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Gauged Nonlinear Sigma Model in the Instant
Form: Hamiltonian and BRST Formulations
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A gauged nonlinear sigma model in one space, one time dimension is considered
in the usual instant form of dynamics on the hyperplanes xX° = const. The theory
is seen to possess a local vector gauge symmetry. The Hamiltonian and BRST
formulations of this theory are investigated with specific gauge choices.

1. INTRODUCTION

The O(N) nonlinear sigma models (NLSM) in one space, onetime (1 +
1) dimension [1-13], where the sigma field is a real N-component field,
provide a laboratory for the various nonperturbative techniques, e.g., the 1/
N expansion [5-8], operator product expansion, and low-energy theorems
[9, 10]. These models are characterized by features such as renormalization
and asymptotic freedom common to quantum chromodynamics, and they
exhibit a nonperturbative particle spectrum, have no intrinsic scale parameter,
possess topological charges, and are very crucial in the context of conformal
[5-8] and string field theories [11, 12], where they appear in the classica
limit [9, 10].

The Hamitonian formulation of the gauge-noninvariant (GNI), O(N)
NLSM in (1 + 1) dimension has been studied in ref. 1 and its two gauge-
invariant (Gl) versions have been constructed in ref. 4, where the Hamiltonian
[14, 15] and Recchi—Rouet—Stora and Tyutin (BRST) [16—27] quantization
of these GI models have also been studied in detail [4]. The NLSM studied
in refs. 1-4 do not have any gauge fields in the theory Corresponding to
these models, if we consider the modelsinvolving the gaugefield, as proposed
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in the present work, we obtain the so-called gauged-NLSM (GNLSM). In
the present work, we propose to study such a GNLSM obtained by gauging
the usual NLSM [without involving the vector gauge fields A*(x, t)] [1-4]
andinvestigateits canonical structure, constrained dynamics, and Hamiltonian
[14, 15] and BRST [16-27] formulations in the usual instant form (IF) of
dynamics on the hyperplanes x° = const [28].

The model is seen to possess a set of five first-class constraints (two
primary and three secondary), implying that the theory under consideration
is a Gl theory. The Hamiltonian formulation of this GNLSM is investigated
under specific gauge-fixing conditions.

However, in the usual Hamiltonian formulation of a Gl theory under
gauge-fixing conditions, one necessarily destroys the gauge invariance of the
theory by fixing the gauge (which converts a set of first-class constraints
into aset of second-class constraints, implying a breaking of gaugeinvariance
under the gauge fixing). To achieve the quantization of a Gl theory such that
the gauge invariance of the theory is maintained even under the gauge fixing,
one goes to a more generalized procedure called the BRST formulation [4,
16-27]. In the BRST formulation of a Gl theory, the theory is rewritten as
a quantum system that possesses a generalized gauge invariance called the
BRST symmetry. For this, one enlarges the Hilbert space of the Gl theory
and replaces the notion of the gauge transformation, which shifts operators
by c-number functions, by aBRST transformation, which mixesthe operators
having different statistics. In view of this, one introduces new anticommuting
variables ¢ and T called the Faddeev—Popov ghost and anti-ghost fields,
respectively, which are Grassmann numbers on the classical level and opera-
torsinthe quantized theory, and acommuting variable b called the Nakanishi—
Lautrup field [3, 16-27].

In the BRST formulation of atheory, one thus embeds a Gl theory into
aBRST-invariant system, and the quantum Hamiltonian of the system (which
includes the gauge-fixing contribution) commutes with the BRST charge
operator Q as well as with the anti-BRST charge operator Q. The new
symmetry of the system (the BRST symmetry) that replaces the gauge invari-
ance is maintained (even under gauge fixing), and hence projecting any state
onto the sector of BRST and anti-BRST invariant states yields a theory which
is isomorphic to the original Gl theory. The unitarity and consistency of the
BRST-invariant theory described by the gauge-fixed quantum Lagrangian is
guaranteed by the conservation and nilpotency of the BRST charge Q.

