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Abstract

Klishevich S.M. Massive Fields of Arbitrary Half-Integer Spin in Constant Electromagnetic Field:
IHEP Preprint 98-70. — Protvino, 1998. — p. 15, refs.: 21.

We study the interaction of gauge fields of arbitrary half-integer spins with the homogeneous
electromagnetic field. We reduce the problem of obtaining the gauge-invariant Lagrangian and
transformations of the half-integer spin fields in the external field to a purely algebraic problem
of finding a set of operators with certain features using the representation of the higher-spin
fields as vectors in a pseudo-Hilbert space. We consider such construction at linear order in
the external electromagnetic field and also present an explicit form of interaction Lagrangians

3

and gauge transformations for the massive particles of spins 2 and 2 in terms of symmetric

spin-tensor fields. The obtained result is valid for space-time of arbitrary even dimension.

AuHOTanmsa

Kuumepuu C.M. MaccuBHbIE TI0JI ITIPOU3BOJILHOTO TIOJIYIIESIOTO CIUHA B MOCTOSHHOM 3JIEKTPO-
maruuTHoM mojie: [Ipenpuar UPBO 98-70. — IIporsuno, 1998. — 15 c., 6ubmuorp.: 21.

MI:,I n3ydaem B38,I/IMO,H€I71CTBI/I€ MaCCUBHBIX Ka.]'II/I6pOBO‘-IHI>IX moJIen IIPOMU3BOJIBHBIX TTOJIYTEJIBIX
CIIMHOB C OOHOPOOHBIM 3JIEKTPOMArHUTHBIM IIOJIEM. OCHOBLIB&HCL Ha IIpedcTaBJICHUN IOJIeN BBI-
COKIX CIIMHOB B BHIE BEKTOPOB HEKOTOPOIO HCGB,IIOFI/IJII)6epTOBOFO OpoOCTpaHCTBa, MBI CBOOUM
mpobseMy IOJIyYeHUs KaJIMOPOBOYHO-WHBAPUAHTHOTO JIAarPAHXKWAHA IIOJIE IOJIYIEIbIX CIIHOB
BO BHEIITHEM TIOJIE K UMCTO aJreOpamdecKon 3amade OTBICKAHUS HEKOTOPOTO HabOOpa OIepaTOpOB
C OIpENeIeHHBIMU CBONCTBaMu. MBI pacCMaTPUBaeM TAKO€ MOCTPOEHUE B JIMHEWHOM TOPSIIKE TI0
HaIIPA2KEHHOCTHU 3JICKTPOMArHUTHOI'O IIOJIA W IIPMBOOUM SIBHBIN BUO JIarPaH2KNAaHOB BSaI/IMO,Heﬁ—
CTBUA OJId MACCUBHBIX YaCTHUI CO CIIMHAMNIN % n g B TEpMMHaAX CUMMETPUYHBIX CIINH-TEH30PHBIX
mosert. [lomydeHHBIN pe3yIbTaT UMEET MECTO JIsl IOM3BOJILHOTO ITPOCTPAHCTBA-BPEMEHN YETHOMN

Pa3MepHOCTH.
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1. Introduction

At present there are a lot of different approaches to the description of free higher-
spin fields (see for, example, [1]-[7]). But the investigation of interactions usually faces
significant difficulties. Very often the study of the higher-spin fields ends at the free level.
In this work we develop the algebraic approach that allows us to construct an interaction
for all the massive half-integer spin fields at once.

As is well-known, the massless fields of spins s > % do not have the "minimal” in-
teraction with electromagnetic field in asymptotically flat space-time. This is related to
the impossibility to construct linear approximation in such a case [8]. But the massive
higher-spin fields can have the interaction [9]-[12]. Therefore, we will study the massive
case only.

