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Abstract

Klishevich S.M. Electromagnetic Interaction of Massive Spin-3 State from String Theory: ITHEP
Preprint 98-20. — Protvino, 1998. — p. 16, refs.: 26.

In the given work we study an interaction of second massive state of an open boson string
with the constant electromagnetic field. This state contains massive fields with spins 3 and 1.
Using the method of an open string BRST quantization, we receive gauge-invariant lagrangian,
describing the electromagnetic interaction of these fields. From the explicit form of transfor-
mations and lagrangian it follows that the presence of external constant e/m field leads to the
mixing of the given level states. Most likely that the presence of the external field will lead to
the mixing of the states at other mass string levels as well.

AuHOTanmsa

Kourmepuy C.M. DekTpoMarHuTHOE B3aMMONENCTBIE MACCUBHOTO CIIMH-3 COCTOSIHUS U3 TEOPUM
crpyn: Ipenpuar UPBD 98-20. — [Iporsuno, 1998. — 16 c., 6ubmuorp.: 26.

B nmammboit pabore MBI m3ydaeM B3aMMONEACTBUE BTOPOTO MACCUBHOTO COCTOSIHUS OTKPBITON
BO3OHHOW CTPYHBI C MOCTOSHHBIM 3JIEKTPOMATHUTHBIM TOJIEM. DTO COCTOSHUE CONEPXKUT MAacC-
cuBHbIe TI0J1s1 co crmHamu 3 u 1. Wcemonb3ys metonm BRST xBamTOBaHMS OTKPBITON GO30HHOI
CTPYHBI, MBI IIOJIy4aeM KaJIMOPOBOUYHO-WHBAPUAHTHBIN JIATPAHXKWAH, ONUCHLIBAIOIINI 3JIEKTPO-
MarHATHOE B3aUMOIENCTBUE 5TuX mojiein. W3 gBHOro Buma mpeobpa30BaHWl UM JIATPAHKUAHA
CIIeZlyeT, YTO MPUCYTCTBUE HMOCTOSIHHOTO 3/M IMOJIsi IPUBOOUT K IE€PEMELINBAHAIO COCTOSHUN HA
nmaHHOM ypoBHe. HawuGosiee BeposSTHO, 3TO HPUCYTCTBUE BHEIIHETO IIOJIS NOJIXKHO IIPUBOAUTL K
TIepEMENINBAHNI0 COCTOSIHUN M Ha APYTUX MACCOBBIX YPOBHSX CTPYHBL.
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1. Introduction

The problem of building the consistent interaction for high spin fields has already
sufficiently great history [1,2,3]. However, and at present this problem is still far away
from its completion.

The lagrangian description of free massive high spin fields was received by Singh and
Hagen [4] in the 70’s. Later it was realized [5,6] that for the covariant description of
massless fields, they must necessarily be gauge fields. For such fields it was offered to
enter an interaction as continuous deformation of the gauge algebra and lagrangian [7].
Such entering of the interaction is consistent since a continuous deformation of the gauge
algebra preserves a type of the equations defining mass shell. At the same time it has been
realized [8] that for massless fields of spins s > 3/2 in an asymptotically flat space-time
it is impossible to build a consistent ”minimal” interaction with an Abelian vector field.
The same is valid and for the gravity interaction of fields with spins s > 2. It is possible to
motivate the given statement as follows [8]: A free gauge-invariant lagrangian in the flat
space has a structure £y = 0®0® with transformations & = 9¢. The introduction of the
interaction means a replacement of the usual derivative by a covariant one 9 — D. In this,
the gauge invariance fails, and a residual of type [D, D] D®{ = RDPE appears, where R
is a tensor of the tension of electromagnetic or gravity field. In the case of the electromag-
netic interaction for the fields with spins s > 3/2, one cannot cancel the residual by any
changes of the lagrangian and the transformations in the linear approximation. Therefore,
in this case such approximation is absent, but since any linear approximation is indepen-
dent of the presence in the system of any other fields, this means that a whole theory of
interaction does not exist either. In the case of the gravity field a residual for the field spin
3/2 is proportional to the gravity equations of motion: §Lo ~ i(¢*yn)(Ru — 29w R).
One can eliminate such residual by modifying the lagrangian and the transformations. As
a result, the theory of supergravity has appeared. For fields with spins s > 2 the residual
contains terms proportional to Riemann tensor R,,.g. It is impossible to cancel such
type terms in an asymptotically flat space. Hence, gravity interactions do not exist for
any massless fields with spin s > 3/2.