In the next section, we briefly recapitulate the basics of the usual O(N)-
NLSM (without gauge fields) [1-4]. In Section 3, we study the Hamiltonian
formulation of the proposed GNLSM, and in Section 4, its BRST formulation
under specific gauge-fixing conditions. The summary and discussion is given
in Section 5.
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2. A RECAPITULATION OF THE O(N)-NLSM

The O(N)-nonlinear sigma model in one space, one time dimension is
described by the Lagrangian density [1-13]

YN = [% 9,06 0 + Nof — 1)], k=12...,N (213

:[%(35_0&2)“\(05—1)}, k=12...,N (21b)

Hereo = [oWx, t); k=12, ..., N]isamultiplet of N real scalar fieldsin
(1 + 1) dimension and \(x, t) is another scalar field. Overdot and prime
denote time and space derivatives, respectively. The field o (X, t) maps the
two-dimensional space-time into the N-dimensional internal manifold whose
coordinates are o\ (X, t). This model is seen to possess a set of four second-
class constraints [1-4]

pr=p~0 (2.28)
p2=[0k -1 ~0 (2.2b)
p3 = 204 Iy, = 0 (2.2c)
ps = (2112 + 4\ot + 200}) =~ 0 (2.2d)

where p, is a primary constraint and p,, ps, and p, are secondary constraints.
Here II, and p, are the momenta canonically conjugate, respectively, to o
and \. The nonvanishing equal-time Dirac brackets (DBs) of the theory are
given by [1, 4]

{IL(X), Hn(Y)}o = ;—; [0 (H(y) — IL(XJon(NIBXx —y)  (2.38)

(0. oD} = | o — 0 |5y (23b)
k

In achieving the canonical quantization of the theory, one encounters the
problem of operator ordering while going from DBs to the commutation
relations. This problem can be resolved, as explained in refs. 1, 2, and 4, by
demanding that all the fields and field momenta after quantization become
Hermitian operators and that all the canonical commutation relations be
consistent with the hermiticity of these operators [1, 2, 4].

3. THE GAUGED NONLINEAR SIGMA MODEL (GNLSM)

The O(N)-GNLSM that we propose to study in the present work is
described by the Lagrangian density in (1 + 1) dimension
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S = [%%Gka”(rk + Nog — 1) — %FWF’“’ — €A, oy + %ez AAY

(3.19

= 352 — 0i® + Mo — 1) + 2(As — AY? — e(Adi — Awi)
+2e4(A3 — AJ)] (3.1b)
Frv= (0*A" — 9"A¥); g = diag(+1, —1) (3.1¢)

In Eq. (3.1b), the first term corresponds to a massless boson (which is
equivalent to amassless fermion), the second term isthe usual term involving
the nonlinear constraint (62 —1 ~ 0) and the auxiliary field \, the third term
is the kinetic energy term of the electromagnetic vector-gauge field A, (x, t),
the fourth term represents the coupling of the sigma field to the electromag-
netic field, and the last term is the mass term for the vector gauge boson
A, (X, t). The Euler—Lagrange equations obtained from & are

[o4 — oi] = [2\oy + e(Ao — AD] (3.29)
[AL — A = [e5y — €A (3.20)
[Ac — Ag] = [eo — &A] (3.2¢)
[cf -1 =0 (3.2d)
The canonical momenta for the above GNLSM obtained from & are
Iy := 0&LI9Gy = [G — €A (3.33)
Py = %I\ = 0 (3.30)
Iy := aﬁgi% =0 (3.30)
EG=T1Y) := gi‘—; = [A — AJ (3.3d)
Equations (3.3b) and (3.3c) imply that & possesses two primary constraints:
O, =1Ilh~0 (3.4a)
O =p.~0 (3.4b)

