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We study the general form of the possible kinetic terms for 2-form fields in four dimensions,
under the restriction that they have a semibounded energy density. This is done by using covariant
symplectic techniques and generalizes previous partial results in this direction.
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I. INTRODUCTION

A cursory look at the Quantum Field Theory literature may give the impression that free (i.e. quadratic) La-
grangians are trivial first steps in the road to the physically interesting interacting theories. Once the important
concepts of quantization in Fock spaces, the definition of particle states, quantum numbers and so on are understood,
the emphasis shifts to the complicated problems of dealing with interactions and computing cross sections. The usual
actions for the scalar, vector and spin 1/2 fields seem to cover all the possibilities as far as free theories are concerned!
so one might think that there is little more to be learned about free actions. This, however, is not the case. Although
Poincaré invariance in Minkowski spacetime certainly constraints the physical properties of the states described by a
given, arbitrarily general, quadratic action its precise particle content is not always obvious because it is usually not
evident how to “diagonalize” and write it in terms of the familiar free actions mentioned above. It is thus necessary
to find a way to classify the possible kinetic terms according to their particle contents and their physical consistency
(in particular it is very important to know if their energy is semibounded or not). In two previous papers [1], [2] we
have obtained some partial results in this direction. In [1] we classified all the possible diff-invariant terms in four
dimensions. One of the interesting results of that paper was finding out that quadratic diff-invariant Lagrangians do
not describe any local physical degrees of freedom. In [2] we studied a family of quadratic actions for s-form fields in
Minkowski spacetime? given by

Ss[A] = /R4 [dA" AxPdA + 6A" AxQSA] (1)

where A is a set of N s-form fields (with its transpose denoted as A'), d is the exterior derivative, * is the Hodge
dual used to define the dual derivative § and A the exterior product. P and @ are quadratic forms represented by
symmetric, real, NV x N matrices. We found out that all the Lagrangians of this type, with semibounded energy, could
be rewritten as the sum of free s-form Maxwell-like actions and (9,A%)? terms for disjoint sets of fields. Although
(1) describes a large family of quadratic actions it is by no means the most general one. First of all, it only involves
bosonic s-form fields and not other types of geometrical objects that may be important in some instances (for example,
twice covariant symmetric tensors); also, it does not have cross terms involving forms of different type (no coupling
between, say, 1-forms and 2-forms). Finally, in the special case of 2-forms, there is the possibility of adding an extra
term, involving a new “coupling matrix” R, that does not exist in the other cases. The purpose of this paper is to
study the inclusion of this additional term and develop the mathematical tools necessary to complete the classification
of all the possible kinetic terms for 2-form fields in a four dimensional Minkowskian background.

There are several reasons to consider this problem. First, antisymmetric fields appear in physically relevant sit-
uations; it is known, for example, that string theories contain states that are described by this type of objects at
low energies. They have also been used in several proposed mass generation mechanisms for gauge bosons without
the introduction of Higgs fields (see [3] and references therein). Second, we believe that it is important to know all
the free actions of a certain type and consider the consistent introduction of interactions along the lines of [4] to
explore the possible existence of new models that can be studied by the usual methods of perturbative Quantum
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I Gravity can be derived from the quadratic Fierz-Pauli Lagrangian.

2 To make this paper as self-contained as possible, we give a quick review of the results of that paper in appendix D.
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Field Theory. Third, it is a first step towards the classification of kinetic terms that couple 1-forms and 2-forms and
their interactions (itself an open problem [5]). Finally, we think that it is very important to understand the physical
content described by general free actions. In particular we want to know if, after imposing the condition that the
energy be semi-definite, it is possible to describe particles with helicities different from zero. If helicity 1 modes are
present, then we could have consistent actions for massless spin 1 fields maybe different from the usual Yang-Mills
ones. If we could find helicity 2 states, we would have an alternative to the Fierz-Pauli Lagrangian that might lead
to a reasonable perturbative quantum field theory of gravity after the introduction of self-interactions and matter
couplings. The results of [2] show that the action (1) for 2-forms does not work in this sense; once we impose the
condition that the energy be semi-definite we find out that it describes only massless scalars. However, as already
quoted above, for 2-forms there is the possibility of adding an extra term to (1). We investigate here if the previous
conclusion continues to apply to this case.

We study this problem within the covariant symplectic framework introduced by Crnkovié and Witten [6, 7, 8] and
used by the authors in [1, 2, 9]. The method followed in those papers involved two main steps: the solution of the
field equations and the evaluation, on the solution space, of the symplectic form derived from the action. The process
of solving the field equations depends on the geometrical setting of the problem. In the case of the diff-invariant
actions considered in [1, 9] they could be solved in a straightforward way, however, in the presence of a Minkowskian
background [2] the process was more involved. It consisted of three main steps: the identification of the relevant
algebraic sectors, the obtention of differential necessary conditions and, finally, the resolution of the field equations.
The decomposition of the solution space that we found allowed us to write down, in a very compact and convenient
way the symplectic structure on the solution space, the energy-momentum and the helicity densities. We want to point
out that it is possible to follow more standard approaches, such as the familiar Dirac analysis, to identify the physical
degrees of freedom and gauge symmetries of the problem that we consider. However, in order to derive sufficient
and necessary conditions to guarantee the positiveness of energy in a generic case, we need to restrict the energy to
physical configurations (reduced phase space). This requires, in practice, the resolution of the field equations and, in
our opinion, a covariant description provides the most elegant and simple setting to study the problem.

The paper is structured as follows; after this introduction we discuss the action, field equations and their solutions
in section II. As we show it is possible to follow the same steps and take advantage of the techniques developed in [2]
in the much more complicated case of the general 2-form quadratic action that we study now. However, this requires
some additional steps, in particular we will have to complexify the action, introduce suitable projection operators on
self-dual and anti-self dual 2-forms and recover the real theory by implementing suitable reality conditions. In this
respect the program bears a striking resemblance with the original Ahstekar variables formalism in which self-duality
played and important role [10, 11, 12, 13] and the use of reality conditions was a key ingredient. In section III we
obtain the symplectic structure on the solution space that allows us to identify canonical pairs of variables and the
definition of Poisson brackets. We use it also to derive the energy-momentum density and the helicity of physical states
in section IV. We get them as quadratic forms defined on the vector subspace defined by the algebraic constraints
obtained in the process of solving the field equations. The main physical condition that we impose on the models
described by the family of actions considered in this paper is the semi-boundedness of the energy, necessary at the
classical level to guarantee stability after the introduction of interactions; this is discussed in detail in section V. Once
the physically consistent kinetic terms are identified it is interesting to figure out if they can be written in simple
“canonical” forms by linear field redefinitions. As shown in [2] in the absence of the R-term it is actually possible to
write the kinetic term as a sum of ordinary and “dual” (of the (9,A4%)? type) Maxwell lagrangians; we show that this
is also true here. Section VI is devoted to the study of the R = 0 case as a further check of the methods used in this
paper. We show how to recover the results obtained in previous work. Finally we end the paper with our conclusions
in section VII and give several appendices with detailed compilations of formulas and some calculations needed in the
main body of the paper.

