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ABSTRACT

We show that a certain superfield formalism can be used to find an off-shell supersymmetric description
for some supersymmetric field theories where conventional superfield formalism does not work. This "new"
formalism contains auxiliary variables A“ in addition to conventional super-coordinates #¢. The idea of this
construction is similar to the pure spinor formalism developed by N.Berkovits. It is demonstrated that using
this formalism it is possible to prove that the certain Chern-Simons-like (Witten’s OSFT-like) theory can be
considered as an off-shell version for some on-shell supersymmetric field theories. We use the simplest non-
trivial model found in [2] to illustrate the power of this pure spinor superfield formalism. Then we redo all the
calculations for the case of 10-dimensional Super-Yang-Mills theory. The construction of off-shell description
for this theory is more subtle in comparison with the model of [2] and requires additional Z5 projection. We
discover ezperimentally (through a direct explicit calculation) a non-trivial Zs duality at the level of Feynman
diagrams. The nature of this duality requires a better investigation.

1 Introduction

The importance of the off-shell formulation of supersymmetric field theories is well known. The off-shell SUSY-
invariant actions can be found only in limited number of cases for small number of supercharges and in certain
space-time dimensions. These formulations are usually based on the superfield formalism. The main advantage
of off-shell formulation is the possibility to prove non-renormalization theorems and derive Ward identities on
correlation functions. However, in contrast to on-shell formulation, there are auxiliary fields in addition to
physical degrees of freedom. The number of these fields may be very large and even infinite.

In the recent paper [2] it was demonstrated that the classical actions for different quantum field theories can
be obtained as effective actions from the single fundamental theory of Chern-Simons (or Witten’s OSFT) form

SF“”d:/Tr(<fP,QBA> +g<fP,A2>) (1)

Close constructions was originally suggested in [3] and [5]. In the present paper we will demonstrate that all
these effective theories are in fact invariant under the global SUSY transformation at least on-shell. The main
new results of the present consideration are that action (1) is an off-shell version of all these effective theories
and that pure spinor formalism can be considered as a convenient superfield formalism which allows to write
the off-shell action in terms of component fields. The definition of the fields, operator @ g and canonical pairing
<, > can be found in the section 4, see also the introduction to [2]. In this previous paper we argued that
integrating out some fields from the action (1) one can obtain physically interesting effective action. In the
present paper we show that all these fields which are integrated out are nothing but auxiliary fields needed to
restore the off-shell invariance of the on-shell supersymmetric effective action. This view on this procedure is
very much in the spirit of [6].

The subject of the present paper is the descent of off-shell supersymmetry of the action (1) down to its
effective action. To control the SUSY properties of these actions and discuss the descent of symmetry it is
convenient to introduce an auxiliary action S°YSY (interacting with superghosts) defined as

SSUSY / Tr( <P, QpA> +g<P, A2>+ <P, cQA>+ <P, )lOA> —n;(mug)) 2)
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The first two terms in this action are exactly those of S7*"¢. The third and the fourth terms give the algebra of
symmetry (SUSY + translations) and the last term is determined by the structure constants of the SUSY algebra
{Q5, Q%) = 27,50, Here e and n* are the ghosts for the global symmetry of S**"* (* - for supersymmetry,
n# - for translations). Hence they do not depend on space-time coordinates. Introduction of these auxiliary fields
and addition of the last tree terms into the action (2) is needed to guarantee that action (2) satisfies classical
Batalin-Vilkovisky (BV) Master Equation over all the fields including ghosts £ and 1. This fact is equivalent to
the condition that SF“"? (the first two terms in S°YSY) is invariant under the algebra of symmetry generated
by @° and d, and to the condition that this algebra is closed off-shell. As it was mentioned in the section 2 of
[2] (for rigorous proof see [4]), integration of BV action over a lagrangian submanifold preserves BV invariance
of the effective action. This invariance is what is left from the off-shell invariance of the fundamental action.
In particular it leads to the statement that the ghost independent part of the effective action is invariant under
the on-shell SUSY transformation.

Thus, the standard ideology of Batalin-Vilkovisky formalism allows us to control how the off-shell symmetry
of initial action is inherited in the effective action. Usually BV formalism is used to control gauge symmetries
[1]. In this paper we apply the same technique to study the descent of global supersymmetry.

In the section 4 we illustrate these ideas in the rather non-trivial model with 5 quadrics found in [2].
Then in section 5 we apply the same technique to the more interesting model — 10-dimensional Super Yang-
Mills. Application of this procedure to SYM is more subtle because after evaluation of effective action on the
cohomologies of Q-operator one should make a Z; projection identifying the fields A and P (representatives of
cohomologies in A and P). Remarkably, this projection also preserves BV invariance of the action. At the level
of our present understanding this fact seems to be accidental. This observation allows us to find a non-trivial
Zo duality at the level of explicit calculation of Feynman diagrams. This duality states that there are certain
identities between different Feynman diagrams like

Qs Qs eQs €Qs
A, c - c* AZ
(evhe) A, & = (BrprirbrE -t B bt )@l
after the identification ¢ = ¢* and EZ = A,. The calculation of the diagram in the Lh.s. is almost

automatic. The calculation of the diagram in the r.h.s. is rather involved. It contains a lot of contributions.
Each contribution requires a lot of y-matrix algebra including Fiertz identities and different spinor expansions.
However, all this contributions collapse in the end to unity which coincides with the Lh.s. and is an example of
the Z5 duality. This duality has been checked experimentally for all the diagrams arising in the calculation of
effective action. The fundamental nature of this duality is not clear for us. However, what can be said is that
the action of SYM with all the SUSY structures satisfies BV equation over all the fields as a consequence of
this observed Z3 duality of Feynman diagrams.
Summarizing the introduction we would like to list our main results obtained in the present paper.

e It is demonstrated that the Pure Spinor Formalism can be considered as a Superfield Formalism for a
large class of interesting quantum field theories - pre-theories (see section 5 for definition).

e It is shown that action (1) can be considered as an off-shell supersymmetric version of these effective
pre-theories. The action and degrees of freedom of an effective action are dictated by the choice of the
system of quadrics f*(\).

o All effective theories obtained after evaluation of effective action of (1) above the cohomologies of Q-
operator are at least on-shell supersymmetric.

e To obtain the BV version of effective action with the SUSY structures in case of 10-dimensional SYM
one should make a Zs> projection on the space of fields after the calculation of effective action for (1) (see
section 5 for details). For the present moment we do not know whether this Z; symmetry of effective
action can be considered as coming from the Zs symmetry of the fundamental action. Would that be
possible, we construct the off-shell description of 10 dimensional SYM.

e A non-trivial Z> duality at the level of Feynman diagrams is discovered for the case of SO(10) quadrics
fH(A) = Ay# . Evaluation of the diagrams on the one side of this duality is almost automatic. The
corresponding calculation on the other side is rather complicated.



