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1 Introduction

Over the last twenty years there was a sustained effort for constructing the-
ories involving a multiplet of spin-two fields [I}, 2, B, 4]. At the same time,
various couplings of a single massless spin-two field to other fields (includ-
ing itself) have been studied in [5], [6, [7, 8, @, 10, 11} 12 13| 14, 15]. In
this context the impossibility of cross-interactions among several Einstein
gravitons under certain assumptions has been proved recently in [16] by
means of a cohomological approach based on the Lagrangian BRST symme-
try [17, 18,19, 20, 21]. Moreover, in [16] the impossibility of cross-interactions
among different Einstein gravitons in the presence of a scalar field has also
been shown.

The main aim of this paper is to investigate the cross-couplings among
several massless spin-two fields (described in the free limit by a sum of Pauli-
Fierz actions) in the presence of a massive Rarita-Schwinger field. More
precisely, under the hypotheses of locality, smoothness of the interactions
in the coupling constant, Poincaré invariance, (background) Lorentz invari-
ance, and the preservation of the number of derivatives on each field, we
prove that there are no consistent cross-interactions among different gravi-
tons with a positively defined metric in internal space in the presence of a
massive Rarita-Schwinger field. This result is obtained by using the defor-
mation technique [22] combined with the local BRST cohomology [23]. It is
well-known the fact that the spin-two field in metric formulation (Einstein-
Hilbert theory) cannot be coupled to a spin-3/2 field. However, as it will be
shown below, if we decompose the metric like g,,, = 0., + Ah,,, where 0, is
the flat metric and A is the coupling constant, then we can indeed couple the
massive spin-3/2 field to h,, in the space of formal series with the maximum
derivative order equal to one in h,,,. Thus, our approach envisages two differ-
ent aspects. One is related to the couplings between the spin-two fields and
one massive Rarita-Schwinger field, while the other focuses on proving the
impossibility of cross-interactions among different gravitons via a single mas-
sive Rarita-Schwinger field. In order to make the analysis as clear as possible,
we initially consider the case of the couplings between a single Pauli-Fierz
field [24] and a massive Rarita-Schwinger field [25]. In this setting we com-
pute the interaction terms to order two in the coupling constant. Next, we
prove the isomorphism between the local BRST cohomologies corresponding
to the Pauli-Fierz theory and respectively to the linearized version of the
vierbein formulation of the spin-two field. Since the deformation procedure



is controlled by the local BRST cohomology of the free theory (in ghost
number zero and one), the previous isomorphism allows us to translate the
results emerging from the Pauli-Fierz formulation into the vierbein version
and conversely. In this manner we obtain that the first two orders of the in-
teracting Lagrangian resulting from our setting originate in the development
of the full interacting Lagrangian

L0 = £ (=i, e, e, Dty + e e, )
A [eV (XY, 2) +di (XY, Z) e, ¥, y" D, (ed")
+edy (X,Y, Z) (1@‘71’ + ea“ebpqﬁ”ya) D, (e,",)] -

Here, e * represent the vierbein fields, e is the inverse of their determinant,
e = (det (e,*))”", D, signifies the full covariant derivative, and * stand for
the flat Dirac matrices. The fields 1, denote the (curved) Rarita-Schwinger
spinors (¢, = e*,1,). The quantities denoted by V', d;, and d; are arbitrary
polynomials of X = 1,1%, Y = 1,7y, and Z = ith,y510®. Here and in the
sequel \ is the coupling constant (deformation parameter). We observe that
the first two terms in £ describe the standard minimal couplings between
the spin-two and massive Rarita-Schwinger fields. The last terms from £
namely those proportional with V| dy, or ds, produce non-minimal couplings.
To our knowledge, these non-minimal interaction terms are not discussed in
the literature. However, they are consistent with the gauge symmetries of
the Lagrangian £, + £ where £, is the full spin-two Lagrangian in the
vierbein formulation. With this result at hand, we start from a finite sum of
Pauli-Fierz actions with a positively defined metric in internal space and a
massive Rarita-Schwinger field, and prove that there are no consistent cross-
interactions between different gravitons in the presence of such a fermionic
matter field.

This paper is organized in seven sections. In Section 2 we construct
the BRST symmetry of a free model with a single Pauli-Fierz field and one
massive Rarita-Schwinger field. Section 3 briefly addresses the deformation
procedure based on BRST symmetry. In Section 4 we compute the first
two orders of the interactions between one graviton and one massive Rarita-
Schwinger spinor. Section 5 presents the Lagrangian formulation of the in-
teracting theory. Section 6 is devoted to the proof of the fact that there are
no consistent cross-interactions among different gravitons in the presence of
a massive Rarita-Schwinger field. Section 7 exposes the main conclusions of
the paper. The present paper also contains two appendix sections, in which



various notations and conditions are listed and also some statements from
the body of the paper are proved.

2 Free model: Lagrangian formulation and
BRST symmetry

Our starting point is represented by a free model, whose Lagrangian action is
written like the sum between the action of the linearized version of Einstein-
Hilbert gravity (the Pauli-Fierz action [24]) and that of a massive Rarita-
Schwinger field [25]

Sl = [t (=5 @) @17) 4 @107) @)
— (0,h) (O,R") + % (Ouh) (0"h)
~5 T, + )
= [ (£ £89) =S )+ SE ). ()
Everywhere in this paper we use the flat Minkowski metric of ‘mostly minus’
signature, o, = (+ — ——). In the above h denotes the trace of the Pauli-

Fierz field, h = 0, """, and the fermionic fields ¢, are considered to be real
(Majorana) spinors. We work with a representation of the Clifford algebra

TV + A 2Uuul (2)

in which all the v matrices are purely imaginary, so we have that

==, #=0,3, (3)

where here and in the sequel the notation NT signifies the transposed of the
matrix N. In addition, 7o is Hermitian and antisymmetric, while (v;),_3 are
anti-Hermitian and symmetric. The Dirac conjugation is defined as usually
through

lﬁu = (¢M)T 70, (4)
and the Majorana conjugation via
o= (Cy)T, ()
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with the corresponding charge conjugation given by

C=—. (6)

(The operation ' signifies the Hermitian conjugation.) Action (I]) possesses
an irreducible and Abelian generating set of gauge transformations

55h;w = a(,ueu)a 6E¢M =0, (7)

with €, bosonic gauge parameters. The parentheses signify symmetrization;
they are never divided by the number of terms: e.g., d,€,) = 0,6, +0,€,, and
the minimum number of terms is always used. The same is valid with respect
to the notation [i - - - v|, which means antisymmetrization with respect to the
indices between brackets.

In order to construct the BRST symmetry for ([Il) we introduce the fermionic
ghosts 7, corresponding to the gauge parameters ¢, and associate antifields
with the original fields and ghosts, respectively denoted by {h*“”, @DZ} and
{n**}. (The statistics of the antifields is opposite to that of the correlated
fields/ghosts.) The antifields of the Rarita-Schwinger fields are bosonic,
purely imaginary spinors. Since the gauge generators of the free theory un-
der study are field independent and irreducible, it follows that the BRST
differential simply decomposes into

s=0+7, (8)

where 0 represents the Koszul-Tate differential, graded by the antighost num-
ber agh (agh (6) = —1), and ~ stands for the exterior derivative along the
gauge orbits, whose degree is named pure ghost number pgh (pgh (y) = 1).
These two degrees do not interfere (pgh (§) = 0, agh () = 0). The overall
degree from the BRST complex is known as the ghost number gh and is
defined like the difference between the pure ghost number and the antighost
number, such that gh (6) = gh () = gh(s) = 1. If we make the notations

O = (), DGy = (B,407). )

then, according to the standard rules of the BRST formalism, the degrees of
the BRST generators are valued like

agh (®*) = agh(n,) =0, agh(®,)=1, agh(n™)=2, (10)
pgh (®*°) = 0, pgh(n,) =1, pgh(®;,)=pgh(n™)=0. (11)

b}



The actions of the differentials § and v on the generators from the BRST
complex are given by

Sh* = 2HM St = mahyM — iﬁpz/f)xv”k”, (12)
gt = —=209,h™", (13)
0¥ = 0= dn,, (14)
105, = 0=m", (15)
Y = Oy, V=0, . =0, (16)
where H" is the linearized Einstein tensor
H"Y = K" — %a‘“’K, (17)

with K# and K the linearized Ricci tensor and respectively the linearized
scalar curvature, both obtained from the linearized Riemann tensor

Koo = 5 (Opdlos + 0,031y
—0,00hyus — 0,08hua) , (18)
via its trace and respectively double trace

Kuo = 0" Koap, K =0"0"Kuap. (19)

The BRST differential is known to have a canonical action in a structure
named antibracket and denoted by the symbol (,) (s = (+,.5)), which is
obtained by decreeing the fields/ghosts respectively conjugated to the cor-
responding antifields. The generator of the BRST symmetry is a bosonic
functional of ghost number zero, which is solution to the classical master
equation (5 .S ) = 0. The full solution to the classical master equation for
the free model under study reads as

S =S¥ [y, ] + / d*z B D). (20)

3 Deformation of the solution to the master
equation: a brief review

We begin with a “free” gauge theory, described by a Lagrangian action
Sg [@°], invariant under some gauge transformations 5.9 = Z% €1, i.e.
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‘ilfgo Z°9 = 0, and consider the problem of constructing consistent interac-
tions among the fields ®*° such that the couplings preserve both the field
spectrum and the original number of gauge symmetries. This matter is ad-
dressed by means of reformulating the problem of constructing consistent
interactions as a deformation problem of the solution to the master equation
corresponding to the “free” theory [22]. Such a reformulation is possible due
to the fact that the solution to the master equation contains all the infor-
mation on the gauge structure of the theory. If an interacting gauge theory
can be consistently constructed, then the solution S to the master equation

(5 .S ) = 0 associated with the “free” theory can be deformed into a solution

S

S—>85 = S+)\Sl+)\252+"'
= §+A/dea+A2/deb+---, (21)

of the master equation for the deformed theory
(5,8) =0, (22)

such that both the ghost and antifield spectra of the initial theory are pre-
served. The equation (22)) splits, according to the various orders in the
coupling constant (deformation parameter) A, into a tower of equations:

(5.8) = o (23)
2(51,8) = 0, (24)
2 (S5, 5) +(51,51) = 0, (25)
(S3,5) + (S1,52) = 0, (26)

The equation (23)) is fulfilled by hypothesis. The next equation requires
that the first-order deformation of the solution to the master equation, St,
is a cocycle of the “free” BRST differential s- = (-, S). However, only co-
homologically non-trivial solutions to (24]) should be taken into account, as
the BRST-exact solutions can be eliminated by some (in general non-linear)
field redefinitions. This means that S; pertains to the ghost number zero
cohomological space of s, H°(s), which is generically non-empty because it
is isomorphic to the space of physical observables of the “free” theory. It
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has been shown (by the triviality of the antibracket map in the cohomology
of the BRST differential) that there are no obstructions in finding solutions
to the remaining equations, namely (28), (26]), etc. However, the resulting
interactions may be non-local, and there might even appear obstructions if
one insists on their locality. The analysis of these obstructions can be done
by means of standard cohomological techniques.

