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Abstract: We develop the BRST approach to construct the general off-shell local Lorentz covariant
cubic interaction vertices for irreducible massless and massive higher spin fields on d-dimensional
Minkowski space. We consider two different cases for interacting higher spin fields: with one
massive and two massless; two massive, both with coinciding and with different masses and one
massless field of spins s1, 55, 53. Unlike the previous results on cubic vertices we extend our earlier
result in (Buchbinder, I.L.; et al. Phys. Lett. B 2021, 820, 136470) for massless fields and employ the
complete BRST operator, including the trace constraints, which is used to formulate an irreducible
representation with definite integer spin. We generalize the cubic vertices proposed for reducible
higher spin fields in (Metsaev, R.R. Phys. Lett. B 2013, 720, 237) in the form of multiplicative and
non-multiplicative BRST-closed constituents and calculate the new contributions to the vertex, which
contains the additional terms with a smaller number of space-time derivatives. We prove that without
traceless conditions for the cubic vertices in (Metsaev, R.R. Phys. Lett. B 2013, 720, 237) it is impossible
to provide the noncontradictory Lagrangian dynamics and find explicit traceless solution for these
vertices. As the examples, we explicitly construct the interacting Lagrangians for the massive spin of
the s field and the massless scalars, both with and without auxiliary fields. The interacting models
with different combinations of triples higher spin fields: massive spin s with massless scalar and
vector fields and with two vector fields; massless helicity A with massless scalar and massive vector
fields; two massive fields of spins s, 0 and massless scalar is also considered.

Keywords: higher spin field theory; multidimensional Minkowski spaces; Lagrangian formulation;
BRST operator; gauge invariance; cubic interaction vertices

1. Introduction

The construction of interacting higher spin field theory attracts significant attention
both from a general theoretical point of view and in connection with the possibilities of
discovering new approaches to describe gravity at the quantum level (see for a review,
e.g., [1-7] and the references therein). The extension of General Relativity on a base of
local supersymmetry principle up to the supergravity models [8] with improved quantum
properties and a connection with (Super)string Field Theory permits one to include massless
fields of spins s > 2 in Higher Spin Gravity (see [9] and references therein) with respecting
the string field theory properties, asymptotic safety and some others. The AdS/CFT
correspondence gives strong indications that higher spin excitations can be significant to
elaborate the quantum gravity challenges [10]. Interacting massive and massless higher
spin fields in constant-curvature spaces provide another possible insight into the origin of
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Dark Matter and Dark Energy [11,12] beyond the models with vector massive fields [13] and
sterile neutrinos [14] to be by reasonable candidates for Dark Matter, see for reviews [15-17].

The simplest of higher spin interactions, the cubic vertex for various fields with higher
spins, has been studied by many authors with the use of different approaches (see, e.g., the
recent papers [18-31] and the references therein) (A complete list of papers on a cubic
vertex on constant curvature spaces contains dozens of papers. Here, we cite only the
recent papers containing a full list of references). Note, the results on the structure of
cubic vertices obtained in terms of physical degrees of freedom in a concise form in the
light-cone approach in [31,32]. In the covariant metric-like form, the list of cubic vertices
for reducible representations of the Poincare group with discrete spins (being consistent
with [32]) are contained in [18], where the cubic vertices were derived using the constrained
BRST approach, but without imposing on the vertex the algebraic constraints. The latter
peculiarity leads to the violation of the irreducibility of the representation for interacting
higher spin fields and, hence, to a possible change of the number of physical degrees of
freedom (Without finding the solution for the vertex respecting the algebraic constraints,
the number of physical degrees of freedom, which is determined by one of the independent
initial data for the equations of motion for the interacting model is different (less) than as
one from that for the undeformed model with vanishing algebraic constraints evaluated
on respecting equations of motion, but with the deformed gauge symmetry not respecting
these constraints). Also, we point out the constructions of cubic vertices within the BRST
approach without the use of constraints responsible for trace conditions in the BRST charge
(see e.g., [30] and the references therein). It means, in fact, that the vertex is obtained in terms
of reducible higher spin fields (To avoid various misunderstandings, we emphasize that
we use the term “unconstrained formulation” in the sense that all possible constraints are
consequences of the Lagrangian equations of motion. No additional restrictions, separate
from the equations of motion, are imposed).

In this paper, we derive the cubic vertices for irreducible massless and massive
higher spin fields focusing on the manifest Lorentz covariance. The analysis is carried
out within the BRST approach with complete BRST operator that extends our earlier
approaches [33-35] and involves a converted set of operator constraints forming a first-
class gauge algebra. The set of constraints includes on equal-footing the on-shell condition
Ip and constraints I4, I11, responsible for divergences and traces. Unlike our consideration,
in the constrained BRST approach, the operator /17 is imposed as a constraint on the set of
fields and gauge parameters outside of the Lagrangian formulation for simplicity of calcu-
lations. Such an approach inherits the way of obtaining the Lagrangian formulation for
higher spin fields from the tensionless limit [36] for (super)string theory with resulting in a
BRST charge without the presence of the algebraic (e.g., trace) constraints. We have already
noted [33] that this way of consideration is correct but the actual Lagrangian description
of irreducible fields is achieved only after additional imposing the subsidiary conditions
which are not derived from the Lagrangian. Of course, the Lagrangian formulations for
the same free irreducible higher spin field in Minkowski space obtained in constrained
and unconstrained BRST approaches are equivalent [37] (For irreducible massless and
massive field representations with half-integer spin the Lagrangians with reducible gauge
symmetries and compatible holonomic constraints, were firstly obtained therein). However,
the corresponding equivalence has not yet been proved for interacting irreducible higher-
spin fields as it was recently demonstrated for massless case [33,34] for cubic vertices.
Aspects of the BRST approach with complete BRST operator for a Lagrangian description
of various free and interacting massive higher spin field models in Minkowski and AdS
spaces were developed in many works (e.g., see the papers [38-45], and the review [3]).

As a result, we face the problem when constructing the cubic vertex for irreducible
massless and massive higher integer spin fields on d-dimensional flat space-time within
metric-like formalism on the base of the complete BRST operator. It is exactly the problem
that we intend to consider in the paper. We expect that the final cubic vertices will contain
new terms (as compared with [18]) with the traces of the fields. Such new terms may
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evidently have significance when gauging away auxiliary gauge symmetry and fields to
obtain a component Lagrangian formulation.

The aim of the paper is to present a complete solution of the above problem for
the cubic vertices for unconstrained irreducible massless and massive higher spin fields
within BRST approach and to obtain from general oscillator-like vertices explicit tensor
representations for Lagrangian formulations with reducible gauge symmetry for some
triples of interacting higher spin fields.

The paper has the following organization. Section 2 presents the basics of a BRST
Lagrangian construction for a free massive higher spin field, with all constraints Iy, 1, I11
taken into account. In Section 3, we deduce a system of equations for a cubic (linear)
deformation in fields of the free action (free gauge transformations). A solution for the
deformed cubic vertices and gauge transformation is given in a Section 4 for one massive
and two massless fields; for two massive with different and coinciding masses and one
massless field. The number of examples for the fields with a special set of spins are pre-
sented in the Section 5. The main result of the work is that the cubic vertices and deformed
reducible gauge transformations include both types of constraints: with derivative /; and
one with trace /11. In conclusion, a final summary with comments is given. A derivation of
Singh-Hagen Lagrangian from free BRST Lagrangian formulation for the massive field of
spin s presented in Appendix A. Appendixes B and C contain results of calculations for
component interacting Lagrangian and gauge transformations for massive field of spin s
with massless scalars and with massless vector and scalar. In Appendix D we formulate
conditions for the incomplete BRST operator, traceless constraints and cubic vertices to ob-
tain non-contradictory Lagrangian dynamics for a model with interacting fields with given

(1) (m)
1B 0|11 (S)a3

from [18] to have the cubic vertices |V£3) ) E;’;Zs, firstly determined by (A66) and (A68) for

irreducible interacting fields. We use the usual definitions and notations from the work [33]
for a metric tensor 7,y = diag(+, —, ..., —) with Lorentz indices y,v = 0,1,...,d — 1 and
the respective notation €(F), gh(F), [F, G}, [x], (s)3 for the values of Grassmann parity and
ghost number of a homogeneous quantity F, as well as the supercommutator, the integer
part of a real-valued x and for the triple (s1,s2,53).

spins. We find the form of projectors H]3»: for .respective cubic vertices |VC(3))

2. Lagrangian Formulation for Free Massive Higher Spin Fields

Here, we present the basics of the BRST approach to free massive higher integer spin
field theory for its following use to construct a general cubic interacting vertex.

The unitary massive irreducible representations of Poincare ISO(1,d — 1) group
with integer spins s can be realized using the real-valued totally symmetric tensor fields
Py (x) = ¢y (s) subject to the conditions

(3V0y + m?, 9, nf2) g, = (0,0,0) = (1)
(lo, I, i1, 80 — d/2)|¢) = (0,0,0,5)¢).

The basic vectors |¢) and the operators Iy, I1, l11,80 — d/2 above are defined in the

Fock space H with the Grassmann-even oscillators a;, al, ([aw af] = —1u) as follows
lS S
@) = Y- ¢ [Tasil0), @
s>0 % i=1

1 1
(lo, 11, i1, g0) = (38"9y + m?, —1a" 9y, Eaﬂaw —E{a;, at}).

The free dynamics of the field with definite spin s in the framework of the BRST
approach is described by the first-stage reducible gauge theory with the gauge invariant
S) whose dimension grows with the growth of
, thus, including the basic field ¢,y with many auxiliary fields ¢1;(s_1), ... of lesser

action given on the configuration space M

"
S
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than s ranks. All these fields are incorporated into the vector |x)s and the dynamics is
encoded by the action

09 -] = SIS = [ dnos(xIKQIR)s, 3)

where 79 and K are, respectively, a zero-mode ghost field and an operator defining the
inner product. The action (3) is invariant under the reducible gauge transformations

5lx)s = QIA)s, 8|A)s = QlAY)s, 8|AY)s =0, @)

with |A)s, |Al)s to be the vectors of zero-level and first-level gauge parameters of the
abelian gauge transformations (4). The quantity Q in (3) is the BRST operator having

the same structure as one for massless case [33] constructed on the base of the constraints

lo, b, I, I, If; = %a“a;’ with the Grassmann-odd ghost operators 79, 71", 71, 77}, 111,

Po, P1, Py, P, Py,
Q = rolo+ 1 h +l m+ Uﬂfn + fﬁﬂn + 117,71 Po, 5)
where
(I, 1)) = (h+md, 1 +md"), (Ln, L)) = (Lu+mPy L +P0). )
Here
Lin =11 —(1/2)(d)*+ (bTb+h)b, Ly, =1 - (1/2)@")>+b" @)

and (e,¢h)Q = (1,1). The algebra of the operators Iy /1, lf, L1, LT L}, Go looks like

o, 1571 =0, I, 1] =l —m? and [Liy, Lf}] = Go, [Go, L] = 2L}, ®)

and their independent non-vanishing cross-commutators are [I;, L};] = —I", [I, Go] = 1.
The ghost operators satisfy the non-zero anticommuting relations

{no,Poy =1, {m,Pr}=1{n" P} ={m. P}t ={n,Put=1 )

The theory is characterized by the spin operator ¢, which is defined according to
o= Go+1{ P1 —mP{ +2(1), P — i Pyy) (10)
1
Go=go+dd+2b"b+ 5 +h.

Here, d, d*, b, b* ([d,d"] =1, [b, b"] = 1) are two pairs of auxiliary Grassmann-even
oscillators. The operator ¢ selects the vectors with definite spin value s

o([x)s |A)s, [AY)s) = (0,0,0), (11)

where the standard distribution for Grassmann parities and the ghost numbers of these
vectors are (0,0), (1, —1), (0, —2), respectively.

All the operators above act in a total Hilbert space with the scalar product of the
vectors depending on all oscillators (A; A™) = (a#,b,d;a#*,b",d") and ghosts
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The operators Q, ¢ are supercommuting and Hermitian with respect to the scalar
product (12) including the operator K (see e.g., [37,39,45]) being equal to 1 on Hilbert
subspace not depending on auxiliary b, b" operators

Q* = njymo, [Q o} =0; (13)

QTK =KQ, ctK =Ko, (14)
n—1

=1® Z b+ )n|0)(0[b"C(n, h(s)), Y=T1G+h(s (15)
i=0

The BRST operator Q is nilpotent on the subspace with zero eigenvectors for the spin
operator o (11).