Through the whole paper we use the notation ng to define the system of quadrics as f#(\) = )\0‘755)\6. We
would like to stress that we do not restrict ourselves to consider " 5 as conventional Dirac y-matrices. We treat
them as a set of constant matrices, symmetric w.r.t. o and 8. As it was shown in [2] this "extension" of the
standard Berkovits’ construction allows to obtain a zoo of non-trivial effective theories for (1). Only for the
case of 10-d SYM ~/; are conventional SO(10) y-matrices.

1.1 From Off-shell to On-shell Theory Through BV Construction

First of all we would like to clarify the difference between off-shell and on-shell supersymmetric descriptions of
a theory.

Off-shell description.

Suppose there is an action S and a closed algebra generated by Q. and 9y, defined by {Qa,Qp} = 27~ ﬂ[)#.

By off-shell description we mean the following. Action S should be invariant under the transformation
529 = Qa8 = 0, 6257 =¢9,5% =0

and that the commutator of two SUSY transformations with parameters €; and €2, being applied to arbitrary
field A from the action S¢ should satisfy

[661 ) 662]A = 2(61’7#62)6;114

In these formulas (* is parameter for translations.

On-shell description

By on-shell description we mean that action S is invariant under the transformation 65 = 0. However, the
commutator of transformations, being applied to a component field A contains corrections proportional to a
gauge transformation and to the equations of motion (e.o.m.)for some fields

[5617562] = 2(617#62)(9# + 5gauge + R(Gl, 62)(e.0.m.) (3)

Commutator in the L.h.s. should be applied to component fields. See section 2 and 3 for details.
BYV description

A convenient tool to treat an action and symmetries on the same footing is to use BV formalism. The idea
is to add to the classical action S°(y) (here ¢ denotes all the fields) its symmetries V,,(¢) with ghosts e (with
opposite parity to €*) to form BV action.

SBY = 8+ e* Vo (@)™ + MO o* + (e e (4)

The fact that SBY satisfies BV equation is equivalent to the condition that S¢ is off-shell symmetric.
The idea is to integrate the action (4) over auxiliary fields. This integration preserve BV invariance. Effective
action after integration can be written as

ST = 84 eV (@)™ + 0 0up 0™ + (e e)nyi+

+(terms quadratic in antifields) + (terms responsible for gauge fixing) 5)
Here the set of fields ¢ in the equation (5) is different from the set of fields ¢ in the equation (4). The same
is true for the transformations V,(¢). Thus action S¢// also satisfies BV equation. This BV action provides
on-shell description of initial theory. From the terms written in the second line of (5) one can straightforwardly
extract corrections arising in the commutator (3).
Thus our general philosophy can be summarized in the form of the fig. 1.
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| BV action |
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Figure 1: General philosophy

First of all we unite an action and its symmetries in the form of BV action (S°YSY), i.e. coupled to

superghosts. Then we integrate over lagrangian submanifold to find effective action, having non-standard
coupling to ghosts. Finally we extract information about on-shell theory from this effective BV action.

2 Quantum Mechanics

We start from the simplest example - supersymmetric quantum mechanics. One can write the off-shell SUSY-
invariant action (7) by introducing auxiliary field D. Integrating out this field one can obtain the action which
contains only physical degrees of freedom, but is no longer off-shell invariant. This means that the algebra of
SUSY-transformation can be closed only on-shell.

The algebra of supersymmetry is given by

{Q. Q} = 2i0, (6)
Q=@ =0
its representation in superspace is
Q = 9p + 100,
Q = 05 + 60,
and the general superfield is given by o -
S=z+0y+0y+60D

The question which we discuss in the present section is: How can the on-shell SUSY invariance be described
using BV language?
The off-shell SUSY invariant action for quantum mechanics can be written as:

1 - 1 —
SOM - — /dt<§(8t;v)2 — o + 5D2 - W()D — W(x)"yy ) (7)
Here W (®) stands for the superpotential. The transformations of the component fields 6® = (¢Q + £Q)® are
or = eh + e
0 = —€e(i0px + D) (8)

51 = &(—idyxr + D)

0D = Z'Eaﬂ/] - Z'Eat’JJ
Using these expressions it is straightforward to calculate the commutator of two supersymmetry transformations
[61, 52]’@/1 = 2i(€162 - 5261)(9{(# (9)

This result is consistent with the algebra (6), which states that anticommutator of SUSY-charges is proportional
to the shift transformation. Now we integrate upon the auxiliary field D, substituting D = W (z). Conducting
similar computations for the commutator one can find

[01,02]¢) = 2i(€1ea — Ex€1)0pt) —

— (€162 — &261) (100 — W) + 2e162(i000 + W) (10)



The terms in the second line are proportional to the equations of motion for the fermions. From this result it
is clear that the SUSY algebra (6) is satisfied only on-shell. In a moment we will explain how it is possible to
derive these additional terms using BV language. In the section 4 we will show that similar terms arise after
integrating out auxiliary fields in the action (1).

Let us add BV antifields and ghosts to the classical action for SUSY QM

S8 = / %(&xﬁ + %D2 — oy — (W'D + W'yih) +
+ (e + &)z — e(idww + D)Y* 4+ &(—idix + D)Wp* + (iE0y) — icdpwp)D* +
+ noxa® + oYt + oYt + ndDD* + 2icen’

(11)

The first line of this expression is the classical action for SUSY QM, the second one is BV structure of SUSY
transformation (see (8) for the transformations of the component fields), the last line contains BV structure for
translations in time (this is necessary to close the algebra of symmetry) and the term with the structure constants
for the symmetry algebra (the last term). We would like to emphasize the difference between parameter ¢ of
SUSY transformation (see for example (10) ) and the ghost e, for SUSY transformation used in (11). The first
one is odd variable, the second one is even. There is complete analogy with gauge theories here: parameter
of gauge transformation is even, while parameter of BRST transformation (Faddeev-Popov ghost) is odd. The
parity of the ghost for the transformation is always opposite to the parity of the parameter. The ghost field for
translations is denoted by 1 (odd variable), the BV anti-ghost for translations is n* (even variable).
Action (11) satisfies classical BV equation:

5LsBV5RsBV B EBV&QSBV + 5LsBV5RsBV + 5LsBV6RsBV + 6LSBV(SRSBV + 5LsBV5RsBV B 0
ox  Ox* N ox  dx* 0 ¥ 5 d* oD oD on  on* N

Here x stands for all the fields. There are no terms arising from the variation over € and € because the action
SPV is independent of the antifields ¢* and £*. Integrating BV action over a lagrangian submanifold results into
effective action which again satisfies BV equation (the simplistic explanation of this fact is given in the section
2 of 2], for the rigorous proof see [4]). Let us integrate over the auxiliary field D on the lagrangian submanifold
D* = 0. The result for the effective action is:

» 1 - 1 -
ST = / 5O)? — o — SW? — Wi+
+ (e + &)™ — il — g0yt — W' (eyp* — &%) +
+ ndwrt 4+ ndY* + oYt + 2ieen® —

1 * = 7%
- 5(51/1 — &)’
Similarly to (11) in the first line we have classical action, in the second one - SUSY transformations of the

remaining fields, the third line contains BV structure for translations and the structure constants term.