The canonical Hamiltonian density corresponding to & is
¥He = [ILoy + pr\ + 1_Io'&o + E'Z‘l - 4]
= [F(IIf + E? + oy® + €Aj) + EA) + eAll], — eAjoy
— Nok — 1) — 3¢ (A5 — AD)] (3.5)
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After including the primary constraints €2, and (), in the canonical Hamilto-
nian density ¥, with the help of Lagrange multipliers u and v, one can write
the total Hamiltonian density #(; as

¥ = [ + TIou + pv] (3.6)

The Hamilton equations obtained from the total Hamiltonian Hy = [ % dx are
S = oHq/oll, = [IL + eAJ] (3.79)
—TT, = 9H/doy = [€A, — 2\oy — o} (3.7b)
A= dHL/opy, = v (3.7¢)
—p\ = dHr/oN = [of — 1] (3.7d)
A, = aH./oTT, = u (3.7¢)
—11, = 9H/oA, = [T, — E'] (3.7f)
A, = 9H/IE = [E + A (3.79)
—E = 9H/0A;, = [E A, — eo{] (3.7h)
0= 9oH/0Il, =0 (3.7)
—T1, = aH./ou = T, (3.7))
¥ = oH/0IL, = 0 (3.7K)
—11, = aH./av = p, 3.7)

These are the equations of motion that preserve the constraints of the theory,
Q, and Q,, inthe course of time. HereI1,, and I1, are the momenta canonically
conjugate, respectively, to u and v. For the Poisson bracket { , }p of two
functions A and B, we choose the convention

N 9AK) 9B(Y)  9AK) 9B(y)
(AR, BY}e:= j @z 2 [aqa(z) 2 P2 aqq(z)] 38

Demanding that primary constraint ), be preserved in the course of time,
we obtain the secondary constraint

Qs := {Qy, H:}p = [E' — €[] =~ 0 (3.9)

Demanding the preservation of ()5 with time does not lead to any further
constraints. Demanding the preservation of (), with time, however, leads to
a secondary constraint

Q4 = {Qz, %T}P = [O'E - 1] ~ 0 (310)
and this constraint in turn leads to a further constraint:
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Qs = {Q, Hr}p = [20W1, + 26A] ~ O (3.11)

The preservation of ()5 for all time doesnot giveriseto any further constraints.
The theory is thus seen to possess five constraints (), 2,, 3, 4, and Qs:

Q,=I,~0 (3.12a)
O =p.~0 (3.12b)
Q;=[E" —€ll[] =0 (3.12¢)
Q=[cf-1 =0 (3.12d)
Qs = [201 + 2€Aq0] =~ O (3.12¢)

The matrix of the Poisson brackets of the constraints (), namely M,z (z, ')
= {Q4(2), Qp(Z)}p, is then calculated. The nonvanishing matrix elements
of the matrix Myg(z, Z') (with the arguments of the field variables being
suppressed) are

Mis = —Mg; = —2e0d(z — Z) (3.139)
Msy = —My; = 2e008(z — Z) (3.13b)
Mss = —Mss = 26(I1, + €A)d(z — Z) (3.13¢)
My = —Msg, = 402d(z — Z) (3.13d)

The inverse of the matrix M, does not exist and therefore the matrix is
singular, implying that the set of constraints (), is first class and that the
theory described by & is a Gl theory [4]. In fact, the action of theory S =
J & dx dt is seen to be invariant under the local vector gauge transforma-
tion (LVGT):

do = eB(x, 1),  dA =B(x 1),  8Ac=B(x 1) (3.14a)
S\ = —B(x, 1), Ol = OE = dll, = dp, = dIl, = 3II, =0  (3.14b)
ou = GOBOB(X, t), oV = _aoaoB(X, t) (314C)

where B = B(X, t) is an arbitrary function of its arguments. The generator
of the LVGT is the charge operator of the theory:

- j j© dx = j dx [eB(3 — eA) + B'(Ay — A)]  (315)
the current operator of the theory is
- f o dx = f dx [eB(—of + eA) — Ay — A)]  (3.16)

