arXiv:hep-th/0410003 v1 1 Oct 2004

ARE 1+1 AND 2+2 EXCEPTIONAL SIGNATURES?

J. A. Nieto^1 Facultad de Ciencias Físico-Matemáticas de la Universidad Autónoma de Sinaloa, 80010, Culiacán Sinaloa, México

Abstract

We prove that 1+1 and 2+2 target ‘spacetimes’ of a 0-brane are exceptional signatures. Our proof is based on the requirement of SL(2, R) and ‘Lorentz’ symmetries of a first order lagrangian. Using a special kind of 0-brane called ‘quatl’, we also show that the exceptional signatures 1 + 1 and 2 + 2 are closely related. Moreover, we argue that the 2 + 2 target ‘spacetime’ can be understood either as 2 + 2 worldvolume ‘spacetime’ or as ‘1 + 1-matrix-brane’. The possibility that the exceptional 2 + 2−signature implies an exceptional chirotope is briefly outlined.

Keywords: p-branes; oriented matroid theory Pacs numbers: 04.60.-m, 04.65.+e, 11.15.-q, 11.30.Ly September 22, 2004

1nieto@uas.uasnet.mx

1.- Introduction

In both mathematics and physics there are exceptional cases. The five regular polyhedra, five exceptional groups, four division algebras, among others, offer beautiful exceptions in mathematics [1]. On the other hand, the four fundamental forces of nature and the five superstring theories [2] provide with two examples of exceptional objects in physics. The dream in this framework is to find a general theory of exceptions. For instance, M-theory [3]-[5] is one of the latest dreams in this quest in connection with the five superstring theories.

One of the most important open problems in fundamental physics is to find what the exceptional signatures of the space time are. Traditionally, in the basic formulation of gauge field theories it is introduced by hand the signature of 1−timelike dimension and 3−spacelike dimensions, that is 1+3 signature. In Kaluza-Klein theory the situation is similar since one chooses as starting point T −time, with T = 1, and S−spacelike dimensions. In contrast supersymmetry offers an excellent mechanism to find exceptional signatures. For instance, only with T = 1, S = 9, T = 9, S = 1 or T = 5, S = 5 supersymmtry makes sense in superstring theory. Moreover, supersymmetry application in p-brane theory leads to exceptions in both time and space coordinates [6]. However these exceptions are too general in the sense that are modulo some specific value. In this scenario it may seem surprising to realize that one does not even need supersymmetry to find exceptional signatures. Recent studies in two time physics [7] observed that the symmetry SL(2, R) in a first order classical lagrangian associated with a 0-brane is accomplished only if one considers a scenario with two times and arbitrary spacelike coordinates. In this work, we analyze this possibility more carefully founding that the SL(2, R) symmetry, together with a global Lorentz symmetry, leads to the interesting result that 1 + 1 and 2 + 2 dimensions are exceptional signatures.

At ‘human scale’ our World appears to have 1 + 3 signature. But why does Nature make this signature an exceptional case? Recently some authors [8]-[9] have proposed a possible explanation for this question. Their proposals are based essentially in spin considerations [8] and group-theoretical argument a la Wigner [9]. From the point of view of p-brane theory, however, one has two type of signatures: the background target spacetime signature, and the worldvolume signature. Thus, the considerations in references [8] and [9] may be applied to the background target spacetime signature but not necessarily to the whole scenario of p-branes.

Through the years there has been some wisdom that such two types of signatures are connected. For instance, in superstring theory one starts with 1 + 1 signature associated with the worldsheet and supersymmetry and quantum consistency of the theory requires 1 + 9, 5 + 5 or 9 + 1 background target spacetime signatures. Similarly, if one starts with 1 + 2 worldvolume signature it is expected that quantum consistency requires 1 + 10 background target spacetime signature. Hull [10] has shown that if one considers closed time-like dimensions in the worldsheet of string theory or worldvolume p-branes, then duality implies other signatures for the target spacetime. In the case of type IIA string theory, Hull suggested that besides the 1 + 9 background target spacetime the signatures 0 + 10, 2 + 8, 5 + 5, 4 + 6 are also allowed. On the other hand, a 2+2−brane signature seems to require 2+10 background target spacetime signature as it has been shown by several authors [11]-[14]. Thus, according to these developments our result that 1 + 1 and 2 + 2 dimensions are exceptional signatures must refer to worldvolume signature of a 1 + 1−brane and 2 + 2−brane respectively, rather than to the background target spacetime signature associated with our World.