4 Consistent interactions between the spin-

two field and the massive Rarita-Schwinger
field

4.1 Standard material: H (y) and H (J|d)

This section is devoted to the investigation of consistent cross-couplings that
can be introduced between a spin-two field and a massive Rarita-Schwinger
field. This matter is addressed in the context of the antifield-BRST defor-
mation procedure briefly addressed in the above and relies on computing the
solutions to the equations (24)—(20), etc., with the help of the free BRST
cohomology.

For obvious reasons, we consider only smooth, local, (background) Lorentz
invariant quantities and, moreover, Poincaré invariant quantities (i.e. we do
not allow explicit dependence on the spacetime coordinates). The smooth-
ness of the deformations refers to the fact that the deformed solution to the
master equation (2I]) is smooth in the coupling constant A and reduces to
the original solution (20) in the free limit A = 0. In addition, we require the
conservation of the number of derivatives on each field (this condition is fre-
quently met in the literature |16} [14]). If we make the notation S; = [ d*za,
with a a local function, then the equation (24), which we have seen that
controls the first-order deformation, takes the local form

sa =0,m", gh(a)=0, e(a)=0, (27)

for some local m*, and it shows that the non-integrated density of the first-
order deformation pertains to the local cohomology of the BRST differential
in ghost number zero, a € H® (s|d), where d denotes the exterior spacetime
differential. The solution to the equation (27) is unique up to s-exact pieces



plus divergences
a—a+sb+0,n", gh(b)=-1,¢(0b) =1, gh(n”)=0, e(n")=0. (28)

At the same time, if the general solution of (27) is found to be completely
trivial, a = sb + 9,n*, then it can be made to vanish a = 0.

In order to analyze the equation (27), we develop a according to the
antighost number

I
a = Zai, agh (a;) =4, gh(a;) =0, e(a;)=0, (29)
i=0

and take this decomposition to stop at some finite value I of the antighost
number. The fact that [ in (29)) is finite can be argued like in [16]. Inserting
the above expansion into the equation (27) and projecting it on the various
values of the antighost number with the help of the split (§), we obtain the
tower of equations

n
var = 8m (30)
(1)
dar +vyaj—y = 0, m’ (31)
i—1)H
S +yai, = 'm, 1<i<I—1, (32)

i)H Ols
Z . Z .
where (m ) are some local currents with agh (m ) = 1. Moreover, ac-
i=0,1

cording to the general result from [16] in the absence of the collection indices,
the equation (30) can be replace in strictly positive antighost numbers by

yar =0, 1>0. (33)

Due to the second-order nilpotency of v (y* = 0), the solution to the equation
([33) is clearly unique up to y-exact contributions

ar = ar +vby, agh(b;) =1, pgh(by)=1-1, ¢e(b;)=1. (34)

Meanwhile, if it turns out that a; reduces to v-exact terms only, a; = vby,
then it can be made to vanish, a;y = 0. The non-triviality of the first-order

IThis is because the presence of the matter fields does not modify the general results
on H () presented in [16].



deformation a is thus translated at its highest antighost number component
into the requirement that a; € H' (), where H' () denotes the cohomology
of the exterior longitudinal derivative  in pure ghost number equal to . So,
in order to solve the equation (27)) (equivalent with ([B3]) and BI)-(B2)), we
need to compute the cohomology of v, H (v), and, as it will be made clear
below, also the local cohomology of § in pure ghost number zero, H (d|d).

Using the results on the cohomology of the exterior longitudinal differ-
ential for a Pauli-Fierz field [16], as well as the definitions (I5]) and (I6]), we
can state that H () is generated on the one hand by @ , 7%, ¥, and K ,as
together with all of their spacetime derivatives and, on the other hand, by the
ghosts 7, and 9y,1,). So, the most general (and non-trivial), local solution to
[B3) can be written, up to y-exact contributions, as

ar = ar (U] [Kuwas] s [25,] [93]) @ (0 ) (35)

where the notation f ([¢]) means that f depends on ¢ and its derivatives up
to a finite order, while w! denotes the elements of a basis in the space of
polynomials with pure ghost number [ in the corresponding ghosts and their
antisymmetrized first-order derivatives. The objects a; have the pure ghost
number equal to zero and are required to fulfill the property agh (a;) = I
in order to ensure that the ghost number of a; is equal to zero. Since they
have a bounded number of derivatives and a finite antighost number, o are
actually polynomials in the linearized Riemann tensor, in the antifields, in all
of their derivatives, as well as in the derivatives of the Rarita-Schwinger fields.
The anticommuting behaviour of the vector-spinors induces that a; are also
polynomials in the undifferentiated Rarita-Schwinger fields, so we conclude
that these elements exhibit a polynomial character in all of their arguments.
Due to their 7-closeness, ya; = 0, a; will be called invariant polynomials.
In zero antighost number the invariant polynomials are polynomials in the
linearized Riemann tensor K, in the Rarita-Schwinger spinors, as well as
in their derivatives.

Inserting (B8) in (BI) we obtain that a necessary (but not sufficient)
condition for the existence of (non-trivial) solutions a;_; is that the invariant
polynomials «; are (non-trivial) objects from the local cohomology of the
Koszul-Tate differential H (§|d) in pure ghost number zero and in strictly
positive antighost numbers I > 0

" (-t "
Sar=09, j agh( j )21—1, pgh( j )ZO- (36)

10



We recall that H (§|d) is completely trivial in both strictly positive antighost
and pure ghost numbers (for instance, see [23], Theorem 5.4 and [26]). Us-
ing the fact that the Cauchy order of the free theory under study is equal
to two together with the general results from [23], according to which the
local cohomology of the Koszul-Tate differential in pure ghost number zero
is trivial in antighost numbers strictly greater than its Cauchy order, we can
state that

Hjy(§|d) =0 forall J> 2, (37)

where H (6|d) represents the local cohomology of the Koszul-Tate differen-
tial in zero pure ghost number and in antighost number J. An interesting
property of invariant polynomials for the free model under study is that if an
invariant polynomial oy, with agh (a;) = J > 2, is trivial in H; (|d), then
it can be taken to be trivial also in H'™ (§|d), i.e.

(HH (HH
ay=0bjp1 +0,¢ ,agh(ay)=J>2)=a;=608;11+0,7 , (38)

o

with both 8, and (é) invariant polynomials. Here, H'" (§|d) denotes the
invariant characteristic cohomology (the local cohomology of the Koszul-
Tate differential in the space of invariant polynomials) in antighost number
J. This property is proved in [16] in the case of a collection of Pauli-Fierz
fields and remains valid in the case considered here since the matter fields
do not carry gauge symmetries, so we can write that

H™ (5|d) =0 forall J > 2. (39)

For the same reason, the antifields of the matter fields can bring only trivial
contributions to H; (6|d) and H'™ (§|d) for J > 2, so the results from [10]
concerning both Hs (§]d) in pure ghost number zero and Hi™ (§|d) remain
valid. These cohomological spaces are still spanned by the undifferentiated
antifields corresponding to the ghosts

Hy (8|d) and Hy™ (3|d) = (n™). (40)

In contrast to the groups (H; (6]d)) ;55 and (H¥Y (6]d)) ., which are finite-
dimensional, the cohomology H; (6|d) in pure ghost number zero, known to
be related to global symmetries and ordinary conservation laws, is infinite-
dimensional since the theory is free. Moreover, H; (|d) involves non-trivially

the antifields of the matter fields.
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The previous results on H (§|d) and H™ (§|d) in strictly positive anti-
ghost numbers are important because they control the obstructions to re-
moving the antifields from the first-order deformation. More precisely, based
on the formulas (B6)—(39), one can successively eliminate all the pieces of
antighost number strictly greater that two from the non-integrated density
of the first-order deformation by adding only trivial terms, so one can take,
without loss of non-trivial objects, the condition / < 2 in the decomposition
(29). In addition, the last representative is of the form (B5]), where the invari-
ant polynomial is necessarily a non-trivial object from Hi™ (6|d) for I = 2,
and respectively from H; (d|d) for I = 1.

4.2 First-order deformation

In the case I = 2 the non-integrated density of the first-order deformation
(29) becomes
a = ap+ a; + as. (41)

We can further decompose a in a natural manner as a sum between three
kinds of deformations

0 = a®F) 4 gm0 4 4(RS) (42)

where aF¥) contains only fields/ghosts/antifields from the Pauli-Fierz sec-

tor, a™ describes the cross-interactions between the two theories (so it
effectively mixes both sectors), and a®%) involves only the Rarita-Schwinger
sector. The component aP¥) is completely known (for a detailed analysis
see [16]) and satisfies individually an equation of the type ([27). It admits a
decomposition similar to (41)

aPf) = a(()PF) + a%PF) + aéPF), (43)
where
P = %n*“ 10" O, (44)
agpF) = I ((8p77y) By — nyﬁ[uhﬂﬁ) ) (45)
and a(()PF) is the cubic vertex of the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian plus a cos-

mological termd. Due to the fact that o™ and a®) involve different kinds

2The terms aéPF) and agpF) given in ([@4) and {3 differ from the corresponding ones
in [I6] by a v-exact and respectively a d-exact contribution. However, the difference be-
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of fields, it follows that a™") and aRS) are subject to some separate equations

(int)

sa = 9,minh (46)
sa™ = 9,mEn (47)

for some local m*’s. In the sequel we analyze the general solutions to these
equations.

Since the massive Rarita-Schwinger field does not carry gauge symmetries
of its own, it results that the massive gravitino sector can only occur in
antighost number one and zero, so, without loss of generality, we can take

a(int) _ aéint) + agint) (48)

in (46]), where the components involved in the right-hand side of (@8] are
subject to the equations

yai™ = 0, (49)

5a{™ 4 4al™ = o.m . (50)

1

According to (B5) in pure ghost number one and because w' is spanned by

wh = (M, Oyt

we infer that the most general expression of agim) as solution to the equation
@) i

agint) = w*“ (Np“ﬁp + Np)‘uﬁ[pn)\o , (51)
where N? and N pAH are real, odd spinor-like functions, with N pAH antisym-
metric in its upper indices. All the objects denoted by IV are gauge-invariant,

so they may depend on 1, K,,,, and their spacetime derivatives. At this
stage we recall the hypothesis on the conservation of the number of derivatives

(PF)__(PF)

tweenouray, '+ a; ° and the corresponding sum from [I6] is a s-exact modulo d quantity.
The associated component of antighost number zero, a((JPF), is nevertheless the same in

both formulations. As a consequence, the object aPF) and the first-order deformation
in [16] belong to the same cohomological class from H? (s|d).

3We remark that in principle we might have added to agint) a component dgint) linear
in the antifield of the Pauli-Fierz field, h**”. However, such terms cannot produce a
consistent component of the first-order deformation in antighost number zero, as it is

shown in Appendix B.
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on each field, which allows us to simplify the solution (5Il) to the equation
(49) by imposing that the following requirements are simultaneously satisfied:

i) the interaction vertices present in a(()m) as solution to (B0), assuming

a(()int) exists, contain at most two derivatives of the fields;

ii) the deformed field equations associated with a(()int) involve at most
the first-order derivatives of the spinor fields and at most the second-order
derivatives of the Pauli-Fierz field.

