts in closed string theory, and states in the closed string cohomology are required
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to be annihilated by both @ + Qg and by the zero mode b} — b%. The absence of
reparameterization ghosts in the pure spinor formalism makes it difficult to impose the
b9 — b% condition, which is related to the difficulty in constructing a kinetic term for
closed superstring field theory. Remarkably, these subtleties will be resolved for the Type
ITA superparticle in section 4 by taking the P;; = 0 limit of the d=11 superparticle. The
fact that these subtleties are not resolved for the Type IIB superparticle is not surprising

because of the self-dual five-form field strength in the Type IIB supergravity spectrum.

3.1. Standard description of the N=2 d=10 superparticle

The standard action for the N=2 d=10 superparticle is
S = /dT(PmHm +eP™P,,) (3.1)

where , ,
m - m ? m v Lol m pp
" =z + iegfyuyeL + ieé%yﬂﬁel% (32)

v

m=1t%o 10, p =1 to 16, 4 =1 to 16, and (9%,9%) are the Type II fermionic superspace
variables. For the Type ITA superparticle, ; and i denote spinors of opposite chirality,
while for the Type IIB superparticle, i and i denote spinors of the same chirality.

The action of (B.1)) is invariant under the global N=2 d=10 spacetime-supersymmetry

transformations
50" =€, SO = b s = %(emmq +OpY"eR), 0Py = de =0, (3.3)
and under the local kappa transformations
595 = Pm(Vm/fL)u7 59% = Pm(fymFJR)l% oz = —%(QLmemL + QR’ym(seR% (34)

6Pn =0, de=1i(0%kr, +0%kRo).

The canonical momenta to ¢ and 05‘;{, which will be called pr,, and pgrj, satisfy

prLu = 0L/00} = ipm(%nQL)u, Prp = OL/00y, = ipm(’Vng)ﬁu

so canonical quantization requires that physical states are annihilated by the 32 fermionic

Dirac constraints defined by

L P (4™ 6) (3.5)

/Z: m
iy = pru = 5Pn(y"00)u,  dra = Pra — 5
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Since {pr, 07} = —i6;, and {pra, 0%} = —iéz, these constraints satisfy the Poisson brack-
ets
{de,7 dLl/} m'Y,u/: {dRuv dRV} m’)’w/, {de,7 dRﬁ} - 07 (36>

and since P™P,, = 0 is also a constraint, 16 of the 32 Dirac constraints are first-class and
16 are second-class. One can easily check that the 16 first-class Dirac constraints generate
the kappa transformations of (B.4)), however, there is no simple way to covariantly separate

out the second-class constraints.

3.2. Pure spinor description of the N=2 d=10 superparticle

Instead of using the standard N=2 superparticle action of (B.1]), the pure spinor for-

malism for the N=2 d=10 superparticle uses the quadratic action
Spure = /dT(Pm.CC —i—pLHQ —|—pRH9 +wLH>‘L —i—wRu)\ — —PmP ) (3.7)

where pr, and pgr; are now independent variables, A7 and )\’}% are pure spinor ghost

variables satisfying
Ay AL =0 and Agy"Ar =0 for m=1 to 10, (3.8)
and wr,, and wg; are defined up to the gauge transformations

dwry = (V"AL)uNrm, dwryp = (V" AR)pARm, (3.9)

for arbitrary gauge parameters A, and Ag,,. The action of (B77) can be written in
manifestly spacetime supersymmetric notation as

Lpmp,) (3.10)

Spm«e:/dT(P Hm+dLu9L+dRueR+wLu)\L+wRu)\ 5

where II", dr,, and dgy; are defined as in (B.2) and (B.H).

To obtain the correct physical spectrum, the action of (B.7) will be supplemented
with the constraint that physical states are in the cohomology of the left and right-moving
BRST-like operators

Qr=MNdp, and Qgr=Nedgy. (3.11)

In other words, physical states ¥ will be defined by the equations of motion and gauge

invariances

QLY =Qr¥Y =0, 0¥ =QrAL+ QrAr, (3.12)
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where the gauge parameters Ay and Ag are constrained to satisfy QrArL = QrAr =
0. As will now be shown, this definition of physical states at (left,right) ghost number
(1,1) and non-zero momentum reproduces the correct linearized Type II supergravity
spectrum. However, at zero momentum, the definition of (B.12) omits certain states in the
supergravity spectrum. As will be explained below, this is caused by the absence of the
N=2 superparticle analog of the b — b(}% constraint for the Type II superstring.

Note that in light-cone gauge, the 44 independent (A7, )\%) and (wr,, wr;) bosonic
ghost variables cancel 44 of the 64 fermionic (9%,0@) and (pr,,prp) variables, leaving
twenty fermionic variables. Two of these twenty fermionic variables act as the missing
(b, ¢) reparameterization ghosts and cancel the longtitudinal components of ™ and P,,.
However, besides the sixteen physical light-cone fermionic variables, there are still two extra
fermionic variables which need to be eliminated. These two extra fermionic variables are

the N=2 superparticle analog of the (b, —bgr, c, —cgr) zero modes in the closed superstring.

3.3. BRST description of linearized Type II supergravity at non-zero momentum

Since 1, and Qg are constructed from independent variables, the physical states de-
fined by (B-I2) for the N=2 superparticle are described by the “left-right” product of two
N=1 superparticle physical states. At (left,right) ghost number (1, 1), the N=2 superpar-
ticle wavefunction

\IJ(AL,)\R,.CC,QL,QR) :A’zAﬁRAH,;(x,QL,GR) (313)
is physical if A, satisfies
(’Ymnpqr)p“DLpAuﬁ = (’Ymnpqr>ﬁ7)DRﬁAuﬁ =0 (3.14)
with the gauge invariances

5Auﬁ = DLMALIJ + DRI)ARM where (’7mnpqr>ﬁﬂDRp"ALﬂ = (’Ymnpqr)puDLpARu = 07
(3.15)

and

_ 90
~ 07

5
(Y"01)u0m, Drp = —— + =(v"05)30m, (3.16)

D
o o0t " 2

L
2
are the N=2 d=10 supersymmetric derivatives.

In components, (B-14) and (B.I15) imply that the physical states of the N=2 superpar-

ticle are described by left-right product of super-Maxwell photons and photinos. That is,

at ghost number (1,1)
\I/()\L, /\R, x, GL, QR) = ()\LVmQL)(/\R’ynQR)amn(l’) (317)
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+ALY™0L) ARY"OR) (OrYn) i X b () + ALY OL) (01 Ym) w(ARY"OR) X o (2)
+<)‘L'7meL)<9L'7m)u<)‘R7neR)(QR’Yn)f,F“ﬁ(x) + ...

where the higher components in ... can be expressed in terms of apn, X7, X'&, and F*7.

Furthermore, these fields satisfy the equations of motion
0" (Omanp — Onamp) = 0" (Omanp — Opanm) =0, (3.18)

0" Xy = Vs OmX T = 05 0" O Xy = Vi OmXen = 0,
Vi Om 7 = Al 0 F7P = 0,

and gauge invariances
Omn = OmWin + OpnWRm, 5xﬁm = mag, X = Om0'n, (3.19)
where the gauge parameters satisfy
0" Opmwin) = 0" OpmWrn) = 'yl%amaz = Y, 0mop = 0. (3.20)
If one chooses the Lorentz gauge
O™ A, = gy = XY, = DN =0, (3.21)

the equations of motion and gauge invariances of (B.1§) and (B.19) are those of linearized
Type II supergravity where a,n = hmn + bmn + Nmn@® describes the symmetric traceless
graviton h,,,, antisymmetric two-form b,,, and dilaton ¢, where Xlzm = p‘zm + e,
and x5, = P, + VEY €Ry describe the N=2 gamma-matrix traceless gravitini [p‘zm, O]
and dilatini [¢15, £R,], and where F#” describes the Ramond-Ramond field strengths.

So at non-zero momentum, where Lorentz gauge is possible, the ghost number
(1,1) fields in ¥ correctly describe the linearized Type II supergravity fields. How-
ever, at zero momentum, not all the physical Type II supergravity fields are included
in (amn, X%m, X' FH?). For example, both the dilaton and the trace of the metric are
physical scalars at zero momentum, but a,,, only contains one scalar. Similarly, the
Ramond-Ramond gauge fields at zero momentum are not described by F*”. The ab-
sence of these zero momentum fields prevents the construction of a Type II supergravity

kinetic term which would be the N=2 superparticle analog of the super-Maxwell action

constructed in (2.27).
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As mentioned earlier, this problem is related to the absence of the % —b% constraint in
the pure spinor formalism. In closed string field theory, the correct definition of physical
states uses the BRST cohomology of ) = Q1 + Qr, together with the constraint that
states are annihilated by % — b%. Although this definition agrees with (B-1J) at non-zero
momentum, it does not agree with (B:I2) at zero momentum. Although it will not be
possible to impose the b9 — 0% constraint for the N=2 d=10 superparticle, it will now be
shown that this constraint is naturally imposed when one quantizes the d=11 superparticle

using pure spinors.

4. Covariant Quantization of the d=11 Superparticle

In this section, the d=11 superparticle will be covariantly quantized in a manner which

allows a BRST description of linearized d=11 supergravity.