The divergence of the vector-current density, namely, d,,j*, is therefore seen
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to vanish under the gauge constraint A ~ 0. This implies that the theory
possesses, at the classical level, alocal vector gauge symmetry (LVGS) under
the gauge constraint A =~ 0. In the present work, we work under the gauge
N =~ 0, which is, in fact, equivalent to a tempora or time-axial kind of a
gauge for the coordinate \. We now proceed to quantize the theory under
the gauge 6 = N = 0. Under this gauge, the total set of constraints of the
theory becomes

x1=Q =1Ilh=0 (3.178)
X2=Q=p~0 (317b)
x3=Qs=[E" —€lll] =0 (3.17¢)
Xa=Qu=[ct—1~0 (3.17d)
x5 = Qs = [20]1 + 2€Aq0y] = 0 (3.17¢)
X6 =9=A=~0 (3.17)

The matrix of the Poisson brackets of the constraints x; namely, Rs(z, Z')
= {X«(2), Xp(Z')} p, is then calculated. The nonvanishing matrix elements of
the matrix R,g(z, z') (with the arguments of the field variables being sup-
pressed again) are

Ris = —Rs = Myg (3.183)
Ris = —Rs; = M5 (3.18b)
Rsy = —Ryz = My (3.18¢)
Res = —Rs3 = M35 (3.18d)
Ris = —Rss = Mys (3.18¢)
R = —Re, = —3(z — Z) (3.18f)

The inverse of the matrix R,s(z, Z') exists and the matrix is nonsingular. The
nonvanishing elements of theinverse of thematrix R,4(z Z') [i.e., theelements
of the matrix (R™%),g (with the arguments of the field variables being sup-
pressed once again)] are

RYp=-RHz= [é]?)(z - 7) (3.199)

RMNu=-RHa= [_HZKT?;AO]B(Z - 7) (3.19b)
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R His=—R s = 2%@ 3z — 7) (3.19¢)
(R Y= —(R e =8z — 2) (3.19d)
R os = ~R s = | 5 ol = 2) (3.19)
with
J dzR(X, 2R Yz y) = lexe 3(X — ) (3.20)

The Dirac bracket {-, -}p of two functions A and B is defined as [14, 15]
{A, B}p:={A B}p— JJ dz dz
X Eﬁ [{A Tu(@}elAci(z 2){Ts(2). B}el  (321)

where I'; are the constraints of the theory and A (2, Z') [:= {I'(2), I's(Z)} ]
is the matrix of the Poisson brackets of the constraints I';. The transition to
gquantum theory is made by the replacement of the Dirac brackets by the
operator commutation relations according to

{AB}p -~ (DA B, i=/-1 (3.22)

The nonvanishing equal-time commutators of the theory described by &
under the gauge 9 = A = 0 are finally obtained as

(A, 1101 = | 5 [ = (3239)
A, 9 = | 2 [ 9 (3:230)
(A0, E] = io(x — ¥) (3230
A, A = | S (323d)
g0, 91 = | 2 o= (3239

For use in the next section, for considering the BRST formulation of
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our Gl theory described by £, we convert the total Hamiltonian density ¢+
into the first-order Lagrangian density:

Fro = [[LSk + PN + oA + EA, + T8 + T1,Y — %64] (3.24a)
= [T, + EA, + TI,0 + TV — (I + E2 + o2 + &A))
+ Nof — 1) — EAy — eAdll, + eAo| + 1e(A3 — A)]  (3.24b)

4, BRST FORMULATION
4.1. BRST Invariance

For the BRST formulation of the GNLSM, we now rewrite our theory,
which is GI, as a quantum system that possesses the generalized gauge
invariance caled the BRST symmetry. We first enlarge the Hilbert space of
our gauge-invariant GNLSM and replace the notion of gauge transformation,
which shifts operators by c-number functions, by a BRST transformation,
which mixes operators with Bose and Fermi statistics. We then introduce
new anticommuting variables ¢ and T (Grassmann numbers on the classical
level, operators in the quantized theory) and a commuting variable b (called
the Nakanishi—Lautrup field) such that [3, 16-27]

