arXiv:1812.11134v1 [hep-th] 28 Dec 2018

Galileon-like vector fields.

P. K. Petrov®?

@ Department of Particle Physics and Cosmology, Faculty of Physics, M. V. Lomonosov
Moscow State University, Vorobyovy Gory, 1-2, Moscow, 119991, Russia

b Institute for Nuclear Research of the Russian Academy of Sciences,
60th October Anniversary Prospect, Ta, 117312 Moscow, Russia

Abstract

We construct simple Lagrangians of vector fields which involve second derivatives,
but nevertheless lead to second order field equations. These vector fields are, there-
fore, analogs of generalized Galileons. Our construction is given first in Minkowski
space, and then generalizied to include dynamical gravity. We present examples of
backgrounds that are stable and ghost-free despite the absence of gauge invariance.
Some of these backgrounds violate the Null Energy Condition.

1 Introduction and summary.

Scalar theories with Lagrangians involving second derivatives, which nevertheless lead to
second order field equations, attract considerable interest. These are theories of generalized
Galileons [I] whose versions with dynamical gravity are Horndeski theories [2, [3]. From the
cosmological viewpoint, these theories are particularly interesting because they are capable
of violating the Null Energy Condition (NEC) in a healthy way (for a review see [4]). It
is natural to try to generalize these theories to fields other than scalar. If one insists on
gauge invariance, then no generalization is possible in four dimensions [5] while in higher
dimensions one arrives at a theory of p-form Galileons [6], [7]. Giving up gauge invariance
is dangerous but may not be fatal. Indeed, there are vector theories (with Lagrangians
involving first derivatives only) which are not gauge invariant but, nevertheless, stable. One
class of such theories is the generalized Proca theories, or vector Galileons [8, [9]. Theories
of another class [10] are stable in non-trivial backgrounds. An interesting property of the
latter is that they also may violate the NEC in a healthy way [11].

In this paper we also consider vector field and give up gauge invariance. Our purpose is
to construct the simplest vector-field Lagrangians involving second derivatives and yet giving
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rise to second order field equations. We do this first in Minkowski space and find that there
are at least three fairly large classes of theories that have the desired property. We then
switch on the dynamical gravity and observe that all field equations remain second order
for theories belonging to two of these classes. We consider one of these classes further and
give an example of vector background in Minkowski space that violates the NEC. Then we
derive the conditions for stability (absence of ghosts and gradient instabilities) about this
background in Minkowski space and find the range of parametrs where the NEC-violating
background is stable. Thus, theories we consider may be viewed as vector analogs of the
generalized Galileons.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we construct non gauge-invariant second
derivative Lagrangians with second order field equations for vector fields in Minkowski space.
In Section 3 we turn on dynamical gravity and show that all equations of motion remain
second order in theories belonging to two of the classes found in Section 2. In Section 4 we
give an example of non-trivial homogeneous vector field background in Minkowski space that
violates the NEC and derive the conditions for stability and for the absence of superluminal
propogation of perturbations. Finally, we determine the range of parameters, in which the
background is stable and violates the NEC in Minkowski space.

2 Second-derivative Lagrangians in Minkowski space.

Let us construct a non gauge-invariant theory for vector field in Minkowski space which has
the Lagrangian satisfying the following requirements:

1. The Lagrangian . has second derivatives, along with first derivatives and the field
itself.

2. Field equations obtained from this Lagrangian have derivatives of at most second order.

3. The Lagrangian cannot be reduced by integration by parts to the Lagrangian involving
first derivatives only.

We are going to construct the simplest theories, for which:

4. The Lagrangian is linear in the second derivatives:

L = 5 (Ax; Are) A+ LA, Ar) (2.1)

It is convenient to think of S#*? as a sum

1
S = SKI7 4 K0), (2.2)



where K*? does not have to be symmetric in pu, v.

Our last simplifying assumption is

5. The function K#* in (2.2)) is a monomial in variables A,,, A,.; which does not involve
the totally antisymmetric tenzor:

A

Halgly . mMo(1) Mo (2 Mo (n+2m~+2) Mo (n+2m+3
KHetsky = const - pHeMHe@)  phe Yo VA, AL A
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(2.3)
where n is odd, o denotes a permutation of (n + 2m + 3) indices, and p,, pg, @, are

non-convoluted indeces, (,U/av Ha, :u“/) = (Ma’l(n+2m+l)7 Ho=1(n+2m+2), luafl(n—i-2m+3))-
The Euler-Lagrange equations for a theory with this Lagrangian have the following form:
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where A, = 0,A4,, Apuw = 0,0,A,. The third order terms in eq. (24]) for the Lagrangian
1) read:

a v, a vT
(ai:j B ai;%) TAmY

Thus, to have second-order field equations, we require that

a5 asmT
0Arn  0A,

0. (2.5)