By applying the differential 0 on (5I]) and using the definitions (I2)—(I4),
we infer that

5@9“0 = 0,m" + vby + co, (52)

where B
mh — _iwﬁvuﬁu (prnp + Npkﬂawm) : (53)

1 - Q
bo = 507" (N, hap + 2N, 0l (54

Co = (md;afyaMNpu + i&ﬁyaﬁuaa]vpu) Mp
+ (mﬁaya”NpAM + izﬁmo‘ﬁ“&l]\”’\u

1 -
+§¢5’YPBMN)\“) 8[p17)\]. (55)

Taking into account the previous two requirements on the derivative be-

haviour of a(()mt), from (B4) we get that the spinor-tensor N”, may contain at

most one derivative of the spinor ¢, while the spinor-tensor N pAH can only
depend on the undifferentiated Rarita-Schwinger field. As a consequence, we
have that B -

NP, = N by + N7 0\iby, NP, = NP b, (56)

and hence
af™ = (N 1y + NP,000) 1, + N7 000y, (57)

where N p/\w N pA"H, and N p’\(’ﬂ are real, bosonic 4 x 4 matrices that may
depend only on the undifferentiated spinor-vector ¢,. Inserting (56l in the

formulas (B4)—-([B3), we get

1 - _ _
bo = Uy (N 0n + NO,0300) hay
+2Np)\auwaa[ph)\}a) ) (58)
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co = (mpay™ (NP hx + NP 0515 )
+ithgy 0o (N 105 + NP7, 00105) ) 1,
+ (MY NP iy + ithgy* 00 (NP7 1), )

1 - \T \T Ao
_'_51/}67[)6“ (NAUu¢o + NA “aa¢o)) 8[p7h]- (59>

The condition that 5a§int) should be written like in (B0) restricts ¢y expressed
in (B9) to be a y-exact modulo d quantity, i.e.

cop = ym + O,n*. (60)

At this stage it is useful to split ¢, like

o= (co)y (61)

k=0

where (¢g), denotes the piece from ¢, with k-derivatives. According to this
decomposition, it follows that each (co), should be written in a y-exact mod-
ulo d form, such that (B0)) is indeed satisfied. Using (59), we obtain that

(CO)O = m@avauNpAﬂb)\np- (62)

As the right-hand side of (62) is derivative-free, it follows that these terms
neither reduce to a total derivative nor can be expressed in a y-exact form,
so they must vanish

Yoy NP,y = 0. (63)
Simple computation exhibit that (63]) is checked if
VNP, = (MNP (64)

whose general solution is expressed by

_ 1
N”AM = clézyA + 02527’) + c30y, + 5 (c1 + 2¢9 + 3c3) fy”Au, (65)

with ¢i, ¢2, and c3 some arbitrary functions depending on 1,,. As it has been
shown in Appendix B, the functions ¢y, ¢z, and ¢ from (65)) can be made to
vanish by adding some trivial, s-exact terms and by conveniently redefining
the functions N p’\"u. In consequence, we can take

NP = 0. (66)

I
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The equation (60) for £ = 1 becomes
miba Y N, (03) 0y + mibay™ NP b5 Oty = ymo + Ounfy, — (67)

where ymg = (0mo/0h,x) Op,ny)- By taking the Euler-Lagrange deriva-
tives of the relation (67) with respect to 7, we obtain that the quantity
map, Y+ N ”’\"M (O\1)s) should reduce to a total derivative

My NP, (Orthe) = O M?. (68)
The left-hand side of (68) is a full divergence if the following conditions
\TPAC _
AN, =0, ) (69)
’YO”YOWNP)\UM - _ (VOVJMNP)\OL)T (70)

are simultaneously satisfied. The general solution to (€9)—(70) takes the form

. 1 1
NP =k <o—”’ (55 + 57”“) + o7 (52 + §7Au))

ag 1 g g
+k20.p)\ <5,u + 5’}/ H) + ]f40'p>\5u

+hs (07788 — 0776 — 6777 + 47,

1 1
—3 B = 8) 4 (07 = ) )

2
= NPV, +N§V (71)
with
Np)\a — k Ao 5P 1 p po 6)\ 1 A
1 op = M\0 u+§7u +o u+§7u
1
"‘]ﬁ?gO’pA (5Z + 5’)/0“) + ]{340'[))\(55, (72)

and (k;),_g; some arbitrary constants. Under these circumstances (if the
equations (69)—(70) are verified), we find that

m'lzja’yaMNp)\au (8)\¢0) Mo + m,&a,}/OCMNP)\UMan[pnM
1 - — o 1~ Lo
= 7 <_Zm¢a7a‘uN1p)\ “wahp)\) + 8)\ <§md}a7 MNPA ;ﬂboﬁp)
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_ 1 -
byt (N”A"M + ZNZ’?A u) Yo Ol (73)

By comparing the last equation to (67]) we observe that the last term from
the right-hand side of (T3]) must be y-exact modulo d. This takes place if

- 1 -
Fay (N% + 7 Np ) Yo =0, (74)

from which we further deduce
o 1 \7PAC % o
NP, = = NP7, + N7, (75)

where N ”’\"u is solution to the equation

T QU NTPAO .
Yoy NP e = 0. (76)
It is simple to see that (7€) holds if
,}/O,VauNp)\Ju _ <,}/O,YJMNp)\OCM> T ’ (77)

whose general solution is given by
N =k (07780 — 07760 + koo™
+hs (5,777 = 007 + kay™,

1 - _ _
5 (k1= 2y + k) (0797, = 0777,) (78)

with (%i)i:ﬁ some arbitrary functions depending on ,,.
Next, we analyze the solution to the equation (60) for £ = 2. It takes the
concrete form

i 3 _
§,¢B (,}/OCBMNP)‘JM —+ ’y)‘BuNanM) (8(15/\?%) Mp
0, (8%, 57)

1 - _
+§w5’7pﬁ“N)\aou (&xwa) 8[p77)\]
= ymq +Junf, (79)

with IV p)‘”u and N p)‘”u determined previously. By taking the Euler-Lagrange
derivatives of (79) with respect to 7, and by using the result that ym; =

17



(0my/6hpn) Opmy + O v, with dmy /dh,, the variational derivative of my
with respect to h,y, it follows that

i- _ _
5'{/15 (’)/QBMNP)\UM + ’}/)\BMNPQJM) (8Q8A¢J) = 8AP”A, (80)

for some PP*. The left-hand side of the last equation is written as a full
divergence if

(Ox0) (179K, + PR, ) (0,7) = O, 1

which further produces
ki =ky=ks =0, (82)

such that we have

~g (YN + NP ) (0a0a05) 1,

2
ik -
= =7 (s (0% Qo) h+ 27 (0%05) )
iks -
+5 s (0777 = 0 M57) (0ua) iy + Ot (83)

On the other hand, it is easy to see that
ithgy M 0a (N*,105) Oty
= = (157" NP, phaga ) + On7
—1 (0a¥s) VQB“N”AUM%(?WM- (84)

Inserting (83)—(84) in (79) and taking into account the result (82), the equa-
tion ([[9) reduces to

—i (Dathg) VNP 1)y
iky -
—fwﬁ (0°°7 — 0957 (Oatbe) Dy

= ~ymy + 0,0k, (85)
Now, we decompose fyaﬁ“N p’\”M like

Waﬂu Np/\ou _ <7aﬂu Np/\ou)l + <7aﬂu Np/\ou) ’ (86)

2
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- 1/1- - - 1-
aBuNp)\J> - _ |z -9 =
Y . 5 <2k‘1—|—k‘2 /{?3 2]{34) X

afBA acr)\)

(Ukcwaﬂp 4 Ux\ﬁyacrp oy _ Up67
‘l‘]%g (20_05,}/po¢)\ _ O'Ua’}/pﬁ)\ o O.Ba,ypa)\)
+ (l%l - ]2‘2 + ]2‘3 + ]2’4) (O’JPO')\B — O’U)‘o'pﬁ) v

—i—% (/;:1 + /;:3) ((0”’\00") — a"pa)‘a) fyﬁ

F (070 — aP0%) 57) 4 5 (ks Ra) (070
—a”paaﬁ) N+ (J")‘aaﬁ — 05)‘00‘”) 7”) , (87)

1 1-

5 ]{31 ]{32 — 5]{74) X

( Ao aﬁp )\B,yaap O_pa,yaﬁ)\ + O_pﬁ,yaa)\)

+ (k’g k’g) (O_pa Box )\a,yﬁap) + ]{53 ( pa)\
—O'oa’}/pﬁA) + 5 (];71 - 2];72 + EZ3 + 2]274) ((O'UAO'QP
_O.Upo.)\a) ,}/B + (O_B)\O.ap _ O_Bpo_a)\) 70)

+% (ks + kq) (2077 (0°2 — 0*P7) + (070
+a””a°‘5) A — (aa"aﬁ’\ + ao‘ga”’\) 7”) ) (88)

(fyaﬁu Npkcru) —

By direct computation it can be shown that the two components of v N pA"u

satisfy the properties

~° (WWN”A"“)I = —(70 (7”‘”“N”A5M)I>T, (89)

pls), - ()L

By means of the formulas (89)—(00) we can write

—i (Bus) 1P 45, B0
. 1= aBu KTpAo
= 7 (§¢ﬁ (7 KNP “) 1 ¢08[ph)\]oc)
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+ity (Y R,) (Oatin) D
1 - aBu KTpAo
+0a <—§¢B <7 KNP “>1¢03[p7m> , (91)
such that

—i (Dathg) VNP 1)y

__IEB (’)/)\BJO'OCP . ,ypﬁao_a)\) (8a¢0> a[pn)\}
1 - A
= 7( wﬁ <,}/OJBMNP)\UM> ¢oa[ph)\}a)
1
1 afu NTpAo
+0, (—§¢B <fy B pyPA M) 1 wc,a[pm})
_HZﬁ (% (O'ap”)/AﬁU . O'a)\’)/pﬁg)
_ <,yaﬁHNp)\cr“>2) (8a¢o-) 8[p77)\] (92)

Comparing ([02) with (85) it results that the last term in (O2]) has to be
~v-exact modulo d. This holds if

ﬂZﬁ <<% (gaﬁ,}/)\ﬁo - O_akfyﬁﬁa) . (,yaﬁﬂNp)\Uu)2) (aa¢o>) _ 80{‘9(1 (93>

for some 6% or, in other words, if

ky

Maﬁp)\cr: 0
* (%

(O'ap”)/AﬁU . O_a)\fypﬁo) - <,yaﬁ,u,Np)\ou) 2) (94)
fulfills the condition

Maﬁp)\o - _ (Maop)\ﬁ)T ) (95>
With the help of ([@0) we obtain the relations
Maﬁp)\cr — (Macrp)\ﬁ) T ’ (96)

which indicate that (O5]) cannot be satisfied, and hence neither (O3). As a
consequence, the term —iyg M*PPA7 (9,1),) 01y from (@2) must be canceled,
which implies

