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The Hamiltonian and path integral formulations of the Born—Infeld Nambu—Goto D1-
brane action with and without a scalar dilation field are investigated under appropriate
gauge-fixing.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The Dirac—-Born-Infeld Nambu-Goto (DBING) and the Born-Infeld
Nambu—Goto (BING) actions are amongst the most important actions in the string
theories (Abou and Hull, 1997; Aganagic et al., 1997; Brink and Henneaux, 1988;
de Alwis and Sato, 1996; Johnson, 2000; Kulshreshtha and Kulshreshtha, in press,
2003a,b; Luest and Theisen, 1989; Maharana, 2000; Mukhi, 1997; Schmidhuber,
1996; Tseytlin, 1996). The Hamiltonian and path integral formulations of the first
action has been studied by the present authors for the case of the D1-brane in
(Kulshreshtha and Kulshreshtha, 2003a, 2004). The second action namely, the
BING action is important in its own right for many reasons and has been studied
from different points of view in the literature (Abou and Hull, 1997; Aganagic
et al., 1997; Brink and Henneaux, 1988; de Alwis and Sato, 1996; Johnson,
2000; Luest and Theisen, 1989; Maharana, 2000; Mukhi, 1997; Schmidhuber,
1996; Tseytlin, 1996). In the present work, we study the Hamiltonian and path in-
tegral formulations (Dirac, 1950; Gitman and Tyutin, 1990; Kulshreshtha and
Kulshreshtha, in press, 2002a,b, 2003a,b; Kulshreshtha et al., 1993a,b,c.d,e,
1994a,b; Senjanovic, 1976) of this BING action describing the D1-brane
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(sometimes also called the D-string) with and without a scalar dilation field ¢
under appropriate gauge-fixing conditions (GFC’s).

In the next section, the action is considered without the dilation field and in
Section 3, the action is studied in the presence of a scalar dilation field ¢. The
Hamiltonian and path integral quantizations are studied in both the cases under
appropriate canonical gauge-fixing in the absence of boundary conditions (BC’s).
Finally the summary and discussion is presented in Section 4.

2. THE ACTION WITHOUT A DILATION FIELD

We consider the (bosonic) BING action describing the propagation of a D1-
brane in a d-dimensional flat background (with d = 10 for the fermionic and
d = 26 for the bosonic D1-brane) defined by (Abou and Hull, 1997; Aganagic
et al., 1997; Brink and Henneaux, 1988; de Alwis and Sato, 1996; Johnson,
2000; Kulshreshtha and Kulshreshtha, in press, 2003a,b; Luest and Theisen, 1989;
Maharana, 2000; Mukhi, 1997; Schmidhuber, 1996; Tseytlin, 1996):

S = /El d*o (1a)
Ly = (—T)[— det(Gup + Fup)]® (1b)
= (—T)[— det(@ X" 95 X Ny + Fup)]? (1)

= (=T)[— det(@ X" 0p X, + (0 Ap — g A1 (1d)

= [-TI(X - X)? — (X — f]2 (le)

Gop = 0. X" 08X s Fop = (00 Ap — 9As) (1f)
N = diag(—=1,+1, ... +1); f=Fy=—Fio= (A4, — A{]) (1g)
w,v=0,1,2,...,d-1) o, B=0,1 (1h)
g = D0 e X S0 O (1i)

at do ot do

In the present work we would consider only the bosonic D1-brane with d = 26
(however, for the corresponding fermionic case one hasd = 10). Here 0% = (7, 0)
are the two parameters describing the world-sheet (WS). The overdots and primes
denote in general, the derivatives with respect to the WS coordinates t and o.
The string tension 7 is a constant of mass dimension two. G4g is the induced
metric on the WS and X*(t, o) are the maps of the WS into the d-dimensional
Minkowski space and describe the strings evolution in space—time (Abou and
Hull, 1997; Aganagic et al., 1997; Brink and Henneaux, 1988; de Alwis and Sato,
1996; Johnson, 2000; Kulshreshtha and Kulshreshtha, in press, 2003a,b; Luest
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and Theisen, 1989; Maharana, 2000; Mukhi, 1997; Schmidhuber, 1996; Tseytlin,
1996). Here Fg is the Maxwell field strength of the U (1) gauge field A, (7, o). Itis
important to mention here that the U (1) gauge field A,, is a scalar field in the target-
space whereas it is an « - vector field in the WS-space. Also, we are considering the
U(1) gauge field A,, to be a function only of the WS coordinates t and ¢ and not
of the target-space coordinates X* (Abou and Hull, 1997; Aganagic et al., 1997,
Brink and Henneaux, 1988; de Alwis and Sato, 1996; Johnson, 2000; Kulshreshtha
and Kulshreshtha, in press, 2003a,b; Luest and Theisen, 1989; Maharana, 2000;
Mukhi, 1997; Schmidhuber, 1996; Tseytlin, 1996).