The field |x)s, the zero |A)s and the first |Al); level gauge parameters labeled by the
symbol ”s” as eigenvectors of the spin condition in (11) has the same decomposition as ones
in [33] but with ghost-independent vectors |®_)s—. , |E )s—. instead of [¢p. )s— , |E )s—..

|X>s = ‘q>>s + W{r (Pfr|(b2>s—2 + Pﬁ|q>21>s 3+ 7711731+,P11|q)22>s 6) (16)

+ 11, (7’1*|<1>31>s_3 + P |<D32>s74) + 10 (771+|<D1>54 + Py |®11)s—2
+ PP [’71+|¢’12>s—4 +771+1|<I’13>575D,
|A>S = 7)1+| >s 1 +7)11|*—‘1>s 2 +P+P11 (771 |*—‘11> —4 (17)

+ ’71+1|312>575) + 110P; P 1Z01)s-3,
|AY)s = PP IEY) s, (18)

Here,

[s—../2]—1 (b+)l s—2l... (d+)k

@ )s—.. = 1;) I k;) i 9 11k (@))s—k—ar.., for [Pgo(a™))s = |)s, (19)
[s—.../2]—1 pHy s 2 gk
‘E)b, = ];0 ( l!) 1;) ( k!) |‘E“.\l,k(a+)>sfk—21...~ (20)

We prove in the Appendix A that after imposing the appropriate gauge conditions
and eliminating the auxiliary fields with help of the equations of motion, the theory
under consideration is reduced to Singh-Hagen ungauged form [46] in terms of a totally
symmetric double traceless tensor field ¢*(*) and auxiliary traceless <p§‘ (5=3),
Now we turn to the interacting theory.

3. System of Equations for Cubic Vertex

Here, we follow the general scheme developed for massless case in [33] to find the cubic
interaction vertices for the models with one massive and two massless higher spin fields,
two massive and one massless higher spin field with different mass value distributions and
derive the equations for these vertices.

To include the cubic interaction we introduce three vectors |/ )s;, gauge parameters
|AD)Y,,, |ADLY, with corresponding vacuum vectors |0)! and oscillators, where i = 1,2, 3.
It permits to define the deformed action and the deformed gauge transformations as follows
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[11\ B ZSO\SJrg/HdWO 5« (XOKO|VE)) )*+hc) (21)

i) = QA g [T (o AR 20| (22)
; (m)3
+(i+16i+2)) [V,
5 |A(l)>s, _ Q(l)‘A(z)1>sj _g/l—[dﬂézm (SM <A(z+1)1K(1+1)|Si+2 (X(I+Z)K(z+1)| (23)
e=1
; ; 7(3)\ (m)
+((+14i +2)) \V(3)>($33

with some unknown three-vectors V) gr’;?, \7(3)>(m)3 Ve )>( "3 Here, Sl ofs; 1S the free

(s)3 ’ (s)3
action (3) for the field ’ x )s;s Q( i) is the BRST charge corresponding to spins;, i = 1,2,3,

K is the operator K (15) corresponding to spin s;, i = 1,2,3 for massive and with change
h(s) — h(s) +1/2 for massless field and g is a deformation parameter (called usually
as a coupling constant). Also, we use the notation (m); = (mj, my, m3) and convention
[i+3~1].

The concrete construction of the cubic interaction means finding the concrete vectors
|V(3))E$ZS , |\7(3) ) 823, |\7(3))E:§? . For this purpose, we can involve the set of fields, the con-
straints, and ghost operators related with spins sy, 55, 53 and the respective conditions of
gauge invariance of the deformed action under the deformed gauge transformations as
well as the conservation of the form of the gauge transformations for the fields | x DY
under the gauge transformations 4| |A(i>>si at the first power in g (In this connection, note
also the results of recent works [47-50] obtained on the base of the deformation of general
gauge theory [51-54]).

q /HdWéE)S/<A(])K<]> . (D KGD lsse2 (UK | Q(V3, 13) =0, (24)
voe=1
g /Hdﬂt(;)sm (AUFDIKGHD) 542 (xU+DKU+2)| (Q(VS, V%) — Q(1+2)|V(3)>) =0, (25)
v oe=1
where
3 73 3 77(3)y (m) (i) (m)s\
Q(V?3, %) 2 9|7 4 QU (|V — |70 ) j=1,2,3. (26)

Following our results, [33,34] we choose coincidence for the vertices: ’\7(3)> = |V(3)
= |Y7(3) ), which provides the validity of the operator equations at the first order in g (the
highest orders are necessary for finding the quartic and higher vertices)

Qtot|V(3)>EZ;)3 =0, U(z)|v(3)>ggi3 -0, (27)
jointly with the spin conditions as the consequence of the spin Equation (11) for each
sample (with |x())s,, [A)),, |A1), ) providing the nilpotency of total BRST operator
Qlt =y Q(i) when evaluated on the vertex due to the Equations (13) and {Q , Q( )} =0
fori #j.

A local dependence on space-time coordinates in the vertices |V(3)
means

Vo), ’\7(3>>

3 3 .
VO R =TT6 (x1 = x) VI T g 10), o) = @2_4]0)° (28)
i=2 j=1

(for (e,gh)V© ”E";? = (0,0)). We have the conservation law: Y>_, p,g) = 0, for the momenta

associated with all vertices. Again as for the massless case [33], the deformed gauge
transformations still form the closed algebra, that means after the simple calculations
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[5[/;]1"5[?]2] ) = —g5ﬁf|7((i)>/ (29)

2 . i1 it
e=1

with the Grassmann-odd gauge parameter A3 being a function of the parameters Aq, Ap,
Az = A3(Aq, Ag).

The Equations (27) (for coinciding vertices Ve = y6 = \7(3)) together with the
form of the commutator of the gauge transformations (29) determine the cubic interacting
vertices for irreducible massive and massless totally symmetric higher spin fields.

4. Solution for Cubic Vertices

In this section, we will construct the general solution for the cubic vertices in the
following cases for interacting higher spin fields: with one massive and two massless; with
two massive and one massless of spins sy, sp, 53 according to [18,31]: we introduce fourth
order polynomial D = D(my, my, m3) and quantity Pe,, = P(my, mp, m3):

D = (my + my +m3)(my — my +mgz) (my +my —m3)(my —my —mz),  (30)
Peyy = €e1mq 4+ exmy + e3ms3, 61-2 =1,i=1,2,3. (31)

With the help of these quantities, we have the classification

my =my =0,m3 #0 = D(0,0,m3) > 0, (32)
m =0,my=m3=m#0 = D(0,m,m) =0, Peyy =0 (33)
my = 0,my # 0,mz # 0,m3 # my = D(0,my, m3) >0, (34)
my #0, my #0, mz £0 = D(mq,my, m3) > 0, (35)
my £ 0, my #0, mg #0, = D(mq,my,m3) <0, (36)
my #0, my #£0, mg £0, = D(mq,my,m3) =0, Pey, = 0. (37)

Cases (33)—(37) correspond to critical masses described in [31,55], respectively, for
d = 4 and d = 3, on a base of use the conservation law for the momenta associated
with vertices

)3 i = 0. (38)

and the process of decay of the massive particle (i = 1) into the two massive particles
(i = 2,3) in the rest frame of the first particle

p = (my,0). p = (Ei, (~1)ip) with E = \/m? + p?, (39)

from which it follows the well-known restrictions on masses and (d — 1)-space momentum p
my > (=)my +ms, for p # (=)0, p® = D/ (4m3). (40)

Note, the case of equal masses my = my = mj3 corresponds to (36) with D(m, m,m) =
—Bm‘f, whereas the case of m; = m;; 1 # m3 may satisfy to any from the relations (35)-(37).
The latter cases related to real (D > 0), virtual (D < 0) processes, and real process
(D = 0) with vanishing transfer of momentum (Note, for the case (37) when ¢; = 1:
Peyy = my + my 4+ m3 = 0, a consistent Lagrangian theory with reducible massive higher
spin fields in d = 3 flat space-time was derived in [56] in the light-cone approach).
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4.1. Cubic Vertices for Two Massless Fields and One Massive Field

For the case (32) with D > 0 we look for a general solution of the Equations (27) in the
form of products of specific operators, homogenous in oscillators. As suggested in [18] two
ways of vertex derivation known from the light-cone approach [32] as Minimal derivative
scheme and Massive field strength scheme (however, due to the uniqueness of the interaction
vertex with given order k of derivatives, we expect the vertex obtained by one scheme
should differ from the vertex obtained by another scheme on BRST-exact terms) we will
consider the first one.

With the use of the notations

. . . , . (3)
ﬁ(z) _ pgﬂ) p;urz)l P(()z) _ Péurl) _P(gl+2), a](43)+ _ a,(fH -~ %d“” (41)

the massive field strength scheme corresponds to the set of monomials given on the
constrained Fock space H,y.

L(Z) — p\;(:)a( Dp+ 17)(())17( )+,i _ 1,2,. L(3) _ pf')a@)}Hr (42)
12)+ 1 1 D+ (2)+ 2+ (1)+
LIDF — g0t g2+ +%L()L()_§'pl()77£) _LpEemr
L = a(i>u+a§§>++(_1)1L2L<i>pg>a(3)u+, =12 (44)
m3

In turn, the minimal derivative scheme contains the monomials

L@ = pPalrr PPyt = 1,2,3; (45)
LI = W g@F 2 ) pUey @t L p@t 0, (46)
2m3 2 2
@)+ _ _@ur B+ 1 1 2,6 1@+ 3+ _ 150+, @+,
Lll = Il( )’H—Ilp — @ 2 )L( ) + %L( )d( )+ _ ?Pl 771 - Epl 7]1 ’ (47)
G+ _ @ W+ _ 1 c@)ra Hrr) _ Lom+ @+ _ 10+ ()+,
LT =g )T %U )L — %w LM — SPUTT =S P (48)
Z = L1970 4 (B0 4 [BU ) (49)

The operators above do not introduce the divergences into the vertices, are Grassmann-
even with vanishing ghost number and have the distributions in powers of creation oscilla-
tors A()+ and momenta

i 12)+ 23)+ 31)+ ~0)+
A A
degAgH (5,] (1, 1,0) (0, 1,1) (1,0,1) 2(51] (1, 1,1)
degp 1 <2 <2 <2 0 <3

Note, first, that for massless case the latter row (degp) for massless analogs of operators

is filled as: (1, 0,0,0,0, 1). Second, the operators (42) L0 fori = 1,2 are not BRST-closed
with respect to the constrained BRST operator Q! = Qt"t| +)i_, as compared to LO),

Q!tL3)]0) = 0. Namely, we have:

QU LW(0) = (~1)imy"T10) £0, i=1,2. (50)

and, therefore, the operator Z (49) is not Q*f- BRST-closed
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QI'Z|0) #0 = Q'Z|0) £ 0 G

In turn, the operators L%ZH) E%H are Q!**- BRST-closed, but not Q**!- BRST-closed
due to

LWLt |0> =0, i,j=1,23 (52)
L)L ( )20y # 0 (53)

Then, following [33] we have the respective trace operators (massless for i = 1,2 and
massive i = 3)

ul™ (i P = LT =i - om TP Y i =123 (69

Indeed, the Q- BRST closeness for the operator L) is reduced to the fulfillment of

the equations at the terms linear in qﬁ'H

L@y =0,j=1,2, VkeN, (55)
L1910 = (-5 “”’+1P“n“+L Liy)10) =0, (56)
L (LD)2(0) = 55 57 10) = (9)210) #0,i = 1,2,3. (57)

The last relations and ones for (L(3))¥ do not vanish under the sign of inner products
and justify the introduction of the BRST-closed forms, first for k < 5

£ = 109, = oo ot
£ = LO(WOp-apORi, (59)
) = (L(3))2((L(3))2—6(;5(3))217;2;) p3) 4}%, (60)
8 = @WOP ()R- 100 4 2 210L<3><;a<3>>4(3§’z,i§)j1>r (61)
then, by induction for arbitrary k € N
k2 , , . (3)+)j
A = R e ey @

(the equivalent polynomial representation for BRST-closed operator 5(3) is also found, see

Section 4.1). For the same reason, any power of the forms L(”+1 , (hence (Lgiliﬂ)+ )k, k>1)

are not BRST-closed as well due to Equations (65),

qﬁ)*Z(’)(L(’“’” )k|o> =0, VkeN, (63)
1 (i) (i 53), (i
T THIRT10) = Eon ™ (= o a + 2 (= el — PP )LE (o)

2ms5
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1 R
_,p<2>+,]§z> ;,7< yepli )|O> —o,
27711 ) 27711 [Lu' 11 }Lu }\0> #0, (65)
2

i)+ () 7 (12 12 1)+ 1, 1

Yo IES, L LY = [ (6@ s (p e 4 2P )L
i=1 2m3

1@+ @ 2 1 .2 1 502) (1 1+ a
5P D) i (a0 et 4 2z (P W S PE LY S )]

To compensate for this term in L%Z)Jr we add the modified summand for it and find
BRST-closed completion in the form

Cﬁ\le = Zw(ioz)m h:f +;(i§] AT (12)\0} e b(]O)) (66)
070
+Z " ) (12 ﬁ%)
for <L§112)+)2
i = ur e - 5 (DO G e @)
- DLW 1}(Tﬂln)—ﬁ3§fﬁwhp ) 1 x

b(]1)+ (b pli)+)?

