arXiv:1101.2110v2 [hep-th] 3 Jun 2011

Self-dual formulations of d = 3 gravity theories in the path-integral framework

P. J. Arias^{a∗} and F. A. Schaposnik^{b†} aCentro de Física Teórica y Computacional Facultad de Ciencias, Universidad Central de Venezuela AP 20513, Caracas 1020-A, Venezuela.

bDepartamento de Física, Universidad Nacional de La Plata/IFLP C.C.67 - 1900 La Plata - Argentina.

Abstract

We study the connection, at the quantum level, between d = 2 + 1 dimensional self-dual models with actions of growing (from first to fourth) order, governing the dynamics of helicity ±2 massive excitations. We obtain identities between generating functionals of the different models using the path-integral framework, this allowing to establish dual maps among relevant vacuum expectation values. We check consistency of these v.e.v.’s with the gauge invariance gained in each mapping.

PACS numbers: 11.10.Kk, 04.60.Kz, 04.60.Rt, 03.70.+k

∗Electronic address: pio.arias@ciens.ucv.ve †Electronic address: fidel@fisica.unlp.edu.ar; Associated with CICBA

I. INTRODUCTION

Since its introduction nearly three decades ago [1] 2+1 dimensional topologically massive gravity, with a third order P and T odd action governing the dynamics of a single massive graviton, has attracted a lot of attention and several dual formulations have been found [2]-[16]. Indeed, various 2 + 1 dimensional models describe, locally, a single massive spin 2 excitation, differing in their gauge symmetries and sharing the common feature of parity and time reversal invariances violation. These properties come from the fact that in 2 + 1 dimensions the angular momentum tensor M^{μν} is dual to a pseudo-vector J^μ so that the Casimir operators of the Poincaré group are P_μP^μ = −m^2 and P_μJ^μ = ms, with m the mass and s the spin of the excitation, identified with its helicity.

Concerning P and T invariant models, they must necessarily have two excitations with the same mass and opposite helicities[17]-[18]. In fact, a fourth order unitary gravity model in which the graviton acquires mass without the introduction of extra fields was recently proposed [19]-[21]. This model is equivalent to the Fierz-Pauli model at the linear level and in this sense it is P and T invariant and describes two excitation of the same mass and opposite helicities.

The equations of motion of the single massive excitation models relate the relevant field with its curl as it happens with self-duality equations arising in vector theories [22]-[23]. Indeed, the minimal description of a spin 2 theory leads to the equation of motion [2] ( h^{T t} )_a μ = − 1 m ε_μ^{νλ}∂_ν ( h^{T t} )_a λ (1) with ( h^{T t} )_a μ a symmetric, transverse and traceless tensor which can be associated to the linear deviation of the dreibein e_μ^a. (We are considering a 2 + 1 metric with signature (−, +, +) and denote μ, ν and a, b curved and flat indices respectively.).

Equation (1) can be derived from a first order action with no gauge symmetries, in terms of the tensor field h_μ^a. It is resemblant to the self-dual equation for a vector field A_μ,

A_μ = 1 m ε_μ^{νλ}∂_ν A_λ (2)

in self-dual (Abelian) gauge theories.

One can extend the model with self-dual equation (1), which we call SD1, endowing the action with a gauge symmetry in such a way that one ends with massive excitations without breaking the aforementioned symmetry. The first extension that one can envisage is the self-dual intermediate model (SD2) introduced in [2] with a second order action having a symmetry that corresponds to the linearization of diffeomorphism invariance. In growing order then comes the third order linear topologically massive model [1] (SD3), with a diffeomorphism invariant action also exhibiting Lorentz invariance when written in terms of the dreibeins. Finally there is the so-called new topological massive model (SD4) [15], [13] with a fourth order action which, in addition, has a linear conformal invariance.

These four models that describe a single massive excitation of helicity +2 or −2 can be connected via duality transformations that incorporate the corresponding gauge symmetries in passing from SD1 to SD3 [4],[12],[16] and to SD4 [24]. A link joining the SD4 model was also presented in [13] and in the opposite direction it can be seen that fixing the gauge one can go from SD3 to SD1 models [4],[7],[9]. Such connections have been in general established at the classical level. A quantum analysis has been outlined in [12],[16] for connections SD1 to SD3 and to SD4 in [14], basically analyzing propagators in connection with unitarity.

It is the purpose of the present work to study the dual equivalence between the four massive models SDI (with I = 1, . . . 4) at the quantum level. The idea is to follow the approach developed in the study of self-dual and the topologically massive vector models, whose equivalence was established at the level of equations of motions in refs.[22]-[23] and discussed at the quantum level within the path-integral approach in [25]-[27].

Basically, we shall introduce successive “interpolating actions” depending on two fields: the one of the departure model and the dual model one. Then, we shall define the generating functional associated to the interpolation actions in the form of a path-integral over the two fields. Integrating over one or the other fields the connection between the generating functionals of the SDI models can be established and, from it, the connections between quantum correlation functions follow.

The plan of the paper is the following: in the next section we introduce the actions governing the dynamics of the different models, analyze their symmetries and exhibit their equivalence at the classical level, showing that the equations of motions for the SD1 to SD4 models can be derived from a single equation for a symmetric, transverse and traceless tensor that can be identified in each case with the linear deviation of the dreibein, the linear spin connection, the linear Schouten tensor and the linear Cotton tensor respectively.

We introduce in section 3 the interpolating action for models SD1 and SD2 and define the associated generating functional in the path-integral framework. Integrating on one or the other field will allow to connect vacuum expectation values for SD1 and SD2 models. An analogous procedure is described in section 4, now for connecting models SD1 and SD2 with SD3. In section 5 we extend the calculation in order to connect the previous models with the new topological massive model SD4. Finally, in section 6 we present our conclusions.

