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Abstract

Consistent interactions that can be added to a free, Abelian gauge
theory comprising a finite collection of BF models and a finite set
of two-form gauge fields (with the Lagrangian action written in first-
order form as a sum of Abelian Freedman-Townsend models) are con-
structed from the deformation of the solution to the master equation
based on specific cohomological techniques. Under the hypotheses of
smoothness in the coupling constant, locality, Lorentz covariance, and
Poincaré invariance of the interactions, supplemented with the require-
ment on the preservation of the number of derivatives on each field
with respect to the free theory, we obtain that the deformation proce-
dure modifies the Lagrangian action, the gauge transformations as well
as the accompanying algebra. The interacting Lagrangian action con-
tains a generalized version of non-Abelian Freedman-Townsend model.
The consistency of interactions to all orders in the coupling constant

unfolds certain equations, which are shown to have solutions.
PACS number: 11.10.Ef

1 Introduction

The power of the BRST formalism was strongly increased by its cohomo-
logical development, which allowed, among others, a useful investigation of
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many interesting aspects related to the perturbative renormalization prob-
lem [1], 2, 3, 4], 5], anomaly-tracking mechanism [5] 6} [7, 8, 9, [10], simultaneous
study of local and rigid invariances of a given theory [I1] as well as to the
reformulation of the construction of consistent interactions in gauge theo-
ries [12) 13| [14] 15, 16] in terms of the deformation theory [17, [I8, [19] or,
actually, in terms of the deformation of the solution to the master equa-
tion [20, 21].

The scope of this paper is to investigate the consistent interactions that
can be added to a free, Abelian gauge theory consisting of a finite collection
of BF models and a finite set of two-form gauge fields (described by a sum of
Abelian Freedman-Townsend actions). Each BF model from the collection
comprises a scalar field, a two-form and two sorts of one-forms. We work
under the hypotheses that the interactions are smooth in the coupling con-
stant, local, Lorentz covariant, and Poincaré invariant, supplemented with
the requirement on the preservation of the number of derivatives on each
field with respect to the free theory. Under these hypotheses, we obtain the
most general form of the theory that describes the cross-couplings between
a collection of BF models and a set of two-form gauge fields. The resulting
interacting model is accurately formulated in terms of a gauge theory with
gauge transformations that close according to an open algebra (the commuta-
tors among the deformed gauge transformations only close on the stationary
surface of deformed field equations).

Topological BF models [22] are important in view of the fact that cer-
tain interacting, non-Abelian versions are related to a Poisson structure alge-
bra [23] present in various versions of Poisson sigma models [24] 25| 26| 27, 28|
29, [30], which are known to be useful at the study of two-dimensional grav-
ity [31} 32, 33}, [34], 35| 36, 37, [38], 139, 40] (for a detailed approach, see [41]). It
is well known that pure three-dimensional gravity is just a BF theory. More-
over, in higher dimensions general relativity and supergravity in Ashtekar
formalism may also be formulated as topological BF theories with some extra
constraints [42], 43, 44, 45]. Due to these results, it is important to know the
self-interactions in BF theories as well as the couplings between BF models
and other theories. This problem has been considered in literature in relation
with self-interactions in various classes of BF models [46, 47, [48],[49], 50], 511 [52]
and couplings to matter fields [53] and vector fields [54] [55] by using the
powerful BRST cohomological reformulation of the problem of constructing
consistent interactions. Other aspects concerning interacting, topological BF
models can be found in [56] 57, 58]. On the other hand, models with p-form
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gauge fields play an important role in string and superstring theory as well
as in supergravity. Based on these considerations, the study of interactions
between BF models and two-forms appears as a topic that might enlighten
certain aspects in both gravity and supergravity theories.

Our strategy goes as follows. Initially, we determine in Section [ the
antifield-BRST symmetry of the free model, which splits as the sum between
the Koszul-Tate differential and the exterior derivative along the gauge or-
bits, s =  + . Then, in Section [3] we briefly present the reformulation of
the problem of constructing consistent interactions in gauge field theories in
terms of the deformation of the solution to the master equation. Next, in
Section ] we determine the consistent deformations of the solution to the
master equation for the model under consideration. The first-order defor-
mation belongs to the local cohomology HY(s|d), where d is the exterior
spacetime derivative. The computation of the cohomological space H°(s|d)
proceeds by expanding the co-cycles according to the antighost number and
further using the cohomological groups H(v) and H(d|d). We find that the
first-order deformation is parameterized by 11 types of smooth functions of
the undifferentiated scalar fields, which become restricted to fulfill 19 kinds
of equations in order to produce a deformation that is consistent to all or-
ders in the coupling constant. With the help of these equations we show that
the remaining deformations, of orders 2 and higher, can be taken to vanish.
The identification of the interacting model is developed in Section [5. All the
interaction vertices are derivative-free. Among the cross-couplings between
the collection of BF models and the set of two-form gauge fields we find a
generalized version of non-Abelian Freedman-Townsend vertex. (By ‘gen-
eralized” we mean that its form is identical with the standard non-Abelian
Freedman-Townsend vertex up to the point that the structure constants of
a Lie algebra are replaced here with some functions depending on the un-
differentiated scalar fields from the BF sector.) Meanwhile, both the gauge
transformations corresponding to the coupled model and their algebra are de-
formed with respect to the initial Abelian theory in such a way that the new
gauge algebra becomes open and the reducibility relations only close on-shell
(on the stationary surface of deformed field equations). It is interesting to
mention that by contrast to the standard non-Abelian Freedman-Townsend
model, where the auxiliary vector fields are gauge-invariant, here these fields
gain nonvanishing gauge transformations, proportional with some BF gauge
parameters. In the end of Section [5] we comment on several classes of solu-
tions to the equations satisfied by the various functions of the scalar fields



that parameterize the deformed solution to the master equation. Section
closes the paper with the main conclusions. The present paper also contains
4 appendices, in which various notations used in the main body of the paper
as well as some formulas concerning the gauge structure of the interacting
model are listed.

2 Free model: Lagrangian formulation and
BRST symmetry

The starting point is given by a free theory in four spacetime dimensions
that describes a finite collection of BF models and a finite set of two-form
gauge fields, with the Lagrangian action

SO[AZa Hﬁa Pas Bé,“ja VA

pv

A a v a
Vi = / d*x (Hi0"pq + 3 BY 0, A
HIVIVFL + SVAVE) (2.1)

Each of the BF models from the collection (to be indexed by lower case let-
ters a, b, etc.) comprises a scalar field ¢,, two kinds of one-forms A, and H,
and a two-form B*”. The action for the set of Abelian two-forms decomposes
as a sum of individual two-form actions, indexed via capital Latin letters (A,
B, etc.). Each two-form action is written in first-order form as an Abelian
Freedman-Townsend action, in terms of a two-form V}" and of an auxiliary
vector VuA, with the Abelian field strength F ;3/ = 8[MVV?. The collection in-
dices from the two-form sector are lowered with the (non-degenerate) metric
kap induced by the Lagrangian density 5 (V4" F, o+ VAVE ) from ZI) (i.e.
FI = kagF'B*) and are raised with its inverse, of elements k5. Of course,
we consider the general situation, where the two types of collection indexes
run independently one from each other. Everywhere in this paper the nota-
tion [u...v| signifies complete antisymmetry with respect to the (Lorentz)
indices between brackets, with the conventions that the minimum number of
terms is always used and the result is never divided by the number of terms.
Action (2.1]) is found invariant under the gauge transformations

BAT = D6t GHO = —20"€t | Gup =0,
66351/ = _38;)62;“/’ 55‘/;:?/ = 5uup)\ap€A>\, 55VHA = O, (23)



where all the gauge parameters are bosonic, with €, and €;"” completely
antisymmetric. It is easy to see that the above gauge transformations are
Abelian and off-shell (everywhere in the space of field histories, not only on
the stationary surface of field equations for (2.I)), second-order reducible.
Indeed, related to the first-order reducibility, we observe that if we make the
transformations €}, (6) = =306, €?() = —40\0,7, A 0) = 9204,
with fs arbitrary, bosonic functions, completely antisymmetric (where appli-
cable) in their Lorentz indices, then the corresponding gauge transformations
identically vanish, d.g)H u =0, de() B =0, 56(9)‘/#‘?/ = 0. The last two trans-
formation laws of the gauge parameters can be further annihilated by trivial
transformations only: ¢?(0) = 0 if and only if §}*7 = 0 and e**() = 0 if
and only if #4 = 0, so there is no higher-order reducibility associated with
them. By contrast, the first one can be made to vanish strongly via the
transformation 65, (w) = —49%wg,,,, with wg,,, an arbitrary, completely
antisymmetric, bosonic function (which indeed produces €}, (6 (w)) = 0), but
there is no nontrivial transformation of wg, ,, such that 65, becomes zero.
Thus, the reducibility of (2.2)—(2.3]) stops at order 2 and holds off-shell.

In order to construct the BRST symmetry of this free theory, we introduce

the field/ghost and antifield spectra

a

O = (A3, Hyj,pa, BY Vi, Vi) (2.4)

B, = (A Hit o B, Vi ViY) (25)

™ = (", Ch, ", CYY (2.6)

e = (n5, ot i, C) (2.7)

0 = (C8,,, kv CYY ok, = (Ca e oa, Ca) (2.8)
N = (Ch,n) Moy = (CaPY). (2.9)

The fermionic ghosts n®* respectively correspond to the bosonic gauge param-
eters et = (e“, € €077 eﬁ), the bosonic ghosts for ghosts n*? are due to the
first-order reducibility relations (the f-parameters from the previous trans-
formations), while the fermionic ghosts for ghosts for ghosts n** are required
by the second-order reducibility relations (the w-function from the above).
The star variables represent the antifields of the corresponding fields/ghosts.
(Their Grassmann parities are respectively opposite to those of the associ-
ated fields/ghosts, in agreement with the general rules of the antifield-BRST
method.)