The key idea of our proof is based on the observation that a target spacetime of a 0−brane may become after first quantization in the worldvolume of a kind of a p−brane [15]-[16]. Thus, 1 + 1 and 2 + 2 target spacetime of a 0−brane can be seen as the 1 + 1 and 2 + 2 worldvolume spacetime of a 1 + 1−brane and 2 + 2−brane respectively. The idea turns out to be similar to the worldsheets for worldsheets proposed by Green [17], in which the string worldsheet itself emerges as the embedding space of a two dimensional string theory, and the 0−branes condensation suggested by Townsend [18] in which a 0−branes condensate leading to a description of a membrane.

Presumably, M−theory should have the property to predict not only the dimensionality of our World, but also its signature. Further, M−theory should be an exceptional theory and consequently one should expect that predicts also exceptional t + s-branes. In this work we show that the values t = 1, s = 1 and t = 2, s = 2 are exceptional and therefore one should expect that 1 + 1-brane and 2 + 2-brane are exceptional t + s-branes in agreement with our results. Moreover, in section 3, using a special kind of 0−brane called quatl [15] we show that the signatures 1 + 1 and 2 + 2 are closely related. In fact, we show that after quantization a quatl living in 2 + 2 target ‘spacetime’ leads to two equivalent branes, namely ‘1 + 1-matrix-brane’ and 2 + 2-brane. This means that, in principle, one can think either in 1 + 1-matrix-brane or 2 + 2-brane as a candidate for the M−theory. At this respect, it is important to mention that the case of 2 + 2-brane is precisely what Ketov [19] has suggested as a candidate for the M−theory.

It is worth mentioning that the relevance of the 2+2 signature has emerged in a different context. In mathematics, the signature 2 + 2 is known as Atiyah- Ward signature as a recognition of the work of Atiyah and Ward [20] (see also [21] and Refs. [22]-[24]) in which they conjecture the possible classification of lower-dimensional integrable models by means of self-dual Yang-Mills connection in the 2 + 2−signature. Physically, the 2 + 2−signature emerges in a consistent N = 2 superstring theory as discussed by Ooguri and Vafa [25]. These authors proved that N = 2 strings provide a consistent quantum theory of self-dual gravity a la Plebanski in 2 + 2 dimensions (see [26]-[27] and Refs. therein). The N = 2 string concept has been extended to N = (2, 1) heterotic string [28]-[30] and to N = (2, 2) open and closed strings [19]. Both of these cases suggested to see M−theory as a 2+2−brane embedded in 2+10 dimensions [11]-[14]. Siegel [31] has observed that spin-independent coupling and ghost nature of SO(2, 2) make N=4 super Yang-Mills in 2 + 2 dimensions a topological-like theory. Finally, it has been emphasized [32]-[33] that Majorana-Weyl spinor exists in spacetime of 2 + 2−signature.

In section 4, we make some comments about the importance of the ‘1 + 1- matrix-brane’ or 2 + 2-brane for future developments of M−theory. In particular, we argue that the present work may suggest that there should be an exceptional chirotope connected with the 2 + 2−signature. (Chirotope concept is part of the oriented matroid theory [34], which, as it has been suggested [35]-[39], may provide the underlying mathematical framework for M−theory, and it may be applied to different scenarios of physics [40] via the angular momentum concept and bundle matroid theory [41]-[44].) The idea is essentially suggested because in general, chirotopes and p-branes appear to be connected [39]. From the results of reference [39] it is straightforward to see that the t + s−branes and chirotopes should be also linked. Therefore, the exceptional feature of the 2 + 2-brane should lead necessarily to an exceptional chirotope.

2.- A 0-brane and the signature of the ‘spacetime’

Usually, the motion of a 0−brane is described by the position coordinates x^μ(τ ), where τ is an arbitrary parameter and the index μ goes from 0 to 3. The corresponding lagrangian is

L = −m(−ẋ^μẋ^ν η_{μν} )^{1/2}. (1)

Here, m is the inertial mass and η_{μν} = diag(−1, 1, 1, 1) is the Minkowski metric. The signature of the target spacetime determined by η_{μν} is in this case 1 + 3. It can be proved that the first order lagrangian

L = ẋ^μp_μ − λ 2 (p^μp_μ + m^2), (2)

where p_μ is the canonical momentum associated with x^μ, is classical equivalent to the lagrangian (1). The advantage of the first order lagrangian (2) over the lagrangian (1) is that allows the possibility to consider the massless case L = ẋ^μp_μ − λ 2 (p^μp_μ). (3)

Observe that the signature given by η_{μν} is an assumption of the above problem.