MOPP7 = . (97)
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The solution to the above equation reads as
ki = “ky, ky=-ky ky=0, ky=0. (98)
Redenoting k4 by k, we finally find the relations
TP o o \TPAC 1 o o 1 o
NPA = k:apAcSM, NPA = NPA = Zk (aA on — o 52 + 55/17“) . (99)
Replacing (66]) and ([@9) in (57), we get that
(int) xp [ QU k *[L, |V
ay = kv (a 'lvbu) Ny + §¢ (0 8[u77u}
k o
+§¢ PV O (100)

Meanwhile, if we insert ([Q9) in (B8], (@3], [B3)—-(84), and ([©2]) and the result-

ing expressions in (52), we deduce that the component of antighost number
zero from the first-order deformation is given by

in k i- .
a(() t) — 3 (JPAE(()RS) — 5%17“ paAdJu) hox

ik /1 - — _ o
+Z (§wu7p,¢u + UupW/WU@Da + ¢Jvopu¢u) a[uhl/]p + a(() t)> (101)

where d(()int) represents the general, local solution to the homogeneous equa-

tion .
’Ya(()lnt) — aﬂm(mt)u’ (102)

with some local m"r,

Such solutions correspond to aﬁmt) = 0 and thus they cannot deform either
the gauge algebra or the gauge transformations, but simply the Lagrangian
at order one in the coupling constant. There are two main types of solutions
to (I02). The first one corresponds to m(™#* = (0 and is given by gauge-
invariant, non-integrated densities constructed from the original fields and
their spacetime derivatives. According to (B3] for both pure ghost and anti-
ghost numbers equal to zero, they are given by dg(mt) = C_Llo(int) ([Yu], [ K was)),
up to the conditions that they effectively describe cross-couplings between the
two types of fields and cannot be written in a divergence-like form. Unfortu-
nately, this type of solutions must depend on the linearized Riemann tensor
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(and possibly of its derivatives) in order to provide cross-couplings, and thus
would lead to terms with at least two derivatives of the Rarita-Schwinger
spinors in the deformed field equations. So, by virtue of the derivative order
assumption, they must be discarded by setting &g(mt) = 0. The second kind
of solutions is associated with m@®* = 0 in (I02Z) and will be approached
below.

We split the solution to the equation (I0Z) for m{™* £ 0 along the
number of derivatives present in the interaction vertices

a™ =3, (103)

2
=0
where (wl) contains i derivatives of the fields. The decomposition (I03)) yields a
similar splitting with respect to the equation (I02]), which becomes equivalent
to three independent equations

V= o, i =0,2. (104)

Let us solve (I04]) for ¢ = 0. With the help of the definitions of v acting
on the generators from the BRST complex we get
0
(0) 8(w)

yw = -2 |0

V@h—w Ny + Ot (105)

Thus, & is solution to (I04)) for i = 0 if and only if

o

0,
o,

= 0. (106)

0 0
Since $J has no derivatives, the equation (I06]) implies that 0% /Oh,,, must
be constant. As the only constant and symmetric tensor in four spacetime
dimensions is the flat metric, we can write
0
o
Ohy

= pat, (107)
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with p a real constant. Integrating (I07)), it results that the solution to the
equation (I04)) for i = 0 reads as

(0)
w =ph+F ),

but since it provides no cross-interactions, we can take

@ =0. (108)

Next, we pass to the equation (I04) for i = 1. We obtain that

v = =2 0= | . + 0,8", (109)

s0 & checks (104) for ¢ = 1 if and only if

5%
_ 0. 11
Qg = (110)

1
Because (w) includes just one spacetime derivative, the solution to (II0) is

5

_ puv
S 8,D" (111)

where D" depends only on the undifferentiated fields and is antisymmetric
in its first two indices
DPRY = — DHPY, (112)

Since DP* is derivative-free and hy, is symmetric, (I1I)) implies that D**”
must be symmetric in its last two indices

D = peve, (113)
The properties (I12) and (II3)) further lead to
DPHY  —  _DHPV — _ DY — vhp
pren = —pev — _pom, (114)
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so DP*¥ = (). Consequently, (II1]) reduces to

(1)

ow
= 11
S 0, (115)
whose solution is expressed by
(1)
w = L ([¢u]) + 0uG" (Y, hap) (116)

and is not suitable as the first term provides no cross-interactions, while the
second is trivial, so we have that

W=o. (117)

In the end, we solve ([I04)) for ¢ = 2. From the relation

v = 20,22 ) i+ 9,6m, (118)

we observe that 9 verifies (I04)) for ¢ = 2 if and only if

5

O S

=0. (119)

The solution to the last equation reads as
2
50

= 9,0,U P 120
5T 5 , (120)

where U#*"# displays the symmetry properties of the Riemann tensor and in-
volves only the undifferentiated fields v, and h,,. At this stage it is useful to
introduce a derivation in the algebra of the fields h,, and of their derivatives
that counts the powers of the fields and their derivatives, defined by

0
N = Z(aﬂl‘“ﬂkhl“/) a(a

S (121)
k>0 Ul"'ﬂkhﬂ’/)
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Then, it is easy to see that for every nonintegrated density x, we have that

Ny = hw,;h—x + 05" (122)
uv

If Y is a homogeneous polynomial of order [ > 0 in the fields and their
derivatives, then Nx® = I\, Using (I20), and (I22), we find that

1
NG = 3 KanaU™ 4 00" (123)
(2) ..
We expand w like
0
W= (124)
>0

20 20
where Nw =1[w , such that

0
=> i (125)
>0

Comparing (I23) with (I25]), we reach the conclusion that the decomposition
([24) induces a similar decomposition with respect to U***? i.e.

Urevh — Z U‘“’”B (126)

>0

Substituting (126) into (I23) and comparing the resulting expression with
(I27), we obtain that

@
(2) 1 av _
g = _Q_ZKuaVﬁUg_lf + 8,00 (127)
Introducing (127)) in ([I24]), we arrive at
1 _
W = =5 KU1 + 0,0, (128)
where
grevd =" ZU‘“’”B (129)

>0
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Even if consistent, an (51) of the type (I28) would produce field equations
with two spacetime derivatives acting on the Rarita-Schwinger spinors, which
breaks the hypothesis on the derivative order of the interacting theory, so we
must take

@ —o. (130)

The results (I08), (I17), and (I30) enable us to take, without loss of gener-
ality .
ai™ =0 (131)
in ([IOT).
Finally, we analyze the component a(®% from (@2)). As the massive Rarita-
Schwinger action from (]) has no non-trivial gauge invariance, it follows that

a®) can only reduce to its component of antighost number zero
RS
a9 = af™ ([1,). (132)
which is automatically solution to the equation sa®S) = ya((]RS =0. It
comes from agRS) = 0 and does not deform the gauge transformations (),

but merely modifies the massive spin-3/2 action. The condition that ag (15 s

of maximum derivative order equal to one is translated into

al™ =V () + VP (4,) D, (133)

where V and V'’ are polynomials in the undifferentiated spinor fields (since
they anticommute). The first polynomial is a scalar (bosonic and real), while
the tensor V' is fermionic and anti-Majorana spinor-like.

The general conclusion of this subsection is that the first-order deforma-
tion associated with the Pauli-Field theory plus the massive Rarita-Schwinger
field can be written like

Sy S 4 5, (134)
with

S _ / Iy ( (PF) | o(PF) +a<PF>)’ (135)
and

Sflnt) _ /d4ll§' ( (int) + agmt) + a(()RS)) . (136)

The first two components of (I30]) are expressed by (I00) and (I0I)) with
ai™ = 0, while a{™ is given by (I33). This is the most general form that
complies with all the hypotheses that must be satisfied by the deformations,

including that related to the derivative order of the deformed Lagrangian.
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4.3 Second-order deformation

In this subsection we are interested in determining the complete expression of
the second-order deformation for the solution to the master equation, which
is known to be subject to the equation (25). Proceeding in the same manner
like during the first-order deformation procedure, we can write the second-
order deformation of the solution to the master equation like the sum between
the Pauli-Fierz and the interacting parts

Sy = ST 4 gfm). (137)

The piece S, (PF) describes the second-order deformation in the Pauli-Fierz
sector and we will not 1n81st on it since we are merely interested in the cross-
couplings. The term 52 results as solution to the equation

(51751)(mt 4 Sth —0, (138)

N~

where

(Sy, )™ = (S(mt S(mt) (S S““t) (139)

and 5™ is presented in G]BE) If we denote by A and (™) the non-
integrated densities of (51, 5;)™" and respectively of S (int)

(I38) becomes

, the local form of

A — _95p(nt) 1 g ni (140)

with .
gh (A1) =1 gh (b™) =0, gh(n*) =1, (141)
for some local current n#. Direct computation shows that A1) decomposes
like
A = AP L AT agh (AM) =1, 1=0,1,  (142)

with

in 1 % o 1 * o v
A — (k (_Z (¢ Tl Sy wp) Fomyo”
+k* (0F),) ") By

k(2—k 1
+% <¢*”¢V + Z?ﬂ*JVW@ba) npa[uhu]p)
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and

1
TR ) (w*ﬂ (010 + (0

1 *xO v
+§1/1 o 1/10) 8[unp]8[un)\]0-p)\) :

in k v
Angy(zgﬁmww)

k £(RS) o ik o° N ik N 79
kLo 0"+ e (wwp)+z¢w (7o)
+ %ﬁp@/)p J] ‘l‘ w# ['7 ’}/ } wpa[oﬂ]m) (0”h,w — 0Mh)

2

P i (B — 200 4
— gy Prape O — Ty PR Oign + (%W [y, 7] v
——% [y*?, W") 5[/%}) Nphuja

2 (0P L = ST, @) O + 5 Gy 0D
—%wuv”””f?u (V7 0ne) — %WVW” (D)) BpuTto

o (B [ 7] = 10 [, 7] D,0,) By
0,0, Gta) ) = 5 (1207 (70
B () P+ ST (0 0

U (94,) Oy + 50, .17 (04) D
+%wwwﬁ 1, 0" (0[(1775})) hox — %%7“”(”8”% X
xmmam—n%@mg—&mgyﬂ%w%w”
x@mwmﬁw%W%—@mm+%W¢%x
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ik
x " ho 7] - 77 (a(uhy)o - 2aa'h,u,lj)) - %Wwpwp X

(
Xﬁu (haﬁﬁang — (aﬁhaﬁ - 80fh)) o %@M’VW(%”) X
Xay (hAo pn (8ph)\cr - &,hp,\))

oV
+2k ("V + V*P0u1b5) mu + 26V (074,) Oy + k—— 59 VY Oum
W
_ oy
+EVIO, (W’@[u%l) + ky? B, (Outhv) Orpnoy
P
k (ORV S
i aByp _ g AaBY Y
_'_4 (a,l?Dp fy w ¢pfy 8¢p le’) alr]ﬁ +
k
+ VI P, (1, 0ang) - (144)