II. ACTION, FIELD EQUATIONS, AND SOLUTIONS

We start by writing down the action (rather the family of actions) that we consider in this paper

Sy[B] = / BdBt A xPdB + %5Bf A*Q6B —dB' A RSB| (2)
R4

where B denotes a set of N real-valued 2-forms that we will take as column vectors, B! is the transpose of B, d is the
exterior differential and A is the exterior product defined on R*. We have a Minkowski metric 7., = diag(— + ++)
needed to define the Hodge dual * that we use to write down the adjoint exterior differential §. We provide a dictionary
with our conventions to translate differential forms to the component framework in appendix A. As in (1), P and Q



are real N x N square symmetric matrices. The key new ingredient in (2) is the appearance of the last term (referred
to in the following as R-term) involving an arbitrary N x N square, but not necesarily symmetric, real matrix. In
four dimensions this term can only be written for 2-forms. The Euler-Lagrange field equations given by (2) are

(P —*R"6dB + (Q — *R)d0B =0 . (3)

As in previous papers we start by solving this set of linear partial differential equations. These equations involve
a combination of algebraic and differential operators. Whereas in [2] the P and @ matrices commuted with the
differential operators d and §, here the situation is much more complicated because P — *R! and @ — *R involve the
Hodge dual and, hence, one must be very careful with the order in which these algebraic operators, d, and § appear.
In fact this is the key difficulty that we have to overcome to treat this problem along the lines followed for the action
(1). Fortunately there is a clean way to solve this issue.

We will first consider Eq. (3) for complez B, (Bgy(z) € CN, Vo € R*). The linearity of the field equations and the
fact that P, @, and R are real objects tell us that both the real and imaginary part of a complex solution are real
solutions. Also, every complex solution can be built from its real and imaginary parts.

We will introduce now the following set of projection operators (acting on 2-forms):

1
T = 5(1 + ’L*),

1
_ = —(1 —1x%),
that satisfy the following properties:
7T<2|» =T,
2 =7_,
m_my =7ym_ =0,

Ty 4+7mT_ =1,

i(ro —my) =
They also satisfy:

m1od = %Dﬂur + %(561 —dé)m_,

m_dd = lDﬂ', + 1(5d —do)my,

2 2
7T+d5 = %Dﬂ'+ — %(561 — d5)7T7,
1 1

We write now B = (ny +7_)B =nyB+n_B=B,+B_wheren, B, =B, 7 B_=B_,andmyB_=n_B; =0.
It is straightforward to see that B is real if and only if B_ = B.? (the overbar denotes complex conjugation). By
writing P — R = P(ry +7_) —i(n_ — 7y )R and Q — xR = Q(my +7_) —i(m_ — w4 )R in the field equations and
projecting with 7 and m_ we see that they are equivalent to:

T4 [(P+iR")6dB + (Q + iR)déB]| = 0,

m_ [(P —iR")6dB + (Q — iR)déB] = 0,

or

(P +iR") [OB + (0d — d6)B_] + (Q + iR) [OB; — (8d — d6)B_]
(P —iR") [OB_ + (8d — d8)B1] + (Q — iR) [OB_ — (6d — db) B, ]

0 (4a)
0

3 In fact, if B is real then B4 = 1/2(1 — i%x)B = 1/2(1 — i*)B = B_. Conversely, if B_ = B4 then (1 —ix)B = (1 —ix)B . If we write
B = R(B) + iS(B) the previous equality tells us that R(B) + *3(B) = R(B) — *S(B) and $(B) — «R(B) = —S(B) — «R(B) which
implies *$(B) = 0 < (B) = 0.
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with B_ = B,. We see that by complexifying the action and introducing the projection operators 7, and m_ we
have been able to write the field equations (3) as equations on the fields By and B_ that do not involve the Hodge
dual *. This allows us to obtain the following convenient necessary conditions by acting on (4) with d and ¢:

5 - [o] -ress
o b BB 10T osms=0 (5b)
B8

where B(z) = ng ] eC?N a=P+Q+i(R+R",and b= P—Q+i(R'— R). The matrices P and Q are symmetric

(P =7P! Q= Q" but, in general, not hermitian. The conditions (5) have the same structure as those found for the
R =0 case in [2].

We will discuss now several algebraic issues concerning the matrices P and Q. As already happened in [2] it is not
necessary to consider all the possible quadratic forms P, @) and R because in some situations it is trivially possible to
eliminate some of the fields appearing in the action by linear, non-singular field redefinitions. The relevant condition
to be imposed in this case is

ker(xP + R) Nker(xQ + R") = {0} (6)

with *P + R and *Q + R! defined as linear operators in Q' (M), the space of 2-form valued N-dimensional vectors.
The reason is that the field equations (3) can be rewritten in the form

d§(*P + R)B + dd(xQ + R")B = 0;

suggesting that elements in ker(xP + R) Nker(*Q + R) should play no role whatsoever. This turns out to be the case
as can be easily seen by rewriting the action (2) as

S4B] = % /R (6B Ad(+Q + R')B — dB' AS(+P + R)B]

expanding B = pABa + 0% By (with (xP+R)pAB4 = 0 and (*Q+ R*)pA B4 = 0 and ¢® in the complementary vector
space) and plugging this expression back in the previous form of the action to check that all the B4 fields drop out.
The condition (6) can be reexpressed (see appendix B) as the simple condition on P and O:

kerPNker @ = {0} . (7)

We derive now some properties of ker P and ker Q. First it is straightforward to check that [ ZJF ] € ker P (with

eq, e_ € CN) if and only if [ _e; ] € ker Q. The main consequence of this is the fact that