Our main idea is to discuss the above problem from other perspective. First of all, we shall assume a general signature with t−time and s−space coordinates, with t > 0 and s > 0, instead of the usual signature 1 + 3. Secondly, in order to emphasize that the physical system is moving in a more general target spacetime, we shall change the notation writing ξ^i(τ ) rather than x^μ(τ ) for describing the position of the system, with i, j running over all values of t + s.

Let us rewrite in terms of ξ^i(τ ) the corresponding lagrangian (3), L = ξ̇^ip_i − λ 2 (p^ip_i). (4)

Up to total derivative this lagrangian can be written as L = 1 2 (ξ̇^ip_i − ξ^iṗ_i) − λ 2 (p^ip_i). (5)

Let us now introduce the notation

ξ^i_1 ≡ ξ^i (6) and ξ^i_2 ≡ p^i. (7) Writing ξ^i_1 and ξ^i_2 in the compact form ξ^μ_a , with the index a = 1, 2, we see that (5) becomes L = 1 2 ε^{ab}ξ̇^i_aξ_{bi} − λ 2 (ξ^i_2ξ_{2i}), (8)

where ε^{ab} is the completely antisymmetric tensor with ε^{12} = 1. It is evident from (8) that the first term is manifestly SL(2, R) invariant, while the second one is not. Thus, in order to make the full lagrangian L manifest SL(2, R) invariant it is necessary to add new constraints besides the p^ip_i = 0 constraint. The resultant lagrangian is (see [7] and Refs. therein)

L_0 = 1 2 ε^{ab}ξ̇^i_aξ_{bi} − λ^{ab} 2 (ξ^i_aξ_{bi}), (9) where λ^{ab} = λ^{ba} denotes three different lagrange multipliers.

The constraints derived from (8) are

ξ^i_aξ_{bi} = 0, (10) which mean

ξ^i_1ξ_{1i} = 0, (11)

ξ^i_1ξ_{2i} = 0, (12) and ξ^i_2ξ_{2i} = 0. (13) According to the notation (6) and (7) this is equivalent to

ξ^iξ^j η_{ij} = 0, (14)

ξ^ip^j η_{ij} = 0, (15) and p^ip^j η_{ij} = 0, (16) respectively (see Ref. [45] for a discussion of these constraints). On the other hand, applying Noether’s procedure to (8) one learns that the angular momentum

L^{ij} = ξ^ip^j − ξ^j p^i (17) or L^{ij} = ε^{ab}ξ^i_aξ^j_b (18) is a conserved dynamic variable obeying the Lorentz group algebra.

Our goal is now to determine signatures of η_{ij} for which the formulae (14)- (17) make sense. For this purpose, let us separate from (14)-(16) one time variable in the form − (ξ^1)^2 + ξ^{i′} ξ^{j′} η_i′_j′ = 0, (19)

− ξ^1p^1 + ξ^{i′} p^{j′} η_i′_j′ = 0, (20) and − (p^1) + p^{i′} p^{j′} η_i′_j′ = 0, (21) where the indices i^′, j^′, etc. run from 2 to t + s. The formula (20) leads to

(ξ^1)^2(p^1)^2 − ξ^{i′} p^{j′} η_i′_j′ ξ^{k′} p^{l′} η_k′_l′ = 0. (22) Using (14) and (16) we find that (22) becomes ξ^{i′} ξ^{j′} η_i′_j′ p^{k′} p^{l′} η_k′_l′ − ξ^{i′} p^{j′} η_i′_j′ ξ^{k′} p^{l′} η_k′_l′ = 0, (23) which can also be written as (δ^{j′}_i′ δ^{l′}_k′ − δ^{l′}_i′ δ^{j′}_k′ )ξ^{i′} ξ_j′ p^{k′} p_l′ = 0. (24) Let us now introduce the completely antisymmetric symbol ϵ^{i′2...i′t+s} . (25) This is a rank-t + s − 1 tensor which values are +1 or −1 depending on even or odd permutations of ϵ^{2...t+s}, (26) respectively. Moreover, ϵ^{i′1 ...i′t+s} takes the value 0, unless i^′_2...i^′_{t+s} are all different.

