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Chapter 4

GENERAL PRINCIPLES OF MEMBRANE
KINEMATICS AND DYNAMICS

We are now going to extend our system. Instead of point particles
we shall consider strings and higher-dimensional membranes. These ob-
jects are nowadays amongst the hottest topics in fundamental theoretical
physics. Many people are convinced that strings and accompanying higher-
dimensional membranes provide a clue to unify physics [51]. In spite of
many spectacular successes in unifying gravity with other interactions, there
still remain open problems. Amongst the most serious is perhaps the prob-
lem of a geometrical principle behind string theory [52]. The approach
pursued in this book aims to shed some more light on just that problem.
We shall pay much attention to the treatment of membranes as points in an
infinite-dimensional space, called membrane space M. When pursuing such
an approach the researchers usually try to build in right from the beginning

a complication which arises from reparametrization invariance (called also
diffeomorphism invariance). Namely, the same n-dimensional membrane
can be represented by different sets of parametric equations x# = XH(£%),
where functions X* map a membrane’s parameters (also called coordinates)
&% a=1,2,...,n, into spacetime coordinates z*, u =0,1,2,..., N — 1. The
problem is then what are coordinates of the membrane space M7 If there
were no complication caused by reparametrization invariance, then the
XH(€?) would be coordinates of M-space. But because of reparametriza-
tion invariance such a mapping from a point in M (a membrane) to its
coordinates X#(§) is one-to-many. So far there is no problem: a point in
any space can be represented by many different possible sets of coordinates,
and all those different sets are related by coordinate transformations or dif-
feomorphisms. Since the latter transformations refer to the same point they
are called passive coordinate transformations or passive diffeomorphisms.
The problem occurs when one brings into the game active diffeomorphisms
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which refer to different points of the space in question. In the case of
membrane space M active diffeomorphisms would imply the existence of
tangentially deformed membranes. But such objects are not present in a
relativistic theory of membranes, described by the minimal surface action
which is invariant under reparametrizations of £¢.

The approach pursued here is the following. We shall assume that at the
kinematic level such tangentially deformed membranes do exist [53]. When
considering dynamics it may happen that a certain action and its equa-
tions of motion exclude tangential motions within the membrane. This is
precisely what happens with membranes obeying the relativistic minimal
surface action. But the latter dynamical principle is not the most general
one. We can extend it according to geometric calculus based on Clifford
algebra. We have done so in Chapter 2 for point particles, and now we
shall see how the procedure can be generalized to membranes of arbitrary
dimension. And we shall find a remarkable result that the polyvector gen-
eralization of the membrane action allows for tangential motions of mem-
branes. Because of the presence of an extra pseudoscalar variable entering
the polyvector action, the membrane variables X# (&) and the correspond-
ing momenta become unconstrained; tangentially deformed membranes are
thus present not only at the kinematic, but also at the dynamical level. In
other words, such a generalized dynamical principle allows for tangentially
deformed membranes.

In the following sections I shall put the above description into a more
precise form. But in the spirit of this book I will not attempt to achieve
complete mathematical rigor, because for most readers this would be at
the expense of seeing the main outline of my proposal of how to formulate
membrane’s theory

4.1. MEMBRANE SPACE M

The basic kinematically possible objects of the theory we are going to
discuss are n-dimensional, arbitrarily deformable, and hence unconstrained,
membranes V), living in an N-dimensional space V. The dimensions n
and N, as well as the corresponding signatures, are left unspecified at this
stage. An unconstrained membrane V), is represented by the embedding
functions X#(¢%), up=0,1,2,...., N — 1, where £, a = 0,1,2,...,n — 1, are
local parameters (coordinates) on V,,. The set of all possible membranes V,,,
with n fixed, forms an infinite-dimensional space M. A membrane V,, can
be considered as a point in M parametrized by coordinates X*(£%) = X#(©)
which bear a discrete index p and n continuous indices £¢. To the discrete
index p we can ascribe arbitrary numbers: instead of p =10,1,2,.... N — 1
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we may set u' =1,2,..., N or i/ =2,5,3,1, ..., etc.. In general,
W= fn), (4.1)

where f is a transformation. Analogously, a continuous index £% can be
given arbitrary continuous values. Instead of £% we may take £’ which are
functions of £* :

& = f(8). (4.2)
As far as we consider, respectively, u and £% as a discrete and a con-
tinuous index of coordinates X*€) in the infinite-dimensional space M,
reparametrization of £% is analogous to a renumbering of y. Both kinds of
transformations, (4.1) and (4.2), refer to the same point of the space M;
they are passive transformations. For instance, under the action of (4.2)
we have

XH(E) = X" (f(g) = X"(¢) (4.3)

which says that the same point V, can be described either by functions
XH(€) or X (€) (where we may write X'*(€) instead of X'*(¢’) since &' is
a running parameter and can be renamed as &).

Then there also exist the active transformations, which transform one
point of the space M into another. Given a parametrization of £¢ and a
numbering of u, a point V,, of M with coordinates X#(£) can be trans-
formed into another point V', with coordinates X'#(¢). Parameters £ are
now considered as “body fixed”, so that distinct functions X#(¢£), X'*(€)
represent distinct points V,,, V', of M. Physically these are distinct mem-
branes which may be deformed one with respect to the other. Such a
membrane is unconstrained, since all coordinates X# (&) are necessary for
its description [53]-[55]. In order to distinguish an unconstrained mem-
brane V,, from the corresponding mathematical manifold V,, we use different
symbols V,, and V,,.

It may happen, in particular, that two distinct membranes V,, and V',
both lie on the same mathematical surface V,,, and yet they are physically
distinct objects, represented by different points in M.

The concept of an unconstrained membrane can be illustrated by imagin-
ing a rubber sheet spanning a surface V5. The sheet can be deformed from
one configuration (let me call it Vs) into another configuration V’s in such
a way that both configurations Vs, V'5 are spanning the same surface V5.
The configurations Vs, V' are described by functions X#(¢1, €2), X" (¢!, £2)
(i = 1,2,3), respectively. The latter functions, from the mathematical point
of view, both represent the same surface V5, and can be transformed one
into the other by a reparametrization of ¢!, £2. But from the physical point
of view, X*(¢4,€2) and X" (¢!, £?) represent two different configurations of
the rubber sheet (Fig. 4.1).
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Figure 4.1. Examples of tangentially deformed membranes. Mathematically the surfaces
on the right are the same as those on the left, but physically they are different.

The reasoning presented in the last few paragraphs implies that, since
our membranes are assumed to be arbitrarily deformable, different functions
XH"(§) can always represent physically different membranes. This justifies
use of the coordinates X*(§) for the description of points in M. Later,
when we consider a membrane’s kinematics and dynamics we shall admit
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7-dependence of coordinates X#(§). In this section all expressions refer to
a fixed value of 7, therefore we omit it from the notation.

In analogy with the finite-dimensional case we can introduce the distance
d? in our infinite-dimensional space M :

4 = [ dgdCpu (€. O dx"(§) ax ()
- pﬂ(g)y(g)dX“(g)de(oZdX“(g)qu(g), (4.4)

where ., (€,¢) = pue)w(¢) is the metric in M. In eq. (4.4) we use a no-
tation, similar to one that is usually used when dealing with more evolved
functional expressions [56], [57]. In order to distinguish continuous indices
from discrete indices, the former are written within parentheses. When we
write p(€) as a subscript or superscript this denotes a pair of indices p and
(&) (and not that p is a function of ). We also use the convention that
summation is performed over repeated indices (such as a,b) and integration
over repeated continuous indices (such as (), (¢)).

