arXiv:hep-th/0208110 v2 22 Feb 2003

Preprint IC/2002/101 hep-th/0208110 v2. February 14, 2003.

To appear in Phys. Lett. B

BPS preons and tensionless super-p-branes in generalized superspace

Igor A. Bandos

Departamento de Física Teórica and IFIC, 46100-Burjassot (Valencia), Spain Institute for Theoretical Physics, NSC KIPT, UA61108, Kharkov, Ukraine The Abdus Salam ICTP, Trieste, Italy

Abstract

Tensionless super–p–branes in a generalized superspace with additional tensorial central charge coordinates may provide an extended object model for BPS preons, i.e. for the hypothetical constituents of M–theory preserving 31 of 32 supersymmetries [18].

1 Introduction

Recently, a new wave of interest for higher spin theories and their supersymmetric extensions can be witnessed [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6]. Moreover, the study of [7, 2, 4] exhibits the relation among massless high–spin theories and simple particle–like dynamical models [8, 9] living in generalized superspace Σ^{( n(n+1)}2^{|n)} with local coordinates Z^M = (X^{αβ} , θ^α) , X^{αβ} = X^{βα} , α, β = 1, . . ., n , (1) [10, 11]. This relation suggested a way to introduce a concept of causality in ’symplectic spacetime’ Σ^{( n(n+1)}2^{|0)} [4] (i.e. in the bosonic body of Σ^{( n(n+1)}2^{|n)}) parametrized by symmetric GL(n)–tensor coordinates X^{αβ} = X^{βα} [12].

For n = 2^k, where α can be treated also as a spinor index of a D–dimensional Lorentz group SO(t, D − t) for some D and t, X^{αβ} = X^{βα} can be regarded as symmetric spin– tensor coordinates. For k > 1 the set of such bosonic coordinates includes, besides the usual D–dimensional spacetime coordinates x^μ = X^{αβ}Γ^μ_{αβ} , a set of antisymmetric tensorial coordinates y^{μ1 ...μq} = X^{αβ}Γ^{μ1 ...μq}_{(αβ)} (y^{μν} , y^{μ1...μ5} for D = 11 generalized superspace Σ^{(528|32)}). Just the introduction of gamma–matrices or, equivalently, the distinction between vector and antisymmetric tensor coordinates breaks the manifest GL(n) symmetry of the generalized superspace down to Spin(t, D − t). (Note that n = 32 case allows also SO(2, 10) interpretation, in which X^{αβ} contains antisymmetric tensor coordinates only [13, 14, 15]). Such a breaking of high spin GL(n) symmetry (actually of the OSp(2n|1) symmetry, see [1, 2, 4, 8, 7] and Sec. 4 below) is expected to be spontaneous.

An important property of the models [8, 9], not yet reflected in higher spin theories, is that they describe BPS states preserving all but one spacetime supersymmetries. This property is closely related to the fact that these models produce the generalized Penrose relation P_{αβ} = λ_αλ_β (2)

(cf. [16]) as a constraint for the momentum P_{αβ}(τ) canonically conjugate to the coordinate function X^{αβ}(τ), P_{αβ}(τ) − λ_α(τ)λ_β(τ) = 0 . (3) Here τ is a proper time parametrizing a worldline W^1 in generalized superspace, W^1 ∈ Σ^{( n(n+1)}2^{|n)} : X^{αβ} = X^{αβ}(τ) , θ^α = θ^α(τ) , (4) X^{αβ}(τ) and θ^α(τ) are bosonic and fermionic coordinate functions.

The most general supersymmetry algebra (called M–algebra in D = 11 case, i.e. for n = 32, [17]) {Q_α, Q_β} = P_{αβ} , [Q_α, P_{αβ}] = 0 , (5) is realized in the model of [8] on the Poisson brackets (for simplicity, we ignore the i factor appearing in the Poisson brackets). After quantization, schematically (see [8, 7] for a precise Hamiltonian analysis and quantization), Eq. (2) could be considered as a condition on the state vector |λ > of the quantum dynamical system, P_{αβ}|λ >= λ_αλ_β|λ > . (6) Such a state was called BPS preon in [18] for reasons that will become clear below. Eq. (6) implies {Q_α, Q_β}|λ >= λ_αλ_β|λ > . (7) Then, introducing an auxiliary set of (n−1) contravariant GL(n) vectors w^α_I (SO(t, D −t) spinors) orthogonal to the covariant GL(n) vector λ_α, w^α_I λ_α = 0 , I = 1, . . ., (n − 1) , (8) one finds w^α_I {Q_α, Q_β}|λ >= 0 . As a result, one can conclude that the BPS preon state |λ > preserves all but one supersymmetries [18], Q_I |λ >≡ w^α_I Q_α|λ >= 0 , I = 1, . . ., (n − 1) . (9) Let us stress that the set of (n − 1) vectors w^α_I is pure auxiliary and has been introduced for convenience only. The preservation of (n − 1) of the n supersymmetries by the state |λ > is encoded in the fact that the eigenvalue matrix λ_αλ_β of the operator {Q_α, Q_β}, Eq. (7), has rank one.