It is possible to overcome similar difficulties in several ways. In the case of the gravity
interaction, one can consider fields in a constant curvature space. Then the lagrangian
of gravity would have an additional term AL = \/—det||g,.||A, where A is a cosmological
constant. A modification of the lagrangian and the transformations lead to a mixing
of orders with the different derivative numbers. This allows one to eliminate a residual
with terms proportional to R,,.3. A complete theory will be represented as a series
with respect to inverse degrees of A [9,10]. This means non-analyticity of the theory with
respect to A at zero, i.e. the impossibility of a smooth transition to the flat space. Such
theory was considered in papers [9,10,11].

It is also possible to avoid these difficulties if one considers massive high spin fields [12].
But the situation with the consistent interaction of massive fields is significantly more
complicated. The classical description [4] is not gauge invariant. The introduction of a
”minimal” interactions lead to a change of the physical degree number of freedom. This
problem can be solved by introducing non-minimal terms in the interactions but, in a
general case, it results in the loss of causality. If we have not a gauge invariance, then the
universal principle that allows one to get the consistent interaction of massive high spin
fields is absent.

Early in the 80’s the gauge invariant description of massive fields with arbitrary
spins [13] was offered. In this case one can consider a consistent interaction as continuous
deformation of the gauge algebra similar to a massless case.

In a natural way, a gauge description of massive high spin fields appears in the frame of
free string BRST quantization! [16,17]. At present this is practically the unique consistent
theory describing an interaction of high spin fields. However, in a general case, it is rather
difficult to get any particular information on separate spins from the theory of interacting
strings. But in some simple cases, such as a constant electromagnetic field, it is possible.
In [18,19] the authors generalized [16,17] for the case of propagation of an open boson
string in a homogeneous external e/m field and obtained lagrangians which describe the
consistent interaction of massive fields of spins 2 and 1 with the constant electromagnetic
fields.

Here we study an interaction of the second massive state of open boson string with
the constant electromagnetic field. This state contains massive fields with spins 3 and
1. Using the BRST quantization method of the open string, we get a gauge invariant
lagrangian describing the electromagnetic interaction of these fields. The action for gauge
massive high spin fields available from BRST formulation of free string [16] is not canonical
since a kinetic part contains cross terms. By means of redefinitions of the fields, one can
diagonalizate the action and consider each state independently. In the presence of the
external field, it is already impossible to consider the states independently. From the
explicit form of the transformations and the lagrangian for the second mass level, it
follows that the presence of the constant e/m field leads to a mixing of the states at the
given level. Most likely that the presence of the external field will lead to a mixing of the
states at other mass levels of the string as well.

1One can also receive a gauge description of free massive fields of arbitrary spins using dimensioned
reductions [14,15].



2. Electromagnetic Interaction of High Spin Fields in Context
Boson String

Let us consider the action describing a propagation of the open boson string with
charges on the ends in a homogeneous electromagnetic field in Minkowski space Mp in
the conformal gauge [20,21,18,19]

1 7 Lo 1 :
= /dT do (X, X" — X, X") — /drdo—fw,X“X "(900(0) + gxd(0 —m)), (1)
0

where the point and the prime denote a derivative with respect to the world sheet coordi-
nates of the string 7 and o, respectively. For the tension coefficient the agreement o/ = 5
is accepted.