In accordance with (2.3)), the indices p, v, p in the function K*** come from the metrics
or vector field or derivative of vector field. The last index in K#*? plays a different role in
eq. (Z3) than the other indices, and so it is convenient to classify functions K** according
to the ”origin” of the index p. In this way we arrive at four possibilities (other options give

the same S** in (2.2)):
I KmP =L (Ay, Apn) AP
IL KW = fr(Ay, Arp)n”
I KHP = Br(A,, A ) AP
IV. K#e = [ (A, Arn)AP7,

where functions L* , L ., B" and f* are again monomials in two variables A,, A..\ that
do not involve totally antisymmetric tensor. Furthermore, it is convenient to classify the
functions L*  according to the "origin” of index s



V.1 LM, = TH(Ay, Arn)0%; KPP = TH(A,, Ary) APV

V.2, L = XM _(Ag, App) A% K0P = XM (A, Apy) A% AP
V.3, LM, = 2" (A, Ara) AL KPP =2 (Ay, Ary) A0 AP*
VA L' = Vi (Ay A Ay KPP = VIV (A, A A AP,

Making use of this classification, we analyse eq. (2.5) in Appendix A. We find that there are
three independent Lagrangians which satisfy above requirements 1 — 5, namely

L = (F) (D)™ (B)nt AP Ay, (2.6)
"%2 = (F)lz(D)nz (B)szO'ATAO—;MAT;VAPAp;W/7 (27)
Ly = (F)3(C)"n A" A A pyur, (2.8)

where k;, [;, n; are non-negative integers, and

F=A,A" (2.9)

D = A"AMA,.,, (2.10)
B = A A" AP A, (2.11)
C = AMTAAPA,.,. (2.12)

The Lagrangians (2.6]) and (2.7)) have the structure corresponding to the case III above for
function K*? while the Lagrangian (2.8)) corresponds to IV.4.
The Lagrangians (2.6) — (Z.8)) contain second derivatives, provided that

k1 #0 and/or n; > 1, (2.13)
ks #0 and/or ny # 0, (2.14)
ns # 0, (2.15)

respectively. Lagrangians (20 and (2.7)) are independent when

ny > 1. (2.16)



Straightforward generalizations of (2.6) — (2.8) are

D%l = f(l)(Bv D7 F)nMVApAp;;wa fél) # 0 and/or fgg % O, (217)

L= [P (B,D,F)AAAMAVAP A, fﬁf) # 0 and/or fg) £ 0, (2.18)

Ly = fOC P AP AN Ay JE #0, (2.19)

where f(I, @ and f® are arbitary functions of their arguments, and fp = g—g, fop = %,

ete.

It is worth pointing out that there may exist linear combinations of Lagrangians whose
structure is different from (2.I7) — (2.19), but which nevertheless lead to second order field
equations due to cancellations between different terms. One of the examples is

1
&= (iAPAWAVAM;AA* + AP?TATAWA“A”> OA,.

We do not consider this fairly cotrived possibility in this paper.

3 Turning on gravity.

In the previous section we constructed three non gauge-invariant vector-field Lagrangians
involving second derivatives and yet giving rise to second order and/or lower field equations
in Minkowski space, eqs. (2I7) — (2Z19). Our purpose here to figure out which of these
Lagrangians lead to the second order or lower equations of motion and energy-momentum
tensor.

Let us consider the Lagrangian (Z.I7). One assumes minimal coupling to gravity, then
—+/—g1"%°0g,, for this theory reads

— V=gT 89,0 = 26(V=9L)) = 6(v=9fV (B, D, F)OF) + ...
= V=915 ¢ ((8,0,F)0 B + (9,0, B)3F) (3.1)
+vV=9fY g™ ((0,0,F)5D + (8,0,D)6F) + ...,

where omitted terms do not contain third derivatives and arrow denotes integration by parts
and 0B = 5(;%5%0, etc. It is convient to represent eq. (B.1)) in the following form:

—/ —nggégpg =1L+ 1L+ e
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where
L = V=4f5 9" ((9,0,F)0B + (9,0, B)SF),
I = /=3 f5) 0" (9,0,F)5D + (2,0, D)5F).
We see that T* does not contain third order derivatives of vector field and /or metric. Indeed,

using the fact that B = E”fm

, we obtain that I is second order or lower

I = —V;g FO (=07 F)(8,0,0,F)5F + (07 F)(9,0,0,F)0F) + ... = 0+ ...
I, does not contain third order derivatives too:

I = [ V=g AN AL A" AP AP g7 (00090 )T % + (05 0aT7)3G,0)
— VT gAN A g7 (247 (0,0, A) ALOT %, + (9,0,00A,) A" A g,,,)
+ ...
1
= 35 Vg AT A AN G (0600091)09pn — (050aDpgyn)00)

— [V =g AN AP A AY 47 (D5 0002 A) 3G — (Dr0a0NA)OGyu) + oo =
=0+..