4.1. Standard description of the d=11 superparticle

The standard action for the d=11 superparticle is
S— / dr(P,II° + eP°P,) (4.1)

where

1 .
I1° = i¢ + —p°T< .08 4.2
x + 2 Oéﬁ Y ( )

¢ =1to 11 is the SO(10,1) vector index with x'° as the time coordinate, and o = 1 to 32 is
the SO(10,1) spinor index. The d=11 gamma matrices I';, 5 are 32 x 32 symmetric matrices
which satisfy Fgcﬁfd) B = 2n°d§Y. In d=11, spinor indices can be raised and lowered using
the antisymmetric metric tensor C*? and its inverse Cojﬁl. For example, [P = CO“SF:;B =
C’O“SC’B’VFEV. Note that any d=11 antisymmetric bispinor fl*8 can be decomposed into a
scalar, three-form, and four-form as fl*8l = C%P f 4 (Tyeq) P f0°0 + (Tpeqe ) *P 0%, and any
d=11 symmetric bispinor ¢(*? can be decomposed into a one-form, two-form and five-form
as (@) =T8¢ 4 (T .q)*Pgd + (I‘bcdef)o‘ﬁgb‘:def. Furthermore, the d=11 gamma matrices
satisfy the identity nchl(’QBny‘g) =0.

The action of ({.1]) is invariant under the global d=11 spacetime-supersymmetry trans-

formations

50% = ¢, §a° = %erce, 5P, = e =0, (4.3)
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and under the local kappa transformations
60% = P¢(T.k)®, 6z = —%ercae, 6P, =0, de=i0%,. (4.4)
The canonical momentum to 6%, which will be called p,, satisfies
Pa = OL/0O™ = %PC(m)a,

so canonical quantization requires that physical states are annihilated by the 32 fermionic
Dirac constraints defined by ’
i

do, = Pa — §PC(F09)Q. (4.5)

Since {pa,0°} = —id?, these constraints satisfy the Poisson brackets
{don dﬁ} = _PCFSXB7 (46)

and since P°P. = 0 is also a constraint, 16 of the 32 Dirac constraints are first-class and
16 are second-class. One can easily check that the 16 first-class Dirac constraints generate
the kappa transformations of ({.4)), however, there is no simple way to covariantly separate

out the second-class constraints.

4.2. Pure spinor description of the d=11 superparticle

At Py; = 0, the action of (1)) reduces to the standard Type IIA N=2 superparticle

action of (B]) where 67 = %(1 + T'H)E9> and 9% = %(1 — T2 This suggests

constructing a new pure spinor version of the d=11 superparticle action which instead
reduces at Pj; = 0 to the Type ITA N=2 superparticle action of (B.7]). This pure spinor

version of the d=11 superparticle action will be defined as the quadratic action
e e y @ 1 c
Spure — / Ar(Pa + pod® + wa® — S PP (4.7)
where p,, is an independent variable, A* is an SO(10,1) pure spinor ghost variable satisfying
Al'A=0 for ¢c=1 to 11, (4.8)
and w,, is the canonical momentum to \* which is defined up to the gauge transformation

Swa = (TN)aA, (4.9)
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for arbitrary gauge parameter A..
With the exception of the d=11 pure spinor constraint of (.§), the action of (f.7)
reduces when Pj; = 0 to the Type IIA N=2 superparticle action of (B.7) where

1 7 1 7
oF — (1 -l-Fll gea, P = (1 — 11! 590" 4.10
1 11\« 1 11\«
PLy = ﬁ“ —T)0Pas  PrRa = ﬁ(l + 1) iPas
1 i 1 i
M= ST A= - T
Wiy = = (1= T owa,  wip = —=(1+ T 2u,.
u \/§ uWars i \/5 B

However, the d=11 pure spinor constraint A\I'>A = 0 does not reduce to the N=2 d=10 pure
spinor constraints ALy AL = Agry™Ar = 0 of (B.§). As will now be shown, the difference
between these constraints resolves the difficulties discussed in the previous subsection for
quantization of the Type IIA N=2 superparticle.
After decomposing A* into A} and Ag,, the constraint A\['*A = 0 for ¢ = 1 to 11
implies that
AN = Ay AL + ArY"Ar =0 for m=1 to 10, (4.11)

ATHA = Mgy, = 0.

The first line of (f.I7]) is obviously satisfied when ALy AL = Ary™Ar = 0, however, the
second line is new and is not implied by (B.g).

Note that when AI''!) is non-zero, the constraint A\I'* X = 0 implies that
APTHN = A\ y™ AL — Agy™Ar =0 for m=1 to 10, (4.12)

which are the remaining constraints of (B.§). To prove this, use the d=11 identity

Uder‘(:iﬁffm = 0 to argue that

(AT XN (ATHN) = — (AT M) (AT, 0). (4.13)
So when A\ = 0, either AI'® 1\ or A\I''! X\ must vanish. In the N=2 d=10 superparticle

of the previous subsection, A\I'® 1!\ was constrained to vanish. However, in the d=11

superparticle, A\I''' X will be constrained to vanish.
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To compute the number of independent degrees of freedom of a d=11 pure spinor
A satisfying (E.§), note that MY Vi, = 0 implies that h™ = Apy™Ap satisfies
h™h,, = 0, and suppose that h™ is non-vanishing. Then the first line of (.I1]) implies
that Ay Ar = —h™, which constrains nine of the sixteen \g, variables, leaving seven
independent variables for Ag,. Furthermore, using the argument of the previous para-
graph and assuming that h™ is non-vanishing, the second line of ([L.I1)) imposes no further
constraints. So A“ contains 23 independent degrees of freedom, sixteen coming from A7
and seven coming from A RH'E

Replacing the N=2 d=10 pure spinor constraint of (B-§) with the d=11 pure spinor
constraint of (f.§), one can check that the light-cone counting of degrees of freedom now
gives the correct answer. After using the 46 independent A* and w,, bosonic ghost variables
to cancel 46 of the 64 fermionic 8 and p, variables, one is left with 18 fermionic variables.
Two of these fermionic variables replace the missing (b, c) reparameterization ghosts and
the remaining 16 variables are the physical light-cone fermionic variables. So the AT'*!\ = 0
condition has effectively replaced the b} — b% constraint of the closed superstring.

Physical states for the d=11 superparticle will be defined as states in the cohomology
of the BRST-like operator

Q = A"da, (4.14)

which is nilpotent because of (f-f]) and (f-§). As will now be shown, this definition of
physical states correctly describes the spacetime fields of linearized d=11 supergravity, as
well as describing the spacetime ghosts, antifields and antighosts of the theory. Note that ()
of (EI4) reduces at Py; = 0 to the sum of the N=2 d=10 BRST operators Q = Qr+Qr =
Nidp,+ Agudy,. However, using the d=11 superparticle quantization, the linearized d=11
supergravity states will reduce at P;; = 0 to the linearized Type IIA supergravity states
without any of the problems at zero momentum encountered in the previous section using

the N=2 superparticle quantization.

9 As in the d=10 case, the d=11 pure spinor A® must be complex to satisfy (E9), but its
complex conjugate A® never appears in the formalism and can therefore be ignored. Note that
if Howe’s definition of d=11 pure spinors of [ had been used, A* would have had sixteen

independent components.
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4.83. BRST description of linearized d=11 supergravity

As opposed to ghost-number one physical fields of the N=1 d=10 superparticle and
ghost-number two physical fields of the N=2 d=10 superparticle, the physical fields of the
d=11 superparticle will appear at ghost-number three in the cohomology of Q). As will be
seen in subsection (7.1), this comes from the fact that d=10 super-Maxwell theory couples
to the one-dimensional worldline of the superparticle, Type II supergravity couples to the
two-dimensional worldsheet of the closed superstring, and d=11 supergravity couples to
the three-dimensional worldvolume of the supermembrane.

At ghost-number three, the d=11 superparticle wavefunction is
T\, z,0) = A* NN Aypy (2, 0) (4.15)

where A,g, is an arbitrary d=11 superfield which is symmetric in its spinor in-
dices and which, because of ([.§), is defined up to the algebraic gauge transformation
0Angy = 'y(caﬁFv)c for arbitrary F,.. The equation of motion Q¥ = 0 implies that
)\O‘)\ﬁ)\’y)\‘sDaAg,yg =0, and ¥ = QA implies the gauge transformation dAg,s = D(3As)
where A = )\O‘)\ﬁAa,g and D, = ae% + %(769)0486 is the d=11 supersymmetric derivative.
It will now be shown that these equations of motion and gauge invariances describe the
linearized d=11 supergravity fields. In fact, up to a gauge transformation and with an ap-
propriate choice of conventional constraints, A,g- is expected@ to be the linearized spinor
component B,g, of the three-form superfield Bapc of d=11 supergravity.

Expanding in components, one can show that ¥ of (-I5) can be gauge-fixed to the

form

T\, z,0) = A NN Ay (2, 6) (4.16)
= (M0)(M°0) (My°0)bave () + (M 0) (AY°0) (AYcB) gan ()

+(AYO) [(AY0) (A7) (07ea)a — (AYU0) (AYe0) (0va)alxi (x) + ...

where terms in ... involve more than four 6’s and can be expressed in terms of byp.(),

gap(x) and xi'(x). Note that bgpe is antisymmetric in its indices and g, is symmetric in its

10T would like to thank Paul Howe for suggesting that B~ might play such a role.
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indices. Furthermore, the component fields bype(2), gap(2) and xj (x) satisfy the equations

of motion and gauge invariances]
6da[abbcd] =0, Obape = 6[awbc]: (417>

8CL<8z:Lgbc - 28(1)90)(1) + 8bac<77degde) =0, 5gab = a(apb)7

(V") apOpx? =0, x5 = 0,¢°,

which identify them as the linearized three-form, graviton and gravitino of d=11 super-
gravity. So the ghost-number three cohomology of @) correctly describes the linearized
d=11 supergravity fields without any subtleties at zero momentum.