The tensor calculus in M [54, 55] is analogous to that in a finite-
dimensional space. The differential of coordinates dX#(¢) = dX#& is
a vector in M. The coordinates X*&) can be transformed into new coor-
dinates X"*¢) which are functionals of X#(©)

XM = pr@)[x]. (4.5)

The transformation (4.5) is very important. It says that if functions X*(¢)
represent a membrane V), then any other functions X'#(§) obtained from
XH(€) by a functional transformation also represent the same membrane
Vp. In particular, under a reparametrization of £* the functions X* ()
change into new functions; a reparametrization thus manifests itself as a
special functional transformation which belongs to a subclass of the general
functional transformations (4.5).

Under a general coordinate transformation (4.5) a generic vector A#&) =
AR (€) transforms as?

5X’”’ SXH(
w0 = Eg A0 = [ a4 (16)

where §/0X#(¢) denotes the functional derivative (see Box 4.1). Similar
transformations hold for a covariant vector A, ), a tensor B, ¢), (), etc..

LA similar formalism, but for a specific type of the functional transformations (4.5), namely the
reparametrizations which functionally depend on string coordinates, was developed by Bardakci
56]



112 THE LANDSCAPE OF THEORETICAL PHYSICS: A GLOBAL VIEW

Indices are lowered and raised, respectively, by p,e),(¢) and p“(f)”(o, the
latter being the inverse metric tensor satisfying

©)

PO po ey = 09 e (4.7)

Box 4.1: Functional derivative

Let X#(&) be a function of £ = £*. The functional derivative of a
functional F[X*#(£)] is defined according to

oF . FIXHE) +ed(€ — £)o"] — FIXH(E)]

5XV(§/) e—0 €

(4.8)
Examples

) F=X%¢)

oF s

2) F:aaX'u(é)

5F .
o = PO )

3)  F=X¢) 0. X"(¢)

80,00
(5XV(§) - A(f) 5Xy(f/)
<in general (5Xf(§’) (AEF[X]) = A6) 5;i§)>

4)  F=0,X"&)0Xu(&)

oF ’ /
S = 006~ )X, +03(6 — €)X,
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A suitable choice of the metric — assuring the invariance of the line
element (4.4) under the transformations (4.2) and (4.5) — is, for instance,

= Ifl g€~ ©), (4.9)

where f = det fy is the determinant of the induced metric
fab = 0. X0, X" gap (4.10)

on the sheet V;,, g, is the metric tensor of the embedding space Vi, and
« an arbitrary function of £¢.
With the metric (4.9) the line element (4.4) becomes

= /dgq/|f| a g, dXHOAXVE), (4.11)

Rewriting the abstract formulas back into the usual notation, with explicit
integration, we have

A an(e) (.12
Aue = PuemoA”9

_ /dg P& QA () = \/If| @ g A”(€). (4.13)

The inverse metric is

POV = - 1|f| g"e(€ — Q). (4.14)

Indeed, from (4.7), (4.9) and (4.14) we obtain

5®) ) = / dn 9" guo 6(€ —0)3(¢ — ) = 6",6(€ — €). (4.15)

The invariant volume element (measure) of our membrane space M is
[58]
DX = (Det pu(€,¢)) "> TT dX"(€). (4.16)
&p

Here Det denotes a continuum determinant taken over &, as well as over
w,v. In the case of the diagonal metric (4.9) we have

DX = H<\/>a|g|) dX*H(€) (4.17)
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As can be done in a finite-dimensional space, we can now also define the
covariant derivative in M. For a scalar functional A[X (£)] the covariant
functional derivative coincides with the ordinary functional derivative:

0A

wO = §xu(g) — Lom©: (4.18)

But in general a geometric object in M is a tensor of arbitrary rank,
Am(51)“2(52)"'u1(g1)u2(§2)...7 which is a functional of X*#(¢), and its covariant
derivative contains the affinity Fﬁéga(n) composed of the metric (4.9) [54,
55]. For instance, for a vector we have

— (©) o
Au(ﬁ);u(c) — AM(€)7V(C) + Fllf(q)a(n)A () (4.19)

Let the alternative notations for ordinary and covariant functional deriva-
tive be analogous to those used in a finite-dimensional space:

4] 0 D D

SXH(E) — aXHE e P Xa(E) — DXHO — Due)-

(4.20)

4.2. MEMBRANE DYNAMICS

In the previous section I have considered arbitrary deformable mem-
branes as kinematically possible objects of a membrane theory. A mem-
brane, in general, is not static, but is assumed to move in an embedding
space Viy. The parameter of evolution (“time”) will be denoted 7. Kine-
matically every continuous trajectory X#(7,£&%) = X u(&) (1) is possible in
principle. A particular dynamical theory then selects which amongst those
kinematically possible membranes and trajectories are also dynamically
possible. In this section I am going to describe the theory in which a dy-
namically possible trajectory X#() (1) is a geodesic in the membrane space

M.

MEMBRANE THEORY AS A FREE FALL IN
M-SPACE

Let X2®) be 7-dependent coordinates of a point in M-space and Pal(enB(e")
an arbitrary fixed metric in M. From the point of view of a finite-dimensional
space Viy the symbol X&) = X(¢) represents an n-dimensional membrane
embedded in Vy. We assume that every dynamically possible trajectory
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X (1) satisfies the variational principle given by the action

el e arem\ 1/2
I1[x°®) = / d (paenaen XK€ XOEN) (4.21)
This is just the action for a geodesic in M-space.

The equation of motion is obtained if we functionally differentiate (4.21)
with respect to X&) (7):

6.[ ]. . o 1! d !
XA () / A7’ 173 Paeaen X € o = )5

+ % / dr’ u11/2 (5XM?€) O pa(f’)ﬁ(&”)) XX =0, (4.22)
where
1= pagenpien X X (4.23)
and
5§ =0o(¢—¢). (4.24)

The integration over 7 in the first term of eq. (4.22) can be easily performed
and eq. (4.22) becomes

51 d <Pa(€')#(f)Xa(5l)>

SX () (7’) B _E u1/2

1 1 5 . o !/ . 11
3 / dr' i (5}(#(@(7) pa(é’)ﬁ(é“)) XX =0,
(4.25)
Some exercises with such a variation are performed in Box 4.2, where we
use the notation 0, ¢) = /6 XH(, ).
If the expression for the metric py¢)g(¢) does not contain the velocity

X", then eq. (4.25) further simplifies to

d /. 1 € < B(E"
This can be written also in the form
dx#() el e ren
& o xE) xBE") — 4.97
o T aesen : (4.27)

which is a straightforward generalization of the usual geodesic equation
from a finite-dimensional space to an infinite-dimensional M-space.