Now, %51&, does not contain third order derivatives as well. Indeed,

sv=52) = 5v=a fo (N g B D)

+ fo((OF)8D + (DD)&F)] +..

= 2V75[05/5((Fs — F)OF7)5F+

+ (AP A,A"A,0,0,07g" — AAAPA“Al,aT&paTg“”)éAA]
+..=04+....

Thus, equation of motion has derivatives of second order and/or lower. Summarizing, we
see that the Lagrangian (2.I7) leads to the second order and/or lower field equation and
energy-momentum tensor.

We now turn to the Lagrangian (2I8). Using the fact that B = R“fm and D = F;éA“,




we find that

S(V=9-L) = @5(f<2>(B,D,F)F%VB;V) TR —@5@@)(51?)3)

—g (2) v . —g 2) v _gfém v
Y10 B) 4= =25 (FOFB) + = YU (— (BFY),08
— )
— (OB)BSF + B;,,F”’cSB> - 7V;"1ff’( — (F"B),,6D — B(OD)SF + D;,,F?”éB) +o

— )
= 7”’533( — FTO(F,) + (DF);TF?T) SF

B \/__gfg)A)\F,u
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where omitted terms do not contain third derivatives and I, = V., F, F,,, = V,V, I etc.,

(F7 P = F7Fas )OF =0+ ..

0B = 5‘;%59,)0 + %514#, etc. Thus, all field equations have derivatives of second order
and /or lower.

The minimal extension of the Lagrangian (2.19]) leads to the third order field equations.
We were unable to find additional terms involving Riemann tenzor that would give rise to
cancellation of the third derivatives in the field equations. Thus, we conjecture that the
Lagrangians (2.19) cannot be generalized to the theory with dynamical gravity in such a
way that the equations of motion remain second order. We do not consider the Lagrangian
(2.19) in what follows.

To summarize, in the case when we switch on the dynamical gravity all field equations
remain second order for two Lagrangians (2Z.17), (ZI8]).

4 Stable NEC-violating solution in Minkowski space.

4.1 The solution.

Our purpose here is to figure out if there are Lagrangians in the set (2.17), (ZI8]), which lead
to stable NEC-violation solutions. In this Section we give such an example in the Minkowski
background. Let us consider the Lagrangian (2.17)) with additional first order terms

L =qD*APOA, + kB* +1C? + v F®, (4.1)

where ¢, k, [ and v are free parameters and B, C, D, F are given by egs. (29) - [212),
respectively. The specific choice of the Lagrangian functions here is such that all terms

have the same transformation property under rescaling z* = Az#, A, = A"'A,, namely,

s
% = A\ 12.4,. Then there exists a non-trivial homogeneous solution of the field equation

bg __ _
A% = (Bt7,0,0,0), t>0. (4.2)
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For this solution the field equation gives

3k + 31 — 5g\ /4
5= <—q) . (4.3)
v
This solution exists when
3k+3l—5¢>0 and v >0 or
(4.4)

3k +3l—5¢g <0 and v < 0.

We wil need the expression for the energy-momentum tensor for this solution:

26(y/5%)

Ty = | :
wy 9po=Tpo; AT:AE—Q ,/_gégﬂl/ 9po=T"po; AT:AE—Q

To this end, we again consider minimal coupling to the metric, i.e., set A, = V*V,A, and
D = A,,A-A\g""g"*, etc., in curved space-time. The Lagrangian (4I)) can be written in
the following form:

# = S V(D)OF — [O(D) A,y A + L(B,C. D, F)

where
fO(D) = ¢D?,
L(B,C,D,F)=kB?*+1C? + vFS,
Using the fact that 80T0”‘ A —qvs = 0 we find that Ty = 0 and

T = péij>
b= ( - %8Tf8TF + L — fAT;UAT;cr>

b
Juv="Nuv; Au:Aug

where 7,7 = 1,2, 3. This gives
p=B%""wB + k+1—9q) = B 2(4(k + 1) — 14q).
Thus, the background (4.2]) violates the NEC provided that

l+k< %. (4.5)

This is possible in both cases listed in (4.4]).