Soy=¢ec; SAL=C; SA =8 Oh=-8 (4.19)
I, = 8E = 81, = 8p, = 0; SU = 9gdeC; OV = —gdeC (4.1b)
SI,=0; 8I,=0 (4.1¢)

5c=0, dc=b; sb=0 (4.1d)

with the property 82 = 0. We now define a BRST-invariant function of the
dynamical variables to be a function f(ILy, p,, E, 11, 11, IL,, py, I, 1L
ok, N, A, Ag, U, v, b, ¢, ©) such that 8f = 0.
4.2 Gauge Fixing in the BRST Formalism

Gauge fixing in the BRST formalism implies adding to the first-order
Lagrangian density £ a triviad BRST-invariant function [3, 16-27]. We
thus write

Perst = {Iy + EAL + I + ILY — L(IIZ + E2 + o{2 + €2A))
+ Mok — 1) — EAy — Al + eAoy + 1€4(A5 — A9
+ 3[c(Ay + Loy + b)) (4.2)

The last term in the above equation is the extra BRST-invariant gauge-fixing
term. After one integration by parts, we write the above equation as
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Perst = [y + EA + T + T — L(II2 + E2 + o{2 + €2A3)
+ Mof — 1) — EA) — eAJlly + eAgof + 1A% — AY)

+ b(Ag + Loy) +1b? + C& — ] (4.3)
Proceeding classically, we find for the Euler—Lagrange equation for b
o 1
—b = (AO + o (rk> 4.9
The requirement 8b = 0 then implies
—8b = (SAO + £80k> (4.5)
which in turn implies
—60800 =C (46)

The above equation is also an Euler—Lagrange equation obtained by the
variation of Lgrsr With respect to T. In introducing momenta, one has to be
careful in defining those for the fermionic variables. We thus define the
bosonic momenta in the usual manner so that

Iy :

— d —
= SRy Lensr = b (4.7)

but for the fermionic momenta with directional derivatives, we set

°

09— Thi=—L Ppg=t (48

II..=% —_— <=
C BRST (:)(('“)OC) C 8(605) BRST

implying that the variable canonically conjugateto c is (9,C) and the variable
conjugate to Tis (dqC). To write the Hamiltonian density from the Lagrangian
density in the usual manner, we remember that the former hasto be Hermitian,
so that

Herst = TG+ Pk + oAo + EA + T1,0 + TLY + T + Tl — Parsi]
= [P\ +L(I2 + E2 + o{? + &A3) — Mo — 1) + EA; + eA],
— eAy, — 2€2(A3 — AD — Lllooy — 4103 + I II; + o] (4.9)

We can check the consistency of (4.8) and (4.9) by looking at the Hamilton
equations for the fermionic variables, i.e.,



Gauged Nonlinear Sigma Model in the Instant Form 501

- -

J _ 0
doC = G_HC ¥HarsT; doC = Hgrst G_HE (4.10)
Thus we see that
0= O Ko = T OF = Haper =TI (4.12)
o 31T, *CBRST o o BRST T c .

are in agreement with (4.8). For the operators c, T, dqC, and d4C, one needs
to satisfy the anticommutation relations of d,c with T or of d4C with ¢, but
not of c with T. In general, ¢ and T are independent canonical variables and
one assumes that

(I, T} ={c,c} =0  9{C, c} =0 (4.123)
{06, &} = (—1){acC, T} (4.12b)

where{-, -} means an anticommutator. We thus see that the anticommulators
in (4.12b) are nontrivial and need to be fixed. In order to fix these, we
demand that ¢ satisfy the Heisenberg equation [3, 16—27]

[C, Hgrst] = i doC (4.13)
and using the property ¢ = ¢ = 0, we obtain
[c, #srst] = {9dC, C} doC (4.14)
Equations (4.12)—(4.14) then imply
{0€, ¢} = (—1){adec, T} =i (4.15)

Here the minus sign in the above equation is nontrivial and implies the
existence of states with negative norm in the space of state vectors of the
theory [3, 16-27].