The metric pqerygery is arbitrary fixed background metric of M-space.
Choice of the latter metric determines, from the point of view of the em-
bedding space Vi, a particular membrane theory. But from the viewpoint
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Box 4.2: Excercises with variations and functional derivatives

)X = 5 [ a XK

51 5XV(+)
= [ar xe LT,
5Xa(7) / T XA (T) 5Xa(r)
= /dT/X (") —d (5(7’—7’):——d X
o dr’ dr ¢

2)  I[XH(r€)] /d’dgy/ (€] X1, €N XY (7, €Y

ol |f( /76/)‘ o2 1 ¢!
rotrg ~ 2] 7 S 0O

+ 5/olT’dg’ mgxu%nw
-3 / dr'd¢’ \/mﬁ’“Xaa;é(& —&)o(r — )X, ¢)
+ [arag \If () xalr €) < 58(r = )3 - €)
=50 (Wa% XQ) -4 ( 1% )

) I= / A7’ (pa(ensen X EVXAE 1 k)

5Xu / dr’ l (r&)Patepien X 1 XA

d o 1!
+2p04(5/)ﬂ(5”) dT’a(T -7 ) (5 f ) Xﬁ £ +0 u(r, 5)

d // Oé, . "
— 3 (Puoypen X))+ / dT[ (ré&)Paepien X &) XPIE 4%@5)4

(continued)
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Box 4.2 (continued)

K
a)  Paser) =

o d(m \f\XH> 1, (mfaax X2>

SXHO(r) — dr \ A 2
—§aa(m/|f|aaxux)
51 L
— =0 = )\QZXaXa
A(€)
d (VIS . o
;»d7<@x#>+aa(n 1£10°X, Y X2) =0
K

b)  Pagenper) =

u(re)Paer)Ber) = K

+ /| f (7,

6 !’ " .
/ a7 CPEIBE) a

6XM(§) (7')

=~k (/11107 X,/X2) +,€i<m§%>

dr’
[ s

VIf(E)

8¢ = mas . K = [ d&y/ifmr

AE)

!f(f’)’ (' —€" g | K= /df\/]?n\/;

NITGA)] -
XM E) VX))

Y 1 I en
N e (v o )

=€

‘a a (é- - 5/)5(7— - T/) , "
9 Xp \/ﬁ Nap 5 —=¢&")
X,u(€)
2(2—/))3 (5 g) (5 5 )d 15(7- — T )naﬁ

(&) X B(E)

a1 10" X, %) - d(lf\j%)
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of M-space there is just one membrane theory in a background metric
Pa(¢)B(e) Which is an arbitrary functional of X O (7).
Suppose now that the metric is given by the following expression:

peiensien = i e emy o (4.28)

X3(¢)
where X2(¢') = X*(¢')X,,(¢'), and & is a constant. If we insert the latter
expression into the equation of geodesic (4.22) and take into account the

prescriptions of Boxes 4.1 and 4.2, we immediately obtain the following
equations of motion:

i < 11/2 |f| X) e (\/>\/>3aX) (4.29)

The latter equation can be written as

o () e (V) v () =

(4.30)
If we multiply this by X# and assume that /[f]V/ X2 # 0 we obtain

g ﬁ [% ( V@x& X“+aa(\/MaaX#\/E)X#]
il s
[ )

_@Em]

= 0. (4.31)

In the above calculation we have used the relations

d 0 : ;
v afr = 11 F20.X 0 X, = /|1 9° X, 0, X" (4.32)

X, X d [ X :
I -1 = _< “)Xﬂ:o. (4.33)

and
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We have thus seen that the equations of motion (4.29) automatically
imply
du dy/p
=0 —— =0 0. 4.34
dr o gy T 7 (4.34)
Therefore, instead of (4.29) we can write

% (\/'Xil Xﬂ) + 04 (\/m\/;aaxu> — 0. (4.35)

This is precisely the equation of motion of the Dirac-Nambu-Goto mem-
brane of arbitrary dimension. The latter objects are nowadays known as
p-branes, and they include point particles (O-branes) and strings (1-branes).
It is very interesting that the conventional theory of p-branes is just a par-
ticular case —with the metric (4.28)— of the membrane dynamics given by
the action (4.21).

The action (4.21) is by definition invariant under reparametrizations of
&% In general, it is not invariant under reparametrization of the evolution
parameter 7. If the expression for the metric p,¢)g¢r) does not contain
the velocity X* then the invariance of (4.21) under reparametrizations of 7
is obvious. On the contrary, if p, )¢y contains X" then the action (4.21)
is not invariant under reparametrizations of 7. For instance, if py(¢)g(e)
is given by eq. (4.28), then, as we have seen, the equation of motion auto-
matically contains the relation

dd (X1 X, / de my/IF1V X Jx2—o. (4.36)

The latter relation is nothing but a gauge firing relation, where by “gauge”
we mean here a choice of parameter 7. The action (4.21), which in the case
of the metric (4.28) is not reparametrization invariant, contains the gauge
fixing term. The latter term is not added separately to the action, but is
implicit by the exponent % of the expression X#(€) X u(€)-

In general the exponent in the Lagrangian is not necessarily %, but can
be arbitrary:

I[Xa(ﬁ)] - /dT (pa@,)ﬁ(ﬁu)Xa(g/)Xﬁ(ﬁu))a . (437)

For the metric (4.28) the corresponding equation of motion is

% <a/ﬂ_1 K\/%’ X/,L) + ap®1o, (mﬁ\/;OGXO =0. (4.38)

For any a which is different from 1 we obtain a gauge fixing relation which
is equivalent to (4.34), and the same equation of motion (4.35). When
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a = 1 we obtain directly the equation of motion (4.35), and no gauge fixing
relation (4.34). For a = 1 and the metric (4.28) the action (4.37) is invariant
under reparametrizations of 7.

We shall now focus our attention to the action

I[Xa(g)] = /dT pa(g/)ﬁ(gu)Xa(gl)Xﬂ(g/) = /dT dg"/”‘\/ ‘f| V X2 (439)

with the metric (4.28). It is invariant under the transformations

r— 71 =7(1), (4.40)

£ — ¢ =¢"(¢") (4.41)
in which 7 and £ do not mix.
Invariance of the action (4.39) under reparametrizations (4.40) of the evo-
lution parameter 7 implies the existence of a constraint among the canonical
momenta p,¢) and coordinates X #&) Momenta are given by

oL . / 8[) / "y . N 7

— — L xv(€) 4 ZPaE)BEY) fra(e) xBE")

Pu€) = xae ~ PumevenX T g XX

- ”V|_f| X, (4.42)
VX2

By distinsguishing covariant and contravariant components one finds

Pute) = Xuie) - P& = X0, (4.43)

We define ' . '
Pute) = pu(€) =pu, XMO = XH(E) = XM (4.44)

Here p, and X" have the meaning of the usual finite dimensional vectors
whose components are lowered raised by the finite-dimensional metric ten-
sor g, and its inverse gH”:

' =g"p,, XM = g,wX” (4.45)

Eq.(4.42) implies
P'pu— K fl =0 (4.46)

which is satisfied at every £%.
Multiplying (4.46) by vV X2/(k+/[f]) and integrating over ¢ we have

1 VX 206 = p o XHO _ [ = f =
3 ] 46T W I =R XHO L =H =0 (447



General principles of membrane kinematics and dynamics 121

where L = fdf/ﬁ/ﬁ\/ﬁ.

We see that the Hamiltonian belonging to our action (4.39) is identically
zero. This is a well known consequence of the reparametrization invariance
(4.40). The relation (4.46) is a constraint at £* and the Hamiltonian (4.47)
is a linear superposition of the constraints at all possible £%.

An action which is equivalent to (4.39) is

I[XHE) )] = / drdé k ( By A) (4.48)

where X is a Lagrange multiplier.
In the compact notation of M-space eq. (4.48) reads

I1x / A7 (pagenpen X X€ + k), (4.49)

— K[XHO )\ = / déry /] £ (4.50)

where

and

sV If(E
Palensien) = Patensen XS A = %5 (& —&Mnas.  (4.51)

Variation of (4.49) with respect to X&) (1) and \ gives

i <ﬁr )

SXHE(T) Cdr A
1 VX2
50 (M/m(aaxﬂ ( : +>\)> —0, (4.52)
1 XMX,
BeE - et 1=0. (4.53)

The system of equations (4.52), (4.53) is equivalent to (4.35). This is in
agreement with the property that after inserting the \ “equation of motion”
(4.53) into the action (4.48) one obtains the action (4.39) which directly
leads to the equation of motion (4.35).