In the literature the electromagnetic interaction of arbitrary spin fields was consid-
ered at the lowest order [13]. Investigating the interactions, the authors start from the
free theory of massive fields in the conventional form [1]. The ”minimal” introduction of
the interaction leads to contradictions. Therefore, it is necessary to include non-minimal
terms into an interaction Lagrangian. Since the massive Lagrangian for the higher-spin
fields [1] is not gauge invariant, there are no restrictions on the form of the non-minimal
interaction in such approach and additional restrictions have to be proposed in order to
build a consistent theory. So, for instance, studying the electromagnetic interaction,[13]
the authors have used the requirement that tree-level scatering amplitudes must possess
a smooth M — 0 fixed-charge limit for any theory describing the interaction of arbitrary-
spin massive particles with photons. Under such requirement, the amplitudes do not
violate unitarity up to center-of-mass energies £ > M/e. This restriction leads to the
gyromagnetic ratio g = 2 for massive particles of any spin. In Ref. [14] the authors were
investigating the electromagnetic interaction of massive spin-2 field using the compactifi-
cation of the 5 dimension gravity. But that approach does not work (in any case in the
asymptotically flat space) for the fields of the higher spins since it implies the existence
of an consistent theory of the interaction for the massless higher-spin fields. In Ref. [9]
the way to obtain the e.m. interaction of the massive fields of arbitrary spins has been



proposed. This method is founded on the formulation of the open bosonic string in the
external constant field. But in Ref. [11] it has been shown that such approach allows one
to get the e.m. interaction of the fields for the whole string mass level rather than for
the single massive field, because the presence of the interaction mixes the states of given
mass level.

Here we go along the line of Ref. [12] where the massive integer-spin fields were inves-
tigated. We consider the interaction of massive fields of arbitrary half-integer spin with
the the homogeneous electromagnetic field at linear order.

We represent free state with the half-integer spin s—l—% as state |U®) in a pseudo-Hilbert
space!. This space contains the bosonic one [12] as subspace. Coefficient functions of the
state |U®) are spin-tensor fields corresponding to a particle of spin s+ % In the considered
Fock space we introduce a set of even and odd operators. By means of these operators we
define the gauge transformations and the necessary constraints for the state |¥®). Like
the bosonic case the gauge-invariant Lagrangian has the form of the expectation value of
a Hermitian operator in state |¥*) but the operator is odd in this case.

In the considered approach the gauge invariance is a consequence of commutation
relations of the introduced operators. The introduction of the interaction by means of the
”minimal” coupling prescription induces a change of algebraic features of the operators
and, as a consequence, leads to the loss of the gauge invariance. The problem of restoring
the invariance is reduced to the algebraic problem of finding such modificated operators
that restore the initial commutation relations. We should note that in the massless case
one cannot realize such a construction. This relates to the fact that when the interaction
is present, the massless limit does not exist.

In section 4 we construct the set of the operators having the necessary features at
linear order in the external e.m. field. Besides in the next section we give an explicit form
of the interaction Lagrangian and the transformations for the massive spin—% and spin—g
fields in this approximation.

2. Gauge Massive Fields with Integer Spins

Here we will briefly discuss a description of the massive fields with an integer spin
using an auxiliary Fock space.

Let us consider the Fock space generated by creation and annihilation operators a,,
a, with a Lorentz vector index and by the scalar ones b and b. These operators have the
commutation relations

[CLM,ZL,,] = G, ai:&w

b8 = 1, bl =b. (1)

where g, is the metric tensor on space-time Mp of arbitrary dimension D with the
signaturel|g,, || = diag(—1,1,1,...,1). Since the metric is indefinite, the Fock space, which

In a similar way the representation of massless free fields was considered in Refs [7,15] for an arbitrary
integer spin and in Ref. [16] for any half-integer spin.



realizes the representation of the Heisenberg algebra (1), is pseudo-Hilbert. Therefore,
to exclude states with negative norms, we have to impose additional conditions on the
physical states.

We will consider the states of type

) = Z By ()5 f[lam|o>, 2)

where |0) is the usual Fock vacuum. The coefficient functions ®,,. . (x) are symmetric
tensor fields of rank n on Mp. At s — oo such states span the whole Fock space.

In order to properly describe the physical state of spin s by vector (2), we should
impose a restriction on this state. For that we introduce in our pseudo-Hilbert space the
following operators:

L, = pNCL“ + mb, L = LI’
L2 = % (CLMCL“ + b2) s L_2 = Ll, (3)
Ly = p? + m2.