II. DUALITIES AT THE CLASSICAL LEVEL

We take the fields h_μ^a as the linear deviation of dreibeins e^a_μ e_μ^a = δ_μ^a + κh_μ^a (3) with κ a parameter related to Newton constant G_N , κ^2 = 8πG_N . To first order in κ flat indices a, b in field h can be replaced by μ, ν curved ones; we shall nevertheless maintain the distinction in order to keep track of this two type of indices. The symmetric part of h is connected with the linear deviation of the metric g_{μν} = η_{μν} + κH_{μν} with H_{μν} = h_{μν} + h_{νμ} (4) The dual of the torsion free spin connection is eω_μ^a = (e_{μb}e_ρ^a − 1 2 e_μ^ae_{ρb})ε^{ρνλ}∂_ν e_λ^b (5) In the linear approximation, the resulting linearized spin connection, becomes ω^L_μ^a(h) = (η_{μb}δ^a_ρ − 1 2 δ^a_μη_{ρb})ε^{ρνλ}∂_ν h_λ^b = 1 2 δ^a_λε^{λνρ} (∂_ν (h_{μρ} + h_{ρμ}) − ∂_μh_{νρ})) ≡ [W_μ^a]_b^λh_λ^b = W_μ^a(h). (6) From this expression it is easy to verify that ε_{abc}ε^{μνλ}δ_λ^cW_ν^b(h) = ε^{μνλ}∂_ν h_{λa} (7) The linearized Einstein tensor G^{Lμν} (h) is then given by G^{Lμν} (h) = −ε^{νρσ} ∂_ρW_σ^c(h)δ^μ_c = −ε^{μαρ}ε^{νβσ}∂_α∂_βh_{ρσ} = − 1 2 ε^{μαρ}ε^{νβσ}∂_α∂_β (h_{ρσ} + h_{σρ}), (8) while the Cotton tensor can be written in the linear approximation as C^{Lμν} = ε^{μρλ}∂_ρS^{Lν}_λ = − 1 2 ε^{μαρ}ε^{μβσ}∂_α∂_β (W_{ρσ}(h) + W_{σρ}(h)) (9) where S^{Lμ}_ν is the linearized Schouten tensor S^{Lμ}_ν = G^{Lμ}_ν − 1 2 δ^μ_ν G^L = −(δ^μ_c η_{νρ} − 1 2 δ^μ_ν η_{ρc})ε^{ρσλ}∂_σW_λ^c(h) = −[W^μ_ν ]_c^λW_λ^c(h). (10) Under diffeomorphism transformations h_μ^a and ω_μ^a change as δ_ζ h_μ^a = ∂_μζ^a , δ_ζ ω^{La}_μ = 0 (11) Concerning Lorentz transformations, they take the form δ_lh_μ^a = ε^a_{bc}l^bδ^c_μ , δ_lω^a_μ = ∂_μl^a (12) and for conformal transformations one has δ_ρh_μ^a = 1 2 ρδ_μ^a , δ_ρω^{La}_μ = 1 2 ε_μ^{νσ}∂_σ ρδ^a_ν . (13) In order to see the effect of these transformations on the different objects that we are considering we can make a decomposition of the field h in its irreducible components h_{μν} = (H^{T t}_{μν} + 1 2 P_{μν} H^T + ρ_μρ_ν H^L + ρ_μh^T_ν + ρ_ν h^T_ν ) + (ε_{μνλ}V^{T λ} + ε_{μνλ}ρ^λV^L) (14) ≡ h^S_{μν} + h^A_{μν} , with P^μ_ν = δ^μ_ν − ρ^μρ_ν , ρ_μ = ∂_μ □^{1/2} . (15) and h^S_{μν} = h^S_{νμ} , h^A_{μν} = −h^A_{νμ}, H^{T tμ}_μ = 0 , ∂_μH^{T tμ}_ν = 0, ∂_μh^{T μ} = 0 , ∂_μV^{T μ} = 0. (16) In decomposition (14) H^{T t}_{μν} are the spin 2 components of the field h_{μν} . The spin 1 components are h_μ^T and V^T_μ and the spin 0 components are H^T , H^L and V^L. H^{T t}_{μν} is symmetrical, transverse and traceless and it is invariant under diffeomorphism, Lorentz and conformal transformations. Under diffeomorphism the sensitive components are H^L, h^T_μ and V^T_μ , while under Lorentz tranformations the sensitive components are V^T_μ and V^L. Under conformal transformation only H^T and H^L change.

It is important to recall that the absence of the antisymmetrical part of h_μ^a in a given action is a sign of explicit Lorentz invariance. Similarly, if the antisymmetrical part of its ω_μ^a is also absent, the action has an explicit conformal invariance.

In terms of irreducible components, the linearized Einstein tensor takes the form G^L_{μν} = −□(H^{T t}_{μν} − 1 2 P_{μν} H^T ), (17)

showing its explicit invariance under diffeomorphism and Lorentz transformations. Concerning the Cotton tensor, it can be written as C^{Lμν} = −□ε^{μαβ} ∂_αH^{T tν}_β . (18) making apparent its invariance under Lorentz and conformal transformations, This tensor is also symmetric, transverse and traceless.

Finally it is straightforward to see that when h_μ^a is symmetric, transverse and traceless

h_{μν} = h_{νμ} , h_μ^aδ^μ_a = 0 , ∂^μh_μ^a = 0 (19)

so are the linear spin connection, the linear Einstein tensor and, trivially, the linear Cotton tensor.

Let us introduce a (2+1)-dimensional spin 2 excitation V^{T t}_{μν} which afterwards will be identified either with the spin 2 component of h_{μν} , with the spin connection W_{μν} (h^{T t}), with the linearized Schouten tensor S_{μν} (h^{T t}) or with the linearized Cotton tensor C_{μν} (h). V^{T t}_{μν} is a symmetric, transverse and traceless tensor satisfying the equation [17]-[18] 1 2 [(P_μJ^μ_2 ) − msI]_{αβ}^{μν} V^{T t}_{μν} = 0, (20)

with s = ±2. P_μ is the momentum operator and J^μ_2 is given by [16]

(J^μ_2 )_{αβ}^{γσ} = −iε^μ_λ^ρx^λ(I_s)_{αβ}^{γσ}∂_μ + i 2 (δ^γ_αε_β^{μσ} + δ^γ_β ε_α^{μσ} + +δ^σ_αε_β^{μγ} + δ^σ_β ε_α^{μγ} ) (21) ≡ −ε^μ_λ^ρx^λ(P_μ)_{αβ}^{γσ} + (j^μ)_{αβ}^{γσ}, (22)

with (I_s)_{αβ}^{γσ} =^1_2 (δ^γ_αδ^σ_β + δ^σ_αδ^γ_β ). One recognizes the first term in (22) as the orbital part of the angular momentum. These operators satisfy the Poincaré algebra

i[P^μ, P^ν ]_{αβ}^{ρσ} = 0, i[P^μ, J^ν_2]_{αβ}^{ρσ} = −ε^{μνλ}(P_λ)_{αβ}^{ρσ}, (23) i[J^μ_2 , J^ν_2]_{αβ}^{ρσ} = −ε^{μνλ}(J_{2λ})_{αβ}^{ρσ}.

Equation (20) can be written in the form − ε_μ^{λρ}∂_λV^{T t}_{ρν} ∓ mV^{T t}_{μν} = 0 (24) or, using (6), V^{T t}_{μν} = ∓ 1 m W^{T t}_{μν} (V ) , (25) which we recognize as the self dual equation for V^{T t}_{μν} [2]-[4]. This equation is sensitive to P and T transformations. V^{T t} has two independent degrees of freedom but one can see that only one combination propagates [2],[9].

If V^{T t}_{ρσ} is identified with the spin 2 component of the linearization of the dreibein h_{μν} , then equation (25) coincides, after eliminating the spurious degrees, with the equation of motion of the self-dual (SD) model with action [2] S_{SD1} = ∓ m 2 ∫ d^3x [h_{μρ}ε^{μνλ}∂_ν h_λ^ρ ± m(h_{μν} h^{νμ} − h^μh^ν )] (26) ≡ 1 2 ∫ d^3x h_μ^aK^±_a^μ_b^λh_λ^b. (27)

The ± signs are related to the spin ±2 of the excitacions [10]; note that changing m to −m implies passing from the +2 to the −2 description. Action (27) does not have any gauge invariance and the antisymmetric part of the field h_μ^a acts as a auxiliary field ensuring the spin 2 content. Taking h to be symmetric from the start one can see that there will be a spin 1 ghost remaining, associated with ∂^μH_{μν} which propagates with mass 2m [16].