The most interesting term appears in the last line. It is quadratic in the antifields and quadratic in the
ghosts € and £. Let us decompose the effective action Seff into two parts S¢ff = § .t Sadd  where
Sadd — —2(ey* — &*)%. Subscript "S" in S, denotes the action with standard (linear in antifields) coupling

to ghosts. Since (12) is obtained from the integration of BV action over the lagrangian submanifold, S¢/f
satisfies classical BV equation, which can be written as

0 = ﬁeff&RS&ff — 6LSS 6RSS _|_ 5LSS 6R5add _|_ 5L€S 6R75ﬂdd (13)
ox™ X3 X" ox 5 5% o
Taking into account explicit expressions for S and S one can rewrite this result as
3,595,517 0,85 615 5,89M, , 5, §@M o
- oy ’ - ‘ st — * —_— Salyk L F4, )% 14

where S@M is the classical action for quantum mechanics (7). One can see that the last two terms vanish on the
equations of motion for the fields ) and +. Reducing equation (14) to the solutions of the classical equations
of motion one can obtain

0,8 0rSy

ax™  ox;,

= 0
on the e.o.m.




which is the condition of SUSY invariance. This condition however is valid only on-shell.

What is important for us from this calculation is that appearance of £2(x*)? terms in the effective action
signals the descent of off-shell invariance of the fundamental action down to on-shell invariance of the effective
action.

2.1 General case

Though this effect was illustrated using the simplest possible example — supersymmetric QM interpretation
of these terms (quadratic in antifields and in the ghosts for SUSY) is universal and does not depend on the
particular theory. To demonstrate this one can write the general structure of effective action as

. 1
Sell = gl oyt — §f;Bco‘cﬁc* + gadd (15)

where we used the notation V! = Q,x" in the term describing the transformation of the component fields. The

algebra of symmetry is given by [Qq, @g] = f;ﬂQ7 and c® are ghosts for this algebra. One can straightforwardly

plug this action into the classical BV equation and collect the terms linear in antifields. The result is given by
v 5Sd 5Sadd

CVES L~ LViNa i + =

ox* 2 ox* ok

(16)
Varying this expression w.r.t. ¢®, ¢® and x one can find

n cl (4) gadd
< v 58 s o, (17)
k dxF dex 6cP ox; Oxk

%4 )
E-VB k

which is equivalent to

55¢l 6(4)Sadd
n _ Y no_ =0
Qo QsIX" = fas @ X" = 537 5 5em ox o,

(18)

and coincides with (10): the commutator of §; and 2 is connected with the commutator of Q.

Thus the non-standard terms (quadratic in antifields) in BV action are in one-to-one correspondence with
the corrections proportional to the equations of motion (10). This result is not new. For the non-complete list
of references on the subject see [7].

3 Wess-Zumino Gauge

In this section we realize the gauge fixing procedure using the BV language in the simple and well known
example: Wess-Zumino gauge in A/ = 1 four dimensional super-Maxwell theory. We find non-standard terms in
the solution of BV Master Equation responsible for the fact that the Wess-Zumino gauge is not supersymmetric
(the SUSY transformation of the vector multiplet in the Wess-Zumino gauge gives the fields which are absent
in this gauge; to restore the Wess-Zumino gauge one should make an appropriate gauge transformation). In the
next section we will demonstrate that exactly these terms appear in the effective action for (1) after evaluation
on the cohomologies of @) operator. This observation will lead to the conclusion that the action (1) contains the
full multiplet of auxiliary fields needed to restore the SUSY invariance, while in the effective action these fields
are integrated out.

3.1 Gauge-fixing procedure in BV description

In this subsection we will show that restriction of the Master Action of BV formalism to the certain lagrangian
submanifold gives Faddeev-Popov action in the fixed gauge. As an example consider the BV action for the
gauge invariant action S° which depends only on the gauge field (no matter fields):

C ac c a\ * 1 a C *
SBV = g 4 /D# c(A%)" — 3 2 cbe(eq) (19)
We are going to restrict this action to the certain lagrangian submanifold £;. The definition of £ is given by:
(@) =0
f(A) =0
a\* afb - 20
(A7) = _81{;;3 e (20)
c® — is not restricted



Thus coordinates on this submanifold are ¢®, ¢ and Aj, restricted by the constraint f*(A) = 0. The first
coordinate ¢ is not restricted, while there is the constraint f*(A) = 0, imposed on the field Ay, The

additional degree of freedom appearing in the field (Aﬁ)* is parameterized by . As we will show in a moment

this coordinate @ on the submanifold is nothing but Faddeev-Popov antighost field. It is straightforward to
check that (20) is indeed a lagrangian submanifold:

* n * a\* a a _afb—
OXy NOX" = dc" ANde + §(AL)" NOA], = 5A”/\5<8Aﬁ cb) =

82 fb
9ASOA:

b 2 b
e’ 5A; — AL A ST or _ o e 5AL NSA, — Sfy AT’ = 0

= oA A~ DAgoAn

We start with BV symplectic form written for all the fields and antifields of the theory. In the second equality

we used (c*)* = 0 and plugged (Af)* from (20). In the next equality we apply operator d to gjﬁ and to .

The first term in the last equality vanishes because a,?j% is symmetric under interchange A7, <« Aj while
v I3

dAj, NG A7 is antisymmetric. The second term is equal to zero because of the constraint fb = 0in (20).
Restricting the action (19) to the lagrangian submanifold (20) one can obtain
C ac c a '\ * 1 a C a\ * Ci ac c 6fb —
SBV ZSI-F/DMC(AM) —§gfbccbc(c) :Sl—Duc—aAacb
Ly Ly Iz fo(A) =0

which is Faddeev-Popov action in the fixed gauge and the coordinate on the lagrangian submanifold & is
Faddeev-Popov antighost field.

Summarizing this calculation one can see that to fix the certain gauge one should plug the gauge restriction
on the fields into the action, integrate over the corresponding antifield, introducing the coordinate on the
lagrangian submanifold according to (20), and put the BV antifield for the ghost equal to zero, integrating over
the ghost.