4.2 Stability conditions in Minkowski space.

Let us consider the stability of the solution (£2). Having in mind Refs. [12| [13], we also
require subluminality of the perturbations about it. To this end, we study somewhat more
general Lagrangian

% = fY(B,D,F)A*OA, + L(B, D, F,C), (4.6)
where L(B, D, F) and f"(B, D, F, C') are arbitary functions of their arguments. We consider
homogeneous background Ai’j] = (Agg (t),0,0,0) and expand the Lagrangian (4.6]) up to
the second order. In the expansion we are only interested in coefficients of (§A%'6A,"),
(0A%5Ag) and (6AP5A" ), (0A"I§ A7), because here we consider high momentum regime,
meaning that the variation of A4, in space and time occurs at scales much shorter than the

time scale charactersitic of the background Ai’f’(t); the terms 0 A ;0A;( are not prezent. We

find :
(Sgl = 31 (Azg + 514“) — 31 (Azg) = K(]l ((5A0’i5140’2> + K00(5A0’0(5A070)

+ Ko (SAWPSA ) + Kyy (SA6A%) 4 () (8A% Ag) + (...)(5A'G AY)
+ ...,

where dots denote terms with less than two derivatives, and A = AY. Here
. .1
KO(] == 2A2A(LBB + LCC) + 4LBcA4A + §A4LDD
. o 1 ..
+2A4%A(Lpp + Lop) + 2A° A2A(fl)) + §A5Afg},

+ 247 AA(f5)) + APA(f5))
1d
T 2dt
—2A%f) + A%(Lo + L),

—(QABA(FY) + AP FR)) — fO - 242 82(f) — 2424 1)

1d
2¢MMU>+M&>

+2A2A% (1) 242410 42420,

Koi = —LgA? — APAfY 4+ fO

10 = f(l) - LCA27

Ky =—fW.

So, the conditions of stability are

Ky > 0, Ky < 0, Ky > 0, K1 <0 (47)

9



and the condition of the absence of superluminal perturbations is
|Koo| > [Konil|, | Ko > [Ku. (4.8)

The conditions (A7) and (L)) for the Lagrangian (£2) read

[l >3q—k,
[ <0,
_ 4.9
| - 364 12k7 (4.9)
13
v > 0.

We see that the Lagrangian (4.2]) gives rise to the stable homogeneous NEC-violating solution
(43) when the parameters satisfy the relations (4.9), (45) and (44]). In fact, all these
conditions are satisfied provided that

19g 36qg 12k 7q
v>0, ¢>0, <0, 3g<k< 5 13 13<l<2 k.

Thus, our example shows that there are stable homogeneous solutions in our vector theories
that violate the NEC.

Appendix A

As we discussed in section 2, we have 7 possibilities for the structure of the function K#* :

L KwP =L (Ag, Arp) AP
IL K2 = fi(Aqg, Arp)n”
III. K#P = BM(A,, Ara)AP
IV.1. Ktve = TH(A,, Any)APY
V.2, KMP =X (A, Arn)A% AP*
IV.3. KP =7 (Ag, App) A, AP

V.4 Kme = Vir(A,, A, )ALAP%,

10



Case I.

Considering option I, we find that the requirement (2.5]) is equivalent to

(pv) (uv)
%;paL * g L + L(/W)UnP)\ _ L(W)Pnff/\ =0

A
DA, 0A ’

(A1)

where parenthesis denotes symmetrization. L*7 is a monomial, so L#*)™ can be represented

in the following form:
L)e — (AT;T)nE(W)p7

where n is non-negative integer, and L does not contain A7:. So, eq. (A.I) reads
nP)\( . A%;Un(AT;)n—IZ(HVL 4 (AT;_)”Z(HWU) 4+ .. = O’ (A2)

where omitted terms do not contain the structures proportional to n”*. We see that (A.2))
cannot be satisfied because the two terms in parenthesis have different powers of A™;. Thus,
option I does not work.

Case II.

Considering option II, we find that the requairement (23] is equivalent to:
1 aft afr aft afr
—(n™ PH —n" —n =0. A3
5 (1 oA, T aa, T A, aA,,;A) (A.3)

We have three possibilities for function f*:
ITa. f*= A*h(Ay, Av.y)
IIb. f# = AF*v, (A, Av)

He. fr= A"H0,(Ag, Ay)

In the case ITa we obtain that (A.3)) is equivalent to

Oh Oh

vT

04 | 9A,,

n
which can be satisfied in the only case h = h(A,), so that

= APR(A,).