#i (b(i)+)3
h(jl) e )( ,1 +1 12[ 1 - 11 / (12)\2}} (3}1’1 ( )*))u

then for (Lgllz) )3

a2+ (12)+ (12)+ pli)+ 1 ~ ) (’2 + pli2)+
£11\3 =L 511\2 ZWZZ (i2) §<Z[ 11 (izz)\z} AR (68)
i#f1
(b(ZZH)Z 1 T(2) 17(02) ar(i2)
+ L w }7 “(3 Y L2, L Wit
E 11 \2 2) (h(k2) +1)> 6< izgz 11 11 )2
b(]z) (b(lz) (12) (b(2)+)3
B 1) (1) 1) +Z[L11 AEAY ‘2}}T+P)>
Wi b (b(”) )? 2 (i)
@@§“¥“w<wwmqmwﬁﬂgwﬁd Waze
me>ww+ el W Q<www
C(2,hi2)) C(2,n()) * =17 C(4,h(R2))
and by induction for (L§112)+)k+1 atk=1,...,min(sy,s2) — 1:
2+ _ 12 )+ ~(12)+ i b+ 1 ) pli)+
Lo = L:ll\k W(1k2)\k SR 5({;}%1 Wik o (69)
(b<k> ) k+2 (-1)° [e/2] e!

+ 2 LY, W |k}

)X

_o(hU0) 4 p) = e Z:OZ,];# [e/(efl)](efl)!l!><

! e—1-1 (k) (bUk) )l (b(ik)jL)gil
xad; lfk>ad WIZ)\k C(L,hUK)) Ce —1,hi))
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In (66)—(69) the indices iy, ..., i, are running two values: 1,2; and we have used the
notations

L LY = Wiy, L LY TLONTY = Wi k=12, (70)
 times
B = [t [Lh o [T BY) ).
By construction the calligraphic operators are traceless
[Alilf 11|k+1} 0,1,...,min(sy,s2) — 1, (71)
because of the last terms in (66)—(69) in front of the maximal power in b+ je., [ 11 , 2| 0}
. adl adk ! +1W((lk ))‘ , depend on only a( ), 1 / 1(i) (annihilation) osc1llat0rs, and

therefore the compensatlon procedure is finalized.
In deriving (66)-(69) we have used the permutation properties

[ 1 , 12)|k} (L 1]13)' 32\1(} (72)

[Lglf)'[ ' <13 \k}} =[L 1]1 (L 1113 , (13 \k}} =L glf ,[L 1113),W \k}} (73)
i e (ik—1) _ _ 4l e+ (ir_1)

ad’ Y jad’ k- yad? i) W(lk2)|1k ad’ o jad’ lfl W(lk2)|1k’ (74)

11
which follow from the Jacobi identity, first, for triple L§1 ), ngf), W((le’))‘ © second, of its

repeated application for Lgl ), 51 ), ad; (1) W((;kzﬁk) with account for commuting of two first
11

trace operators, e.g.,

(1) _ +1 (ik-1)
ad_ 26 yad® Fli) W(1k2)\1k ad_ £l jad® B W(lkz)\lk' (75)
1
Thus, all calligraphic operators Egl‘ 1211 are BRST-closed.
Analogously, we have the same BRST-closed completions for £ﬁ‘31)+ and ﬁﬁH ,and re-
spective BRST-closed forms 551\ 13 1 55%3 1 to be uniquely written as follows, for i = 2,3:

y B 3 ) (ig)+ . . (io)+ pljo)+
(i) + _ qGi)+ Go) b 1 (o) plio) bV VO
Lyp ™ = Ln io; Wi e + z(i[];fn Wiryod hio) pGo) (76)

2(i0) (blio)+)2
+Z 1 1z+1)|0}m>

(ii+1)+ (41 + p>+1)+ (i) b+ 1 Gie) ,
Liksr = Ly £11|k _Zwlzk+1 kG T 2(; Ly, nk+1 1 (77)
7k

pli)+ plin)+

( k)+>2 k+2 (_1)6
IR

)X

Myo(h +p)) 5!
le/2]

e! I gedaygly)  (BUH)E (bl e
. 02;‘#1 /(e =D =1zt dz<k> W(fi+1>lkc(l,h(fk>)c(e_z,hak))

+Z[L§’f>,w<€’fll o

(23)+

(for .k =1,...,min(s;,s;11) — 1). Note, in the expressions for BRST-closed forms Ell\ . s

‘Cﬁ‘ller indices ig, jo, - - -, ix_1, jx_1 are ranging, respectively, from {2,3} and {3,1}.
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As a result, the solution for the parity invariant vertex (given by Figure 1), has the form

(0.A1)
(m,s3)
(3)y (0,0,m) — +
v >(/\1r/\2153) -
(0,12)
Figure 1. Interaction vertex |V (%) )E’;) for the massive field <p of spin s3 and two massless fields
4);41() ) of helicities A; fori = 1,2. The termsin ”... correspond to the auxiliary fields from | >si,
| D (3) > 83+

(3)\m M(3)y (lr/ 2l 2 ss2) (51) (52)77(s3) )1/ M(3
V6, = VN6, + ’ EM WU VMO g, (79)
1/]2/]3

where the vertex | VM (3)>E’§)3_2 (j), Was defined in Metsaev’s paper [18] with account for (28)

.. (i+2)
but with modified forms £”, (62) and £{11 ! instead of (Ljj""")"" 10)-(49)
M(3 (3) 3 (ii+1)+
V(s 2(])3 Z[’k E£11\01+2 ’ ; Sis ]1 (79)

and is (3 4 1)-parameters family to be enumerated by the natural parameters (j)3, and k
subject to the relations

Gi= a2 K s =12 o= o5tk -, (80)
2

max (0, (s3 —23) — ¥_(5i — 2ji)) <k < s3—2j5— |51 — 271 — (52— 2/2)|, (81)
i=1

0<2j; <2[5;/2], s—2]—k=2p, peN. (82)

Note, that the vertex in the unconstrained formulation depends on 3 additional param-

eters (j)3 enumerated the number of traces in the respective set of fields and usual one k

respecting the minimal order of derivatives in V' (s )( )‘;E

parameters correspond to one in the constrained BRST formulation [18].

" For vanishing (j)3, the remaining

Trace-Deformed Vertex Generalization

The standard trace restriction L( )| xW) = L |A( )) = 0 imposed off-shell in con-
strained BRST approach may be deformed (in the scheme with complete BRST operator)
on the interacting level when deriving from resolution of deformed equations of motion
and gauge transformations by following Q'**-closed modification of the El(f)
to (58)—(62)

as compared

pG3)+

(3) _ 703)
£ = 1O [y, L6 )}W’ (83)
- . pB3)+
L) = (LOP =Py -1 (84)
Ly = (L, Ly = (e (85)
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Note, the representation (83)—(85) contains the term linear in nﬁ’) without 73(3) .

Thus, the other (more general) solution for the vertex \V(3)>’(1;)3 (78) is obtained after the
©) ()

substitution of new £~ instead of old ones £}
with the vertex |V >(1 05) of interacting massive field of spin s with massless scalar and

. It is used in Section 5.1.2 for the example

vector fields.

4.2. Cubic Vertices for One Massless Field and Two Massive Fields

In this section, we consider the cases of coinciding and different masses for mas-
sive fields

4.2.1. One Massless and Two Massive Fields with Coinciding Masses

In the case (33) with D = 0, Pe;; = 0 of massive fields of the same masses m, =
m3 = m # 0 (critical case) there are the following Q! BRST-closed operators (in minimal
derivative scheme)

L0 — pl(l) Ort 4 (= 1)imd(i)+9i,1*lﬁéi)ﬂ§i)+/ i=123 (86)
L _ gy Lo o) e

7

10+ ¢+ 1,50+ 2+
Lppeyer Ly

Z = Lﬁz) L® + cycl.perm.(1,2,3). (88)
zﬁ3)+ _ Lﬁ3) _ %(dzHL@) _d3)+[(2)) (89)
fgifHH _ a(i)i‘+a£,1+l)+ _ %Pl(z‘)+17£i+1)+ _ %Pl(i+l)+’7§i)+’ i=1,3. (90)

i)+ ()

The trace operators fll , L7 look for massless field
(LR L) = (177 + 0% 4 P 0%, i) 0+ 4+ 5 0)p0) 4 VP (V) (91)
and according to (6) and (7) for massive case wheni = 2,3
Lt = 10% —(1/2)(@0+)2 4 p0+ L pOF, 0T 92)
L) = 1) = (1/2) @) + OO + 100 + 0Py, 93)

The general solution for the parity invariant cubic vertex describing interaction for
irreducible massless field with helicity s; and two massive with spins s, s3 with the same
masses (1), = (0,m, m) is shown in Figure 2, and has the form

3>()

()3 for two massive fields (]J w1th C01nC1d1ng masses 1y =

Figure 2. Interaction vertex |V(

m3 = m of spins s; for i = 1,2 and massless field (py (A1) of helicity /\1. The terms in 7. .. ” correspond

to the auxiliary fields from |®(1),, |@{)); .
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([s1/2),[s2/2],1s3/2])
(B3)\ ()2 _ M(3 (”_1) (1) 7 7(s2)77(s3) |y, M(3)\ (171)2
v )> 32 B |V > 3 Z uf31 Uf32 uj33 v )> 3—

(94)
© © (3,j3.72) >0 ©

2(j)3’

where the vertex ’VM )E ); 2(j); Was defined in Metsaev’s paper [18] for (j)3 = 0 with

account for (86)—(90) but with modified forms f,(j),

k;! (bD+)]

j12/ (ki = 2j)) C(j, h D)’ o)

ki /2]
2 Yi=2i (pi))2i
for (p@)2 =y (pY) — plF2N) (pSFY = pl2y — (—1)im6;,, i =1,2,3.

(ii+1)+
1o(i1o)

(ii+1)+

and forms £ instead of polynomials (L;; )7+2) given in (89), (90) fori = 1,2,3:

plio)+ plio)+

(i+1)+ _ u+1 blio) (io
E““ = Z: ”+1 Y0 1G] () (10;0[14]1 ’ 11+] W 1Go) (96)
(b(10)+)2
+Z " LW, 11+1 \(JW)
LD D+ pliitD)+ s i+ 1 700 W 97
1k+1 — "l 11k _Z 11+1 )k i) E(Z[ 1 W 11+1 \k} ( )
i =i ik F
B+ U (bli)+)? D
Xih(jk) ol +lzk:[L11 , 11+1 Ik} (i z‘k)er)) +g a "
le/2] el (k) +)! (i) +ye—1
e ik Gy @) (@UT)
R S o e e T ey Yoy

(for k = 1,...,min(s;,s;11) — 1) and with Q"*- BRST-closed polynomials Z*, for A =

1,2,...,min(sq, s, s3) constructed from BRST-closed forms Eglﬂl) + according to (96), sub-
ject to change of Egilir{wr on one with tilde and E%i):
12 o Al y () v DT
zZ = £§1|2+E( )+cycl.perm.(1,2,3).w1th ng) =10 _ [Lgl) LU )}W (98)
Explicitly, the vertex V (s )(3) ‘2( (])) is determined by
M( )| (77 (23)+ 71 (@) .
(S) 7 n; Zﬁn\a Z szz , for 0 <k <s1—2j; (99)

i=1

and is (3 + 2)-parameter family to be enumerated by the natural parameters (corresponding
for traces) (j)3, and kmin, kmax (corresponding for order of derivatives) subject to the
equations
ki = kmin, k2 = kmax — kmin — (53 — 2J3), k3 = kmax — kmin — (53 — 2/3), (100)
0 =5—2(51 — 2j1) — kmax + 2kmin, A =51 —2j1 — kmin, (101)
[maX(Sz - ij, 53 — 2]'3)} S kmax - kmin S [S - 2(51 - 2j1) + kmin} .
The representation for the vertex (94) and (99) for irreducible massless and massive

fields with the same masses presents the basic results of this subsection. For vanishing (j)3
remaining parameters correspond to ones in constrained BRST formulation [18].
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4.2.2. One Massless Field and Two Massive Fields with Different Masses

For the case (34) with D > 0 with different non—vanishing masses m3 # my we start
from Q! BRST-closed operators, with except for LY (in minimal derivative scheme)

.(5i2m§ + (51‘3711% d(l)

L = gD+ 4 (—1yi —PyY =123, (02)

m;
2)+ 3)+
L@+ _ @@+ 4 ) A0 o) i mE o) e
1 # 27712 27713 21’?1217’13
1 1
R T R (10)
(2)+ L@ 1 1
12+ _ o+ @+ (4 a_ 1om+ @+_ 150+ )+
b =a ey (Zmz 2(m§—m§))L 27 2 (104)
(3)+ L3 1 1
GO+ _ _@p+ W+, (4 LY N o Lo, o+ Lm0+
LV =Pl (5,0 +2(m%_m%))L PO 2P, (105)

The general solution for the parity invariant cubic vertex describing interaction for
irreducible massless field with helicity s; and two massives with spins sy, s3 with different
masses is shown by Figure 3 and has the representation in terms of the product of BRST-
closed (with respective complete BRST operator Q™! in question) forms

([s1/2],[52/2],[s3/2])

(B)\(m)a2 M(3)\ (m)2 (1) p(s2) 40 M(3)\ (m)2
VO = NI Y u R vy 10e)
(fa.j3.43) >0
where the vertex ]VM(3 )E ))72(]) was given in [18] with account for (102)—(105) but with
modified forms Eki , (108) and Eg]'ljlzl (110), (77) instead of (L(]]+1)+) (+2)
M(3)|(m), Ty )
Vion-2()ys = T;35£Tf gﬁlllwn’ (107)