Equations of motion received from action (1) can be exactly solved [21,18], which
allows one to canonically quantize the theory. Commutational relations for modes have
the following form:

[CL“ a ] H#Lllém—i—m (2)

m)'n

with the usual Hermitian conjugation agT = a",,. Above we used the following notations
HY = mn" + F*,

1
F* = — (arctanh(mqoF) + arctanh(wq,F))"" . (3)
i

Thus, the presence of the constant electromagnetic field leads to the deformation of
the infinite Heisenberg algebra.

The Fok space, on which the representation of algebra (2) is realized, is built in the
same manner as in the absence of the external field. The vacuum vector is defined by the
relations

ak|0) =0, Vn<Do,

and any vector of the Fok space has the form

=33 @l (g)at, L a |0), Tme m; > 0.
k' {n;}

The coeflicient functions @LT""JZ’“)(.T) are tensor fields on the space Mp.

The theory with action (1), as in the case with the free string, contains constraints
expressed in terms of Virasoro operators at the quantum level. In spite of the presence of

the external field, the Virasoro operators corresponding to action (1) have the usual form

™

1 —imo [y 2 _ 1 . .
Lmza_/e (X +x) da—gip:.am_p.ap.. (4)

They form the same algebra but with other central charge [21]

12(

1
m® —m) — §mF2 }5m+n.

[Lim, L] = (m — n) Lypin + { D



These relations can be reduced to the same form as for the free string. For that it is
necessary to redefine the operator Ly including into its definition the term — iF 31,. This
lead only to the redefining of a normal ordering constant?.

A subspace of physical states is defined by means of the following conditions:

Ln|¥) =0, ¥n>0. (5)

For the free string, a representation of the zero mode is, as usual, chosen in the form
of the momentum operator ay = p* = (0" acting on the space of functions C>*°(Mp). In
such representation, one can get from (5) the differential equations for coefficient function
of the physical states. As is well known, conditions (5) contain the equations for the
massive states with arbitrary integer spins.

Let us consider the commutation relations for the zero modes in the presence of the
external electromagnetic field

lag, ag] = F*.

In the constant field the particular form of F** (3) does not matter?, therefore, we ”will
forget” about the origin of algebra (2) and interpret the antisymmetric tensor F* as
a tension of the electromagnetic field. We consider that the coupling constant and the
imaginary unity are included in the definition of the tension tensor. Then, af can be
interpreted as a covariant momentum operator

P
ag = P, = D",

where D* is U(1).y, covariant derivative. Under such interpretation, conditions (5) de-
fine the equations of motion for the physical states with arbitrary spins in the constant
electromagnetic field. But it is necessary to notice that the obtaining of a lagrangian
formulation, which can give all these equations in such form, is sufficiently difficult.

In [16,17] gauge invariant equations for the free string states coming from the require-
ment of BRST invariance was proposed. In [18] the author showed that in the case of
homogeneous electromagnetic field, the BRST charge is built in the same manner as in
the case of the free string.

Let us increase the above considered Fok space by entering an infinite set of ”ghost”
and ”antighost” operators ¢, and b, with anticommutation relations

[, bu)+ = mtn,
[Cms Cn]+ = [bm, bu]4 =0

and with the usual Hermitian conjugation c:[ = C_p, b:[ = b_,. A 7ghost” vacuum is
defined as follows

Cn|0>gh = 0, Vn > 1’
bn|0>gh = 0, Vn > —2.

2Which we will include into the defenition of L as well.
3Tt is possible to take F*¥ as an arbitrary uneven function of a constant antisymmetric matrix.



A complete vacuum is defined as a tensor product of the two vacuum vectors
10) = 10)x © |0)gn,

where |0) x is the boson vacuum vector defined by conditions (2). The complete vacuum
is sl(2, R) invariant.

In the theory of the free string BRST quantizing the states are classified by means of
the "level” operator

N = Z (a—p - ap + pc_pby)

p=1

and the operator of a ”ghost” number [22,23]

1 x
Ngh = 5[60? bo] + Z (c—pbp — bpcyp) -

p=1

Physical states are eigenvectors of these operators. The vacuum is the physical state with
?ghost” number —3/2. In the theory with an external field we shall use the same states
as in the free theory, but the states will not be eigenvectors of the operators N and N,
already because of the presence in the commutation relations (2) of the tension tensor of
the electromagnetic field.