4

Since the first-order deformation in the interacting sector starts in anti-
ghost number one, we can take, without loss of generality, the corresponding
second-order deformation to start in antighost number two

b(int) _ béint) + bgint) + b;int)7 agh (b (int) ) _ [7 I — 0,1,2, (145>
n* = ny+nf+nh, agh(nf)=1, I=0,1,2. (146)

By projecting the equation (I40) on various antighost numbers, we obtain

in 1
'Vbé t) 0, (5”5) : (147)
(int) _ (int) (int) I
A} = —2(0by "+ b; +d,ny, (148)
A((]int) - 9 <5b§mt) + fyb(()int)> +,nt. (149)

The equation (I47) can always be replaced, by adding trivial terms, with
i) = 0. (150)

Looking at A™ given in (IZ3), it results that it can be written like in (T4
if

1
X = k (1 . ]{7) <w*u (au¢u) npa[unp} + Z (W[“W'}
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1
+§¢*07ija) 8[p77p}8[um]0'pA) (151)

can be expressed like

X = 0p 4+ yw + 0, 1°. (152)
Supposing that (I52) holds and applying § on it, we infer that
dx = (—o0w) + 0y (61%). (153)

On the other hand, using the concrete expression of x, we have that

ox =7 (k(12— k>5 (V™ (O™ — 0”h)))

+o (%k‘(l —k)é (w*%pn”é‘wu]))
1

—ry Y — o P T,) PO haja) Oyt

=207 () PO ) )

ﬁ%(éuy_m(@ww”@wuwf—i(%wW“W4

—P Y — oV, ) Py ) Oy - (154)

The right-hand side of (I54]) can be written like in the right-hand side of
(I53)) if the following conditions are simultaneously satisfied

il = (1™ () B, — (G
_1Z“7a¢y - O-a[‘uqzy]fygwcr) UpA&[Vh)\}a) a[,u'r]p]
_2,¢B,}/aﬁu (aVQ%) npa[uhp]om (155)

+7 (ik(l — k) (9777 (9"5) s — (070"

o 7 o~/ OB L “ v
o1 = (wm (M) 0" = 5 (e
— ity — o WPy, ) P Oma) O, (156)

Since none of the quantities h,g, Ol RN ms, or 0lenfl are §-exact, the last
relations hold if the equations

Ve (Qubs) = 097, (157)
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T — g — gy, = aTee (158)
B

take place simultaneously. Assuming that both the equations (I57) and (I58))
are valid, they further give

Oa (QZ}B'VQBU (au¢a)) =9 (aanu) ) (159)
Do (s PWp) — plyrp? — o™ Wply7y, ) = 6 (8,T*) . (160)

On the other hand, by direct computation we obtain that

Oa (V5777 (Outds)) = 0 (=1 (V"7 (Outb) — ¥7 (0u¥7))) (161)

Ba (P *PWp”) = Pl — oW, ) = 6 (=i Ty,

_Qw)*[uwﬂ) _ @Ea,yaﬁ[uaﬂwﬁ’ (162)
so the right-hand sides of (I6I)—(162]) cannot be written like in the right-hand
sides of (I59)—(I60). This means that the relations (I57)—(I58) are not valid,
and therefore neither are (I53)—(I56). As a consequence, x must vanish, and

hence we must set

k(1—k)=0. (163)
Using ([I63), we conclude that
k=1, (164)
Inserting (I64) in (IZ3), we obtain that

in 1 £ o 1 * o v
AP = ((_Z (w Tl Syt wp) Do

HT7 (0" 0e) 0”)
1

1
_|_§ (¢*Mwu + E@ZJ*U’YWWI) npa[uhv}p) . (165)

Comparing (I65]) with (I48), we find that

™ = 0, (166)

int
o =

| —

* o 1 * o
(w ) ey %) s
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1 *0 v
—§¢ (au¢a)n h/u/

1 1
_Z (¢*uwu + Z@D*UVWWI) npa[uhu}p' (167)

Substituting (I64) in (I44) and using (I67), we deduce
Al | ggpnt) _ Dl + (—iﬁéRS) (h? = 2D, h™)
+%QZ‘WA¢” ((hy = hd)) Ohuin + hg (20phox + Onbys))
L (1O = ) + (P~ 0,1
s+ Oy + %huﬁphﬂ”)
#3008 @6,) (Whas = Shoal ) = (V-4 V20,0
+%1ﬁmﬁ“a¢” ((ML’ - %hﬁ) Ophalp + hi, (30ahup — Qaﬂhw))

1
+VH (hwa"@b,, + ’(/Joa[,,ha]u + Z’Yaﬁwya[ahg]u)) + H“”awnu},(168)

where
orV e
BV YHP AV v pp v vZ "
II 1% 8¢p+awuw + VPO Y + a0, Opha
1 (0RV — oty
- Hv PA 1V _ pv
_'_4 ( 8% Y wp + V Y 8p7wb>\ 1/197 8159 apr) . (169)

We observe that (IG8) can be written like in (I49) if and only if
™ — I = 9,U°m . (170)

The right-hand side of (I69)) splits according to the number of derivatives
into

™ =117 + 7Y, (171)
where we made the notations
OV 198V
" = V4 — g 172
0 8’(/Ju w _I_ 4 a¢p ,y wp? ( )
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_ ava)\
Y = VEPO" 4, + VPO + ) ——=—0,1z
oY,

ava)\
—0 . 173
o (173
As TIF” has no derivatives, it cannot bring to (I70) a divergence-like contri-
bution, and IT}” contains just one derivative, so in principle it may lead to
a total derivative, as required by (I70). As a consequence, from (I70) pro-
jected on the number of derivatives equal to zero we find that ITf" is subject

to the equation

1 B
+ (prwap% — ey

5" — 1" = 0, (174)
which is, via (I72)), equivalent to
O
If we generically represent 9V /dv,, under the form
= T (1), (170
then the equation (I7H]) requires that
AOVIeT = (AT (177)
where )
VHeT = M*¥a¥? — Mot + §M°‘”7’“’ = —rres, (178)

If we decompose V#9 like

V/J,VCVO' — ‘/O,LLI/OZO'l + ‘/1;1,1/040'7—77 + ‘/2/.”/0{0'7—777—7

then the condition (IT7) implies the relations
Vb,u,uao _ _‘/O,uz/oa’ ‘/l,uyach _ ‘/l,u,ucraT’ ‘/QHVQUTV _ V—;woaTﬁ/’ (180)
‘/3# Cr7"yp _V},“ 7 VP> ‘/4‘u UT'yp)\ = _V:l“ 7 TYPA (181>

In a similar manner, if we expand M“* along the basis in the space of con-
stant, 4 X 4 complex matrices

MOlM = M(()NM]‘_‘_M{NM T,}/T + Méxﬂ T*y’yT’y + M??M T'yp,yTﬂyp + MZ‘N T'ypA’yT’yp)\7 (182)
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substitute (I82) in (IT8), and take into account the relations (I80)—(IS1]),
then we finally find that

MO = g ()0, ME =0, M = my (4¥) 626" (183)
Mg, = 0, ME" oy =ma(§") erypno™, (184)

where myg (¢"), ma (¢"), and my (¢”) are arbitrary functions. Replacing now
(I83)—([IR4) in (IR2) and then the resulting expression in (I76)), we find that

8RV v\ VN o) AQU ) v\ ./,
oo, M (") " + 2ma (") thay™ + 24imy (V") Yy
1 o OfX Oy N4
= 5mo (V") T, +ma (¢7) a0, +12my (¢ )a—%’ (185)
with B B B
X =", Y =y, Z =0t (186)

The equation (I85]) shows that the solution to (I75]) is nothing but an arbi-
trary polynomial of X, Y, and Z, i.e.

V=V(X.,)Y,Z). (187)

In order to complete the analysis of the equation (I70]), we need to solve its
component of order one in the spacetime derivatives

I — I = 9,U° (188)

with IIf" given in (I73) and UP* containing no derivatives. Taking into
consideration the formula (I73), it follows that the equation (I88]) restricts
VHA to satisfy the equation

A A A A 7 8LVP>\
VIAGHP 4 VPGP — VAGHE — PV I g
0%,
AL i e W L
) (V”W‘”—ww’” i )z o (189)

The last equation is fulfilled if there exist some objects Q* such that the
following conditions take place simultaneously:

ORQ
U

34

Vit =

(190)



I T
o ot = 0. 191
o0, 0, (191)

On the other hand, by adding to and subtracting from the left-hand side of

(TED) the quantity (1/2) (97Q2 /0ux) 1 = O (1/2 (@) /s, we can
state that (I89) is checked if (I90) and

aRQp VA aRQp 72N

10%Q" .,
81/}u g awy o 4+ 58—1/1)\7 =0 (192)

are simultaneously verified. By multiplying (I92]) from the right with ¥, we
get the equation

orQr . oRQr 1o%Q7 ., .\
ao, "o a0 )
which shows that (see (I7H) and (I87))
Qr=Q"(X,Y,Z). (194)

Since Q* like in ([94) must provide V#* via taking its right derivative with
respect to ¥, (see (I90)), it results that

Q" =Q (XY, Z)", (195)

with @ (X, Y, Z) an arbitrary polynomial. Formulas (I90) and (195) together
with some appropriate Fierz identities further yield

VI =1, PP (XY, Z), (196)
where

PO (XY, Z) = (P™), (X,Y, Z) 4" + (PP™),,. (XY, Z) 7. (197)

afy

The dependence on X, Y, and Z of the functions (P?), and (P"), s
enables us to conclude that the most general form of these coefficients reads
as

(P, (X,Y, Z) = di6fo™ + dadho™ + d3b0™, (198)
(Ppwj)aﬁ'y (X7 Y7 Z) = d4(5[pa(550':}, (199)
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where (d;);_; 534 are arbitrary polynomials in X, Y, and Z. We remark that

([99) gives in ([33), and thus in S\ a contribution (up to a trivial, s-exact
term) that is already contained in (I87)) since

@Ep (Ppwj)aﬁ—y ’Vaﬁﬂyauwu = 6d4&u7uupau¢p =
s (=6idytp, ™) — Gidath V" 1y, (200)

so we can take, without loss of generality
dy=0 (201)

in (I99). Taking into account the last result and inserting (I98)) in (I97) and
then in (I96), we infer that

V’Wau% = dl'lszfypauwu + dz@”V”aﬂ)u + dBQZV’VMaV@Z)M =
_ 1 — 1 -
dﬂ/fﬂp&M/J” + 5 (dz + d3) 1/1V’Y“3(M/Ju) + 5 (dg - dz) Q/J”VVa[uwu} =
_ 1 _
dlwp’ypa,ﬂ/fu + 5 (dg + dg) w”v”a(uwu) +
s (=4 s = ) (G0t = 6, )
m — =
3 (ds — da) (Vuth" + " y) - (202)

Thus, up to an irrelevant, s-exact term, V#"9,1, contains, beside the first
two pieces, the last component, which is a contribution already considered
in (I87). We can thus forget about it by setting

At this stage, from (201)) and (203)) replaced in (I98)—(199) and the resulting
relations further substituted in (I97)), with the help of the representation