Note that the causal structure of the symplectic spacetime Σ^{( n(n−1)}2^{|0)} found in [4] is related to the observation that the state |λ > obeying Eq. (6) provides the general solution of the conformal high–spin wave equation [2] (P_{αβ}P_{γδ} − P_{αγ} P_{βδ})|λ >= 0 . (10) The algebra similar to (5) is satisfied by the fermionic constraints D_α(τ) ( {D_α, Q_β} = 0 ), {D_α, D_β} = −P_{αβ} , [D_α, P_{αβ}] = 0 . (11)

Eqs. (11) and (3) imply that (n − 1) of n fermionic constraints, D_I = w^α_I D_α, are of the first class. These first class constraints generate (n − 1) local fermionic κ-symmetries through the Poisson brackets. Thus the number of κ–symmetries of the worldline actions [8] coincides with the number of supersymmetries preserved by a BPS preon state (see [18]) as one might expect (see, e.g. [19], and [20] for extended discussion). Thus, one can consider the presence of (n − 1) κ–symmetries as the main characteristic property of a BPS preon model in a superspace with n fermionic coordinates.

The states |λ > were used in [18] to provide a complete algebraic classification of the BPS states in M–theory (hence the name of BPS preons). This suggests to conjecture that any BPS state |Ψ_k > is a superposition of a definite number k of the BPS preons. The number k is determined by the rank of its generalized momentum matrix p_{αβ} , P_{αβ}|Ψ_k >= p_{αβ}|Ψ_k > , rank(p_{αβ}) = k . (12) Then (see [18]) there exists a set of k GL(n) vectors λ^a_β (spinors of the Lorentz SO(t, D − t) ⊂ GL(n)) such that

p_{αβ} =^k ∑ a=1 λ^a_αλ^a_β . (13)

Eq. (13) allows to speculate that the BPS state |Ψ_k >, satisfying Eq. (12), can be considered as composite of k preon states |λ^a >, a = 1, . . ., k [18].

The existence of BPS preons and other BPS states preserving more than 1/2 of the supersymmetry (i.e. composites of k < n/2 preons) is allowed from an algebraic point of view [8, 21, 22]. However, for a long time realizations of such states as solitonic solutions of the ’usual’ D ≤ 11 supergravity equations were not known and, in fact, the first search in simple models gave negative results [22]. However, such solutions (now with up to 28 of 32 supersymmetries preserved) have recently been found [23, 24, 25] as a particular case of pp–waves [26]. Thus the original expectation that BPS preons and the states composed from less than n/2 BPS preons cannot be realized in the ’usual’ superspace (a ‘BPS preon conspiracy’) is broken, at least partially. The relation of such solutions with models in generalized superspace has not been clarified yet. One may assume that the (constant) ’values’ of antisymmetric tensor fields, characteristic of the pp–wave background, should play there the role of some tensorial coordinates of generalized superspace (cf. [11]), but the details of the embedding of pp–wave spacetimes into a generalized superspace require additional study.

Here we address another problem. Only point–like models with the properties of BPS preons [8] (and composites of less than n/2 preons [9]) were known in the generalized superspace. On the other hand, if one takes seriously the hypothesis [18] that all the M-theory BPS–states (M2–brane, M5–brane, intersecting brane configurations, etc.) are composed from (n = 32) BPS preons, one should find for the latter an extended object model (i.e. a model with p–dimensional worldvolume W^{p+1} rather than worldline W^1 (4)), at least in the generalized superspace. The main message of this letter is that such a model for D = 11 BPS preons is provided by a ’twistor–like’ formulation of tensionless p–branes in the generalized superspace Σ^{(528|32)}. Moreover, the model can be formulated in an arbitrary generalized superspace Σ^{( n(n+1)}2^{|n)}.

Tensionless p–branes in D = 4 (n = 4) generalized superspace Σ^{(10|4)} were previously studied in [27, 28]. In [28] it was found that a twistor–like formulation of the tensionless p– brane in Σ^{(10|4)} (which generalizes the model from [29] for the case of additional tensorial coordinates) possess 3 κ–symmetries. We will show here that for any n (or any D), including n = 32 (D = 11), the Σ^{( n(n+1)}2^{|n)} generalization of the tensionless p–brane action from [29] possesses (n − 1) κ–symmetries. In the light of the above mentioned correspondence, this implies that the n = 32 (D = 11) version of this action provides a dynamical model for a BPS state which preserves 31 of 32 supersymmetries, i.e. an extended object model for a BPS preon.