For the feature of the physical states in the presence of the external field we shall use
the same terms as for the free string. We shall assume that its is defined in the limit
F,, — 0.

Both for the free string and the one in a constant Abelian field, the BRST operator is
defined as - .

Qansr = >+ (L + 514" cop s (6)
where operators L7\ are defined by expression (4), L% = 3 (m — p)byimc_, and the
normal ordering constant is included into the definition of Ly. As for the free string, this
Hermitian operator is nilpotent in the space with dimensionality 26. Equations (5) are
equivalent to the requirement of the BRST invariance for physical states

Qprsr|¥) = 0. (7)

The physical states |¥) and |¥) + Qprsr|A) are equivalent as a consequence of the nilpo-

tency of the BRST operator. Here the ”"ghost” number of the vector |A) is by the unity

less than the number of |¥). This means that equations (7) are gauge invariant.
Equations (7) can be derived from the lagrangian

L= <\IJ|QBRST|\IJ>? (8)

where (V| = |\I/>T, 0] = |0>]L and an uncertainty in the determination of the vacuum
average is fixed by taking the agreement

<0|C_1C()Cl|0> =1.



Obviously, this lagrangian is invariant under the gauge transformations
6|¥) = @prsr|A). (9)
Thus, the BRST formulation of the open boson string allows one to obtain the gauge
invariant lagrangians describing the massive fields with arbitrary integer spins.

3. The Second Massive String State

In [18] the authors studied the first massive state of the open boson string and using
the above method, they proposed the following lagrangian describing a propagation of the
massive spin 2 field in a constant electromagnetic field

1- 1_ _
L = — §¢(73H173 +2)¢ — §BH2 -(PH,P +2)B — BH,FB
+tr [HyhHy - (PH\P + 2)h| + 4tr [HihH, F 1] (10)
1 _ _ _
+3 (2PH\h + HyB — Pg) - Hy - (2PH h+ Hy B — Po)
1 _ _ _ _
-3 (tr [HuhH,| + PH,B — 36) (tr [HihH | + PHoB — 3¢)
which is invariant with respect to the gauge transformations
1
Ohy = Pufi + Pufi - 59#1/50’
B, = P2 (M)
0p = 2(P-Hy-€) -3¢
Here, the bar means the complex conjugation, h,, is a symmetrical tensor. We used the
matrix notations (PH,P) = P, H{"P,, (Pth)u = PaHf’ghg“ and etc. as well.

In [18] it has been also proved that the propagation of the massive spin 2 field in the
constant field described by lagrangian (10) is causal. This allows us to hope that (8) gives
consistent description of the interaction with the homogeneous electromagnetic field for
the massive ones of arbitrary integer spins.

The second massive state of the open boson string contains the massive fields with
spins 1 and 3. This means that the average (8) of the BRST operator with respect to
the present state gives us a gauge invariant lagrangian describing the interaction of these

fields with the constant electromagnetic field.
The second massive string level state is defined by the conditions

N|®,3) 29 2|1w,3),  N,u|W,3) = |, 3)

and has the following form

(11)

’
m

|@,3) = {Puaa”ia”ja% 01 + (b + Au) asa” ¢ + Buase
+ Ajat ey + ey + ob_scicoy + wyatia” (e + 60" ¢

+ §“a‘i1b_20001 -+ ’yb_36061}|0>. (12)

Here A,, is an antisymmetric and ®,,4, by, w,, are symmetrical tensor fields.



The gauge transformation for these states in terms of the BRST operator is
5|(I”3> = QBRST|A’3>?
where
A, 3) = {Anadia”; +xua”y + Nua” 1b_scr + nb_ger + vb_sco}0).