To show that the cohomology of ) at other ghost numbers correctly describes the
ghosts, antifields and antighosts of linearized d=11 supergravity, it is convenient to first
compute the zero momentum cohomology using a BRST operator @ with an unconstrained
d=11 spinor 2. As discussed in the appendix of this paper, the cohomology of () at zero

momentum is equivalent to the cohomology of

Q= Xapa + XFCXb(_l)C + cfl)(XchXu?_z) + XFqu(_Q)[Cd]) + ... (4.18)

where [b(_,), ¢(n)] and [u(_,), v(,)] are new fermionic and bosonic pairs of conjugate vari-
ables of ghost number [—n,n] and ... involves ghost numbers up to [—7, 7] whose explicit
form can be found in the appendix. As in the discussion of subsection (2.3) for the N=1
d=10 superparticle, the term XFCXb(_l)C in (£.18) imposes the pure spinor constraint and
the terms c‘(jl) (XI‘CCZXU?_Q) +XFqu(_2)[Cd]) + ... remove the extra gauge invariances implied
by this constraint.

As will be discussed in the appendix, the states in the cohomology of (:j are in one-to-

one correspondence with the variables

c e led cled)  lede] pledel (cd) cledl
[1,6(1),1)(2),1)(2),6(2), 3) 2 €3) 77)(3)76(4)7 (4) Y4 :U(S): (5):0(5)7U(6):C(7)] (4.19)

The ghost number three states corresponding to [c Eggl), E;C)le], (Cg‘)] are the graviton, anti-
symmetric three-form, and gravitino fields of linearized d=11 supergravity, and the ghost

number four states corresponding to [v((zsi), 5;@ 0(4)] are their antifields. The ghost

1 Although one can in principle derive these equations of motion directly from the higher 6
components of Q¥ = 0, they can be justified indirectly using the cohomology structure of the

antifields which will be discussed below.
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number two states corresponding to [U(CQ),C?Q),UE;?]] are the ghosts coming from super-

reparameterization invariance and the three-form gauge invariance dbcge = OjcAge], and
the ghost number five states corresponding to [cfS),vE"s), CE,:;]] are their antighosts. The
ghost number one state corresponding to cfl) is the ghost-for-ghost coming from the gauge
invariance of the two-form gauge parameter dAge = JjgA, D and the ghost number six state
corresponding to v(CG) is its antighost-for-antighost. Finally, the ghost number zero state
corresponding to 1 is the ghost-for-ghost-for-ghost coming from the gauge invariance of
the ghost-for-ghost gauge parameter dA, = 9.A”, and the ghost number seven state cor-
responding to c(7 is its antighost-for-antighost-for-antighost. So using the results of the
appendix, the zero momentum cohomology of ) correctly describes the zero momentum
ghosts, fields, antifields and antighosts of linearized d=11 supergravity.

Using the one-to-one map between states at zero momentum in the cohomologies of @

and @, one finds that the wavefunction for the zero momentum states in the cohomology

of () with constrained \® is
(N, 0) = w” + (A0)w. + (N20%) g + (A207)°pe + (N20%)2¢, (4.20)

+(>‘393)[Cde]b[cde] + (Ages)(Cd)g(cd) + (>‘304)CaXca
+()\495>cozxza + ()\496)(cd)gz<0d) + ()\496>[cde] >[kcde]
+(>\596)a£:; + (>‘507)sz + (>‘507)[Cd]wfkcd] + ()\698)%02* + ()\799)(,0//*,

//*]

where  [weq), we, w’] and [wWgy we',w"™] are the ghosts and antighosts for the three-

*
«

form gauge invariance, [pc,&.] and [p%, %] are the ghosts and antighosts for the super-
reparameterization invariance, [bjcge], 9(cd) Xca) and [lf[kc de],ga iy X:,] are the linearized
d=11 supergravity fields and antifields, and to simplify notation, the contractions of the
spinor indices of A* and #? in (E20) have been suppressed. Note that the contractions of
the spinor indices in the scalar ghost number seven state denoted (A\70%) can be determined

indirectly using the fact that
(AL 0)(AT20)...(AT90) = e“1--29¢ (XT3, \)(A76?), (4.21)

which can be proven using the identity (AI'®),(A':gA) = 0. This is analogous to the fact
that the ghost number three scalar state (A26°) in the N=1 d=10 cohomology satisfies

(M™10)(Ay™20)...(\y"50) = ema-msnpars (D, A (A36P), (4.22)
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which can be proven using the identity (AY™),(AMmnpgrA) = 0.

The cohomology of () at non-zero momentum can be obtained by finding the con-
straints on the component fields of ({.20) implied by Q¥ = 0 and 6% = QA. One finds
that all ghosts and antighosts have trivial cohomology at non-zero momentum, the su-
pergravity fields satisfy the equations of motion and gauge invariances of (f.17]), and the

supergravity antifields satisfy the equations of motion and gauge invariances

k. = O, obry. = 8d8[apbcd], (423)

abc abc
a ok 1 e xk * a €
"oy = 506" g3e) = 0, 865, = 0" (Dawne — 20(c)a) + Op0e(n™wae),
aaXZ;ﬁ =0, 5X26 = ('YabC)a,Babgca'
As expected, the gauge invariances and equations of motion of the d=11 supergravity anti-
fields are related to the equations of motion and gauge invariances of the d=11 supergravity
fields of (F.17).

Using the wave function ¥ and the BRST operator Q = \“d,,, one can construct the

spacetime action
S = / A"z (WQW) (4.24)
where the norm ( ) is defined such that
(A76%)) = 1. (4.25)

Since (A70?) is the scalar antighost state in (f221) which cannot be written as QA for any
A, the action of ({.24) is gauge invariant under 6 = QA. Furthermore, the equations
of motion from varying ¥ in (f:24) imply that Q¥ = 0 for components in Q¥ involving
up to nine #’s. Although the manifestly supersymmetric equations of motion require that
QY = 0 for all components of QW¥, one can check that any component of Q¥ = 0 with
more than nine #’s is an auxiliary equation of motion which does not affect physical fields.
So as in the super-Maxwell action of (£.25), removing these auxiliary equations of motion
changes auxiliary fields to gauge fields, but does not change the physical content of the
theory.

So the action of ({.24)) reproduces the Batalin-Vilkovisky action for linearized d=11
supergravity theory and, if U is restricted to ghost number three, (E:25) reproduces the
standard linearized d=11 supergravity action. Note that the norm of (f.25) only involves
integration over nine of the 32 #“ variables and therefore resembles a harmonic superspace.
Since there are 23 independent bosonic A* variables, one can interpret this integration over
nine #’s as coming from a cancellation between the A“ integration and the integration over
23 of the 32 6 variables.
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5. Covariant Quantization of the Type II Superstring

In this section, the pure spinor description of the Type II superstring will be reviewed

using language which will be convenient for generalization to the supermembrane.

5.1. Standard description of the Type II superstring

Using notation similar to that of the N=2 d=10 superparticle action of (B.1]), the

standard action for the Type II superstring can be written as
S = / drodmy (P II + Bl ZM oy ZN + 2 (P™ Py, + 7 ,,) + e Pl (5.1)

where

7 = 8oz™ + %(emmaoeL FOry000R), I = &z + %(emmaleL O 10R),
(5.2)
e? and e! are Lagrange multipliers for the worldsheet reparameterization constraints, B ﬁ%
is the flat value of the Type ITA two-form superfield, ZM = (z™, 04, 9%), and M = (m, u, 1)
is a d=10 superspace coordinate. Note that after integrating out P, e and e!, the action
of (b-])) reduces to the usual Nambu-Goto form of the GS superstring action.
Like the N=2 d=10 superparticle action of (B.]), the superstring action of (5.0)) is
invariant under global N=2 d=10 supersymmetry transformations and under “left-moving”
and “right-moving” kappa transformations. To check kappa symmetry, note that under

the local transformation
502‘ = ff, 505% = 51‘%, ox'™ = —§(emm§L + O0rY™ER), (5.3)

5Pm = _i<£L7m819L - £R7m819R)7

the action of (p-]]) transforms as
0S = i/dzf[(foymBRQL)(Pm — H1m> + (SR'ym6L0R)(Pm + H1m>] (54)

where g = 0 + (e! — 2¢°)0; and 91, = 9y + (e! + 2e°)0y
So if
£ = (P — 1) (v"kL)"  and S}% = (P + Hlm)(’)’m’iRw (5.5)
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for some kr, and Krp,
55 =i / (1, 0p0% ) (P — T2 + (kpo@6%) (P + T1,)2], (5.6)
which is cancelled by defining € and e! to transform as
6e® = —ikr, 00" —ikgpOLl%, 6t = 2ikp,0r0Y — 2iKkpyOL0%. (5.7)
The canonical momenta to 67 and 9%, which will be called pr,, and pgj, satisfy
pLy = OL/00Y = %Pm(ymHL)u — B0 z",

o .
pRﬂ = 8L/69“ = §Pm('ym9R)ﬂ — BﬁvtalZN,
so canonical quantization requires that physical states are annihilated by the 32 fermionic

Dirac constraints defined by

U a
~Pu(Y"0L)+ Bl 01 2N, dpp = pra—

dLu =PLp— 9

i a
§Pm(7m9R)ﬂ+Bg§VtalzN. (5.8)

Using {pru, 07} = —id,,, {Pra; 0%} = —iéz, and the flat space value of Hﬁcﬁp = 8[MBI{IZ%,

one finds that these constraints satisfy the Poisson brackets

{dL/u dLu} = _(Pm_Hlm)’lem {dem dRIJ} = _(Pm‘l'Hlm)’Yg:}a {dL;m dRIJ} =0. (59>

And since (P —1I1;)? = 0 and (P + II;)? = 0 are also constraints, 16 of the 32 Dirac
constraints are first-class and 16 are second-class. One can easily check that the 16 first-
class Dirac constraints generate the kappa transformations of (f.3), however, there is no
simple way to covariantly separate out the second-class constraints.