11



However the corresponding Lagrangian . = h(AU)A(“n”)pAPW, does not contain second
order derivatives after integration by parts.
In the case IIb we find that (A3) is equivalent to

ov, e OV,

AR VP — ]
T AN DA,

This is possible only if v,, = v, (A,). This leads to the following Lagrangian:
L= A (ATA) P ANFA, L.
It can be reduced by integration by parts to a Lagrangian involving first derivatives only:
AL (ATA) Y AZ Ay, = A,{(ATAT)"%W’”AW + AV A

n x N N 1 T n 5
S (ATAARAE AP 4= 5((A A) A,{> (A% ) =0+ .,

7

where omitted terms do not contain second derivatives, and arrows denote integration by
parts.
Finally, in the case Ilc eq. (A3) is equivalent to

ov,,

vPHT vA uT A%V )
nn n —(9Ap;)\

This equation cannot be satisfied.
Summarizing, we see that option II does not lead to desired Lagrangians.

Option III

Let us consider option III. It is convenient to classify the functions B*” according to the
7origin” of the indices u, v. In this way we arrive at 9 possibilities (other options give the

same S* in (2.2)):

IITa. B™ = h(Ag, A,.\)A*AY
IITb. B™ = h(Ag, Arx)n™
IIlc. B*™ = h(Ag, Ary) AP
II1d. B* = ve(Ag, Ayp) AFEAY
[Ile. BM = ve(Ag, A,.))ASHAY

TIIf. B = Ley(Ag, Ariy) AFE AV

12



IIIg B = L§¢(A9, AT;)\)A&“A@V
IIIh. B™ = Ley(Ag, Ayy) ASH AV

IIi. B = Ley(Ag, Ariy) AFEASY

Cases IIIa and IIIb.

In cases I1Ia, I1Ib we obtain that the requirement (2.5) is equivalent to

Oh _ 4 M (A4)

AP =
DA, 04,

This is possible only if
h = (F)(D)"(B)"

where n, [ and k are non-negative integers and
F=ArA,,

D = A"AM,,,
B = AYA AMMA,,,.

Thus, this option leads to the following Lagrangians:

L = (F)(D)™(B)" A* A" AP A (A.5)

P31V
Ly = (F)=(D)"(B)*=*n" AP Ay, (A.6)

where [; 9, k12, n12 are non-negative integers. We consider these Lagrangians, along with
other cases, in the end of this Appendix to figure out which of them are independent.

Case Illc.

In the case (1.3) we obtain the following function S#* :

SHYp — g(A,u;V + AW#)AP7 (A?)

Using the (A7), we find that the requirement (Z.5) is equivalent to the:

L 0(RAP)  B(hAT)
T(hp)Ap AP — Pl A AT 4 A5V) — =0.
n 77 n n + < aAq—;)\ 8Ap;)\ ) O

(A.8)

We see that (A8)) cannot be satisfied because the first term in (A.§]) cannot be canceled out
by other terms. Thus, option Illc does not work.

13



Case IIId.

In the case II1d we obtain the following function S** :
S = (AN ATA)A. (A.9)

Using the ([A.9), we observe that the requarement (2.5) is equivalent to
(8(14%%) B 0(A7v,,)
0A; A 0A,\
We see that ([A9]) cannot be satisfied because the third term in (A.9) cannot be canceled
out by other terms. Thus, the case IIId does not lead to desired Lagrangians.

)A(M?V) + AP,U)\A(VUM)T _ ATU’\A(”n”)p —0.

Case Ille.

In the case I1le we obtain the following function S** :
quvp _ %(A%WAV AT AP AP

Then the requirement (2.5)) is equivalent to
O(APv,)  O(ATv.) 0
0A; A 0A,\ ’ (A.10)

APy, = A, 0",
Using the second equation in (A.I0), we find that v* must have the following form:
v, = ALh(Ayr Ay).

From this we obtain that h must obey eq. ([A.4]), so we get the Lagrangian

Ly = (F)*(D)™(B)F A, A% AW AP A, (A.11)

g
where [3, ks, ng are non-negative integers. We consider this Lagrangian in the end of Ap-
pendix.

Case IIIf.

In the case IIIf we obtain the following function S** :

SHP = L A7 A7 AP, (A.12)

Using the (A.12), we find that the requirement (2.5) is equivalent to
((MpL(w)) O(A7Ler))

. ABFEAVT L AP L()\%) v AM L()\%) TR AV
8140;)\ 8Ap;)\ ) + ( n I3 + n %)

(A.13)
_AU(L()\%)UPVAIM L+ L(/\%)npuAu; ) =0.