— —€_

f:kerP — ker Q: [2+]»—>{ e+ ]

defines an isomorfism between ker P and ker Q@ and hence dimker P = dimker @ < N as can be seen from (7). This
isomorphism tells us how to get a basis of ker Q once we have a basis of ker P. Second, every vector in a linear basis

of ker P can be written in the form ; (for some v € CV; see appendix B). If {[;‘: }} is a basis of ker P then

vA is a basis of ker Q. As ker P @ ker @ = Span vA , _0 we can complete this linearly independent
—TA 0 VA

set to a basis of C2V with {[ 65‘ } , [EO } such that {va,e,} are linearly independent as C vectors and build the

following convenient basis for C2V
VA VA €a €a
VoA || —Ta |’ |€ || —Ca ’



We expand an arbitrary vector B € C?V in this basis as

B:Bﬁ[;‘:]Jng‘[fﬁ‘ ]+B§;[f“}+3;{ ‘o }

VA €a —€a

We use this expansion to solve the necessary conditions (5); in order to do this we must enforce that 7 B_ = 7_B; =0
in B, which are equivalent to the conditions B;;‘ =% B{;‘ and B} =i * BY so that, in terms of new fields B and B
we have

By = (14 i%)[BAva + B%4]
B_ = (i% —1)[BAT4 + B%%,].

We also have to impose the reality conditions; they simply tell us that both B4 and B, must be purely imaginary.
We conclude that B must have the form

B_*BA{BA]—Z'BA{ v }+ba{f“]+i*ba Ca ] (8)
VA —vA €o —C€q

with B4, b, real functions. Taking into account that the vectors in both the following sets are linearly independent
) g g y p

vl el le]) telm] elz] e[ %]}

The necessary conditions are simply

OdB* =0 (9a)
Odb® =0 (9Db)
06" =0 (9c¢)

They have the same form as the ones found in [2] in the absence of the R-term and can be easily solved by using the
procedure described in that paper. It should be pointed out that one of the advantages of the method that we are
using here is that the structure of the necessary conditions is the same as in previous, more simple, models [2]. The
solutions to (9) are

BA — ,_YA + dAA, (103)
b* = 4% + dovyy, (10Db)

where A4 is an arbitrary real function and (y® = 0, Oy4 = 0, 0?42 = 0.
To complete the solution to the field equations we plug (10) into the field equations (4) to get

(1+ix) [(aeq — bea)dodoys + 2iddy™ (bva) + 26dy*(bea)| = 0 (11)

and its complex conjugate. In order to continue we proceed as in [2] by introducing Fourier tranforms. To this end
we choose an inertial coordinate system (7,t) in R* and define

. . 1 dSE = ik-@ .
1@0) = G [ SR HE R

3 W
and its inverse

lf(lzv t) = .

Btz t —ik-&
. o /R PR e

(where we use 3-dimensional vector notation in R? and denote the usual Euclidean scalar product with a dot). We

have introduced w = +V'k - k in the previous definition in order to explicitly have a Lorentz invariant measure. We
use the same letter to represent a field and its Fourier transform and for real fields we must have f(k,t) = f(—k,1).

Using the formulas introduced in appendix A, in particular the definitions of + and — fields and e;;(k), (11) may be
written in the two following alternative forms



(@j + %wezj(z‘f’)) |75 (R)(aea — bea) + 2ib7 (R)(ava) — 265 (R)(b2a) | =0 (12a)
(@j - %wezj(z‘f’)) |0 (R) (@0 — Bea) = 20b7 (R (@) — 205 (F) (Bea) | = 0 (12b)
o (E)(aea — beg,) + 2ib? (k) (ava) — 2b% (k) (bey) =0 (13a)
o @ (k) (@eq — beg) — 2ib% (k) (@va) — 205 (k) (bea) =0 (13b)

where we have used avg + bv4 = 0. The introduction of the + and — fields is suggested, in part, by the simple form
that these algebraic conditions take and the fact that they decouple in terms of them. Notice that, in each pair, the
conditions imposed on the field components are independent and also that the equations appearing in each pair are
not complex conjugates of each other. In practice, it is convenient to project the last two equations onto the bases of
C¥ given, respectively, by {va,eq} and {v4, 4} to get

(el aes — e beg) B (k) + 2i(elava)b™ (k) — 2(e! beg)b” (k) = 0 (14a)
2R (v aes)o” (k) + 2iR(vhavp)b? (k) + 2(0haes)b” (K) = 0 (14b)
(el aes — eabeﬂ)oﬁi(k) — 2i(e',ava)b (E) 2(e, beg)bi(/z) =0 (14c)
2R (vhaep)oll (k) — 2iR(vyavp)bE (k) + 2(v4aes)b] (k) = 0. (14d)

We will use them in this form to discuss the conditions leading to a semibounded energy.

This completes the resolution of the field equations that we need in the next step to find the physical degrees of
freedom and gauge symmetries described by the action (2). A final comment related to the general structure of the
action and the resolution of the field equations is the following. The action (2) can be rewritten as

5, =1 / [dB A +PdB + 68" A +Q0B] (15)
R4

with the additional condition 7_ B, = 7y B_ = 0 implemented by using suitable Lagrange multipliers Ay, A\_ and
adding to (15) the extra term A_w_ B4 + A7y B_. In this form it is easy to justify our choice of P and Q such that
ker P Nker @ = {0} and take advantage of the results already obtained in [2] in the absence of the R-term. Also, we
see that as 7_By = my B_ = 0 and the reality conditions do not involve time derivatives the symplectic structure
remains unchanged so, as we show in the following, several interesting objects can be obtained from known results for
the R = 0 case by simply restricting to the linear subspaces defined by these conditions.

III. SYMPLECTIC STRUCTURE, GAUGE TRANSFORMATIONS, AND PHYSICAL DEGREES OF
FREEDOM

Once we know the solutions to the field equations we can study the physical content of our action (2) by computing
the symplectic structure in the space of solutions to the field equations. For a general Lagrangian L(¢, d¢, 6¢) for a
s-form field & we have that the symplectic form is

oL
dde

0L

Q&) = & Ad 95¢

+ (1) s diE A+ d
where the derivatives of the Lagrangian are defined according to

L({+€,dE+ de, 66 + de) = L€, dg, 5§)+e/\ (§ dg, 6¢)

23

+de A 85(5 dg, 6&) + de A oL

and dI, A refer to the space of fields. From the action (2) we get

5(5 ,d€, 6¢) + O(€?)

Q(B) = dB" A + PddB + [Q6dB]* A * ddLB — dB' ARSAB — +dB' AR'ddB.