Here p, = 0, is the momentum operator, which acts on the coefficient functions.
Operators (3) satisfy the following commutation relations:

[Ll, L_Q] = L_q, [Ll, Lg] = 0,
[Lo,L_s] = N+ZH  [Ly,L,] = 0, (4)
[Ll,L_l] = L(), [N, Ln] = — nLn, n = 0,i1,i2,

where N = a,a" + bb. Vectors of type (2) are eigenvector of this operator, i.e. N defines

the spin of the state
N|®%) = 5|®°).

Let us impose the following condition on state (2)
(L2)*|®%) = 0. (5)

This corresponds to the usual condition that the tensor fields describing massive (massless)
higher-spin particles [10,12] is twice-traceless.

In order to avoid the presence of the redundant states, we must also have the gauge
transformations for state (2) in the form

519%) = LyJA*). (6)
Here the gauge Fock vector
s—1 B n
AT = A0 [T @]0), (7)
n=0 =1



is eigenvector of operator N with eigenvalue s — 1. This vector satisfies the condition
Ls|A) = 0. (8)

It is easy to verify that these relations define the usual gauge transformations for the
coefficient functions.

The gauge Lagrangian for the massive fields with the integer spin can be written as
the expectation value of a Hermitian operator in state (2)

L, = (@°|L(L)]®%), (@°] = |&)]T, (9)
where
1 1 1
[’(L) = §L0 - §L—1L1 - L—2L0L2 - §L_2L_1L1L2
1
+ 5 {L_QLlLl + hC} . (10)

Lagrangian (9) is invariant with respect to transformations (6) as a consequence of (8)
and of the relation
L(L)L_y ~ (...)Ls.

In the free case one can regard this construction as the dimensional reduction Mp,; —
Mp @ S' of the massless theory with the radius of the sphere R ~ 1/m (refer also to
[7,15]). We should note that this statement is not valid when an interaction is present
because in this case the terms corresponding to the interaction are proportional to an
inverse degree of the mass parameter. For example, operator L; deformed in the presence
of the constant electromagnetic field [12] has the following form at linear order

W = Sa-dyara)ss {era (a3 -8)e

+dy (% + Bﬁ)) + (aFP) (dre™ + dy) bz}, (11)

where o, and 3 are normal symbols of operators a, and b, correspondingly. Obviously,
in linear approximation action (9) contains the terms proportional to the inverse degree
of mass parameter m as well. Thereby one cannot perform the smooth transition to the
massless case in the presence of the interaction.

3. Massive Half-integer spin fields

In this section we develop a similar construction for the gauge fields with half-integer
spins.

The massless fermionic gauge field with spin s 4+ 1/2 are usually described by means
of symmetric spin-tensor ¥, ..



Henceforth we will use the following definition:
U=y,
The massless gauge field satisfies the condition
" =0, (12)
The gauge transformation for this field is

(ij---us = 8(u1§u2---us)? (13)

where ¢ is a fermionic gauge parameter, which obeys the condition
& =0. (14)

Transformation (13) and conditions (12), (14) unambiguously determine the La-
grangian for the free fields up to surface terms

_ o 1 o
['5+1/2 = Z{’QZJ SO+ s - Oy — ZS(S — 19" by
—231/_1/'(8'¢)+S(S—l)’g[_1”~(8.¢’)}. (15)

One can easily see that the Lagrangian does not depend on space-time dimensionality
explicitly.

In Ref. [17] the authors derived a gauge description of the massive free half-integer
spin fields from the dimensional reduction of action (15). Our way to obtain the action
for the fermionic fields resembles this construction in non-interacting case but we use an
auxiliary Fock space for that (for the massless fields see also Ref. [16,18]).

In order to describe the massive fermionic fields in a Fock space, we enlarge the pseudo-
Hilbert space generated by operators (1) by means of the anticommuting operators which
obey the following relations

{Tw0} =20, {T.,T}=0, T?=1 (16)

We will consider these operators as the Hermitian ones. We will also consider space-time
of even dimensionality only. This implies that the operator I' is not independent

' ~Tolh..Tp1.