Although one cannot covariantly quantize the action of (B.]]), one can classically couple

the superstring to a Type II supergravity background using the action
S = / A*7[Pplly" + Bun0ipZM 0y ZN + € (PP, + U7 y,) + €' P I (5.10)

where IIg* = E3;00ZM, TIT* = Ey;00ZM, [Eg,Eg,Eg[] is the super-vierbein, [Ej7,
E]\%,EA%] is the inverse super-vierbein, Bj;n is the curved Type II two-form super-

field, M = [m, u, 1] denote curved vector and spinor indices, and the underlined indices

M = [m, , 1] denote tangent-space vector and spinor indicesid,

12 To avoid confusion, the indices a, b, ¢, ... and a, 3, v, ... will be reserved for d=11 indices.
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This action is invariant under N=2 d=10 super-reparameterizations of the background
as well as under the two-form gauge transformations 6 Bysy = 9psAny. Under the local

transformation

67M = EMeE + BM ¢k 6Py = —i(€rm) uB 01 2 + i(Epym) s By 01 ZM, (5.1)
the action transforms as

08 = i/dQT[(Emm)gEﬁaRZM(Pm — i) + (SR’Y@)QEJEWGLZM(P@ +1hm)]  (5.12)

when the background superfields are on-shell. So the action is invariant under kappa

symmetry if one defines

5¢° = —irp, B%0rZM — ikpy E5,0L 2™, be' = 2ikp, BY0pZM — 2ikpy BY,0,2M
(5.13)
where
€ = (P — i) (126)% and €5 = (P + i) (y2) 2 (5.14)

for some kr, and Krp.

5.2. Pure spinor description of the Type IIA superstring

Using notation similar to that of the pure spinor version of the N=2 d=10 superpar-

ticle, the pure spinor version of the Type II superstring action can be written as

Spure = /dTodTl [Pmao.’lfm +pLHa()9/£ +pRﬂ809% + wLH(?OA‘z + wRﬂﬁ())\% (515)

1 N N
—§(Pum —+ 81xm81xm) +pLH819Z — pRﬂ(?lG% + wLPﬁl)\‘z — wRﬂﬁlA‘é

+eq (Pmﬁlxm +pLu819Z +pRﬂ819% + wLH(%)\‘z + wRﬂalA%)]

where pr,, and pg; are now independent variables 4], A} and )\% are pure spinor ghost

variables satisfying
ALY AL =0 and Apy"Ar =0 for m=1 to 10, (5.16)
and wr,, and wg, are defined up to the gauge transformations

5wLu = (’Ym)\L)uALma 5wRﬂ = (’ym/\R>ﬂARma (517>
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for arbitrary gauge parameters Ap,, and Ag,,. The action of (f.17) is quadratic in confor-
mal gauge where e! is gauged to zero, but for later comparison with the supermembrane
action, it will be useful to leave e! in the action and not fix reparameterization invariance
of the 7 coordinate. Note, however, that like the pure spinor version of the superparticle
actions, reparameterization invariance of the 7y coordinate has been fixed in (p.15). The

action of (f.15) can be written in manifestly spacetime supersymmetric notation as

Spure = / d*7[P I3 + B w010 ZM 0y 2N + dp,000% + drpdobl + wr,doNi 4 wrpdoNy
1 (5.18)
—i(ﬁmﬁm + HT’Hlm) + dLualei‘ — dR,ﬁl% + wLualAﬁ — wRﬂal)\%

ey (P + dp,010% + drpdr 05 + wp, 00N + wrpdi M)

where II", dr,, and dr; are defined as in (p.3) and (5.§), P, = P, — Bﬁ%@lZN, and
ZM = (z™ 0¥, 9%). Note that Py, dr, and dgj are defined to be invariant under spacetime
supersymmetry.

As in the N=2 d=10 superparticle, physical states of the Type II superstring are
defined as states in the cohomology of the left and right-moving

QL =Mdy, and Qr= Mg (5.19)

In other words, physical states ¥ will be defined by the equations of motion and gauge

invariances

QLY =Qr¥Y =0, 6¥=QrAL+ QrAr, (5.20)

where the gauge parameters Ar and Agr are constrained to satisfy QrAp = QrAr = 0.

Note that Q7 and QQr are conserved using the equations of motion
BR)\Z = aRdLu = 0, 61//\% = aLdRﬂ = 0’ (521)

where 91, = 9y + (e! —1)9; and Og = 9y + (e! + 1)9;. And using (F-g), one finds that
Q7 = Q% ={Q1,Qr} =0.

Since the superstring action of (f.15]) reduces to the N=2 d=10 superparticle action
when all worldsheet variables are independent of 71, the massless sector of the superstring
spectrum consists of the Type II supergravity states found in subsection (3.3). Further-
more, it was shown in [[J that the massive states in the cohomology of @ and Qg

reproduce the standard superstring spectrum.
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5.3. Coupling the superstring to Type II supergravity

As in subsection (2.4) for the N=1 d=10 superparticle in a super-Maxwell background,
the easiest way to obtain the pure spinor version of the superstring action in a curved Type
IT supergravity background is to use the Oda-Tonin method of [P7] and first compute the
BRST variation of the standard superstring sigma model action of (5.1(). Under the BRST
transformation generated by Qr = § N7 dr, and Qr = § )\%dRﬂ in a flat background,

i .
Qroy =XNf, Qra™ = 5)\L'7m9La Qrdr, = —ill7 (YmAL)y, Qrwry =dru, (5.22)

X X i .
Qrbp = Ng, Qra™ = 5)\377”912, Qrdry = — IR (YmAR) g, QRWRL = dRps

where the equation of motion P™ = II7* +e;1 17" has been used, II7" = IIf* 4 (e; — 1)1}, and
Iy =IIF" + (eq + 1)IIT". In a curved background, these BRST transformations generalize

to
@LZM = Eéw)\%y @LdLE = _ZH%(VEAL)E7 @LwLE = dLE? (523)

where Eg[ and Ef are defined as in (p-10), [IT* = E3;0,Z™ and 1Ty = E3;0rZM.
After fixing the reparameterization gauge e’ = —% and using the equation of motion
for P,,, the standard superstring sigma model action of (p.10) transforms under (5.23) as

@LS\: i/dQT(AL’ym)EE]%[aRZMHLm, Q\RS\ = i/dQT(AR’ym)EE%{aLZMHRm (524)

when the background superfields are on-shell. If )\% and )\% were replaced by 5% and 5%
of (b:14), this would be a left and right-moving kappa transformation, which could be
cancelled by shifting € and e! as in (F.13). However, in the pure spinor formalism, the
transformation of (f.24) will be cancelled by adding to the action the term

S = / P7(QL(wruEy;0rZM) + Qr(wraEy;002™) — QLQr(wiwrs RE)]  (5.25)

where RZ is a superfield whose lowest component is e? times the Ramond-Ramond field
strength F*Z. Using Bianchi identities and equations of motion, one can show that RMZ ig

related to the superspace torsion Tz\% ~ by [E]]

Tﬁﬁm = meuRﬁﬁ7 TS = _iVQﬁERﬁﬁ' (5.26)

pm
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To see that @ L(§ +5’) = 0, note that since @% annihilates all variables except for

wLE?

Q18 = / Pr((QFw,) E50rZM — Qr(wraQL(Ey0rZ™)) — Qr((QFwry)wry REY)]
(5.27)
— [ o ) S On 2N — Q(wrg Ny TElTE) — Qr( T\ ) o B2

_ / @[T\ ) E On 2] = — 01§
where the Type II on-shell torsion constraints have been used. Similarly, one can show
that Qr(S + ') = 0.

So the classically BRST-invariant superstring action in a curved Type II background
is given by §pwe =S+ 9 , however, to preserve quantum BRST invariance [B1]], one also
needs to add the Fradkin-Tseytlin term o [ d?>T®r to the superstring action where 7 is
the worldsheet curvature and ®(x, 0y, 0r) is a scalar superfield whose lowest component is
the spacetime dilaton. Using the BRST transformation of (b.23) to explicitly compute S’
of (5.25), one finds that the pure spinor action in a curved background is

~

1_ . i
Spure = / 7SI W + Baun0oZM 0y 2% + dpu By 0n 2™ + draliy 002" (5.28)

+wrORNE + wradL NG + Q% 0rZM Nfwry, + OF 00 ZM Npwrs
+RE£dLEdR2 + Cﬁﬁzng)\%ng + égzd/;ﬂ/\%w}@ + Sgp%/\%w,;ﬂ)\%wp@ + o/ r®]

where the explicit relations between the background superfields appearing in (5.2§) are
explained in [2T].

By computing the linearized contribution of the background superfields to §pure of
(5-28), one obtains the integrated form of the massless Type II superstring vertex operator
[d*7V. Since §pure is BRST invariant, Q, [ d*7V and Qg [d*7V must vanish up to
worldsheet equations of motion when Q1 and Qi generate the BRST transformations of
(5-23) in a flat background.