Further the theory described by the action S is a gauge-invariant (GI) (and
consequently a gauge nonanomalous) theory possessing the usual three local
gauge symmetries given by the two-dimensional WS reparametrization invari-
ance (WSRI) and the Weyl invariance (WI) (Abou and Hull, 1997; Aganagic
et al., 1997; Brink and Henneaux, 1988; de Alwis and Sato, 1996; Johnson,
2000; Kulshreshtha and Kulshreshtha, in press, 2003a,b; Luest and Theisen, 1989;
Maharana, 2000; Mukhi, 1997; Schmidhuber, 1996; Tseytlin, 1996). The canonical
momenta obtained from £; are

L,

. _r_ ' mo_ N2y
- := a(atxu)—[ T/LI(X - XHX"™ — (X')* X" (2a)
20 OE (2b)
3(d; Ag)
RN 0L _
E=n"):= GAD = [T/L1[f] (2¢)
L* = [(X- X — (XXX — f?] (2d)
0; = 0/0;; 0y =0/0, (2e)

where IT*, 7° and E(= n') are the canonical momenta conjugate respectively to
X,.. Ao, and A;. The theory described by S; is thus seen to possess three primary
constraints:

v =n"~0 (3a)
Yo =(I1-X)~ 0 (3b)
Y3 = [M? + (E* + TH)(X')* 1 ~ 0 (3c)

Here the symbol & denotes a weak equality (WE) in the sense of Dirac
(Dirac, 1950; Gitman and Tyutin, 1990; Kulshreshtha and Kulshreshtha, in press,
2002a,b, 2003a,b; Kulshreshtha et al., 1993a,b,c,d,e, 1994a,b; Senjanovic, 1976),
and it implies that these above constraints hold as strong equalities only on the
reduced hypersurface of the constraints and not in the rest of the phase space of
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the classical theory (and similarly one can consider it as a weak operator equality
(WOE) for the corresponding quantum theory) (Dirac, 1950).
The canonical Hamiltonian density corresponding to £, is

HS = [T14(3, X,.) + 7°(3: Ag) + E(3; Ay) — L1] (4a)
= [EA(] (4b)

After incorporating the primary constraints of the theory in the canoni-
cal Hamiltonian density S with the help of Lagrange multiplier fields
ui(t,o), ux(r,o), and us(r,o), which we treat as dynamical, the total
Hamiltonian density of the theory could be written as

H = [H{ + iy + uan + usss] (52)
= [EAy+uim® + up(I1- X) + us[T1* + (E* + THX')]] (5b)

We treat u;, u,, and u3 as dynamical. Also the momenta conjugate to u, u, and u3
are denoted respectively by p,,, pu,, and p,,. The Hamiltons equations of motion
obtained from the total Hamiltonian

HI = fH{da (©6)
e.g., for the closed strings with the periodic BC’s are
oH
—|—8rX“ = L _ [uzX’M+2HMM3] (7a)
oIl
aI-IIT / 2 2
—0. 1" = = — 0, [u T* + 2X"M(E* 4 T*)us] (7b)
X,
oH|
+0. A0 = 970 = Uy (7¢)
oH|
9’ = —L =[-F 7d
= G4 [—E] (7d)
aI-IIT / N2
+0: A = Y [Ag +2E(X)us] (7e)
0. E = OH{ =0 (79)
T 04
oHT
Pu,
oH]
—0:pyy = ——=n° (7h)

8141
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dHT .
+0,up = =0 (71)
pu,
oHT , .
—0; Pu, = a—ul =(1-X) (7j)
OH]
+o,uz = =0 (7k)
pu,
oHT
—0; Puy = aul = [IT* + (E* + TH(X)*] @)

These are the equations of motion of the theory that preserve the constraints of
the theory in the course of time. Demanding that the primary constraint i; be
preserved in the course of time one obtains a secondary constraint (with a Poisson
bracket (PB) being denoted by { , },):