In order to realize a representation of algebra (16), we introduce a spinor vacuum
vector. This vector transforms as spinor under the Lorentz transformations and, therefore,
it carries spinor index

0)r = [0)a (17)



Let us define the action of operators (16) on the spinor vacuum by

F;_t|0>a = ('_Y'Yu)ﬁa|0>,@’
I[0)a = %8al0)s. (18)

Here, matrixes 7y, and 74 have the usual properties

{vewt = — 29w, {77} =0, 'mi'yo = Yu,
1 _ _ _
v = (=1)iP Dy ypy, 3T =7 (19)

We also define the dual vacuum vector and the scalar product in the following way:

(01005 = (YoT)ags (0] = |0} (20)

From definitions (18-20) it is not difficult to check the operators I', and I are Hermitian
indeed.

The whole vacuum vector in our Fock space is the tensor product of the bosonic and
fermionic vacua

|0) = 10) ® |0)F.

By means of operators (16) we define the following odd operators:

1, -
F, = 5(a+_rb),
F, = p+ml, (21)

where the notation A = A,T'* has been used.
Using relations (1), (3), (16) and (21), one can easily verify that operators L; and F;
have the following commutation relations:

{Fl,FO} =L, F?=1Ly, F!=1L,
[Ll,Fl} = 1R, [LQ,E} = Fy, [Fy, Lo =0. (22)

One can regard relations (4) and (22) as a finite-dimensional truncation of the infinite
superconformal algebra [19].
We will consider the fermionic state with spin s + % in the form of a vector of type

7) = Z Ty ()5 f[lam|o>. (23)

Here we imply that coefficient functions ¥, ., (z) are spin-tensor fields on Mp, i.e. they
have a spinor index which contracts with the one of the fermionic vacuum. Henceforth
we will suppress the spinor index and will assume m = 1 as well.
Vector (23) contains an redundant states like the bosonic case. To eliminate them we
impose the condition
(F1)°¥) =0 (24)



on state |U®) and require the presence of the gauge invariance

00) = Lil&*), (25)
where gauge vector :
€7 = 3 b [T 2010 (26)
obeys condition : :
Fi|&) =0. (27)

In terms of the coefficient functions relations (24)-(27) look like (12)-(14), correspond-
ingly, after the dimensional reduction up to some redefinitions [17]. In limit m — 0 they
restore its usual form. We would like to note that this transition is smooth, i.e. the num-
ber of physical degree of freedom does not change in contrast to the classical non-gauge
formulation [1].

Like the bosonic case we will search for the Lagrangians for the massive half-integer
spin fields in the form of the expectation value of a Hermitian operator?in state (23)

L = (U°|L(F, L)|T*). (28)

Operator L(F, L) is defined by gauge transformation (25) and conditions (24), (27) un-
ambiguously and have the form

[,(F, L) = F() -+ 4F1F0F1 — EQFOLQ -2 (ElFl — E2F1L1 + hC) (29)

Having calculated expectation (28) we shall obtain the Lagrangians for the fermions in
terms of the spin-tensor fields. This corresponds to the dimensional reduction of action
(15) in space-time with odd dimensionality D + 1. Similar to the bosonic case we have
this correspondence only in non-interacting case.

4. Electromagnetic Interaction of Massive Half-Integer Spin
Fields

In this section we will construct the interaction of the fermionic fields of any spins
with homogeneous e.m. field in the gauge-invariant manner in the linear approximation.

We introduce the interaction by means of the "minimal” coupling prescription, i.e.
we replace the usual momentum operators by the U(1)-covariant ones p, — P,. The
commutator of the covariant momenta defines the electromagnetic field strength

Pu, P = Fp. (30)

For convenience we have included the imaginary unit and the coupling constant into the
definition of the strength tensor.

2Such an operator must be odd in the fermionic case.



In the definition of operators (3) and (21) we replace the usual momenta by the
covariant ones as well. As a result the operators cease to obey algebra (4), (22) and,
correspondingly, Lagrangian (28) loses the invariance under transformations (25).