(I90) we determine the relevant part of V# under the form
VI = dy (X,Y, Z) hay® o™ + do (X, Y, Z) (W"4" + PHq") . (204)

Consequently, we find that V#*0,1, no longer contains the unwanted (trivial
or redundant) contributions, being precisely given by

ijauwu - dl (X> Y> Z) 'J]p’ypauwu + d2 (X> Y> Z) 'J]V’yua(uwu)- (205)
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Based on the relations (204]) and (203]), we deduce that the antisymmetric
part of IIf must vanish
" — 1" = 0. (206)

As a consequence of this step of the deformation procedure, on the one

hand the results (I64)), (I87), and (205]) completely determine the component
(I33), and hence the cross-coupling part of the first-order deformation (I36))
like

in * v 1 FHah¥
Sf DR /d4x (lp H(O" )y + §w M O my)

1 . 1 - .
+§¢ Py 1/1p8[u77u] 4 5 (O.pAE(()RS) _ 51@7# paxwy) hp,\

i/1- _ _
_'_Z (§¢H7P¢V + O-de}yfyod}o + 1/}07010“1#/) 8[uhu}p
+V + dl’(/_Jp’ypau’(/Ju + dg’(/_JV’yMa(MQ/JV)) . (207)
On the other hand, (I68)), (I'74)), (I87), (204), and (206) offer us the concrete

form of bgm) as solution to the equation (I49) like
in 1 RS v
b™ = gL (= 2h,h™)
i
—EWW" ((hy — h&3) dhuix + hY (20h01n + Onhyus )
i
T (0 (@l = O P) + 1 (9 s — D,h)

1
2008, hos + ghp*(?ph,M + §h,w8php”)
20 (000) Whas = Shas
8 12 v [e% 2 ao'vg

i 1
— gV ((h55 - th) Dhagp + hE, (30, — 2apha,,))
h

di -
FIV 4 S0 (W — (D) W = U Do

1 dy -
_10“V7a6¢ua[ahﬁ]u) + 521/}[) (h,yﬂa“wﬁ - hlwauazﬂ/}p
d
2

1 _
_%ﬂ/,)\a[ph)\]u _ 17u7a6¢p8[ahﬁ}u> + (h¢p7u8p¢H
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_ _ 1-
_hﬂyqﬁ;ﬂ/p&/w/} - w‘ufyywpa[uhp}u - quufyl/’yang&[ahﬁ}u) : (208)

At this moment, the components (b?““) expressed by (I66), (I67), and
1=0,12

(208) yield the cross-coupling part of the second-order deformation Séint) =
f die (b(()int) I bgint) X bgm)) as

in 1 * o 1 * o 1 *o v

1

* 14 1 *xO0 4 1 vV
4 (¢ A Z¢ v %) 1Ol + §£(()RS) (h2 — 2h W )

T () = 1) B + 1 (20 + b))
—é&w% (B (Buh — 8" h) + 1 (8 by — D,h)

3 1
~2h0,has + Sh0uhn + §h,waphp'/)

1- v fe 3 o
— < 8 (0*,) (hhag - §hwhﬁ>
1

i I |V
_Ed’ﬁVﬁ“ (0 ((hég - Qhﬁ) 8[uhoc}p + hﬁ (38ahl/p - 28phav))

ho dy -
+5V + Elzmﬂ (h,b™ — (Bh,) W — ™47 Dy gy —

1 dy -
_Zguyvaﬁwua[ahmu) + ;@DP (h’yuauwp - hwj’yuauwp

1 d -
_%w)\a[phx]u _ ZV“VQBwpa[ahmu) + 52 (h¢p7uap¢u
_ _ 1-
_h/“/wu,ypa,ﬂ?bp - ¢M7pra[uhp}u - Zwu’yuvaﬁﬁbua[ahﬁ]u)) : (209)

This ends the second step of the deformation procedure for the Pauli-Fierz
field and the massive Rarita-Schwinger field.
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5 Lagrangian formulation of the interacting
theory

The main aim of this section is to give an appropriate interpretation of the
Lagrangian formulation of the interacting theory obtained in the previous
section from the deformation of the solution to the master equation. In view
of this, we initially prove that the linearized versions of first- and second-
order formulations of spin-two field theory possess isomorphic local BRST
cohomologies. We start from the first-order formulation of spin-two field
theory

1
Sleonl = =3 [dte (@20, (eee,) - 0,20, (e e,
1 v ac ac
+§eea“eb (W, w, = w,"w,’ C)) : (210)

where e * is the vierbein field and w,q are the components of the spin con-
nection, while e is the inverse of the vierbein determinant

e = (det (e,*))". (211)
In order to linearize action (2I0), we develop the vierbein like

6”25”—é a ezl—l—%f, (212)

a a 2[1?

where f is the trace of f,#. Consequently, we find that the linearized form
of (2I0)) reads as (we come back to the notations p, v, ete. for flat indices)

I [0 24 1 Q
So [fuwwuaﬁ] = /d4$ (Wa a (auf -0 f;w) + iwu Ba[a fa

1
~3 (W Pw\ s — w“o‘ﬁwauﬁ)) . (213)

We mention that the field f,, contains a symmetric, as well as an anti-
symmetric part. The above linearized action is invariant under the gauge
transformations

Ocfr = Ou€s — €y OeWpap = —0Op€ap, (214)
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where the latter gauge parameters are antisymmetric, €43 = —€g,. Eliminat-
ing the spin connection components on their equations of motion (auxiliary

fields) from (213))

Wyag (f) = % (O fa1s — O s10 — O Fa10) (215)
we obtain the second-order action
84 Ui (1) = 55 6] = = [ e (@ 1) @1 fon)
% (0" f11%) (O fap) = % (Of — 0 fu) (9" f — aafﬂa)) . (216)
subject to the gauge invariances
O fw = O(u€w) — €uv- (217)

If we decompose f,, in its symmetric and antisymmetric parts
fuw = hw + By, hyw = hyy, B, = —DBy,, (218)

the action (2I6]) becomes
1
S ) = 58 Ba) = [ s (=5 @) @) + @) @D
—(0,) (D) + 5 (0,h) (8%)) (@19

while the accompanying gauge transformations are given by
5JL,W = 0(“6,,), 553;“, = —€uw- (220)

It is easy to see that the right-hand side of (219) is nothing but the Pauli-Fierz
action

So [y Buv) = SgF [Pyuv] - (221)
As we have previously mentioned, we pass from 213))-(214) to ([219)-(220)

via the elimination of the auxiliary fields w,,g, such that the general theorems
from Section 15 of the first reference in [23] ensure the isomorphism

H(s'|d) ~ H (s"|d) (222)
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with s’ and s” the BRST differentials corresponding to (2I3))-(2I4]) and re-
spectively to (219)—(220). On the other hand, we observe that the field B,
does not appear in ([2I9) and is subject to a shift gauge symmetry. Thus,
in any cohomological class from H (s”|d) one can take a representative that
is independent of B,,, the shift ghosts as well as of their antifields. This is
because these variables form contractible pairs that drop out from H (s”|d)
(see the general results from Section 14 of the first reference in [23]). As a
consequence, we have that

H(s")d) ~ H (s|d), (223)

where s is the Pauli-Fierz BRST differential. Combining (222)) and ([223), we
arrive at

H (s'|d) ~ H (s"|d) ~ H (s|d) . (224)

Because the local BRST cohomology (in ghost number equal to zero and
one) controls the deformation procedure, it results that the last isomorphisms
allow one to pass in a consistent manner from the Pauli-Fierz version to the
first- and second-order ones (in vierbein formulation) during the deformation
procedure.

It is easy to see that one can go from (2I9)-([220) to the Pauli-Fierz
version through the partial gauge-fixing B, = 0. This gauge-fixing is a
consequence of the more general gauge-fixing condition [27]

Oula€y = 0. (225)

In the context of the larger partial gauge-fixing (225]) simple computation
leads to the vierbein fields e ”, their inverse e, the inverse of their deter-
minant e, and the components of the spin connection w,q up to the second
order in the coupling constant in terms of the Pauli-Fierz field as

0) # 1) M 2) ¥ A 3\?
e = (6)a n )\(e)a i )\2(6)& =51 — Ehau + ?haphp” + - +(226)
a O W@ o e N
e, = € ,+Ae ,+XNe u+"':5u+§hu_§h SN+ (227)
0 1 2 AN
e = ©+Ad NP 4214 Sh+ 3 (h* = 2Ry W) + - -+ (228)
1 2
Wy = )‘(W)uab + )\z(w),mb +oeey (229)
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where o
1
W pab = _8[ahb],u7 (230>

1
g)uab - _Z (2hc[a (ab]hcﬂ> - 2h[auayhb]u — (8uh[ay) hb],,) . (231)

Based on the isomorphisms (224]), we can further pass to the analysis of the
deformed theory obtained in the previous sections.

The component of antighost number equal to zero in S( is precisely

the interacting Lagrangian at order one in the coupling constant E (int)

(mt) + Cl(()RS)

£ = Bw (=iy"™P, b, + My ) h} + [?M (0)) m]

+ Bzﬁw“”p (8,0 hpA} + [% (Vry MY — 20" MHyPah,) D) V])\:|

+ [—é (207" (99™) hpa + @ﬂ”“”wk%huu)} + VI [, 0,7
b g0, = Y +(g><é>b“<g>c”< 1 e Duﬁ’y)
(w) oo (3ah)

+
0)(0) #(0) ¥ 1- (0) (1) 0 _ (0 0)(0)
L9090 (__ D %) L0 D, (( i )

2
_ Koy v(0) (0)
+d2(g)¢(a7b)(g)b (g)c D# ((g) 1/) ) (232>
where
(0)
D, =0, (233)
and "
1 1) “
Du = gwuab’y b> (234)

1
with (w) uab given in (230). Along the same line, the piece of antighost number
equal to zero from the second-order deformation offers us the interacting
Lagrangian at order two in the coupling constant £§™ = pi")

Egint) _ b(()int) _ 1_61;“ (—iy"P0,1, + My 1p,) (h2 _ 2ha5haﬂ>
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+

+

% (74 (9°4) g + 7" (D,07) hpa) I

) ih
(5 (2 () b + 0 )

(5970 — 2075°95,) Do)
T Oun) )

(0 (150, (150r) + 120, (150,)
1

3 (P01 = 20090 5,10%) 3y )|

+ [g (&avaﬁvag (REHG0) = 50 (30 (30l

+1*7 o — 2hue 07 h — 2079, hag)
=Y (2hpuOyhh — 205 0,hux — hupOrhE))) ]

ST @) o] + | =T, @) by
2v] + [adia, ()] + [~ L, )
_—%@bpv”v"ﬁw“@[ahmu} + {%hw(“v”’au%]
—hi0,0

e 1 1
—dypy") <§¢p8[y w2701, 0uhyg ) = {eE(RS)}

8
& ((g)b“<é>c” Lo ) < i —wabc%ﬁ’y)}
:(Q(g)b“(g): <_ % o™ ((0 u(l)u n ) M( >V )}
(gxé)b“(é); (_ % %vabc%)u(my }
e, (—%%7‘”’0 (%)H(iz),, + (117)“(0)”))