The invariance of the action (4.48) under reparametrizations (4.40) of
the evolution parameter 7 is assured if A transforms according to

dr’
Ao N = dT A (4.54)

This is in agreement with the relations (4.53) which says that
A= (XPX,)12
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Box 4.3: Conservation of the constraint

Since the Hamiltonian H = [ d¢AH in eq. (4.67) is zero for any
A, it follows that the Hamiltonian density

HIXH, pu] = (p“p w2\ /1f1 ) (4.55)

vanishes for any £*. The requirement that the constraint (6.1) is
conserved in 7 can be written as

H={H,H} =0, (4.56)

which is satisfied if
{H(&), H(E} = 0. (4.57)

That the Poisson bracket (4.57) indeed vanishes can be found
as follows. Let us work in the language of the Hamilton—Jacobi func-
tional S[X*#(&)], in which one considers the momentum vector field
Pu(¢) to be a function of position XH(E) in M-space, i.e., a functional
of X#(&) given by

e = Pue(X"O) =, XHO = . (459

Therefore H[XH(£),pu(§)] is a functional of X#(&). Since H = 0, it
follows that its functional derivative also vanishes:
dH  OH N OH  Opu(er)
dxn@E) — gxm©) Py (er) oX &)

/ ae’ (57‘[ 5pu(§) =0. (4.59)

5X 263 opu (&) OXH(E)

Using (4.59) and (4.58) we have

M&)M&O_émw(m@>
SXP(E") opu(€”)  OXM(E") pu(€”)

" yem () 0H(E) (opu(€") . 517“(5”,) _
/%d€&MWﬁm@9QW%@ MM@Q‘Q

m@m&h/w(

(4.60)
(continued)
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Box 4.3 (continued)

Conservation of the constraint (4.55) is thus shown to be automati-
cally sastisfied.

On the other hand, we can calculate the Poisson bracket (4.57) by
using the explicit expression (4.55). So we obtain

{H(&), H(&)} =

VI e e oo VI s o o
|f(§/)|aa5(§ g)]%(f)a XH(E)+ ‘f(g)‘aa(S(f f)Pu(f)a X1

= — (Pu(§O" X&) + pu(€)I*XH(€)) Bud(§ — €') =0, (4.61)
where we have used the relation
F(£)040(& =€) = 04 [F(£)3(€ = &)] = 9u [F(£)d(€ — &)

= F(£)0a0(§ — &) + 0aF(£)0(§ = &) (4.62)

Multiplying (4.61) by an arbitrary “test” function ¢(¢’) and integrat-
ing over ¢ we obtain

290" X D + Oa(pud* X" = 0. (4.63)

Since ¢ and O0,¢ can be taken as independent at any point £, it
follows that
Pu0a Xt = 0. (4.64)

The “momentum” constraints (4.64) are thus shown to be automat-
ically satisfied as a consequence of the conservation of the “Hamilto-
nian” constraint (4.55). This procedure was been discovered in ref.
[59]. Here I have only adjusted it to the case of membrane theory.

If we calculate the Hamiltonian belonging to (4.49) we find
H = (peyX*® — L) = Lp,ep'® - K) =0, (4.65)

where the canonical momentum is

_ oL _ sVl
Pu©) = e = e (4.66)

Explicitly (4.65) reads

_ ! A 2 =
= [ = Rl =0, (4.67)
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The Lagrange multiplier A is arbitrary. The choice of A determines the
choice of parameter 7. Therefore (4.67) holds for every A, which can only
be satisfied if we have

p'p. — K2 f| =0 (4.68)

at every point £ on the membrane. Eq. (4.68) is a constraint at £%, and
altogether there are infinitely many constraints.

In Box 4.3 it is shown that the constraint (4.68) is conserved in 7 and
that as a consequence we have

Puda X" = 0. (4.69)

The latter equation is yet are another set of constraints? which are satisfied
at any point £ of the membrane manifold V,,

First order form of the action. Having the constraints (4.68), (4.69)
one can easily write the first order, or phase space action,

. A
I[XH, pu, A, A\ :/deg (p Xt — — " (p"p, — K2|f]) — A% 6aX“>,
7 w QK\/W W Iz

(4.70)
where A and A® are Lagrange multipliers.
The equations of motion are
Xt o pu+ 0, </@)\\/ |flo" X, — )\apu> =0, (4.71)
. A a

opu - XH— Tpﬂ — A9, X" =0, (4.72)
SA i php,— K|Sl =0, (4.73)
0N 1 pu0y X* =0. (4.74)

Eqgs. (4.72)—(4.74) can be cast into the following form:
pp = = Af (%, — A*9,xm), (4.75)
A= (XM N9, XM (X, — Aoy X ) (4.76)

2Something similar happens in canonical gravity. Moncrief and Teitelboim [59] have shown
that if one imposes the Hamiltonian constraint on the Hamilton functional then the momentum
constraints are automatically satisfied.
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Ao = XFO.X,. (4.77)

Inserting the last three equations into the phase space action (4.70) we

have
. 1/2
I[X"] =k / dr d&y/If| [XXY O — 0°X0aX0)| (4.78)

The vector X (M — 0X,,0,X,) is normal to the membrane V,; its scalar
product with tangent vectors 0, X* is identically zero. The form X*X" (1, —
0°X,,0,X,) can be considered as a 1-dimensional metric, equal to its de-
terminant, on a line which is orthogonal to V,,. The product

FXPXY (N — 0°X,0.X,) = det 94 X Op X, (4.79)

is equal to the determinant of the induced metric 04 X#0p X, on the (n+1)-
dimensional surface X*(¢4), ¢ = (7, £%), swept by our membrane V,,. The
action (4.78) is then the minimal surface action for the (n+ 1)-dimensional
worldsheet Vj,41:

IX*] = H/d”“qb(det OaX"9pX,)"2. (4.80)

This is the conventional Dirac-Nambu-Goto action, and (4.70) is one of its
equivalent forms.

We have shown that from the point of view of M-space a membrane of
any dimension is just a point moving along a geodesic in M. The metric of
M-space is taken to be an arbitrary fixed background metric. For a special
choice of the metric we obtain the conventional p-brane theory. The latter
theory is thus shown to be a particular case of the more general theory,
based on the concept of M-space.

Another form of the action is obtained if in (4.70) we use the replacement

pu=" A"f' (X, — A0, X,,) (4.81)

which follows from “the equation of motion” (4.72). Then instead of (4.70)
we obtain the action

(B )@ BY(X _ \b
I[X“,A,)\“]:g/den@/’f‘ <(X A"0uX i\(Xu A 0pXy) 1A

(4.82)
If we choose a gauge such that A* = 0, then (4.82) coincides with the action
(4.48) considered before.
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The analogy with the point particle. The action (4.82), and espec-
ially (4.48), looks like the well known Howe-Tucker action [31] for a point
particle, apart from the integration over coordinates £ of a space-like hy-
persurface ¥ on the worldsheet V,,;;. Indeed, a worldsheet can be con-
sidered as a continuum collection or a bundle of worldlines X*#(7,£%), and
(4.82) is an action for such a bundle. Individual worldlines are distinguished
by the values of parameters £°.

We have found a very interesting inter-relationship between various con-
cepts:

1) membrane as a “point particle” moving along a geodesic in an infinite-
dimensional membrane space M;

2) worldsheet swept by a membrane as a minimal surface in a finite-
dimensional embedding space Vi;

3) worldsheet as a bundle of worldlines swept by point particles moving
in V.