Since both the gauge generators and the reducibility functions are field-



independent, it follows that the BRST differential reduces to
s=0+7, (2.10)

where ¢ is the Koszul-Tate differential and v denotes the exterior longi-
tudinal derivative. The Koszul-Tate differential is graded in terms of the
antighost number (agh, agh (0) = —1) and enforces a resolution of the alge-
bra of smooth functions defined on the stationary surface of field equations
for action ([2.I]), C* (X), X : 65y/dP* = 0. The exterior longitudinal deriva-
tive is graded in terms of the pure ghost number (pgh, pgh(y) = 1) and
is correlated with the original gauge symmetry via its cohomology at pure
ghost number 0 computed in C* (X), which is isomorphic to the algebra of
physical observables for the free theory. These two degrees do not interfere
(agh (v) =0, pgh (§) = 0). The pure ghost number and antighost number of
BRST generators (2.4)—(2.9) are valued as follows:

pgh (®*°) =0, pgh(n™) =1, pgh(n*™)=2, pgh(n™)=3, (2.11)
pgh (®5,) = pgh (1) = pgh (n),) = pgh (n;,) =0, (2.12)
agh (&%) = agh (n™*) = agh (n**) = agh (n™*) = 0, (2.13)
agh (@ZO) =1, agh (17;1) =2, agh (77:;2) =3, agh (17;3) =4, (2.14)

where the actions of 6 and + on them read as

SDN = fn™ = §n°2 = on™ = (2.15)

SAM = —9,B"  SH™ = —9lp,, 5g0 = O"H, (2.16)

0B = =30, A%, SV =—3F, Vi =—(Vi+0, VL"), (217)
0 = =AY, 00 = a[uH;V}’ 577Wp - 8MB;Z (2.18)

SCH = e, Vi,  SCHP = —olHCrrl, (2.19)

oo = =0y misy,  0CH = 0,4,  CH = e, (2.20)
YRh = Vo = Vs = Vg = 0, (2.21)

VAZ =0un", ~Hi=120"CS, ~yBY =-30m"", (2.22)
=0=1V", W =cund’C?, n* =0, (2.23)

VCh, = —3aﬂcgyp, YL = A0k, yCit = 0,07, (2.24)
vC, = 407 C Y Akt = ~CA =0, YO = 0. (2.25)

The overall degree of the BRST complex is named ghost number (gh) and
is defined like the difference between the pure ghost number and the antighost
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number, such that gh(d) = gh(y) = gh(s) = 1. The BRST symmetry
admits a canonical action s- = (-, S) in an antibracket structure (,), where
its canonical generator is a bosonic functional of ghost number 0 (& (5 ) =0,
gh (5) = 0) that satisfies the classical master equation (5’ , 5) = 0. In the
case of the free theory under discussion, the solution to the master equation

takes the form

=5 + / d'z (AFO,n" + 2HH9" O, — 3Ba0
Feup VAT — 3OO0 CL,, + A Dl

+CHAHC 4 4CH PO, ) (2.26)

and contains pieces of antighost number ranging from 0 to 3.

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, ie.
5(153%0 Z% =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 [20, 2I]. 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—>S:S+)\Sl+)\252+-~-:S+>\/dD:ca+)\2/deb—|—~-~ (3.1)

of the master equation for the deformed theory

(Sa S) =0, (32)



such that both the ghost and antifield spectra of the initial theory are pre-
served. Equation (3.2)) splits, according to the various orders in the coupling
constant (deformation parameter) A, into a tower of equations:

(5,5) = o, (3.3)

2(5,,8) = 0, (3.4)
2(S5,5) +(51,51) = 0, (3.5)
(S5,8) 4+ (51,8,) = 0, (3.6)

Equation (3.3)) is fulfilled by hypothesis. The next equation requires that
the first-order deformation of the solution to the master equation, S, is a co-
cycle of the “free” BRST differential, sS; = 0. However, only cohomologically
nontrivial solutions to (3.4)) should be taken into account, as the BRST-exact
ones can be eliminated by some (in general nonlinear) field redefinitions.
This means that S; pertains to the ghost number 0 cohomological space of s,
H? (s), which is generically nonempty because it is isomorphic to the space of
physical observables of the “free” theory. It 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
B5), (3.6]), etc. However, the resulting interactions may be nonlocal, and
obstructions might even appear if one insists on their locality. The analysis
of these obstructions can be carried out by means of standard cohomological
techniques.

4 Consistent interactions between a collec-
tion of topological BF models and a set of
Abelian two-forms

This section is devoted to the investigation of consistent interactions that
can be introduced between a collection of topological BF models and a set of
Abelian two-forms in four spacetime dimensions. This matter is addressed in
the context of the antifield-BRST deformation procedure briefly addressed
in the above and relies on computing the solutions to equations (3.4])—(3.4]),
etc., with the help of the free BRST cohomology.



4.1 Standard material: basic cohomologies

For obvious reasons, we consider only smooth, local, Lorentz covariant, and
Poincaré invariant deformations (i.e., we do not allow explicit dependence
on the spacetime coordinates). Moreover, we require the preservation of the
number of derivatives on each field with respect to the free theory (derivative-
order assumption). The smoothness of the deformations refers to the fact
that the deformed solution to the master equation, (B.), is smooth in the
coupling constant A and reduces to the original solution, (220), in the free
limit (A = 0). The preservation of the number of derivatives on each field
with respect to the free theory means here that the following two require-
ments must be simultaneously satisfied: (i) the derivative order of the equa-
tions of motion on each field is the same for the free and for the interacting
theory, respectively; (ii) the maximum number of derivatives allowed within
the interaction vertices is equal to 2, i.e. the maximum number of deriva-
tives from the free Lagrangian. If we make the notation S; = [ d*za, with
a a local function, then equation (3.4]), which we have seen that controls the
first-order deformation, takes the local form

sa =0,m", gh(a)=0, e(a)=0, (4.1)

for some local m*. It shows that the nonintegrated density of the first-
order deformation pertains to the local cohomology of s in ghost number
0, a € H°(s|d), where d denotes the exterior spacetime differential. The
solution to (4.1J) is unique up to s-exact pieces plus divergences

a—a+sb+0,n", gh(b)=—-1,¢(b) =1, gh(n")=0,e(n")=0. (4.2)

At the same time, if the general solution to (4.1)) is found to be completely
trivial, @ = sb + J,n*, then it can be made to vanish a = 0.

In order to analyze equation (4.1]) we develop a according to the antighost
number

I
a= Zai, agh (a;) =14, gh(a;)) =0, e€(a;)=0, (4.3)
i=0

and assume, without loss of generality, that the above decomposition stops at
some finite value of /. This can be shown, for instance, like in [59] (Section 3),
under the sole assumption that the interacting Lagrangian at the first order



in the coupling constant, ag, has a finite, but otherwise arbitrary derivative
order. Inserting decomposition (4.3)) into equation (4.1]) and projecting it on
the various values of the antighost number, we obtain the tower of equations

ya;y = 8 (4.4)

(I HH
5CL1—|—’}/CL1_1 = 8 (45)
Sai+vyas = 9,m ., 1<i<I—1, (4.6)

Bv? e
where (7(7% ) are some local currents with agh (7(7% ) = ¢. Equation
i=0,1
(@4) can be replaced in strictly positive values of the antighost number by
yar =0, I>0. (4.7)

Due to the second-order nilpotency of v (v* = 0), the solution to (1) is
clearly unique up to y-exact contributions

ar — ar +~by, agh(by) =1, pgh(b;)=1—-1, e(b;)=1. (4.8)

Meanwhile, if it turns out that a; exclusively reduces to y-exact terms, a; =
~br, then it can be made to vanish, a; = 0. In other words, the nontriviality
of the first-order deformation a is translated at its highest antighost number
component into the requirement that a; € H” (), where H' () denotes the
cohomology of the exterior longitudinal derivative v in pure ghost number
equal to I. So, in order to solve equation (L)) (equivalent with (A7) and
(45)—(46])), we need to compute the cohomology of v, H (), and, as it will
be made clear below, also the local homology of §, H (d|d).

On behalf of definitions (2.2I))—(2.25]) it is simple to see that H () is
spanned by

Fi= <<pa,8[HAV],8“H“ OuBL VAL FL,). (4.9)
the antifields
(®*0777a1777a2777a3) Y (41())
all of their spacetime derlvatlves as well as by the undifferentiated ghosts
n' = (n*, CH e Ce, L) (4.11)
In formula (£9) we used the notation
ul/p = 8 Vup]’ V,;?/ = gguup)\VAp)\ (412)
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(The derivatives of the ghosts n¥ are removed from H (v) since they are -
exact, in agreement with the first relation from (2.22)), the last formula in
(Z24), the second equation in (224, and the first definition from (2.25]).)
If we denote by e (nT) the elements with pure ghost number M of a basis
in the space of the polynomials in the ghosts (A1), then it follows that the
general solution to equation (4.7]) takes the form

ar = ar ([F), i) e’ (n7). (4.13)

where agh (o;) = I and pgh (¢’) = I. The notation f([g]) means that f
depends on ¢ and its spacetime derivatives up to a finite order. The objects
ar (obviously nontrivial in H° (v)) will be called “invariant polynomials”.
The result that we can replace equation (4.4]) with the less obvious one (Z.7])
is a nice consequence of the fact that the cohomology of the exterior spacetime
differential is trivial in the space of invariant polynomials in strictly positive
antighost numbers.

Inserting (AI3) in (£H) we obtain that a necessary (but not sufficient)
condition for the existence of (nontrivial) solutions a;_; is that the invariant
polynomials «; are (nontrivial) objects from the local cohomology of Koszul-
Tate differential H (§|d) in antighost number I > 0 and in pure ghost number

0,
(I-1F (I-n (-
dar =0, j , agh( J ):I—l, pgh( J ):O. (4.14)

We recall that the local cohomology H (d|d) is completely trivial in both
strictly positive antighost and pure ghost numbers (for instance, see [60],
Theorem 5.4, and [61] ), so from now on it is understood that by H (4|d)
we mean the local cohomology of § at pure ghost number 0. Using the fact
that the free BF model under study is a linear gauge theory of Cauchy order
equal to 4 and the general result from [60] [61], according to which the local
cohomology of the Koszul-Tate differential is trivial in antighost numbers
strictly greater than its Cauchy order, we can state that

H;(6|d)=0 forall J>4, (4.15)

where H (6|d) represents the local cohomology of the Koszul-Tate differen-
tial in antighost number J. Moreover, if the invariant polynomial «;, with
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agh(ay) = J >4, is trivial in H; (6|d), then it can be taken to be trivial also
in H™ (0]d)

(HH (HH
OéJ:(SbJ_H—FaMC ,agh(aJ):J24 :>aJ:56J+1—|—8u7, (416)

with both 8,1 and (:?M invariant polynomials. Here, H™ (§|d) denotes the
invariant characteristic cohomology in antighost number J (the local coho-
mology of the Koszul-Tate differential in the space of invariant polynomials).
(An element of H™ (§|d) is defined via an equation like (#I4)), but with
the corresponding current an invariant polynomial.). This result together
with (£I5) ensures that the entire invariant characteristic cohomology in
antighost numbers strictly greater than 4 is trivial

H™ (8|d) =0 forall J>4. (4.17)

The nontrivial representatives of Hj(d|d) and of H™(§|d) for J > 2 de-

pend neither on (0[ MAZ}, O'Hy, 0, B, F ;3, p> nor on the spacetime derivatives

of F; defined in (£9), but only on the undifferentiated scalar fields and aux-
iliary vector fields from the two-form sector, (gpa, Vf). With the help of

relations (Z.I5)-(2.20), it can be shown that H}™ (d§|d) is generated by the
elements

) oW, oW, » ,
(Pa W)y = SR g R (i e
3
d WA H*[MH*Vc*p)\}
agpaa(pbagpc a b c
MWy

H*HY HH 4.18
+8S0aa§0ba@ca§0d a b c d > ( )

where Wy = W)y (p,) are arbitrary, smooth functions depending only on
the undifferentiated scalar fields ¢, and A is some multi-index (composed of
internal and/or Lorentz indices). Indeed, direct computation yields