There are other symmetric, transverse and traceless candidates satisfying equation(20) They are the spin connection W_μ^a(H^{T t}), the Schouten tensor S_μ^ν (H^{T t}) and the Cotton tensor C_μ^ν (H^{T t}) written in terms of a symmetric, transverese and traceless dreibein. When V^{T t}_{μν} is identified with the connection, equation (20) coincides with the equations of motion, on the physical modes, of the so called intermediate, (second order) action S_{SD2} [2]

S^±_{SD2} = 1 2 ∫ d^3x ( h_μ^aε^{μνλ}∂_ν W_{λa}(h) ± mh_μ^aε^{μνλ}∂_ν h_{λa} ) (28) = 1 2 ∫ d^3x [ h_μ^aK^±_a^μ_b^λ ( ∓ 1 m W_λ^b(h) )]

≡ S_E ± S_{T CS} , (29) (30)

where K^±_a^μ_b^λ is the same evolution operator that appears in (27), and we have identified the terms S_E and S_{T CS} with the Einstein action term and the triadic Chern-Simons term [8] respectively. The Einstein term can be written in terms of the symmetric part of h_μ^a so the contribution of the antisymmetric part in the second term is just to ensure the non propagation of the spin 1 component of H_{μν} . This action corresponds to the linearization of the so called Massive vector Chern-Simons gravity [5].

The intermediate action S_{SD2} is invariant under diffeomorphism transformations up to a surface term and it can be proved, at the classical level, that it is related with the SD1 action S_{SD1} after fixing the gauge[4],[7],[9]. It should be noticed, however, that the space of classical solutions of the two models is different (solutions have different topological properties and those associated with action SD2 include the non trivial solution ω_{μν} (h) = 0 [9][6], absent in the SD1 model).

If one identifies V^{T t}_{μν} with the linearized Schouten tensor, eq.(20) becomes the equations of motion for physical modes of the linear topologically massive action [1] (S_{SD3}) S^±_{SD3} = − 1 2 ∫ d^3x [ h_μ^aε^{μνλ}∂_ν W_{λa}(h) ± 1 2m W_μ^a(h)ε^{μνλ}∂_ν W_λ^b ]

= −S_E ± S_{CS} = 1 2 ∫ d^3x [( ∓ 1 m W_μ^a(h) ) K^±_a^μ_b^λ ( ∓ 1 m W_λ^b(h) )]

= 1 2 ∫ d^3x [ h_μ^aK^±_a^μ_b^λ ( − 1 m^2 S_λ^b(h) )] (31)

We have identified the Einstein term with a minus sign in front so that it leads to the correct propagation of its physical modes [1]. We have also identified the linear gravitational Chern- Simons term, S_{CS} . The expression in the last line, written in terms of the Schouten tensor will be useful later when we make the connection with the other models at the quantum level.

Action S^±_{SD3} is explicitly Lorentz invariant because it depends only on the symmetrical part of h_{μν} and it also exhibits diffeomorphism invariance up to a surface term. It can be written in terms of the symmetric part of h

S_{SD3} = 1 4 ∫ d^3x [ H_{μν} G^{Lμν} (H) ± 1 m H_{μν} C^{Lμν} (H) ] (32) = 1 4 ∫ d^3x [ H_{μα}K^{±μα}_{ρβ}(− 1 m^2 S^{ρβ}(H)) ] . (33)

It has been shown that SD3 connects with the SD2 model after a gauge fixing [4],[7],[9]. It should be noted that the classical space of solutions of SD2 and SD3 models is different because the later’s one includes the nontrivial solutions of the equation G^{μν} (h) = 0 [3], [7]-[6].

Finally if we identify V^{T t}_{μν} in (20) with the linear Cotton tensor, which has the same symmetries, the equation correspond to the linearization of the so called new topological massive model [15],[13]

S_{SD4} = 1 4 ∫ d^3x [ − 1 m^2 H_{μα}ε^{μνλ}∂_ν C^L_λ^α ∓ 1 m H_{μα}C^{Lμα} ] (34) = 1 4 ∫ d^3x [ H_{μα}K^{±μα,ρβ} ( 1 m^3 C_{ρβ}(H) )] . (35)

This action is invariant under diffeomorphism and conformal transformations. The sign in front of the first term in (34) is so in order to have the correct description of a massive excitation with helicity ±2 depending on the sign of the second term [15], [14]. This model can be connected by duality transformation with the other SD models [13].

We have then reviewed the connection, at the classical level, of models with actions S_{SD1}, S_{SD2}, S_{SD3} and S_{SD4} defined in eqs.(27), (30), (31) and (35) respectively. The connections between these models have been established in various ways and in this sense they are considered as dual models [2], [4], [12], [16], [13], [14]. We can summarize these classical dualities as follows

S_{SD1} ⇔ S_{SD2} ⇔ S_{SD3} ⇔ S_{SD4} (36)

As stressed in the introduction, the goal of our paper is to analyze dualities at the quantum level using the path-integral approach. Indeed, we shall connect in the following sections the four models at the generating functional level, this allowing to establish identities among correlation functions of the four SDI model’s partition functions. That is, connection (36) between classical actions will become one between generating functionals. For this purpose we will introduce different interpolating actions that allows to pass from one model to the other.

III. DUALITIES AT THE QUANTUM LEVEL: THE PATH-INTEGRAL APPROACH

Following the ideas in [22]-[27], let us introduce the interpolating action S_I [h, H] S_I [h, H] = 1 2 ∫ d^3x(mH_μ^aε^{μνλ}∂_ν H_{λa} − 2mh_μ^aε^{μνλ}∂_ν H_{λa} − m^2ε_{abc}ε^{μνλ}h_μ^ah_ν^bδ_λ^c) (37) where h^a_μ is the dreibein deviation field as defined in (3) and H^a_μ the corresponding dual field.

Action S_I is invariant, up to a surface term, under the gauge transformations

δH_μ^a = ∂_μξ^a , δh_μ^a = 0, (38)

which reminds us of the linearized diffeomorphism transformation in H_μ^a. The signs in the different terms of the action corresponds in our conventions to a +2 helicity description. The description for a −2 helicity is obtained changing m → −m. We will consider the positive helicity case from here on.

Within the path integral framework the partition function Z_I associated to action S_I [h, H] reads Z_I = ∫ DH_μ^aDh_μ^a exp(iS_I [h, H]). (39) We shall define the associated generating function Z_I [j] by coupling the h-field minimally to an external source j^μ_a

Z_I [j] = ∫ DH_μ^aDh_μ^a exp(iS_I [h, H; j]) (40)

with S_I [h, H; j] = S_I [h, H] + ∫ d^3xh_μ^aj^μ_a (41) Now, generating functional Z_I [j] as defined in (40) can be connected with the generating functional for correlation functions for h-field with dynamics governed by the self-dual (SD1) action. To see this, let us perform the path integral on H_μ^a in (40). To this end, consider the H_μ^a-dependent part of the path-integral, which we call I[h], I[h] ≡ ∫ DH_μ^a exp ( i ∫ d^3x ( 1 2 H_μ^a[S_a^μ]_b^ρH_ρ^b + H_μ^aJ_a^μ )) (42)

where we have defined

[S_a^μ]_b^ρ = mη_{ab}ε^{μνρ}∂_ν , (43)

J_a^μ = −mε^{μνλ}∂_ν h_{λa} = −[S_a^μ]_b^ρh_ρ^b. (44)

At this point it should be remarked that due to gauge invariance operator [S_a^μ]_b^ρ is noninvertible. As usual, this problem can be overcome by adding an appropriate gauge fixing term, this leading to a “regulated” invertible operator (which we call [(S^{reg})_a^μ]_b^ρ) so that I[h] can be written as I[h] = ∫ DH_μ^a exp ( i ∫ d^3x ( ( 1 2 H_μ^a[(S^{reg})_a^μ]_b^ρH_ρ^b + H_μ^aJ_a^μ )) (45)

As usual, at the end of the calculations the regulator can be turned off and a finite result is attained.