4.3. The BRST Charge Operator

The BRST charge operator Q is the generator of the BRST transforma-
tions (4.1). It is nilpotent and satisfies Q> = 0. It mixes operators which
satisfy Bose and Fermi statistics. According to its conventional definition,
its commutators with Bose operators and its anticommutators with Fermi
operators for the present theory satisfy

[ov, Q = = cle — 209; [, Q] = 2oy + Il + €Ay (4.16a)
Q=& [AQ=-c; [AQ=¢C (4.160)
[, Q] = c[2e0d;  {T, Q} = (Il + py) (4.16c)
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(¢, Q} = [ell, — E' — (62 — 1) — 20d1, — 2eAw] (4.16d)

All other commutators and anticommutators involving Q vanish. In view of
(4.16), the BRST charge operator of the present theory can be written as

Q = J dX{iC[E’ - er + (O'E - 1) + 20'ka + 2eA00'k]

—i¢ [IIp + p\} 4.17)
This equation implies that the set of states satisfying the conditions
/Yy =0 (4.18q)
Py =0 (4.18b)
[E' — ell][y) =0 (4.18c)
[0 — 1]lv) =0 (4.18d)
[20, 01y + 2eAgod ) = 0 (4.18¢)

belongs to the dynamically stable subspace of states |\s) satisfying Q|is) =
0, i.e, it belongs to the set of BRST-invariant states.

In order to understand the condition needed for recovering the physical
states of the theory, we rewrite the operators ¢ and T in terms of fermionic
annihilation and creation operators. For this purpose, we consider (4.6). The
solution of eg. (4.6) gives the Heisenberg operator c(t) [and correspondingly
c(t)] as

ct) =€eB+e"D; ct)=e"B"+ €D’ (4.19)

which at timet = 0 imply
c=c(0) = B + D; [
&=%0) =i(B—-D); ©

By imposing the conditions

t(0) = BT + DT (4.203)
¢(0) = —i(B"' — D)  (4.20b)

2=={cc ={¢& =0 (4.21a)
(G =i=-{&c (4.21b)
we obtain
B2 + {B,D} + D> = B™ + {B, D"} + D2=0 (4.223)
{B, B} + {D, D"} +{B,D} + {B,D} =0 (4.22b)

{B, B} +{D, D"} — {B, D'} — {B",D} =0 (4.22¢)
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{B,B%} — {D,D} — {B,D"} +{D,B"} = -1  (4.22d)
{B,B"} — {D,D} +{B,D} — {D,B"} = -1  (4.22¢)

with the solution

B2=D2=B"2=DR2=0 (4.233)
{B,D} ={B",D} ={B,D"} ={B",D'} =0 (4.23b)
{B"B} = -4 {D.D} =% (4.23¢)
We now let |0) denote the fermionic vacuum for which
B|0) = D|0) = 0 (4.24)
Defining |0) to have norm one, we have that (4.23c) implies
(0|BB'|0y = —4;  (0|DD'|0y = +% (4.25)
so that
B'|0) # O; D'0) # O (4.26)

The theory is thus seen to possess negative nhorm states in the fermionic
sector. The existence of these negative norm states as free states of the
fermionic part of #Hgrsr iS, however, irrelevant to the existence of physica
states in the orthogonal subspace of the Hilbert space.