We see that (A13) cannot be satisfied because the third term in (AT3) cannot be canceled
out by other terms. Thus, the case IIIf does not lead to desired Lagrangians.

14



Case 1llg.
In the case IlIg we find the following function S** :
S = Ly AZH ATV AP
Using the ([A.14]), we obtain that the requirement (2.5]) is equivalent to
APLGT) — ATL(””),
O(APLFD)  9(AT L)

- —0.
AJ;)\ Ap;)\

Using the first equation in ([A.13]), we find that L*” must have the following form:

L™ = APAVR(Ag, Ac.r).

From this we obtain that h must satisfy eq. (A4), and the Lagrangian is

24 — (F)l4(D)n4(B)ImA%A)\A%;uA)\;VApA

P35

where ly, k4, ny are numbers.

Case IIIh.
In the case (1.8) we obtain the following function S#* :

1 i A A
SMVp — §L%T(A%,MAV,T _I_ A%,VAM,T)AP’
Using the (A7), we find that the requarement (2.5]) is equivalent to

Lo v A OLir)  490(Lir)
- 2y viT A%,VAM,T Api _ A N 7
AT ( RV 94, )

+ ApL%T(n)\(uAV);T,r]%U + A%;(unl/)an‘r)\) o AUL%T(U)\(MAV)W,O%P + A”?(MnV)PnT)‘) = 0.

(A.14)

(A.15)

(A.16)

(A.17)

(A.18)

This equation cannot be satisfied because the term A”L,, A%WyY)on™ in (AIS) cannot be

canceled out by other terms. Thus, option IIIh does not work.

Case (1.9).

This case is similar to the previous one (1.8) and so it does not lead to desired Lagrangians.
Summarizing, we see that option III leads to the four Lagrangians (A.H), (A6), (A1I),

(A.IG).
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Case IV.1.

Considering option IV.1, we find that the requirement (Z3]) is equivalent to

v I
o 017 g 0T (A.19)

A .
0A. 0A

We have three possibilities for function 7":
IV.la. TH = A*h(A,, A,.)
IV.1b. TH = AF=y, (A, Ayy)
IV.1lc. TH = A%k, (A, Ay
In case IV.1a we obtain that ([A.19) is equivalent to

oh oh
APRAY = ATV AR
AT;A AP;A

which is satisfied in the only case h = h(A,), so that
T" = Ah(A,).

However, the corresponding Lagrangian & = h(A,)APAM A, ,, does not contain second
order derivatives after integration by parts.

In the case IV.1b we find that (A.19) is equivalent to

ov ov
Amu( VTN 4 AV ad ) — ATW( HPA o A ad ) A.20
T AT e+ A (A.20)
We see that ([(A20) cannot be satisfied because the first term A”#n*7v* in (A20) cannot be
canceled out by other terms.

Finally, in the case IV.1c we obtain that (A.T9]) is equivalent to

APW(UV/\UT*'A%;V@@A—Z) _ AT;u(nu/\vijA%;uaaA_v;) (A.21)

We see that (A2I]) cannot be satisfied because the first term AP#n**v7 in (A21)) cannot be
canceled out by other terms.
Summarizing, we see that option IV.1 does not work.

16



Case IV.2.

Considering option IV.2, we find that the requarement (2.5) is equivalent to

(w) ()
& _ L) gTiA _ AT;}{AJ;%aL -

L(MV)GAP;A+AT; AP
g 8140;)\ aAM)\

—0. (A.22)

LM is a monomial, so L") can be represented in the following form:
Lo _ (A”;TA%.T)"Z(’“’)U,
where 7 is a natural number, and L#)7 does not contain (APTA, ). So, eq (A22) reads
((A”;TA%;T)"Z(””)" - QnAT;%A“;”Z(””) (ATTAL)HAP =0, (A.23)

where omitted terms do not contain the structures proportional to A%*. We see that (A.23)
cannot be satisfied because the two terms in parenthesis have different powers of (A*7A,...).
Thus, option IV.2 does not work.

Case IV.3.

Considering option IV.3, we find that the requarement (2.3]) is equivalent to

HL ()
0A,

oL
8/47';)\

APTLUN 4 APFAL — ATPLWN AT A —0. (A.24)

We see that (A.24]) cannot be satisfied because the first term in (A:24) cannot be canceled
out by others terms in ([A.24)). Thus, option IV.3 does not lead to desired Lagrangians.

Option IV .4.