MEMBRANE THEORY AS A MINIMAL SURFACE
IN AN EMBEDDING SPACE

In the previous section we have considered a membrane as a point in an
infinite-dimensional membrane space M. Now let us change our point of
view and consider a membrane as a surface in a finite-dimensional embed-
ding space Vp When moving, a p-dimensional membrane sweeps a (d =
p + 1)-dimensional surface which I shall call a worldsheet>. What is an ac-
tion which determines the membrane dynamics, i.e., a possible worldsheet?
Again the analogy with the point particle provides a clue. Since a point
particle sweeps a worldline whose action is the minimal length action, it is
natural to postulate that a membrane’s worldsheet satisfies the minimal
surface action:

IXM =k / A9 (det D4 X 0p X )2 (4.83)

This action, called also the Dirac-Nambu—Goto action, is invariant under
reparametrizations of the worldsheet coordinates ¢4, A = 0,1,2,...,d —
1. Consequently the dynamical variables X*, y = 0,1,2,..., D, and the
corresponding momenta are subjected to d primary constraints.

Another suitable form of the action (equivalent to (4.83)) is the Howe—
Tucker action [31] generalized to a membrane of arbitrary dimension p

31n the literature on p-branes such a surface is often called ” world volume” and sometimes world
surface.



General principles of membrane kinematics and dynamics 127

(p-brane):
Ko
1[0, 44B) = 2 / JH(ABOAX OpX, +2—d).  (4.84)

Besides the variables X#(¢), u =0, 1,2, ..., D—1, which denote the position
of a d-dimensional (d = p + 1) worldsheet V; in the embedding spacetime
Vp, the above action also contains the auxiliary variables vA45 (with the
role of Lagrange multipliers) which have to be varied independently from
XH,

By varying (4.84) with respect to v48 we arrive at the equation for the
induced metric on a worldsheet:

yaB = 04X 0B X, (4.85)

Inserting (4.85) into (4.84) we obtain the Dirac-Nambu-Goto action (4.83).

In eq. (4.84) the 4% are the Lagrange multipliers, but they are not all
independent. The number of worldsheet constraints is d, which is also the
number of independent Lagrange multipliers. In order to separate out of
~AB the independent multipliers we proceed as follows. Let ¥ be a space-
like hypersurface on the worldsheet, and n? the normal vector field to X.
Then the worldsheet metric tensor can be written as

A, B
n-n _ naAng _
A8 = ——— + 345, YAB = ——%— t+ 4B, (4.86)
n n

where 748 is projection tensor, satisfying

¥4Bnp =0, Fapn® =0. (4.87)

It projects any vector into the hypersurface to which n® is the normal. For
instance, using (4.86) we can introduce the tangent derivatives

nan®?
n2

OaXH =3B X+t =~ BopXH — opX*H. (4.88)
An arbitrary derivative 04 X* is thus decomposed into a normal and tan-
gential part (relative to X):

OAXH =n 0XH + O X", (4.89)

where A
s XM _
oxr =" pAg, X =0, (4.90)
n
Details about using and keeping the d-dimensional covariant notation as far
as possible are given in ref. [61]. Here, following ref. [62], I shall present a
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shorter and more transparent procedure, but without the covariant notation
in d-dimensions.

Let us take such a class of coordinate systems in which covariant com-
ponents of normal vectors are

na = (1,0,0,...,0). (4.91)

From egs. (4.86) and (4.91) we have

n2 = yapnn®B = 4B ang = n® = 4%, (4.92)
R0 —(, 7% —q, (4.93)
and
Yoo = % + ’Yabz:;l(:;l;v (4.94)
o — _%;%f” (4.95)
Yab = Yab (4.96)
700 _ n()j (4.97)
VT (4.98)
b mab ":Lg‘b C ab=1,2,..p. (4.99)

The decomposition (4.89) then becomes

Do XH = OXH + Og X+, (4.100)
Do XM = 0, X", (4.101)
where
ST G OXH Ozt

Xt =Xty — 0 XP=gpXH = ——, 9, XF=—"—, (4102
0 + no ; a0 660 ’ 0, 85‘17 ( 0 )

_ a9, X H
Foxh — "0 (4.103)
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The nt = (n°,n%) can have the role of d independent Lagrange multipliers.
We can now rewrite our action in terms of n?, n®, and 5% (instead of y45).
We insert (4.97)—(4.99) into (4.84) and take into account that

,-_Y
=L 4.104
=2 (4.104)

where v = detyap is the determinant of the worldsheet metric and ¥ =
det 7, the determinant of the metric ¥, = Yap, a,0 = 1,2,...;p on the
hypersurface .

So our action (4.84) after using (4.97)—(4.99) becomes

XH A zab) _ ko dd ﬁ
[ 7n 7’7/ ] 2 ¢m
0yvuy ayu ~ab nanb m
x | nO XX+ 200 X0, X, + (3 + —5)0uX 0y X, +2 —d | . (4.105)

Variation of the latter action with respect to 7% gives the expression for
the induced metric on the surface 3 :

Yab = 0 X' X, , A =d — 1. (4.106)

We can eliminate 5%° from the action (4.105) by using the relation (4.106):

a Ko V |f| 1 Y a Y
IX",n% = = /ddgﬁm (no(nOX“ + 00, X")(n° X, +n’8pX,) + 1),
(4.107)
where /| f| = det 0, X"0,X,,. The latter action is a functional of the world-

sheet variables X* and d independent Lagrange multipliers n4 = (n%,na).
Varying (4.107) with respect to n” and n® we obtain the worldsheet con-

straints: ,
. X! . 1
on . (XM 4 ”n—"O)XM =, (4.108)
. by, X H
ont : (XP 4+ 29, X, =0, (4.109)

no

Using (4.102) the constraints can be written as

(4.110)

1
8X“8XM = —0,
n

DX"9;X, = 0. (4.111)
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The action (4.107) contains the expression for the normal derivative 0.X*
and can be written in the form

20 fanre (205 ) 2= L
1—2/drd§1/\f\< LA A= (4.112)

where we have written d%¢ = dr dP¢, since ¢ = (7,£%) .

So we arrived at an action which looks like the well known Howe—Tucker
action for a point particle, except for the integration over a space-like
hypersurface 3, parametrized by coordinates £*,a = 1,2, ..., p. Introducing
A\ = —n?/nY the normal derivative can be written as 9X* = X#— A0 X,
Instead of nY, n® we can take \ = 1/\/@, A = —n%/n? as the Lagrange
multipliers. In eq. (4.112) we thus recognize the action (4.82).

MEMBRANE THEORY BASED ON THE
GEOMETRIC CALCULUS IN M-SPACE

We have seen that a membrane’s velocity X#®) and momentum Pu(e) can
be considered as components of vectors in an infinite-dimensional membrane
space M in which every point can be parametrized by coordinates X 1(8)
which represent a membrane. In analogy with the finite-dimensional case
considered in Chapter 2 we can introduce the concept of a vector in M
and a set of basis vectors e, (), such that any vector a can be expanded
according to

a=a"%e,q. (4.113)
From the requirement that
a? = ey 0" ey = puepena”Pa”® (4.114)
we have
1 —
5 Eu@reue) T eue)eue) = eute) ~ enle) = Puiem(e): (4.115)

This is the definition of the inner product and e, are generators of Clifford
algebra in M-space.

A more complete elaboration of geometric calculus based on Clifford
algebra in M will be provided in Chapter 6. Here we just use (4.113),
(4.115) to extend the point particle polyvector action (2.56) to M-space.