In terms of annihilation and creation operators,

Herst = [Pk + (T2 + E2 + o2 + €A%) — NoF — 1) + EA; + eAdl,
— eAoy — (A3 — A — LMo — 1113+ 2(B'B+ D'D)]  (4.27)
and the BRST charge operator Q is

Q= J dxi{B[E" — eIl + (0% — 1) + 20I1 + 2€Aqoy — i(Tlo + p))]

+ D[E’ — el + (02 — 1) + 20y Il + 26Ago + I(TIo + P} (4.28)

Now, because Q|s) = 0, the set of states annihilated by Q contains not only
the set of states for which (4.18) hold, but also additional states for which

Bly) = D[y) = 0 (4.299)
TIoy) # 0 (4.29b)
P # 0 (4.29)

[E' — ell][y) # 0 (4.29d)
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[0 — 1]|6) # O (4.29%)

The Hamiltonian is also invariant under the anti-BRST transformation
given by

§ok = —€G; ng = G gAl = —T; \=C du= —dgdeC  (4.30a)
SV = 0gdc; Ol = SE = 81, = dp, = dI1, = 81T, = 0 (4.30b)
Sc=0 Sc=-b Sb=0 (4.300)

with the generator or anti-BRST charge
Q= J dx{(—i)C[E’ — eIl + (o — 1) + 20l1, + 2eAq0y]
+ig[, + p]} (4.313)
= de(—i){B[E’ — el + (02 — 1) + 20,01, + 2eAy o + i(Ty + )]

+ D[E’ — elly + (02 — 1) + 20,01, + 2eAg0y — i(Tl, + p)]}  (4.31b)

we also have
90Q = [Q, Hgrst] = 0 (4.324)
90Q = [Q, Hersr] = 0 (4.320)
with
HBRST = f dX %BRST (432C)

and we further impose the dual condition that both Q and Q annihilate
physical states, implying that

Q) =0 and Q) =0 (4.33)

The states for which (4.18) hold satisfy both of these conditions and, in
fact, are the only states satisfying both of these conditions since, although
with (4.23)

2(B'B + D'D) = —2(BB" + DD) (4.34)

there are no states of this operator with Bf|0) = 0 and D'|0) = O [cf. (4.26)],
and hence no free eigenstates of the fermionic part of Hggrsr Which are
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annihilated by each of B, B, D, and D*. Thus the only states satisfying (4.33)
are those satisfying the constraints (3.12).

Further, the states for which (4.18) holds satisfy both the conditions
(4.33) and in fact are the only states satisfying both of these conditions
because in view of (4.21), one cannot have simultaneously ¢, doc and T, d4C
applied to |§s) to give zero. Thus, the only states satisfying (4.33) are those
that satisfy the constraints of the theory (3.12) and they belong to the set of
BRST-invariant and anti-BRST-invariant states.

Alternatively, one can understand the above point in terms of fermionic
annihilation and creation operators asfollows. The condition Q|{s) = Oimplies
that the set of states annihilated by Q contains not only the states for which
(4.18) holds, but also additional states for which (4.29) holds. However, Q|is)
= 0 guarantees that the set of states annihilated by Q contains only the states
for which (4.18) holds, simply because Bf|{s) # 0 and DT|ys) # 0. Thus, in
this alternative way, we also see that the states satisfying Q|s) = Q> =
0 [i.e, satisfying (4.33)] are only those states that satisfy the constraints of
the theory and also that these states belong to the set of BRST-invariant and
anti-BRST-invariant states.

5. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

In this work, we have considered a GNLSM in the instant form of
dynamics on the hyperplanes X° = const. The theory is seen to possess a set
of five first-class constraints (). The theory is indeed seen to possess a local
vector gauge symmetry. At the classical level, the divergence of the local
vector gauge current density d,j* vanishes under the gauge constraint . ~
0, which is, in fact, equivalent to the temporal or time-axial gauge for the
coordinate A. The BRST quantization of the theory has also been studied
under specific gauge choices. The gauge choices considered in the present
work are, however, not unique and one could consider the theory under other
gauges aswell. It isimportant to note here that the usual NLSM (which does
not have any gauge fields at al) is a GNI theory possessing a set of second-
classconstraints[1-4]. It isalso important to note that in the present GNLSM,
one does not encounter any operator ordering problem [1, 2, 4]. Thisisin
contrast to the usual NLSM, where one does encounter the operator ordering
problem [1, 2, 4].
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