The formula (24) can be written in terms of ϵ^{i′2...i′t+s} in the form ϵ^{j′l′i′4 ...i′t+s} ϵ_i′_k′_i′_{4 ...i}′_{t+s} ξ^{i′} ξ_j′ p^{k′} p_l′ = 0, (27) where we dropped the nonzero factor^1_{(t+s−2)!} . Moreover, the formula (27) can be rewritten as ϵ^{j′l′i′4 ...i′t+s} ϵ_i′_k′_i′_{4 ...i}′_{t+s} L^{i′k′} L_j′_l′ = 0, (28) Here, we used (17) and dropped some numerical factors. Observe that L_i′_{4 ...i}′_{t+s} = 1 2 ϵ_i′_k′_i′_{4...i}′_{t+s} L^{i′ k′} is the dual of L^{i′k′} .

From (27) we first observe that for the values t = 1 and zero otherwise the expression (28) is an euclidean relation and, therefore, implies L_j′_l′ = 0. This is true for all values of s except for the case s = 1, which cannot be considered from (28). Indeed, for the case 1+1 we need to go back to (14)-(16) and write,

− (ξ^1)^2 + (ξ^2)^2 = 0, (29)

− ξ^1p^1 + ξ^2p^2 = 0, (30) and − (p^1)^2 + (p^2)^2 = 0. (31)

One can check, using (29) and (31) that (30) is an identity. Thus (29) and (31) do not lead to any link between ξ and p and therefore in this case the angular momentum (17) is well defined. Therefore, we have discovered that the symmetry SL(2, R) is not consistent with the Lorentz symmetry for all cases 1+s, except s = 1. This means that for the case of one time the signature 1 + 1 is exceptional.

Another consequence of our analysis is that the minimal dimensionality in which (28) makes sense is 2 + 1, since the other case 1 + 2 we have already discovered that implies L_j′_l′ = 0. Since the formula (28) is true up to sign we find that the analysis of the cases t + 1 is exactly the same that 1 + s for t ≠ 1 and s ≠ 1. Thus, the case 2 + 1 also implies L_j′_l′ = 0. Hence, this proves that with two times the minimal case in which the symmetry SL(2, R) is perfectly consistent with the Lorentz symmetry, corresponds to the 2 + 2−signature. In principle we may continue with this procedure founding that 3 + 3 and so on are consistent possibilities. But, considering that (19)-(21) are only three constraints we see that there are not enough constraints to eliminate all additional degrees of freedom in all possible cases with t ≥ 3 and s ≥ 3. In fact, one should expect that this will lead to unpleasant possibilities at the quantum level [7].

Summarizing by imposing the symmetry SL(2, R) and the Lorentz symmetry in the lagrangian (9) we have shown that the signatures 1 + 1 and 2 + 2 are distinguished for any other and therefore they are exceptional.

3.- Relation between the signatures 1 + 1 and 2 + 2: the quatl theory

In this section, we shall show that a particular kind of 0−brane called the quatl [15] provides a link between the signatures 1 + 1 and 2 + 2, and also allows the possibility to transfer the target spacetime properties of the signatures 1 + 1 and 2 + 2 to a worldvolume properties of 1 + 1−brane and

2 + 2−brane respectively. For this purpose let us start addressing the quatl theory proposed in Ref. [15]. We should mention that some of the concepts presented here are new and more general that those discussed in Ref. [15]. In particular, we establish a connection between the quatl theory and 2+2−brane theory.

Consider the line element

ds^2 = dξ^μdξ^ν η_{μν} . (32)

Here, we shall assume that the indices μ, ν ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4} and that η_{μν} = diag(−1 − 1, 1, 1) determine the 2 + 2−signature. By defining

ζ^{11} ≡ ξ^3, ζ^{22} ≡ ξ^4, ζ^{12} ≡ ξ^1, ζ^{21} ≡ ξ^2, (33)

it is not difficult to show that (23) can also be written as ds^2 = dζ^{am}dζ^{bn}η_{ab}η_{mn}, (34) where a, b, m, n ∈ {1, 2} and η_{ab} = diag(−1, 1) and η_{mn} = diag(−1, 1). We have that while ξ^μ are coordinates associated to a target spacetime of signature 2 + 2 the coordinates ζ^{am} are associated with a target space time of signature 1 + 1. Thus, the equivalence between (32) and (34) determines an interesting connection between the signatures 1 + 1 and 2 + 2.