We shall start from the first order action (4.70). First we rewrite the
latter action in terms of the compact M-space notation:

1 a
(PP = K) = A"pyue) 9a X

I[XH, pu, \, A = /dT (pu(g))'(“@) -5
(4.116)
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In order to avoid introducing a new symbol, it is understood that the pro-
duct Ap,, ) denotes covariant components of an M-space vector. The
Lagrange multiplier A is included in the metric p,(¢),er)-

According to (4.113) we can write the momentum and velocity vectors

as
p= pﬂ(g)e“(@, (4.117)
X = X0, 4, (4.118)
where /
&) — pu(é)'/(ﬁ )e,,(g) (4.119)
and
e“(é) '61,(5/) = (5'“(6),/(5/). (4120)
The action (4.116) can be written as
1
I(X,p, A\, \%) = /dT {p X - §(p2 — K) - \9,X -p|, (4.121)
where
0 X = 0, X" e, 6 (4.122)

are tangent vectors. We can omit the dot operation in (4.121) and write
the action

. 1
I(X,p, A AY) = / dr [pX - 5(p2 —K) = \"p0,X (4.123)

which contains the scalar part and the bivector part. It is straightforward
to show that the bivector part contains the same information about the
equations of motion as the scalar part.

Besides the objects (4.113) which are 1-vectors in M we can also form 2-
vectors, 3-vectors, etc., according to the analogous procedures as explained
in Chapter 2. For instance, a 2-vector is

aNb= a“(g)bl’@/)e“@) A €yerys (4.124)

where e,,¢) A e,¢ry are basis 2-vectors. Since the index (&) has the discrete
part p and the continuous part (§), the wedge product

Cu(gn) /N Cplga) N NN Cugy) (4.125)

can have any number of terms with different values of £ and the same value
of p. The number of terms in the wedge product

Cpr(€) N Cpua(e) N+ N Cpy(e)s (4.126)
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with the same value of &, but with different values of u, is limited by the

number of discrete dimensions of M-space. At fixed £ the Clifford algebra

of M-space behaves as the Clifford algebra of a finite-dimensional space.
Let us write the pseudoscalar unit of the finite-dimensional subspace V,,

of M as
Le) = eua(e) N eua(e) N+ N () (4.127)

A generic polyvector in M is a superposition

A= ag+a"Oe, g + a1 e, () Neyye) + -

+ a‘”(51)“2(52)'"“’“(5’“)%1(51) A s (£2) AL A € (€r) + ... (4.128)

As in the case of the point particle I shall follow the principle that the
most general physical quantities related to membranes, such as momentum
P and velocity X, are polyvectors in M-space. I invite the interested reader
to work out as an exercise (or perhaps as a research project) what physical
h[lterpretation4 could be ascribed to all possible multivector terms of P and
X. For the finite-dimensional case I have already worked out in Chapter 2,
Sec 3, to certain extent such a physical interpretation. We have also seen
that at the classical level, momentum and velocity polyvectors which solve
the equations of motion can have all the multivector parts vanishing except
for the vector and pseudoscalar part. Let us assume a similar situation for
the membrane momentum and velocity:

P =P,y + mO I, (4.129)

X = XM, + $© I g (4.130)

In addition let us assume

0 X = 0a X"V e,y ¢) + 0O I ). (4.131)

Let us assume the following general membrane action:
o1
I(X,P,\\%) = / dr {PX — §(P2 — K) = \0,X P|. (4.132)

On the one hand the latter action is a generalization of the action (4.121)
to arbitrary polyvectors X, P, A?9,X. On the other hand, (4.132) is a

4As a hint the reader is advised to look at Secs. 6.3 and 7.2.
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generalization of the point particle polyvector action (2.56), where the
polyvectors in a finite-dimensional space V,, are replaced by polyvectors in
the infinite-dimensional space M.

Although the polyvectors in the action (4.132) are arbitrary in principle
(defined according to (4.128)), we shall from now on restrict our considera-
tion to a particular case in which the polyvectors are given by eqs. (4.129)-
(4.131). Rewriting the action action (4.132) in the component notation,
that is, by inserting (4.129)-(4.131) into (4.132) and by taking into account
(4.115), (4.120) and

m/_

Cu(e) EuE) = Pu@u(e) = 0(& = &)y, (4.133)

H\/_

LIy = peye) = 5(¢—¢), (4.134)
Igy-evey = 0, (4.135)
we obtain
- . 1
_)\a(aaX“(g)pu(g) — 8as(f)m(§)) . (4.136)

By the way, let us observe that using (4.133), (4.134) we have

K= f/dg mFA =200, O =), (4.137)

which demonstrates that the term K can also be written in the elegant
tensor notation.
More explicitly, (4.136) can be written in the form

I[X", 5, ppym, A, A% = /deng [pMX“—mS— w2 f])

A
2T (75 -
A0, X", B, sm)] (4.138)

This is a generalization of the membrane action (4.70) considered in Sec.
4.2. Besides the coordinate variables X*(£) we have now an additional
variable s(§). Besides the momentum variables p,(§) we also have the
variable m(§). We retain the same symbols p, and m as in the case of
the point particle theory, with understanding that those variables are now
&-dependent densities of weight 1.
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The equations of motion derived from (4.138) are:

ds : —m+ 0g(A\*m) =0, (4.139)
OXH o pu+0, (/fM/\f]o”’aXu — /\apu> =0, (4.140)
m 1 —=§+ A0+ Lm =0, (4.141)
V]
opy + XM — N9 XH — Alfl P =0, (4.142)
K

S\ phfp,—m? — K2 f| =0, (4.143)
A" 1 0, XM py — Ousm = 0. (4.144)

Let us collect in the action those term which contain s and m and re-
express them by using the equations of motion (4.141). We obtain

A A
—mé+ ——m? 4+ \psm = ————m?
2vV1f] 26/| f]

Using again (4.141) and also (4.139) we have

(4.145)

1 " 1/ d(ms) a
2W_ = S (md 4 Xy m) = 5( - +0a(>\sm)>. (4.146)

Inserting (4.145) and (4.146) into the action (4.138) we obtain

I—/d d"¢ [—(ms)+ —0g(msA?)

. A
+ puXH— Fpu— K2 f]) = A0 X p,|.  (4.147
Py 2K\/m(p Pu—r"|f]) WXy | (4.147)
We see that the extra variables s, m occur only in the terms which are total
derivatives. Those terms have no influence on the equations of motion, and
can be omitted, so that

(0" — K21 f]) = A0 X"py | -

(4.148)
This action action looks like the action (4.70) considered in Sec 2.2. How-
ever, now A and A\* are no longer Lagrange multipliers. They should be
considered as fixed since they have already been “used” when forming the
terms —(d/d7)(ms) and 9,(msA?) in (4.147). Fixing of A\, A* means fixing

. A
INX" pu] = /de"f [puX“— 2 /T
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the gauge, that is the choice of parameters 7 and £®. In (4.148) we have
thus obtained a reduced action which is a functional of the reduced number
of variables X*, p,. All X* or all p, are independent; there are no more
constraints.

However, a choice of gauge (the fixing of A\, A*) must be such that the
equations of motion derived from the reduced action are consistent with
the equations of motion derived from the original constrained action. In
our case we find that an admissible choice of gauge is given by

A
rV [

where A, A® are arbitrary fixed functions of 7, £*. So we obtained the
following wunconstrained action:

=A, \=A" (4.149)

INX", p,] = /dT d"¢ {p#X“ — %(p“pu — /€2|f\) — A0, X" p,| . (4.150)

The fixed function A does not transform as a scalar under reparametriza-
tions of &%, but a scalar density of weight —1, whereas A? transforms as
a vector. Under reparametrizations of 7 they are assumed to transform
according to A’ = (dr/d7)A and A'® = (d7/d7')A®. The action (4.150)
is then covariant under reparametrizations of 7 and £%, i.e., it retains the
same form. However, it is not invariant (A and A® in a new parametriza-
tion are different functions of the new parameters), therefore there are no
constraints.