It is straightforward to check that dQ(B) = 0 on solutions to the field equations (notice that we are using here the
spacetime exterior derivative). This allows us to finally write the symplectic structure in phase space as

{ (*P + R)dB]" AALB + [*d(xQ + R")dB]" A x dB} (16)

_ % / [dB! A + PddlB — +dB' AQSAB] .
R3

Plugging (8) in (16) we find

Q= [ {4dB*A *Saaddb® — AABAA * RapddB? + AAB* AR 406dIb"
3

A A * Saadd B + 2dIb™ A x R 5ddIb” — 2dI6* AS 56d1b°
45 D™ A x Roadd B — 25 db* A ST ,ddIb” — 25 dIb* AR 56dIb" }

where we have introduced the following notation:

Rap = R[vhavp] (S[vyavs] =0)
Saa = Svhaes] Saa = Slelaval
Raa = Rvhaes] Roa = %[egavA]
§R;LB = Rlelaep + el beg]

R = Rle! aes — €l beg]

Sus = Sleqaes + eqbeg]

S = Slel aes — €l beg]

%bﬁ = Qlelbes] Sy = Slelaep)
%aﬂ = Rlelbes] Rez = Rlel,aep).

It is important to remember that the derivative operators d and § that appear in this expression are four dimensional
and the integral is over R3. In terms of Fourier modes the symplectic structure is given by

3
Q= / = {muﬁﬁ (F)Rap AABE(R) + 8id 55 (F)RE, AdB, (F)
R

3w
163 [ A8 (F)S aee MBS () — B (F) S0 AABE ()]
—0—13—6iweij(E) [dw;;(zz)ma A (F) + diBoy (F)Ran Adla®( ):
_giweij(zz) {cﬁﬂ%(ﬁ)%;ﬁ AT (F) + dB5; (F) S5 Ada® (F)]
—16idla® (k)R 5 AdG’ (k) + gweij(l;)dla?(l;)%b 5 AT (F)

[e3

i

4 7 i =B 7 —a (7 Y
g wey; (F) | dog (B)(SE5 + 298 5) AdID; (k) — diy (k)(SE, + 230 ) Ad[bﬁ(k:)A

—42[ SRYRE, A, (F) — doe ()R, AdD ()]
16 o B = S =8
g weig ()AL (F)305 A, (F) — 16idb¢ R, 5 A, (F)

-8 [dlag(lzmgﬁ AT () + da? (R)R] 5 A (%)

Sy
??‘l

g iwes; () [dlag (R)S 7, B (8) + 7 ()] + dias (F)S 5, A () + of ()]

—8i[2dbe (F) + do® (k) — 2idla® (k)| Saa A, (F)

+
+8i[2db; (k) 4 diz® (k) + 2idiad (k)] Saa Mb;“(zz)}



where we have made use of the algebraic conditions (12) and it must be remembered that this symplectic form is
defined on the solution space, i.e. when these conditions hold. Although its structure is rather complicated some
features are already evident. For example, we can see that the arbitrary functions A“ do not appear, this means that
they do not represent any physical degrees of freedom and should be taken as gauge parameters. In order to see this
we collect the terms involving A4

4/ ddA? A {~Rapddy® + Raa * 6dy* + Raq * 6dodye + Saaddy*}.
]R3

The integrand in the previous expression can be written as

d{dA? A x [-Rapddy® + Rag * Ay + Raq * 6d6dlye + Saaddy®]}
—dIAY A # [~ Rapdddy® + Rag * dody® + Raq * dododyS + S aadddy®],

the first piece is an exact four dimensional 3-form and hence its pull-back onto R? is exact too so the integral over R?
is zero. The second part is zero as a consequence of the condition (11); in fact, if one projects (11) along the direction
of v4 and takes into account that v“ satisfies the wave equation one easily gets

~RApddAYE + Raq * dSAY™ + Rag * dSdOANE + F 40 0ddy* = 0

The degrees of freedom for a specific choice of P, @), and R can be identified by solving the algebraic conditions in
terms of a set of independent fields and finding out which among them (and the remaining fields that do not appear
in these conditions) appear in the symplectic structure.

IV. ENERGY AND ANGULAR MOMENTUM

The calculation of the energy can be performed [2] by obtaining first the transformation of the Fourier components
of the fields under space-time translations, and using the fact that if the symplectic form 2 is invariant under a group
of transformations locally we have i,2 = dLH, where H is the generator of the symmetry and v is a tangent vector to
an orbit of this group. For a Poincaré invariant action this procedure gives the energy-momentum density in a very
convenient way. The only difficulty, in practice, comes from the fact that the algebraic conditions (12,13) must be
used in a somewhat non obvious way to write i,{2 as a exterior derivative of something. In the present case there is
an alternative method that quickly leads to the correct answer. The idea is to write B in terms of ¥4, v, ~v& and
A4 by plugging (10) in (8) and notice that its structure is the same as the one obtained in [2] for the solutions to the
field equations if one makes the identifications (splitting the e, sector in + and — subsectors)

D VA q VA T €a T €a
el e | _ , €1 ens - y €4 | , B - .
VA —VA €q —€q

The Fourier components of the A,, A,, and A, fields (see appendix D) can be put in one to one correspondence with
those of ¥4, v%, and 7% as follows

Bh(R) ~ —iBj(k) B (k) ~ —iB(F)
bl(k) ~ —ib (k) bl (k) ~ —ib (k)
aP (K) ~ %weij(g)b;‘ aP (k) ~ _gweij(*)z};*
aP (k) ~ —%eij(k)Ba(k)  aP(k) ~ Sei;(k)B5 (k)

Bt (k) ~ (k) B (k) ~ 85 ()
art(B) ~ a®(F) @t (k) ~ a®(F)
ot (k) ~ of(k) a7t (k) ~ o7 (F)
DI (R) b (R) B (E) ~ B2 (K)
aft (k) ~ ag (k) ap* (k) - ag (k)



Bij (k) ~ —igeij(k)a” (k) i (k) ~ igei(k)a® (k)

a”™ (k) ~ —igte; (k)5 (k) a"~ (k) ~ igiei; (k)7 (k)

o; (k) ~ gei;(k)og (k) B ;" (k) ~ gei(k)aj (k) )

bi~ (k) ~ —gei(R)[b5 (k) + o (k)] B bi~ (k) ~ —gei(k)[b5 (k) + 55 (k)] B
of (k) ~ g e (k)[2b§‘(/€) + oja(k) — za?‘(k)] a; (k) ~ —ige; (k)[2b§‘(/€) + 6]9”(/€) +ia% (k)]

In fact, by substituting the previous expressions into the algebraic conditions and the symplectic structure for the
R =0 case (given in appendix D) we recover ezactly equations (12) and the symplectic structure given in the previous
section. This indicates that the energy-momentum density can be also obtained from the one in R = 0 by this
procedure. Doing so we find