Being quadratic in H_μ^a, path-integral (45) can be accommodated as I[h] = ∫ DH_μ^a exp ( i 2 ∫ d^3x(H_μ^a − h_μ^a)[(S^{reg})_a^μ]_b^ρ(H_ρ^b − h_ρ^b) )

× exp ( i ∫ d^3x ( − 1 2 [(S^{reg})_a^μ]_b^ρh_ρ^b[(S^{reg})^{−1}_μ^a]^c_λ[(S^{reg})_c^λ]_d^ν h_ν^d )) (46)

After a shift H_μ^a − h_μ^a → H_μ^a in the path-integral variables the factor in the first line of (46) becomes h-independent giving a field independent constant factor N_1 that will be irrelevant for the calculation of vacuum expectation values from the generating functional. We can then write eq.(46) in the form

I[h] = N_1 exp ( − i 2 ∫ d^3x[(S^{reg})_a^μ]_b^ρh_ρ^b[(S^{reg})^{−1}_μ^a]^c_λ[(S^{reg})_c^λ]_d^ν h_ν^d ) (47)

One can now cancel out the (S^{reg})^{−1}S^{reg} factor in the integral of the exponential factor and then turn off the regulator so that one finally ends with

I[h_μ^a] = N_1 exp ( i ∫ d^3x ( − m 2 h_μ^aε^{μνλ}∂_ν h_{λa} )) (48)

Putting all this together we have

Z_I [j] = N_1 ∫ Dh_μ^a exp ( i(S_{SD1}[h] + i ∫ d^3xh^a_μ j^μ_a ) ) (49) or Z_I [j] = N_1Z_{SD1}[j], (50)

where Z_{SD1}[j] is the generating functional for a self-dual spin two model, in the presence of a source, with classical action S_{SD1} as defined in the previous section, eq.(27).

We shall now start again from Z_I [j] as given by (40) but now we shall perform the h_μ^a integral. As before, we write the path integral as I[H] = ∫ Dh_μ^a exp ( i ∫ d^3x ( 1 2 h_μ^a[D_a^μ]_b^ρh_ρ^b + h_μ^aJ_a^μ )) , (51)

where we have defined

[D_a^μ]_b^ρ = −m^2ε_{abc}ε^{μρλ}δ_λ^c, (52) J_a^μ = −mε^{μνλ}∂_ν H_{λa} + j^μ_a = 1 m [D_a^μ]_b^ρW_ρ^b(H) + j^μ_a (53)

and W_ρ^b(H) is the linear spin connection as defined in (6) but for the dual field H_λ^a. The last equality in (53) follows from (7). Now, we can complete squares in (51) getting

I[H_μ^a] = ∫ Dh_μ^a exp ( i ∫ d^3x ( 1 2 ε^{μνλ}∂_ν H_λ^aW_μ^a(H) − 1 m W^a_μ [H]j^μ_a − 1 2 j^μ_a [D^{−1}_μ^a]_ν^bj^ν_b + 1 2 ( h_μ^a + 1 m W_μ^a(H) + [D^{−1}_μ^a]_ν^bj^ν_b ) [D_a^μ]_d^ρ ( h_ρ^d + 1 m W_ρ^d(H) + [D^{−1}_ρ^d]_σ^cj^σ_c )))

(54)

where [D^{−1}_μ^a]_ν^b is the inverse of [D_a^μ]_b^ρ,

[D^{−1}_μ^a]_ν^b = 1 m^2 ( 1 2 δ^a_μ δ^b_ν − δ^b_μ δ^a_ν ) (55)

The sign of the first term in (54) is the correct sign for the Einstein action and it does not depend of m, so it will be unaffected if we change the signs of the first two terms in the interpolating action. The gaussian path-integration over h_μ^a can be easily performed through a shift in h_μ^a leading to a multiplicative irrelevant factor N_0 so that finally we have for Z_I

Z_I [j] = N_0 ∫ DH_μ^a exp ( i ( S_{SD2} − ∫ d^3x ( 1 m W^a_μ [H]j^μ_a + 1 2 j^μ_a [D^{−1}_μ^a]_ν^bj^ν_b ))) (56)

Using eq.(55) one can see that when computing correlation functions, the term quadratic in j in eq.(56) will give contact terms which as usual can be handled introducing an appropriate regularization.

In conclusion, we have obtained now that the generating functional Z_I [j] is also equivalent to the one for the S_{SD2} action Z_I [j] = N_0Z_{SD2}[j_W ] (57) where the coupling of the external source j to H in Z_I [j] is now that defined in (56),

Z_{SD2}[j_W ] = ∫ DH exp (iS_{SD2}[H, j_W ]) (58) S_{SD2}[H, j_W ] = S_{SD2}[H] − ∫ d^3x ( 1 m W^a_μ [H]j^μ_a + 1 2 j^μ_a [D^{−1}_μ^a]_ν^bj^ν_b ) (59) The subindex W in j_W is included to recall that in generating functional Z_{SD2} the source couples (non-minimally) to H_μ^a through the connection W_μ^a(H).

Now, comparing the two results obtained by integrating h and H in interchanged orders, eqs.(50) and (57), we conclude that, up to a constant multiplicative factor, the following identity holds for spin-2 generating functionals

N_1Z_{SD1}[j] = N_0Z_{SD2}[j_W ] (60)

Differentiating both sides of this equation with respect to the source and then making j = 0 we have the following identity for vacuum expectation values ⟨h^a_μ(x)⟩_{SD1} = − 1 m ⟨ W^a_μ [H(x)] ⟩ SD2 (61)

We see that we have established a duality relation which holds at the quantum level and which can be written, in terms of fields as h^a_μ(x) → − 1 m W^a_μ [H(x)] (62)

One can see that duality relation (62) also holds when calculating correlation functions of an arbitrary number of h fields in the self-dual theory SD1 in the sense that the answer can be analogously calculated from products of spin connections W^a_μ [H] in the SD2 theory

⟨h_{μ1}^{a1} (x_1) · · · h_{μn}^{an} (x_n)⟩_{SD1} = ⟨ (− 1 m ) n W_{μ1}^{a1} [H(x_1)] · · · W_{μn}^{an} [H(x_n)] ⟩ SD2 + contact terms. (63) We also note that the identification is consistent with the form of the SD2 action given in (30). This fact will appear again when we consider the connection with the topologically massive model in the next section. Let us end this section by noting that since the coupling term W_μ^a(H)j_a^μ is invariant under diffeomorphism it does not constraint the the external source.

IV. CONNECTION WITH TOPOLOGICALLY MASSIVE GRAVITY (TMG)

We can now make the connection between the intermediate model (SD2) [2] and the linear topologically massive (SD3) model [1]. For this purpose we start with a new interpolating action

S^′_I [h_μ^a, H_μ^a] = 1 2 ∫ d^3x ( mh_μ^aε^{μνλ}∂_ν h_{λa} − H_{μν} G^{μν} (H) + 1 2 H_{μν} G^{μν} (H) ) (64) where H_{μν} = h_{μν} + h_{νμ} (65) and H_{μν} is its (symmetric) dual field (only the symmetric part of the dreibein deviation contributes in the mixing term). Action (64) is invariant, up to a surface term, under the following diffeomorphism transformations δh_μ^a = ∂_μξ^a , δH_{μν} = ∂_μζ_ν + ∂_ν ζ_μ (66) which corresponds to diffeomorphism transformations. The terms containig the field H are explicitly Lorentz invariant.