7 N ! (B(0+)i
L(l) _ Y (LOYki=2(p()y2 i —, 108
ki EO SACA 127 (ki — 2§))! C(j, k(@) (108)
. . . 2 . 2\2
for (ﬁ(i)) _ U}IV(p(7+]) P;(jJrZ))(PE/Hl) o p](/1+2)) _ (512”13 ;25137”2) =23 (109)
1
and for mixed trace operators, wheni =1,2,3
Gt i) e oGy b 1 ~(i0) i) bt plio)+
i =1 = R w0 (8 B WG o0 S e (110)
io=i io#jo
(b(zg)+)2
+E[L11 ’ 11+1 |o}m)
iy pli+ 1
1)+ 1)+ plii+1)+
‘C5111|k+)1 = Lglll l:llll\k _Z u+1 )k g (i) + 2 (; [nglk 4 zllk+1 \k} (111)
7k
plin)+ b Ji)+ (bl +)2
Xh}k E[] ’ 11+1\k} (h’k +p)+§
le/2] el (i) +\e—1
I el (U (bl
L [e/(e—zme—l)madtﬁff)adzﬁa“ Wi L) e~ L9

1=0, j#i
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(fork=1,...,min(s;,s;+1) — 1). The vertex (107) represents the (3 + 2)-parameter family
to be enumerated by the natural parameters (j)s, and T, 73 subject to the equations

0; = %[s —2] = 2(s; — 2j;) — (=1)11 — (—1)%13), i = 1,2,3; (112)
3 .

|2 (=1)(si = 2ji — )| < s1-2j1 < Z si — 2ji — i), (113)
i=2

S—2]—T2—T3=2p,pENO. (114)

V@) (0,ma,m3)

(Ms2,53)

Figure 3. Interaction vertex |V (3) >Esm_)i2 for two massive fields (,b}(j()s,) with different masses m; of spins

s; for i = 1,2 and massless field ¢ 1( ) of helicity Aq. The terms in ”...” correspond to the auxiliary
fields from [®(1))s,, @),

The relations for the vertex (106) and (107) for irreducible massless and massive fields
with different masses present our basic results in the subsection. Again, for vanishing (j)3
the remaining parameters correspond to the ones in the constrained BRST formulation [18].

5. Examples for HS Fields with Special Spin Values

Here, we consider ghost-independent and component (tensor) forms of the cubic
vertices for special cases of interacting higher spin fields.

5.1. Vertices for Fields with (m,s), (0,A1), (0,Az)
M(3)|m

In the subsection, we derive the cubic vertices V ()5

with (m,s) and two massless HS fields with (0,A1), (0,A2) with small values of two
spin parameters.

for one massive HS field

5.1.1. Case (m,s), (0,A;) for A; =0

First, for the interaction of 2 massless scalars with a massive HS field we have, ac-
cording to (78) and (79), the j-parameter family of vertices for j = 1,..., [s/2] restoring
the dimensional coupling constants ¢; (dim t;=s 4+ d/2 — 3 — 2j, in metric units providing a
dimensionless of the action)

o [s/2] [(szj)/Z] , o
V(O)OT) = Z tj u =)t U Y (—1)/(L®)s=2/720 x (115)
" >0 i=0
(3))2i (s —2j)! (BB
i12i(s — 2j — 2i)! C (i, h®))’

x(p

(3)+

with following decomposition in powers of 77, " for the operators
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(L) = (@O =Py (O = (a0 T (G e —upPyPY),  (116)
g = " PP = £ 0 (117)
(k/2] ) ) ) | (3)+)i
_50) B+ qvi(7 (3)\k=1-2i [ 5(3)12i k! (6¥97)
Pom ,;J( Ve ) e =1 =201 cane)

The interacting part of the action S[l]| (21) for (m)3 = (0,0,m), (s)3 = (0,0,s)

depends only on basic R-valued fields ¢(!) (/3(2 ¢£¢ ) and on auxiliary ones |gb
fork=0,...,51=0,...,[s—k/2],(k+1>0) accordmg to (19):

u(s—k=20)|k,1"

3
S0 0,9, ) Zg/l—[dm(f) (sGPKO o (@@ opM vy +he),  (118)
i=1

whereas the ghost-independent form for initial free action looks like

2

33\1; /dd Y- o "0p + spt ¥, (119)

i=1

where the functional S ”“ (x®)] is explicitly determined in (A1), (A2) and invariant with
respect to the initial gauge transformations for the field | X(3)> s (A3)-(A12) and for the
gauge parameter |A(3) )s (A13). The gauge symmetry is untouched under the deformation

for the interacting massive field ‘CD.(?)%,“,, whereas in the sector of scalar fields they admit
non-linear deformation

o (1X®)s, [A@)s) = QO (]a),, [aBT),), (120)
o9 = g [ dnfdn{?(ACKO o (p@ vy (121)
o9 @0 = —g [ dnfan ((ADK gD vy (122)

The values of parameters /() (s;) are equal to &) (0) = h?)(0) = —(d — 6)/2 and
W@ (s) = —s— (d—5)/2.

The interacting part of action S ) (118) is written in the ghost-independent form

3
S0 lp, 9@, 1] = —gHé“”(xl—xi)({o<¢<2)|o<¢<”|(s<<1><3>1<(3>| (123)
& 30 el 10+ o0
x Y t(L JLZ Tyt 2 (D) KOy t]+1)( yL 2011)
j=0 j>0
) ) 10+
T @PKOL Y GG+ DG +2) LTS
j=0
ORI Y@y B0
—o( @G KI| Y b+ 1)(+2)(+3) YLy o o) + e,
j20

jointly with the gauge transformation



Symmetry 2023, 15, 2124 18 of 40
[s—1/2] B ri/ nB) ,

o “P :—gHJ (21— xi) <4’(2)|{5*1<E(3)K(3)} Z ti(Lyy )’(Ls—]—Zj) (124)

i=0

@ @) o 1O+)i(c0), Y

~sEFKO] L G+ 106+ (s ) Ho),
>0

Sy |¢p@ g = =617 ) 125
%o )l >0\(¢(1)(X1)_>4,(2)(x2)) (125)

In deriving the action (123) we have taken the vanishing of the term 73(()3), whereas

for the transformations (124) and (125) its necessary presence in LG by the rule (117).
(s)

In addition, we have used for U.:
according to (6) and (54)

the decomposition in powers of ghost oscillators,

uf = L[ P G - )P ) a2e)
x L + (- 2P gt .

Presenting the above expressions in the oscillator forms, first, for cubic in field action
(A23), second, for linear in field generators of the gauge transformations (A24), (A25) and
calculating the underlying scalar products by the rules (A26)—(A28) we obtain finally, for the
action (A23) with accuracy up to overall factor (—1)°s! the representation (A34)

gms _ S%O) {4)(“)@(3)] 4 552) [¢(a)’q>£3)] i ngz) [4,@),@&3)] i ngz) [4,@),@2)], (127)
(for (@ = (p(1),p(2))) also for the gauge transformations (A24), (A25) given by (A35), (A36)

S (xa) = (1) (8 509 (xa) + 51‘_394:(”) (xa)), a=1,2.  (128)

Let us discuss the obtained solution. The part of vertex §(1|(i§ = 51| ()3 li=o (127)
without traces (for j = 0, and therefore, for | = k = 0) with only initial 4)030'/(5 and auxiliary

(3) (=20 j 1., [s/2] fields reads

i,0

=S

[s/2] s—2i u i i—q
alm) _ d (s)! (= )
S\(? —28to /d LOTl;)u'(szIfu ;; (129)

X [aVO e aVu <avu+1 et aVuHDq(Tb(l))} |:a’/u+t+1 tet al/s—21+favu+l Tt avqutDi_q_t(P(Z)} ¢§,%>L/(572i) }

The respective gauge transformations 3[1] o) =4 mqb(l) |i=o from (128) depending only
on the coupling constant ¢ take the form

y [s— 1/29 1 2i (S—l qt
S (x0) = ~gto [ d { L a1 2w ZOE - (130)
X‘-‘z(%)ﬁ M (x) [a%mﬂ e 'avs—l—ziﬂ (avuﬂ e 'avuﬂmliqitqj( ))} [avo t avu <anvu+l e 'aVqul)]
[s—=5/2] s—5-2i s —5)1 i i—q 1t e
Y ful(s E 5= )21‘ —r L cl’ (2f—t) S €)
i=0 u=0 " *q=0t=0
X [avu+t+1 A aVs 5-2i+t (avu+l e aVu+tDi_q—f¢<2))] [aVO e aVu (anvlt+l e avu+t>:| }5(d) (x - xl);
319 ® (x2) = =00 (X1l 50 2y @ () (131)

We stress the action (129) and gauge transformations (130) and (131) coincide with
ones for interacting massless fields with helicities 0,0 and A = s. The same is true for all
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interacting terms in the action (127) without traces, i.e., for j = 0, although it is not true for
the case j > 0 with traces due to massive modes presence when k > 0.

Note, that for the Massive field strength scheme, where operator £3) (42) (to be modified
according to (83)) depends both on ﬁ(g‘)?‘ and on d®)* the respective part of the action and

deformed gauge transformations without traces contain additional fields 4)1.(3{)1/(5_%) related
to massive modes.
Now, we may apply the gauge-fixing procedure developed in the Appendix A of

auxiliary fields elimination, due to the procedure’s independence from the scalars 4) ), ).

As a result, the interacting part of action (127) will contain two terms with fields 470 ok vis= 2k),
(])2‘ 0, 2ks 272 without b3+ -generated fields, so that, the action
[s/2]  j 5-2f u
(m 3 _ d s — 2]) { (=1
Sii(s)s Zg/d {];)tkgozz —k)! ugbu!(szjfu)! (132)

j—k
X { Vo - VM(P ] [ Vutl =0t a’/572]¢(2):| }(P(g?z)]:(s ) H 771/5,2]'+2r,1v§,2]'+2r

r=1
[s/2]—1

+ Z tz ]+1 (]Z)'l)){

>0 k>0 ki(j

—k
(2 s—2-2k)
X {al’uﬂ . a% 2(]+1)¢ }}4)2\0 2k q171/5—2(]‘+1)+27—1Vs—Z(j+1)+2¥ .
r=

s=2(j+1) (71)11
u=0 u!(s - 2(j+ 1) - u) [ o 1u¢ ]

jointly with the action (A16) (also with ones for the scalars), for free fields subject to the
traceless constraints (A15) may serve as an interacting action in triplet formulation for the
fields in question.

When the triplet ]«:I)l(s) ), 1 =0,1,2is expressed in terms of only single ﬁeld from the
algebraic equation of motion |<D§3)> =0 |o®) —If ]<I>§3 and :due to ((A15): |<I>(3
~[@3”)

‘¢2|0k s—k—2 = |¢0‘0k+2>s k-2 — 2111 ‘¢O|Ok s—k (133)
k2) _ @B(sk-2) L (ls—k-2)p
< ¢2\0k 4’0|0k+2 ¢o|0k "

(fork =0,1,...,5 — 2) it follows the representation of free Lagrangian (A18), (A19) in terms

of single massive ¢V and auxiliary ¢é3k) Y70 fields in b®)*-independent vector ‘CID(S)
S2 (@) = (@O (1o = L = ()2 hn = By (1) = T, o + L) ) [0, (134)
6|@®), =1 [2G))_y and Iy (In|@®), [23)) = (0,0). (135)

In turn, the vertex (132) with use of (133) turn to one depending only on initial |¢(3)

field and Stukelberg ](,bO' 0, k)s = |4)O ok )s, k > 0 resulting in irreducible gauge theory with
(m)s

Lagrangian formulation S ;¢

2
= g 4 gm)
10 = S |® (3)} + /ddx; pO0g) + 51\(53 [p1),9@, ()] (136)

subject to the gauge symmetry with constraints (135) and deformed gauge transformations
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s—1/2] j s—1-2j .
I ko (s=1=2)! _@u(s-1-2%)

o= s e B8 DS e e 0

L5 @ (@

X m H Mvs—1-2j420-1Vs—1-2j—+2r |:avu+l e aVs—1—2j¢ ] [81/0 - 'al/u] 3 (x - xl)
519 ® (x2) = =0 ™ (¥1) 10 (1) 92 (1) (138)
F Y(s) . (3)v(s—3)
inally, in terms of only ungauged unconstrained initial 4) and auxiliary ¢y 5

fields surviving after complete resolution of the constraints (AZO) and rest interacting scalars
¢ the interacting Lagrangian action

s 99,900,087 ] = %WW3+/WXZ¢ 0p + 505 [pM, 92,97, (139)

[s/2] s—2jf (71)”

Si’ﬁli [, _2g/dd { L Z] 572]) k)!){ L ul(s —2j —u)! (140)

j=0 k>0 u=0

J
3
X [31/0 s avuﬁbm] [avu+1 e astzﬂ’(Z)] }4’((),(21/(5) q ’71/5—2]'+2r—11/s—2j+2r
r=

[s/2]— j+1) u
(J+1 23+ 1)) Y (-1
]go f kgo k)kl(] k)! { =oul(s—=2(G+1) —u)! [ aV”(P

j+1
2 (3)v(s)
X [avu+1 "'astZ(fH)(P( )} }(PO,OV ’ HU‘G 2(j+1)+2r—1Vs— z(/+1)+2y}

(for C\s[(P' ¢3] defined in (A21), (A22) without involving of the field 4)0 A % into interac-
tion) determines ungauge theory with accuracy up to the first order in g

Note, for constrained fields: double traceless 4)0 Y() and traceless 4)0 3 Jv(s=3) , there are
only two coupling constants fy, t; due to the absence of double traces in (139) and (140)

For spin s = 4 the interacting action (140) for unconstrained massive field 4)00 v(4)
takes the form
5?3314 (¢, 9] = —2¢ / ddx{tocpéi))v(zi) (¢<”av1 Ay — 4[% (P(l)]avz.”am (141)
+q%%¢ﬂ%%,4%%%¢ﬂ%
+ 0020000, )92+ 150" o (0131, 21, —2[20, 01 01,
1 v
+3 [avlavz<p(1>]>¢ +hgi" 2V1V2¢<1>¢(2>},
=t = _5 3t
e £ = 0. b= (0= ) (142)
are redetermined coupling constants with the dimensions: ([to], ﬂ rz szrz, dgz, % ).