5 (Pa ()7 = 0 (P (W)™, agh (B (W))™) =3, (419

where we made the notation

8WA rp 82WA

e Condd
Op, R

(Pa (W)™ =
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PWy
——H"HYH". 4.20
89%89%88% a b c ( )

It is clear that (P, (W))"" is an invariant polynomial. By applying the
operator 0 on it, we have that

5 (Pa (W)™ = =0l (Py (W)™, agh ((Px (W))") =2, (4.21)
where we employed the convention

_OWy e O*Wy
0ps 00,0y

(Pa (W)™ HPHy". (4.22)

Since (Py (W))" is also an invariant polynomial, from ([21]) it follows that
(Py (W))"? belongs to HI™ (§|d). Moreover, further calculations produce

3 (Py (W) = ol (Py (W), agh ((Py (W))") =1, (4.23)
with W
(Py (W) = WfH:ﬂ. (4.24)

Due to the fact that (Py (W))" is an invariant polynomial, we deduce that
(Py (W))* pertains to Hi* (§|d). Using again the actions of § on the BRST
generators, it can be proved that Hi™ (§|d) is spanned, beside the elements
(Py (W) given in (E20), also by the objects

QA (f) = 11\40:1 - (P/jx4 (f))u C::m - %‘%zxp)\ (% (P/jx4 (f))w/p in\
+ (P ()™ VZ{”A) (4.25)

and by the undifferentiated antifields n;? (according to the first definition
from [220)). In formula @25) fi = fi (v.) are some arbitrary, smooth
functions of the undifferentiated scalar fields ¢, carrying at least an internal
index A from the two-form sector and possibly a supplementary multi-index

A. The factors (P ()", (P ()", and (P{(f))"" read as in (E24),

([E22), and ([E20), respectively, with Wy (04) — fi' (0a). Concerning Q4 (f),
we have that

0Qx (f) = 0, (Qa ()", agh((@a (f)") =2, (4.26)
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where we employed the notation

(@ (D) = O+ (L), Vi + 3 (PE(D),, Vi) - (4.27)
With the help of definitions (Z.15)—(2.20) it can be checked that
0(Qa ()" =0, (Qa ()™, agh((@a())™) =1, (4.28)
where we made the notation
@u ()" = [V + (PL(), Vi) (4.29)
Direct computation shows that the objects
Rala) = ot (CHViut benn Vi Vi)
—cpn ((PA7 ()" VA7 + 5 (PP (9))" VE) Vs (4.30)

satisfy
6B (9) = 0" (Ra (9)),, agh ((Ra(9)),) =1, (4.31)
with

(Ra (9)),, = —€or (93 7VA"" + 5 (PP (9))" VE) V. (4.32)

In formulas (E30) and @32) g4? = g4P (pa) stand for some smooth func-
tions of the undifferentiated scalar fields that in addition are antisymmetric
with respect to A and B

ga” = —gi". (4.33)

Looking at their expressions, it is easy to see that all the quantities denoted
by (s or Rs are invariant polynomials. Putting together the above results we
can state that Hi"™ (§|d) is spanned by (Py (W))" listed in (£22), (Qa (f))"
expressed by (L27)), Ry (g) given in (£30), and the undifferentiated antifields
nee, and 77 (in agreement with the last formula from ([2.I8) and the first
definition in (2.18])).

In contrast to the spaces (H;(d|d));, and (H}nv(5|d))J22, which are
finite-dimensional, the cohomology Hi(d|d) (known to be related to global
symmetries and ordinary conservation laws) is infinite-dimensional since the
theory is free. Fortunately, it will not be needed in the sequel.
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The previous results on H(d|d) and H™ (§|d) in strictly positive antighost
numbers are important because they control the obstructions to removing
the antifields from the first-order deformation. More precisely, we can suc-
cessively eliminate all the pieces of antighost number strictly greater that
4 from the nonintegrated density of the first-order deformation by adding
solely trivial terms, so we can take, without loss of nontrivial objects, the
condition I < 4 into (Z.3]). In addition, the last representative is of the form
(413), where the invariant polynomial is necessarily a nontrivial object from
H™(5|d).

4.2 First-order deformation

In the case I = 4 the nonintegrated density of the first-order deformation

(see (L3)) becomes

a=ag+a +ay+ a3+ ay. (434)

We can further decompose a in a natural manner as a sum between two kinds
of deformations .
a=aB" 4 ¢, (4.35)

where aBF) contains only fields/ghosts/antifields from the BF sector and a ™
describes the cross-interactions between the two theories. Strictly speaking,
we should have added to ([@35) also a component a!") that involves only the
two-form field sector. As it will be seen at the end of this subsection, a(¥) will
be automatically included into a®™). The piece aB") is completely known
(see [50], 53, 52]) and (separately) satisfies an equation of the type (AI). It
admits a decomposition similar to (£34)

a®) = o™ 4 af” + o + o + o, (4.36)

where
BF WP pa c “n'nk”
az(l )= (Pas ( ))u " CZupA - i (Fa (M))HVP)\ N nbng "

@ vpA afvyo
‘I’%Euup)\ ((P b(M))u g naaﬁ’ﬂslrlbﬁ’y

~ it (Pasea (M) n“nbncnd) : (4.37)

a? = (P (W) (—nCh,, + 44", )

wvp
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agBF)

vV pkap) *arpA KA UV PN b
+2 (6 (Pap (W) B*PA 4 4 (P (W))" " P + Wopn*®P) Cy,
+3 (Pg, (M) ,,,, (300" nt"? — 4ASn" nto?Y)

— (6.(P5, (M), Bis+ 4. (Pg, (M), i + M ) n'n™
—EpA (P“b (M))OCB’Y nglﬁvng’/ﬁ/\ — ﬁs‘“’p’\ <(Pabcd (M)),Wp AS
+3 (Pabed (M), Box + 2 (Pavea (M), ypa

p
+Mabcdnzgp)\) Ubﬁcﬂda (438>

VpA

(Pas W)™ (n*C}, — 3A®CY, ) — 2 (3 (Pay (W) B**

pvp

FWoastl™) Chy = 3 (P (M) (3579 B = 3A% 1 )
+ (3(P5, (M), Bt + Mynis, ) n'n + & (= (P, (M), A"
M) nnl + (3 (P, (M)),,, Ag + 12 (P, (M), Bis
FAMGe,) At + §e N (P (M) , Mg
—GMS, B2 B 4 et (3 (Pasea (M)),,, AZAL

+12 (Papea (M), Byo AL + 4AMapearss,
Feupr (2 (P™ (M), AL — 2Mn;

AI;\ - 6Mabch;ZB;§\) ﬁcnd

(P (M), 4 B ) o™, (4.39)
= (Pa (W)" (=n"H}, + 2A™C},)) + Wy, (2B2C™ — o*n’)
— (Pyg, (M), A% ("B + 3 Abnt?) — Mg, (Blan®BL”
a, b pgx *a Ab, pv

—I—Aun ATH + 3BWAP775 p)

+2€I/po'>\ <(Pab (M>)M Béw o MabA:y> ngcr)\

+Lghvor <(Pabcd (M), A%+ 3Mabch;g) Ab A, (4.40)

A = W AVH + IMALA B
_'_%g,uup)\ (MabBaijbp)\ — ﬁMabchZAZA:Ai) . (441)
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In (E37)-(#4I) the quantities denoted by (P, (W) #& (PS (M))H* -+
(P (M) " and (Papeq (M) read as in (@LI8), @20), (22), and
(@24) for k =4, k = 3, k = 2, and k = 1, respectively, modulo the succes-
sive replacement of Wy (¢,) with the functions Wy, M, M and Mepeq,
respectively. The last four kinds of functions depend only on the undifferen-
tiated scalar fields and satisfy various symmetry/antisymmetry properties:
M, are antisymmetric in their lower indices, M @ are symmetric, and Mpeq
are completely antisymmetric.

Due to the fact that a®) and o™ involve different types of fields and
aBF) separately satisfies an equation of the type (&), it follows that a(™) is
subject to the equation

sa™) = g,mmn (4.42)

for some local current m#_ In the sequel we determine the general solution
to (A42]) that complies with all the hypotheses mentioned in the beginning
of the previous subsection.

In agreement with (Z34)), the solution to the equation sa(™ = g,mntx
can be decomposed as

int

a(int) _ aéint) + agint) + aéint) + aéint) + aflint)’ (443)
where the components on the right-hand side of (4.43]) are subject to the
equations

,yaflint) = 0, (4.44)
. . k—1)(nt)w —
o b = o heTa )

The piece affnt) as solution to equation (£.44]) has the general form expressed

by ({I3) for I = 4, with a4 from H™(6|d) and e* spanned by
(n“n”n”nd, e gt el P b e, CACE, CAné‘”’”) . (4.46)

Taking into account the result that the general representative of Hi™(4|d)
is given by (AI8) and recalling that agjnt) should mix the BF and the two-
form sectors (in order to provide cross-couplings), it follows that the eligible
representatives of et from ([{L46) allowed to enter aﬁj“t) are those elements
containing at least one ghost of the type C#. Therefore, up to trivial, -

exact terms, we can write

aiint) = ﬁg,uup)\ <(PabA (N)>MVP)\ UaﬁbCA + (PAB (N))MVP)\ CACB)
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+ (P§(N) pn CHt P, (4.47)

LUpA

where the objects denoted by (Pua (N))*?*, (Pag (N))***, and respec-
tively (P4 (N)),,,» are expressed as in (4I8), being generated by the ar-
bitrary, smooth functions of the undifferentiated scalar fields Nyya (om),
Nag (pm), and N§ (), respectively. In addition, the functions Napa (¢m)
and Nap (o) satisfy the symmetry/antisymmetry properties

Napa (9m) = —Niaa (#m) s Na (Pm) = Npa (¢©m) - (4.48)

Inserting (4.47) into equation (45 for & = 4 and using definitions
(2I0)-([225), after some computation we obtain the interacting piece of
antighost number 3 from the first-order deformation in the form

A" = = (PN, (C” +4C ™)

—3 | (P (N)) " (A0 + 0 C)

+ (Pas (N)),0,, CACE = (3(Pasa (N)),, B
2 (P (N)),, 15 + $Naamt ) 1 C]

+Qan (/) 1°C* + 5:Qave (f) 10"

+agams (Q% (1) 1'na™ +Qu (f)C*) . (449)

(Solution (4.49) embeds also the general solution to the homogeneous equa-

tion yas™ = 0.) The elements denoted by Qua (f), Qube (f), Q% (f), and
Q. (f) are generated via formula (4.25)) by the smooth functions (of the un-

differentiated scalar fields) fZ5, f4., f42, and fA, respectively. In addition,
the functions f, are completely antisymmetrlc in their BF collection indices.