2 Tensionless p–brane action in Σ^{( n(n+1)2 |n)}

We consider the following action for an extended object (p–brane) moving in generalized superspace Σ^{( n(n+1)}2^{|n)} S = ∫ d^{p+1}ξ L = 1 2 ∫ d^{p+1}ξ ρ^mΠ^{αβ}_m λ_αλ_β (14)

(cf. [29] for the usual D = 4 superspace and [30] for p = 0). Here

Π^{αβ} ≡ dξ^mΠ^{αβ}_m = dX^{αβ}(ξ) − idθ^{(α} θ^{β)}(ξ) (15)

is the pull–back of the supersymmetric Volkov–Akulov one–form for Σ^{( n(n+1)}2^{|n)} on the worldvolume

W^{p+1} ⊂ Σ^{( n(n+1)2 |n)} : X^{αβ} = X^{αβ}(ξ) , θ^α = θ^α(ξ) (16)

parametrized by local coordinates ξ^m, m = 0, 1, . . ., p; ρ^m = ρ^m(ξ) is a Lagrange multiplier and λ_α = λ_α(ξ) are auxiliary bosonic variables. The action (14) does not contain any dimensionful parameter, what allows us to call its associated dynamical system tensionless super–p–brane in generalized superspace.

The n = 4 counterpart of the action (14), with λ treated as a Majorana representation of D = 4 Lorentz harmonics [30], was studied in [28]. On the other hand, for n = 2^k = dim(Spin(1, D − 1)), substituting Γ^{αβ}_μ Π^μ_m ≡ Γ^{αβ}_μ (∂_mx^μ − i∂_mθΓ^μθ) for Π^{αβ}_m in Eq. (14), one arrives at a D dimensional generalization of the null–super–p–brane action from [29]. Certainly, only for D = 3, 4, 6, 10 the momentum density P_μ(ξ) = λΓ_μλ is light–like and the tensionless super–p–brane can be called null–super–p–brane.

The set of global symmetries of the action (14) includes GL(n) transformations acting on the indices α, β = 1, . . ., n. It is also invariant, by construction, under the global supersymmetry

δ_ϵX^{αβ}(ξ) = iϵ^{(α}θ^{β)}(ξ) , δ_ϵθ^α(ξ) = ϵ^α , (17) δ_ϵλ_α(ξ) = 0 , δ_ϵρ^m(ξ) = 0 ,

The generators Q_α of the supersymmetry (17) satisfy the algebra (5) involving the generator P_{αβ} of the translations: δ_aX^{αβ}(ξ) = a^{αβ}, δ_aθ^α(ξ) = 0, δ_aλ_α(ξ) = 0, δ_aρ^m(ξ) = 0.

A straightforward calculation of canonical momentum for X^{αβ}(τ), P_{αβ} =^{∂L}_{∂0X αβ} , results in the primary constraint

Φ_{αβ} = P_{αβ} (ξ) − ρ^0(ξ)λ_α(ξ)λ_β(ξ) = 0 , (18)

(cf. Eq. (3)) which implies the propagation of the extended object in the directions characterized by λ_α(ξ). Such directions could be regarded as a Σ^{( n(n+1)}2^{|n)} generalization of the light–like directions of the usual D–dimensional superspace.

The calculation of the other canonical momenta, P^α(ξ) =^{∂L}_{∂(∂0λα)} , P_m =^{∂L}_{∂(∂0ρm)} and π_α(ξ) =^{∂L}_{∂0θα} also results in the constraints: P^α(ξ) = 0, P_m = 0 and

D_α = π_{αβ}(ξ) + iP_{αβ}θ^β (ξ) = 0 . (19)

The fermionic constraints (19) obey the algebra (11) on the Poisson brackets. This already indicates the presence of (n − 1) local fermionic κ–symmetries, which we now describe explicitly in the Lagrangian approach.