We stress, that there are no any terms in the interacting action with divergences both for
the model with s = 4 and for arbitrary spin s. In case of using the double-traceless massive
field the last term with #, in (141) vanishes.

The interacting action for the cubic vertex of the massless field of helicity s and two

massless scalars coincides with the action (139), (140) for putting k = 0 with j > 1 for the first
(3)v(s)

term and j = O for the second one for double traceless gb030 . The gauge transformations

for the field present the usual gradient one with traceless parameter V(=1 = E((]Bgv(sfl),

i

whereas in the deformed transformations for the scalars qb(i) (137), (138) one should put
k=j=0.
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5.1.2. Case (m,s), (0,A;) for A; <1

Second, for the case of interaction of fields with (0,1), (0,0), (m,s), i.e., massless vector

w
=

4),(41) and scalar ¢(?) fields and massive irreducible tensor field 4)5{ , the cubic vertex will be

(s)
uniquely determined in the form (with coupling constants ¢;)

/2] 1720
(3) _ (s) p(3) i s—1-2j—2i
Vilos) = j;)tfuj L7 11\1 Ztu ,;) (—1)/ (L@t (143)
. _1_ (3)+)i
~(3)2i (s—1-2j)! (b ) Wp+,B)+
< () i!2f(57172j 20)1 C(i, i) (a1
1 1 1
_ - 1M @+ _ 2pMW+, G+ _ Zp@)+, )+
ozt 2m3d P = P ),

The values of 1) (s;) are equal to k(M) (0) = K@ (0) =1 = —(d — 4)/2 and h(3)( ) =
—s — (d —5)/2. Having used the decomposition of mixed-trace operator L11 * (48) in
powers of ghosts

31)+ 31)+ 31)+ 31)+
Lgl "= LElH)O + L%néh = Lgl " |(P=yr=0) + (Lgl - L§1||)0 ) (144)

a component ghost-independent form of the interacting action reads with account of
(A1)-(A13) and (A37)

Sm()iow = 8 [x‘”] 4 s x“ / dix [P0} + 511‘13305) ¥V, 9@, x3)],  (145)
l(l) 1(1 !4)
SW] = 1<¢(1)|0<¢(1)‘ ( 0 ,
0] = Gemee( B ) ()
M = 5 0] 4
J=(0232,22)
(for @, ) = ®(®)) For deformed gauge transformations of massless fields we have with
account for (A38)-(A40)
S|9™)r = 8z M) + 01156 ), r=0,1, (147)
‘5[1] ‘¢(2)>0 = 51|5(3) |¢(2)>0 + 51\38) |¢(2)>0 + 5l|3(1) |(P(2)>o, (148)

and also for the components from the field ‘ x®))s described in (A41)—(A46)

s|0P)s =byzm |@F))s ., PE(0,1,2,22,32,13), (149)
s|@)s_.. = 0, ] ={12,11,31,21}

At the same time, deformed first-level gauge transformations are trivial (for &;( |A(3) )ss
’A(l)) ) = O) Note, that for trace-deformed vertex representation (see Section 4.1) with the
operators E (85) for the zero-level gauge parameter |A(1 )1 the first-level transformations

look (with respectlve modifications the previous gauge transformations and the interacting
part of the action)

. 8 17 s Ly
a1[gM)o = =S TT6 (v1 = x)olg >|{ ECIKO| Y (I (150
i=2 j=0
x(s—2-2))[ 52| 227, o).

In deriving the representations above, we have used the relations (116), (117), (126), (144).
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Third, for the case [(0,1), (0,1), (m, s)] of interacting massive field 4)’(42 ) with massless

vectors gb,(j), the cubic vertex will be determined according to (78) and (79)

m| (11,5) Z tj u { s— 2/41\1 +2, 2]511|1+£1?\11 } Vm\ 113)+V1(n|)(115) (151)
Vil f KUy [/é ,1)1-@(3))572]-727-@(3))Z;% (152)
S SR S )
ml 115 % tU [s/Zi]Z(:] 1(71)1'(L(3))s—2—2j—2i(ﬁ(s))ziﬂzi((s%:;)jzm (153)
T e
with
[ 23 )07 11\1 T} = H 11' } L } (154)
_ {(Zamw _ mig L@ 5 (a1 217% L)

NI= N =

+

(—izlszmﬁff)+P§2)*)q§1)*+%P{”WFHJF—L(Z)L“)},
m3

where we have used definitions (46)—(48) for L(”Jrl and (70) for W((23?2)| o

As a result, the interacting action and deformed gauge transformations may be found
according to the above-developed procedure for the triples of fields with (0,A1), (0,0),
(m,s) for Ay = 0, 1. We stress that the gauge transformations for the massless fields become
non-Abelian and reducible, whereas the gauge symmetry for the massive field is deformed

by remains with untouched reducibility relation with accuracy up the first order in g

5.1.3. Case (m,s), (0,A;) for (A +5s) <1

Firstly, we stress that there is no non-trivial interaction for the massless field of helicity
A = A € Z with massless and massive scalars except for the “trace” vertex (without
derivatives) for even A = 2r

®3) _ ()
m(100) = Or2p/aUpgay (155)

1%
which, however, vanishes after passing to Fronsdal (single-field) formulation for massless
tensor 4)7‘(’\)

For the case of (A3,s) = (1,0) or (A3,s) = (0,1) non-trivial solutions for the vertex
exist. For the latter case, the vertex has the representation

v £BD+ _ 001

_ ) (A (3)2
mino) = foa2n/2) [/\/Z]L()+t15)\2[)\/2]+1u[A/2] 11 miaon) TV . (156)

m|(A,0,1)

5.2. Vertices for Fields with (0,A1), (m,0), (m, s3)

In this subsection, we derive a ghost-independent form for the cubic vertices V for
two massive HS fields with (m, s;), i = 2,3 for coinciding masses and one massless HS field
(0, A1) restricting by the values A; = s; = 0.

The vertex is 1-parameter family and determined according to general prescription
(94)-(99)
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3) [s/2] ( [s/2] [5/2] o (3 \a2j
Vimal00s) ~ (],)ZZO uj ZO u Z:ZO ~1)1(LP)% (157)

(s-2))! (@)

~(3) 242
<P s =2+ 1)! C(hO)

where the operator L) (95) is additive d (3)+ extension of the standard operator LG ) (45):
LO® LB = g+, (158)

The quantity (157) appears by the extension of the vertex V'(n‘(0 05) (115) from the

Section 5.1.1 for the interaction of two massless scalars with a massive HS field and contains
itforg =0in

[s/2] [s/2] js—2j—2i o
VE;))Z\(OOS) = Z u Z Z 1)F9(LO) 2270 (md® )T (159)

(s —2j)! (b3’
i19121(s — 2j — 2 — q))! C(i,h®))’

% (;5(3) e

(for KM (0) = K@ (0) +1/2 = —(d — 6)/2 and h®) (s) = —s — (d — 5)/2) The representa-
tion above permits one to determine the interacting action in the ghost-independent form

i _ 2 _ _
S0 0.0 = [ ddx2¢<’)(|j+52,im2)¢(1) + S+ 802 [, 1), (160)
st i, ) = —gH5 (11— ({o<¢(2)lo<¢(1>|[s<c1><3)1<<3>| (161)
[s/2] [s—2/2]
th s>2]—"_52 | Z t]+1 )]Z"s 2(j+1)
j=0 j=0
[b 4/2]
o a(@RKO] Y i+ )G+ 2) LTV LLS L
j>0
e L+
—s (@R KO ¥ G+ 1)+ + LT VL 5 | Ho) + e,
j=0
(for Egg(j 4 = ES)Z(]. +) |y +—0) together with deformed gauge transformations
=S )+ 200
Sy ™)o fgné (11 = %)o@ [{ 1 VKO T b5 —2)LTTVEDY, (162)
>0
Lm0 _ £+ 200 .
csEFKI| Y G+ 1) +2) -2 +2)(LF VLSS 51 }o);
j>0
[s—1/2] 3)0
Sl¢® )0 = g TT 6 (x2 = x ol ™ {1 EVKO| T (s = 2i) (LT FVEDY (163)
i=13 >0
(3) [s—5/2]
—sEFKO] L 4G+ 1) +2)(s =2+ 2) L TVLES 5 }10)-
>0

The action functional for free massive HS field S!"[x(®)] with respective reducible
transformations are presented by the formulas (A1) and (A13). Note, the interacting part of
the action and deformed gauge transformations contain operators with “check” K@f o

depending on d®)* by the rule (158) opposite to the operators Eg )1 2 for the interaction

of two massless scalars with massive HS field. It means on the component level after the
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gauge fixing procedure the auxiliary field 4)6“93];(5 will be included, therefore, into the

vertex on equal footing with the basic ﬁeld(p(()Tgr)(s).

The inclusion of the constraints ngl) responsible for the traces into the BRST operator
means that the standard condition of vanishing double traces of the fields is fulfilled only
on-shell as the consequence of free equations of motion. Off-shell the (double) traces of
the fields do not vanish. At the same time, the vanishing of double (single) traces of the
fields (gauge parameters) for interacting higher spin fields is modified as compared to the
case of free dynamics, however, with the preservation of irreducibility for any interacting
(basic) fields, As a result, the trace constraints come into the cubic vertices whereas the
respective ghost oscillators enter into the vertex generating operators (see e.g., (85)) beyond
these trace conditions.

6. Conclusions

To sum up, we have constructed the generic cubic vertices for a first-stage reducible
gauge-invariant Lagrangian formulations of totally symmetric massless and massive higher
spin fields with arbitrary integer helicities and spins in d-dimensional Minkowski space-
time in three different cases: for two massless fields of helicities A1, A, and massive field
of spin s3; for one massless field of helicity A1 and two massive fields of spins s, s3, first,
with coinciding masses, second, with different masses m, # ms. The procedure is realized
in the framework of the BRST approach, developing our earlier results for cubic vertices
for irreducible massless fields [33,34] to higher spin field theories with the complete BRST
operator, which includes all the constraints that determine an irreducible massless or
massive higher spin representation on equal footing. This approach allows us to preserve
the irreducibility of the Poincare group representation for each interacting higher spin
field and as a consequence, provide the preservation of the number of physical degrees of
freedom on the cubic level up to the first power in the deformation parameter g.

To determine cubic vertices being consistent with a deformed gauge invariance, we
have realized an additive deformation of classical actions for three copies of the respecting
massless and massive higher spin fields and the gauge transformations for the fields
and gauge parameters, while requiring the deformed action to be invariant in a linear
approximation with respect to g, and for the gauge algebra to be closed on a deformed
mass shell up to the second order in g. These requirements, as for as for massless case [33],
result in a system of generating equations for the cubic vertices, containing the total BRST
invariance operator condition Q(V3, V3 ) =0, Q(V?’, 173) = 0 (26), the spin condition,
and the condition (29) for the gauge algebra closure. The cubic vertex, in the particular
case of coinciding operators, V3 = V3 = V3, satisfies the Equations (27), and their solutions
are found using a respective set of spin- and BRST-closed forms within a classification of
vertices with respect to values of polynomials of the fourth order D (1, my, m3) and the first
order P(my,my, m3) in power of mass, considered, firstly for d = 4 in [31], and extracting
the cases of real (D > 0), virtual (D < 0) processes, and real process (D = 0) with vanishing
transfer of momentum. For two massless and one massive higher-spin field, the modified
BRST-closed differential forms (58), (62), (66), (76), (77) constructed from ones in [18],
and the new forms (54) related to the trace operator constraints (having dependence on

additional oscillators, b()+, d(3)+ Uﬁ)Jr, Pl(?Jr) compose the parity invariant cubic vertex

VE“:))im (78). The vertex has a non-polynomial structure and presents (3 + 1)-parameters

family to be enumerated by the natural parameters (ji, j2, j3) respecting the orders of traces
incoming into the vertex, and k enumerating the order of derivatives in it (For another
elaboration of inclusion the trace constraints in Maxwell-like Lagrangians for interacting
massless higher spin fields on constant curvature spaces with multiple traces see [26]). As
a result parity invariant cubic vertices for irreducible fields may involve terms with less
space-time derivatives as compared with [18]. This vertex may be equivalently presented

in the polynomial form with non-commuting BRST-closed generating elements: 553) (83)
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and Eglfﬁl) (66), (76) for i = 1,2,3, which depend in addition on annihilation oscillators as
compared to the standard receipt [3,18]. The vertex admits a trace-deformed generalization
leading to the change in the standard trace restrictions on fields and gauge parameters

imposing off-shell in the constrained BRST approach that is revealed in the BRST-closed

modification of two form E (85) by “trace” 1751) ghost. It means that after performing

the gauge-fixing procedure and partial resolution of the interacting equations of motion the

final trace restrictions for the initial higher-spin fields should not coincide with standard
ones derived from the Lagrangian formulations for free fields.