The interacting component of antighost number 2 results as solution to
equation (L.45)) for & = 3 by relying on formula (£49) and definitions (Z.I5)—
([2:25), and takes the form

/(int)
a/2 h—

|>—A [\3|>—A

—L(Pyg (N)™ (CAVB _ %gprCApCB,\)

— 1 (Papa (N [0 0PV + €npn (2AP0°CH* + A% AP CH) ]
+(PY(N),, (CAB“”+3CA 10 4 Le o 5V AR PasY)
P ((PabA (N)), B+ gNabAn;f;p) (A4 + np)
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+4e"P (Qa (1)), Coor — (Qaa (), (A CH 472 CA)
_% Q% ()" (5a675Az7736V6 - 5/1&67771)77357)

— 2 (Qave (F))" Al’n®. (4.50)
Using definitions (Z.15)-(2.25), we obtain
5aé(int) = 562 + Yéi + aujf + hl, (451)

where
¢ = ((Pap(N))"C*+ 5 (P (N))" 110"
—cans (P (N)Y ng™%) VB + 2 (Nim; — (PR (V)), Ay) ¢4
+ ((QaA (f))wj CA + % (Qabc (f))/“/ Ubﬁc) BZZ

e Vi (F,Ch + S 5.0"°)
— 3P Ny aBia BIRCA + figaps (Q% ()" Biona™?°
—3 R Ve, (4.52)

er = A’ ((Pawp (N)), VP + NepgV*P") + 2 (P§ (N)), C;' B
—euapytly ) (P (N)), VA + NEV*PH) — 2NG A O
+Napa Bion VA — chvor (; (Paa (N)),, A%+ NabABfo) Abcy

—C ((Pag (N)), VI 4 NogV*PH) — et 5 B* Vi, C4!

+ (Qaa ()™ (ALCH + 12w V) — 5 (Qave () AL AN

+ehver ﬁcB;ZVBpAI;\nC + ﬁguup)\ (Qa (f)),w o\

4 Q% (N (38mwpa1" B = Evapy Apiis™)

+1 5B Ve, (4.53)

i = = (NapC?* + i Nawn™n” — €aprsNgn?1?) VP + 2 (NG A
+ (P4 (N)), BY) C* + (P§(N)),, (6C 0" + eapys VA1)
— (Pas (N)), (C’AVBW — %8’“’”)‘0;40)]\3)
—e"P Nopa By (n°C5t + ASCH) = & (Papa (N)), "’V
—e"P (Papa (N)), A% (n°C5 + 3A5CH) + fR0 B Vpank
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+ (Qaa (S (AQCA + naCA) 3 (Quve ()™ Agn"n°
_gwijB:sz)\ ( f bcn n ) 15110:5’7 (Qa (f))/“/ Caaﬁﬁ/
+ (@ ()™ (gaﬁ»y&AZ???W — Evapy a7 | (4.54)

b= ((Pas (N)"C* + (abB(N))“n“nb—%w(P“ (N) g2y v,
+ (NapC* + §Nasn“n® — capre Njna™%) V2. (4.55)

If we make the notation _
ai™ = ™ _ ¢, (4.56)

then (£51)) is equivalent with the equation

1nt

5ai™ = ye, + 9,4t + hy. (4.57)

Comparing (£57) with equation (A.45]) for k = 2, we obtain that a necessary

condition for the existence of a local a(mt) is

hi =092 +vf1 + 014, (4.58)

with go, f1, and I§ local functions. We show that equation (£58) cannot hold
(locally) unless hy = 0. Indeed, assuming (458 is satisfied, we act with §
on it and use its nilpotency and anticommutation with ~, which yields the
necessary condition

5y = (=6 f1) + 3, (514 (4.59)

On the other hand, direct computation provides

Shi = 7 [(NapCy — NapAln® +6uag,yN“ nely v Er]
+0, [— (NapC?* + §Nasn 1" — €apraNgng") VEH] . (4.60)

Juxtaposing (4.59) and (4.60) and looking at definitions ([Z.15)-(2.25]), it fol-
lows that V2* must necessarily be d-exact modulo d in the space of local
functions. Since this is obviously not true, we find that (£.59]) cannot be sat-
isfied and consequently neither does equation (A58]). Thus, the consistency

(int)

of a; ’ leads to the equation

hy =0, (4.61)

which further implies that the functions Nypa, Nap, and N§ must vanish

Napa = Nap = N% =0. (4.62)
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Based on ({.62), from (@.47), @.49), @.50), (@.52), @53), @.50), and @.IT)

we get the components of antighost number 4, 3, and 2 from the noninte-
grated density of the first-order deformation as

(int)

a™ =0, (4.63)

a§™ = Qua (f)n"C* + £Qu (f) 100
+ii€aps (Q% (/) 1" + Qa (f) C4?) (4.64)

05" = 3 (Qu (1) Con — (Qaa (1) (450% +1C})

—3 (Qave (M) A5n"n° — 3 (Q% (F)" (€apraAps™”

—uapr027) = ((Qaa ()™ CH 4 5 (Qase ()™ 1°1°) Brs

—%5WM77;ZpVBA ( fixCA + %fﬁcﬁbﬁc) + % %“nZﬁpVBwé“”“

—5i€aprs (Q% (N Biona™ 4+ 3 Ray (9) 1"

+R4 (g)C* + %Euvp/\Ra (g) nter. (4.65)

The objects Ry, (g), Ra(g), and R* (g) are generated by formula (£30) via

the smooth functions of the undifferentiated scalar fields g4”, g%, and

%P respectively. All these functions are antisymmetric in A and B and in

addition g” are antisymmetric also in their (lower) BF collection indices.

Replacing now expression (4.65)) into equation (445) for £ = 2, we ob-
tain that the interacting piece of antighost number 1 from the first-order
deformation is written as

™ = =5 (Qu () Con = Qua ()™ (45C1
+i5uup/\7laVApA) + % Q% ()™ (51/(16“/14277364{ - %%vaﬁansﬁ)
+(Ra(9))" G = (Ra (9))" Apn” = i€ upn (R (9))" 0™
+e" P BV, ( L = [ ANn° = GiErasn S5 BV)
+3 (Que (P AL AN (4.66)
Using definitions (2.15)-(2.25]), by direct computation we obtain that

da{™ = §ey + e + Db + ho, (4.67)
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with

c1 = =0V (fVM + S AY + 5690l Vau BL) (4.68)
eo = —5"PVu, (—Lf0AS+ 190 VE) AgAg
+a A VEH, — AV, (FpVP" + 5170 BEY)
1 9™V + 9% Bap ) VAVE, (4.69)

I = Vi (GIAC + Jipn™ V) 4 1V Vaw (Al
31 BLY) = 59" Va Vit = £ ([ ALV

_%f(ﬁ)cAgAI;nch)\ — 2V Vs, (QABCCS - gﬁBAi'flb)} , (4.70)

ho = —fisn*ViVE. (4.71)
At this stage we act like between formulas (4.56]) and (4.62). If we make the

notation
al™ = ¢/ _ ¢ (4.72)
then (4.67) becomes
dai™ = ey + Bujl + ho, (4.73)
which, compared with equation (£45]) for k£ = 1, reveals that the existence
of ™ demands
ho = 0g1 + vfo + Oulfy, (4.74)
with g1, fo, and I some local elements. Using (AL.71]) and definitions (Z.I5)—
(228), straightforward calculation shows that (L74) cannot be valid, and
hence the consistency of almt) leads to the equation

ho =0, (4.75)

which requires the antisymmetry of the functions foap (= kanf2%) with
respect to their collection indices from the two-form sector

faAB = _faBA- (476)
With the help of {@60), (£6]), (£869), (E12), (E13), and [T6) we com-

pletely determine a{™ and then a{™ as solution to ([@ZH) for k = 1 in the

form
™ = = (Qa () Cin = (Qaa (D)™ (AsC!
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+ 5o V) + 35 (Q% (N (evapy Aune™ = 3€umasn’B;")
+(Ra(9)" G = (Rap (9))“ Ai” — %e,wpx (R*(9))" P

R (108~ SR~ o )
+3 (Qabc (N AaAbn + naVB“ ( V*Au + L fBbA*”
o VA B (4.77)
o = BV (LA + 308 Vi) AL
—LFAVEHS + fA AV, VB 4 fAbAa Bl
LV + g B VIVE (4.78)

Thus, we can write the final form of the interacting part from the first-
order deformation of the solution to the master equation for a collection of
BF models and a set of two-form gauge fields as

Sfint) — /d4.flf a(int) — /d4$< (int) + aglnt) _'_agint) _'_a((]int)) ’ (479)

where the 4 components from ([AL79) read as in formulas (4.64)-(A65) and
@17 -@78), respectively The previous first- order deformation is parame-
terized by 7 functions, f4,, 952, fA, f4,, f2, ¢4 B, and g™ which depend
smoothly on the undifferentiated scalar fields ¢, and are antisymmetric as
follows: f4. in the indices {a,b,c}, g4P with respect to {4, B} and {a,b},
and foap = kanfY together with g8, and ¢*4P in {4, B}. It is easy
to see that (479) also includes the general solution that describes the self-

interactions among the two-form gauge fields. Indeed, if we isolate from S (int)
the part containing the functions g2, represent these functions as some se-
ries in the undifferentiated scalar fields, g% (p,) = k48, + k4B, + -+ -
where k48, and k484 are some real constants, antisymmetric in thelr upper,

capital mdlces and retam only the terms including k4%, then we obtain

/d4m /d4 ( V) 1 gl >+aé\/>>
e / a'w [ (CH Vi + e Vi Vi) €€
e VA" VEC + LV VIV, (4.80)

2V

S ()
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which has been shown in [62] to be the most general form of the first-order
deformation for a set of two-form gauge fields in four spacetime dimensions
with the Lagrangian action written in first-order form. In conclusion, the
overall first-order deformation of the solution to the master equation for the
model under study is expressed like the sum between (LT79) and the piece
responsible for the interactions from the BF sector

S = S\PF 4 glino), (4.81)

where
SfBF) = /d4x a B, (4.82)

with a®F) provided by (36) and (@37)-EAI). We recall that S is
parameterized by 4 kinds of smooth functions of the undifferentiated scalar
fields: Wy, MS,, M @ and Mypeq, where M ¢, are antisymmetric in their lower
indices, M are symmetric, and M. are completely antisymmetric.