Va={y1.H}, =1E1~0 ®)

The preservation of 4 for all time does not give rise to any further constraints.
Similarly, the preservation of ¥, and 13 for all time also does not yield any further
constraints. The theory is thus seen to possess only four constraints vy, ¥, V3,
and 4. Also the first-order Lagrangian density of the theory is

L£10 = [TT"0: X)) + 7°(3: Ag) + E@: A1) + pu, (:u1)
+ Puy(3z142) + puy(3-u3) — H | (9a)
= [I1? + (E* = T*)(X)*Jus (9b)

The matrix of the Poisson brackets of the constraints 1; is seen to be a singular
matrix implying that the set of constraints v; is first-class (Dirac, 1950; Gitman
and Tyutin, 1990; Kulshreshtha and Kulshreshtha, in press, 2002a,b, 2003a,b;
Kulshreshtha et al., 1993a,b,c,d,e, 1994a,b; Senjanovic, 1976) and that the
theory described by S; is a gauge-invariant (GI) theory. It is rather well known
that the theory described by S; indeed possesses three local gauge symmetries
given by the two-dimensional WS reparametrization invariance (WSRI) and
the Weyl invariance (WI) (Abou and Hull, 1997; Aganagic et al., 1997; Brink
and Henneaux, 1988; de Alwis and Sato, 1996; Johnson, 2000; Kulshreshtha
and Kulshreshtha, in press, 2003a,b; Luest and Theisen, 1989; Maharana, 2000;
Mukhi, 1997; Schmidhuber, 1996; Tseytlin, 1996).

To study the Hamiltonian and path integral formulations of this theory under
gauge-fixing, we convert the set of first-class constraints of the theory 1/; into a set
of second-class constraints, by imposing arbitrarily, some additional constraints on
the system called the gauge-fixing conditions (GFC’s) or the gauge constraints. For
this purpose, we could choose, for example, the set of GFC’s (Dirac, 1950; Gitman
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and Tyutin, 1990; Kulshreshtha and Kulshreshtha, in press, 2002a,b, 2003a,b;
Kulshreshtha et al., 1993a,b,c,d,e, 1994a,b; Senjanovic, 1976):

Ys =01 =X"~0 (10a)
Ve=0=1"~0 (10b)
Y1 =0=A~0 (10c)
Yg =04 =Ag~0 (10d)

Corresponding to this choice of GFC'’s, the total set of constraints of the theory
under which the quantization of the theory could, e.g., be studied becomes

v =7 ~0 (11a)
Yo =(I1-X)=~0 (11b)
Y3 = [IT° + (B> + T*)(X')*] ~ 0 (11c)
Yy =E ~0 (11d)
Ys=0=X"~0 (11e)
Ye=0=I"~0 (111)
Yr=03=A~=0 (11g)
Ys =Ca=Ap~0 (11h)

We now calculate the matrix Myg(:= {/«, ¥g},) of the Poisson brackets of the
constraints ;. The nonvanishing elements of the matrix Mg are obtained as:

Mg = —Mg =[-1]8 (o —0o’) (12a)
Mys = —Ms; = [-2X'] 5 (0 — o) (12b)
Mys = —Mgy = [-T118" (0 — o) (12¢)
M35 = —Ms3 = [-4T1] 8 (0 — o) (12d)
Mss = —Mgz = [<2X"(E* + T?)] 8" (6 — o) (12e)
My = —My3 = [-2E(X)*]18 (0 — o) (12f)
My = —Myy =[—1]18 (0 — ) (12g)

The matrix Mg is seen to be nonsingular implying that the corresponding set of
constraints v; is a set of second-class constraints (Dirac, 1950; Gitman and Tyutin,
1990; Kulshreshtha and Kulshreshtha, in press, 2002a,b, 2003a,b; Kulshreshtha
et al., 1993a,b,c.d,e, 1994a,b; Senjanovic, 1976). The determinant of the matrix
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Mg is given by
[l det(Myp)[|]? = [4M8" (0 — 6”)8' (o — 6) 8% (0 — 0)] (13a)
M = [I1* — (E* + T*)(X')*] (13b)

The nonvanishing elements of the inverse of the matrix M4 (i.e., the elements of
the matrix (M ~1),p) are