Once one has the integrated BRST-invariant vertex operator associated with a phys-
ical state, there is a simple method for obtaining the unintegrated BRST-invariant vertex
operator associated with this state. Since (Qr + Qr) [d?7V =0, (QL + Qr)V = O;W*
for some ghost number one state W where i = 0 or 1. And since (Qr + Qr)*V = 0,
(Qr + Qr)W* = €79,U for some ghost number two state U satisfying (Qr + Qr)U = 0.
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This ghost number two state U is defined to be the unintegrated closed superstring ver-
tex operator associated with the physical state represented by V. Using this method,
one finds that the unintegrated massless vertex operator U associated with the linearized
contribution to §pure is the ghost number two N=2 d=10 superparticle wavefunction
VAL, AR, 2,01, 0R) =M NS Ao (2,01, 0R) of (B13).

Closed superstring massless N-point tree amplitudes can be computed in a manifestly
super-Poincaré covariant manner by evaluating correlation functions of N — 3 massless
integrated vertex operators V with three massless unintegrated vertex operators U. The
normalization for the worldsheet zero modes is the “left-right” product of the norm of
(B28), ((A262)(2%,0%)) = 1, which implies that the amplitudes are gauge invariant and

supersymmetric when the external states are on-shell.

6. Covariant Quantization of the Supermembrane

In this section, the methods developed in the previous sections for the d=11 super-
particle and Type II superstring are generalized to construct a BRST-invariant action for
the supermembrane. Almost all of the intuition needed for constructing this action comes
from the requirements that the action reduces to the d=11 superparticle and Type ITA
superstring actions in the appropriate limits. That is, in the limit where all worldvolume
variables are independent of coordinates 7 and 7o, the supermembrane action must reduce
to the d=11 superparticle action of section 4. And in the limit when P;; = 0, z'' = 7,
and all other worldvolume variables are independent of 75, the action must reduce to the

Type ITA superstring action of section 5.

6.1. Standard description of the supermembrane

Using notation similar to that of the d=11 superparticle action of ([.]]), the standard

action for the supermembrane can be written as

S = / drodmidra( PIIG+BY e 00 2401 28 8y 2€ 4-¢° (PC PoA-det (1511 .) ) el P.ITS) (6.1)
where I,J =1 to 2, det(II¢IL;.) = (II§II;.) (113102q) — (H§1Ioc)?, TI§ = oz + £(01°000),
II¢ = Ora“+ % (0T¢010), €® and e are Lagrange multipliers for the worldsheet reparameteri-
zation constraints, Bf‘lgg is the flat value of the d=11 three-form superfield, Z4 = (22, %),

and A = (a, ) is a d=11 superspace coordinate. Note that after integrating out P™, e®
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and e!, the action of (f.1) reduces to the usual Nambu-Goto form of the supermembrane
action [A].

Like the d=11 superparticle action of ([.1]), the supermembrane action of (F.)) is
invariant under global d=11 supersymmetry transformations and under kappa transfor-

mations. To check kappa symmetry, note that under the local transformation
60% = €%, d2° = —%(ercg), 6P, = —i(ETeq0r0)I%! 7 de! = 2ie®!7¢,0,0%, (6.2)

the action of (p.1) transforms as

1
59 =i / e (TP, — 5rgﬂgﬂ,cﬂ Ja€')V6P (6.3)
where
V@B = (80 + 616]>96 — 2€0F§78[97H36IJ. (64)
So if
1 o

¢ = (I pe + §PC§H§H§6” )k (6.5)

for some rg,
68 =i / d37[kaVOP (PPy + det(TTST1 5.)) + 2(kT V) 1. (P 4)e! 7). (6.6)

So 65 can be cancelled if € and e! are defined to transform as
se¥ = —ZRBVGB, del = 2ie®e!7¢,0,0% + 2ie! ) (kT°VO)I .. (6.7)

where the first term in de! comes from the transformation of (5-3).

The canonical momenta to 8¢, which will be called p,, satisfies

i ; 1
Do = OL/06* = %PC(FCG)Q — 5Blsc0i 250,20,

so canonical quantization requires that physical states are annihilated by the 32 fermionic

Dirac constraints defined by
) 1
do = Do = 5 PeT0)a + 5 BL60, 270,27 (6.8)

Using {pa,0”} = —i6? and the flat space value of H};lggD = 8[AngtD], one finds that

these constraints satisfy the Poisson brackets
1
{don d,B} = _PCF?X@ + §€IJH[CHJngdB. (69)
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And since
1 1
(=Pl + e Tyl ) (POTS + S P I I Iy (6.10)

= —0)(P.P° + det(TII1 5.)) — 2€! (PCTI )T g

is proportional to the reparameterization constraints, 16 of the 32 Dirac constraints are
first-class and 16 are second-class. One can easily check that the 16 first-class Dirac
constraints generate the kappa transformations of (F.9), however, there is no simple way
to covariantly separate out the second-class constraints.

Although one cannot covariantly quantize the action of (6.]), one can classically couple

the supermembrane to a d=11 supergravity background using the action
S= / d*1[PIIG 4+ BapcOip 20125052 + ® (PP, + det(II1l,.)) + ' PII7]  (6.11)

where Il = E50024, I = E501Z4, [Eé,Ejé] is the super-vierbein, [E5, ES] is the
inverse super-vierbein, Bapc is the curved three-form superfield, A = [a, a] denote curved
vector and spinor indices, and the underlined indices A = [¢, o] denote d=11 tangent-space
vector and spinor indices.

This action is invariant under d=11 super-reparameterizations of the background as
well as under the three-form gauge transformations 6 Bapc = daApc). Under the local

transformation
024 = BA€2, 6P, = —i(Elea)aBS01 22115, Gel = 2ie%! V€, 50,274, (6.12)

the action transforms as

~ e 1
0S8 = Z/dng_(Féé 2Fa5HIcHJd€ )V@é (613)
when the background is on-shell where
VOL = E5(9 + ' 07) 27 — 2e°T's, BX0; 271!, (6.14)

So the action is invariant under kappa symmetry if one defines
5e° = —ingVOL,  del = 2ie®e! e, ES0, 24 + 2! (kTEVO)IL, (6.15)

where

(67 ]_ [0
g = (r2lpe 4 2rCfH e /)i (6.16)
for some xg.
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6.2. Pure spinor description of the supermembrane

Using worldvolume variables which generalize the worldline variables of the pure spinor

version of the d=11 superparticle, the pure spinor version of the supermembrane action
will be defined as

Spure = / drodridra[P.II§ 4 Bt 8102401 28 09 ZC + dW0o0® + wado X (6.17)

1 ~ ~
—§(PCPC + det(TI6T1 5.)) + (dT 01015’ + (wT.0p )% e’
—ie! (Wl .0r0)(AT°0,0) + ie! ! (wad10%)(A\s0.,607)
+el (PIIS + do070% 4 wa 07 A%)]

where P, = P.+ %BﬁaéﬁjZAaJZBe”, d,, is defined as in (F.§), and P. and d,, are defined
to be invariant under supersymmetry transformations. One can easily check that this
action reduces to the d=11 superparticle action and Type IIA superstring action in the
appropriate limits. Although the third line of (f.I7) vanishes in these limits, the presence
of the third line will be necessary for BRST invariance of the action. Note that the first
and fourth lines of (p.17) simplify to choxc + pag()@a + wago)\o‘ where 50 = 0y + el0;
when written in terms of the non-supersymmetric variables P. and p,. However, unlike
the superstring action, the second line of (.17) which comes from the supermembrane
Hamiltonian remains complicated when written in terms of P. and p,.

As in the d=11 superparticle, the supermembrane action of (f.17) needs to be sup-
plemented with the BRST-like constraint () = A%*d,. Using the canonical commutation

relations of (p.9), this constraint generates the BRST transformation

Q0% = \*,  Quf = %)\FCQ, Qdo = —ilI5(T A\ )0 + %EIJH,CHJd(rch)a, Que = d,,
(6.18)
where the equation of motion P¢ = ﬁg = II§ + e’II$ has been used. In addition, in order
to allow the construction of a BRST-invariant action, it will be assumed that the Lagrange

multipliers transform under a BRST transformation as
Qe = —ie’7X\,0,0°. (6.19)

The necessity of (.19) can be seen from the kappa transformation of (p-3), and differs from
the superstring kappa and BRST transformations of (p.3) and (p.23) where the Lagrange
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multipliers are invariant. This difference comes from the fact that supermembrane kappa
transformations do not preserve the Type ITA superstring condition that ' = 7. So

11

to restore the condition x'* = 75 after performing a kappa or BRST transformation, one

needs to perform a worldvolume reparameterization of 7 which transforms the Lagrange

multipliers e’.

A second important difference between the supermembrane BRST transformations
of (B.1§) is that AI'A = 0 is not enough to guarantee that @ is nilpotent. Although
Q%0 = Q%2° = 0 when X'\ = 0,

Q% = (AT°000)(TeN)a — €17 (AT 010 g (TN ) + €77 (A0, 0P)IS(CeN)e (6.20)

= —(ALT9OrNT y4e’ 7 (T N) o — €/ (AT 0101 g(TUN) o, + €77 (A30160°)TTG (T N)
= —(AL49r0) 74! (D X) o — €1 (AT 010)IT 1 4(T4N)
_ %(Arcdx)ngefJ(rdaje)a,

where the equation of motion VO = 0 has been used and
VO = (0y + €' 0r)0* 4 (1°0;10) T s . (6.21)

Furthermore, Q%e! = —ie!7\,05)\*.