For the case of one massless and two massive fields coinciding masses (when D =

= 0) the solution for the vertex contains more BRST-closed generating differential

forms given by three sets (95): Yang-Mills type form Z (98) mixed-trace forms £ﬁ\312+ 97)
with new trace forms the parity invariant cubic vertex VE )2 (94), (99) is constructed.

It presents the (3 + 2)-parameter family to be enumerated by the natural parameters
(corresponding for traces) (1, j2, j3) and kmin, kmax corresponding for order of derivatives.
Again, the vertex admits a polynomial representation in terms of non-commuting BRST-
closed generating operators.

For the variant of one massless and two rnassive f1e1ds with different masses (when

D > 0) derived spin- and BRST-closed vertex v &lm), (106) (107) was constructed as

()3
the product of differential (2 + 3) sets of differential E (108) and mixed-trace Eglllrlzl) ,

fori =1,2,3(110), (111) and respective new trace forms Uj(l_ si) oftherankj=1,2,...,[s;/2].
The vertex represents the (3 + 2)-parameter family to be enumerated by the natural param-
eters (ji, j2,j3) and Tp, 73. A polynomial representation for the vertex also exists

From the obtained solutions it follows, first, the possibilities to construct cubic vertices
and interacting first-stage reducible Lagrangian formulations for the mentioned three cases
including the fields with all helicities and spins, e.g., for triples with two massless and one
massive field )

m
Vien = L Vi (16)
(A1,A2,53)=0

with the same mass for massive fields ¢(3#(53) (x) with different values of spin s3.

Second, a condition that the cubic approximation for the interacting model will be the
final term (without higher order vertices) in both Lagrangian and gauge transformations is

based on the non-trivial solution of the operator equation on the vertex ’V(3) E ))3 in the
second order in deformation constant g:
(Vi iz j2) + Vjniasin j2)} = (i n)) + Viiz i jaj2) = (i i2)) =0, (165)
for /d,](()3) 22?532,53)<V(3) }K(3) ’V(3)>E;Z?S3,2,SS) = V(s1,52;81,85), i1,j1,i2,jo = 1,2,3

which should be considered additionally to the system(27).

The inclusion of trace constraints into the complete BRST operator has led to a larger
content of configuration spaces in Lagrangian formulations for interacting massless and
massive fields of integer spins in question (in comparison with the constrained BRST

(si)

approach [18]), which has permitted the appearance of new trace operator components U].l_

in the cubic vertex. In this regard, the correspondence between the obtained vertices [V(3))
and the respective vertices |[VM®)) of [18] is not unique due to the fact that the tracelessness

conditions for the latter vertex are not satisfied: L |VM 3)) #£ 0 as was discussed in detail
in the Appendix D. Both vertices for the same set of hlgher-sprn ﬁelds will correspond

to each other, first, after extracting the irreducible components |V ( \V from

|VMB)), satisfying L11 |ngp )
of the cubic vertices for irreducible (massless and massive) higher-spin fields within the

irrep >
= 0 according to (A68). We pay attentlon, to the form
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approach with an incomplete BRST operator are firstly obtained by the Equation (A68).
Then, after eliminating the auxiliary fields and gauge parameters by partially fixing the
gauge and using the equations of motion, the vertex |V(®)) will transform to |V©)) in

a triplet formulation of [18], so that, up to total derivatives, the vertices |Vf\fr§'))> and

|V3)) must coincide. At the same time, the different representation for the vertices with
the same set of fields, among them with trace-deformed generalization (85), leads to
different local representations of the interacting Lagrangian formulations as shown with
the generation of non-trivial deformed first-level gauge transformation for vector gauge
parameter (150) for the interacting massless vector and scalar fields with massive (m, s)
fields. We stress, following the Appendix D results, that imposing only traceless constraints
on fields and gauge parameters (A47) represents the necessary but not sufficient condition
for the consistency of deformed (on cubic level) Lagrangian dynamics for interacting
higher spin fields with spins sy, s, s3 within a constrained BRST approach. In addition to
BRST closeness, one should validate the traceless conditions for the cubic vertices (A59)
that guarantee the preservation of Poincare group irreducibility for the interacting higher
spin fields in question. Without it, the number of physical degrees of freedom, which
is determined by one of the independent initial data for the equations of motion (partial
differential equations) due to (A63) for the interacting model is different than one from that
for the undeformed model with vanishing traceless constraints evaluated on respecting
equations of motion.

To illustrate the generic cubic vertices solutions we have also elaborated a number
of examples of the interacting Lagrangian for the unconstrained fields with special value
of spins. The basic results were achieved with cubic interactions for triple fields with
(0,A1), (0,A3), (m,s) in Section 5.1.1 on the basis of Appendix A for different Lagrangian
formulations of free massive higher-spin field from BRST representation and Appendix B
for respective interacting components and tensor representations. The resulting interacting
model is given in ghost-independent (123)-(125) and tensor (127) representations with
deformed gauge transformations for the massless scalars (128), (A35), (A36) and untouched
for massive higher-spin field. An application of the gauge-fixing procedure admissible
from the free formulations permit to present the interacting Lagrangian both in triplet
tensor form (132), (A16) with off-shell traceless constraints (A15) with interacting action
depending on 2 sets of fields with irreducible deformed gauge transformations (137), (138),
then in the tensor form (136) with only massless scalars gb(i), i = 1,2, basic massive field
¢®)(6) and set of auxiliary fields gb(()?’z),l/ (=20 and in ungauged form for only a quartet of
unconstrained fields ¢() (x), (), ¢(()33)V(S_3), (139), (140), (A22), or in terms of double-
traceless initial and traceless auxiliary tensor fields. This result appears by a new one and
is explicitly demonstrated by the interacting action (141) for massive spin s = 4 field. The
example on the stage of triple and singlet fields formulations admit a massless limit, so that
for the triple of fields (0,0), (0,0), (0,s) we obtain a non-trivial cubic vertex with deformed
gauge transformations for the scalars according to [57]. The ghost-independent forms
for the interacting Lagrangian formulations have been developed also for the set of four
triples: [(0,1), (0,A2) (m,s)] for A; = 0,1;[(0,A1), (0,0), (m,1)] and for the massless scalar
with a massive scalar and massive field of spin s3 with coinciding masses [(0,0), (m,0),
(m, s3)]. The interacting first-stage reducible Lagrangian for the fields with [(0,1), (0,0),
(m, s)] are given by (145), (146) whereas the deformed part of the gauge transformations
in (147)—(148) for massless vector and scalar and for massive tensor component (149),
(A41)—(A46). The cubic vertex for two massless vectors and massive (m,s) tensor was
presented by the relations (151)—(154). For the case fields with [(0,0), (m,0), (m,s3)] the
cubic vertex, interacting Lagrangian and deformed reducible gauge transformations for
only the scalars are given by (159), (160), (161) and (162), (163), respectively. Note, the
interaction of the massless field of helicity A1 with massless and massive scalars are trivial
(155) which, however, vanishes after passing to the Fronsdal (single-field) formulation. We
stress, that there are no terms in any obtained interacting vertices, and therefore, in the
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interacting part of the action with divergences by construction. It means that on mass-shell
after gauge-fixing determined by the Lorentz-like or (in general, Rs-type, see e.g., [58])
gauge to derive the non-degenerate quantum action for the interacting model in question
the vertices do not vanish.

There are many possibilities to apply and to develop the suggested method. Among
them, we can highlight a finding cubic vertices, first, for irreducible massless and for
massive half-integer higher spin fields on flat backgrounds, second, for mixed-symmetric
higher spin fields, third, for higher spin supersymmetric fields, where in all cases the ver-
tices should include any powers of traces. The construction in question may be generalized
to determine cubic vertices for irreducible higher spin fields on anti-de-Sitter spaces, having
in mind the bypassing of a flat limit absence for many of the cubic vertices in the formula-
tion [59,60], because of one-to-one correspondence of cubic vertices in flat and anti-de-Sitter
spaces in the Fronsdal formulation demonstrated for specific cases in [61] and more gener-
ally in [26,62]. In this way, we may use the ambient formalism of embedding d-dimensional
anti-de-Sitter space in (d 4+ 1)-dimensional Minkowski space [63] (see, as well [64] and
references therein) to uplift obtained covariant cubic vertices in anti-de-Sitter space.

In this connection, it is appropriate to point out some features of the BRST construction
for higher spins in the (A)dS space in comparison with the Minkowski space. Here, we
should stress that the description of irreducible representations for the (A)dS group with
both integer and half-integer spins in (A)dS space is completely different as compared with
ones for the Poincare group in flat space-time even for free theories. In all known cases, the
Lagrangian constructions for the same higher spin field obtained within the constrained
(incomplete) BRST approach with additional non-differential constraints and within ap-
proach with complete BRST operator do not coincide. The Lagrangian formulations for
both integer and half-integer spins in AdS spaces in the BRST approach with a complete
BRST operator, has been successfully formulated for massless and massive particles of
integer spins in [39,65] (recently for mixed-symmetric case [66]) and for massive particles
of half-integer spins in [67]. Problems related to the approach using an incomplete BRST
operator have not been discussed in detail even for a free field of a given higher spin.

One should also note the problems of constructing the fourth and higher vertices and
related various problems of locality (see the discussion initiated in [68], then in [69-71]
with recent analysis [72] and also [73-76]), where the BRST approach can possibly be useful.
The construction and quantum loop calculations with the BRST quantum action for the
models with derived cubic vertices can be realized within the BRST approach following
to [58]. We plan to address all of the mentioned problems in the forthcoming works.
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Appendix A. Reduction to Singh-Hagen Lagrangian

In this appendix, we deduce the Lagrangian formulation for free massive HS field
(m, s) in terms of only initial field Pu(s)-

From the action Sgji. [Ix)s] (3) and reducible gauge transformations (4) we have, first,
in the ghost-independent form

O\s Sc‘s[Xc] - { <s <CD|KI:T1 + sf2<q)2’K (Al)
— o—3(®3 |Kl — sf4<®32’Ki11> |P11)s2 + ( - S,2<<I>2|Klﬁ)+
— s—6(P2|KL11 + 5—3(Px1 K[} — s74<q’32|1<) |P12)s—4

(s 4@ |KI + 56 (Pop| KTy — s—3(P |[KL;

1

2°”

+ ¢13\K)f¢13 s—5+s-3 CI>21|K(lo\<1>31 =3 — L11|P1)s 1)

1
~5 (s—6<q>22 |Klo|P22)s—6 — s—a(P32|Klo |<I>32>sf4) + h-C.},

where the functional 821|s is the action for triplet formulation for massive fields of spins

s,s —2,....,1(0) (following to [77]) or for the HS field of spin s with additional off-shell
traceless constraint [78], but with b™, d"-dependence in the triplet [xc)s = [x)s| (7t PE)=0
117711/

Sgs[Xc] = /d7705<Xc|KQc|Xc>s (A2)

ZO 0 _lvir {q)>s
= (s(P|s—2(P2|s—1(P1])K 0~y L Dr)s2 |,
L D1)5-1

for Q. = Q’ (P . The initial gauge transformations for the field ] X)s, and gauge
parameter |A)s

0| ®)s = I |E)s—1 + Lf{|E1)s—2, (A3)

50| ®1)s—1 = 1o|Z)s—1 + LT |1Z01)s—3, (A4)

50 |®P2)s—2 = |E)so1 4+ L 1E11)s—a — |E1)s—2, (A5)

5 |®Pa1)s—3 = N|E1)s—2 — [T |E11)s—a — |Zo1)s-3, (A6)

80| P2)s—6 = —L11|E11)s—a + [1B12)s—s, (A7)

80|®Pa1)s—3 = L11|E)s—1 4+ Lf;|E12)s—s, (A8)

50| Px2)s—4 = Li1|E1)s—2 — [f |E12)s—5 + [E11)s—4s (A9)

5 |®P11)s—2 = Io|E1)s—2 — I |Z01)s-3,, (A10)

0| P12)s—4 = 10/B11)s—a — [1]Z01)s-3, (A11)

8|P13)s—5 = lo|Z12)s—5 — L11]Z01)s—3,, (A12)