(Mg =—(M"")g =8 (0 —0) (14a)
(M5 = —(M sy = [-(E> + THX'/2M)] 6 (0 —0')  (14b)
(M6 = (M ey = [T1/2M)]|0 — 0| (14c)
(M~ ")3s = —(M™")s3 = [1/(4M)]5 (0 — o) (14d)
(M™")36 = —(M ez = [-(X")/(4M)]|o — 0| (14e)
(M~")as = +(M )5y = [MEX')?/(4M)] € (0 — o) (14f)
(M6 = +(M e = [E(XY(X)/(4M)]

lo —o'|e (60 —a0") 8 (0 — o) (14g)
(M g7 = +(M ")y =(=1/2) e (6 — o) (14h)

with the step functions €(o — o) defined as

n. |+l (c=0)>0
6(0_0)'_{—1,(0—0’)<0 (15)
and
/ Mo, 0" YM Yo", 0")do" = 15,38(c — o) (16)

Now following the standard Dirac quantization procedure in the Hamil-
tonian formulation (Dirac, 1950; Gitman and Tyutin, 1990; Kulshreshtha and
Kulshreshtha, 2004, 2002a,b; Kulshreshtha et al., 1993a,b,c,d,e, 1994a,b;
Senjanovic, 1976), the nonvanishing equal WS time (EWST) Dirac brackets of
the theory described by the action S; under the GFC’s ¢; could be obtained easily
after a lengthy but straightforward calculation (Dirac, 1950) and are omitted here
for the sake of brevity.

It is important to recall here that the constraints of the theory represent only
the weak equalities in the sense of Dirac (Dirac, 1950; Gitman and Tyutin, 1990;
Kulshreshtha and Kulshreshtha, in press, 2002a,b, 2003a,b; Kulshreshtha et al.,
1993a,b,c.d,e, 1994a,b; Senjanovic, 1976), as explained in the foregoing implying
that they are strongly zero only on the reduced hypersurface of the constraints
and not in the rest of the phase space of the (classical) theory (with a similar
weak operator equality holding for the corresponding quantum theory) and as a
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consequence of this the DB’s involving the gauge fields like A, can indeed be
nonvanishing in principle (as is evident in the present case from the above results)
which would , however, become strongly zero on the reduced hypersurface of the
constraints of the theory described by the action in any case.

Further, in the canonical quantization of the theory while going from equal
WS time (EWST) Dirac brackets of the theory to the corresponding EWST
commutation relations one would encounter here the problem of operator ordering
(Gitman and Tyutin, 1990; Kulshreshtha and Kulshreshtha, 1993c, 2002a,b,
2003a,b, in press; Kulshreshtha et al., 1993a, 1994a, 1993b, 1994b, 1993d,e;
Maharana, 1983; Senjanovic, 1976) because the product of canonical variables
of the theory are involved in the classical description of the theory (like in the
expressions for the constraints of the theory) as well as in the calculation of the
Dirac brackets. These variables are envisaged as noncommuting operators in the
quantized theory leading to the problem of so-called operator ordering (Gitman
and Tyutin, 1990; Kulshreshtha and Kulshreshtha, 1993c, 2002a,b, 2003a,b,
in press; Kulshreshtha et al., 1993a, 1994a, 1993b, 1994b, 1993d,e; Maharana,
1983; Senjanovic, 1976). This problem could, however, be resolved (Gitman and
Tyutin, 1990; Kulshreshtha and Kulshreshtha, 1993c, 2002a,b, 2003a,b, in press;
Kulshreshtha et al., 1993a, 1994a, 1993b, 1994b, 1993d,e; Maharana, 1983;
Senjanovic, 1976) by demanding that all the string fields and momenta of the
theory are Hermitian operators and that all the canonical commutation relations
be consistent with the Hermiticity of these operators (Gitman and Tyutin, 1990;
Kulshreshtha and Kulshreshtha, 1993c, 2002a,b, 2003a,b, in press; Kulshreshtha
et al., 1993a, 1994a, 1993b, 1994b, 1993d.,e; Maharana, 1983; Senjanovic,
1976).