For this reason, the pure spinor constraint AI'°’A = 0 needs to be supplemented with
the additional constraints (AI'““\)II;; = 0 and A\,0;\* = 0 in order that the BRST
operator () = A\*d,, is nilpotent. The fact that additional constraints are required for the
supermembrane is not surprising since the supermembrane Hamiltonian is not quadratic,
implying that A is not a free worldvolume variable. So the primary constraint AI'“A = 0
does not commute with the supermembrane Hamiltonian and needs to be supplemented
with secondary constraints using the standard Dirac procedure. To find these secondary

constraints, note that under dw, = (I'°\), A,

5Sure = / dQTAC[%go(AFCA) + (ATT9O, ML ye? — il (AT40,0)(AT40,6)]  (6.22)

1~ 1 j
= / d27AC[§aO(ArCA)+(Aaa,v)nf,e”+ 581[(>\F0d>\)HJde”] + %(ArdA)(afercdaJe)e”].
So (AT ;4 = 0 and A\,0;\* = 0 are an appropriate choice of secondary constraints.
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Note that the secondary constraints (/\FCd)\)HJd = 0 and A\,0;\% = 0 also do not
commute with the Hamiltonian, and therefore lead to further secondary constraints. How-
ever, one can easily check that the complete set of primary and secondary constraints
generated in this manner is first-class. Furthermore, for checking nilpotence of ) and

BRST invariance of the supermembrane action, only
ALA =0, ANy, =0, AOs\* =0 (6.23)

are required.

The most direct way to check BRST invariance of the supermembrane action is to show
that (b.17) is invariant under (b.1§) and (6.19) up to the constraints of (6.23). However,
a more elegant way to show BRST invariance is to use the Oda-Tonin method of [P7] and

write the action of (6.17) as
Spure = S + /dST Qlwa Vo] (6.24)

where V60 is defined in (B.21)) and S is the standard supermembrane action of (.1]) in the

reparameterization gauge e’ = —%. Using (p.3) and replacing £ with A%, one finds that
QSpure = QS + /d37— QQ[wavea] (625)

1
= i/d37[)\°‘(rfxﬁpc - §fod6HIcHJd€IJ)V9B +Q*(wa) VO] =0,

50 Spure i BRST invariant.

6.3. Coupling the supermembrane to a d=11 supergravity background

By starting with the standard supermembrane action in a curved background and
using the background-dependent version of the BRST transformations, one can also use
the Oda-Tonin method to construct the BRST-invariant version of the supermembrane

action in a curved background. In a curved background, the BRST transformations of

(F-I8) and (p.19) are generalized to

?

5 € TrlLyg (PN, Quy = dy,  (6.26)

Q7B = EB)e, Qdy = —ilIS(D N )y +
@eI = _'Z;GIJAQE%BJZA.
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For @ to be nilpotent in a curved background, one needs to impose the constraints
AT =0, (A€M =0, A\VA2=0 (6.27)

where
VXS = 970 + Q5 (Deg\)20, 27 + NETS IS, (6.28)

TBQC is a dimension-one component of the superspace torsion which is related on-shell to

the four-form field strength H,p.q, and chfl is the superspace spin connection. Note that
the third constraint of (6.27) is obtained from requiring that @261 =0.

The resulting BRST-invariant action in a curved background is
Spure = S + / PrQlw, VO (6.29)
where
VoL = 50,2 + I3, B30, 2 1% (6.30)
and S is defined in (B-I1) after gauge-fixing e® = —% and setting P¢ = ﬁ% Using the
background-dependent BRST transformation of (f.2€), one finds

~

Spure = / d%[%ﬁgﬁog + Bapc0,0Z2*01 25052 — %det(ninjg) +d,VO*  (6.31)
+wy (VoA® + Ty (VA5 e! )

—ie! (wa T2 B0, 25) (AT ES0, 27) + i (wa B30, Z5) (A E50, Z7)]
where VoA2 and VM are defined as in (6:29).

At first sight, it might seem surprising that the pure spinor version of the super-
membrane action in a curved background does not reduce to the Type ITA superstring
sigma model action of (p.2§) after double-dimensional reduction. Although both actions
are BRST invariant, the A\I'''\ = 0 constraint in the supermembrane formalism implies
that the curved background fields couple differently in the two actions. For example, there
is no analog of the Fradkin-Tseytlin term o’ [ d*7®r or the [ dQTRﬁﬁdLung term in the
supermembrane action. However, since the Type ITA superstring sigrr:a model is only
valid for perturbative string theory, these two actions are only guaranteed to agree in the
limit when the string coupling constant goes to zero. In fact, it is clear that the Fradkin-
Tseytlin term o [ d*>7®r is not possible in the supermembrane action since there are no
scalars which can play the role of the dilaton. Also, the term f dQTRﬁﬁdLudRﬁ vanishes
when the string coupling constant goes to zero since R#Z is proportional to e? FE2 where
FH” is the Ramond-Ramond field strength. As will be discussed in the following section,

in order to relate the supermembrane with the Type IIA superstring at non-zero string

coupling constant, one has to compute supermembrane scattering amplitudes.
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7. Supermembrane Scattering Amplitudes

In this section, a prescription is given for computing scattering amplitudes using the
supermembrane action. These amplitudes might be useful for studying non-perturbative

properties of the Type IIA superstring.

7.1. Supermembrane massless vertex operators

In order to compute scattering amplitudes using the supermembrane action, one first
needs to define BRST-invariant integrated and unintegrated massless supermembrane ver-
tex operators. As in the superstring sigma model action of (5.2§), the massless integrated
supermembrane vertex operator [d®rV can be defined as the linear contribution of the
background superfields to §pme of (6:3]). So V has the form

V = ABcé\QZBé\QZC+ABCD5()ZBa]ZCaJZD€IJ+ABCDEaszBJZCBKZDaLZEEIJGKL
(7.1)
+(C%00 2" + C80,288,2C ¢ )d,,

Q8000 2C + Qe p0r2C0, 2P Ywa N + Y501 ZPwads NP

where the relations between the various superfields in ([-]]) are determined by the BRST
invariance condition that f d3>tQV = 0. Note that since the action §pwe is invariant
under the background-dependent BRST transformations of (f-2§), [ d*7V is invariant up
to equations of motion under the flat BRST transformations of (6.1§) and (5.19).

To obtain the massless unintegrated supermembrane vertex operator, one can use
the supermembrane version of the method used in subsection (5.3) for the superstring.
Since [d37QV =0, QV = 9;W" where W* are ghost number one states for i = 0 to 2.
And since Q?V = 0, QW' = eijkank where Y, are ghost number two states. Finally,
since QW' = 0, QY = 0xU where U is a ghost number three BRST-invariant state
which will be identified with the unintegrated supermembrane vertex operator. Using this
method for the integrated massless vertex operator of ([.1]), one finds that U is the ghost
number three d=11 superparticle wavefunction W(\,z,0) = A*N°A\Y A5, (z,0) of (FIT).
So one sees that d=11 supergravity fields carry ghost number three since they couple to
the three-dimensional supermembrane worldvolume, while d=10 super-Maxwell and Type
IT supergravity fields carry ghost number one and two since they couple respectively to the

one-dimensional superparticle worldline and two-dimensional superstring worldsheet.
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7.2. Supermembrane scattering amplitude prescription

To compute supermembrane scattering amplitudes using these integrated and uninte-
grated massless vertex operators, one naively should evaluate correlation functions of these
vertex operators on a supermembrane worldvolume. However, since there is no SL(2, R) or
SL(2,C) of the supermembrane worldvolume, it is not obvious how many vertex operators
should be unintegrated and how many should be integrated. Furthermore, since the super-
membrane action is not conformally invariant, it is not clear what type of worldvolumes
should be included in the correlation function.

One natural requirement is that the worldvolume zero modes in the correlation func-
tion should be normalized using the d=11 superparticle norm ((A76°)), where the spinor
index contractions of A* and 67 in (A7) are those of (E21)). Since the state (A\76?) is in
the cohomology of @ and cannot be written as the supersymmetric variation of any state
in the cohomology of ), use of this zero mode normalization guarantees that the scattering
amplitudes are gauge invariant and supersymmetric when the external states are on-shell.

The fact that (\7y°) carries ghost number seven implies that scattering amplitudes
must involve more vertex operators than just the integrated vertex operator V of ghost
number zero and the unintegrated vertex operator U of ghost number three. It will now
be argued that a correct prescription for an N-point supermembrane scattering amplitude
is to use IV — 2 integrated vertex operators V' of ghost number zero, one unintegrated ver-
tex operator U of ghost number three, and one unintegrated vertex operator U* of ghost
number four. For massless external states, the ghost number three unintegrated vertex
operator is the d=11 superparticle wavefunction U = A*\8 ANV Aqup~(x,0) for the linearized
supergravity fields, while the ghost number four unintegrated vertex operator is the d=11
superparticle wavefunction U* = A\*\? )\7)\514; ,Bws(x, 0) for the linearized supergravity an-
tifields.

Although this amplitude prescription may sound unusual, it will be shown below that
it can also be used for N-point open and closed string tree amplitudes. The prescription
in some sense resembles the old operator formalism for computing scattering amplitudes
where two external strings are treated as initial and final states, and the remaining N — 2
external strings are treated as vertices. Using this interpretation, the open or closed string
worldsheet is an infinitely long strip or cylinder of zero curvature, and the vertices repre-
sent infinitesimally short strings. So when used for supermembrane scattering amplitudes,

this prescription only involves supermembrane worldvolumes of zero curvature. Note that

40



unlike superstring amplitudes, one does not expect to expand over worldvolumes of dif-
ferent genus for supermembrane amplitudes since there is no scalar spacetime field whose
expectation value could play the role of a dimensionless coupling constant.