Variation of the action (4.150) with respect to X* and p,, gives

Xt Oa (MR2IF10° X, — A%py) =0, (4.151)

opy 1 XM — A9 X" — Ap* = 0. (4.152)

The latter equations of motion are indeed equal to the equations of motion
(4.140),(4.142) in which gauge is fixed according to (4.149).
Eliminating p,, in (4.150) by using eq (4.152), we obtain

(XP — A%9, XH)(X,, — AL, XH)
A

IXH] = %deng [ +A/<;2|f|]. (4.153)

If A = 0 this simplifies to

/d dane ( SN 2\f|> (4.154)
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In the static case, i.e., when XH = 0, we have

1[x") = % / dr d"¢ AR2|f), (4.155)
which is the well known Schild action [63].
Alternative form of the M-space metric. Let us now again consider

the action (4.136). Instead of (4.133), (4.134) let us now take the following
form of the metric:

Pu€v(e) = %5(5 — &) (4.156)
1 /
P = —;5(5 -&), (4.157)
and insert it into (4.136). Then we obtain the action
IIX*", 8, pp,m, N, A\ = (4.158)

. A
/de”{ [—mé + pu Xt — §(p”p# —m? — K2 f]) — A0 X py — Dusm)|

which is equivalent to (4.138). Namely, we can easily verify that the cor-
responding equations of motion are equivalent to the equations of motion
(4.139)—(4.144). From the action (4.158) we then obtain the unconstrained
action (4.150) by fixing A = A and \* = A®.

We have again found (as in the case of a point particle) that the polyvec-
tor generalization of the action naturally contains “time” and evolution of
the membrane variables X#. Namely, in the theory there occurs an extra
variable s whose derivative $§ with respect to the worldsheet parameter 7
is the pseudoscalar part of the velocity polyvector. This provides a mech-
anism of obtaining the Stueckelberg action from a more basic principle.

Alternative form of the constrained action. Let us again consider
the constrained action (4.138) which is a functional of the variables X*, s
and the canonical momenta p,, m. We can use equation of motion (4.141)
in order to eliminate the Lagrange multipliers A from the action. By doing
so we obtain

I= / dr d™¢ l—m(é — X%8y5) + pu(XH — A0, XH)

$— N0,s
R el

(4.159)
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We shall now prove that

d dxm .
& 5 A%,s and T = XM — A9, X, (4.160)
dr dr
where § = 9s/07 and X* = X" /A7 are partial derivatives. The latter
relations follow from the definitions of the total derivatives

ds 0Os d§“ dx#* ox* 48’
dr ~ or LT or 0 X dr’ (4.161)
and the relation A\* = —d&?/dr, which comes from the momentum con-

straint p,0, X* = 0.
Inserting (4.160) into eq. (4.159) we obtain yet another equivalent clas-
sical action

I[X*", pp,m /dsdnf [p# P ———%(pz—/s?m) : (4.162)

2
in which the variable s has disappeared from the Lagrangian, and it has
instead become the evolution parameter. Alternatively, if in the action
(4.159) we choose a gauge such that $ = 1, A> = 0, then we also obtain the
same action (4.162).
The variable m in (4.162) acquired the status of a Lagrange multiplier
leading to the constraint

om: p?—kK3f|—m?=0. (4.163)

Using the constraint (4.163) we can eliminate m from the action (4.162)
and we obtain the following reduced action

IIX", pu] = /dsdné (pu% —\/p* = H2|f!) (4.164)

which, of course, is unconstrained. It is straightforward to verify that the
equations of motion derived from the unconstrained action (4.164) are the
same as the ones derived from the original constrained action (4.138).

The extra variable s in the reparametrization invariant constrained action
(4.138), after performing reduction of variables by using the constraints, has
become the evolution parameter.

There is also a more direct derivation of the unconstrained action which
will be provided in the next section.

Conclusion. Geometric calculus based on Clifford algebra in a finite-
dimensional space can be generalized to the infinite-dimensional membrane
space M. Mathematical objects of such an algebra are Clifford numbers,



138 THE LANDSCAPE OF THEORETICAL PHYSICS: A GLOBAL VIEW

also called Clifford aggregates, or polyvectors. It seems natural to assume
that physical quantities are in general polyvectors in M. Then, for instance,
the membrane velocity X* in general is not a vector, but a polyvector, and
hence it contains all other possible r-vector parts, including a scalar and a
pseudoscalar part. As a preliminary step I have considered here a model in
which velocity is the sum of a vector and a pseudoscalar. The pseudoscalar
component is §, i.e., the derivative of an extra variable s. Altogether we thus
have the variables X* and s, and the corresponding canonically conjugate
momenta p, and m. The polyvector action is reparametrization invariant,
and as a consequence there are constraints on those variables. Therefore
we are free to choose appropriate number of extra relations which eliminate
the redundancy of variables. We may choose relations such that we get rid
of the extra variables s and m, but then the remaining variables X*, p,,
are unconstrained, and they evolve in the evolution parameter 7 which, by
choice of a gauge, can be made proportional to s.

Our model with the polyvector action thus allows for dynamics in space-
time. [t resolves the old problem of the conflict between our experience of
the passage of time on the one hand, and the fact that the theory of relati-
vity seems incapable of describing the flow of time at all: past, present and
future coexist in a four- (or higher-dimensional) “block” spacetime, with
objects corresponding to worldlines (or worldsheets) within this block. And
what, in my opinion, is very nice, the resolution is not a result of an ad
hoc procedure, but is a necessary consequence of the existence of Clifford
algebra as a general tool for the description of the geometry of spacetime!

Moreover, when we shall also consider dynamics of spacetime itself, we
shall find out that the above model with the polyvector action, when suit-
ably generalized, will provide a natural resolution of the notorious “problem
of time” in quantum gravity.

4.3. MORE ABOUT THE
INTERCONNECTIONS AMONG
VARIOUS MEMBRANE ACTIONS

In the previous section we have considered various membrane actions.
One action was just that of a free fall in M-space (eq. (4.21)). For a special
metric (4.28) which contains the membrane velocity we have obtained the
equation of motion (4.35) which is identical to that of the Dirac—-Nambu—
Goto membrane described by the minimal surface action (4.80).

Instead of the free fall action in M-space we have considered some equiva-
lent forms such as the quadratic actions (4.39), (4.49) and the corresponding
first order or phase space action (4.70).
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Then we have brought into the play the geometric calculus based on Clif-
ford algebra and applied it to M-space. The membrane velocity and mo-
mentum are promoted to polyvectors. The latter variables were then used to
construct the polyvector phase space action (4.132), and its more restricted
form in which the polyvectors contain the vector and the pseudoscalar parts
only.

Whilst all the actions described in the first two paragraphs were equiv-
alent to the usual minimal surface action which describes the constrained
membrane, we have taken with the polyvectors a step beyond the conven-
tional membrane theory. We have seen that the presence of a pseudoscalar
variable results in unconstraining the rest of the membrane’s variables which
are X*(7,&). This has important consequences.