3.2 Gauge-fixing of the Wess-Zumino gauge

We start from a set of definitions for the SUSY multiplets. We use the standard 2-d notations for the superfields
(see for example [9]). In these notations the chiral multiplet is given by

A = (a+idb)(y) + Ov(y) — 00F(y) =
~ ; B _ 21
= (a+ib) + 0 + i05"00,(a+ib) — OOF — %waﬂwaﬂo - ioeoeaz(aﬂb) (1)

the contraction of indices is given by 80 = 0“6, while 80 = 040% and y* = z* + ifo*f. The SUSY
variation of component fields can be found by direct application of SUSY charges:

0 TRY:
Qa = aw — ZO'ZBH'QaH (22)
~ 0
o= 9B
Qa - 8§d + 10 Ugdau

(here 0,, denotes the derivative w.r.t. x*) according to the rule
SA = (eQ + €Q)A
Performing simple calculations one can find:

1

da = 5(61/) + €y)

B = L~ ) (23)
0 = —2eF — 2i0,(a +1ib) ea”
SF = —iec"8,1)

Similar computation for the vector multiplet
V(2,0,0) = C + ifx — ifx + 00"GA, + %MHG - %M‘ 90 +

e — i _ 1, — 1
+00(6) + 505"0,x) — i00(0X + $00"9ux) + 50060(D — 0°C)



gives the following component transformations:

6C = idex — iex
ox = eM — 9,C &" + iA, &

§A, = —(€d,x) + i(ed")) — €d,x + ieatA (25)
oA = ieD — %e(a”&“ — o"6")0,A,
6D = —ed"I N + €1\

M = 2eX\ + 2i(ea"9,X)

It is well known that the gauge transformation for the vector multiplet is given by:

1 _
which in component fields gives:
0C = a
i
_ i
X = 59 (26)
0A, = —0ub
SM = —F, M = —F

S\ = 6\ = 6D =0

Now we are going to demonstrate how it is possible to fix the Wess-Zumino gauge in the abelian super Maxwell
theory using BV formalism. We will show that after the gauge fixing some non-standard terms appear in the
BV action. These terms are responsible for the fact that the Wess-Zumino gauge is not supersymmetric -
commutator of two SUSY transformations, should be accompanied by the appropriate gauge transformation to
return into the Wess-Zumino gauge. As before we introduce the ghosts for the SUSY transformations: € and &
and the ghosts for translations n*. The full Master Action of BV formalism can be schematically written as:

SBV = / g2 IO + Ip
4w 2

1 (27)

+ 5(A + MV + (eQ + eQ + n"0)V V™ + (eQ + €Q + 1'9)AN" — 2in)(cote)

In the first line of this expression the classical abelian gauge invariant action is written. The second line contains
the gauge and SUSY transformation of all the fields as well as the structure constant term resulting from the
anticommutator of the SUSY charges ( {Qa, Qa} = 2i0% .8, ). To write explicit expressions in the component
fields one should take the component transformations from (23), (25), (26) and multiply them by the appropriate
antifield. For example one of the terms resulting from £(A + A)V* gives —0,,b (4,)* (see the fourth line of
(26) ).

WARNING. The fields of chiral multiplet are ghosts for the gauge transformation. Hence their parities are
opposite to the standard parities of the component fields in the chiral multiplet. The fields a, b, F', F are odd,
while ¢ and 1) are even.

Now we are going to fix the Wess-Zumino gauge C = 0, x = 0, M = 0 using the procedure discussed in
the subsection 3.1. To do this one should put the fields: C, x, x, M, M equal to zero as well as antighosts: a*,
W*, *, F*, F* and integrate over the antifields C*, x*, ¥*, M*, M* as well as over the ghosts a, ¥, ¢, F, F.
Direct computation taking into account the parities of all the fields gives!

sett :/{— iFiV—Mo”B,}\ + %Dz — Oub(AL)* + i(edt X + Ao'E)AL — (e0'OuA — OyAotE) D

+ (iaD - %5(0“5’” - a”&“)aﬂA,,)A* + (—iéD - %(5’”0“ - 5*‘0”)58#/1,,)5\* +
+ (M0, A" AL + 09, DD* + 0O AN + 00N + ntObbt ) — 2i(ect ey, —
— 2i(cotE)Ab* }

(28)

IHere we denote the gauge ghost by b to avoid confusion with the first component C' of the vector multiplet.



The aim of this calculation was to demonstrate the appearance of the last term 2ie0#£A,,b*. Following the logic
mentioned in the end of the previous section one can check that these terms are responsible for the fact that the
gauge which is fixed is not consistent with the supersymmetry. The algebra of SUSY is closed only up to the
gauge transformation with parameter (¢0#&)A,,. In the next two sections we will show, that the terms discussed
in the sections 2 and 3 are exactly those which arise when one integrates out auxiliary fields in the action (1)
to obtain effective action. This will be shown for the model found in [2] and for Berkovits’ 10-dimensional SYM
theory.

4 Superfield Formulation of Gauge Model of [2]

In [2] we introduced the model that is believed to be the simplest example in the class of physically interesting
models. Despite of its own interest this model can be considered as a toy model which inherits almost all the
phenomena related to the descent of supersymmetry in case of 10-dimensional SYM, which is the main subject
of the present paper. In [2] it was demonstrated that the classical part of effective BV action calculated for the
theory (1) in case the system of quadratic constraints f#()\) is given by:

fi = M
fo = A3
fs = A3\ (29)
fi. = A
fs = A\
can be written as:
5 = /d233 Tr <‘I’F+ +Dyp1D_¢1+ D_¢p2D 1 2 — %%WJ%‘/’*} + i%%{ﬁfﬁdh} + B+ D4+

(30)
+B_Dyy—+_Dip_ + ¥, D_thy +X_Dix— + X D_x+ + 29%_[v—, V4] + 29X, [+, 1/1]>

The aim of this section is to explain that this action is invariant under the global supersymmetry transformation
on-shell in the same sense that A/ = 1 Yang-Mills action in the Wess-Zumino gauge is invariant under the
supersymmetry transformation (the action is invariant and the SUSY algebra is closed up to an appropriate
gauge transformation). Another point is that action (1) is the off-shell version of the theory (30) without
elimination of auxiliary fields like C, ¥, M in the Wess-Zumino gauge.