In open string theory, the analogous prescription involves N — 2 integrated vertex
operators, one ghost number one unintegrated vertex operator U for the string field, and
one ghost number two integrated vertex operator U* for the string antifield. In bosonic
open string theory, these vertex operators can be chosen in the Siegel gauge to satisfy
U =cV and U* = cOcV where V is a dimension one primary field which is independent

of the (b, ¢) ghosts. Computing the correlation function

A: <U1(21>U;(22)/d23V3(23>/dZNVN(ZN)>, (72)

one obtains

.A: (2’1 —22>2<‘/1(2’1)‘/2(22>/d23V3(23).../dZNVN(ZN>>. (73)

Since ([(.3) is invariant under the SL(2, R) transformation z,. — (az.+b)/(cz.+d), one can
fix (21,22, 23) so that the integral over [ dz3 gives a trivial constant infinite factor which
is independent of the external vertex operators. After dividing by this infinite constant

factor, one recovers the standard open string N-point tree amplitude expression

A= (21— 22) (2 — 21) (25 — 22)(Va(21)Va(2) Vi (25) /dz4V4(z4)... /dzNVN(zN)>. (7.4)

In closed string theory, the analogous prescription for N-point tree amplitudes involves
N — 2 integrated vertex operators, one ghost number two unintegrated vertex operator U
for the string field, and one ghost number four unintegrated vertex operator U* for the
string antifield. In bosonic closed string theory in Siegel gauge, these unintegrated vertex
operators are U = crcgV and U* = ¢1(0rcr)cr(Orcr)V where V' is a dimension (1,1)
primary field which is independent of the ghosts. As in open string amplitudes, SL(2,C)

invariance of the amplitude
.A: <U1(21)U2*(22>/d22’3V3(23>.../dQZNVN(ZN» (75)

implies that the [ d?z3 integral provides a trivial constant infinite factor. After dividing
out this infinite factor, one recovers the standard expression for the closed string N-point

tree amplitude.
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Using the pure spinor version of open superstring field theory with massless external
states, the unintegrated ghost number one vertex operator is U = A A, (x,0) and the
ghost number two vertex operator is U* = )\“/\”Afw(x, 6) where A, depends on the super-
Maxwell photon a,, and photino x* satisfying (2:21]) and A3, depends on the super-
Maxwell antiphoton ay, and antiphotino x7, satisfying (B.24). The analog of Siegel gauge
for these fields and antifields is

m =a,, x*=~yEo"xs (7.6)
using the gauge-fixing conditions
"y, =0, 0,0"a,, =0"0nX, =0. (7.7)

Note that the gauge-fixing conditions on the fields are the antifield equations of motion,
while the gauge-fixing conditions on the antifields is that they are annihilated by 90"0,.
Also note that the identification of ([7.f) is consistent with the equations of motion of (B.21)
and (R.24) in this gauge. So after dividing out the constant factor and using ([.f) to map
antifields into fields, open superstring massless tree amplitudes can be computed using this
prescription.

Using the pure spinor version of closed superstring field theory with massless external

states, the unintegrated ghost number two vertex operator is U = )\’ﬁ)\%AW(aj, 0r,0R)

*

wvpe
A,» depends on the Type 11 supergravity fields [@mn, X7 ,,s X'pm» F*7] satisfying (B-I§) and

and the ghost number four vertex operator is U* = )\‘L‘AZA%)\%A (z,0r,0r) where

(B-19), and A7, ;5 depends on their antifields [ay,,,, X7 Ximy £zl The analog of Siegel

gauge for these Type II supergravity fields and antifields is

Gmn = Qs X = WO X Xom = V0 0" X F* = A0 70™ 0" F,
(7.8)

using the gauge-fixing conditions
O™ Uy, = Oy = XS = " Xpm =0, (7.9)

00"y, = 0" OnXLmp = 0" OnXRmy = 0"OnF,; = 0.

The relations of (7-§) and ([*9) can be understood as the “left-right” product of the
relations of ([(.6)) and ([.7]). So after dividing out the constant factor and using ([.§)
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to map antifields into fields, open superstring massless tree amplitudes can be computed
using this prescription.

Finally, using the pure spinor version of supermembrane theory with massless external
states, the unintegrated ghost number three vertex operator is U = A*\? ANV A~y (z,0) and
the ghost number four vertex operator is U* = A\ XVXSAZ ﬂ75(w’ 6) where A3, depends
on the d=11 supergravity fields [goc, bocd, X5] satisfying (£.17), and A* 546 depends on
their antifields [g;., b}.4 Xi,] satisfying (E.23). The analog of Siegel gauge for these d=11
supergravity fields and antifields is

* * (63 (63 C., ¥ 1 C - *
Gbe = Gier  boed = bleas X5 =T12P0 Xp3 T §(FbF ') ’Bacxfw (7.10)
using the gauge-fixing conditions

cde

1
3 gpe — §3c(77degde) = bpeqa = "X =0, 0°Opgly = 0°Obly. = °OpXi, = 0. (7.11)

The identification for the gravitino and its antifield in ([T-I(]) can be obtained by requiring
consistency of the gravitino equation of motion with the gauge-fixing conditions of ([I1]).
So as in the open and closed superstring, it should be possible to use the map of ([I0) to

obtain d=11 supergravity amplitudes from the supermembrane amplitude prescription.

7.3. M-theory conjecture for supermembrane amplitudes

Having shown in the previous subsection that the prescription for supermembrane
scattering amplitudes has an analog for the superstring, it is natural to ask if there is some
relation between the supermembrane and superstring scattering amplitudes. It will now be
conjectured that after compactification of ' on a circle of radius R11, the supermembrane
massless scattering amplitude coincides with the non-perturbative Type IIA superstring
massless scattering amplitude with the string coupling constant equal to (R11)%. This
conjecture is based of course on the M-theory conjecture of [g].

Since the supermembrane action of (6.17) is not quadratic, it will not be possible
to obtain exact expressions for correlation functions of supermembrane vertex operators
as was done for correlation functions of superstring vertex operators. However, since the
supermembrane action reduces in the infinite tension limit to the d=11 superparticle action
of () which is quadratic, it might be possible to compute supermembrane scattering
amplitudes as a perturbative expansion in the inverse of the membrane tension. Hopefully,

the non-renormalizability of the supermembrane action will not be an insurmountable
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obstacle in performing this perturbative expansion. Since the expansion in the membrane
tension is manifestly d=11 super-Poincaré covariant, even the lowest order terms in the
expansion will contain information about Type IIA superstring amplitudes that is non-
perturbative in the string coupling constant.

The first step in studying this M-theory conjecture is to get a better understanding of
the relation beween the supermembrane massless vertex operators and the Type ITA super-
string massless vertex operators. Although the supermembrane action in a flat background
reduces to the Type ITA superstring action in a flat background after double-dimensional
reduction of 2!, the supermembrane action in a curved background does not reduce to the
Type ITA superstring action in a curved background. Since the integrated version of the
massless vertex operator comes from the linearized contribution of the curved background,
this means that the integrated version of the supermembrane massless vertex operator
does not reduce to the integrated version of the Type IIA massless vertex operator. For
example, there is no term quadratic in d, in the massless integrated supermembrane ver-
tex operator of () which reduces to the dr,drsR*” term in the massless integrated
Type ITA superstring vertex operator. As discussed earlier, this difference comes from the
A\ = 0 constraint in the supermembrane formalism which is not present in the Type
ITA superstring formalism.

Also, the unintegrated supermembrane vertex operators U,emprane and U

membrane

of ghost number three and four are different from the unintegrated Type ITA superstring

*

atring Of ghost number two and four. However, in this case,

vertex operators Usgring and
there is a simple way to relate the supermembrane and superstring vertex operators as will
now be shown.

Although QU,empbrane = 0 when AI'A = 0 for ¢ = 1 to 11, it is not necessarily
zero if A"\ = 0 for m = 1 to 10 but AI''' )\ is non-zero. In this case, QUmembrane =
(AT )\)Y where Y is some ghost number two state annihilated by @Q. Note that because
of (FET3), Y is defined up to terms proportional to AI™ Y\ = Apy™A\; — Agy™Ag. Since
ALY AL — ArY™Ar = 0 using the pure spinor version of the Type IIA superstring, one

can identify Y with Ugsying. In other words, after double-dimensional reduction,

QUmembrane = (AFII)\)Ustring~ (712)

* *
To relate Ug,.;,,, and Uy,

first consider (Qp + QR)U:tring

when A\py™Ap +

embrane’

ARY™ AR = 0 but A\py™ A\ — Ary™ AR is non-zero. In this case,

(QL + QR)Us*tring - ()‘L’)/m)‘L - /\R’)/m)‘R>Sm (71?))
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where S,, is some ghost number three vector state which, because of (f.13), is defined
up to terms proportional to A\ = M\ Ag,. Furthermore, (Qp + QR)2U:mng = 0 and
ALY AL + ArY™ AR = 0 implies that

(QL + QR)Sm = (ALfym)qu + ()‘R'Ym)HTR,u (714)
where T} and Tg, are some ghost number three spinor states which are defined up to

STH = aXf + by (Y™ AR)" + ™ (Yup L), TRy = adpy + b (Y AL) w4+ ™ (YupAR) -

(7.15)
After double dimensional reduction,
:;’Lembrane = A%TRM + ARHT[L,L? (716)

which is invariant under ([(.I§) up to terms proportional to AI'°A for ¢ = 1 to 11. Fur-
thermore, (Qr + Qr)*S,, = 0 implies that QU
AT

So, in this way, the unintegrated supermembrane and superstring vertex operators

embrane = 0 Up to terms proportional to

can be related to each other. For studying the M-theory conjecture for supermembrane
scattering amplitudes, it would be useful to find a similar relation between the integrated

supermembrane and superstring vertex operators.