%0(12), 121), 18n), E12), 1201) = (=H; +1/2(*)? = b*, I, T, L o) [E)ss. (A1)

Second, we gauge away b'-dependence from zero-level gauge parameter |Z) by
means of all degrees of freedom of the first-level gauge parameter |Z!) due to structure
of L], trace operator, so that the theory becomes by the irreducible gauge theory. Third,
analogously we gauge away b"-dependence from the fields |®), @), |®2), ) with
use of all degrees of freedom of the gauge parameters |Z1), |Z01), |E11), |E12). The residual
non-vanishing gauge transformations take the form

§O(|q>>s/

q>1>571/

Dr)so,

®31)s-3) lprmo = (I, 00,11, L) |E)s1lpr—o- (A14)
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D),
®3) encountered in |x)s (16) with P} ghost operator, we obtain that

Fourth, from the equations of motion, Q|x)s = 0, for the rest 6 fields |<I>21>,
|@3,), [P11), |P12),
they income in the equations with L1+1 operator and, therefore, vanish. Fifth, we gauge
away the field |®31) by means of residual gauge transformations, so that the condition

of its non-appearance leads to the constraint Li[,+)_o|Z)[p+—9 = 0. Sixth, from the
residual equations of motions for the triplet ’CI>> s [ D1)s-1, | P2)s_2 at 17{'3 we obtain the
traceless constraints

1|®@)s + [®2)s-2 =0, Talyr)_o|Pr)s—k =0, k=1,2,I11 = Lu1[,4) (A15)

As the result, we obtain the triplet Lagrangian formulation for the massive of spin s
field with auxiliary 3s — 4 fields subject to the constraints (A15)

S(rﬁs[xc} = /d’705<Xc|Qc|Xc>s (A16)
h 0 —If |D)s
= (s<q>|572<<p2}s—1<q>1|) 0v _VIO ll ‘q)2>s,2 ,
-, I 1 |P1)s_1
5(|P)s, [P1)s—1, | P2)s—2) = (lvfr,lo,lvl>\5>s71/ h|E) = 0. (A17)

After expressing the field |®,) for the first constraint in (A15): |®;) = —Ly;|®) and
expressing the field |®;) from the algebraic equation of motion: |®;) = I|®) — I["|®,) it
follows the Lagrangian in the single vector form with s — 1 auxiliary fields

gl‘s((l), ... ) = 5<(D| (l() — lvrlv1 — (lvr)zlvll — lvii_llv% — lv;'_l(lo + lvllv;r)lvll) ’CD>5, (A18)
5|®)s = I |E)s—1 and Ly (In|®), |Z)) = (0,0), (A19)

The Lagrangian formulation (A18), (A19) has smooth massless limit for m = d () =0
resulting to Fronsdal formulation [79] in the form of single field |¢)s = |®)s|;+—o with
(0,s).

Now, as it was shown in [80] the Lagrangian formulation after resolution of the
traceless constraints in terms of real constraints with decomposing of |®),| in powers of
d T +-independent vectors as well as the gauge parameter |E);_1 we obtain that only four
fields ¢y(;,)s—k k = 0,1, 2,3 (with physical one at k = 0) are independent from each other
and two gauge parameters |(;)s—1-1, [ =0, 1:

|Es—21-1 = (2111)"|&0)s-1, |E)s—a1-2 = (2111)"|E1)s—2
|9)s—2k = k(211" |¢2)s—2 — (k — 1)(2h1)*|@o)s,
|9)s k1 = k(2111) | p3)s—3 — (k — 1) (2111)*|¢1)s—1, (A20)
From the gauge transformations we may gauge away two independent fields ¢y ()51,
$2)(u)s—2 With use of total degrees of freedom of the independent parameters .Cp)(,)s-1,

81)(u)s—2 leading to ungauge theory of massive HS field with unrestricted pair of fields
P(u)sr P3|(j)s—3- composing the residual field vector,

_ [s/2] g2k . [s/2] q2k+1 1
|®)s = (1 - k:Zz @(k —1)(ln) )|<P>s + k; 95,2kmk(111) |p3)s—3.  (A21)

The respective action will coincide with Singh-Hagen action [46].

S8(9,¢3) = (@] (o = 7Ty = (F)%h = LB = Ty (o + BT ) [ @) (A22)
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For constrained pair of fields: double traceless ¢ ;) and traceless ¢3)(,)s_3, there are
no terms with traces in ’&>>s besides these ones.

Appendix B. Component Interacting Lagrangian and Gauge Transformations for
(m,s), (0,0),(0,0)
In oscillator ai,i)(ﬂ, b(i)(+), d (i)(+)—dependent form with use of the representations (19),

(20) and its duals for the fields and gauge parameters the interacting part of the action
(123) looks

3 3

| = fg/Hd"sz(S (x1—x {47(2)("2)4’(1)(?61)(0\ (A23)
i=1 i=2

s ! [(s—k')/2] /

(5 O Ry

Iy

A
kK'=0 : I'=0 I

55’\’(’2?3 [4,(1)’ 4)(2), X<3)

B sk
C(l’/h(s)) 4(2 — 3{/ —oi ¢’(’,I)c‘:l(s >(X3) H ﬂ;“?,
: i'=1

kA kI NS o)k
x Y ZC *E Y (OHTT)
j20 " k>0 120
ls2541 1) {5 152120 (5(3)2i (s —2j)! ()i
x 1;0 ()P e (P 3315 =2j — 21 C(i (s
s=2 (4K [(5=K)/2=1] (p3)y1
n (d>) (b™))

k' 2

1
P ! = "
s/2—1]

[
x Y H(+1) ZZC"’

>0 k>01>0

s—2—k'-2I'

( )szk -2 K _ar')
et ) T e

C(I', h(s))

A’

X ()2 (s —=2(j+1))! (
i12i(s —2(j + 1) — 2i)! C(i, h(s))

[s—4/2] ]

1Y b+ DG+ETVE,
j=0

[s/2—-3]

(@K ;O ti( ]+1)(]'+2)(j+3)(i§§>+)m§3_)2(].+3))|0>+h.c.},
1=

+s—4 <®§g) K(3

(for Ckl = W) and also for the gauge transformations (124), (125)

slk/Z]k[sl 2]—j

®3)
(5[1]‘(])(1)>0 = —g/ddXQ(]) XQ {/ddX3 Z Z C(ll,h(s))(bi) (A24)

a
[0 i=0 I

(D Ry e e (d<3>>"' sy 1)
“ R — k=1 (i h(s)) U ) <_§>

M

kK'=0 j=0
j ys-1-K -2l =(3)pu(s—1-K-2I') soizk -l (3) (73)+yj—k—1
Zm””’ Col T o )

=0 : i'=1

~(3)v ,(3)+ys—1-2j—2i 1 5(3) 21‘%
AP P s 12— 2t
. [s-5/2) 1O+ (0
SERKD| Y GG+ DG+ LY (L5 ) }|O>

j=0

:w

(5 )(X] *xl‘);

||
N

i

5[1] |¢(2>>0 = *5[1] |¢(1>>0| (¢(1)(x1) N ¢(2) (xz)) . (A25)

In (A23) two last summands with vectors _g <<I>§32’) l, 576(<I>g) | have the same forms as
for two first ones, with s(®©®)|,;_, <CI>(

23) |, as well as the last term with 5_5 <ES) | in (A24) is
written similar as for the first term with ;1 <E(3) |.
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To calculate (A23)-(A25) we use the list of formulas with oscillator’s pairing

s’ S —1) v k
O Lo TP a2 H0 0 = b0 S T T s (A26)
i'=1 i i=1 i=1
Sy = Z 1’[5}4, (A27)
P(vy,...,vs) i=
(0] Y (AP 2(A<3>+)k\o> =56y, Ac{bd}. (A28)
k'=0 k=0
(with symmetrizer Sll1 ys) Thus, e.g., for the first integrand A; mS(‘ ()§ from the representation
3 d 2 d
—g/Hd A [[6@ (x1 — x;) (A29)
i=1 i=2
we have
[(s—K')/2) j=k[s/2~]] 3\ 4
_ 42 1 (b ) j!
A = ‘P( )(XZ)(P( )(x1)<0| /Z lg(] 120 C ’, " k!l!(j—k—l)! (A30)
(71)1'(;,(3) )1+1 s [s/2] (3))k’ o)+ 2k< 1>k
x,i =0
CG,h(s)) ,{,ZOEO o lmz) 10
j (—1)s~ K -2l e 21 K~ ] o 3415 22
x(0] kg, W% k/ 1;[ (" } |0)
S@)2i (s —2))!
<) s —2j — 20,
[(5=K)/2) =k [s/2-] _pyi .
= ¢ ()p (x U () 141 = e
4) ( 2)47 ( 1) ]/X: lg(:) ]Z[:) ( ( )) (PR C(Z,h(s)) k'l'(]*k*l)'
s [s/2] k j s—k =21
)Y tfsk’zk( ) Y ® o 4’1/ (=K 2[)(x3)5s—k’—21’,s—21—2i—2k
K¥=0 j>0 k>0
5—2j—2i j—k—l . (5—2"
Vs— i ~ i ])
XSM Hg 2;:/ Zzszk H I—[l 7]1/5—2]'—21'+2r—1Vs—zj—2i+27(p<3))2 m’
p=1 r= :
and simplifying

Is72]  J jzklsr24l ¢ l+1hs)) (s — 2j)!

— ¢ 5(3)\2i
A= ¢ () ]g)t kg”g ,Z(;) ) k!l!i!(s—Zj—Zz’)!(p ) (A31)
O e O R P e Y ey
X (j—k—l)! 22(];}(71)% 1+i1,2k 11 rlj] My, 2j—2i+2r—1Vs—2j—2i+2r*
Then, using respective binomial and polynomial decompositions
Tt o (r06@ (01637 (1 TT50 TT 6@
[T () () () [T 16 (1 — ) (A32)
=1 =1 j=2
. t —1)4¢ v
= [atn' q(,(t,) 1 @ P 0) B pug® ()" (),
=
, i ig
(P2 = (pV2 — 2p(Dp@r 4 p@2)i — (1) Zm O 7(02)"(—201,0%)" (83) T
q=0t=

(fora,, =1, C?’t = q't'(zii't—q)') we have for the first term in the action (A23)
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. 3 3 [s/2] [s/2—j] j j—k l+1h
¢ [TIdxm][o (i —x) = —g [d'x Lt ¥ Y ¥ o cj (A33)
i=1 i=2 >0 =0 k>01>0
(-2 [t e :
x il L;) u'(s — 2] ; ; C t [ 'aVM (an"wl e al’uﬂgb( ))]

i—g— 1 —21-2i—2k)
u u t 2 B —
X [avuw 9y, 2 it (av 1, Qlutt[Ji—4 4,( ))]}2 kD) 4’I+12k

j—k—1

k
X H Mvs—2j-2it2r-1Vs—2j-2i42r°
r=1

Calculating by the receipt above, first, the similar rest three terms in the action (A23),
second the similar terms in the gauge transformations (A24) we obtain with accuracy up to
overall factor (—1)°s! the representations in the tensor form for the action (127)

Corls/2 ds2-jl ook ;
(m)s __ 1) ) _ d M
A Sl P 2 fatx| 11 . (A34)
U6k T { / ;0 ;0 k;lzo C(i, h(s))

Lo "
i i—q (71)tC? [avo~~~av,,(|jq

(s 20! I S A
i! ul(s —2j —2i —u)! o ) 22(j—k—D)+i—t

v(s—21—-2i—2k)

Xa"uﬂ Vu+r¢(l))] [avu+t+l e 'avs—zj—ZH»f (avu“ e 'aquDi 1 t¢( )] }¢1+1 2k

ikl
X H Nvs_aj-2it2r-1Vs—2j-2i42r°
=1

-

Lk e +i,h( i+1)1(s —2(j+1))!
kg ; I+ 1( )5; )C;_c,l (G+1) (sj!i!2(7+ 1)

i —1) i ) th [a . al/u <anvu+1 co avt‘“(P(]))]

i i-q
;; —k—1)+i—t

1;) ul(s —2(j+1
v(s—2-21-2i—2k)

u u i— —t
CA—— (av 1, et it (2 )]}%“ﬂ%

X [aVu+r+1
j—k—1
X 1—! Vs _p(j41) ~2it2r—1Vs—2(j+1) —2it2r
s
sr2=2 220220 J Ik o4 n(s)) g (s —2(i !
k1 (J+2)!(s —2(j +2))!
+ Z b y Z 2 Cli,n(s)) it
>0 i=0  k>01>0 JE
—2(j+2)—2i (—1) i iq )tht
q 1)
X{ =oul(s —2(j+2) —2i —u)! ;; I)+i— f[a 'aV“(D iy -+ Ouir )]
2(142)—2i—2k)

u ‘u i—q—t
(j+2)—2i+t (av Lot 4)( )] }¢32\1+12k

x |:aVu+t+l T aVrz

j—k—1
X 1—! M, 2(j+2) —2i+2r—1Ys—2(j+2) —2i+2r

Pl

s B LI C4+i1(s)) g (+3)! (5 — 2(+3))!
a 2 d 2 i, h C/" it

>0 i=0  k>0120 C(i,h(s)) il

j i—q 1 tcr_/],t

(-G, [0y 00, (D100, - 04,0 |

" " i—g—t (2 v(s—2(I+3)—2i—2k)
9y (j+3)—2i+t <av ERRER A N t(p( ))} }¢22\l+12k
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(for the naturals C]]f’l = W'k_l), and usual convention d,, = H?:l dy; = 1) and for the

gauge transformations (128)

(- V/2A6=D /2] =k - C(+1,h(s)) k1 (s —1—2j)!