4.1 Initial BV action

Firstly we notice that there is an odd supersymmetry generator, built using the quadrics f#(\), which anticom-
mutes with the Berkovits operator

B B 0 afr
R = Q + ¢ = Aa% + ea%au (31)
This SUSY generator is given by:
0 _ 1, o
0% 2 P OXz0N,

QSUSY _
o =

d (32)
By straightforward calculation one can see that

af+ 1 o2 fH
SUSYl = —— 9, — “Ag=—"—0, = 0

{@s, Q) = 5570u = 3 P oxsONG -

This is true, because the functions f#(\) are quadratic in A,. Substituting explicit expressions for quadrics

f*(X) one can find the following expressions for the supersymmetry generators(we omit the superscripts SUSY):

QlZ%_2918+ QQ:%QQ
Qs = 3g; — 2040- Qs = z5;



We remind that following [2] we consider the reduction from 5-dimensional space to 2-dimensions, putting
01 = 0o = 03 = 0and 04 = 04, 95 = 0_. We are going to concentrate our consideration on the first
non-trivial generator J; which forms the closed algebra with the generator 0;.. The commutation relations are:

{Q1, Q1 } = —40,

[Q1,0+] =0 (33)
[04,0+] =0

The idea is to add the sources € and 7 for the generators )1 and d; to the fundamental action (1) to form the
BV action:

§sUsY — /Tr(<fP, QpA> +g<P, A2> + <P, QA> + <P, 0,A> —25277*) (34)

We remind that the field A is a generic superfield build out of A*, 8% and component fields. P is a generic
element of the space dual to the space of superfields (dual superfield). The component fields of A and P are
different. Canonical pairing < , > is defined as < e, e, > = 6. Here e, is a basis in the space of A and 6
and e® is dual basis in the dual space.

By direct substitution one can check that this action satisfies classical BV equation

/TT MSUSY%SUSY N MSUSY(SRSSUSY N MSUSY(SRSSUSY _

The action does not depend on £*, hence the second term in the Master Equation is automatically zero. Action
(34) satisfies this equation under the following conditions:

1. Operator Qg is nilpotent Q% = 0

2. Generators 1 and 05 satisfy the commutation relations (33).

Operator Qp commutes with the generators as: {Qp, @1} = 0 and [Qp,0+] = 0.

Operators Qp, Q1 and 04 differentiate multiplication of superfields A, i.e. satisfy Leibnitz identity.

The field ¢ is even, the field 7 is odd, A and P are odd and even superfields respectively.

SR AN R

The fields € and 7 (as well as €* and n*) are ghosts for the global symmetry, hence do not depend on
space-time coordinates.

We are going to integrate out all the fields in the action (34) from the complement to the space of cohomologies
H(Q). Here operator Q = )\a% is the first term in (31). These cohomologies were calculated in the paper [2]
using the tower of fundamental relations, see also [10] for the same calculation via localization technique. Thus
we are going to decompose the fields

onto the superfield A of cohomologies of H(Q) and the superfield a on the complement to H(Q). The same
decomposition on P and p is done in the dual space. The idea is to integrate over a and p to obtain effective
action on the component fields of A and P.

The sources € and n for the supersymmetry and translations will allow to control the supersymmetric
properties of the effective action. The next subsection contains the calculation of effective action using the
Feynman diagram technique established in [2].
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4.2 Calculation of Effective action

For the calculations in this section we use the notations of

Polarization Field | Antifield | section 6 of [2]. The physical degrees of freedom — representa-
tives of cohomologies of operator @), are presented in the table.
1 ¢ z The first column gives polarizations for the component fields,

the second one - notations for the component fields of A, the last
one - notations for the component fields of P. To compute effec-

MOy + Aoby o o tive action one has to sum up all connected tree diagrams with
Aols + A3 © o the external legs being the component fields of A (input lines
N3Oy + M3 v 5 in the diagram) and P (the output line). As it was explained
b, A, AL in [2] each diagram can have only one output line.
b A i Conducting this calculation one has to remember that the

diagrams having the propagator (wavy line), like the diagrams
4,5,6,7 in the figure 2, should be added with the relative mi-
~ nus sign to the diagrams without propagator, like the diagrams

10102 U+ v+ 1,2,3 in the figure 2. The simplest argument for this can be
A40403 P %* given in Minkowski space. Each operator insertion, like ®, @,
A2fl301 X+ X+ or ndy, contributes a factor of ¢ (complex unity), coming from
A36204 X~ X— the exponent, the propagator (wavy line) also contributes a fac-
tor of i. Hence the diagrams 1,2,3 are proportional to 7, while
_ the diagrams 4,5,6,7 are proportional to —i (there are two op-
A1Aab104 ¥1 ¥1 erators and one propagator). That is why to find the result for
AMAababy + AaAaba6) Y2 P2 the effective action one has to sum all the diagrams without
AA30104 + A1 Xab:103 ¥3 ¢3 propagator and subtract all the diagrams with one propaga-
tor. It is straightforward to demonstrate that it is impossible
to draw the diagrams with more than one propagator by calcu-
A1 216010403 P4 P4 lating the degree in A and 6 in the final expression before taking
A1 A1610204 P5 Ps5 the projection onto cohomologies.
A1A3010204 + A1A1016203 | w6 D6
A2Aa010483 + A1Aab20403 | 7 b1 4.2.1 Linear level

Firstly, consider the linear problem (gauge coupling constant
A1 A10102050, 08 s g = 0). The list of the diagrams giving nonzero result is pre-
sented in the fig. 2.

¢ eQ1 N+ D o}
N X e — S —
EQl [} ) €Q1 EQl EQl

Figure 2: Linear level.

A lot of diagrams are absent in this figure. To prove this fact one has to count the degrees of lambda and
theta. For example, the diagrams with three insertions of operator ® are absent. This is true because each
insertion of operator ® gives multiplication by 6\, and these diagrams should have at least 2 propagators, each
carrying degree 6/). Thus these diagrams should change the degree in A and 6 by: (£)2(A\0)? = 6*. However,
there are no two representatives of cohomologies, having equal number of A and difference 4 in the degree of 6.

Another example of vanishing sub-diagrams is presented in the fig. 3. In the first fragment propagator
is applied to cohomology, this diagram is equal to zero. Really, propagator gives non-zero result only if it is
applied to Q-exact expression (see section 3 of [2] for details). The same is true for the second fragment because
the image of the propagator has zero projection onto cohomologies. In the last fragment we meet square of
propagator which is equal to zero. Returning to the diagrams in the fig. 2 we recall that the first and the
last diagrams in the first line does not contain ghosts for SUSY or translations, hence they have been already
calculated in [2]. Below we give a schematic illustration of the procedure for calculation of other diagrams.
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no+ no+ no+

Figure 3: Forbidden subdiagrams.

1. The simplest one is with the insertion of nd; operator(the third diagram in the fig. 2). Each of 18 fields
contributes to this diagram in a trivial way: if input line is the certain field then output line exactly projected
to its antifield.

7758; _ 2 Field 7758; Field _
=n(cotc+ ... + P304 0s) (35)

2. Counsider the diagrams with the insertion of operator )1 (the second diagram in the fig. 2). Among all
18 fields of the theory only 8 give contribution to this diagram. They are: vy, x4+, ¥4, ©, V2, V5, ©7, 8-
Counsider for instance v4 as an input line:

Projection

V4 1 €Q1(A162 + A201)74 = e(Aavy — 2M16162 O v4) —2e 910474

To project the result written on the Lh.s of the arrow one should look at the 7" line of the table with the
polarizations (cohomologies). Conducting the same procedure, one can obtain the contributions of all 8 fields
to the effective action. The result is given by:

A = /TT( — 26 04v4 + 26980407 + 260501 2 + %57#/4 - %5@)& - %5%%5 - %5&7@8)

A little bit more difficult is to calculate the diagrams with the propagator. The propagator K is defined in
the section 3 of [2]. Roughly speaking it acts as follows: K, acting on representatives of cohomologies gives zero;
being applied to exact expressions propagator gives the pre-image (K(Qw) = w) of operator @); propagator,
being applied to certain non-closed expressions gives zero (see [2] for details).