37 - - - - - — -
F9dP, = d /R M(Taka){mﬁfj(k)a%wﬁg(k) + 160 (R)R,a° (F) — 868 ()R, 55 (F)

3w

16 [BAEIS aaB5F) + B (B340 ()] — Sweis F) [B3FIRaa® (F) — By (F)R aa® ()]

where k* = (w, E), and kg = —w. The helicity of the physical states can be obtained in a similar way by projecting
the angular momentum density along the direction of k

(k) = —8iof (k)b 57 (k) — dio? (B)[S7 5 + 288507 (k) + 4ice (k)[S 14 + 298 107 (k)

%

dw o - g Aw o o - o -

_?eij (k)o; (k)%;rﬁbf(k) + ?eij(k)ai (k)%;rgbf(k) — 16:b; (k)%gﬁb?(k)

16w = oo rg e STW o o oo o 8w oo -

— i (R0F (R)RE07 (k) + —=eu (K)ot (R)R 505 (k) + == eis (k)af (k)R 57 (F)

8’(0 o i ari . an 7 e 8’LU ﬂ T —a1 a1 7
— =5 eis (k) (208 (F) + o7 (F) = 2iaf (k)]Saabf (k) + —ei; ()26 (k) + 57 (k) + 2ia¢ (F)] Saabj! (F)
+8a (k) 407 (k) + 67 (k)] + 8ag (k) 4[b7 (k) + o ().

V. CONDITIONS TO HAVE A SEMIBOUNDED ENERGY DENSITY

The main physical requirement that we must impose to the kinetic terms that we are considering in this paper is to
have a semibounded energy density. This is necessary in order to guarantee stability once interactions are added in.
In the absence of algebraic conditions such as (12) this would be straightforward but here the situation is complicated
by their presence. Looking at the structure of the energy density we see that some Fourier modes lack a quadratic
part, that is, the matrix representation of the energy as a quadratic form has some zero entries in the main diagonal.
This happens, for example, with the fields o' (E) and & (E) A well known fact in linear algebra tells us that whenever
this happens a quadratic form cannot be either definite or semidefinite. This forces us to impose suitable conditions
on the P, @, and R matrices to eliminate these terms (specifically the rows and columns of the matrix where such
diagonal zeroes appear). Here the presence of the algebraic conditions (12) forces us to study the restriction of the
energy to the vector subspace defined by them. Before doing this it is convenient to rewrite the relevant part of the
energy in terms of the + and — objects introduced at the end of appendix A because, as also happened with the
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algebraic conditions (13), the + and — fields decouple. It is also convenient to split the fields into their real and
imaginary parts to express the real energy in terms of real quantities. The a-dependent part of the energy density
reads

RbA
Rb°
%af
3pA
Sb°
B

0 49, 43, —83aa —4RY, 0

[Ra2 et ] gq,, amt, o 0

43,5 49,5
So
The condition that this terms are absent on the vector subspace defined by the algebraic conditions (14) is equivalent

to the condition that the rank of the following matrix coincides with the rank of the submatrix defined by the the
algebraic conditions alone

0 49, 495, —8%aa —ARE, 0
8.4 ARS, 0 0 49, 4S5,
—28aa —2R05 Moz —2Raa 280, S5
2Me, 290, Qo 289, 2R M,

0 %AB %AB —Rap %AB 0
L Rap  —Sag 0 0 Rap Rap |

Now it is straightforward to check that the full matrix is non-singular; in fact, by adding the third column to the
second, the sixth to the fourth, and then the resulting first row to the fourth, the second to the third, and finally
rearranging the rows and columns (multiplying, when necessary by the appropriate non-zero factors) the resulting
matrix is

0 A
A0

with

—%:B C\\Y;B 28,4

A=| S5, Ry, 2Raa
Sag Map Nas

This matrix is proportional to the matrix of P in the vector subspace of C2V spanned by the linearly independent

vectors
Ca 1o A
Bo | | —i€a | | —iT4a

and, hence, it is non-singular. This means that the matrix that we started with is non-singular and, hence, it is
impossible that the first two rows depend linearly on the remaining ones. The conclusion of this analysis is that the
only way to avoid having the a-terms is by working with matrices P, ), and R such that the e, sector is absent.
This condition means that rank’P = N, or in a more convenient form

-t
rank irQ
P iR

Notice that in the R = 0 case this is just rankP + rank@ = N or dimker P + dimker @ = N. Once we impose this
condition we get that the symplectic structure is simply:

3. 4 . -
Q= 16i/ d’k d[ﬁ?j(k‘)%AB AB] (k)
RS W
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and the energy-momentum density becomes

-
79dP, = d / CF () 165 (R RanBE(F).
rR3 W
The helicity density is identically zero, i.e. in the physically consistent case the action (2) describes only scalar
particles. In order to ensure that the energy density is positive definite we must require that the non-singular matrix
R ap be definite* Notice, also, that the symplectic structure is non-degenerate (R ap is always non-singular) and that
it is possible to simultaneously diagonalize both the symplectic structure and the energy density. Knowing that the

eq sector must be absent we can use an internal basis of C2%V spanned by the vectors [ SA ] and [ vf ] and expand
VA —vA

VA
VA

B =xBA

that introduced back in (15) gives
%:—z/(wAAwumwﬁ
R4

Now as Rap is actually a positive definite symmetric we know that we can diagonalize it to be the identity and,
hence, the previous action is a sum of N Maxwell actions as in the R = 0 case.

VI. THE R =0 CASE

In this section we check that we recover the previously known results for the R = 0 case within the formalism
presented in this paper. The first step is to compute v4 by finding the kernel of

P+Q P-Q
P-Q P+Q

P:

It is straightforward to see that the elements of ker P must have the form

€q
—eq

where e, € ker P, e, € ker Q are real vectors ® and \,, \g € R. As we are taking the vectors in ker P and ker Q in

| P+ A

€p

the form [SA and vf ] we must use the following linearly independent vectors®

VA —vA
Lle, | 1| ieg
2| ep "2 —ieg

which, in practice means that we have two types of v4 objects: the real e, and the purely imaginary ie,. We complete
this set with

LI Rap = vAPVE were singular we should be able to find A4 € R such that vétP(v§)\B) = 0; as the v are linearly independent this
means that (vBAg) € ker P. As it obviously belongs to ker Q, and ker P Nker @ = {0}, (vZAp) must be zero and also 4.