In order to restore the gauge invariance, we do not need to restore whole algebra (4)
and (22) it is sufficient to ensure the existence of the following relations:

[Ll)L—l] = LO’ [LQ’L_l] = L17 F02 — L07

1
Ly, Foa] = SR, Lo, Fi] =0. (31)

In order to restore the relations, we represent operators (3) and (21) as normal ordered
functions of the bosonic creation and annihilation operators, the odd ones I',, I' as well
as of the electromagnetic field, i.e.

Li = Li(aub,a,,bT,T, F),
F; = Fi(aub a,b,T,T, F). (32)

The exact form of these operators will be defined from the condition of restoring commu-
tation relations (31). We should note that it is sufficient to define the form of operators
Ly, Lo, and Fi, since the others can be determined from (31).

Since we consider the deformation®of the operators we should take into account an
arbitrariness in the definition of operators a, b, and I' which have also appeared. Besides,
in the right-hand side of (1) and (16) we should admit the presence of arbitrary operator
functions depending on a, b, I', and F,,. In this, one must require the condition that
the deformed operators would not break the Jacobi identities and they restore the initial
algebra in the limit F,,, — 0. The subsequent analysis shows that the Jacobi identities
and the arbitrariness in the definition of operators a, b, and I' allow one to restore initial
algebra (1) and (16) at linear order. This means that we can consider the deformation of
operators L; and F; only.

We shall search for operators Ly, Ly, and Fj as series in the strength tensor of e.m.
field that is equivalent to the expansion in coupling constant.

Let us consider linear approximation.

Operator L; should be no higher than linear in operator P,, since the presence of a
greater number of these operators changes the type of gauge transformations (25) and, as
a consequense, changes the number of the physical degrees of freedom. Therefore, at this
order we shall search for them in the form

LY = (@Fa)ho(b,b)b+ (PFa) hy(b,b) + (GFP) ha(b, b)b* + F'hs(b, b)b
+(aFT)Thy(b,b) + (@FT)Ths(b, b)b* 4+ (PFT)The(b, b)b, (33)

where F' = (TFT). At the same time the operators Ly and F; can not depend on the
momentum operators at all, since conditions (5) and (24) must define purely algebraic

3The deformation means that we have passed to the extended universal enveloping algebra of the
Heisengerg ones.



constraints on the coefficient functions. Therefore, at this order we choose the operators
in the following form:

L) = (aFa)hs(b,b)b® + Fhs(b,b)b + (aFT)Tho(b, b)b
+(@FT)Thyo(b, b)b?
FO = (aFT)hi1(b,b) + (@FT)hyo(b, b)b* + (@Fa)Thys(b, b)b
+FThy(b, b)b (34)

Here h;(b,b) are normal ordered operator functions of type
hi(b,b) = > hLL"D",
n=0

where h!, are the arbitrary real coefficients. We consider only the real coefficients since the
operators with purely imaginary coefficients do not give any contribution to the "minimal”
interaction.

Let us define a particular form of functions h; from the condition restoring commuta-
tion relations (31) by operators (33) and (34).

Having calculated (31) and passing to normal symbols of the creation and annihila-
tion operators, we get a system of linear differential equations of the second order for
functions h;(z), where z = 33 and 3 is the normal symbol of operator b. The number of
the equations is 36 for 20 unknowns. We will not write down them here.

Of course, the system of linear differential equations is overdetermined but nevertheless
it is solvable. From these equations we obtain as a result

LYY = —2¢, (TFa)Te 273
LYY = (1+2¢)(@Fa)B—c (PFa)(1+283) + 20 (aFP) 3

+ (TFa)T (% + 2 (1 - 255) 6_2@3) + (PFT)T (01 + 626_2’@’@) &

_ = 1 /1 A
— 26, (AFT) e W52 4 (Z + c1> ol
- 1 o on 1 _
rY = ¢, (aFa)Te 3 + §CQFF6_2’3’6ﬁ —5C (TFa)e PP
1

1 _ 1 L /1 .
B = (G420 ) @Fa)l = (3 -a) FT+{(0Fa)§ (5~ 20"

—2(PFa)T (1 — coe ) + h.c.}. (35)

Thus, we have obtained the general form of operators L; and F; which satisfy relations
(31) in linear approximation. This means that Lagrangian (29) is invariant under trans-
formations (25) at this order. In this, our solution has the two-parametric arbitrariness.