4.3 Second-order deformation

Next, we investigate the equations responsible for higher-order deformations.
The second-order deformation is governed by equation (3.H). Making use of
the first-order deformation derived in the previous subsection, after some
computation we organize the second term on the left-hand side of (3.5) like

(S, S1) = / d'z (A + A), (4.83)
where
4
Pty ortd
A _ Kabc abc Kabc abce
=0 ( T Oy - O, R, Oy - - - Opm,
b
prewe Moy g O
P 0Pmy - OPm,, T QP . OO,
aptab
K¢ -_— 4.84
+ abmi..mp 8807;11 o 880mp) ( )
and
3
A Ty Ty
A — Xabﬁ . abB + Xabfg . abed
2 ( AT ) oy e P, T D O,

p=0
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orTH

P
yxo o Trab 4y yab ab
A,my..myp a@ml ) m Ac,my..mp 0g0

mi - - 0Pm,

grAas orrs
_'_XAabml My Xffbl m — 4B
OPmy - - 0P, PO, . O,
OPToaBC oPTAB
XaABC a Xabc abc
+ Z% ( mi...mp a@ml B -aSOmp + AB,mi...mp a@ml . ~8S0mp
8PTAB 8pTABa
_'_X ,mi...m YA _'_ X a,mi...m YA
AB,m1. P OQmy .. O, ABa,m. PO, .. O,
8pTABCD 8pTABC
+ XABCDm mp—+X mi..m ————a
;0 ( ) a(pml T 8<Pmp Ape ? 8907111 : 8<Pmp
+XABC' or TXBC + X TABCD (4 85)
a,mi...Mmp 8Q0m1 L a@mp ABCD*a : .
In formulas (£84)) and (Z85]) we used the notations
OWhe. oW,y
tae = WS + W 2% 4 W, 4.86
' b e g, T g, (4.86)
d aMgC] e de
tabc = We[a 8%0 Me[aMbc] + M Meabm (487)
OMy,.
tabcdf = We[a% + Me[abchf}> (488)
ty = M*We, (4.89)
8Mbc
e = Wea—— + MOMO®, (4.90)
0pe
ow, 0
Th = fanly' + fA P Wt Jit + 2W 45, (4.91)
Qpe 8@@
ofB 0 fA .
T = O O o), )
OM¢
TE = B 3 g
e
o
Ae e ec
MS —2-41fA M Wera , 4.93
+f [a*"*ble eab + [ 8()06 ( )
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fbcd e
T(;,?)Cd = W 8 f Mcd} + fﬁ[aflm]\{l]

oM,
1L [1rA abed Ae
_I—ﬁ (ife 8()06 - f [aMbcd}e) )

8Mab
TAab _ A —9 AaMbe —9 AbMae
f@ 8(’06 f e f e ?
A A M A pre fb]B
T = Falos + fopMay + Wela “Dp,

0fa 0fa
TaABC = fAe fSOBC — JBe fAC

e

0g9apc
+4! ( Gasm M+ W =222 D0, + [ [A9B|MC

Thp = feaM*™,

a aoc a aoc e e
T£f = f(‘?gpi - eBa - +2fA fbce QfBa.fl;che
89@3
+19°48 Mypee + 4! (ge[BMbc] + Wela 89@2
A BIM
_4' (g B abC + fM a bc] ) )
afBa aan
TABa — A B b_2 Aa Be_'_2 Ba pAe
fe 8(pe e 8@6 f e f b f (& f b
+41 g AB e+ W dg“” A1 (gAB. fMa
"l g eb T S — 4 (g0 1
+2- dlgh" M + fing g™ — fing™ M),
TABCD _ e[AB CclD [AagBC] _19gAB CIM
fe 2f 890 g Mg

BC
lf[AaLb} 1218 OM

T£BC 6[ABf MYab ge[a f b]

eab
e
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(4.96)

(4.97)

(4.98)

(4.99)
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(4.101)
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995
Thipc = 9{apl cle — %fe[A 0 L 12g[ABMg‘Z;]M, (4.103)

TABCD _ gel4B (CD] (4.104)

where the functions gapc, g“™P, and g,5 result from g%, by appropri-
ately lowering or raising the two-form collection indices with the help of the
metric kap or its inverse k48: gapc = kankpygMY, g¢MP = gOMEED
95 = kapkprg®'ykMM. The remaining objects, of the type K or X,
are listed in Appendix [Al Each of them is a polynomial of ghost num-
ber 1 involving only the undifferentiated fields/ghosts and antifields. Com-
paring equation (3.5) with (483]), we obtain that the existence of Sy re-
quires that [ d*z (A + A) is s-exact. This is not possible since all the ob-
jects denoted by K or X are polynomials comprising only undifferentiated
fields/ghosts/antifields, so (B.5]) takes place if and only if the following equa-

tions are simultaneously obeyed

tae =0, 1. =0, towr =0, =0, =0, (4.105)

TA =0, TAP =0, T4=0, T4,=0, T4 =0, (4.106)
T4, =0, Toapc=0, Top=0, TA8=0, TBa=0,  (4.107)
TABCD =0, T4APY =0, Tizo =0, TABCP =, (4.108)

Based on the last equations, which enforce A = 0 = A, from ([#83]) compared
with ([B.3]) it follows that we can take

Sy = 0. (4.109)

On behalf of [AI09) it is easy to show that one can safely set zero the
solutions to the higher-order deformation equations, (3.4), etc.

Se=0, k>2. (4.110)

Collecting formulas (£.109) and (4.I10), we can state that the complete
deformed solution to the master equation for the model under study, which
is consistent to all orders in the coupling constant, reads as

S =S5+AS, (4.111)

where S is given in ([2.26) and S, is expressed by (&&I]). The full deformed
solution to the master equation comprises 11 types of smooth functions of
the undifferentiated scalar fields: Wy, ME, Mupeq, M, f4., gAB, fA) f4)

A6 gAB and g*4B. They are subject to equations ([A.105)-(#I08), imposed
by the consistency of the first-order deformation.
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5 Lagrangian formulation of the interacting
model

The piece of antighost number 0 from the full deformed solution to the master
equation, of the form (AITT]), furnishes us with the Lagrangian action of the
interacting theory

a a v A A a v Ta
SUAL HY g, B VA VA = / ' [H D', + LB ES,
+5 (VA" E + VAVE)
A (A Mapog ALAL + 2 FageaV A

21 Ma
—gABCdVMAVVB) A;Ag\l] y (51)
where we used the notations
DFop, = 0" p, + )\WabAb“ — % AaVAH7 (52)
Fe, = 0pAY + AMpLALAS + Nepypn M B
+% (.fgleI[)uVuj? + ngVpAVVB) ) (53)
Fa, =0,V = Mg ALVE + g V.2V (5.4)

Formula (5.0) expresses the most general form of the Lagrangian action de-
scribing the interactions between a finite collection of BF models and a finite
set of two-form gauge fields that complies with our working hypotheses and
whose free limit is precisely action (ZI). We note that the deformed La-
grangian action is of maximum order 1 in the coupling constant and includes
two main types of vertices: one generates self-interactions among the BF
fields and the other couples the two-form field spectrum to the BF field spec-
trum. The first type is already known from the literature and we will not
comment on it. The second is yielded by the expression

_%anVAHHZ + ﬁBz}zw (fflel[)uVu? + gZBVpAVVB)
v A pa A C
_%VX ( aB [/,LVV]B — 9Bc VMBVV )

— 2PN (240 cdVAAS — gapedViVE) ACAS. (5.5)
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We observe that the vector fields V4 couple to all the BF fields from the
collection, while the two-form gauge fields V" interact only with the one-
forms A}, from the BF sector. Also, all the interaction vertices are derivative-
free (we recall that the various functions that parameterize (5.1) depend only
on the undifferentiated scalar fields). One of this couplings, 395, VA" VPV,
is nothing but the generalized version of non-Abelian Freedman-Townsend
vertex. (By ‘generalized’ we mean that its form is identical with the standard
non-Abelian Freedman-Townsend vertex up to the point that gBCA are not
the structure constants of a Lie algebra, but depend on the undifferentiated
scalar fields.) Thus, action (5.]]) contains the generalized version of non-
Abelian Freedman-Townsend action
pvo

sgg[vA VA,%] =1 / d'z [V§” (a[“ + Ngpa VBVC) vaﬂ. (5.6)

From the terms of antighost number 1 present in ([EITI]) we read the
deformed gauge transformations (which leave invariant action (5.1I)), namely

AL = (D,)", € — 2AM e 0™, (5.7)
N a L aMbcde afAe v
S HY = 2(DV)" €&, + gprK vy A &Z Vi) A%
8gb oW, of4
e V Vp Ae)\ b )\ o He¢ bBV VB b
. A } - ( Dow n T B, A ) €
D)? M? MY
_ngp)de/u/eb o 7 8@@ dAcuAdp Eburp + 2\ 8@@ cuuguaﬁ’yebaﬁ'y
afA A aEIAB Avy /B
cv uAcp V l/V P y
_'_ (890a 2 890& Copre
0 8
+ASpr ( g:’;‘B VA ] ggp AVBV”) , (5.8)
0ea = —AWaue’, (5.9)
6B = -3 (Dp)a el 4 AW e — NehvPA faAvaBef — AM¢, B e

+)\€pupA ( abchCA + anchAA)\ ggABab‘/pAV)\B) €b> (510)

5. VA

A Bx | XA A ( £Aa gb AB
pw Ewpr (D7) €7 + 5 [0 €, +Z(fbaAp_9a VBp)eaqu

12Ja “uv
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+A [EWP/\ ( abcAbp + ABVP) A
+fvau€ + ﬁffzszb;w} € ’ (511)
0V = AVl e (5.12)

In (57)-(E12) we employed the following notations for the various types of
(generalized) covariant derivatives:

_ . MWy . of

(D), = 5baﬂ—A<a—éAﬂ—éﬁvAﬂ), (5.13)
(D), = 650, — AMLAS — & fa, Vi, (5.14)
(D), = 0, +A(M};CA; LV, (5.15)
(D), = 080" — AfA AW 4 \gACL V. (5.16)

It is interesting to see that the gauge transformations of all fields get modified
by the deformation procedure. Also, the gauge transformations of the BF
fields Hj and B.L” involve the gauge parameters e which are specific to
the two- form sector. Similarly, the gauge transformations of VA and VA
include pure BF gauge parameters. By contrast to the standard non—Abehan
Freedman-Townsend model, where the vector fields VuA are gauge-invariant,
here these fields gain nonvanishing gauge transformations, proportional with
the BF gauge parameters €*. The nonvanishing commutators among the
deformed gauge transformations result from the terms quadratic in the ghosts
with pure ghost number 1 present in (ZI11)). The concrete form of the gauge
generators and of the corresponding nonvanishing commutators is included
in Appendix [Bl and [D] respectively (see relations (B.I)—(B.16) and (D.Il)-
(D.19), respectively). With the help of these relations we observe that the
original Abelian gauge algebra is deformed into an open one, meaning that
the commutators among the gauge transformations only close on-shell, i.e. on
the field equations resulting from the deformed Lagrangian action (5.I]). The
deformed gauge generators remain reducible of order two, just like the original
ones, but the reducibility relations of order one and two hold now only on
the field equations resulting from the deformed Lagrangian action (on-shell
reducibility). The expressions of the reducibility functions and relations are
given in detail in Appendix [C] (see formulas (C.I))—(C.26)). They are deduced
from certain elements in (AII]]) that are linear in the ghosts with the pure
ghost number greater or equal to 2
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We recall that the entire gauge structure of the interacting model is con-
trolled by the functions Wy, M, Mapea, M, 4., 948, f2, f4, A g48,

[ a a’

and ¢*®Z which are restricted to satisfy equations ([ZI05)—(&I08). Thus, our
procedure is consistent provided these equations are shown to possess solu-
tions. We give below some classes of solutions to (£I05)—(£I0Y), without
pretending to exhaust all possibilities.

e Type I solutions
A first class of solutions to equations (£I0%) is given by

o aVVab 8ch}

ab 8900 ’ &Pe )

where f.,, are arbitrary, antisymmetric constants and the functions
Wy are required to fulfill the equations

Wy
0pe N

We remark that all the nonvanishing solutions are parameterized by
the antisymmetric functions W,,. Like in the pure BF case [51], we
can interpret the functions W, like the components of a two-tensor
on a Poisson manifold with the target space locally parameterized by
the scalar fields ¢.. Consequently, the first and third equations among
(4.100) are verified if we take

Mabcd = fe[ab Mab = 0, (517)

Wela 0. (5.18)

cOWpe

0pa
where f, are arbitrary functions of ¢, k¢ stand for some arbitrary
constants, and 74 and Ay (MB = —\BA \AB = EAC)B ) represent

some constants subject to the conditions

op=Npfo, fl=T%Wee, fY=—37% (5.19)

M8 =0. (5.20)
Inserting (5.19) into the second equation from (EI06]), we obtain
9hn = 394807 k" + papr’, (5.21)

where pap are some arbitrary, antisymmetric constants and v () are
null vectors of W, (if the matrix of elements W, is degenerate), i.e.