As in the previous cases, we introduce a partition function associated to S^′_I

Z^′_I = ∫ Dh_μ^aDH_{μν} exp(iS^′_I [h, H]) (67) and the corresponding generating functional Z^′_I [j] = ∫ Dh_μ^aDH_{μν} exp(iS^′_I [h, H, j]) (68) with S^′_I [h, H, j] = S^′_I [h, H, ] + ∫ d^3xh_μ^aj_a^μ (69) and j^μ_a the external source. This source should satisfy ∂_μj_a^μ = 0 in order to preserve invariance under diffemorphisms.

To connect Z^′_I [j] with Z_{SD2}[j], the generating functional of the SD2 theory defined in eq.(30), we shall perform the H_{μν} -integration in (68)

I[h_μ^a] = ∫ DH_{μν} exp ( i ∫ d^3x ( 1 4 H_{μν} [G^{μν} ]_{λρ}H^{λρ} + H_{μν} J^{μν} )) (70) where we have defined now [G^{μν} ]_{λρ}H^{λρ} = G^{μν} (H) (71) J^{μν} = − 1 2 [G^{μν} ]_{λρ}H^{λρ} (72)

The operator −(1/2)[G^{μν} ]_{λρ}, the evolution operator of the linear Einstein action, is noninvertible due to the gauge invariance and should be regularized. After integration is performed the regularization can be turned off as in the previous case (see eqs.(40)-(49)). The final answer is

I[h_μ^a] = exp ( − i 4 ∫ d^3xH_{μν} G^{μν} (H) ) ∫ DH_{μν} exp ( i 4 ∫ d^3x(H_{μν} − H_{μν} )[G^{μν} ]_{λρ}(H^{λρ} − H^{λρ}) ) (73) Making the shift H_{μν} − H_{μν} → H_{μν} any dependence on H_{μν} in the path-integral factor disappears. Calling N_2 this factor, irrelevant when computing vacuum expectation values, we end with I[h_μ^a] = N_2 exp ( − i 4 ∫ d^3xH_{μν} G^{μν} (H) ) (74)

Inserting this result in expression (68) for Z^′_I [j], we see that the partition function for the SD2 theory (with minimal coupling h_μ^aj_a^μ) takes the form

Z^′_I [j] = N_2 ∫ Dh_μ^a exp[iS_{SD2}[h, j]] = N_2Z_{SD2}[j] (75)

As in the previous section, we now invert the integration order in (68) starting from the h_μ^a path-integral,

I^′[H] = ∫ Dh_μ^a exp ( i ∫ d^3x ( 1 2 h_μ^a[S_a^μ]_b^ρh_ρ^b + h_μ^aJ_a^μ )) (76)

where [S_a^μ]_b^ρ is defined in eq.(43) and

J_a^μ = j^μ_a + 1 m [S_a^μ]_b^ρW_ρ^b(H) (77)

Following the same procedure as for the previous calculation, the integration can be made straightforwardly after completing squares and introducing an appropriate regularization of [S_a^μ]_b^ρ. The answer is

I^′[H] = N_1 exp ( i ∫ d^3x ( − 1 m W_μ^a(H)ε^{μνλ}∂_ν W_{λa}(H) − 1 m W_μ^a(H)j_a^μ − 1 2 j_a^μ[S^{−1}_μ^a]_ν^bj_b^ν )) (78) where as before we have factorized a field-independent irrelevant constant N_1 arising from the quadratic path-integral. We then have for Z^′_I [j]

Z^′_I [j] = N_1 ∫ DH_μ^a exp (iS_{SD3}[H, j_W ]) = N_1Z_{SD3}[j_W ] (79) where we have defined

Z_{SD3}[j_W ] = ∫ DH^a_μ exp (iS_{SD3}[H, j_W ]) (80)

with S_{SD3}[H, j_W ] = S_{SD3}[H] − ∫ d^3x ( 1 m W_μ^a(H)j_a^μ + 1 2 j_a^μ[S^{−1}_μ^a]_ν^bj_b^ν ) (81)

and S_{SD3}[H] defined in eq.(31). It is worth noting at this point that in general if we couple the connection with a conserved source the only contribution will come from the part in W that depends on the symmetric part of the dreibein deviation. In fact from (6)

∂_μj_a^μ = 0 → W_μ^a(h)j_a^μ = W_μ^a(H)j_a^μ + surface term (82)

so this coupling term will be explicitly Lorentz invariant if we work with a general dual field H. Comparing (75) and (79) we obtain the main result in this section

N_2Z_{SD2}[j] = N_1Z_{SD3}[j_W ]. (83)

We again stress that the Einstein term in SD3 appears with a minus sign in front as it should be in order to have the correct description of a +2 helicity excitation with mass m. As we said before this cannot be changed modifying S^′_I because we will loose the connection with SD2.

Differentiation with respect to the source leads to the duality connection between vacuum expectation values ⟨h^a_μ⟩_{SD2} = − ⟨ 1 m W^a_μ [H] ⟩ SD3 (84)

We have again established a duality relation which holds at the quantum level, this time between theories SD2 and SD3.

This identification at the quantum level is consistent with the classical duality result. Indeed, considering (6) and (10) in (31)

S_{SD3} = 1 2 ∫ d^3x ( h_μ^aK^±_a^μ_b^λ ( − 1 m^2 S_λ^b(h) ))

= 1 2 ∫ d^3x ( h_μ^aK_a^μ_b^λ ( − 1 m [W_λ^b]_c^σ ) ( − 1 m W_σ^c(h) )) (85) = 1 2 ∫ d^3x ( h_μ^aK^{SD2}_a^μ_b^λ ( − 1 m W_λ^b(h) )) , (86) where we have identified the evolution operator of the SD2 model with K^{SD2}_a^μ_b^λ.

Concerning correlation functions, in this case the presence of the source terms in (81) should be appropriately handled. The conserved source can be decomposed as

j_a^μ = (j_a^0, j_a^i) = (J_a, ε_{ij}∂_j J^T_a + ∂_i(−Δ)^{−1}J̇_a), (87)

and it can be seen that for conserved sources the quadratic term in (81) can be written as 1 2 ∫ d^3xj_a^μ[S^{−1}_μ^a]_ν^bj_b^ν = 1 2m ∫ d^3xj_a^μη^{ab}ε_{μρν} ∂^ρ □ j_b^ν = 1 m ∫ d^3xη^{ab}J_aJ^T_b (88)

In this sense we get a result equivalent to (63), now relating correlation functions for SD2 and SD3,

⟨h_{μ1}^{a1} (x_1) · · · h_{μn}^{an} (x_n)⟩_{SD2} = (− 1 m ) n ⟨W_{μ1}^{a1} [H(x_1)] · · · W_{μn}^{an} [H(x_n)]⟩_{SD3} + contact terms (89) so that a field mapping reproducing the quantum relations (84)-(89) can be also written for the SD2 → SD3 duality relation h^a_μ(x) → − 1 m W^a_μ [H](x) (90)

Let us end by noting that the coupling term (1/m)W_μ^aj_a^μ in (81) is invariant under diffeomorphism and, as we pointed, under Lorentz transformations due to the transversality of the source. So the map preserves the gauge invariances without imposing new constraints on the source.