0)(0) H(1) ¥ i- 0 1) (1) ()
+@@, @, (—5% (Du L+ D, ))]

0)(0) (o) Y (0) () 1
N [(€><€>b (€>C (_5 by (D5 =D
(2) (0) 0)(2) M) ¥ i- a . 0) (0)
+DM¢V)):| + [e €y €. §,¢ DM¢V):|
r By V[ ) (0)
N (g)(g)b (g)c (_% B b D %)} {%’V}

O
+ dﬂPﬂ D,u

O * ~, »© ©© * @ ]
+ |de € e, w( vb)DMwb + |dye €, w( vb)DMwb , (235)
where o
2 1l
W= g Wy b (236)

2
and (w)wb like in (231). With the help of (226) and (228) we deduce that
E(()RS) + )\Egmt) + )\QESHt) + .-+ comes from expanding the fully deformed
Lagrangian written in terms of either the original flat Rarita-Schwinger spinor

Va

i € - 7T v abc I A
Lint) — 3 (—ubaeb e/ v%D, (edp¢d) + map,y b@bb)
A [eV (XY, Z) + di (X, Y, Z) "D, (ee,"y")
+edy (X, Y, Z) e,y Dy (237)
or the curved Rarita-Schwinger spinor v,
i € -7 v abc 7 a; v
E(lnt) - 5 (_l,lvbueaueb ecp’y ’ DVwP _I— m@buea“v beb w”)
+A [V (X,Y,2) +di (XY, Z) e,” 1" D, (ed")
tedy (X, Y, Z) (19" + e'e’ 0P y") Dy (e 1)) - (238)
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The notations D1, and D,1, denote the full covariant derivatives of v, and
respectively of 9,

1 1,

Duwa = a//’vba + §wuabwb + g,}/b ¢awubc> (239)
1

Dy, = 0u, + gwuawabd’p’ (240)

The pieces linear in the antifields ¢;; from the deformed solution to the
master equation give us the deformed gauge transformations for the Rarita-
Schwinger fields as

1 1
Octhy = A ((5‘”%) €a + 5V O + gv"ﬁ @Du@[aeﬁ])
1 1
+A? (—5 (Oathu) 5™’ + 1—67’“%}‘38[%0]
1 1
s (hadpen — hyoex) — 1V Ol

1
- _7a6¢u€pa[ah61p)

16
1) 2(2)
= A0+ 0, + e (241)
The first two orders of the gauge transformations can be put under the form
1 O 1@ 1 0
0 ewm = (auwm) € + §(€)mnwn + ivabwm(e)aba (242)
(2 o 1a 1 1
Scthm = (Outbm) € + 3 Cmat" + 37" € (243)
where we used the notations
(0)» L+ 1
€ = E'U' = Eaéa'u, € = —§€aha'u, (244)
1
(g)ab = 58@65} y (245)
1 1 1 1
(E)ab _ —ZECa[ahb}c + ghfaab}ec + 3 (8Ce[a) hg]. (246)

Based on these notations, the gauge transformations of the spinors take the

form
(0)# (HH
6E¢m:>\((8“wm)(E +)\E _|_)
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0 1
+ ((e)mn F A ) "
1 0 1
+Z’Yab¢m ((E)ab + >\(€)ab +-- )) : (247)

0 1
The gauge parameters (e)ab and (e)ab are precisely the first two terms from
the Lorentz parameters expressed in terms of the flat parameters €* via the
partial gauge-fixing (225). Indeed, (225]) leads to

0c0aeyl = 0, (248)
where B
bSee,l = E0pet — e, 0,8 +€,e. (249)

Substituting (226]) together with the expansions
Ol m* A
=€ +Xe€ +~-~:<5a”—§ha”+~-~>e“ (250)

and
0 1
€ab = (E)ab + )\(E)ab + - (251)
in (248), we arrive precisely to (245)—-(246]). At this point it is easy to see

that the gauge transformations (247)) come from the perturbative expansion
of the full gauge transformations

Sthm = A (@wm) & + emnt)" + iv‘“’wmeab) : (252)

Moreover, based on (252) and (249)), it is easy to see that
1
St = A <(80W) &7 —70,e" + Zv“bd)”eab) . (253)

In conclusion, under the above mentioned hypotheses we have shown that
the interactions between a massive Rarita-Schwinger field and a spin-two
field are described by the coupled Lagrangian (237) or (238]), while the gauge
transformations of the Rarita-Schwinger spinors are given by (252) or (253)).
If we require in addition that the interacting model remains PT-invariant,
then the results (237)—(238)) remain valid up to the point that the functions
V', dy, and dy must depend only on X and Y (and not on 7).
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6 Impossibility of cross-interactions between
gravitons in the presence of the massive
Rarita-Schwinger field

As it has been proved in [16], there are no direct cross-couplings that can
be introduced among a finite number of gravitons and also no intermedi-
ate cross-couplings between different gravitons in the presence of a scalar
field. In this section, under the hypotheses of locality, smoothness of the
interactions in the coupling constant, Poincaré invariance, Lorentz covari-
ance, and the preservation of the number of derivatives on each field, we
will prove that there are no intermediate cross-couplings between different
gravitons intermediated by a massive spin-3/2 field. In order to ensure the
stability of the Minkowski vacuum (absence of negative-energy excitations or
of negative-norm states) we assume in addition that the metric in internal
space in positively defined. It is always possible to bring the internal metric
to the form d4p by a linear redefinition of the Pauli-Fierz fields. This is the
convention we will work with in the sequel.

In view of this we start from a finite sum of Pauli-Fierz actions and a
massive Rarita-Schwinger action

(] = [t (5 @) 000 + @) (0n)
— (01" ) + 5 (0,0) ((9“hA))
O R T O R ) )

where hs denotes the trace of the field by (ha = o,,hY), with A the
collection index, running from 1 to n. The gauge transformations of the

action (254) read as

Schiy, = Oy, deab, = 0. (255)
The BRST complex comprises the fields/ghosts
¢ = (o) s (256)
and respectively their antifields
Pap = (A7, 0™) ' (257)
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The BRST differential splits in this situation like in (§]), while the actions of
0 and v on the BRST generators are defined by

Shi{™ = 2HY, 6™ = mihy M —i0,ay"M, (258)
ontt = —20,h3", (259)
5¢™ = 0, dny =0, (260)
V9ny = 0, i =0, (261)
Vi, = Ounmy, Wu=0, =0, (262)

where HY" = K%’ — 10/ K, is the linearized Einstein tensor for the field
R, In this case the solution to the master equation reads as

S =Sy [, ] + / d'z (K" 0m) - (263)

The first-order deformation of the solution to the master equation may
be decomposed in a manner similar to the case of a single graviton

a = a4 o) 4 o[BS (264)

The first-order deformation in the Pauli-Fierz sector, a"), is of the form [16]

PP = aéPF) + a?’F’ + a(()PF), (265)
with ]
PF * v
aé ) = §f§c77Au77B a[,ﬂ?ﬁ- (266)
In (266) all the coefficients f#. are constant. The condition that aéPF) indeed

produces a consistent a%PF) implies that these constants must be symmetric

in their lower indices [16]@
fie = fép: (267)
With (267) at hand, we find that

agpF) = fhol’{” ((8/)77BV) hff,, - ”Buﬁ[uhg}p) : (268)

4The term (266)) differs from that corresponding to [16] through a y-exact term, which
does not affect (267).
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The requirement that a?’F’ leads to a consistent a(()PF) implies that fapc

must be symmetric [16]@
1
fasc = gf(ABC)a (269)

where, by definition, fapc = dapfh-. Based on ([269), we obtain that the

resulting a(()PF) reads as in [16] (where this component is denoted by aq and

f ABC by aabc)-

If one goes along exactly the same line like in the subsection 2] we get

that o) = o™ 4 o{™ where

in * v k * v
af™ = kg (9" )+ )

k
+§A¢*p7w¢p8[unf}v (270)

in k ]
o 2 (s !

o & 70N, ) i

iy (1 - _ _
i ( PHAPYY 4+ PP YT, + %7"”%”) %hﬁ‘]p, (271)

4 \2
and k4 are some real constants. Meanwhile, we find in a direct manner that
a®) = (") (272)

with a(()RS) given in (I33)).
Let us investigate next the consistency of the first-order deformation. If
we perform the notations

Spr) = /d4xa(PF), (273)
S«iint) — /d4ll§' (a(int) + a(RS)) ’ (274)
S = S 4 g, (275)

then the equation <§1, gl) + 258, = 0 (expressing the consistency of the

first-order deformation) equivalently splits into two independent equations

(SfPF>,§§PF>>+2sS§PF> — 0, (276)

°The piece (268) differs from that corresponding to [16] through a d-exact term, which
does not change (269).
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2 (SP0, 500 ) (50, 8™ ) + 2580 = o, (277)

where S = 5" 4 8™ The equation (Z76) requires that the constants
f$5 satisfy the supplementary conditions [16]

fAD[Bfg}D =0, (278)

so they are the structure constants of a finite-dimensional, commutative,
symmetric, and associative real algebra A. The analysis realized in [10]
shows us that such an algebra has a trivial structure (being expressed like a
direct sum of some one-dimensional ideals). So, we obtain that

fS5=0 if A#B. (279)

Let us analyze now the equation (277). If we denote by Al and B the

non-integrated densities of the functionals 2 (SfPF), Sfmt)> + (ant), Sfint))
, then the equation (277) takes the local form

H(int)

and respectively of Sy
AWY — 953008 4 5 k¢ (280)

with A
gh (A@m)) =1, gh(B™) =0, gh(k")=1. (281)

(int)

The computation of A reveals in our case the following decomposition

along the antighost number

~

Al — A0 A0 o (A(mt ) — 1, I=0,1, (282)
with
A (in 1 * o 1 * o v
Ag t) _ y (<—ZkAf§c <¢ beapel + §¢ Pyt 1%) 8[0“}%0 A
+Y*7 (0"e) 0P RS,
1 * Ny
+ (kBkc— §kAfgc) ( Y + ¢ o %) n %hu]p)
1
+ (kafpe — kske) (W“ (0"y) 0 O + (w a1l

1 *xO v
+§¢ 7u 7vbcr) 8[u7758[u77f]0'px) . (283>
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The concrete form of A(()int) is not important in what follows and therefore
we will skip it. Due to the expansion (282)), we have that 40" and k* from

(280) split like
B0 = g 4B 5™, agh (B™) =1, 1=0,1,2, (284)
ko= kK kY, agh (kM) =1, I=0,1,2. (285)

By projecting the equation (280) on the various decreasing values of the
antighost number, we obtain the equivalent tower of equations

- 1
VB = g, <—k§) : (286)
Agint) - _9 <56(1nt + Vﬁ(mt > + aﬂkii’ (287)
Al — o (55(““ + 5(““) + kL. (288)

By a trivial redefinition, the equation (280]) can always be replaced with

" = (289)