In conclusion of this section we note that it is possible to restore whole algebra (4),
(22) if one sets ¢y = 0.



5. Examples

Here we apply the general result of the previous section to the description of the
electromagnetic interaction of massive fields with spins % and g

Spin % The massive spin—% field is the simplest one among the other gauge
fermionic fields. Besides, interactions of this field are the best-studied in the literature
Therefore, it is useful to represent the interaction Lagrangian that one can derive in our
approach.

The state that corresponds to the massive spin—% field is

13/2) = ((x- @) +nb) |0), (36)

while the gauge vector is

A, 3/2) = £]0).
Having calculated expectation value (28) in this state, we easily derive the free Lagrangian
for the massive field with spin %

/33/2 = Xx-@+Dx+aG+1) - +12)H—1) (X +n)
—{((x-p) +0) (X' +n)+hc}. (37)

Here the "hat” denotes the contraction of a vector index with the usual y-matrixes.
The kinetic terms of (37) are non-diagonal* but one can diagonalize them by the field
redefinition of type x — x + 7.

Then, from (25) we obtain the following gauge transformations for the coefficient
functions of state (36)

50X# = pu§7
dbon = &

One can easily see from the transformations that field  can be completely gauged away.
Having performed this, we obtain the usual Rarita-Schwinger action [20] for the massive
field with spin %

As the next step we calculate the Lagrangian of the interaction and the transformations
in the linear approximation. For that we have to modify operators F; and L; according to
solution (35) and keep only linear in the strength of the e.m. field terms in operator (29).
Then, having computed the expectation value of this deformed operator in state (36) one
derives the interaction Lagrangian

1 _ s J S
[,gl/Q = (5 + 201> (XFx)+ = (— - 02> ( Fx+ x’Fx’) + Z”F”
+

+{CQ (x-P) =X =) (vFx) + F) — (e — 262)71 (PFx)

4This is an usual situation for the dimensional reduction.

10



A~ W

+X' (c1 (PFx) + (a1 + c2) (PFy)n) + -7 (vFx)

1 a1,
- (Z - 62> X Fn+ X (vFx) + h.c.}.
Applying (25) to state (36) we obtain the following expression for the gauge transformation

S = a(PE), &+ (g +a) (F),€

(ﬁ+ﬁﬁ0ﬂ”ﬂ€—%(i+q>ﬁé (38)

517]

Obviously, constraints (24) and (27) are trivial for the case of the massive spin-3 field.
One can notice that the Lagrangian and the transformation formally contain one
derivative more then in the supergravity theories with spontaneous breaking.
It would be interesting to investigate the causality of the obtained construction. Such
an exploration will be made elsewhere.

Spin g Now we pass to the description of the massive field with spin g This case
is less studied and therefore, it is even more interesting.
A state describing the massive field with spin g has the form:

s =5/2) = ((@-¥-a)+ (x-a)b+nb?) |0), (39)

where V¥, is a symmetric spin-tensor. At the same time the corresponding gauge vector
is

|A,5/2) = ((¢- @) +eb) |0). (40)

Constraint (24) is still trivial for state (39), while (27) imposes on the coefficient
functions of (40) the following restriction:

g+e=0. (41)

We discard € by means of this relation.
Having calculated expectation value (28) in state (39), we derive the Lagrangian de-
scribing the propagation of the free massive Spin—g field

LY, = 20E+1)T+xH+1)x+27(F+1)7

11



And having computed (25) in a proper way, we obtain the free gauge transformations

0V = puév),
5Xu = - puél + &u
om = —¢.

The same result can be obtained up to insignificant redefinitions by the dimensional
reduction [21].

Now let us pass to the case when the interaction is present.