3 κ–symmetry and other gauge symmetries

It is convenient to write the general variation of the action (14) as δS = ∫ d^{p+1}ξ [ 1 2 δρ^mΠ^{αβ}_m λ_αλ_β + ρ^mΠ^{αβ}_m λ_β δλ_α] − − 1 2 ∫ d^{p+1}ξ ∂_m(ρ^mλ_αλ_β)i_δΠ^{αβ} − i ∫ d^{p+1}ξ ρ^m∂_mθ^αλ_αδθ^β λ_β , (20)

where i_δΠ^{αβ} ≡ δX^{αβ} − iδθ^{(α} θ^{β)} , and integration by parts has been performed. Eq. (20) makes evident that the action (14) possesses (n − 1) κ–symmetries

δ_κρ^m = 0 , δ_κλ_α = 0 , (21) δ_κX^{αβ}(ξ) = iδ_κθ^{(α}θ^{β)}(ξ) , (22) δ_κθ^α(ξ) = κ^I (ξ)w^α_I (ξ) , I = 1, . . ., (n − 1) , (23)

with parameters κ^I (ξ). In Eq. (23) the (n − 1) auxiliary GL(n) vector fields w^α_I (ξ) are defined as in Eq. (8), w^α_I (ξ)λ_α(ξ) = 0. In other words, the κ–symmetry transformation of the Grassmann coordinate function (23) is provided by the general solution of the equation

δ_κθ^α(ξ) λ_α(ξ) = 0 . (24)

Thus, we are not enforced to consider an extension of the phase space of our dynamical system by incorporation of auxiliary variables w^α_I (ξ) and their momentum: we can keep Eqs. (22), (21), (24) instead as the definition of the κ–symmetry (but we may use w^α_I (ξ) as a convenient tool to present the results in a transparent form).

The bosonic ’superpartner’ of the fermionic κ–symmetry is provided by the b–symmetry transformations

δ_bθ^α(ξ) = 0 , δ_bρ^m = 0 , δ_bλ_α = 0

δ_bX^{αβ}(ξ) = b^{IJ} (ξ)w^α_I (ξ)w^β_J (ξ) , (25) with^{n(n−1)}_2 parameters b^{IJ} (ξ) = b^{JI} (ξ), I, J = 1, . . ., (n − 1). The only nontrivial part of the b–symmetry transformations, Eq. (25), is the general solution of the equation

δ_bX^{αβ}(ξ) λ_β(ξ) = 0 . (26)

Note also an evident scaling gauge symmetry of the action (14),

δ_sθ^α(ξ) = 0 , δ_sX^{αβ}(ξ) = 0 , δ_bρ^m = −2s(ξ)ρ^m , δ_sλ_α = s(ξ)λ_α(ξ) , (27)

as well as the symmetry under worldvolume general coordinate transformations (in their variational version δ̃_{g.c.} characterized by δ̃_{g.c.}ξ^m = 0, see [20] and refs. therein) δ̃_{gc}X αβ(ξ) = tm(ξ)∂_mX αβ , δ̃_{gc}θ^α(ξ) = t^m(ξ)∂_mθ^α , δ̃_{gc}λ_α(ξ) = t^m(ξ)∂_mλ_α , (28) δ̃_{gc}ρ^m(ξ) = ∂_n(ρ^mt^n) − ρ^n∂_nt^m . (29)

4 Supertwistor representation and OSp(64|1) symmetry of the BPS preon model

Let us use the Leibniz rule (λ∂_mX ≡ ∂_m(λX) − (∂_mλ)X, etc., no integration by parts and no gauge fixing) to present the action (14) in the equivalent form

S =^1_2 ∫ d^{p+1}ξ (λ_αρ^m∂_mμ^α − ρ^m∂_mλ_α μ^α) − (30) −^i_2 ∫ d^{p+1}ξ ρ^m∂_mη η) , where

μ^α = X^{αβ}λ_β −^i_2 θ^αθ^β λ_β , η = θ^β λ_β . (31)

λ_α, μ^α and η can be regarded as components of an OSp(2n|1) supertwistor Y^Σ [8],

Y^Σ = ( λ_α , μ^α , η ) (32)

In terms of Y^Σ the action (30) reads S = − 1 2 ∫ d^{p+1}ξ ρ^m∂_mY^Σ C_{ΣΛ} Y^Λ , (33)

where

C_{ΣΛ} =

0 δ^α_β 0 −δ_α^β 0 0

0 0 i

= −(−)^{ΣΛ}C_{ΛΣ} (34)

is the orthosymplectic (OSp(2n|1) invariant) ’metric’ tensor.

The Lagrange multiplier ρ^m does not carry physical degrees of freedom. Indeed, using the general coordinate transformations δ̃_{gc}, Eq. (29), and the scaling symmetry, Eq. (27), one can fix, e.g., the gauge ρ^m(ξ) = δ^m_0 . The generalized Penrose correspondence (31) clearly does not restrict μ^α (as the first term in r.h.s contains the^{n(n+1)}_2 parametric

X^{αβ}). Hence the tensionless super–p–brane model allows a description in terms of 2n bosonic and 1 fermionic components of the unconstrained orthosymplectic supertwistor (32) which describes all the physical degrees of freedom of the system and makes the global OSp(2n|1) symmetry manifest. In particular, this implies that for n = 32 (i.e. D = 11) the extended BPS preon model (14) possesses an OSp(64|1) generalized superconformal symmetry, which is characteristic both for high–spin theories (see [1, 2, 4]) and for the two–time physics approach to M-theory [31, 32].