1nt

Analyzing the expression of A in (283) we observe that it can be written

like in (287) if the quantity
~ * v 1 * v
U= (kafie ko) (07 @0y ™0un + (w0
1 *0 v
+50 " wg) %nﬁa[mi’}a’ﬂ) (290)

can be put in the form
X =09+ yw+ 05" (291)

Assume that (291]) holds. Then, by applying ¢ on this equation we infer
5% = 7 (~00) + 0, (077 (292)

On the other hand, if we use the concrete expression (290) of y, by direct
computation we are led to

5= (§ (bafie — kake) 8 (5700 @0 — 0°1°))

o1



1
+o* (5 (k?AfgC - kB]fC) 0 (dj*pwpnByﬁ[ﬂnﬁ))

1 (5 (ko = k) (92 (0440) 129 = (P
S o) D) D

=207 (0"0u) " O hija))

+0 (5 (ke = kake) (57 @) ™ = § (500"
P — oW ,) 0P ) D) (203)

The right-hand side of (293) can be written like in the right-hand side of
(292)) if the following conditions are simultaneously fulfilled

i _ _
7 (Bafso = kike) { [vs7™™ (9"100) hG, — (57 0"

_IEM’VQIDV . UQ[MIEV}’YU#JU) Up)\a[,,hf]a} 8[#”5

—207 P (0 ) PO b} = =00, (294)

pla
i i -
5 (kafse — ksko) (wmaﬁ 7(0"b0) 0" = 5 (g7

—Pyy” — oWy, ) POy ny) Oyt = 05" (295)

However, from the action of § on the BRST generators we observe that none
of hA8, 8[ah§} " ng‘, or 8@”?} are d-exact. In consequence, the relations

(294)—(299) hold if the equations
Uy (Ouihs) = 607, (296)
and B B B
wﬂfyaﬁ[udy] — PR — Ua[qu}70¢o — STmwve (297)
take place simultaneously. The last equations are precisely the equations
(I57)) and respectively (I58]). Due to the fact that they do not involve (Pauli-
Fierz) collection indices, some arguments identical to those employed in sub-

section 4.3l ensure that (296]) and (297) cannot be satisfied. As a consequence,
x must vanish, which further implies that

kpfis — kakp = 0. (298)
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Using (298) and (279) we obtain that for A # B
kakp = 0, (299)

which shows that the Rarita-Schwinger field can couple to only one graviton,
so the assertion from the beginning of this section is finally proved.

7 Conclusion

To conclude with, in this paper we have investigated the couplings between a
collection of massless spin-two fields (described in the free limit by a sum of
Pauli-Fierz actions) and a massive Rarita-Schwinger field using the powerful
setting based on local BRST cohomology. Initially, we have shown that if we
decompose the metric like g,, = 0, + ghy,, then we can couple the massive
Rarita-Schwinger field to h,, in the space of formal series with the maxi-
mum derivative order equal to one in h,,. The interacting Lagrangian L£(int)
obtained here contains, besides the standard minimal couplings, also three
types of non-minimal couplings, which are not discussed in the literature,
but are nevertheless consistent with the gauge symmetries of the Lagrangian
Lo+ L0 where £, is the full spin-two Lagrangian in the vierbein formula-
tion. Next, we have proved, under the hypotheses of locality, smoothness of
the interactions in the coupling constant, Poincaré invariance, (background)
Lorentz invariance and the preservation of the number of derivatives on each
field, that there are no consistent cross-interactions among different gravitons
in the presence of a massive Rarita-Schwinger field if the metric in internal
space is positively defined.
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A Main conventions and properties of the -
matrices

Here, we collect the main conventions and properties of the representation of

the y-matrices employed in this paper. We work with the charge conjugation

matrix

C=—7 (300)
and with that representation of the Clifford algebra
VYo T VoV = 201 (301)

for which all the y-matrices are purely imaginary. In addition, vy is Hermitian
and antisymmetric, while (v;),_13 are anti-Hermitian and symmetric. We
take a basis in the space of spinor matrices of the form

L % Vaper Veponss  Viapapspas (302)
where ]
Toape = &l Z (_)U Voo Vo) " Thom) (303)
) oc€Sk

In the above definition Sy is the set of permutations of {1,2,...,k} and
(—)? denotes the signature of a given permutation o. This means that any
4 x 4 matrix M with purely spinor indices can be expressed in terms of the

matrices ([B02) via

4

1 1

1 E k(k 0/ Tr( M) Vi (304)
k=0

o

We list below some Fierz identities that are useful at the construction of
consistent interactions between the Pauli-Fierz field and the massive Rarita-
Schwinger spinor. They provide the products of the various elements from
([B02) in terms of their linear combinations

Y’ = =00+ s (305)
Yy = =801 = 507, + 7,7, (306)
N = =00 6 (307)
Vw7 = =687, (308)

o4



a

VgV = OV F Y (309)

S A B A A (310)

Moreover, in the chosen representation of the y-matrices the elements of the
basis (302]) display the following symmetry/antisymmetry properties:

YoVus VO Vuv (311)
are symmetric and
YoVuvps  YOVuvprs Y05 (3 1 2)
are antisymmetric. If we take v5 = ivgy17273 and work with €% = —g4193 =
1, then
,y,u,up)\ — E/J,l/p)\/_yofylfy2/73 — i&qup)\’}/f), (313)
Yuvpr =  TEuwpAV0V1727Y3 = ig/wp)\’yS' (314)

B Proof of some assertions made in the sub-
section

Initially, we show that our statement from footnote B is indeed valid. The
terms linear in the Pauli-Fierz antifield h**” that can be in principle added

to a™ have the generic form

agint) — B (Mﬁ,ﬂ?p + Mﬁ;i\a[pnk}) = dfl(int) + dllf(int)’ (315)

where M/, and M, [jﬁ‘ are bosonic, real, gauge-invariant functions. Imposing
that (BIH) satisfies the requirements i)-ii) from the subsection 2] then the
functions M#, and M, ﬁﬁ are restricted to depend at most on the undifferenti-
ated Rarita-Schwinger field. The consistency equation for dgmt)
number zero

in antighost

5d§int) + 'Vdéint) _ aﬂj(()int)’ (316)
is independent of that for agint) of the form (B7)) since the former piece pro-

duces in d(()int) components quadratic in the Pauli-Fierz field, while the latter
introduces in a(()mt) terms linear in h,,. Moreover, the consistency equation

of d'l(int) is independent of that implying d'll(int) due to the different number
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of derivatives contained in these two types of terms, so (310) is equivalent to
the equations
5a1(int) 4 ”Ydo(mt) _ aujé(int)’ (317>
5a/1/(1nt) + W&g(mt) _ au}é/(mt)' (318)

Now, we prove that (BI%]) is not consistent in antighost number zero, i.e.,

there are no solutions @™ or ap"™ to the equations (3I7)~@IR). To this
end we use the fact that the linearized Einstein tensor (I7) can be written
like

H" = 0,05¢0""", (319)
with
1
Pt = 5 (—h”“ao‘ﬁ + h P pP g — poP g
+h (6" 0% — o)) . (320)

By direct computation, we find that
5&’1(int) _ _2aaag¢uauﬁM£Vnp —
Ou (—2 (@gqﬁ“a”ﬁ) Mﬁunp) + 0p (2(;5“‘1”58,1 (M[junp))

Qv 1 v
+ot Ba[uMg]uﬁ[Bnp] + §¢u Ba[uMg}[u,mnp

(1)
+ (QSWVB (a[uMg]uth - 2Mﬁu Ppaﬁ))

1)
= (v (a[uMS]uhﬁp - 2My, Ppaﬁ) , (321)
where
1) 1
PPOCB = 5 (aah'ﬁp + 8Bh'ocp - 8pha5) . (322)

Comparing (B2I)) with (3I7) and observing that the term in (32I)) involv-
ing (WSWVB ) comprises the symmetric derivatives (1)), it follows that this
piece, which is constrained to contribute to a full divergence, can only realize
this task together with the part proportional with o, M” 8] Accordingly,
the y-exactness modulo d of the right-hand side of (B21]), which is demanded
by the equation (BI7), requires that the functions M, are subject to the
equations

O M, =0, (323)
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possessing the trivial solution
M?, =0 (324)

since M?  are derivative-free (they depend only on the undifferentiated spinor-
vector 19,,). In an identical manner, starting with

5y "™ = —28,030"° MLy =

O (=2 (05"*") My 0imx) + 05 (20" 0o (M[0m))

1 Qv
+§¢“ Bﬁ[uM(z}[u,mﬁ[MA]

oy <2¢uavﬁ <8[uM£’>8[ph,\}ﬁ - Mﬁy&xa[ph/\}ﬁ))
=2 (7 (0, M)

aly

Ophays = ML, Dadlphis ) (325)
we argue that the functions M, [jﬁ‘ must obey the equations
ML, 5 = 0, (326)

which, due to the fact that M ﬁﬁ are derivative-free, possess only the trivial
solution
M =0. (327)
If we substitute the results (324) and (B27) into (3I%]), we conclude that
there is no term linear in the Pauli-Fierz antifield A*" that can be added to
agmt) such as to give a consistent component of antighost number zero in the
first-order deformation of the solution to the master equation.
Finally, we show that we can always make the functions ¢y, ¢s, and c3 from
(5E7) vanish via adding some trivial terms and making some redefinitions of
the functions N**?,. In view of this, we insert (63) in (57), such that the

int . .
part from agm) proportional with ¢, ¢, or c3 reads as

T (Cl, Co, 63) = |: <,¢*)\,}/M¢M ¢M7uukwu) + ¢y (w*u,y)\wu w;’}/w/}\"#/)

(w*wmk @D,ﬂ’w/\?ﬂu)] (328)

Based on the second definition in (I2) related to the Koszul-Tate differential
and on the Fierz identities from the previous appendix section, we obtain
that

8 (V™) = —Amy oy, + map M + iy,

o7



+i (3 + ) 9, + iy O, (329)

8 (VM) = —2map ey + 2maf gt — 2mapn M,
+21 (WP Oty + P D) 4 200541, (330)

) ('(7/);7#1/)\121:) = 4m'(7/);ryﬂw)\ _ 4mw*M7)\wu _ 2mw;,}/uu)\,¢u
AP+ 200 Oyt — 20 O (331)

Relying on the above results, we can rewrite the three terms present in (328])
in the form

(WM”Y“%L w,ﬂwj/\dh) =3 [1;—1771 (4;&*”7“1/7; — 21@7”@*“

101

AT n) + o Kw*ww + %w*%m) Oty

1
#3000+ U0 4 L0, | s, (332)

2 (WM = U ) = 5 | o ($ = 2

102

T ) + g [ (0 ) 9,
209,000 + 400N — 370, ] s, (333)

(w*“wW dw““wy) [é—gm ()™ Prtaprs — BapriyPap™
FEL) 1)+ o (A + 267 9,0,
+140p ey, 0P + dapr 0PN — 12475 P2 0,40,] . (334)

By adding the relations (332)—(334]), we observe that T (c1,ca,c3) can be

made to vanish by adding some s-exact terms to the first-order deformation
(int) p)\cr

a™) and by appropriately redefining the functions N
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