If momentum and velocity polyvectors are given by expressions (4.129)—
(4.131), then the polyvector action (4.132) becomes (4.136) whose more
explicit form is (4.138). Eliminating from the latter phase space action the
variables P, and m by using their equations of motion (4.139), (4.142), we
obtain

I[X", 5, A, \]

= 5 [araefisl (4.165)

i \a wY(X )b (& _ \a 2
><<(X N XP) (X, — N0 X ) — (5 — A?0,8) H>‘

A

The choice of the Lagrange multipliers A, A® fixes the parametrization 7
and £*. We may choose A* = 0 and action (4.165) simplifies to

I[X", 5, )] = g/dr "¢ \/|f] <%_52 + A) , (4.166)

which is an extension of the Howe—Tucker-like action (4.48) or (2.31) con-
sidered in the first two sections.
Varying (4.166) with respect to A we have

M= XrX, — &2 (4.167)

Using relation (4.167) in eq. (4.166) we obtain

I[X", 5] = H/d’r d'e \/|f1y/ XX, - 52, (4.168)

This reminds us of the relativistic point particle action (4.21). The differ-
ence is in the extra variable s and in that the variables depend not only on
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the parameter 7 but also on the parameters £%, hence the integration over
&? with the measure d"&+/|f| (which is invariant under reparametrizations
of £%).

Bearing in mind X = 0X*/0r, § = 0s/07, and using the relations
(4.160), (4.161), we can write (4.168) as

1[X"] = n/dsd“f JIfl dii“% 1 (4.169)

The step from (4.168) to (4.169) is equivalent to choosing the parametriza-
tion of 7 such that § = 1 for any £%, which means that ds = dr.

We see that in (4.169) the extra variable s takes the role of the evolution
parameter and that the variables X#(7,£) and the conjugate momenta
pu(T,&) = OL/OXH are unconstrained °.

In particular, a membrane V,, which solves the variational principle (4.169)

Inserting this back into (4.169) we obtain the action®

1[XH] = ik / dsd"e \/|fl, (4.171)

which governs the shape of such a static membrane V,.

In the action (4.168) or (4.169) the dimensions and signatures of the
corresponding manifolds V,, and Vi are left unspecified. So action (4.169)
contains many possible particular cases. Especially interesting are the fol-
lowing cases:

Case 1. The manifold V,, belonging to an unconstrained membrane V),
has the signature (+ — — —...) and corresponds to an n-dimensional world-
sheet with one time-like and n — 1 space-like dimensions. The index of the
worldsheet coordinates assumes the values a =0,1,2,...,n — 1.

Case 2. The manifold V,, belonging to our membrane V,, has the signature
(= — — —...) and corresponds to a space-like p-brane; therefore we take
n = p. The index of the membrane’s coordinates £* assumes the values
a=1,2,...,p.

Throughout the book we shall often use the single formalism and apply
it, when convenient, either to the Case 1 or to the Case 2.

5The invariance of action (4.169) under reparametrizations of £% brings no constraints amongst
the dynamical variables X*#(7,¢) and py(7,&) which are related to motion in 7 (see also [53]-
[55]).

6The factor ¢ comes from our inclusion of a pseudoscalar in the velocity polyvector. Had we
instead included a scalar, the corresponding factor would then be 1.
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When the dimension of the manifold V,, belonging to V, isn =p+ 1
and the signature is (+ — — — ...), i.e. when we consider Case 1, then the
action (4.171) is just that of the usual Dirac-Nambu-Goto p-dimensional
membrane (well known under the name p-brane)

I= m/dng N (4.172)
with & = k [ ds.

The usual p-brane is considered here as a particular case of a more general
membrane’ which can move in the embedding spacetime (target space)
according to the action (4.168) or (4.169). Bearing in mind two particular
cases described above, our action (4.169) describes either

(i) @ moving worldsheet, in the Case I; or
(ii) a moving space like membrane, in the Case II.

Let us return to the action (4.166). We can write it in the form

vt e (5 ) (4]

(4.173)
where by the equation of motion

a (”\/m 3> =0 (4.174)

dr A

we have

dr A

d [ k|f|3s /] f] 82
o (s0) s -

The term with the total derivative does not contribute to the equations of
motion and we may omit it, provided that we fix A in such a way that the
X*-equations of motion derived from the reduced action are consistent with
those derived from the original constrained action (4.165). This is indeed
the case if we choose

A= Ary/|fl, (4.176)

where A is arbitrary fixed function of 7.
Using (4.167) we have

VXHX, — 52 = Ary/|f. (4.177)

"By using the name membrane we distinguish our moving extended object from the static object,
which is called p-brane.
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Inserting into (4.177) the relation

VIfls 1
& = — = constant, (4.178)
Jxex, - ©

which follows from the equation of motion (4.139), we obtain

% = :—f_ or Adr=Cds (4.179)
where the differential ds = (9s/07)dT + 0,5d€® is taken along a curve on
the membrane along which dé* = 0 (see also egs. (4.160), (4.161)). Our
choice of parameter 7 (given by a choice of A in eq. (4.176)) is related to
the variable s by the simple proportionality relation (4.179).

Omitting the total derivative term in action (4.173) and using the gauge
fixing (4.176) we obtain

I[x" = %/deng (% +A/e2\f|> . (4.180)

This is the unconstrained membrane action that was already derived in
previous section, eq. (4.154).

Using (4.179) we find that action (4.180) can be written in terms of s as
the evolution parameter:

oM o
I[XH = %/ds dn¢ (% - Cn2]f|) (4.181)

oM
where X = dX*/ds.
The equations of motion derived from the constrained action (4.166) are

d [ &V/[fIX P
M. | 2V ETR 2 _ 290 —
0X* : dT( ST + (ﬁ\/lf!\/X 5§20 XM> 0, (4.182)
s 4 (—RY 18 ) =0, (4.183)
dr \ /x2 _ g2
whilst those from the reduced or unconstrained action (4.180) are

d (X
W, © 2 a _
OXH ar ( A ) + 0, (/4; |f|A8 XM) =0. (4.184)

By using the relation (4.177) we verify the equivalence of (4.184) and
(4.182).
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The original, constrained action (4.168) implies the constraint
o, —m? — K| f| =0, (4.185)

where

pu— mlAIXu/A, m=rIfls/N, A= XX, -8,

According to the equation of motion (4.174) 7 = 0, therefore

p"pu — K| f| = m? = constant. (4.186)

The same relation (4.186) also holds in the reduced, unconstrained theory
based on the action (4.180). If, in particular, m = 0, then the corresponding
solution X*(7,&) is identical with that for the ordinary Dirac-Nambu—
Goto membrane described by the minimal surface action which, in a special

parametrization, is
I[XH = H/denfy/’f‘\/X“Xu (4.187)

This is just a special case of (4.168) for § = 0.
To sum up, the constrained action (4.168) has the two limits:

(i) Limit X* = 0. Then

I[X1(6)] = m/dng\/m. (4.188)

This is the minimal surface action. Here the n-dimensional membrane
(or the worldsheet in the Case I) is static with respect to the evolution®
parameter T.

(ii) Limit $ = 0. Then

IXH(1,8)] = H/dr dne \/m\/XuXH. (4.189)

This is an action for a moving n-dimensional membrane which sweeps an
(n+1)-dimensional surface X#(7, ) subject to the constraint ptp, —r?|f| =
0. Since the latter constraint is conserved in 7 we have automatically also
the constraint p, X* = 0 (see Box 4.3). Assuming the Case II we have thus
the motion of a conventional constrained p-brane, with p = n.

In general none of the limits (i) or (ii) is satisfied, and our membrane
moves according to the action (4.168) which involves the constraint (4.185).

8The evolution parameter 7 should not be confused with one of the worldsheet parameters £¢.
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From the point of view of the variables X* and the conjugate momenta p,,
there is no constraint, and instead of (4.168) we can use the unconstrained
action (4.180) or (4.181), where the extra variable s has become the param-
eter of evolution .