5 Conclusion and outlook

We have shown that the dynamical system described by the action (14) possesses (n − 1) local fermionic κ–symmetries. Hence, in n = 32 (D = 11) such a dynamical system can be considered as an extended object model for BPS preons, the hypothetical constituents of M-theory [18]. We have seen as well that the BPS preon model possesses OSp(64|1) symmetry, which was suggested to be a generalized conformal symmetry of M-theory (see [31, 32, 18] and refs. therein); this becomes transparent after passing to the equivalent supertwistor representation, Eq. (30) or (33), of the action (33). This simple transformation also exhibits the physical degrees of freedom of the dynamical system.

We call the object described by the action (14) a tensionless super–p–brane in generalized superspace Σ^{( n(n+1)}2^{|n)} = {(X^{αβ}, θ^α)}. The reasons are that the action (14) does not contain dimensionful parameters, and that the constraints (18) imply propagation in the generalized light–like directions of Σ^{( n(n+1)}2^{|n)} (cf. Ref. [2]). Moreover, for n = 2, 4, 8, 16, one converts Eq. (14) into the action of null–super–p–brane in the usual D = 3, 4, 6, 10 superspaces (see [29] for D=4) by substituting Γ^{αβ}_μ Π^μ_m ≡ Γ^{αβ}_μ (∂_mx^μ − i∂_mθΓ^μθ) for Π^{αβ}_m .

Tensionless strings and p–branes in usual spacetime and usual superspace were discussed many times in the context of superstring/M–theory [33]–[36], [29], [37]–[43] (see [29, 41] for more references). In particular, they appear as singularities in K3 compactification of superstring theory down to six dimensions which connect all known supersymmetric six dimensional vacua [39]. An interesting perturbative approach to search for solutions of nonlinear superstring equations in the curved spacetime background was developed in [36]. It is based on a power series decomposition in the p–brane tension T_p and is close in spirit to earlier propositions [44] to obtain the quantum propagator of a p–brane by starting from the propagator of null–p–brane and summing up the perturbative series in T_p. The leading order of such expansion, null–string for p = 1, should dominate string amplitudes describing short distance string physics [45]. The tension generation mechanism, which allows one to obtain a tensionful superbrane action from a null–super–p–brane action was studied in [46, 47]. In this frame the (super)brane tension T_p appears as an integration constant in the solution of the superstring equations of motion. This allows for its different values in regions of a universe separated by a domain wall and unifies null–p–branes (T_p = 0) with tensionful p–branes (T_p ≠ 0) . Furthermore, it was shown in [47] that the tension T_p can appear also as a result of a dimensional reduction. A development of this approach for the case of generalized superspaces might be useful for establishing mechanisms of tension generation and of the formation of the fundamental M–branes from our extended BPS preons.

Suggestions about a possible relation between tensionless strings and higher spin field theories can be found already in [48]. Recently this possible relation was discussed in the context of AdS/CFT correspondence [42]. The key observation is that, on one hand, both string field theory and the interacting higher spin theory contain infinite number of fields of higher spins, but, on the other hand, the latter has much more powerful gauge symmetry. This allowed Vasiliev to discuss in [48] the possibility that higher spin theories are more fundamental than string theory and that string theory can be viewed as a spontaneously broken phase of the higher spin theories. Then a possibility of an identification of the null strings (or null–p–branes) with higher spin theories was suggested by the enhancement of the symmetry in the tensionless limit of (super)string model (see [42] for further reasons).