In the path integral formulation, the transition to quantum theory is made
by writing the vacuum to vacuum transition amplitude for the theory called the
generating functional Z;[J;] of the theory under GFC’s ¢; in the presence of the
external sources J; (following the Senjanovic procedure (Gitman and Tyutin, 1990;
Kulshreshtha and Kulshreshtha, 1993c, 2002a,b, 2003a,b, in press; Kulshreshtha
et al., 1993a, 1994a, 1993b, 1994b, 1993d,e; Senjanovic, 1976) for a theory
possessing a set of second-class constraints, appropriate for our theory described
by the action §; considered under the GFC’s: ¢;(12) Gitman and Tyutin, 1990;
Kulshreshtha and Kulshreshtha, 1993c, 2002a,b, 2003a,b, in press; Kulshreshtha
et al., 1993a, 1994a, 1993b, 1994b, 1993d,e; Senjanovic, 1976) ) as follows:

ZiJi] = /[du] exp [i/dza[l,-éi + T8, X ) + 7°(8; Ag) (17a)
+E(3: A1) + pu, (0:1) + pu,(0:u2) + pus(dcusz) — H,T]} (17b)

where the phase space variables of the theory are O = (X*, Ay, Ay, uy, us, u3)
with the corresponding respective canonical conjugate momenta:
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II; = (I1,,, 7% E, Duy»> Pup» Puy)- The functional measure [d] of the generating
functional Z;[J;] under the GFC’s ¢; is obtained using Egs. (9), (11) and (13) as
[du] = [4M8" (0 — ")8'(0 — 0")8%(0 — o")][dX"][d Aglld A1 lldu1][dus][dus]

x [d1,1[dn°1d Elldpu, Jdpu,1dpa,] - $[(x°) ~ 0] - $[(TT - X")

~ 0] - 8[[TT° + (E® + T*)(X')’] ~ 0] - 8[(E") ~ 0] - [(X?)

~ 0] - 8[(T") ~ 0] - 8[(A1) ~ 0] - 8[(Ao) ~ 0] (18)
The Hamiltonian and path integral quantization of the theory described by the

action S; under the GFC’s ¢; is now complete. In the next section we study this
theory in the presence of the scalar dilation field.

3. THE ACTION IN THE PRESENCE OF A SCALAR DILATION FIELD

The (bosonic) BING action describing the propagation of a D1-brane in a
d-dimensional flat background in the presence of a scalar dilation field ¢ is defined
by (Abou and Hull, 1997; Aganagic et al., 1997; Brink and Henneaux, 1988; de
Alwis and Sato, 1996; Johnson, 2000; Kulshreshtha and Kulshreshtha, 2003a,b,
in press; Luest and Theisen, 1989; Maharana, 2000; Mukhi, 1997; Schmidhuber,
1996; Tseytlin, 1996):

S, = / Lod*o (19a)
Ez = [e‘"’ﬁl] (19b)
= [-Te ™ I(X - X')* — (XXX — £ (19)
=[-Te ?]L (19d)
The canonical momenta obtained from £, are
852 - v nv! N2 v
W _r_ ¢ . wo_ w
" .= 5. X,) =[-Te ?/LI[(X - X)X (XH°XH*]  (20a)
20 0k (20b)
9(3: Ag)
=71 .— 0Ly _ -
E=n"):= 00A) [Te “/L1f (20c)
L B (20d)
9(0: ¢)

Here 7 is the momentum canonically conjugate to the dilation field ¢. The theory
described by S is thus seen to possess four primary constraints:

x1=m=0 (21a)
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xo =1~ (21b)
x=>01-X)~0 (21c)
x4 = 12+ (E2 4+ T2 2)(X")*] ~ 0 (21d)

The canonical Hamiltonian density corresponding to £, is
Hs = [M"(3: X,) +7°@:Ao) + E@: A +7(8:9) — L2]  (220)
=[EA)] (22b)

After incorporating the primary constraints of the theory in the canonical
Hamiltonian density of the theory H5 with the help of Lagrange multiplier fields
v1(t, 0), va2(t, 0), v3(T, 0), and v4(T, o), which we treat as dynamical, the total
Hamiltonian density of the theory could be written as

HY = [HS + vix1 + vaxa + vsxs + vaxal (23a)
= [EA) + v + vy + v3(IT - X)
+ [ IT? + (E* + T?e ) (X')]] (23b)

The momenta canonically conjugate to vy, v, v3, and vs will be denoted respec-
tively by py,, pv,, Pv,> and p,,. The Hamiltons equation of motion obtained from
the total Hamiltonian:

HY = / H do 24)
e.g. for the closed strings with periodic BC’s are
OH)
+3 XM = —2 = [v3X™ + 2[T"v4] (25a)
oIl
IH) I 2 2 -2
-9, 1" = X = — 0, [v3 1" + 2X"™M(E= 4+ T=e "*)v4] (25b)
I
oH]
+0:Ag = —= =1, (25¢)
om
-9, 7" = OH; _ [—E'] (254d)
T 8A0
3H2T l N2
+0:A; = 3E = [A) +2E(X") v4] (25e)
oH)
—3,E=—2 =0 25
. oA, (25)
oOH)
+op = —— = (259)

om
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OH]

—0,7r = e = [—2T2%e2(X')v4] (25h)
@
oHT

+ov = —= =0 (251)
dpu,

aHT .

—0; py, = avf = (25)
aHT

+0,v3 = —2 =0 (25k)
dpu,
dHT

—0; py, = avj =’ (251)
oHT

+0,v3 = —2 =0 (25m)
0pu,
dHT

—0: Py, = avj = [ X'] (25n)
dHT

+ovs = —2 =0 (250)
AP,

8H2T 2 2 2 —2¢ N2
—3rPU4=8—U4=[H +(E+Te ) X)] (25p)

These are the equations of motion of the theory that preserve the constraints of
the theory in the course of time. Demanding that the primary constraint x, be
preserved in the course of time one obtains a secondary constraint

%=l HE), = [E1~0 (26)

The presentation of xs for all time gives rise to another secondary constraint.
Similarly the preservation of x», x3, and x4 for all time does not yield any further
constraints. The theory is thus seen to possess only five constraints xi, x2, X3, X4,
and ys. Also the first-order Lagrangian density of the theory (to be used later) is

£39 = [1"(3: X,.) + 7°(3: Ag) + E(3: A1) + 7(3:9) + Py, (3:v1)
+ P (3:02) + Py (3:v3) + Pu,(3:v4) — H] | (27a)
= [1* + (E* — T?e %) (X')vs (27b)

The matrix of the Poisson brackets of the constraints y; is seen to be a singular
matrix implying that the set of constraints y; is first-class (Kulshreshtha and
Kulshreshtha, 2003a,b, 2004; Gitman and Tyutin, 1990; Senjanovic, 1976;
Kulshreshtha and Kulshreshtha, 2002a,b; Kulshreshtha et al., 1993a, 1994a,



598 Kulshreshtha and Kulshreshtha

1993b, 1994b; Kulshreshtha and Kulshreshtha, 1993c; Kulshreshtha er al.,
1993d,e; Dirac, 1950) and that the theory described by S, is a gauge-invariant
(GI) theory. It is in fact, well known to posses three local gauge symmetries
given by the two-dimensional WS reparametrization invariance (WSRI) and
the Weyl invariance (WI) (Abou and Hull, 1997; Aganagic et al., 1997; Brink
and Henneaux, 1988; de Alwis and Sato, 1996; Johnson, 2000; Kulshreshtha
and Kulshreshtha, 2003a,b, in press; Luest and Theisen, 1989; Maharana, 2000;
Mukhi, 1997; Schmidhuber, 1996; Tseytlin, 1996).

To study the Hamiltonian and path integral formulations of this GI theory
under GFC’s, we convert the set of first-class constraints of the theory y; into a set
of second-class constraints, by imposing arbitrarily, some additional constraints
on the system called the GFC’s or the gauge constraints. For this purpose, we
could choose, for example, the set of GFC’s (Dirac, 1950; Gitman and Tyutin,
1990; Kulshreshtha and Kulshreshtha, in press, 2002a,b, 2003a,b; Kulshreshtha
et al., 1993a,b,c,d,e, 1994a,b; Senjanovic, 1976):

Xo=p1=X"~0 (282)
x1=p=I"~0 (28b)
xs=p3=A1~0 (28¢)
Xo=ps=Ag~0 (28d)
X1o=p5s=¢~0 (28e)

Corresponding to this choice of GFC'’s, the total set of constraints of the theory
under which the quantization of the theory could, e.g., be studied becomes

x1=n~0 (29a)
o =r"~0 (29b)
x3={I-X)~0 (29¢)
xa =[P+ (B> + T2 (X'Y’] ~ 0 (29d)
xs=E =0 (29)
Xo=p1 =X ~0 (29)
x1=p=1"~0 (29g)
xs=p3=A1~0 (29h)
Xo=ps=Ag~0 (291)