3. The diagrams containing ® and @Q; (the 5'" and 6" diagrams in the fig. 2). In case ®Q;-diagrams ( Q;
acts first), input lines are 4, @2, 7. Consider for example v :

PKeQ1(M1b2 + Aab1) v = ePK (Aayy — 2M1010 01 71) = e®K (Q(927+) — 21010, 8+7+)7

the second term in the r.h.s. is proportional to the cohomology and propagator acts on it as zero.
ePK (Q(ngr) - 2)\19192 8+~y+) = E(I)eg”er = 25/\191928+")/+ + 26)\4949287”y+ (36)
In this simple example one can see the key feature of this calculation. The first term in the r.h.s. has the
polarization of ¥4 (see line 7 in the table) hence one can project this term to 2e ¢+8+7+ The second term is
nonclosed, but it was mentioned before each expression has a chance to sum up with similar term from another

diagram to form a closed result. This closed result can have a non-trivial projection onto cohomologies. The
result for the remaining two input lines and 4 is the following

ASTI = /TT (25583#%77 — 29 D4y + 25@53#%72)- (37)
Finally, in case Q1P (® acts first) there are no proper input fields resulting in the closed expression.
4. Diagrams containing (1@Q;. These diagrams are the most interesting in the sense, that they give terms

proportional to 2. From the section 2 we know how to interpret this terms. Possible input lines for this diagram
are: Ay, p1, ©3, p4, we. The resulting contribution to the effective action is

ASL%QI) /TT‘( — %A, —2A_py — 2 3 — 2oy — 252%406).

5. After all one should examine all nonclosed results coming from all the diagrams. There are six such
terms. Corresponding in-lines are v, v7—, A4+, A_, ¢. Among these six terms only the field ¢ is summed up

12



into a non-zero contribution into effective action. One nonclosed part comes from (1 ® diagram, another part
comes from nonpropagating diagram with )1 inserted.

6@1%0 = —2€(>\29193 + )\39192)8+(p
EQlK‘I) Y = 28)\1929384.@

E(Ql — QlK(I))<p = —26()\29193 =+ A19293 + )\39192)8+(p = 26 (2/\29391 — Q(919293)) m) 4€£+8+</7, (38)

since projection to cohomologies annihilates exact expressions.
Now we are ready to write down the whole linear effective action with the sources € and 7.

A /TT( ai( 2004 -0-45) ) + & 26_%—%5@5) + @ 2007 ) + Ga 2000 ) +
+ 35( 2004 +420400 ) + G 0ix- ) + B 0xe —%wg) + Fs(+80:0-0 +4c0,p0 )+
+ %( %61/4) + %( —52<p3) + &( —%sm) + /L(28+c) + Z,(—52¢1+28,c)+ (39)
+ {/?+(— 458+'y+)+ J,(—sz’%) + >z+(4aa+<p) + ;,(—252%)+ E(—52A+)+
+ 7 (’58+c o+ ¢Sa+<pg) - 277*52)

4.2.2 Nonlinear level

Fortunately there is quite small number of additional diagrams arising after switching on the interaction. They
are depicted in fig. 4. All calculations are completely analogous to linear case.

€@y Q1 €@y

Figure 4: Nonlinear diagrams.

One can straightforwardly check that only «eg» order survives. As in the previous case two pairs of nonclosed
constructions find each other and result into

ASNontin = / Tr (2€g>?+[A+,<ﬂ] —degX-[v+.7-] ) (40)

other terms are "purely" projected, i.e. each diagram gives closed result and can be projected separately without
summing up with another diagram.

ASRontin = / Tr (— 2eg Y1 [Av,v4] — 229 Pslp1,7+] — 269 Pelws, v+] + 269 Pslpa, V4] —
(41)
_ N 1 1
—2eg @slp2, Atr] — 2eg Ps[pr, Ay + 359 Gs{o, x+} — 559 D], o1 )

Finally we collect together the results of the work [2] and additional terms with sources for SUSY. Effective
lagrangian is given by

L7 = |8F + ea{D1, DY = gl 6} + 20X byo 0] + 204 b -]+ B2 Do + B-Da-
+p_Dyp_ +pyD_apy +x_Dyix_ + X+D_X+] + [2A16+c+ 2A*0_c+ g( crec+ ..+ pi{ps, c} )}
+1 [ dic + . + wé&m] +e {2xiD+w —@sDy X} — 205 Dyyy —20-Di S} + %Bu/?i (42)
+ X105 + %vim - %w*m - g()h[% "] — 201 [®%, 4] — 4x-[B, 4] + %ws{@*,m} — 28]+, 9]

+ 41!)1[%,7])] — e’ + €7 {viﬁi + AR O + ot 4+ XX — c*A+] :
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Here we turn to the physical notations as it was in [2]. Namely,
Dy =204 +g[A4,], D-=20_+g[A_.],
Fpo =2(0-Ay — 0. A-) +g[A, A]

and fields
c, Aia o Xt = G, Aiu oo X2

C AL, oy X: = AL XA

S/b'lu 3/527 ey 3/577 SBS — (I)a ﬁ-i—a ﬁ—a /lz—? ’(/;_;,_, 25(—7 2)24—7 ¥8
Es A 1 — %k 1 — *
P12, -y PT, P8 —7 _(I)*v _ﬂj—v _ﬂia —1/)_7 _wia _§X—7 _ixj-v —Ps
One can see that the terms discussed in sections 2 and 3 appear in the last brackets. According to the discussions
above, these terms are responsible for the descent of the off-shell SUSY invariance of (1) down to on-shell SUSY
invariance of (42).

5 Berkovits’ 10-d Super Yang-Mills

In this section we apply the ideas developed earlier in this paper to the 10-d Super Yang-Mills theory [3], [15].
This theory is more interesting from the physical point of view than the model considered in the previous
section. However, the off-shell description? of this model is more complicated because of the necessity to make
Zy projection on the space of fields.