W = 0. (5.22)
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In the presence of the previous solutions the fourth equation from

(4.1086]) is solved for

8ch}
dpe
Due to the last relation in (5.17), it is easy to see that the fifth equa-

tion from (4.I06]) is now automatically satisfied. Next, we investigate
equations (£.107). The former equation is checked if we make the choice

(ﬁ)c = ﬁTAkdfe[ab (523)

fo = KW, (5.24)

with k® some arbitrary constants. The next equation from [IQO7) is
fulfilled for

gapc = Capc(1+x), MNy=Coz'7%, K=k, (5.25)

where x () has the property

0
WX = 0 (5.26)
ot
(if W, allows for nontrivial null vectors) and the completely antisym-
metric constants Cypc are imposed to satisfy the Jacobi identity

CpasCpa = 0. (5.27)

Now, the third equation from (4.I07)) is automatically verified by the
last relation in (5.I7). The solution to the fourth equation reads as

ga> = CYPreWas,  pap = 0. (5.28)
So far we have determined all the unknown functions. The above so-
lutions also fulfill the remaining equations from (AI07) and the first
three ones in ([AI08). However, the last equation present in (£I08))

produces the restriction
CENMBOCDIE L = 0. (5.29)

The last equation possesses at least two different types of solutions,

namely
CABC = 5ijk€?ejBekCa 'éa ja k= ]-7 2a 3 (530)
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and
CABC = ABCIAIBIC - A B0 =1,2,3,4, (5.31)

respectively, where e! and lg are all constants and €Y% together with
e4BC are completely antisymmetric symbols. These symbols are defined
via the conventions e!% = +1 and e'?* = 13 = 234 = 11, respectively.
It is straightforward to see that the quantities CAP¢ given by either
of the relations (5.30) or (B3] indeed check (27). By assembling

the previous results, we find the type I solutions to equations (ZLI05])—

(4.108) being expressed via relations (5.17), (5.23), and

A= Cpg PR Way,  f2 = T4k W, (5.32)
OMWhe
j%a = —%TAk‘c&—gobj gapc = Capc(l+ x), (5.33)
94p = 3Cac(1+ )7k, gy’ = CPCreWa, (5.34)

where 74 and k® represent some arbitrary constants, W, are assumed
to satisfy equations (B.I8), and x is subject to (526) (if the matrix
of elements W, is degenerate). The antisymmetric constants C4B¢
are imposed to verify relations (5.29) (which ensure that (5.27) are
automatically checked). Two sets of solutions to (5.29) (and hence also

to (5.27))) are provided by formulas (5:30) and (5.31))).

Type II solutions

Another set of solutions to equations (EEI08) can be written as
W =0, MSY=CUM, Mupa=0, M®=p®*M,  (535)

with M and M arbitrary functions of the undifferentiated scalar fields.
The coefficients u® represent the elements of the inverse of the Killing
metric fi,g of a semi-simple Lie algebra with the structure constants
C°, (figap® = 0¢), where, in addition Cyp. = Ji,gC%, must be com-
pletely antisymmetric. Under these circumstances, the first equation
from (ZI06) is solved if we take

(?B = 5\ABfm ff = UA.faa (536)

where fa and f. are arbitrary functions of the undifferentiated scalar
fields, and A\, as well as 0# are some constants that must satisfy the
relations

MuoB = 0. (5.37)
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Then, the second equation from (LI06) implies the fact that g,z° is
restricted to fulfill the condition

gag oc = 0. (5.38)

Replacing the above solutions into the third equation from (ZI06]), we
get the relation

oP
e = UAC“bC%, A = 02CueN, (5.39)

where P and N are functions of the undifferentiated scalar fields, with
N restricted to verify the equation

fa + 4-4INM = 0. (5.40)

Having in mind the solutions deduced until now, we find that the fourth
equation from (£I06) is automatically checked and the last equation
in (4.106) constrains the function M to be constant (for the sake of
simplicity, we take this constant to be equal to unity)

M=1. (5.41)

The first and the third equations from (4.107) immediately yield f.=0,
which further leads to f%;, = 0. Under these circumstances, the second
equation entering (4.I07]) is identically satisfied and the fourth equation
from the same formula possesses the solution

_ 0@
AB 9
A Do

where @ is an arbitrary function of the undifferentiated scalar fields
and AP denote some arbitrary, completely antisymmetric constants.
Substituting the solutions deduced so far into the last equation from

([A107), we get

gaP = Cupe (5.42)

_ dg
9 = Aap Bon (5.43)

where ¢ is a function of the undifferentiated scalar fields that is re-
stricted to fulfill the equation

Q) Ly 99
=M .
0, 0,

= 57 (5.44)
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The first equation from (4.I08)) exhibits the solution
gABC = U[Aj\B]C(i)a (5.45)

with & an arbitrary function of the undifferentiated scalar fields and
Agc some arbitrary, completely antisymmetric constants, which check
the relations R

Apco® = 0. (5.46)

Relations (5.46]) ensure that equation (5.38) is verified. The second
equation from (4.I08]) displays a solution of the form

ME = gA\BIC,, (5.47)

with ¢ some constants. The remaining equations entering (£.108) are
now identically verified. Putting together the results obtained until

now, it follows that the type II solutions to equations (EI05)—(ZI0S)
can be written as

Wab = 07 ;b = CcabMv Mabcd = Ov Mab = ,uabu (548>

~ oP
A =0, fA=0,, fi=o0C",—, (5.49)

0p.

_OM . -~ dg
A A A A3} B|C

abc — _ﬁa OabCfda—QDd’ gabB = ﬁcabco'[ )\B} 50Ma§00’ (550)

a 3 c 89 \ T
g4 = 0[aApcf gapc = 0(aApc®. (5.51)

Doy’

We recall that M, fa, P, g, and d are arbitrary functions of the undif-
ferentiated scalar fields and (¢, A Bc, and 0¢ are some constants. In
addition, the last two sets of constants are imposed to fulfill equation
(5.46). The quantities u® are the elements of the inverse of the Killing
metric of a semi-simple Lie algebra with the structure constants C°,;,
where Cy,. must be completely antisymmetric.

Type III solutions
The third type of solutions to (EI05) is given by

W = O, gb = chabw’ Mapeq = fe[abéecd}% Mab = O, (552>

35



with w and ¢ arbitrary functions of the undifferentiated scalar fields,
feab some arbitrary, antisymmetric constants, and C°,, the structure
constants of a Lie algebra. Let us particularize the last solutions to the
case where

dib (kmgom>
d <l%”g0n>
with ¢ some arbitrary constants, w an arbitrary, smooth function de-

pending on l{:mgom, and W, some antisymmetric constants satisfying
the relations

Ch=kWa, w(p)=q(p) = (5.53)

WapsWea) = 0. (5.54)

Obviously, equations (5.54]) ensure the Jacobi identity for the structure
constants C°,,. Replacing (£.53) back in (5.52)), we find

o 8I/T/ab ? 8VVcd

W =0, M= y Mabed = fopa , M®=0, (555
b ab 8900 bed — f - &Pe ( )
where )
R dw (Ko,
Wab = Wabg- (556)
d(k;mpn)

Due to (5.54), it is easy to see that W, satisfy the Jacobi identity for
a Poisson manifold A

< OWyy

ela 8906

Relations (5.53) and (5.57)) emphasize that we can generate solutions
correlated with a Poisson manifold even if W, = 0. In this situation the
Poisson two-tensor results from a Lie algebra (see the first formula in
(553) and (556)). It is interesting to remark that the same equations,
namely (5.54)), ensure the Jacobi identities for both the Lie algebra and
the corresponding Poisson manifold. These equations possess at least
two types of solutions, namely

—0. (5.57)

V_Vab - 5ijkezegelc€pca 'éa ja k= 1a 27 3 (558)

and

P, abe=1,2,3,4, (5.59)

= Egbelg

Woap
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6

where €, p¢, 1%, and p¢ are all constants and e, together with e5;; are
completely antisymmetric symbols, defined via the conventions €193 =
+1 and e194 = €134 = €934 = +1, respectively. If we tackle the remaining
equations in a manner similar to that employed at the previous cases,

we infer that the third type of solutions to (EI05)—(EI0S) is expressed
by (G5.55]) and

A =mAWLQ, fA=0, fAo= —XAIEC%, (5.60)
0,
8WC
abc = )\ (U[aWbc] + 24|kdfe ab 0g0d ) y (561)

B = NAmPICB W@, %5 =0, gapo=A (AMB|C P.  (5.62)

In the above &, k%, Be, foapy AL, Wap (Wap = —Wia), and mAB (mAB =
—mP4) are some constants, the first four sets being arbitrary (up to
the point that feab should be completely antisymmetric) and the last
three sets being subject to the relations (5.54]) and

m*BX\pg = 0. (5.63)

The quantities denoted by €2, i, @, and P are arbitrary functions of the
undifferentiated scalar fields. The functions W, read as in (5.50), with
w an arbitrary, smooth function depending on l%mgom. If in particular
we take 2 and Q to be respectively of the form of w and ¢ from B53),
then we obtain that the functions fZ5 and g4P will be parameterized
by Wab~

Conclusion

To conclude with, in this paper we have investigated the consistent inter-
actions that can be introduced between a finite collection of BF theories
and a finite set of two-form gauge fields (described by a sum of Abelian
Freedman-Townsend actions). Starting with the BRST differential for the
free theory, we compute the consistent first-order deformation of the solution
to the master equation with the help of standard cohomological techniques,
and obtain that it is parameterized by 11 kinds of functions depending on
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the undifferentiated scalar fields. Next, we investigate the second-order de-
formation, whose existence imposes certain restrictions with respect to these
functions. Based on these restrictions, we show that we can take all the
remaining higher-order deformations to vanish. As a consequence of our
procedure, we are led to an interacting gauge theory with deformed gauge
transformations, a non-Abelian gauge algebra that only closes on-shell, and
on-shell accompanying reducibility relations. The deformed action contains,
among others, the generalized version of non-Abelian Freedman-Townsend
action. It is interesting to mention that by contrast to the standard non-
Abelian Freedman-Townsend model, where the auxiliary vector fields are
gauge-invariant, here these fields gain nonvanishing gauge transformations,
proportional with some BF gauge parameters. Finally, we investigate the
equations that restrict the functions parameterizing the deformed solution
to the master equation and give some particular classes of solutions, which
can be suggestively interpreted in terms of Poisson manifolds and/or Lie
algebras.
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A Various notations used in subsection

The various notations used within formula (4.84) are listed below. The ob-
jects denoted by (K abe )
p:

Tty are expressed by

0.4

Kabc — nanbgo*c + QUaAbuHﬁ 49 (Aa,uAbu o 2B*a,uu,r]b) C/i]/
a, *buv xaur Ab, c
+4 (' 4 3B AY) Cr

—4 (nan*buup)\ + 6B*a,uuB*bp)\ o 4n*a,uupAb)\) pr)” (Al)

K,C[Libc — (4H;VAa‘uﬂb . C;,ul/nanb) wa o Hsunaanﬁ
+ (6HPA™AY — 12H 7 By 4 60"y A
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_ ;uupnanb) Ce + (_48H;)\B*a/u/Abp

wvp

+12071" A% AP+ 16 H g™ P — 24C31" B*#*

ey a UV )\ a C
_SCdu PA )\nb - C’du g n 77b> HYPA?