We now consider option IV.4. It is convenient to classify the functions Z#” according to the
7origin” of the indices u, v. In this way we arrive at 9 possibilities (other options give the

same S*° in ([2.2)):
IV.4a. ZM = h(Ag, Any) AFAY
IV.4b. Z" = h(Ag, Arn )™
IV.dc. ZM = h(Ag, Ayy) AP

IvVv.ad. Z# = Ug(Ag, AT;)\)AM;gAV
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IV.de. ZM = ve(Ay, AT;,\)A&“AI’

IVAf. ZM = Ley(Ag, Arp) AFiS AViO
IV.dg. ZM = Ley(Ay, AT;)\)A&MA@V
IV.dh, ZM = Leg(Ag, Aron) ASHAYO

IV.Ai. ZM = Ley(Ag, Ay AFEA®

Cases IV.4a and 1V .4b.
In cases IV.4a, IV.4b we find that the requirement (2.5) is equivalent to

oh oh
A4,
DA, DA

AP A 0,

which can be satisfied in the only case h = (F)/(A*7 A, APA,.,)", so that we have the following
Lagrangians:
L5 = (F)3(C) AP AY AP* AL A, (A.25)

Ly = (F)(C)" s AP AL A, (A.26)

where [5 ¢, n5 6 are non-negative integers, and
C=A"TA APA,,.
We discuss Lagrangians (A.25), (A.26) in the end of this Appendix.
Case IV .4c.
In the case IV.4c we obtain the following function S#* :
SHP = g(A“”’ + AVH) AP, (A.27)

Using the (A.27), we find that the requirement (2.5]) is equivalent to

O(hAP7A,)  O(hAT*A,)
DA 0A

T ARAPE A — Pl Ny AT A A) ( ) =0. (A.28)

We see that (A.28)) cannot be satisfied because the first term in (A.28]) cannot be canceled
out by other terms. Thus, option IV.4c does not work.
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Case 1V.4d.

In the case IV.4d we obtain the following function S** :
S = (AN A AN AP, (A.29)

Using the ([(A.29)), we find that the requirement (Z3]) is equivalent to
pio Tio
(8(A AUU%> N a(A AUU%)>A(M;V) + Ap;UAJU)\A(Vnu)T . AT;JAU,U)\A(Vnu)p —0. (A?)O)
0A; 0A,5

We see that ([A.30) cannot be satisfied because the third term in ([A.30]) cannot be canceled
out by other terms. Thus, option IV.4d does not lead to desired Lagrangians.

Case IV .4e.

In the case IV.4e we find the following function S** :

S = SAAY £ A A AP A,

Then the requirement (2.5)) is equivalent to

O(AP7 Asv,)  O(AT7Asv,) 0
A DA, . (A.31)

AP A, = A,y AgvP.

Using the second equation in ([A.31]), we find that v,, must have the following form:
v, = AL, Ah(A; ALy

So, eq. (A.31) reads
A A0 <A’”A A a O e A acmaamm A O pe A n%ﬁ) —0.
» T TaA T T TaA T

oA P;A
(A.32)
This equation cannot be satisfied, because the second term in ([(A.32]) cannot be canceled out
by other terms. Thus, option IV.4e does not work.

Case IV .4f.

In the case IV.4f we find that (23] is equivalent to

AP AgLiry) (A AN 0 | |
. AM# AVT AP’UAU L()\u) av Am; L()\u) ap Av;
(=1 ) +APTAL(LOr A L0 v )

—AO‘;UAU(L()‘”)n””A“; L+ L(M)UWAV; L) =0.
(A.33)
We see that ([A.33)) cannot be satisfied because the third term in eq. ([A.33) cannot be
canceled out by other terms. Thus, this option does not lead to desired Lagrangians.
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Case 1V .4g.

In the case IV.4g we obtain that (2.3]) is equivalent to

pr(%T) — fTL( P)
A(fPLE™)Y  (foLt) (A.34)
_ =0,
AJ;)\ Ap;)\

where f? = AP A, This is possible only if L* = f*f"h(A,, A...;). From this we find that
(A.34)) is equivalent to

Oh oh
;T 0 a;p
AT A A7 A A A ( i AM)

+ h(AWA,AP;TATWAA — AYPALAYT AP AN AR AL APT A AN (A.35)

) AVTALATTALANA <

— AV ALAT A A ) =0,

We see that (A.35]) cannot be satisfied because the third term in eq. ([A.38) cannot be
canceled out by other terms. Thus, option IV.4g does not work.

Case 1V .4h.