1 _ d s
M (x1) = *g/d x{ Yo ) i) cyl g (A35)
j>0 =0 k>01>0 ’
s—1-2j-2i 1 i (- 1)th ;
= (8)v(s—1-21-2i—2k)
X{ LE) ul(s —1—2j—2i —u)! q;m:o P2(—k=T)+i-t T+i2k ()
I PR C LR OO K i N P (m PR TS |
j—k—=1
d
X H Mvs—1-2j-2i+2r-1Vs-1-2j~ 2:+2y}‘5( )(x_xl)
Pl
B (s ZS):/Z]t [(s=5)/2]] i]i’f C(I+i,h(s)) k1 (s —5—2j)!
= 5 && Clhks) T i
" s 522:’ A 1 IZE —l)th’t = (3)v(s—5— Zl—2i—2k)(x)
iy uwl(s—5-2j-2i-uw)! =55 P—k=D)+imt 12]l+i2k
I PR C LR LS I N E P N (m PR TS |
j—k—1
X H Mg _5_ 2j—2i+2r—1Vs—5-2j— 21+2y}‘5(d) (x_xl)} = 51\3(3)47(1)(351) +‘51‘5§32)¢(1)(x1)}
Pl
3m9® (x2) = =0 @™ (1) 1) (1)) 9@ (2 (A36)

Appendix C. Component Interacting Lagrangian Formulation for (m, s), (0, A;) for
A <1
For the case of interaction of massless vector and scalar fields with massive fields:

(0,1), (0,0), (m,s) from the vertex (143) the interacting part of action (146) in the ghost-
independent component form looks

S = T S0 e% 00 =[5 s [<¢(”'(1<¢“"{5<®“” (A7)
7=(0,2,32,22)
, [s—1/2] B (30 [s—3/2] 3
x KO Z ti(Lyy VL7 g+ s 2 O X 46+1)( )]ﬁ ~2(j+1)
B >0
@ @) [+ )0
+eal@G KO G+ DG+ DN )
j>
@) L%
= el @KL b+ DG+ 2+ VLN g LT
]=Z!
. X , B2 FOma3*
_ %o<¢§)\{s_1(®§)1<<3>| ; tj(L§1>+)J<(£§;7)2—2j)/[T:
1=
1 @ (3) [s—5/2] () .
bl e ) - @O L GG+ 2) A
mz ST >0

503+
®) ([P @)+ . L (3>
< (290, e ]+ £ 5i0) )10 +he.).

The deformed gauge transformations (147), (148) for the massless fields
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[s—1/2] (3
5[1]|¢“>>1:—g1‘[5 (1 = x)o (9@ {s-1(EDKO] Y il Y1 (A38)
1=
[s—5/2] .
N A(3)0 31 1 1 3)0 - +2)
_ZJ)ng)zfszguy_W(P(W“;H)Eijky]_S* “5 } Z tj
3 j=0
. 1
(LYY [(s—5-2) 0% L 15" 2—<p< Mal )L ] o)
0y, = 8 750 s ETR
o) |1 >o:*§1—£5() X1 — Xi)o |{s 1(26 ;0 ti(s —2/)(Lyy ") (A39)
i= =
(3)0 S -3/2 (3)0
XL -5 — (B K MY 4G+ +2)(s—4— 2j)(LY )]ﬁ 5 2]\}|0>?
j=0
LRI
5[1]|¢(2>>o:gl‘l[saw)(xz-xi) [1<4><1>\{5,1<a(3>1<<3>| IDICH Y1 (A40)
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[s—5/2] .
~ ~(3)0 31 1 1 3)0 ~(3 (j+2)!
—2])C£7)272]-L§1‘3+—W(P(1>Vﬂ§4)+)[’£7)]72]-]—s,5<a§2)K(3)} Yt
3 >0 J:
¥ (3 31)+ 1 1 3)0
x (L [(575 2L LG @(pw (M) g >572],]}\0>
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500" | {1 @KL t(s -2V,
>0
PO 10+
—sE@EPKO | T 4G+ )G +2)(s -4 -2 AL 1 o)
j=0
1 [s—1/2] 53+
1 =0 _ £® [P
0 & {1 @17k L -2 (e ) [
1
(3)+ L )0
+d }+mscm,2})
0 e @)+
—os(@FKO Y K+ 1) +2)(s —2(+2) (L))
j20
5@ g3+
(3) [P A G)+] . L ~6)0
><<([’s—2(j+3) P +d ]+ Es 1- 2(]+2>} 0),
and for the components from the massive field | x5 (149)
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Appendix D. On Consistency of Lagrangian Dynamics for Interacting Higher-Spin
Fields in Constrained BRST Approach

Let the field and gauge parameter vectors with given spins sq, s, 53 be traceless,

and the incomplete total BRST operator Q%! = Y ng ) forms with traceless constraints and
constrained spin operators closed superalgebra:

i) (1 i d+ O, i i
(15 180)5) = (s =1+ =572 (1x) 1A, ), (A48)
Q2 = [Q, LY} = (@, o} =0, [0, L)} = —267L),  (A9)

(fori,j = 1,2,3) where with account for (6), (7), (10)

LY = T80 _por—o = 1Y — /2@ + P = 1) + 5P, (A50)
o) = o0 . o p0 = g 40, 0d0+d) + %+,7;i)+7>l(i)_17§i)731(i)+, (A51)
\x£”>s,.:|x<f>>si\,,<,-)+:,,1<;>+:7,1@+:O:\<D<>> =P (g 1)1+ 1@ ) ), (AB2)
A, = |A(1)>s,-|b(i>+:,7<i)+,pﬁ)+: =P |ED), 4, (A53)
0 = Q0 g =W I 10 0. (459

Then, the Lagrangian formulation for free irreducible higher spin fields of spins
(51,52,53) (massless or massive) is determined by the gauge-invariant Lagrangian with
holonomic (traceless) constraints

E St x)s) = X [ ans 010915, 015, 188)5) = (@P140),, 0). (A55)
Note, that any field representative (| X )s;) from the gauge orbit
O = Rl 175 = 12+ Q1A WIAL ) ) (A56)

remains by traceless if the field | Xﬁ”) and any gauge parameter |A£i)> are traceless because

of the commutation of ngl) with Qf (A49).

In case of cubic interaction adopted for constrained BRST approach the interacting
action and deformed gauge transformations are defined according to (21), (22) without
ghost and auxiliary oscillators associated with trace constraints

(m 1) _(2) (37 _ ;
S, x? ) = Sglqs +8/1—Id'1 KOV IE +he), (A57)

‘5[1] |X£i))si = Ql(ii) |A’Ei)>5i -8 /Hdﬂ(giH) (51+1 <A£i+1) {Swz <X£i+2)|
v oe=1

+(i+14i+2)) [P0 (A58)

with unknown vertex operators |V(3))(m)3, |‘7(3) ) (")1)3. In particular case, when these op-

(3)>(m)3 _ ‘7(3)>( )3

erators coincide: V; )3 = V¢ Nsyyr the requirement of consistent deformation for the

classical action and initial gauge transformations means the validity of the equations (for
i=1,2,3)

QetlvEhme —o, LV = o, (A59)
d—2+6,,
D1y e ”;> - (sﬁ%)wf))ggf. (A60)
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Let us verify that any representative (| fﬁi) )s; from arbitrary gauge orbit O

i
= {ZD)] 1) = Iy, + 01X D5 ¥1AD), j=1,23)  (A6D)
for interacting fields remains by traceless after applying the deformed gauge transforma-

tions (as it was conducted for the undeformed fields) and also check the same for the
deformed field equations. Then, it is sufficient to find that

L a5 = LY QP 1AY g/d,71+1d,7:+2 <51+1 (A, ()|
+(i+1<—>i+z) LV —q, (A62)
TS
L11 #)]((‘l)} = Lll Qc ‘X: s; 8 /Hd%t-#e s z+e |L |V _o (A63)
s; \Xec

We proved, that imposing of only traceless constraints on fields and gauge parameters
(A47) represents the necessary but not sufficient condition for the consistency of deformed
(on cubic level) Lagrangian dynamics. Indeed in this case the latter term in (A62), (but not
in (A63)) does not vanish leading to L11 |)( > # 0 (but L(] ) S(m)3 3/(5Si <X§i)| = 0).
Indeed, due to solutions for traceless Constramts (A50) the fields and gauge parameters
take the form (for lAYl) (|6§i)>, E0)) =0)

(IR [R)5) = (D), =PI (118151 = ) JTB ), 2], PYTED), ) (A64)

In view of completeness of the inner product in the total Hilbert space in question the

(7)
m|11”

solutions (A64) generate (hermitian) projectors P/, m = 0,1 on the subspaces of traceless

field and gauge vectors:
(Si <X£l)

such that the following cubic vertices:

s (B]) = (xR (A 1Pl), (A65)

3
7o S ~ (11 () 1y i+1) 1 (i+2)
(’VC )>EZQS’V£ )>E$is) N < 1P0\]11‘VC( )>E$)33’ Pé\lll 1\111 |V s) )/ (A60)
]:

survive, respectively, in the action (A57) and in the gauge transformations (A58). Namely,
the vertex |V£3) ) ggz?’ respects the irreducibility of the triple of interacting higher spin fields,

whereas 17£3) ) E;’;? does not respect that property, because of
()1 773)y (m)
Li7|Ve )(5)33 # 0. (A67)
Therefore, if the cubic vertex is not vanishing at acting of ngl) constraints, then, first,
the deformed Lagrangian dynamics is contradictory; second, the interacting fields do

not belong to the Poincaré group irreducible space of a certain mass and spin (they do
not satisfy the traceless condition (A61) along the any entire gauge orbit (9[ e (i); third,

the supermatrix of second derivatives of the deformed action with respect to all the fields
evaluated on the deformed mass shell has proper eigen-vectors not respecting traceless
properties (A67), albeit for the undeformed action. Therefore, the number of physical
degrees of freedom, which is determined by one of the independent initial data for the
equations of motion (partial differential equations) due to (A63) for the interacting model is
differed with that for the undeformed model with vanishing traceless constraints evaluated
on respecting equations of motion.
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We emphasize, the problem of deriving covariant cubic vertices for interacting higher
integer spin fields realizing irreducible Poincare group representations has not been com-
pletely solved in the BRST approach with an incornplete BRST operator [18].

It is easy to find Lgl)-traceless solution ’V E = |V of the Equations (A59)

irrep >
with Q!-closed vertex {VC ){M)3 2 follows

(s)3

V) e — (1_1275i_ il (A68)
+§ L; k(siy —1 ik+al/2) (L P +iz>i1§ (i — 21+ d/2) L%WL%)}
e <L5T)+>3<L§if)>3ﬂ2>h£! o =T
T ’r a7y (L L *; a7 ar2) L(kHLﬁ)]
A
NEA 4] 1 NN
HEET{ T =S i el )iy

The substituting of found cubic vertex |V ) (A68) into (A57) and (A58), leads for the
same properties of the Lagrangian formulation for interacting fields with given spins as
ones for undeformed model for triple of free fields (In case of the BRST-BV approach with
incomplete BRST operator when the field and transformed (into ghost field) gauge param-
eter are combined together with theirs antifield vectors within unique generalized field-

antifield vector, |x ‘C> s;» the deformed minimal BRST-BV action,S [(1]():| o) [x (Iz’ X( IC)’ XS)]

(m)3 L @ 6

detalls [81] to be applicable for the method with off-shell constraints) will completely select

the traceless parts from the vertex {VC(S) E”;k in the form ‘V (m? (A66) or (A68) without

the vertex V£3)>E:;i3 being by the source for destroying an irreducibility for interacting

obtained from deformed classical action (A57) (see for

higher spin fields in the constrained BRST approach [18]).
Finally, when expressing of the ghost-independent fields \<I>,(<1)> si—k, k = 1,21in the
triplet (A52) in terms of the single Fronsdal field | () )s; (for simplicity for triple of mass-

less fields, i.e., for vanishing d()*) from undeformed equations of motion and traceless
constraints as

@y, 1 =10y, — 1010l L, 100y, = —jol)y, ,  (A69)

we obtain Fronsdal Lagrangians with single double traceless fields | () )s; for the actions

Socl\ , so that the components of the cubic vertex |V ) Eg? after calculating of ghost-
pairings in (A57) and (A58) should satisfy to the consequences from the traceless equations
to obtain the interacting action which encodes the noncontradictory dynamics. Unfortu-
nately, we can not find a solution of this problem elsewhere, see e.g., in [19-21] where the

cubic vertices have been constructed in the Lorentz covariant form.
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