Here A,, is an arbitrary symmetrical tensor. Hereafter we shall not distinguish the upper
and lower indexes.
In terms of the coefficient functions, the gauge transformations take the following form

0Posy = 1D Aap) + %g(aﬁ)‘v)?
Ohas = 1D(ap) + 1D(aAg) + ZHi(alyAry1s) + Gas,
0dap = iDpaAg — 1Dty + 2Eay Ay g,
ba = Do+ Hoapts + Hiaphs, (13)
§Ay = i2H15,Dphye + Hanps + 3Aa,

530 = iHQagDaxg + Hla/ng/g.yAaﬂy + 4v + 57,

0o = —iHi,3DoAg + 2v — 4n,
1 ) 1
0wap = —5H15D 5hap + 2H1alr M) + 59ap?,
60, = —%Hwﬂ)%vxa +iDov + Hanprs, (14)
0Xa = % 1,871),%7)‘& +1Dyv — HonpAg,
1

oy = §H1aﬁD§ﬁn —2n + .

The fields wag, Oa, X,y are auxiliary since they are coefficient functions at the combina-
tions of operators containing ¢y but the BRST operator has the structure

1
QBRrsT = —§D200 + ..,

where the dots are marked terms which do not exceed the first order for the derivatives.
Therefore, the auxiliary fields have an algebraic equations on mass surfaces. Having solved
this equation, one can to exclude all the auxiliary fields from our consideration. However,
it is the auxiliary fields that allow one to write down a lagrangian for the second massive
state in the most compact form.



From the transformations (13) it is not difficult to see that the scalar parameter
v appears only as a translation. This means that we can discard one scalar field, for
instance o, using this parameter. Herewith the gauge transformations are changed only
for field ¢
5new30 = iHQagDaxg + 2’Z'H1a/gDa>\/g + Hla,@Hl,@’yAa’y + 139

and for the auxiliary fields.
After excluding the field o, the gauge lagrangian of the second massive state will take
the form

L = (®,3|Qprsr|®,3) .
= 3HiopuHip,HiypH163D5P o DaP,uy (15)

+ 18® 05, Hias H1pH1pu Hiyw P — 6@apy Hias Hipu Hiyw P
— 6?[1“/3&)%37[{1&5[{171,@”@05“2' + 3fi>a/g,yH1a5§5H1/gNH1M.y
+ %Ffmygmugzaapyha,@pyﬁau + hasHagy Hays Hipahs,
— g oys i+ 5 FosHu s Dy A Dy i
+ BaﬂHQﬂvHQ’yéAéquua - BaﬁHQﬁvAvéFéuglua
— 2hagHogy Hiyswsu Hipo — Haaphsy HiysDslai
+ Hiophgy HarsDséni + hosHigy Hapay
- {%HlaéHl’yuHQ,@uD’yAa,@DVhép + AapHopyHoryshs, Hipo
— AusHapy s Fiu e+ 3 Hiny Hoo HyssDs Aag D, A,
+ AaﬁHQﬁvH%éAéuglua - AaﬂHQﬂvAvéFéuHma
— 2A,5Hopy HivswWsu Hi o + HoopApy HiysDs00i
+ HiapAgyHaysDsbai} + AapHigy Hayay

- %ngﬁlﬂmﬂbaw‘av + bo Hsa5H25,b,

— boH3apHo,0 + baHsagHipyEy + ba HaagDai

— @{H105Dulpi + 47} — {6Hy0p0p, Hi15H1, Dy Posyi

+ 2@a/gH1/g.yH275 (h(su + A(su) Hlua — 21_{10[/35%71{1751)514&2'



— 0o HipywysHisa} — Hiap (DaAys + Dahiyg) Hanslsi

+ 0o HoopHip, Ay — 00 HoopsHsp,by + 200 Honpls

- %HlﬂéglavpﬁAaDJA’y — AaHyapHogy Ay

+ 2H, 05 Dawgy Hys Agi + Ao HiasHog 0y — 3 Hiasts

+ Haap (DaApy + Dahiy) Hiysbsi + 380 Hiap®syuHivs Hisy
+ &aHapH3pyby — EaHiagDppi + 4€aHiap€p — 36aHiapAs