5 Here we follow the notation used in appendix D

6 the 1/2 factor is included to take into account the different choices of constants in (1) and (2)
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where the e, are also chosen to be real and together with e, e, give a basis of R¥. In the following we will use indices
p, q instead of A, and r instead of «.

We compute now the several internal matrices appearing in the expressions of the symplectic structure, the energy-
momentum density and the helicity density

t
Rip=1 eerP 0
AB =1 0 —elPe
q q
1.t — 1, 1.t — 1t
Saa = gegPer,  San = 36, Pey,  Rao = ge,Qer,  Raa = 7€.Q¢p,
+ — 1t - — 1t xt — x— b —
%aﬁ = je,.Pe,, %aﬁ = se.Qer, Sas=0 S5=0, S =0, a,@ =0,

we get then
Q74/ o G A% (k) — idlBY ()el Pey Al A% (k)e,Pe, NABT; (K
=4 "o {8 (RyeQey A () — B (R)el Pey mABH(E) +idi5(FlegPer A (F)
kel Qe nda” (k)

F)elQe, Adla”( E}
gl

-

—idIB}; (k )e Pe, NS (K )—i—zd[ﬁ (K)et Pe!. AdIB]; (k) — 2idla”
(k

AA

%iwe”(é)[ B2 (R)el,Qe, Adia” () + diB?,

/

[d[a (F)e! Pe,s B (F) — dia” (E)e! Pe, A (
1 . . . .
-5 [2d1b;f(k) +do? (k) — 21'@1104;“(@} et Pey NIDY(F)
1 . . . .
+3 [2d1b;f(k) + ot (F) + 21'@11@;“(@} et Pey AIB(F)

—da} (K)el Pe,s AdIb; (K) — o (K)el Pe, AdIB} (k) — 2idib] (K)el Pey AdIb] (
For the energy-momentum we find
car,—a [ o b { 458, (R Qe 2 ) — 45 (e Pe 2 R) = 458, (et P F) -
—A[BY; (k)el Pe, By () + BY, (K)el, Pe B (k
—gweu(E)[ﬁf-(k)eZQerd(k) — B8 (Rl Qera(R)]
+4 {10 () — i} ()]t Pegb? (R) + [B; (F) + iaif (Bt Pe,bf (F)
+8a" (K)el Qe ay () + 8b] ()e! Pe, by (k)
—4i[of (K)el.Pe, b} (k) — T(E)e Pe, bl (k)]
+2(rka = 7w) |07 (R)eb Ple (k) + e, b" (R)] + o (R)ek-Pleqb (k) + e, " (K)]]
and the helicity density is
A(E) = eijk%i {—8i5§(l§)eﬁPeT,b}:(I§) — 4qb (ke Pegbl (k) — 4ib%(k)e! Pe, by, (k)
~2i[a% (k) + 21} (k)| Pby (k) + 2i[o’ (k) — 2ia;(E)]PI_7k(E)} .

All these expressions coincide with the ones given in appendix D after making the identifications

Zwey (Y00(R) , A1 (R) =

3 1weij (E)ap(ﬁ)

P\ —
o? () .

and using the algebraic conditions (12).

VII. CONCLUSIONS

The main purpose of the paper is to classify all the possible kinetic terms for 2-form fields in four dimensions
completing previous work in this direction. This classification may be useful to understand quantum field theories
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involving the coupling of 1-forms and 2-forms. From the technical point of view several issues should be emphasized.
First, in order to disentangle the algebraic structure of the space of solutions to the field equations (and have the
possibility of using previous results to solve the necessary conditions that appear as an intermediate step in the
process of solving them) we have introduced a set of complex projection operators. Their use allow us to circumvent
the difficulties associated with the fact that the Hodge dual and the exterior derivative (and its dual) do not commute.
Second, the fact that we have introduced complex objects forced us to impose suitable reality conditions to describe
real solutions to the field equations. This has a intriguing similarity with the original Ashtekar [10, 11] formulation of
General Relativity as derived from the self-dual action [12, 13] where reality conditions were a key ingredient to keep
the structure of the Hamiltonian constraint as simple as possible.

The main physical requirement that we impose on the models described by the action (2) is that the energy must be
semibounded. This is necessary to guarantee stability once interactions are included. This simple condition strongly
constrains the physical content of these actions: as we have shown all of them can be rewritten by means of linear,
non-singular field redefinitions as the sum of several Maxwell 2-form actions describing massless scalars. This result is
important, among other things, to study the possible deformations of general 2-form theories by using the techniques
developed by Henneaux and collaborators [4, 14]. We want to stress that the main difficulty that we have to overcome
is to find sufficient and necessary conditions on P, @, and R that guarantee the semiboundedness of the energy.
Although it is easy to give sufficient conditions it is much harder to find those that are also necessary; this is the main
problem solved in the paper.

The approach that we follow gives a partial classification of quantum field theories —at least of those that are
“continuosly” connected to their kinetic terms— which are also, in a sense, those that can be expected to allow
a consistent perturbative treatment (around the zero value of the fields). It is important to realize that gauge
symmetries appear in a natural way as given by those functions appearing in the solution to the field equations that
do not appear in the simplectic structure. Their presence or absence in the kinetic terms that we consider is dictated
only by the conditions imposed on the energy; and their extension to a full interacting theory will be given by their
consistent deformations.

The next step in the process of classifying kinetic terms consists of considering quadratic terms involving different
types of differential forms, such as 1-forms and 2-forms. The techniques developed in this and previous papers will
certainly be of much help to disentangle the presumably complicated algebraic structure of these more elaborate
models.