In the case IV.4h we obtain that (Z.5)) is equivalent to

1, - 9(L.r) I(L..r)
— LR AVST Y AT P a
ATHATT A (f DA ! aA,,.A>

+pr ( )\(},LAV T %a_l_A% (u v)a T)\) fa %7'( )\(MAV);Tn%p_I_A%;(unu)pnr)\) — 0’

(A.36)

where f? = AP°A,. We see that (A36) cannot be satisfied because the term A%#yY)opm™
in ([A.36]) cannot be canceled out by other terms. Thus, this option does not lead to desired
Lagrangians.

Case 1V .4i.

This case is similar to the previous one IV.4i and so it does not lead to desired Lagrangians.

Independent Lagrangians.

To summarize, we have arrived at the six Lagrangians (A5), (A.6), (A1), (A16), (A29),
(A.26). We write them again for references:

A = (F)"(D)" (B AFAY AP A, (A.37)
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Ly = (F)2(D)™(B)**n" AP Ay, (A.38)

Ly = (F)"(D)"(B)* A A5V AW AP A, (A.39)
L) = (F)4(D)"(B) A, A, A ATV AP A, (A.40)
L= (F)5(C) AP AY AP7 AL A, L, (A.41)

Lo = (F)o(O)" ™ AP*A LA, (A.42)

Upon integration by parts some of these Lagrangians are reduced to the Lagrangian con-
taining the first derivatives only. Our purpose here to figure out which of these Lagrangians
are independent modulo first-order Lagrangians.

The Lagrangian ([A.41l) can be reduced by integration by parts to a Lagrangian involving
first derivatives only:

L = (F)5(C)™ AFAY AP# AL A,
1 1
= Z(F)5(C)ACy 4+ = ———
2( )*(C) Co ¥ 2(ns + 1)
1
-~ (P)B(O)TAY 4 =0+,

where, as before, omitted terms do not contain second derivatives and arrow denotes inte-
gration by parts.

(F)5((C) ), A" + ..

Upon integration by parts and adding terms containing first derivatives only, the re-
maining Lagrangians (A37) — (A.40), (A.42) can be expressed throught three Lagrangians
(A.38), (A.40), (A.42). Indeed, the Lagrangian ([A.37)) can be expressed through the La-

grangian ([A.39):

L = (P (D)™ (B)F AP AY AP Ay + .. = %(F)ll(D)"l(B)klA”D;,, 4.
ki

=~ g (P (P (B HED, 4

kl I ni+1 ki1—1 7, (V AR) AP
gy () (D) (B AASCAD A Ay

The Lagrangian (A.39)) can in turn be expressed throught two Lagrangians (A.38)) and (A.40):

Ly = (F)s(D)"*(B)fs A, AV AW APA, , + ... = l(F)h(D)"B(B)’%DWFW + ...

2
1 k
= —————(F)"3(D)"™ " Y(B)*OF — ————(F)"s(D)"**(B)* ' B, F" + .
(F)* (D) (B) 2(n3+1)()() (B)*~B,

2(72,3 + 1)
1 n 174
= Gy P D) (B A A
2k n — ; TV
- (ngijl)(F)lS(D) SH(B)kS PALAAFRAT AP A + -

21



There are four special cases in which the remaining Lagrangians (A-38)), (A-40) and (A-42)
are, in fact, first order or are not independent. One is the Lagrangian (A38]) with ny = 0,1
and ky =0

1 1 _
FDy" A? Ay, + .. = SFEDOF + .. = —SF2D, F" + .

1 : 1 -
= —EFIQAG—F’;@VFJ/ + e — _ngA}\(‘F’;VF’V);)‘ +

1 .
= g(FleA);AF;,,F’” +.o=0+ ...

Another is the Lagrangian (A.40) with ny, = 0 and k4 = 0, which is effectively first order.
The third special case is the Lagrangian ([A.38) with ny = 1 and arbitrary ks, which can be
expressed throught the Lagrangian (A.40):

1

Sy = (F)2(B)» D APA,.,., = i(F)b(B)’”DDF -
1 1 k

= —§(F)lz((B)k2D)_VF5V + ... = —i(F)b(B)MD;,,F;” _ ;(F)b(B)krlDB;yF;” +
1 - Pt TV

= —i(F)lz(B)’”B;VA” — 2ky(F)2(B)? DA, A, A AT AP Ay + .

= 2%y (F)2(B) DAL A ASHAT AP A, + .,

Finally, the Lagrangian ([A.42)) is effectively first order for ng = 0.
This completes the analysis leading to the result quoted in the end of Section 2, egs.

2.8) - R.16).
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