According to the general scheme we have to use the deformed operators. Keeping in
(28) the linear in the strength terms we arrive at the result

1 = - 1_» - D
), = (Z _ c1> (\IJF\IJ +oxbx+ ﬁFn> +2(1 + dey) WY
1 — Ay 1 = 7/ —\ T "
1 1 1 7/ — - /
n (2 +c1> XEX+ 5 (Z —c1> (X' +21) F (X" + 2n)
+ {(1 —deo) X (VFP) — 4(c1 — e2)x (PFY)

+

X +20) (1= dep) (VFY) = 2(c1 — &) (PFY))
+201 (U7 =) (P +1) (vFx) + (% + 2c2> U (yF0)
+20,0(P = 1) (yF¥) — 2(Fx) — FX)
+20, (2(T-P) +x) (( ( ~YFU) — (Fy) — %FX>
+2(c1 + )W (PFy) x — 2(1 + 21) (PFy)
4 (e ) Whx— se (WFP)n — 20, (WF7)
+20, (2(¥-P) +x) ((fyF\If) — (Fx) + %FX>
(" — ) (2(;2 (YF(P - ) + 3 (PFY) + c2F(P - X)
—(c1+ @) (PFY)X —2(3c1 — ¢2)(PFv)n
( > (vF) ( 190 — 4c2> (vFX)
- % (Z + c1> Fy' + (i +o— 2(:2> Fn)
+2c2 (YF7) (2(P-¥) + (P x) + X'+ 2n)

12



—4(c1 + e2)7f (PFX) + (1 + 4e2)7 (VFx)
— ¢ (X' +27) (P — 1) ((vFx) — 2F'n)
+((x - P)+21) ((vFx) — 2Fn)

+ (X' + 27) (361 (PFx)+ (1 + 3Cg> (vFx)

4
+2(c1 —¢e2) (PFy)n+ (i + cl> Fn)
—((x-P)+27n) (('ny) — 213'77) + h.c.}. (43)

And from (25) we get the deformed gauge transformation of the component fields

1
51\Ijm/ - CQ(PF)(M&/) + (5 + CQ> (F’)/)(Mé_uw
1 1 -
Oxn = 5Pu(YFE) - §CzF7’u§' + (c1 + ) (YEP)E + 3ca(FP)uE

+ (14 26)(F¢), — % G n cl> Fe, — G _ 3(;2) (VF), &

3
o = 2e(PFE) + (e1 = e2)(PEY)E = 52 (vFE)
1/1 A
+ 5 (Z +c1 — CQ> F{l. (44)
In this, we have resolved the following relation with respect to €

¢ - %Cz(’yFﬁ) + (1 - %eﬁ) e+0(F?) =0, (45)

which corresponds to (41) in the linear approximation.
Having compared the considered cases, one can see that the case of the massive spin—%
field is rather marginal, because transformations (38) can be reduced to the trivial ones

by the redefinition of field x,,n of type
Xp = SiXp T S2VuM,
n — S3n+ saX,

i.e. in the presence of the constant electromagnetic field all the information about the non-
minimal interaction can be transferred into the Lagrangian. In this sense the situation
for the spin-2 and higher-spin fields is different, because from (44) it is clear that this
transformation cannot be reduced to the trivial ones by any redefinitions of the fields.

6. Conclusion

Here we have extended the algebraic framework of the description of the massive
bosonic fields of any spins to the case of the massive fermionic ones. In such a framework
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we have got the explicit form of the operators by means of which we have obtained the
Lagrangian and the gauge transformations describing the interaction of arbitrary massive
half-integer fields with constant electromagnetic field in linear approximation. We have
also applied our approach to the particular cases of the spin—% and spin—g fields and have
derived the explicit gauge-inariant Lagrangian and the transformations for each case at
linear order in the external e.m. field F},,.

Of course, there are open important questions: the existence of next approximation
and the causality. We hope the subsequent investigations will shed light upon these
questions.

It is worth noting that the case of the constant Abelian field can be easily extended to a
non-Abelian case. If so, we have to consider the external field as covariantly constant one.
In this, one should take the whole vacuum as |0) ® e’, where ¢® are basis vectors in space
of linear representation of a non-Abelian group. The covariant derivative has the form
Ou + AT, where T are the operators realizing the representation. Such modification
does not change the algebraic features of our scheme in linear approximation. Therefore,
all the results derived are valid as well.

In conclusion we would like to note that our approach allows one to construct not only
the electromagnetic interaction for the fields of an arbitrary spin, but it also allows one
to describe the propagation of the fields in a special Riemann space. For the integer spin
fields such a construction will be considered elsewere.
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