APPENDIX A: CONVENTIONS FOR DIFFERENTIAL FORMS

We give in this appendix our definitions and conventions for differential forms in four dimensions. A s-form w
defined on a N dimensional differentiable manifold M (endowed with coordinates %) is given by

w(T) = way.ra, ()dx™ A -+ Adze
with
_ 1 .
Way-a; = W[almas] = ; Z (—1) wﬂ'(al)"'ﬂ(as)
" wESs

and m € s a permutation of order s. The space of s-forms on M will be denoted as ,(M).
The exterior (wedge) product of a s-form w and a r-form ¢ is defined by

WAL =wWay.a,&py- b, dT™ Ao Ada® A dz® Ao Adabr
and satisfies
wA§ = (-1)"ENw,
EAmMAw = EAMAW).
The exterior differential that takes a s-form w to a (s + 1)-form is defined as
dz® A - Ndx®et

dw = 8[alwa2...as+1]

and has the following properties
? =0
dlwANE) = dwN&+ (—1)°w A dE.
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In the presence of a non-degenerate metric in M we can define the Hodge dual of a s-form w as the (N — s)-form
given by

1 1 byeba e ;
(N — 3)' \/ |det g|wb1"'bs77 1l CNibgalcl e gaNfsCN—sdxal A

where "1~ is the Levi-Civita tensor density on M defined to be +1 for even permutations of the indices and —1
for odd permutations, in any coordinate chart. If g,;, has Riemannian signature we have

*w = e NdztNE

s(N—s)

xxw = (—1) w

whereas for Lorentzian signatures we get

%k = (_1)5(N75)+1

w
In the presence of a metric it is also possible to define the adjoint exterior differential §

6 = (—=1)NEHDFL 4 g« Riemannian signature

6 = (—1)NEHY w g« Lorentzian signature.
It takes s-forms to (s — 1)-forms according to
dw = —sVeWaay-qs_ TP Ao Ndx® 7|
where V is the metric compatible, torsion-free, covariant derivative and satisfies
=0
We introduce now the operator (Laplacian for Riemannian signatures and wave operator for Lorentzian signatures)
O=dé+dd ,
that takes s-forms to s-forms and is given by
Ow = —V.Ve%Wa.cq,dx® Ao Adzts;

it commutes with both d and §. Finally, let X be a vector field given by X = X%0,, we define the interior product
of X and a s-form w as the (s — 1)-form

ixw = $X"Waay.. . a. AT N .. N dx®

it satisfies
(dix +ixd)w = Lxw;

where Lxw is the Lie derivative of w defined by the vector field X.
We will write the components of differential forms in a Minkowskian background as

w= Wir s .
Woiy - is—1

The Fourier transforms for s-forms wy can be parametrized as follows

Bk, t)

wo =
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ik (kyt) + By (K, 1)

Wwo =
ikia(k,t) + bi(k, t)
ik[iajk] (E, t)
w3 =
zk[laj] (E, t) + bij(E, t)
0
Wy =

—

ik[iajk] (k, t)

where «;;, 35, and b;; are antisymmetric and transverse, and a;, b;, o, and j3; are transverse.
We need also the expressions for the Hodge duals of these objects. In the following it is useful to introduce the
transverse antisymmetric object e;;(k) defined by

31

eij(E) = —2€ijk/€k

that satisfies the following properties

Eijk = Zk[z jk] (E)

cij(k) = e (—F)
- - 9 kiky,
eij(k)ejr (k) = el (6ik i )

18
w2

eij(k)eij(—k) =

w

In Fourier transform we have
— %wzeij (k)aij (k, t)
Wy =

0

ikiejn(B)bji (K, t) + w?eij(K)a; (k,t)

*Wg =
ew (k)au (k, )
2 kein(R)br(k,t) — 2 ei;(F)a(k,t)
*Wo =
. . . oL
—grkieji (k) Bjx (k,t) — Sreij(k)ay(k,t)
ke n (F)b(E, t)
*Wp =

-

32.§|k eg]k(]g)ﬁk(k t) — 3lew(1€) (k,t)

0

*Wo =

—dkpesn (K)B(K, 1)
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The objects appearing in solutions to the necessary conditions (8) can be parametrized [2] as

Z{;1‘(];;)6—1'11116 + B;;x (_E)eiwt

v =
bA)e 1 4 B (—Fyeivt
iaj(]z)efiwt +B%(_E)eiwt
’ya = . - -, -, — -
ikz [aa(k)efiwt + (—Za(_k)eiwt:| + b?(k)efiwt + blq(_k)eiwt
iy, [ag] (k) + wto (12)} e~ g Ly [ag] (—F) + wto (_E)} et
doyy =
L {—z’ag(/%’) +(1- iwt)af‘(lz)] emiwt 4 1 [iai(—/%’) +(1+ iwt)ag(—/%’)} et
We will also need
; ) p—iw oA I\ piw
Zk[iﬂﬁ@](k)e t+lk[iﬁjk](—k)€ K
dyt =
Q'k bA ]g —iwt EA ]; iwt w g A ]; —iwt A ]; iwt
— 3R} [ j]( )e + j](_ Je ]_32 {ﬁij( Je = B (= Je ]
ki B (R)e ™t + ik By (—F)et!
dy® = ~
_gik[i [b?‘](k)ef“”t + j](_k)ezwt} _ %z [ iaj(k)efzwt _ ﬁij(_k)ezwt}
2, N [P AT —iwt | TA 7wt
Zikise g (R) [ (Rye it + By (~Kye™!]
T
4 1. ) o —iw 74 ) piw
—arkiegn(R) | B (R)e=vt + By (~Ryet]
%ik[iej]k(ﬁ) [bg(lg)e_““t —i—BZ(—l_f’)e“"t} - %eij(ﬁ) {a%ﬁ)e‘m +a“(—l§)eiwt}
xyY =
— ke (R) |5, (Rye vt + B (~Ryervt|
2 ogie 0 (F) [{(1 — iwt)o® (k) — iaf (k) et + {(1 + iwt)Te (k) + iag(—lz)}emt]
*d0yg =
—thei; (F) { o9 (F) + wto? (B)le™ ™ + [a5 (=) + wizg (~R)e'}
—Wikpe (F)la®(k)e™ ™t + @ (—k)e™]
dxvy® =
] 2w 1. a1 p—iwt A 7\ piwt iw? N[0 (1) ,—iwt _ = 0\ piwt
ke (k) [—ibi(k)e + by (—k)e™ '] + “5-ei;(k)[a*(k)e —a*(—k)e™?