Now, consider the transition η_{μν} → G_{μν} (ξ^α) in (32), where G_{μν} = G_{νμ} is a curved symmetric metric. A natural question is to see which the corresponding transition in (34) is. One can check that the transitions η_{ab} → φ_1g_{ab}(ζ^{am}) and η_{mn} → φ_2γ_{mn}(ζ^{am}), where g_{ab} and γ_{mn} are two different nonsymmetric metrics and φ_1and φ_2 are two conformal factors, provide a possible identification. between G_{μν} and the two nonsymmetric metrics g_{ab}(ζ^{am}) and γ_{mn}(ζ^{am}). In fact, this can be seen by just observing that the two metrics g_{ab} and γ_{mn} together with the conformal factors φ_1and φ_2 lead exactly to the same number of degrees of freedom associated with the symmetric metric G_{μν} .

The next step is to make dynamic the above kinematic relation between the signatures 1 + 1 and 2 + 2. For this purpose let us first consider the (t + s)-brane action S = 1 2 ∫ dζ^{t+s} √ −G [ G^{AB} ∂y^{ν̂} ∂ζ^A ∂y^{σ̂} ∂ζ^B γ_{ν̂σ̂} − ((t + s) − 2) ] , (35)

where we shall assume that γ_{ν̂σ̂} is a background metric associated with some σ−model in T + S dimensions. From (35) we obtain the constraint

∂y^{ν̂} ∂ζ^A ∂y^{σ̂} ∂ζ^B γ_{ν̂σ̂} − G_{AB} 2 [ G^{CD} ∂y^{ν̂} ∂ζ^C ∂y^{σ̂} ∂ζ^D γ_{ν̂σ̂} − ((t + s) − 2) ] = 0. (36)

From (36) we find the expression G^{CD} ∂y^{ν̂} ∂ζ^C ∂y^{σ̂} ∂ζ^D γ_{ν̂σ̂} = t + s. (37)

Now, we ask ourselves what the analogue of (36) for a 0−brane will be. Presumably, we shall have P_AP_B − G_{AB} 2 [ G^{CD} P_C P_D − (t + s) − 2 T + S ] = 0 (38)

and the analogue of (37) will be

G^{CD} P_C P_D = t + s T + S . (39)

In principle, (38) and (39) can be obtained from (36) and (37) by assuming that

γ_{μ̂ν̂} = x^{M̂(Â)} ∂x^{N̂}_{(Â)} ∂y^{μ̂} x^{R̂(Ĉ)} ∂x^Ŝ_{(Ĉ)} ∂y^{ν̂} η_{M̂R̂}η_{N̂Ŝ} . (40)

Here, x^{N̂}_{(Â)} is eigenstate of P_C = −i^∂_{∂ζC} and is an element of SO(T, S), where T and S determine the signature of the flat metric η_{M̂R̂}.

The corresponding first order lagrangian from which (38) and (39) can be derived is S = ∫ dτ { ζ̇^Ap_A − √−G [ G^{AB} P_AP_B − ((t + s) − 2) T + S ]} . (41)

Let us now focus in the case of 2 + 2 dimensions. We have t = 2 and s = 2 and therefore in this case (35) becomes S = 1 2 ∫ dζ^{2+2} √ −G [ G^{AB} ∂y^{ν̂} ∂ζ^A ∂y^{σ̂} ∂ζ^B γ_{ν̂σ̂} − 2 ] , (42)

which corresponds to the bosonic 2+2−brane action. While the corresponding 0−brane action (41) is reduced to S = 1 2 ∫ dτ { ζ̇^Ap_A − √ −G [ G^{AB} P_AP_B − 2 T + S ]} . (43)