+ Y{HzapDabgi + Hzag (hpy + Apy) Hira — 4 + 67}

Varying this lagrangian with respect to auxiliary fields, it is not difficult to make sure
that the equations of motion for them are really algebraic. Using this equations, one
can exclude the auxiliary fields from the lagrangian (15). We have placed the obtained
lagrangian into Appendix because it is rather long. It is necessary to note that the received
result is complete with respect to the tension of the electromagnetic field.

Lagrangian in (Appendix) for the interacting fields of spins 3 and 1 is non-canonical,
since the free part of the lagrangian contains the cross kinetic terms. To diagonalize them,
it is necessary to do the following replacement of the variables

1
Capy = Papy t pYes (134, +3b) ,

3
hag — hag— Zgaggo,
1
Ay — (13A + 3bq, )+3(I>agg, (16)
208
1
o Y ba - Aa 9
b — 16( )

© = 2hea — 3.

After such changing, the fields ®ngy, hag, ba, ¢ Will describe the pure massive spin 3 (see,
for instance, [12,16]). The gauge transformations for these fields will acquire the form

0Pagy = D(alpy) + 5 9(ap FluDulh

., s, D, (310 + 137
1 ~
52 o (s (H4v)uxu Fv)u)‘u)
o - 43 1 , 3
Ohap = iD(aTp) + 2H1(alpDuip) + =5 9apll — SGas (3iFyu Dy
, 5 1 N 3
+iF,DuA, — 2F,, Foo A, + 205 —F2 (3a+ 13n)) (17)

0be = Dl + 24% — 2iF,,Dyhye + ﬁFwDM (3@ + 137)



+%FW (258, + A

7 ~ 1 -
bp = i~ Fap (3Daiis + Daks) + 5 FasFsAay

—% 25 (3 4 137) .
The gauge parameters are redefined as follows:
Aag = Nap— %ga,@/\w’
Ta = ToTt Aa,
U = Nga+ 137,
de = A — Za,
1 = Aoa— 3.

In turn, the fields A,g, A, will relate to the massive spin 1 with the gauge transformations

0Aas = DpAg) + 2Fap Ay ),
§Aq = iDaii+ 8\ — 2iF3,Dphre + ;EFaﬁDﬂ (3% + 137)

1 ~

—5Fas (725 — As) - (18)
Under such substitution lagrangian (23) increases approximately three times. For this
reason we do not display it here.

From transformations (17) and (18) it is clear that in the presence of the constant
electromagnetic field, a mixing of the states with spins 3 and 1 occurs, i.e. in the presence
of the interaction we cannot any longer consider these states independently from each
other. It would appear reasonable that the presence of the constant Abelian field leads to
the mixing of the states for any other higher mass level of the open boson string as well.

At the end of this section we notice that the massive spin 1 state appears at the
second massive string level in the non-standard form (see also [16]). The free lagrangian
corresponding to a noncharged massive spin 1 can be reduced to the form

1 1 m m?
-1 = — ey _ = B Mg A — — A3 AP 19
Ls—1 12’}1&57% 4HagH +5 Hop oA (19)

by a change of field normalizations. Here Hag, = 0.Apy + 03Ava + OyAns, Haop =
0,A3 — 03A, and the dependency on the dimensional parameter was restored as well.
This lagrangian is invariant under the gauge transformations

0Aas = OlAg,

0As = 0Ouan+ A&
The field A, is the Goldstone one for the antisymmetric tensor. Herewith the gauge
algebra is reducible as in the case with the vector-tensor models with the topological

coupling [24,25]. However, unlike the last mentioned, it is obvious that the form of the
lagrangian (19) does not depend on the dimensionality of the space-time.