Xio=p5s=¢~0 (29)
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We now calculate the matrix Ryg(:= {X«, Xg}p) of the Poisson brackets of the
constraints x;. The nonvanishing elements of the matrix R,g are obtained as

Riy = —Ry = [2T%¢(X')’18 (6 — o) (30a)
Ri10=—Ri1 =[-1]18(c —0") (30b)
Ry = —Roy =[—1]8(c —0’) (30c)
R3s = —Re3 = [-2X'] 8(c — o) (30d)
Ry = —Ry3 =[-T18" (0 — o) (30e)
Rys = —Rgy = [—4T1] 8(0 — o) (30f)
Ry = —Rp = [-2(X'NE*> + T 2)] 8" (6 — o) (30g)
Rig = —Rgy = [-2E(X')*] 8(0 — o) (30h)
Rsg = —Rgs = [—1]8(0 — o) (301)

The matrix R,g is seen to be nonsingular implying that the corresponding set of
constraints y; is a set of second-class constraints (Dirac, 1950; Gitman and Tyutin,
1990; Kulshreshtha and Kulshreshtha, in press, 2002a,b, 2003a,b; Kulshreshtha
et al., 1993a,b,c,d,e, 1994a,b; Senjanovic, 1976). The determinant of the matrix
Ryp is given by:

[l det(Rup)Il1* = [4R8"(0 — ") 8’ (0 — 6") §%(0 — 0] (3la)
R = [IT> — (E* + T?¢ %) (X')?] (31b)

The nonvanishing elements of the inverse of the matrix Ryg (i.e., the elements of
the matrix (R™"),p) are:

(R M110=—(R D01 =80 —0a) (32a)
(R 9 =—=(R Ny =8(0c —0") (32b)
(R 36 = —(R g3 = [(X')E* + T?e?*)/2R)1s (0 —0')  (320)
(R 37 = =(R™"p3 = [IT/2R)]|o — 0| (32d)
(R4 = —=(R™ o4 = [T1/(4R)] 8 (0 — o) (32e)
(R g = —(R N = [-(X")/@R)]|o — o] (321)
(R D56 = (R es = [ME(X')’/(4R)] € (6 — o) (329)
(R 57 = (R )ys = [E(X)X)/(4R)]|o — 0|

xe(oc—0)8(c —0) (32h)

(R N)sg = (R™")gs = (=1/2)e (0 — o) (32i)
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(R 610 = —(R D06 = [-TIXNA(T?e ) /2R 8 (0 — o) (32))
with
/R(o, o YR Yo", 0"Ydo" = 119x10 8(c — o) (33)

Now following the standard Dirac quantization procedure in the Hamil-
tonian formulation (Dirac, 1950; Gitman and Tyutin, 1990; Kulshreshtha and
Kulshreshtha, 2004, 2002a,b; Kulshreshtha et al., 1993a,b,c,d,e, 1994a,b;
Senjanovic, 1976), the nonvanishing EWST Dirac brackets of the theory in the
presence of a scalar dilation field described by the action S, under the GFC’s p;
could again be obtained after a lengthy but straightforward calculation (Dirac,
1950) and are omitted here again for the sake of brevity.

As explained in the previous section, the nonvanishing DB’s involving the
gauge field Ay, in the above results, would become strongly zero on the reduced
hypersurface of the constraints of the theory described by the action S, (Gitman
and Tyutin, 1990; Kulshreshtha and Kulshreshtha, 1993c, 2002a,b, 2003a,b, in
press; Kulshreshtha e al., 1993a, 1994a, 1993b, 1994b, 1993d,e; Senjanovic,
1976).

The problem of operator ordering occurring here while making a transition
from the EWST Dirac brackets to the corresponding EWST commutation rela-
tions can be resolved here as explained in Section 3, by demanding that all the
string fields and momenta of the theory are Hermitian operators and that all the
canonical commutation relations be consistent with the hermiticity of these oper-
ators (Gitman and Tyutin, 1990; Kulshreshtha and Kulshreshtha, 1993c, 2002a,b,
2003a,b, in press; Kulshreshtha ez al., 1993a, 1994a, 1993b, 1994b, 1993d,e;
Maharana, 1983; Senjanovic, 1976).