For the particular case of φ_1 = φ_2 = 1, it is straightforward to show that this action can be written in terms of ζ^{am} and p_{am} as follows: S = ∫ dτ [ ζ̇^{am}p_{am} − 1 2 √ −g √ −γ(g^{ab}γ^{mn}p_{am}p_{bn} − 2 T + S ] , (44)

where g_{ab} and γ_{mn} are the two auxiliary metrics mentioned above. It turns out that the coordinates ζ^{am}(τ ) describe the position of a quatl [15]. The states x^{N̂}_{(Â)} > which allow the connection between the actions (42) and (43) are the so called ketzal [15]. It is particularly interesting to observe that the formalism that connects (43) and (44) only works for the signatures 2 + 2 and 1 + 1. In fact, assume that ζ^A is a vector living in a target spacetime of signature q + q, in other words, we consider the same number of time and space coordinates. Now, consider the possibility to write the coordinates ζ^A as square matrix ζ^{am} where the maximum value of the indices a and m is q. It is not difficult to see that this is possible if q satisfies the formula q^2 = q + q, which has the unique solution q = 2. Thus, a connection of the form (43) and (44) is only possible for a vector ζ^A in a target spacetime of 2 + 2−signature and a matrix ζ^{am} associated with a 1 + 1−signature. It is worth mentioning that the group theory provides us with an alternative explanation about the connection between the coordinates ζ^A and ζ^{am}. In fact, the natural global continuous symmetry associated with the signature 2 + 2 is SO(2, 2). But due to the isomorphism SO(2, 2) ∼= SL(2, R)^′ ⊗ SL(2, R) one finds that a 2 + 2 dimensional vector ζ^A may be written as ζ^{am}, where the index a refers to SL(2, R)^′ and the index m to SL(2, R) (see Ref. [19]).

From the above observations it becomes evident that (42) may also be written as S = 1 2 ∫ dζ^{2+2} √ −g √ −γ [ g^{ab}γ^{mn} ∂y^{ν̂} ∂ζ^{am} ∂y^{σ̂} ∂ζ^{an} γ_{ν̂σ̂} − 2 ] , (45)

which presumably it will correspond to the first quantization of the 0−brane called quatl described by the action (44). It seems that action (45) has not been considered in the literature. For distinguishing from the 2 + 2−brane, we shall call the physical system described by (45) the ‘1 + 1−matrix-brane’. The action (45) appears interesting because at the quantum level may allow to follow similar technics to the one used in string theory. In particular, (45) may allow to determine the critical dimensions of the 1 + 1−matrix-brane. In principle, one may think on s + t−matrix-brane, but its correspondence with the t + s−brane should require more degrees of freedom for connecting the coordinates ζ^A and the square matrix ζ^{am}.

4.- Some final thoughts about the 1 + 1 and 2 + 2 signatures

From the above discussion it is evident that in general, one may consider three different kinds of ‘spacetimes’: the target spacetime (T ), the scenario where a 0−brane moves, the worldvolume (W) associated with a t + s−brane, and the T + S background target (BT ) spacetime where the t + s−brane evolves. We have shown that, in the case of the signatures 1 + 1 and 2 + 2, and only in this case, there is a clear relation between T and W. In fact, in this case, after quantizing the system, the T of a quatl becomes the W spacetime of 2 + 2−brane. This proves that the 2 + 2−brane can be understood as a first quantization of a quatl, a kind of 0−brane moving in a spacetime of 1+1−signature [15]. Traditionally, the W spacetime of 1+1−brane determines the BT −spacetime via quantum consistency and supersymmetrizability. Thus, in the case of 2 + 2 one should expect a connection of the form T ↔ W ↔ BT . (46) Supersymmetrizability established that for a 2+2−brane, the signature of BT should be 2 + 10, but a quantum analysis as in the case of string theory, as far as we know is lacking. Looking the action (45) one wonders if the signature of BT for a supersymmetric 2 + 2−brane should be 2 + 18 rather than 2 + 10. The reason for this is that the action contains two independent metrics in 1+1 dimensions and one should expect that each metric leads to 1 + 9 dimensions.

The 2 + 2−brane in a BT of 2 + 10−spacetime has been proposed as a candidate of the M−theory. But one of the dreams is that M−theory is an exceptional theory. Thus our proof that 2 + 2 is an exceptional signature coincides with this expectation regarding M−theory.

Hull [10] has shown that it makes sense to consider compactifications not only in the spacelike coordinates, but also in the timelike coordinates. From this point of view one may think in a double dimensional compactification procedure in order of reducing 2 + 2 to 1 + 1 dimensions and simultaneously 2 + 10 going to 1 + 9. And this is another way to see the close relation between the signatures 2 + 2 and 1 + 1. Another possibility for a link between the signature 2 + 2 and 1 + 1 is to apply the Carlini-Greensite [46] procedure for transforming a spacelike coordinate into timelike coordinates and vice versa.