8. Appendix: Zero Momentum Cohomology of d=11 Superparticle

In this appendix, the zero momentum cohomology of the d=11 superparticle BRST
operator, () = A\%d,, will be computed for arbitrary ghost number and shown to corre-
spond to the linearized d=11 supergravity ghosts, fields, antifields and antighosts. As in
the case of the N=1 d=10 superparticle discussed in the appendix of [[J], the zero mo-
mentum cohomology of () is equivalent to the “linear” cohomology of a nilpotent operator

@ involving an unconstrained bosonic spinor A where
@ = Xo‘pa + XFCXb(_l)C + c‘gl)(XchXu?_Q) + XFdXU(_Q)[cd]) + ... (8.1)

The new ghost variables [b(_,), cmy)] and [u(_,), V()] are fermionic and bosonic pairs of
conjugate variables carrying ghost number [—n,n| which substitute the pure spinor con-
straint on the A\* variable, and “linear” cohomology signifies states in the cohomology of

@ which are at most linearly dependent on these new variables.
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Although @ for the d=11 superparticle involves more terms than for the N=1 d=10
superparticle, the proof of equivalence of its “linear” cohomology with the zero momentum
cohomology of @ = A*d,, is identical to the proof in the appendix of [[3] and will not be
repeated here. As in the N=1 d=10 superparticle case described in (B.22), the term
XFCXb(_l)C in (BJ)) imposes the pure spinor constraint and the remaining terms in (B.]))
remove the extra gauge invariances implied by this constraint. As will now be shown
for the d=11 superparticle, these remaining terms involve new ghost variables with ghost
numbers up to [—7,7].

The complete expression for @ for the d=11 superparticle is

Q= Xo‘pa -+ XFCXb(_l)C + c‘gl)(XPchu?_Q) + XFdXU(_g)[Cd]) (8.2)

+0i) (ALe)abf_y) + ALYAD () (ca))

cd 1~ o Y1efy Y1ey
05 (5 (AT ca)ab_a) + 14 AL/ N s)ep) + AL Nb(-5)(cac)

(67 Y CN 1 Y C Y
ey (AT Au(_g)ca + 5(Ar D a(ALe)Pu(_3)45))

I (de) v o 1 (def] v o
+§CE3))()\Pd) U(_3)ea+16£3) ]()\Fef) U(—3)da

+”U(C??é) b((ile)MCOL g 75X7X6

1 de N 6% 1 de N 6%
"‘ZUE—Z)]()‘Fef) C(4)da + gug_i)(kfd) C(4)ea

~ o~ 1 ~ -
Ful_s) (AL Ac@yea + 5 AL)a(ALe) e (aas)

cd ]' Y « I1refy I1ey
+b£_]5)(§(Arcd)av(5) + 00 AT X0y ) + AT AU ede])

+b{_5) (ATe)av(s) + AL Ma(ca))
+u€_6)(XFCdXC((i5) + XFdXC(g,)[Cd]) + b(_7)XFCXU(6)C,

where M. a5 s are fixed coefficients which will be defined below. Before explaining the
origin of the various terms in (B-3), it will be first be checked that the linear cohomology
of @ corresponds to the zero momentum d=11 supergravity ghosts, fields, antifields and

antighosts.
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Since A\ is unconstrained, the term Xo‘pa in (B-2) implies using the standard quartet
mechanism that states in the cohomology of @ are independent of z¢ and #“. So states in
the “linear” cohomology are represented by the elements

o O e R R L R LN E R ORI LR
which were shown in subsection (4.3) to correspond to the d=11 supergravity ghosts,
fields, antifields and antighosts. To map these elements to states in the zero momentum
cohomology of ), one needs to find BRST-closed expressions involving these elements
which commute with @ For example, the BRST-closed expression corresponding to cfl)
is C((:1) — XFCQ, the BRST-closed expression corresponding to vy;j] is vg] — &XFC]G +
%(/\FbQ)(/\FCQ), and the BRST-closed expression corresponding to V(g I8 U(CQ) —c(l)d)\FC 60—
%(XFCdQ)(XFdQ). The corresponding states in the zero momentum cohomology of @ are
obtained by setting all new variables to zero and replacing Y with A4 i.e. the state
corresponding to cf;) is —AI'“6, the state corresponding to UF;C)] is 1 (AT?0)(Al°6), and the
state corresponding to vy, Is —2(A“49) (AT 4b).

Returning now to the explanation of the terms in @ of (B.2), the second term
XFCXb(_l)C enforces the pure spinor constraint and is invariant under db(_1). = PN Jleq) +
Xchng for arbitrary gauge parameters f[.q and g%. The third term in (B2) fixes these
gauge invariances, but introduces new gauge invariances of u‘(i_z) and ch_d]Q) which are
gauge-fixed by the fourth and fifth terms in (B.). Note that only the symmetric part
of b(_3)(cq) is needed in the fourth and fifth terms of (B.2) since the antisymmetric part
b(—3)[cq) can be absorbed by a redefinition of b?_z) — b?_Q) + (XFCd)O‘b(_g,)[Cd].

At this point, the structure of () is quite complicated, but one can use the correspon-
dence between the new ghost variables and the d=11 supergravity fields to help in the
construction of the remaining terms in @ In fact, it will now be conjectured that all terms
in @ can be deduced from the known linearized supersymmetry transformations of the
d=11 supergravity ghosts, fields, antifields and antighosts. Although this is not surprising
since the BRST transformations generated by @ must be supersymmetric, a proof has not
yet been constructed for the following conjecture. Nevertheless, it is straightforward to
check that the conjecture is consistent with all terms that have been computed in @ using
the gauge-fixing procedure.

Note that all terms in @ are either linear or quadratic in A\, The first conjecture is that

terms linear in A describe the zero momentum linearized supersymmetry transformations
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of the d=11 supergravity fields where e plays the role of the supersymmetry parameter.
For example, the terms 1023))()\1}1) U(—3)eq and —CES) ](Afef) u(—3)da describe the zero

momentum linearized supersymmetry transformations of the d=11 supergravity fields

0% 9(de) = ir(dBXe),Bv 0%blages) = Z(F[ef> Pxas, (8.4)

where ng)e) is identified with the graviton g¢(%®, cgjf J'is identified with the three-form

bldef] and uf‘_?)) 4 1s identified with the gravitino x§.

The second conjecture is that the terms in ) which are quadratic in A* can be deduced
from the anticommutator of two linearized supersymmetry transformations where PP
plays the role of the supersymmetry parameters in the anticommutator. If the d=11
supersymmetry algebra were closed off-shell, the anticommutator of two supersymmetry
transformations acting on any supergravity field would be proportional to a translation,
i.e. {0a,d5}pr =T op0c¢r for any ¢r. However, since the supersymmetry algebra is only
closed on-shell, the anticommutator of two supersymmetry transformations acting on a
supergravity field can contain a term proportional to equations of motion, i.e. {én,03}¢r =
I'650c01 + Mr,y aﬁa%i-

For d=11 supergravity fields, M;; s is non-vanishing when I and J correspond to

gravitino fields, i.e.

oS
8Xd6

where the coefficients M., 43 45 can be explicitly computed using the linearized super-

{677 55}Xco¢ — Fz(Sachoz + Mca dg ~o (85>

symmetry transformations of the standard d=11 supergravity action. From the second

conjecture, this implies the term
ca 1.dB G2

in (B.2) where v(s) corresponds to the gravitino x°* and b(’B 2 corresponds to the gravitino
antifield x5 whose BRST transformation is the linearized equation of motion %.

To give another example of the second conjecture, the term
(07 Y CN 1 Y
o) (=AM (_3)ca + 5(/\ch) (AT9)° ul_3)5) (8.6)

in (B.3) can be deduced from the anticommutator of two supersymmetry transformations
acting on the supersymmetry ghost &,. Using §%p. = (€)™ and 6°¢, = —30yp. (")

where p. is the reparameterization ghost, one finds that

1
{6ﬂ7 5’7}5@ = Fcﬁyacga ( F676 §o + ( cd)a(ﬁr7)6d§5) (87>
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So the term (B) in Q can be deduced from (§7]) where C(2)a corresponds to the super-
symmetry ghost &, and u‘(i_?)) 5 corresponds to the gravitino xf%l whose BRST variation is
0%s.

So one can use these two conjectures to deduce all terms in Q of (BZ), and one
can explicitly check that this construction is consistent with the required gauge-fixing
properties of the term in @ Furthermore, one can check that these conjectures are also
consistent with the BRST operator of (P.23) for d=10 super-Maxwell theory. Note that
the terms in the second half of (B:2) are related to terms in the first half of (B.2) by
exchanging fields with antifields and ghosts with antighosts, i.e. by exchanging [b(_y), c(n)]
with [v(7_pn), U@n—7)]. The term U(C:E’")b‘(ii)Mca B 76}6\’5 is invariant under this exchange
since Mco ag v6 = Map ca s in order that {0,,0s}S = %Mw a3 75£<—§B = 0 where S is

the linearized d=11 supergravity action.
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