9

*ddovygy = B
2iwkpe (k) [—iof (k)e™ ™! + io(—k)e™!]
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The expressions for the algebraic conditions derived from the field equations, the symplectic form, the energy
momentum density, and the helicity density can be simplified by introducing a pair of real, k-dependent, transverse
vectors el (k) (A = L, R) satisfying the following properties:

k; z)\(_’) =0,
{k,é"(k),e" (k)} positive oriented,
e} (k)el (k) = oM
oy 3 .
€ij (k)e;\ (k) = ;eAuef‘(k) s
where e)‘u is the antisymmetric matrix
0 1
-1 0| ’

and writing

It is also convenient to define

0% (k) = o5 (k) — iofy(k)
0% (k) = oy (k) — iof (k)
b (k) = b (k) — ib% (k)
b (k) = b (k) — b (k)
b (k) = bit (k) — ibm(k)
b2 (k) = biy(k) — ibi} (k)
af (k) = af (k) — iaf(k)
a® (k) = a%y(k) — iaf (k)

A useful formula used in the obtention of the symplectic structure is

Bk 1 L2 - - .
/ W Ak = 3!/ 2B (kot) by (—k,t)+3/ &k & (F,t) a; (—k, 1)
R3 R3 w2 J R3

1 2
where w and w are a 2-form and a 3-form respectively with Fourier components given by

1 2 =

ik Oléj] (Ev t)+ B (E, t) iky; oy (1)

1 o

- L2 - 2 -
iks a (K, t)+ bi (k1) iky ag) (k,t)+ bij (K, t)
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APPENDIX B: SOME ALGEBRAIC ISSUES

Let us show, first, that

ker P Nker @ = {0}

In fact, if we write [ v ] € kerP Nker Q (z, y € CV) we have

Y

Pl 0 - gx—I—EyZO ol | = 0 - a_:v—b_yzO

Y 0 br+ay =20 Y 0 —br+ay=20
from which it is immediate to get

(P+iR)x =0, (Q+iR)x =0, (P-iR)y=0,(Q—iR")y=0.
ie.

r € ker(P +iR) Nker(Q +iR"), y € ker(P —iR)Nker(Q — iR")
but the obvious isomorphism between Q3% at each point p of M and C?V (defined by identifying * and i) implies that
the condition (6) is equivalent to ker(P+iR)Nker(Q+iR!) = {0} (and also to its conjugate ker(P—iR)Nker(Q—iR!) =
{0}) so that we get x =0 and y = 0 and (7).

We prove now every vector in a linear basis of ker P can be written in the form [f ] (for some v € CV); indeed,
T

ple+ | = 0 - ELe++_be,:O© fL_Ef—i-er:O P €, _ |0
e_ 0 ber +ae_ =0 be_ +aey =0 e+ 0
and, hence,
leJr]ekerP@ :_]EkerP
[ €4

There are two possibilities now: if both €+ ] and 57 ] are linearly independent then both l
e_ €4

1 and

are linearly
[ €4+

dependent (and non-zero) then there exist p € R, p > 0 and 6 € [0, 27) such that | = pe

€_

0

i [ + ] —1 lf_ 1 are, also, linearly independent and have the form [_] If, instead, l ] l
v
e_ . .
~ 7 |; which gives
€

+
ey = pe2_ and e_ = pe'P&, and, hence, p = 1. We see that is then possible to write

HEHEEN

which has the desired form after multiplying by e~%/2. Is is a simple matter now to build a basis with vectors in the
form introduced above by using this procedure. Given a basis of ker P we can adjoin to it all the vectors obtained by
switching the plus and minus components and conjugating; substitute every vector by one of the form | and then

choose a maximally independent set among the resulting vectors to have a basis of vectors of this type.
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APPENDIX C: SOME USEFUL MATRIX IDENTITIES

Writing
V+:[UA‘| V_E[vf‘| e_Eleo‘l e+:[€°‘]
VA —VA —€q €a
we have
viPv_ =4Rup VZ_QVJ’_ =4RaB
viPer =4iSaq v, Qey =4Ra,
vt Pe_ = 4R 4, Vi Qe_ = 4iS4q
efﬂ?v_ = 4iS 40 eﬁr Ovy =4R,a
eﬁrPe+ = 2%;‘5 eﬁr Qe =2R_;
eﬁrPe, = 2i%;ﬂ ei Qe_ = 21%2[3
e Pv_ =4R,a e Ovy =4iS.a
e! Pey =2iST, el Qe =2i3,
el Pe_ = 28‘%;5 el Qe_ = 2%;‘5
It is useful to notice that %g,@ = —S%a and, hence %Iﬂ = E‘y[}a.

APPENDIX D: A SUMMARY OF RESULTS FOR R=0

We summarize in this section the main features of the R = 0 case [2]. The field equations derived from (1) are
PSdA + Qd6A =0

Expanding A = APe, + A%e, + A"e, with ker P = Span {e, }, ker Q = Span {e,}, and RY = Span {e,, e,, ¢, } we can
solve them by first considering the necessary conditions

OdA? =0, [O0AP =0, OdA" =0, OJA" =0.
Their solutions are
AT =414+ dAT, AP =AP + 007, A" =" +dov;,
with A?, and ©F arbitrary and
N, —iwt 2l N piwt
ﬁgj(k)e +53j(_k)e

7= ;
bg(E)efiwt + B;I(_E)eiwt

% k[ia;’] (k)e~iwt 4 % k[iézi (—k)etwt

Lk [ap(/z)e_“"t + d”(—/z)e“"t}

irj(l;)eﬂ.wt + Birj(_lg)em

g~

ki {ar(ﬁ)e—iwt + dr(—ﬁ)eiwt} + blr(];)e—iwt + E;‘(_E)eiwt
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iy, {[ J](E)+wt0;](/§)} —Zwt+[ a (— l;)—i—wt&;](—lg)] eiwt}
dovyr, =
(o7 R) = i (B) — iwtop (B)) et + (o7 (<F) + ia (=) + twta] (=) e

N[

The objects appearing in the previous expressions are subject to the algebraic conditions
P[0, + 5] = @ |5t By + 5+ o7 e |
The symplectic structure is given by

Q:/ d3k{ 4idlBl; (k) APAB™ (k) + 8idla' (k) AQdla(k )+8Zd1br(’5)65 AP (k)
R

3w

F4idIBT (K)el. AP (K) + 4idb;

) +
+2z[ 57 (k)et AP (k) —
—4 [d[a;”(l%’)e: APAb (k) + o (K)el APdD (F) }

the energy momentum is

T dP, —dI{ 3%’2{( ko) [—4B; (k)P By, (F) + 8a' (K)Qa(k) + 85} (K)e}. Pb; (k) +
46;(1%']1;3%‘1(12) + 4b1(k)el Pby (k) + 4id; (K)el Pbi (k) — 4ial (k)el. Pb (k)]
+2(1%q — T0w)[57 (k)el Pbi (k) +a;(E)e:PBi(E)]} }

and the helicity density
A(k) = eijk%i {—8i5§(l§)eﬁPeT,b}:(E} — 4qb(k)e Pegbl (k) — 4ib%(k)e! Pe, by, (k)
~2i[a% (k) + 21} (k)| Pby (k) + 2i[o’ (k) — 2ia;(E)]P5k(E)} .

In all these expressions we have 8;; = e, + 8};eq, a = aPe, 4 a"e,, and b; = bje, + be,.
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