The BPS preon conjecture [18] as a whole and, particularly, the tensionless superstring and super–p–brane models (14) in generalized superspace, can be considered also as a development of the above ideas. The models (14), being formulated in the generalized superspace which allows for a formulation of higher spin theories [12, 2, 4], respect, by construction, at least the GL(n) part of the higher spin symmetry (see [27, 28] for other models in D = 4). The physically relevant M–branes and D–branes in usual D = 11 and D = 10 superspaces are expected to appear in a spontaneously broken phase of the BPS preon models, which should imply the breaking of GL(n) symmetry down to some Spin(1, D − 1) ⊂ GL(n) (e.g. Spin(1, 10) ⊂ GL(32) for M-branes, Spin(1, 9) ⊂ GL(32) for D–branes). Moreover, for n = 2, 4, 8, 16 the models (14) are directly related the D = 3, 4, 6, 10 massless higher spin theories: for p > 0 they describe an extended object generalization of the classical mechanics description of the free higher spin theories. Indeed, as it was shown in [7], the quantum state spectra of the n = 2, 4, 8, 16 generalized superparticle models [8], which are identical to the point–like (p = 0) models (14) (ρ^0 can be removed by rescaling of λ, Eq. (27)), consist of towers of massless fields of all possible ‘spins’ in D = 3, 4, 6 and 10. The special property of the n = 2, 4, 8, 16 (n = 2(D − 2), D = 3, 4, 6, 10) point–like models (14) are related with the existence of the Hopf fibrations S^{2D−5}/S^{D−2} = S^{D−3} (see [7]). This provides a mechanism for ‘momentum space compactification’ of the additional (with respect to usual spacetime) degrees of freedom. The situation with n = 32 (D = 11) model is still unclear: classically it describes a particle with a dynamically generated mass [8, 9] and there is a problem in interpretation of the quantum state spectrum because no counterpart of the Hopf fibration is known for this case (see [9] for some discussion). However, in the framework of the BPS preon conjecture [18], which refers to superbrane rather than to field theories, the problem is rather a search for possibilities to construct a ‘physical’ BPS objects defined in the standard superspace, like M–branes and D–branes, from BPS preons in generalized superspace. In principle, one could explore the composite nature of the M–branes in terms of the point–like BPS preon model, but in an indirect way similar to the Matrix model description of supermembrane [49]. The tensionless p–brane models (14) provide a new basis to search for a possible composed nature of the M–branes: this search might be carried out by the quasi-classical methods for the extended object action, e.g. by studying solutions of the equations of motion (see [27] for some results in D = 4) and specific interactions with background fields in generalized superspace.

Recently an explicit relation between superparticle wavefunctions in generalized superspace and Vasiliev’s ’unfolded equations’ for higher spin field was established in [50] for n = 4 (D = 4). Moreover, the quantization of a counterpart of the p = 0, n = 4 model (14) defined in the generalized AdS_4 superspace has been also considered in [50].

This is of particular importance as the nontrivial interactions of higher spin fields can be constructed in a selfconsistent way only in a spacetime with nonvanishing cosmological constant (see [48] and refs. therein). It is interesting that the proper generalized AdS_4 superspace was proved to be just the supergroup manifold OSp(1|4) [50, 51]. These results provide a reason to study also the AdS generalizations of the n = 4 (D = 4) versions of the model (14): the tensionless superstring and supermembrane on OSp(1|4) supergroup manifold.

Acknowledgments. The author is grateful to J.A. de Azcárraga and to I. Bars, J. Lukierski, M. Vasiliev for useful conversations, and to the Abdus Salam ICTP for kind hospitality in Trieste. This work has been partially supported by the research grant BFM2002-03681 from the Ministerio de Ciencia y Tecnologia and from EU FEDER, Ukrainian FFR grant #383 and INTAS grant N 2000-254.

References

[1] M.A. Vasiliev, Progress in Higher Spin Gauge Theories, hep-th/0104246, and refs. therein.

[2] M.A. Vasiliev, Phys. Rev. D66, 066006 (2002), hep-th/0106149.

[3] E. Witten, talk at J. Schwarz’s 60-th birthday conference, Nov. 2001;

http://quark.caltech.edu/jhs60/witten/1.html.

[4] M.A. Vasiliev, Relativity, Causality, Locality, Quantization and Duality in the Sp(2M ) Invariant Generalized Space-Time, hep-th/0111119.

[5] I. Bars and C. Deliduman, Phys. Rev. D64, 045004 (2001), hep-th/0103042 and refs. therein.

[6] E. Sezgin and P. Sundell, Massless Higher Spins and Holography, hep-th/0205131, and refs.

therein.

[7] I. Bandos, J. Lukierski and D. Sorokin, Phys. Rev. D61, 045002 (2000), hep-th/9904109.

[8] I. Bandos and J. Lukierski, Mod. Phys. Lett. 14, 1257 (1999), hep-th/9811022.

[9] I. Bandos and J. Lukierski, Lect. Not. Phys. 539, 195 (2000), hep-th/9812074.

[10] J.W. van Holten and A. van Proeyen, J. Phys. A15, 3763 (1982);

T. Curtright, Phys. Rev. Lett. 60, 393 (1988).

[11] C. Chryssomalakos, J.A. de Azcárraga, J.M. Izquierdo and J.C. Pérez Bueno, Nucl. Phys.