We can extend the connection to the self-dual model SD1 taking into account (56) and changing the source coupling in S^′_I in (69). To this end, instead of adding a term of the form h_μ^aj_a^μ, we add a source coupling term of the form −(1/m)W_μ^a(h)j_a^μ, which also preserves the gauge invariance. We start the process with a new generating interpolating function ~Z′_I [j_W ] and after integrating over H_{μν} gets the SD2 model with the appropriate coupling

~Z′_I [j_W ] = ∫ Dh_μ^aDH_{μν} exp(i ~S^′_I [h, H, j_W ]), = ∫ Dh_μ^aDH_{μν} exp ( i(S^′_I [h, H] − ∫ d^3x 1 m W_μ^a(h)j_a^μ) )

= N_2 ∫ Dh_μ^a exp ( i(S_{SD2}[h] − ∫ d^3x 1 m W_μ^a(h)j_a^μ) ) (91) = N_2 ~Z_{SD2}[j_W ]. (92)

Performing instead the path-integration over h_μ^a, we get an expression like (76) but where J_a^μ now reads J_a^μ = − 1 m^2

[S_a^μ]_b^ρ(~j^b_ρ − mW_ρ^b(H)), (93) with ~j^b_ρ = (δ_μ^bδ_ρ^a − 1 2 δ_μ^aδ_ρ^b)j_a^μ. (94) Then, after the integration over h_μ^a we obtain

~Z^′_I [j_W ] = N_1 ∫ DH_μ^a exp[i(S_{SD3}[H] − ∫ d^3x( 1 2m^3 ~j^a_με^{μνλ}∂_ν~j_{λa} + 1 m^2 ~j^a_μG^μ_a[H]))], = N_1 ∫ DH_μ^a exp[i(S_{SD3}[H] − ∫ d^3x( 1 2m^3 ~j^a_με^{μνλ}∂_ν~j_{λa} + 1 m^2 j_a^μS^μ_a[H]))] (95)

where we have denoted the direct coupling term in the form ~j^a_μG^μ_a(H) = S_μ^a(H)j_a^μ, with S_μ^a the Schouten tensor. We conclude that

N_2 ~Z_{SD2}[j_W ] = N_1 ~Z_{SD3}[j_S ] (96)

where the subindex S in the source indicates that the coupling in SD3 is that written in eq. (95). The coupling term with the external source is explicitly Lorentz invariant due to the fact that the Schouten tensor depends on the symmetrical part of H_{μν} , so as before the gauge invariances of the action are regained by the mapping.

The symmetry of the Schouten tensor implies that only the symmetric part of the source j^s_{μν} = (1/2)(j_{μν} + j_{νμ}) contributes to the coupling so the connection between correlation functions should be obtained by differentiating with respect to j^s_{μν} . Taking this into account the following relation between vacuum expectation values hold 1 2 ⟨H_{μν} (x)⟩_{SD1} = − 1 m ⟨W^s_{μν} (H)(x)⟩_{SD2} = − 1 m^2

⟨S_{μν} (H)(x)⟩_{SD3} (97)

where the supper script s indicates that symmetrization is assumed. Note that solely H_{μν} , the symmetric part of h_{μν} , appears in (97) due to the conservation condition imposed to the source. The result should be compared with (61) where the complete h_{μν} tensor contributes.

The relation between the vacuum expectation values that we have obtained is consistent with the form of the classical actions in (30) and (31). We note that in each mapping the v.e.v. of h is mapped in a v.e.v. of gauge invariant objects of each model.

V. CONNECTION WITH THE NEW TOPOLOGICALLY MASSIVE GRAVITY

As before, we shall work in terms of the deviation of the metric (see (32) and (34)). The interpolating action with minimal coupling is now S^{′′}_I [H, H, j] = 1 4 ∫ d^3x ( − 1 m H_{μν} C^{μν} (H) + 2 m H_{μν} C^{μν} (H) + H_{μν} G^{μν} (H) + 2H_{μν} j^{μν} ) , (98) where H_{μν} is the deviation of the metric and H_{μν} the dual field, which is assumed to be symmetric; j^{μν} is a symmetric conserved source. Action (98) is invariant, up to surface terms, under diffeomorphism transformations in the two fields and under conformal transformations in the dual field δH_{μν} = ∂_μξ_ν + ∂_ν ξ_μ ; δH_{μν} = ∂_μξ̃_ν + ∂_νξ̃_μ + η_{μν} ρ (99)

We now introduce the generating functional

Z_I [j] = ∫ DH_{μν} DH_{μν} exp (iS^{′′}_I [H, H, j]) (100) and, as in the previous sections we shall integrate in the two opposite orders. First we shall consider the integral over the dual field H, this allowing to connect the generating functional Z_I [j] with that of the linear topologically massive model SD3 . We start defining the functional

I[H_{μν} ] = ∫ DH_{μν} exp ( i 4 ∫ d^3x ( − 1 m H_{μν} C^{μν,λρ}H_{λρ} + 2 m H_{μν} J^{μν} )) (101)

where operator C^{μν,λρ}, acting on H_{μν} gives the linear Cotton tensor C^{μν,λρ}H_{λρ} = C^{Lμν} (H) (102) and J^{μν} ≡ C^{μν,λρ}H_{λρ}. (103) As it stands, operator C^{μν,λρ} is non-invertible due to gauge invariance, so it must be regularized. As before, we shall adopt some regularization which can be safely turned off at the end of the calculation. The answer is

I[H_{μν} ] = exp ( i 1 4m ∫ d^3xH_{μν} C^{μν} (H) ) × ∫ DH_{μν} exp ( − i 4m ∫ d^3x(H_{μν} − H_{μν} )C^{μν,λρ}(H_{λρ} − H_{λρ}) ) (104)

= N_3 exp ( i 4m ∫ d^3xH_{μν} C^{μν} (H) ) , (105) with N_3 an irrelevant constant factor.

From the calculation above, a connection with the generating functional of the linear topologically massive model SD3 is established

Z^{′′}_I [j] = N_3Z_{SD3}[j] (106)

We shall now follow the inverse road, first integrating in H_{μν} , this allowing to connect Z^{′′}_I [j] with the partition function of the new topologically massive model . The integral to be performed can be written as

I[H_{μν} ] = ∫ DH_{μν} exp ( i 2 ∫ d^3x ( 1 2 H_{μν} [G^{μν} ]^{λρ}H_{λρ} + H_{μν} J^{μν} )) (107)

with −(1/2)[G^{μν} ]^{λρ} the evolution operator of the linear Einstein term and

J^{μν} = 1 2 j^{μν} + 1 4m [G^{μν} ]^{λρ}(ε_λ^{αβ} ∂_β H_{βρ} + ε_ρ^{αβ} ∂_βH_{βλ}). (108)

To obtain this last equation we have used the identity H_{μν} C^{μν} (H) = 1 2 H_{μν} [G^{μν} ]^{λρ}(ε_λ^{αβ}∂_β H_{βρ} + ε_ρ^{αβ}∂_β H_{βλ}) + surface term (109)

The operator [G^{μν} ]^{λρ} requires a regularization in order to become invertible. Once this is done one can safely integrate and then turn off the regulator. The answer is

I[H_{μν} ] = N_2 × exp ( −i ∫ d^3x ( 1 4m^2 ε_μ^{αβ} ∂_αH_{βν} [G^{μν} ]^{λρ}ε_λ^{γσ} ∂_γ H_{σρ} + 1 2m ε_λ^{αβ} ∂_αH_{βρ}j^{λρ} + 1 4 j^{μν} [G^{−1}_{μν} ]_{λρ}j^{λρ} )) . (110)

The direct coupling term between the source and H_{μν} is just −(1/m)W_{μν} (H)j^{μν} . Due to the symmetry of the source it is explicitly conformal invariant since it depends solely on the symmetric part of the linear connection. Hence, conformal invariance is regained in the map without imposing new constraints on the source.