In the path integral formulation, the transition to quantum theory is made
again by writing the vacuum to vacuum transition amplitude for the theory,
called the generating functional Z,[J;] of the theory, following again the
Senjanovic procedure for a theory possessing a set of second-class constraints
(Dirac, 1950; Gitman and Tyutin, 1990; Kulshreshtha and Kulshreshtha, in press,
2002a,b, 2003a,b; Kulshreshtha et al., 1993a,b,c.d,e, 1994a,b; Senjanovic, 1976),
appropriate for our theory described by the action S, considered under the GFC’s
pi» in the presence of the external sources J; as follows (Gitman and Tyutin, 1990;
Kulshreshtha and Kulshreshtha, 1993c, 2002a,b, 2003a,b, in press; Kulshreshtha
et al., 1993a, 1994a, 1993b,1994b, 1993d,e; Senjanovic, 1976):

Zetil = [auleli [ do[5@ + G X + 2% A0 Gd)

+ E(0: A1) + 7 (0: ) + pvl(arvl) + pvg(azUZ) + pv3(8r03)
+ Py (3 va) — H; ] (34b)
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where the phase space variables of the theory are o =
(X", Ag, A1, @, v1, V2, 03, v4) Wwith the corresponding respective canonical
conjugate momenta: IT; = (IT,, 7% E, 7, Dvy» Pvy» Pus» Pvy)- The functional
measure [d ] of the generating functional Z,[J;] under the GFC’s p; is obtained
using Egs. (27), (29), and (31) as

[du] = [4MS" (0 — ') (0 — 6")8* (0 — o')]
x [dX"][d Aolld A11[d@][dvi][dv,][dvs][dvs]
x [dT1,][dx°|[d ENld 1[dpy,][dp.,1[dpy,1[dp.,] - 81()
~ 0] - 8[(w°) ~ 0]8(IT - X') ~ 0] - [[TT* 4 (E?
+ T2 )(X')*] ~ 0] - 8[(E") ~ 0] - 8[(X?) ~ 0] - 8[(IT")
~ 0] - 8[(A;) = 0] - 8[(Ag) ~ 0] - 8[(¢) ~ 0] 35)

The Hamiltonian and path integral quantization of the theory described by the
action S; under the GFC’s p; is now complete.

4. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

In this work we have studied the Hamiltonian and path integral quantization
of the BING action describing the D1-brane action with and without a scalar
dilation field ¢ under appropriate GFC-s in the absence of BC*s, using the instant-
form of dynamics on the hyperplanes of the WS defined by the hyperplanes:
WS-time = ¢ = 7 = constant. The DBING D1-brane action has been studied
by the present authors (Kulshreshtha and Kulshreshtha, in press, 2003a) and for
further details we refer the reader to Kulshreshtha and Kulshreshtha (in press,
2003a).

The problem of operator ordering occurring here while making a transition
from EWST Dirac brackets to the corresponding EWST commutation relations
can be resolved here as explained in Section 3, by demanding that all the
string fields and momenta of the theory are Hermitian operators and that all
the canonical commutation relations be consistent with the hermiticity of these
operators (Gitman and Tyutin, 1990; Kulshreshtha and Kulshreshtha, 1993c,
2002a,b, 2003a,b, in press; Kulshreshtha et al., 1993a, 1994a, 1993b, 1994b,
1993d,e; Maharana, 1983; Senjanovic, 1976).

It is important to mention here that in our work we have not imposed any
boundary conditions (BC’s) for the open and closed strings separately. There are
two ways to take these BC’s into account: (a) One way is to impose them directly in
the usual way for the open and closed strings separately in an appropriate manner
(Abou and Hull, 1997; Aganagic et al., 1997; Brink and Henneaux, 1988; de Alwis
and Sato, 1996; Johnson, 2000; Kulshreshtha and Kulshreshtha, 2003a,b, in press;
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Luest and Theisen, 1989; Maharana, 2000; Mukhi, 1997; Schmidhuber, 1996;
Tseytlin, 1996), (b) an alternative second way (Chu and Ho, 2000; Sheikh-Jabbari
and Shirzad, 1999) is to treat these BC’s as the Dirac primary constraints (Chu and
Ho, 2000; Sheikh-Jabbari and Shirzad, 1999) and study the theory accordingly
(Chu and Ho, 2000; Sheikh-Jabbari and Shirzad, 1999). At present our related
work is underway and would be reported later.
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