10



4. About High Spin Interactions in Non-critical Dimensionality

Lagrangians (10) and (23) obtained in the context of the boson string are gauge
invariant in the space-time of critical dimensionality 26 only. However, this does not
mean that high spin interaction is consistent for the critical dimensionality only. So,
for instance, in [12] using the Noether procedure a complete gauge invariant lagrangian
describing interaction of massive spin 2 field with the constant electromagnetic field in
the space-time of any dimensionality was derived. Similarly, one can consider the massive
spin 3 field as well. Besides, it is possible to get an interaction of the high spin fields
with the constant field in a non-critical dimensionality from the BRST quantization of
"massive” strings [26].

The transition from the usual boson string to the "massive” one is realized by the
following modification of action (1) (refer to [26])

~ o
S=—g- /\/—gd2§g“b8aX“8bX”7]w, - % /\/—gdzﬁ (g“b&z@ab@ + 23990) :

Here (3 is an arbitrary non-negative parameter.
Under quantization, such modification leads to the expansion of the Fok space of the
usual string by adding a infinite set of the scalar operators b,, with commutation relations

[bimy br] = MOpin (20)

and to the change of the definition for the Virasoro operators

1 1
Li = 5 Z 1Omatp t Gp' —|-§ Z Ibm+pb_p: +2\/Bzmbm + 2ﬁ5m (21)

We are always able to include the last term into the definition of L,. Besides, a new
constraint on the physical states appears

where ¢ is an arbitrary real parameter. This requirement leads to a shift of the theory

spectrum. To see it we write down the condition Lo|¥) in the absence of the external
field

1 1 1

(—§M2 -+ 5 Z (a_p *Ap -+ b_pbp) + §b02 - 1) |\I/> = 0,
p=1

i.e. the mass of any string level gets difference ¢*. Hence it is clear that if ¢ > 2 the

tahyons will be absent in the spectrum.
Operators (21) satisfy the Virasoro algebra with the other central charge

D+1+483
12

From these relations and the requirement of the nilpotency of the BRST operator (6) we
have

[Lin, L) = (m —n)Lypyn + (m® — m)6min. (22)

25D

b 48

11



This means that we can construct the gauge invariant lagrangian (8) in the space-time
with dimensionality D < 25 for any level. This statement is valid both for the free string
and for the string in the constant electromagnetic field. Thereby, we can describe the
interaction of high spin fields with the constant electromagnetic field in the space-time
with the non-critical dimensionality. A ”charge” for such possibility will be an increase
of a state number at each string level?

Conclusion

In the given work we have considered the electromagnetic interaction of the second
massive state of the open boson string. According to the general theory this state contains
the massive fields with the spins 3 u 1. Using the BRST quantization method for the
open string, we get the gauge invariant lagrangian describing the interaction of these fields
with the constant electromagnetic field. From the explicit form of transformations and
lagrangian it follows that the presence of the external constant e/m field lead to the state
mixing at the given level. Most likely, the presence of the external field will lead to a
mixing of states at other mass string levels as well. However, it is not clear if the states
of each particular level will mixed all together or some clusterization of states will occur.
This question requires a separate study.

The author thanks Yu.M.Zinoviev for the useful discussion and the help in work.
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Appendix 1

Here we display the complete non-diagonal lagrangian describing a propagation of the
fields with spins 3 and 1 in the homogeneous electromagnetic field without the auxiliary
fields

L = 31—{1ay1_{1,8u[_{17p[_{16>\1)(5(I)a,@’ypki)m/p
- 9H1ayH1,8VH1’y>\H16pD6(I)a,@’yDAq);wp - 3H1,@/JH10[(5H1’YVD§7AO£¢(SMV

_ _ _ _ 1_- _ _ _
- 3H1’yVHla6H1ﬂ/J,D’2yﬂAO[¢(SIJ,V - ZHl,@yHQ'y(SHQaVD’yha,@DVh(SM