Cosmology may also provide the possibility to see the exceptionality of the signature 2 + 2. In fact, recently it has been shown [47] that radius-duality in a Kaluza-Klein cosmological models applies to all possible dimensions T + S in the spacetime of BT with the only exception of 2 + S. One is tempting to speculate that similar technics applied to the spacetime W will lead to the exceptionality of the 2+2−signature. This is expected since 2+2−brane moves naturally 2 + 10−spacetime which according to duality should be exceptional. Therefore, one should expect that the cosmological exceptionality of the 2+10 spacetime may be translated to the 2 + 2−brane new world scenario.

It has been proposed [35]-[40] the so called oriented matroid theory [34] as the underlaying mathematical structure for M−theory. Since 2 + 2−brane is also a candidate for the M−theory one should expect a relation between matroid theory and 2 + 2−brane theory. The proof that the signature 2 + 2 is exceptional relied on the combination of both group symmetries SL(2, R) and SO(S, T ). Specifically one assumes that the SL(2, R)-symmetry implies a nonvanishing angular momentum L^{i′k′} associated with the group SO(S, T ). But it has been shown [39] that any nonvanishing angular momentum can be identified with the chirotope concept of the oriented matroid theory [34]. Hence, it is correct to assure that the SL(2, R)−symmetry implies a chirotope structure for two times physics. In particular, according to the result of the present work concerning the exceptionality of the 2 + 2−signature one must have an exceptional chirotope associated to the 2 + 2−brane. In other words, the SL(2, R)−symmetry should imply an exceptional chirotope structure for M−theory.

There are a number of possible developments of the present work. By considering supersymmetry restrictions of the values T, S, t and s in connection with a superconformal group, Batrachenko, Duff and Lu [48] have reexamined the 2−brane case at the end of the De Sitter universe. It may be interesting to understand the present development from the point of view of supersymmetry and superconformal group. There has been an attempt to explain why the BT −spacetime has 1 + 3−signature using fractal technics [49]. It seems interesting to apply fractal technics to the case W−spacetime in order to find an alternative explanation of the exceptionality of the 2 + 2−signature. Finally, self-duality seems to be deeply connected with the 2 + 2−signature [50]. Thus it seems also interesting for further research to investigate self-duality concept at the level of constraints of the ‘1 + 1−matrix-brane’ system.

References

[1] J. Stillwell, The Evolution of ...., edited by A. Shenitzer, Mathematics, York University, North York, Ontario, Canada (1998).

[2] M. B. Green, J. H. Schwarz and E. Witten, Superstring Theory Vol 1 and 2, ( Cambridge Monographs On Mathematical Physics, 1987).

[3] P. K. Townsend, “Four lectures on M-theory,” Proceedings of the ICTP on the Summer School on High Energy Physics and Cosmology, June 1996; hep-th/9612121.

[4] M. J. Duff, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 11, 5623 (1996), hep-th/9608117. [5] P. Horava and E. Witten, Nucl. Phys. B 460, 506 (1996). [6] M. P. Blencowe and M. J. Duff, Nucl. Phys. B 310, 387 (1988); M. J.

Duff, Class. Quant. Grav. 6, 1577 (1989).

[7] I. Bars, Class. Quant. Grav. 18, 3113 (2001); hep-th/0008164. [8] N. M. Borstnik and H. B. Nielsen, Phys. Lett. B 486, 314 (2000);

hep-ph/0005327.

[9] H. van Dam and Y. Jack Ng, Phys. Lett. B 520, 159 (2001);

hep-th/0108067.

[10] C. M. Hull, JHEP 9811, 017 (1998); hep-th/9807127. [11] S. Hewson and M. Perry, Nucl.Phys.B 492, 249 (1997); hep-th/9612008. [12] H. Nishino, Phys. Lett. B 437, 303 (1998); hep-th/9706148. [13] S. V. Ketov, H. Nishino and S. J. Gates, Nucl. Phys. B 393, 149 (1993);

hep-th/9207042.

[14] H. Nishino, Phys. Lett. B 452, 265 (1999); hep-th/9901104. [15] J. A. Nieto, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 10, 3087 (1995); gr-qc/9508006. [16] J.A. Nieto, ”From the Quatl to the Ketzal of a Generalized String Theory,” Prepared for 5th Mexican Workshop of Particles and Fields, Puebla, Mexico, 30 Oct - 3 Nov 1995; Published in *Puebla 1995, Particles and fields and phenomenology of fundamental interactions* 525-528.