B567, 293-330 (2000), hep-th/9904137; J.A. de Azcárraga and J.M. Izquierdo, Am. Inst. of Phys. Conf. Proc. 589, 3 (2001), hep-th/0105125; and refs. therein.

[12] C. Fronsdal, Massless particles, orthosymplectic symmetry and another type of Kaluza–Klein theory, In: Essays on Supersymmetry (Ed. C. Fronsdal), Mathematical Physics Studies, v. 8, 1986, 111pp.

[13] I. Bars, Phys. Rev. D54, 5203-5210 (1996), hep-th/9604139.

[14] I. Rudychev and E. Sezgin, Phys. Lett. B415, 363-370 (1997); B424 (1998) 411-412, hep-th/9705093, hep-th/9711128.

[15] R. Manvelyan and R. Mkrtchyan, Mod. Phys. Lett. A15, 747-760 (2000), hep-th/9907011;

Free Fields Equations For Space-Time Algebras With Tensorial Momentum, hep-th/0112233; R. Mkrtchyan, Little Groups and Statistics of Branes, hep-th/0209040; On an (Interacting) Field Theories With Tensorial Momentum, hep-th/0209175; Brain Content of Branes’ States, hep-th/0212174.

[16] R. Penrose and M.A.H. MacCallum, Phys. Rep. 6, 241 (1972);

R. Penrose, Rep. Math. Phys. 12, 65 (1977).

[17] P.K. Townsend, Phys. Lett. B350, 184 (1995); M-theory from its superalgebra, Cargèse lectures (1997), hep-th/9712004.

[18] I.A. Bandos, J.A. de Azcárraga, J.M. Izquierdo and J. Lukierski, Phys. Rev. Lett. 86, 4451- 4454 (2001), hep-th/0101113.

[19] E. Bergshoeff, R. Kallosh, T. Ortín and G. Papadopoulos, Nucl. Phys. B502, 149-169 (1997), hep-th/9705040;

D.P. Sorokin and P.K. Townsend, Phys. Lett. B412, 265 (1997), hep-th/9708003.

[20] I. A. Bandos, J.A. de Azcárraga and J.M. Izquierdo, Phys. Rev. D65 105010 (2002), hep-th/0112207; hep-th/0201067;

I.A. Bandos, J.A. de Azcárraga, J.M. Izquierdo and J. Lukierski, D=4 supergravity dynamically coupled to a massless superparticle in a superfield Lagrangian approach, hep-th/0207139, Phys. Rev. D (in press).

[21] J.P. Gauntlett and C.M. Hull, JHEP 0001, 004 (2000), hep-th/9909098;

J. Molins and J. Simon, Phys. Rev. D62, 125019 (2000), hep-th/0007253.

[22] J.P. Gauntlett, G.W. Gibbons, C.M. Hull and P.K. Townsend, Commun. Math. Phys. 216, 431 (2001), hep-th/0001024.

[23] M. Cvetic, H. Lu and C.N. Pope, Nucl. Phys. B644, 65-84 (2002), hep-th/0203229.

[24] J.P. Gauntlett and C.M. Hull, JHEP 0206, 013 (2002), hep-th/0203255.

[25] I. Bena and R. Roiban, A supergravity pp-wave solutions with 28 and 24 supercharges, hep-th/0206195; J. Michelson, A pp-Wave With 26 Supercharges, hep-th/0206204.

[26] M. Blau, J. Figueroa-O’Farrill, C. Hull and G. Papadopoulos, JHEP 0201 (2002) 047, hep-th/0110242; Class. Quant. Grav. 19, L87-L95 (2002), hep-th/0201081.

[27] A.A. Zheltukhin and U. Lindström, Nucl.Phys.Proc.Suppl. 102, 126-135 (2001), hep-th/0103101; JHEP 0201, 034 (2002), hep-th/0112206.

[28] A.A. Zheltukhin and D.V. Uvarov, JHEP 0208, 008 (2002), hep-th/0206214.

[29] I.A. Bandos and A.A. Zheltukhin, JETP Lett. 53, 5-8 (1991); Fortsch.Phys. 41, 619-676 (1993).

[30] I.A. Bandos, Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 51, 906-914 (1990).

[31] I. Bars, Hidden 12-dimensional structures in AdS(5)xS(5) and M(4)xR(6) Supergravities, hep-th/0208012; and refs. therein.

[32] P. West, JHEP 0008, 007 (2000), hep-th/0005270.

[33] A. Schild, Phys. Rev. D16, 1722 (1977)

[34] A. Karlhede and U. Lindstrom, Class. Quant. Grav. 3, L73-L75 (1986); B. Hwang and R.