According to the ideology from the previous sections one should calculate effective action for the theory

§SUSY :/ Tr( <P QoA> +g<P A2> + <P, "QuA> + <P, g'PIA> — mierte))  (43)

on the cohomologies of operator @ = /\O‘&%. Here we use the following notations
0 1 Oft 0 0 0
= \*—+-0“———0 QS = e*— — (ev"9)=—, P = — 44
s gon T30 a0 = g — G Bl = G (44)

This calculation is done through the summation of all possible Feynman diagrams according to the standard
rules discussed in section 4 (see also [2]). The degrees of freedom (representatives of @-cohomologies) for this
model are given by

Polarization A Dual polarization P
1 c 1 ¢
(Ay"0) Ay (A"0) gu
(A"6) (67" e (X"0) (67" e (45)
—16(M"0) (A 0)(0) ™ g —16(M"0) (M 0)(0)* g
10 0) (M ) (0vwpl) A 10(MH0) (M7 0) (Bvwpb)  Aj
(M10) (A" 0) (AP 0) (07,pb) € (A1) (A" 0) (AP 0) (6ypupb) €

The first and the third columns contain the polarizations (representatives of cohomologies) for the fields and
antifields respectively, the second column gives the component fields of the superfield A and the fourth one
the component fields of the superfield P. The component fields in the fourth column are BV antifields to the
component fields in the second column. For example ¢ is BV antifield to ¢. The same is true for other fields.
Let {ep} denote the basis in the space of functions of A and 6. Let {¢*} denote the dual basis in the dual space.
There is a canonical pairing among them, that we denote as < , >: < e?,ep >= 5§. For example

<1,1>=1, <1,(M"0) >=0

2The problem of off-shell formulation in the context of harmonic superspace was studied in [16].
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5.1 Doubling

From the table (45) we see that the number of fields and anti-fields in the theory is twice the number of the
fields we expect to have in SYM. The second column contains all the fields needed for BV version of SYM (this
is true if one can think about the fields with the star-sign as antifields for the corresponding fields). In addition
to them there are their BV antifields marked by tilde-sign (the content of the fourth column). At the present
moment BV bracket is simply the canonical pairing, between P and A.

We will call this theory, effective for (43), the pre-SYM. This funny name is due to the fact that the
pre-theory and the theory (SYM) are related by the simple transformation which will be discussed in section
5.4 below. Roughly speaking, in order to get SYM itself one should identify some fields and antifields of the
effective pre-theory as it is shown in the table (55).

5.2 Technical Subtleties in the Calculation of Pre-SYM Action

In the calculation we follow the standard technique. However it is technically complicated to project on coho-
mologies of Q. Instead we implement the following procedure [11].

Consider the space of functions of the 3-rd power in A and the 5-th power in . Consider the subspace of
this space Vi generated by two elements

(M0) (A 0) (A 0) (0anct)

(A*720) (A1p0) (AMvq0) (6 7abet)
This space Vi can be decomposed into the sum of irreducible representations. The only cohomology in this

space is hz s = (AM"8)(My”0)(Ay°8)(0v,u,00), which is a scalar. Consider linear functional <>> on the space
V1 such that it maps cohomology hs 5 to 1 and non-trivial representations to zero. Namely [11]

1
<<(M“9)(/\7”9)(Mp€)(9%b09)>>— To0%abe (46)
L(AHP0) (Apl) (Ag0) (0abcd)> 5“77q] o1 6]

The coefficient is restored from the condition that the cohomology hs 5 is mapped to unity.
In the computations that we perform we replace projection to cohomologies by the following procedure. For
each representative h, from the table (45) define a complementary representative dj, such that3

Khg - dp> = g (47)

Here the product is induced by the multiplication of functions of A and 6. To project some expression €2 onto
the representative h one should instead calculate the product with the complementary representative d

Q, = (1)t <d, - > (48)

Here #d, denotes the parity of the representative d,. It happens that with our choice of representatives and K
the result before projection is always in the space V; for all the Feynman diagrams.
Using this prescription one can calculate the effective action for the theory (43). The result is given by

reff — — L ip, FL zmﬂDMb + =

o =554 S AL (6y") + AuDye + AL D, — g A4 )+

+g(Bec+ T [c*, ] + [, 0 e+ [, Ple + [, ¥])+

STV 2 DDA+ e DAL~ L DA AL (49

[0 = 0 + A0, A, — 0,8, + (B0,8) — (70,57)] — i (ene)-
—80(=7"2) (") + 160(eD)(0) — ¢ (e9%e) & — Tl="e) A,

The details of this calculation can be found in the appendix B.
Here D, = 0, + g[A,, ], Fu = 0, AL — O, A, + g[Au, ALl

We would like to emphasize that construction [11] with the bracket < > is nothing but only a technical
simplification in the way to project onto cohomologies.

3 _
5 (ev*¥)Au +

3Since the bracket < >> maps all functions having the degree in A and 6 different from 3 and 5 to zero, such complementary
representative is unique and completes the degree in A and 6 to 3, 5.
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5.3 75 Duality of Feynman Diagrams

The correspondence between the representatives (47) defines the Zs symmetry on cohomologies (the Z5 sym-
metric representative is the one which completes the given one to non-vanishing value of the bracket < >>).
Though this Z; symmetry on representatives is explicit (as is obvious from the table 45 and was discussed in
[14]) it is unclear why it should be inherited by diagrams calculations. As a kind of ezperimental evidence of
this fact below (fig.5) we present the results for several diagrams arising in the calculation of effective action at
the quadratic level. From this figure it is clear that the vertices of the effective theory are symmetric w.r.t. the
discussed Zs duality.

EQS EQS 685 EQ9
—>+>r _— —¢ :N* :*/\ Z\* — > >< >—
A, 0 o AL AT v A
EQs [0)) EQS [
— T
A (0 G A,
o+ — +
b 5@,5 [ 5@3
—_— XX
Ay ¥ Ay

Figure 5: An example of Z2 duality. Explicit calculations are presented in the appendix B.

One comment is in order here. Since we are interested in the action of SYM (not pre-SYM) we will finally
identify the component fields of A and P according to (55). Mnemonic rule is the following: tilde and star is the
same and tilde annihilates star. To understand the equalities in the figure 5 correctly one should make these
identifications (55). The same is true for figure 6.

Note that these equalities express a non trivial statement, because incoming and the out-coming lines of the
diagrams are completely different. All the operators are acting on the incoming lines and the result is projected
on the out-coming line. Moreover, among these operators there are derivatives w.r.t 8 (in e*Q?). This duality
states that there is, in a sense, a symmetry between the incoming and out-coming arrows. This symmetry
results in the symmetry of the vertices of the effective action after the identification (55).

Duality rule. For generic subset of diagrams having certain external legs one can exchange the out-coming
line with any of the in-lines simultaneously changing the star and tilde signs and shifting external legs in the
cyclic way as it is shown in the fig. 6. The result does not change. It is important to remember that before
application of this duality one should sum up all the diagrams having certain external legs (like in case of the
last diagrams in the figure 5).

Al A2

Figure 6: The Z; duality rule.

Sometimes this duality looks highly non-trivial at the diagram level and requires a lot of y-matrix algebra
to convince that the two contribution are indeed equal. This fact is completely obvious from the calculations
presented in appendix B.