Kae = —=3(CJ"HI " + 2H " HY A) 'y,
—H3"H " Cy,, + (—24H3" H B**
HI2H M HY A AP — 243" HP A%
=3O O ACT P H ) Cyp,
K5 = =2 (4H"HH" A + 3C" HPH'n®) n°Cy,y o0
_H;MH:VH;pnanbcc

uvp?
b * * * *\ b
Kff.lecfg = —Hd“HeVprHg nn wapA.

The elements (K abe ) ~ read as

d
LT p=0,4

Ki = (=20 ALA; + Biaf) B — APyl

7

a Ab pc apxb Ac b _c. x*a v

+ (—A5 AL AS + 60° By AS 4+ 0, ) nly”
—In'nn ) + (1242 AL B2 + 120" B2 B,

a, * c *C a vpA
_877 nwbpr)\ + 77Wp>\77 nb) 775 g )

K§ = (HM A"’ + $C n*n'n°) By
LH A (<SH A A
C3H PP B %C:,uynanbAcp
_l_%C:,uupnanbnc) Naurp + (MAWH:uan*cp,\
FAH A AP AP 4 [T yyrenve
O BEPN — O ADP A
+8C Py AN + LCH P 0 0°) Nawons

Kc[zbecf = %H;uH}Wnanbnchpy—i_%H;uH;VnanbAcpnd,uup
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+5C H 0 0 Ny + (6H"H 0" B
_6H:,uH;VnaAprc)\ 4 6C:HVH;p7]a7]bAC)\

+2CHPH P + %C:WC;MUQUI’UC) Napwpr,  (A8)

K§%, = (2HH7 Hy n'n" A + C* H H 0" 1°0°) Nawpa

G HI H Y H P10 Yy, (A.9)

Ktgn = ¢H Hp Hy? Hi 00" Ny i (A.10)

The quantities <K$Cdfm ) — (Kgm m ) __, and <K§bm . ) __are
1...Mp p:074 ,mip...mp p:074 ;M1 ...Mp p:074

given by

K4 = Lo [(LA2Ab — Brogh) AcAd + L (BB

2o AL+ wmeoan”) nn ], (A.11)
abed _ 1 voA [1 (1 x a 1 vx a 1, vk *a
Ke I= ﬂ‘g“ g [5 (5 euvpAll + ﬁCeprA"i_ ECeW oA
+LHZ o) ' — Hi, (ALAD — 2B5en”) A5
—5Ceu Ap AN '’ (A.12)

Kt = g [3 (S HLCoumn” + 35C0u Copn® + Hiy Cpy AS) 1

ep~grp 20 “epr >~ gp ep~grp
—H; H, (AsAS = 2B%n") | nn™n’ (A.13)
Kt = Lot dge 1Y (LCr o™ + S Hi AS) oo’ (A.14)
K&l = et g 1 Hy Hn ™ nen™n?, (A.15)

Kl[)l = 45“11[))\ [2 (_CZVp)\nZ + CZupAZ)\> + CZbep)\

- (w*anbuupA - Hznbup)\)] ) (A16)

a _ LVpA a *OTKS a *OTK a *OT
Kb,c = 4e [nb,uup)\ (CUTligCC + CO'THCC + CUTCC

+HHE?) + Chon (orwCe™™ + Bior C277 — 2A5,H7)
Fbpr (3C, Co7 =200 HY7) + 3By O, . H| . (A17)

potT~c pro
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Kfw = 4" s (Cope (AHCT 43017 C3)

OTKS

3OS, H2 O 4 OO HE HYT)
-l—CZVp)\ (3Mborn H2CJ™ + BbUTH:UH;T)} , (A.18)
Kige = 46" [y (6C5, HHTCH + Co HXHy H™)
+CZupAnbUT5H:UH;TH:H} ) (A.19)
K} e = A€oty Clr M HGTHIHS, (A.20)

Ky = Eup [_6 (nff”Bé’AAi + 3775”7717”073*0”)‘)

2 (S + 20N+ 2B B
QA7 A — i) + Ant A — BB, (A21)

Gd = Ewr |90, (1O — 247 H)
_ngTﬁgnbaﬂcg (ncC;uup)\ + 4CSHVPAC)\
+12C;MVB*cp)\ + SH;un*cup)\) + 67]51/035)\7]0}[;0
=204 (17 (0 Cliyr + 3ALC,, — 6B H,)

K

2470 Hy, + By (n°Coyr + 2A7H;,))] (A.22)
gb,de = “Curpr [27]2“/[))\ (37]ng (H(;UC:TRUC + H;lkaH:TAZ>

_'_BI?TH:;UH:TUC) + nm—mnbm_“ ((4]_[;#0:14))\

a

+302MVC:M> nc + 12H;M0:upAc)\ + 12H;MH;I<I/B*Cp>\)

LT, Hy H e (A.23)

Kgb,def = _2€uup)\ [ngﬂfgnba—rng <3H;MH:VC;p>\776 + 2H;MH:VH;pAC)‘)
P Hoy H H 1] (A.24)
Kgb,defg = _guup)\ngﬂ“nbaﬂﬁgH;MH:VH;pH;AT]C. (A25)
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Next, we identify the various notations employed in formula (4.85]). The

: abB abed ab ab
pOlynomlalS XA,ml...mp7 XA,ml...mp’ XA,ml...mp’ XAc,ml...mp’ XAab,ml...mpa and

X0 s With p=10,3, can be written as

ijB _ (ija _ 2C:XHAZ> anB + 02“77&771705
+§ (ngn*aup)\ . 3V;WB*QPA> anBEWp/\
=2 (VB — Vi A%) A CPey, 0 + 2V AP CPe 0
+ (VAVE + VIRVE) e — 2VE B P CP ey 0

+ViAY (AprB)\qu)\ - 2171’\/”5;) , (A.26)

A,mq 1 37 m1
+ [(CH¥VE + H VTP) AN — 2H# VY B* 0P CPe
_% (C’:{‘l”Vj +2H,; V;Vp) naanB)\gpr + H VXﬂ“nbVﬁ
+HHVEAY (APCP 4+ 20°CP) e, (A.27)

Xih = 3 (2HACH, + Gl Vi s + SO Ve ) 0 CP

abB
A,mima

L(3H H Vi + Ol BV ) i CP
_i_%H;ﬁH;lyzvj (zAaAnch o nanchA) g,ul/p)\v (AQS)

X = —HAHY H VA OB e, (A.29)

A,mimams

XZde — l_lzcznanbncnd o %VXAGVAprCAndEMVp)\
_% [CZMAZ + (VXMVB*ap)\ . %VXTI*QVP)\) gul/p)\] nbncnd

+% (VZMVAGP _ QVXB*GVP) Ab)\ncndg/u/p)\a (A?)O)
X¥i = =4 [2HACH, + (ViR + 368V S| w0
+% [(C;%VVAP + 2H;1u1 VXVP) A — 2H;1u1 VXB*GP)\} 77b77077d5;wp,\
FHAE VA A e pn, (A.31)
abc * KU 1 RPN *[uv 7% a c
Ximoms = —1 (Hm’iHszAp + 300 Hmﬂvﬁ) 101N E
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g o Ho VEA 1 e pn, (A.32)

le,)f;bilmzmg, = _ﬁH:nHl H:HZ;H:erg VA)\nanbncndé\ﬂl’pA’ (A33>
ab 1 * _a * a, b afBvé 1 * a b vpA
XA - 12 (CAT] - CAMA M) Caﬁ’yég 10— ECAMTI Cup)\eu g
1y /*uv *ap\ b a b a b 1 av b
+3Va (12B* A Cy ) + 1O, — BAYC), ) — SV (2A7C),
+8*AC), \ — 6B*PC, —n"H)) (A.34)
a *QU YR v, * UV T RPN * UV a
XAI?ml = <_%Hm10Aa€u P + Cmul VAP + %Cmul PVX\) n OZVP)\
—l—i (2H,*nf‘1 Vi + Cfn‘i”Vj) n“CZVp
—5 QHEVE + CRVE) ANC,
1 ry* v *ap\ Yb 1, a,b a, b
+5H VY (4B P2Chupr +30°C,, — A pr,p) , (A.35)
a * *U Y 7RPA *[pv a
XAl,)mlmz = % <3HmﬁHm2VAP + Cm[f Hﬁm}zvﬁ) n CZVp)\
+HMHY (VEnC,, — AVEAC ), (A.30)
X,%,)mlmgmg = %H;ﬁH;lyzHﬁmvj\naCZVp)ﬂ (A37>
XG4 = §(Can* =205, A“) ey = 5 CH,0 1 Newpr e
+VIZ#V (QB*ap)\nb o AapAb)\> Neppr
+% (Vj#vna _ 2VXAGV) anc;w
_% (V;uuAap o VXB*CWP) nbncul/p
—QVX (%n*aup)\nb o B*anAb)\) Moo
— VA AL, — FVAA™ A, (A.38)
ab o
XAc,ml - 1

& (et 120380V — 40V 1
L (QHV + CHVE) 0 e + S H VAT 1 B
= [QEEVE” + CHYVE) A™ = 2H VB 0 ey
—LHPVEA® (e + 24 N0 (A.39)
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Xy = 5 (BHLHZLVE? + O HAV) 00
+éH;zM1 Hy Vi (nanbnww - 8Aa)\77b77c;wp/\) ) (A.40)

leé7m1m2m3 = %H;‘ﬁH;';H%VXﬁaﬁbﬁcuupA, (A'41)
* * VoA * UV pYeY
XAab - - (CAT]GMVP)\ + 2CAN/’7an)\) n;f r + %VAM napaﬁlrlb Beul/p)\
42 (Vi Buay — HVEAL) T
- %VXBaaunbup)\Euup)\a (A42)
Xaarm, = & (CHIACH, + 3CHVi e + Ve n ) Haagnsly””