Marnelius, Nucl. Phys. B272, 389 (1986); U. Lindstrom, B. Sundborg and G. Theodoridis, Phys.Lett. B253, 319-323 (1991); U. Lindstrom and M. Rocek, Phys.Lett. B271, 79-84 (1991).

[35] F. Lizzi, B. Rai, G. Sparano and A. Srivastava, Phys. Lett. B182, 326 (1986); R. Amorim and J. Barcelos–Neto, Z. Phys. C38, 643 (1988); J. Barcelos–Neto and M. Ruiz–Altaba, Phys. Lett. B228, 193 (1989); J. Gamboa, Class. Quant. Grav. 7, 1647 (1990).

[36] A.A. Zheltukhin, Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 48, 375-379 (1988); I.A. Bandos and A.A. Zheltukhin, Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 50, 556-560 (1989)

[37] J. Isberg, U. Lindstrom, B. Sundborg, Phys. Lett. B293, 321-326 (1992), hep-th/9207005;

J. Isberg, U. Lindstrom, B. Sundborg and G. Theodoridis, Nucl. Phys. B411, 122 (1994), hep-th/9307108.

[38] A. A. Zheltukhin, Tension as a Perturbative Parameter in Non–Linear String Equations in Curved Space–Time, Class. Quant. Grav. 13, 2357-2360 (1996) (hep-th/9606013); S.N. Roshchupkin and A.A. Zheltukhin, Class. Quant. Grav. 12, 2519-2524 (1995) (hep-th/9507006); Nucl. Phys. B543, 365-386 (1999) (hep-th/9806054);

[39] N. Seiberg and E. Witten, Comments on String Dynamics in Six Dimensions, Nucl. Phys.

B471, 121-134 (1996) (hep-th/9603003);

M.J. Duff, H. Lu, C.N. Pope, Phys. Lett. B378, 101-106 (1996) (hep-th/9603037); E. Witten, Mod. Phys. Lett. A11, 2649-2654 (1996) (hep-th/9609159).

[40] P. Bozhilov, Phys. Lett. B440, 35-42 (1998) (hep-th/9806134); ibid B454, 27-30 (1999) (hep-th/9901153); Phys. Rev. D62, 105001 (2000) (hep-th/9911210).

[41] P. Bozhilov, Null p-Branes, PhD thesis, hep-th/0011032 and refs. therein.

[42] Bo Sundborg, Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl. 102, 113–119 (2001) (hep-th/0103247).

[43] N.R. Constable, J. Erdmenger, Z. Guralnik and I. Kirsch, Intersecting Branes, Defect Conformal Field Theories and Tensionless Strings, hep-th/0212265.

[44] C.J. Isham, Proc. Roy. Soc. A351, 209 (1976);

C. Teitelboim, Phys. Rev. Lett. 38, 1106 (1977) 1106.

[45] D.J. Gross and P.F. Mende, Phys. Lett. B197, 129 (1987); Nucl. Phys. B303, 407 (1988);

D. Amati, M. Ciafaloni and G. Veneziano, Phys. Lett. B197, 81 (1987)

[46] P.K. Townsend, Phys. Lett. B277, 285-288 (1992);

E. Bergshoeff, L.A.J. London and P.K. Townsend, Class. Quant. Grav. 9, 2545-2556 (1992) (hep-th/9206026);

I.A. Bandos, D.P. Sorokin, M. Tonin and D.V. Volkov, Phys. Lett. B319, 445-450 (1993) (hep-th/9307039).

[47] J.A. de Azcárraga, J.M. Izquierdo and P.K. Townsend, Phys. Rev. D45, 3321-3325 (1992).

[48] M.A. Vasiliev, Ann. Phys. 190, 59-106 (1989).

[49] T. Banks, W. Fischler, S.H. Shenker, L. Susskind, Phys. Rev. D55, 5112 (1997);

B. de Wit, Supermembranes and Super Matrix Models, hep-th/9902051; H. Nicolai and J. Plefka, Phys. Lett. B477 309-312 (2000) 309-312, hep-th/0001106; A. Dasgupta, H. Nicolai and J. Plefka, JHEP 0005, 007 (2000), hep-th/0003280, and refs. therein.

[50] M. Plyushchay, D. Sorokin and M. Tsulaia, Higher Spins from Tensorial Charges and OSp(N |2n) Symmetry, hep-th/0301067.

[51] V.E. Didenko and M.A. Vasiliev, Free Field Dynamics in the Generalized AdS (Super)Space, hep-th/0301054;

M.A. Vasiliev, Higher-Spin Theories and Sp(2M ) Invariant Space–Time, hep-th/0301235.