[17] M. B. Green, Nucl. Phys. B 293, 593 (1987).

[18] P. K. Townsend, Phys. Lett. B 373, 68 (1996); hep-th/9512062. [19] S. V. Ketov, Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl. 52A, 335 (1997).

[20] M. F. Atiyah and R.S. Ward, Comm. Math. Phys. 55, 117 (1977). [21] R. S. Ward, Phil. Trns. R. London A 315 451 (1985). [22] M. A. De Andrade, O. M. Del Cima and L. P. Colatto, Phys.Lett. B 370, 59 (1996); hep-th/9506146 [23] M. A. De Andrade and O. M. Del Cima Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 11, 1367 (1996).

[24] M. Carvalho and M. W. de Oliveira Phys. Rev. D 55, 7574 (1997);

hep-th/9612074.

[25] Ooguri and C. Vafa, Nucl. Phys. B 367, 83 (1991); Nucl. Phys. B 361, 469 (1991);

[26] H. Garcia-Compean, ”N = 2 String geometry and the heavenly equations”, Proceedings of Conference on Topics in Mathematical Physics, General Relativity, and Cosmology on the Occasion of the 75th Birthday of Jerzy F. Plebanski, Mexico City, Mexico; 17-20 Sep 2002; hep-th/0405197.

[27] C. Castro, J. Math. Phys. 35, 3013 (1994); hep-th/9308102. [28] D. Kutasov, E. J. Martinec and M. O’Loughlin, Nucl. Phys. B 477, 675 (1996); hep-th/9603116.

[29] E. J. Martinec, ”Matrix Theory and N=(2,1) Strings”; hep-th/9706194. [30] D. Kutasov and E. J. Martinec, Nucl. Phys. B477, 652 (1996), hep-th/9602049; Class. Quant. Grav.14, 2483 (1997); hep-th/9612102.

[31] W. Siegel, Phys. Rev. D 46, 3235 (1992).

[32] P. G. O. Freund, Introduction to Supersymmetry (C. U. P. 1986). [33] S. V. Ketov, H. Nishino and S. J. Gates, Phys. Lett. B 307, 323 (1993);

hep-th/9203081.

[34] A. Bjorner, M. Las Verganas, N. White and G. M. Ziegler, Oriented Martroids, (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1993).

[35] J. A. Nieto and M.C. Marín, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 18, 5261 (2003);

hep-th/0302193.

[36] J. A. Nieto, Rev. Mex. Fis. 44, 358 (1998).

[37] J. A. Nieto and M. C. Marín, J. Math. Phys. 41, 7997 (2000). [38] J. A. Nieto, J. Math. Phys. 45, 285 (2004); hep-th/0212100. [39] J. A. Nieto, Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 8, 177 (2004); hep-th/0310071. [40] J. A. Nieto, ”Chirotopes in Different Scenarios of Physics”;

hep-th/0407093.

[41] R. D. Macpherson, “Combinatorial differential manifolds: a symposium in honor of John Milnor’s sixtieth birthday,” pp. 203-221 in Topological methods on modern mathematics (Stony Brook, NY, 1991), edited by L. H. Goldberg and A. Phillips, Houston, 1993.

[42] L. Anderson and J. F. Davis, “Mod 2 Cohomolgy of Combinatorial Grassmannians,” math.GT/9911158.

[43] L. Anderson, New Perspectives. in Geom. Comb. 38, 1 (1999). [44] D. Biss, “Some applications of oriented matroids to topology,” PhD. thesis, MIT, 2002.

[45] J. M. Romero and A. Zamora, ”Snyder noncommutative space-time from two time physics”; hep-th/0408193.

[46] A. Carlini and J. Greensite, Phys. Rev. D 49, 866 (1994); gr-qc/9308012. [47] J. A. Nieto, O. Velarde, C. M. Yee and M. P. Ryan, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 19, 2131 (2004); hep-th/0401145.

[48] A. Batrachenko, M. J. Duff and J. X. Lu, ”The membrane at the end of the (De Sitter) Universe”; hep-th/0212186.

[49] C. Castro, A. Granik and M. S. El Naschie, ”Why we live in (3+1)- dimensions”; hep-th/0004152 [50] S. J. Gates, H. Nishino and S. V. Ketov, Phys. Lett. B 297, 99 (1992);

hep-th/9203078.