+i (QH:ﬁ V;VP + C;;MlVVAP> nauupnbaﬁ'yégaﬁ’yé
* v Ao * v .
+%Hmlll VAnaf;Bnb Bglﬂfp)\ + %Hm“ VA Bauunbaﬁ'\/éf 5’75’ (A43)

1

Xaarmms = & (SHIEHILVE + Ol BV ooty ™
+iH:n!i H’;knug Vﬁnauupnbaﬁ'yégaﬁ’y(S, (A44)
* *U * afvyo
XAab,m1m2m3 = %HmﬁngHrrgvjnaaﬁ’yénb el Euvphs (A45)
XAB = 4 (CACE + CACP) Dappre™

+4 (C;AcBeuup)\ . 6V*Al/pch)\> Navpr — 8V*AMVCBBGMV
HBVACE A — (VAVES 4 AVHAPY B 1 pr e

_‘_4vAaVaBL€MVP)\,’7an)\ _ 8VAMCBVBa;u/> (A46)
XM = A(HoCrlterrr — 1205 VAP — 40PV AN) CF
—12 (2H VP 4+ CHVAP) (CP gy + A0 Nagupn )
—AH VY (6CP Ny + Vi Naaprse™? + 2CP By) (A.47)
X::}nb;mz = —16 (BH:ﬁ H:;muz V*Ap)\ + C:"EI;VH;PJ VA)\) CBna;wp)\

—12H HY VA (CP gy + 40 aypn) (A.48)
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XAB = —]_GH*M H*V H*p VAC Napvp - (A49)

a,mimams3s

The objects denoted by X2ABC — xabe X4B.mi..m,» and XgBmmlmmp,

mi..mp) AB,;mi..mp>

with p =0, 2, read as

XaABC — _% (QC*A“VHB + v*A,uuv*Bp)\g“Vp)\) Ccna

_i_%v*A;vap (CCAa)\ o CC)\na) E o)
_I_%V,AuvBucCB*ap)\gwjp)\

— VAV E(COP AP e ypr + Vo) (A.50)

X&?BC — 24' (C*MVVAP—FZLH*M V*Aup) VB)\CCT] € o

—I—Ian’jVA”VBP (CCA“’\ — “) E uvphs (A.51)
anfliﬁg n 4' H*,u H*zx VApVBAcC,r] Eavors (A52)
Xabc — % [(VXMVVpAa)\ + VMVVB*ap)\) b VXVEAQPAI))\} nceul/p)\
64, <20AMV” + VivEP Ew,p,\) nnne, (A.53)
X%Eml = 12 241 [(4[_[*# ijpv)\ CZZVVXVE) n
+6H:7<1‘Li VA ngAa)\] n ncguup)\a (A54)
X35 mume = o Halt H VAVEN 0 1€ . (A.55)
Xip =~ (ChaVae"™ — 12V V) €
214, ViVEC,, — 5o VXVBC;”V, (A.56)
X:ZXB,ml = (H*N VZVPVB ; C*MV VPVB) ul/p)\
—mH i VAVEC L, (A.57)
X:ZXB,mlmz = T o H*N H*V VPVB 72N (A58)
XgBa = 12 1241 (CAaVB gwij 12VZ“VV*p>\) nauupAn
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+ ﬁ VXW Vp (nauupnb - 477a;wp>\ AbA) - %VX Vgnauup)\ B*bp)\

12 124! VMVB (Ba;u/nb + 37]a,u,upAbp) ) (A59)
Xiabam, = —13 Ha Vi + 300 VE) VENauptl”

Wil 140 H*M VA Vg (nauupn - 47]a;wp)\Ab)\) , (A60)

XZBa,ml me 24l H*H H*V VpVB na,uup)\'r] (A61)

In the end of this section we list the remaining type-X objects from (4.85),
namely X Agopmy...my» X4BCmy. m,» and XA50C - with p = 0,1, as well as

Xipep: e
Xapop = 5 (VA" VEVACp + SVEVEVECS) €umprs (A.62)
Xapcpm = s H VIVEVACE wpn, (A.63)
Xose = 5 (Vi VEVED " — BVEVEVEA ) €pn, (A.64)
X5se i 314| H VY VEVET € pa (A.65)
XPC = =LAy By Oy o — 2 VIV IV, (A.66)
Xfﬁf _ _324' H*“ VAVvavC)\nauupA’ (A.67)
Xipop = — 34 VAVEVEVAN € pr- (A.68)

B Gauge generators of the deformed model

From the terms of antighost number 1 present in (ZI11]) we determine the
deformed gauge generators that produce the deformed gauge transformations
EI)-(EI12). We added a supplementary index between parentheses to the
gauge generators such as to distinguish among the fields to which the gauge
generators are associated with. We list below only the nonvanishing genera-
tors of the various fields, which read as:

(Za(%o))b = _>\Wab7 (Bl)

7a aMde@ cv aflfie v d,
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0 féB oW, A
T 89:; vgvg} A [— oot %‘Z’BV;{Vﬁ
a]wdc o 8 Ad ‘
+ ( 8@2 AY + L oo b VA) Bdw] : (B.2)
Za af a 9o 8WC cla a
(Z))y” = —6501 6+ A < &Db Aclegll L 8fAva[a55> (B.3)
- OM? oMbe
a b ¢ c
( M(H))OCB’Y = _% Da . u[aA Ad] + 22 —— 8Q0a Uuchp)\EMBv
of g
A Ac A ge g
+4 (89% Uu[avﬁ Aﬂ — 8;5 VBAV ) , (B.4)
af Y 8
( M(H)) )\EMVP)\ ( 8ZBVB Abp+ g AVEVCP)’ (B5)
(ZZ( )b = 5;)10 )‘Mbc 12fAbVA (B6)

a _ ab
(Z( ))aﬁv —2AM€ oy,

(ZZ(VB))b = )\g,ul/p)\ ( Mabch A)\ + anbc‘/Af4c gABab‘/pAV)\B)
_AMgbBc ) (BS)

(Z85)e" = AWao o™, (B.9)

ny 1¢b v vV AC
(Z (B ))aﬁy §5aa[aég(5’y} - % (MSC(S'[L;(SBA ] + 12an5ﬂ 55VA)

(ZM(V ))éx = _)‘dwp)\faABVBa

(Zu(v ) = )\f BVB

(B.10)

(B.11)

(B.12)

(ZA0)a = MisVE + 2 2By, 4+ A (LAY + g2PVE) A2, (B.13)
(Zio)o? = 160, (B.14)
(B.15)

(B.16)

%

(Zuu(\/ )aﬁ'\/ = % (ff?aaAg - aABVBcr) O-,upo-y)\(s 5650
(Zf?u(V))BA = Suvp (528 - AffBAap + AQACBVCF‘)> .
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C Reducibility of the deformed gauge trans-

formations
From the terms of antighost number 2 in (4IT1]) that are simultaneously

linear in the ghosts for ghosts and in the antifields of the ghosts we identify
the first-order reducibility functions for the coupled model as

v a v aW C v afA v
(Z8) e = -4 <5ba[ﬂ5a<sg] &pi Aclig 5”]) ~Zip ba slansrlvy, (C.1)
—Da OM? . oMbe
(Zélﬁ) )ZVPA = % a(p dO'a/[aO'B ﬁ/(s 5 A A A + )\éfuyp)\ a(pa Bcaﬁ
agbAB af
A e VIV —2LCViA® ) | (C2
141 prpA€ ﬁv5< Do, A'E Dy A , (C.2)
_ afB agBC
ZWay A . bAY/P ADN 1 Aoy C3
(aB)A 2€ﬁp/\<8g0a3 2 90 BYC | > (C.3)
(2 = = (6*’%636561] + AMA,53570%)
+30 fAb6 55675A]VA5, (C4)
(Zc(bl)aﬁwwl/p — _%Wab (Ua[uUV]Bam + gl gPlB gy Ua[pgu}ﬁgw) . (C.5)
(ZD*07) 4 = =57 £, Vs, (C.6)
(Z") B = 630, = MipAl + Mg s Ve, (C.7)
(ZD = gt owe, (C8)
(Z;(Ll)A)aﬁwé = _Igaﬁ'yé (fAbaAZ - gaABVBM) ) (Cg)
(ZWN 55 = —2Xeaprs M. (C.10)

The first-order reducibility relations of the coupled theory result from the
components of (£I11]) with the antighost number equal to 2 that are simul-
taneously linear in the ghosts for ghosts and quadratic in the antifields of the
original fields, being expressed in De Witt condensed form as

a e 7a vp. 8Mab 6SL
(ZM(A))G(Z(l) )gﬁ—yé_l_(ZM(A))Vp)\(Z(l) )\)aﬁ’yé - QAEQB'Y‘S a (SHC“ (Cl]')
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= A 5o 5HC o " 51560070, (C.12)
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( _3(1{)) (Z(l)e)gﬁyé + (ZIf(H )p)\o( )2/3«,5
28PN 235 + (T )5 (250
OM?P, §S* 0 5SSt
A v cd cd c Ad
- Eau[aéﬁd’[;éﬂ < 0q SBrP A %a a0 e(gHeuA A)
Loy OMPbe §ST N 92 MPbe §S-
S\ ", 6AW T Dpadpy OHI

a2fAb 55L fAb 55L
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pvp

V.S \ 0, 0¢q O¢a By,
55L a2f£4 b 82 C
A P ) 2
+5H5 (&pa@chB 28%8 CV VC)] (6.20)

The deformed gauge generators are given in (BI)—(B.I6) and S* represents
the deformed Lagrangian action (5.1]).

The pieces of antighost number 3 from (4111 that are simultaneously
linear in the ghosts for ghosts for ghosts and in the antifields of the ghosts
for ghosts offer us the second-order reducibility functions for the interacting
model of the form

(24 = A pacio (C21)
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, “ » ach clp sv
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N Ofi
0L 65055 5 Vi (C.22)
(Z(2)H1M2u3u4)ﬂup>\ — Z U“ﬂ(l)“a'“ﬂ@)”U“”(3)p0“”(4))\7 (C.23)
TESy

where Sy denotes the set of permutations of {1,2,3,4} and (—)" is the sig-
nature of a given permutation 7. By means of the terms with the antighost
number equal to 3 present in (ZI11]) that are linear in the ghosts for ghosts
for ghosts and also quadratic in antifields we infer the second-order reducibil-
ity relations for the interacting model in condensed De Witt form, which read
as

(ZP(ZOP) + (2D Z e
2N (2770
ofA 68t
= aceswdle (C.24)

aQOb SH
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27 SHE \ 09,00 L 00,004
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D Gauge algebra of the deformed model

The nonvanishing commutators among the deformed gauge transformations
(BE0)—-(EI2) result from the terms quadratic in the ghosts with pure ghost
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number 1 present in (£I11]). By analyzing these terms and taking into ac-
count the expressions (B.)—-(B.16), we deduce the following nonvanishing
relations:
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