1 - = - 1- - = -
- §H1ﬁVH17yH2a6D7haﬁDVh6y + §H17VH1ﬂuH2a6D7ha,@DVh6u

1 - 1 - _
+ ZHl,@VHQ(SuHQa’yDg—yha,@AMV + ZHl,@VHQ(SuHQa’yDg—yha,@AMV

1 - 1 -
+ §H1,@7H2auH16VD§—yha,@Auu - §H2ay,H1,@VH1’y(5D§—yha,@AuV

1~ _ _ - 1~ _ _ -
- §H1,8VH2auH1’y(5D§—yha,@Auy + §H2auH1,@’yH16VD§—yha,@Auy
1 i 1. - .
1 2a’yH1,@(5D§a90h’y(5 - ZHQQ’yHl,@(SD%aSOh’y(S (23)

1- - = - 1- = _ -
+ ZHlﬂVHQ(S/JHQOt’YDg—YAOtﬁANV - §H1ﬂVH2aMH176D§—YAO[ﬂAIJ,V
1 _ - 1
+ §H2ayH1,87H16VD§—YAaﬁAMV - ZHQa’yHl,@(SD%a@A’y(S

1_ _ _ 1 _ _
—— 2a7H1,86D§a90A7(5 - §H176H1a,8D,8AaD6A’y

W

_ _ 1_ _ _ 1_ _ _
+ Hla.yDQAaA.y -+ §H1/35H3a.ypgbap(5b.y — gHga(;Hg/g.yD/gbaD(sb-y

—

+ ZHlaﬂpéaW - %EMVHL@(SHMVHMPDV}%@(T)&fpi
+ %HQQ’yHl,@(SHluVI_{lupD’yBa,@q)(SVpi + 3H15, H1v Hoas Hi6pDoyhops® i

— 315y Fvo Flr gy Fos Dy g ® i + %HQMHW;HMVHMPDVA%@CI)(;VPZ'
- %ﬁmﬁmﬁwﬁmpmaﬁ%pi + 3Hy 3 Hy Hows Higy D Aes® i
— 3Hys, Hy Hrs Hsos Dy Ang® i — %Hlaﬁﬁlwﬁmpa@%w

+ %HWHMHMDW%W + iHl.mHgg(gHga.yD/gl_)ah(sui

— iﬁlwﬁgwﬁwmﬁbaﬁw + %HWHMHMDﬁEahW

1. _ 1 -
— §H15MH275H3a7ngah5MZ + ng.WHQwnga/gD/gbah(s“Z
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1. ~ 3 __
— 6H17“H275H3a/gpgbah5“’l — ZHla(SHQ,@’yD,@Aah’y(SZ

3 o -
+ ZHla(;Hg/g.yD/gAah.y(g’l — §H1g7H1a“H275DgAah5“’l

+ §H1QMH275H1/37D/3AQ}15“Z — Hl/g“HQ.y(;Hla.yD/gAah(su’l
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1 o .
— —Hl.mHga.yHg/g(;D/gbaA(;“’l + §H1g“H275H3a7ngaA5“’l

DO =

— —Hl/g“HQ.y(;Hga.yD/gbaA(;“’l -+ 6H17“H275H3a/gp/gba145“’l
1_

o 3 -
1’yuH2’y(5H3a,8D,8baA6uZ - ZHla(SHQ,@'yD,@AaA’y(SZ
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- -1 .
Hla(;HQ/g.yD/gAaA.y(g’l — §H1/37H1QMH275D/§AQA5“Z
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|| WwD

HlauI_{Q’yéHl,@’yD,@AaA(Sui — Hl/gNHQ.y(nga.yD/g/_laA(gui

_ - 2 . 24 T
+ 1/3“H275H1Q.YD/§AQA5“Z — gHga/gDagob/g’l -+ gHga/gDa@b/g’l

R G -3 .
Hla/gHg/g.yDa@b.y’l + ZH?),@'yHla,@DaSOb’yZ + ZHla,@DaSOA,@Z

O |
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- %HQQ,@Hla’yHQ(Squ(SVA,@’yAMV + gHQa,@Hla’yA,@’y@
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