After these calculations we can then write

Z^{′′}_I [j] = N_2Z_{SD4}[j_W ] (111)

with S_{SD4}[j_W ] = S_{SD4} − ∫ d^3x ( 1 m W_{λρ}(H)j^{λρ} + 1 4 j^{μν} [G^{−1}_{μν} ]_{λρ}j^{λρ} ) (112)

Then, from eqs. (106) and (111) we finally have the duality identity

N_3Z_{SD3}[j] = N_2Z_{SD4}[j_W ] (113)

which allows to write the following identity between vacuum expectation values in the two models 1 2 ⟨H_{μν} (x)⟩_{SD3} = − 1 m ⟨ W^s_{μν} [H(x)] ⟩ SD4 (114)

As in the previous sections this relation is consistent with the classical results. Indeed, from eq.(10) we can write the SD4 action in the form

S_{SD4} = 1 4 ∫ d^3x ( H_{μα}K^{μα}_{ρβ} ( − 1 m^3 ε^{ρσλ}∂_σ[W_λ^β]_c^γ W_γ^c(H) ))

= 1 4 ∫ d^3x ( H_{μα}K^{μα}_{ρβ} ( 1 m^3 G^{ρβ}W (H) ))

= 1 4 ∫ d^3x ( H_{μα}K^{μα}_{ρβ} ( − 1 m^2 S^{ρβ}_{νγ} ) ( − 1 m ε^{νσλ}∂_σH_λ^γ ))

= 1 4 ∫ d^3x ( H_{μα}K^{SD3μα}_{ρβ} ( − 1 m ε^{ρσλ}∂_σH_λ^β )) (115)

where S^{ρβ}_{νγ} as the differential operator that acting on H^{νγ} gives the linear Schouten tensor and K^{SD3μα}_{ρβ} the evolution operator associated to action SD3. Written the classical action in this form, the relation between classical and quantum relations becomes clear.

Concerning correlation functions of products of fields one has to take care of contact terms resulting from the term quadratic in the source (see eq.(112)). So also in this case we shall write 1 2^n ⟨(H_{μ1ν1} (x_1)· · ·H_{μnνn} (x_n)⟩_{SD3} = (− 1 m ) n ⟨ W^s_{μ1ν1} [H(x_1)]· · ·W^s_{μnνn} [H(x_n)] ⟩ SD4+ contact terms (116) where the superscript s indicates that the connection W must be symmetrized.

Connections with generating functionals of the other models can be established by changing couplings to the source in the interpolating action. In particular, taking into account (56) one can change the minimal coupling term in (98) to the following one − 1 2m^2 S_{μν} (H)j^{μν} = − 1 2m^2

H_{μν} G^{μν,λρ}~j_{λρ} + surface term (117)

with ~j^b_ρ = (δ_μ^bδ_ρ^a −^1_2 δ_μ^aδ_ρ^b)j_a^μ as in (94). If we now perform the integration over H we get the linear topologically massive generating functional with the appropriate coupling

Z^{′′}_I [j_S ] = N_3 ~Z_{SD3}[j_S ] (118)

The integration over H_{μν} is analogous to (107) with

J^{μν} = 1 2m [G^{μν} ]^{λρ} ( ε_λ^{αβ}∂_β H_{βρ} − 1 m ~j_{λρ} ) . (119)

and leads to a generating functional in which there is a non-minimal coupling to the Cotton tensor Z^{′′}_I [j_S ] = N_2 ~Z_{SD4}[j_C ] (120) with

S_{SD4}[j_C ] = S_{SD4}[H] + 1 2 ∫ d^3x ( 1 m^3 C_{μν} (H)j^{μν} − 1 2m^2 ~j_{μν} G^{μν,λρ}~j_{λρ} ) . (121) This coupling is consistent with the classical expression of action (35) and it is clearly conformal invariant.

We can now make the correspondence of the v.e.v. from SD1 to SD4, completing (97) 1 2 ⟨H_{μν} (x)⟩_{SD1} = − 1 m ⟨W^s_{μν} (H)(x)⟩_{SD2} = − 1 m^2 ⟨S_{μν} (H)(x)⟩_{SD3} = 1 m^3 ⟨C_{μν} (H)(x)⟩_{SD4} (122) The connection with the SD2 could be obtained straightforward if we start the process with a nonminimall coupling in (98) with the symmetrized connection. In this case the integration in H_{μν} will give the SD3 generating function with the appropriate coupling and the corresponding field independent factor. The integration in H_{μν} will take us to the generating function of the SD4 model with a coupling with −^1_{m2} S_{μν} (H) as we would expect from the classical description. The correspondence of the v.e.v. will be 1 2 ⟨H_{μν} (x)⟩_{SD2} = − 1 m ⟨W^s_{μν} (H)(x)⟩_{SD3} = − 1 m^2

⟨S_{μν} (H)(x)⟩_{SD4} . (123)

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We have discussed the duality between four self-dual linearized formulations for massive gravity in 2 + 1 dimensions at the quantum level. To this end, we have established generating functional connections in a path-integral framework, this allowing to find identities for vacuum expectations values which are consistent with the gauge invariance of the classical actions.

We have found that the v.e.v. for the field h_μ^a, the linear deviation of the dreibein in the self-dual model SD1, is mapped (appart from a constant factor) onto a the v.e.v of the linear connection −(1/m)W_μ^a(h) in the intermediate model SD2, which is invariant under diffeomophisms. In turn, this v.e.v. is mapped onto the vacuum expectation value the Schouten tensor −(1/m^2)S_μ^a(h) in the topologically massive model SD3, which is invariant under diffeomorphism transformations and explicitly under Lorentz transformations as it depends on the symmetric part of the dreibein. Finally, this last v.e.v. is mapped into the v.e.v. of the Cotton tensor, (1/m^3)C_μ^a(h) which is clearly invariant under diffeomorphism and conformal transformations. These correspondences are consistent with the classical equations of motion and ensure the non-propagation of the lower spin parts of h_μ^a so that up to contact terms the mapping connects the spin 2 components of each object.

Following the same route, we have also connected the intermediate model with the linear topologically massive and new topologically massive models. In this case the h_μ^a coupling term is invariant, up to a surface term, under diffeomorphisms if the source is conserved (∂_μj_a^μ = 0) and so is the non-minimal coupling terms in the SD3 and SD4 models after the dual map. The v.e.v. of h_μ^a is mapped first onto −(1/m)W_μ^a(H) and then onto −(1/m^2)S_μ^a(h).

The two linear topologically massive models are also connected and again, after the dual map, the coupling term is invariant under conformal transformations. The v.e.v. of H_{μν} is mapped onto −(1/m)W^s_{μν} (H) .

The quantum identities that we have obtained are consistent with those one would expect from classical actions, as can be seen writing them in terms of the evolution operator of the self-dual model SD1, as in (30), (31) and (35). The dual theories differ in their gauge invariances and the couplings obtained when passing from one to the other are consistent.

The results described above can be schematized as follows

Self − dual model → 2^{nd} order intermediate model → TMG → New TMG

S_{SD1} =^1_2 ∫ hKh S_{SD2} = −^1_{2m} ∫ hKW [h] S_{SD3} =−^1_{4m2} ∫ HKS[H] S_{SD4} =^1_{4m3} ∫ HKC[H]

⟨h_μ^a⟩_{SD1} → −^1_m ⟨W^a_μ [h]⟩_{SD2} → −^1_{m2} ⟨S^a_μ[H]⟩_{SD3}^1_{m3} ⟨C^a_μ [H]⟩_{SD4}

⟨h^a_μ⟩_{SD2} → −^1_m ⟨W^a_μ [H]⟩_{SD3} −^1_{m2} ⟨S^a_μ[H]⟩_{SD4} 1 2 ⟨H_{μν} ⟩_{SD3} → −^1_m ⟨W^s_{μν} [H]⟩_{SD4} with K, W, S and C defined in eqs.(27),(6),(10)and (9) respectively. The form of the actions appear in (27), (28), (31) and (34).

There are several extensions of this work that could be considered. It would be interesting to determine how these models behave when interactions are included. Also, one could analyze whether the dualities we established can be also found in the gravity models that are connected via quadratic linearization with the SD2, SD3 and SD4 models [5], [1],[15]- [13]. Since there are quadratic linearizations of topologically massive supergravity [29] and new topologically massive supergravity [15], it could be of interest to study the possible equivalence between these models. Finally the extension of the quantum duality connections to the case of higher spin theories [30]-[32] which have self-dual formulations for massive excitations. We hope to discuss these issues in a future work.

Acknowledgments This work is partially supported by project PI-03- 00-5753-04 of CDCH- UCV, Venezuela and PIP1787-CONICET, PICT20204-ANPCYT grants and by CIC and UNLP, Argentina. PJA would like to thank the hospitality and financial support while his visit to the Department of Physics of the UNLP where this work was started.

[1] S. Deser, R. Jackiw and S. Templeton, “Topologically massive gauge theories,” Annals Phys. 140, 372 (1982) [Erratum-ibid. 185, 406.1988 APNYA,281,409 (1988 APNYA,281,409- 449.2000).

[2] C. Aragone and A. Khoudeir, “Self-dual Massive Gravity,” Phys. Lett. B 173, 141 (1986);

“Dynamics of Self-dual Massive Gravity” In “Santiago 1985 Porceedings, Quantum Mechanics of Fundamental Sustems 1”, Santiago, 1985, ed. C. Teitelboim (Spinger, 1988), pp. 17-26.

[3] S. Deser, “Gravitational anyons,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 64, 611 (1990).

[4] S. Deser and J. G. McCarthy, “Self-dual formulations of D=3 gravity theories” Phys. Lett. B 246, 441 (1990) [Addendum-ibid. B 248, 473 (1990)].

[5] C. Aragone, P. J. Arias and A. Khoudeir, “Massive vector Chern-Simons gravity,” Nuovo Cim.

B 109, 303 (1994) [arXiv:hep-th/9307003].

[6] C. Aragone and P. J. Arias, “More gravitational anyons,” arXiv:hep-th/9309131. [7] P. J. Arias and J. Stephany, “Gauge invariance and second class constraints in 3-D linearized massive gravity,” J. Math. Phys. 36, 1868 (1995) [arXiv:hep-th/9406092].

[8] C. Aragone, P. J. Arias, A. Khoudeir, “On the spontaneous breakdown of massive gravities in (2+1)-dimensions,” Nuovo Cim. B112 (1997) 63-74. [hep-th/9611089].

[9] P. J. Arias, “Spin 2 en dimensión 2+1”, Doctoral Thesis (1994) (USB) [arXiv:gr-qc/9803083]. [10] P. J. Arias and R. Gaitan D., “Self-dual spin 2 in 2+1 dimensions revisited” Rev. Mex. Fis.

52S3, 140 (2006) [arXiv:hep-th/0401107] [11] R. Gaitan D., “On the Coupling Problem of Higher Spin Fields in 2+1 Dimension,” arXiv:0711.2498 [hep-th].

[12] D. Dalmazi and E. L. Mendonca, “Dual descriptions of spin two massive particles in D = 2+1 via master actions,” Phys. Rev. D 79, 045025 (2009) [arXiv:0812.0161 [hep-th]].

[13] D. Dalmazi, E. L. Mendonca, “A New spin-2 self-dual model in D=2+1,” JHEP 0909, 011 (2009). [arXiv:0907.5009 [hep-th]].

[14] D. Dalmazi, “Unitarity of spin-2 theories with linearized Weyl symmetry in D=2+1,” Phys.

Rev. D80, 085008 (2009). [arXiv:0908.1954 [hep-th]].

[15] R. Andringa, E. A. Bergshoeff, M. de Roo, O. Hohm, E. Sezgin, and P. K. Townsend, “Massive 3D Supergravity,” Class. Quant. Grav. 27, 025010 (2010). [arXiv:0907.4658 [hepth]].

[16] P. J. Arias, “Duality in massive spin 2 theories in 2+1 dimensions,” [arXiv:0912.5106 [hep-th]] [17] B. Binegar, “Relativistic Field Theories In Three-Dimensions,” J. Math. Phys. 23, 1511 (1982).

[18] R. Jackiw and V. P. Nair, “Relativistic wave equations for anyons,” Phys. Rev. D 43, 1933 (1991).

[19] E. A. Bergshoeff, O. Hohm and P. K. Townsend, “Massive Gravity in Three Dimensions,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 102, 201301 (2009) [arXiv:0901.1766 [hep-th]].

[20] E. A. Bergshoeff, O. Hohm and P. K. Townsend, Phys. Rev. D 79, 124042 (2009) [arXiv:0905.1259 [hep-th]].

[21] M. Nakasone and I. Oda, “On Unitarity of Massive Gravity in Three Dimensions,” Prog.

Theor. Phys. 121, 1389 (2009) [arXiv:0902.3531 [hep-th]].

[22] P. K. Townsend, K. Pilch and P. van Nieuwenhuizen, “Self-duality In Odd Dimensions,” Phys.

Lett. 136B, 38 (1984) [Addendum-ibid. 137B, 443 (1984)].

[23] S. Deser and R. Jackiw, “’Self-duality’ Of Topologically Massive Gauge Theories,” Phys. Lett.

B 139, 371 (1984).

[24] Extending the duality connections made in [16] the SD3 and SD4 models can be also connected.

P.J. Arias, A. Khoudeir and J. Stephany, in preparation.

[25] E. H. Fradkin and F. A. Schaposnik, “The Fermion - boson mapping in three-dimensional quantum field theory,” Phys. Lett. B 338, 253 (1994) [arXiv:hep-th/9407182].

[26] J. C. Le Guillou, E. Moreno, C. Núñez and F. A. Schaposnik, “NonAbelian bosonization in two-dimensions and three-dimensions,” Nucl. Phys. B484 (1997) 682-696. [hep-th/9609202].

[27] J. C. Le Guillou, E. F. Moreno, C. Núñez and F.A. Schaposnik, “Duality between topologically massive and self-dual models,” Mod. Phys. Lett. A12 (1997) 2707-2716. [hep-th/9707210].

[28] S. Deser, R. Jackiw and G. ’t Hooft, “Three-Dimensional Einstein Gravity: Dynamics Of Flat Space,” Annals Phys. 152, 220 (1984).

[29] S. Deser and J. H. Kay, “Topologically Massive Supergravity,” Phys. Lett. B 120, 97 (1983). [30] C. Aragone and A. Khoudeir, “Self-dual spin 3 and 4 theories,” arXiv:hep-th/9307004. [31] M. A. Vasiliev, “Higher-spin gauge theories in four, three and two dimensions,” Int. J. Mod.

Phys. D 5, 763 (1996) [arXiv:hep-th/9611024].

[32] I. V. Tyutin and M. A. Vasiliev, “Lagrangian formulation of irreducible massive fields of arbitrary spin in (2+1) dimensions,” Teor. Mat. Fiz. 113N1, 45 (1997) [Theor. Math. Phys. 113, 1244 (1997)] [arXiv:hep-th/9704132].