5.4 The Z, projection

After evaluation of effective action (pre-theory) it can be written in the following compact form

Ssefl = PVY(A) (50)

pre
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Here P, denote the components of superfield P and V%(A) is a vector field of the components A% of the
superfield A, ghosts for SUSY and translations, and space-time derivatives. Since the action (50) is obtained
via the integration over a lagrangian submanifold of BV action, it should satisfy classical BV equation, which

can be written as?
PV9,V? = 0 (51)

In the previous section we discussed the Zs symmetry of the effective vertices, which was discovered experimen-
tally at the level of Feynman diagrams calculation. Such symmetry in this compact notations can be written

as
WV A)Nae = 0V (A)Nap (52)

where 74, is non-degenerate pairing on cohomologies identifying the components of A and P via P, = n4,A°
(see 55). This condition states that the vertices in the effective theory are symmetric w.r.t. the interchange of
the fields of A and P at the external legs consistent with the Z, symmetry of representatives.

Relation (52) implies that V' can be written as a gradient

Vi(A) = n*0.F (53)
Substituting this solution into BV equation (51)
ad( nacaﬁaﬁ) -0

In our calculations the constant of integration can be chosen to be zero and we come to the conclusion that
function JF satisfies classical BV equation on the space of A, namely

0,50, F = 0.

The BV form in this equation coincides with the pairing 7, dictated by the Z, duality on representatives. This
function F will play the role of BV action, which now depends only on the component fields of superfield A.
Calculation of the function F for the pre-action (49) gives exactly SYM theory coupled to SUSY ghosts.

. 1 1
eff _— _ 2 n _A* * * _
S /Tr( —1440F,“, —320@/17 Dy — ALDyc+ gctee + g[yp*, e

— SO+ U Fa [ B = A0, A, + (7 0,0)] — () - (54)
—0(er )0 ) + 8000 - ere),

It is straightforward to check that (54) satisfy BV equation. It should be mentioned that at the linear level
(coupling constant ¢ = 0), polynomial V¢(A) have a certain degree of homogeneity (linear in the fields A%).
Hence, the integration (53) needed to extract action F from V*(A) results simply in the factor 3. Thus at the
linear level to obtain the action of the theory from the action of the pre-theory one should simply identify the
component fields of A and P according to the following rule.

Polarization A P
1 c EN NEZ c*
(Ay"0) Au éu(_) ANM = _A;
(M) (07*)a (Che Y = Yt =y (55)
—16(M"0) (M 0) ()™ g ) (=) 5 = ~Ya
LO(AY#0) (A" 0) (070p0) AZ AZ AL =4,
(0) (0" 0) \y?0) (B ¢ &) L

This rule determines the pairing 7.

4Solutions of this equation determine the so-called co-structure. In the context of quantum field theories on simplicial complexes

these structures were recently studied in [8].
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5.4.1 Naive Z> projection

Naively, one could expect that just inverting the lines in the diagrams using the pairing 7,;, would be enough
to produce the BV action of SYM. This naive procedure corresponds to

SNaive _ nabAaVb(A)

This however does not solve BV equation. In particular this will result in the fact that kinetic term for a gauge
field would differ from Tr F2,. This can be checked by explicit calculation of the diagrams (see (94),(95) and
(96) in appendix B). The final result for them after the identification (55) can be written as

1
L=—=A,D,F, = —1ig (z (OAy — Dy AL)? + 3290 Ay — D, AL A, A)] + 4 - g2[A,, A,,]?)

This expression clarifies that to obtain correct result TrFﬁV one should put the coefficients %, % and % in front

of the quadratic, cubic and quartic terms respectively. Remarkably that exactly these coefficients are dictated
by the procedure (53). Note that this result can not be achieved by rescaling of the coupling constant g — 2/3g.
One of the main message of this last section is that the descent of a symmetry (for instance SUSY) from the
action (1) down to (54) can be realized through the two steps:
1. One should calculate the path integral in the background of the cohomologies of ) and find the pre-action. It
is important that the action (1) is the off-shell supersymmetric version of pre-action. This descent was discussed
in details in the previous section on the example of the 2-d gauge model.
2. One should implement the procedure (53) to pass from the pre-action to an action. For the moment this
step can not be done through the path integral. However, what can be said is that after the application of the
second step the result satisfy classical BV equation over all the fields including ghosts for SUSY. Hence, some
information about the off-shell description of SUSY in inherited in the action (54).
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A Appendix. Some properties of SO(10) ~ - matrices

In this appendix we summarize some properties of SO(10) ~-matrices, which are important for our calculations.
Another list of useful identities can be found in the appendix of [11]. Through the whole paper we do not
distinguish between upper and lower SO(10) vector indices and use the convention, that y#1-#n = %7[’“ Lyt
Ten dimensional + - matrices can have two upper spinor indices (v#)*? or two lower indices (y*)as. Both
these two matrices are symmetric in « and .
Using this convention it is straightforward to check the symmetry properties of the following representations

Symmetric Antisymmetric
(Wap — (P#)a” () ag ()" (7P )ap (56)
e P C et PP I ) N e W R C o W

For the representations with even number of ~-matrices (which hence have one upper and one lower spinor
index) by symmetry properties we mean A,” = +£45,
Due to duality properties of «-matrices

1

Pt — imgl‘l---mo Vtnt1.--pao o7

the basis in the space of all matrices is given by

5’y (Mags (P () (PP, ()P ()G (), ()L (58)

The system (58) is complete. This fact allows to prove certain Fiertz identities. To illustrate the procedure
consider the following identity

(0ot (s = =51 as (i) = 570" )as (abe)r (59)

Expanding the L.h.s. in the complete set (58) with respect to the indices o and § one can write

(Vu)aﬁ (’7#)60’ = C'1 (’Ya)ati (’7(1),80’ + 03 (Vabc)ats (/Yabc)ﬁa + C5 (’Yadee)aé (’Yabcde)ﬂa (60)

we can use only combinations with odd number of v - matrices because all spinor indices are lower. Multiplying
both sides of relation (60) separately by (v”)?°, (y*1+2¥3)5% and (y*1-+*5)#% and using the identities like

YY" = =87,
Ve = =M,
ey ape = 2889"
b s
Y Yabe g (61)

abce

YA P Yabe = —A8YHP,
,Yabc,y#l»»»#za,yabc =0,
YN Yay s = 7Y Ve ey = AN ey ey =0

one can straightforwardly fix the coefficients Cy,C5 and C5 in (60). In this calculation it is important to
remember the symmetry properties mentioned in the table (56). Relations (61) can be derived using the
definition of y-matrices: {v*,7”} = 2¢*”. We acknowledge inestimable help of Ulf Gran’s GAMMA package
[12] in doing these computations.

Similar technique allows to obtain other Fiertz identities, for example

v a 1 aoc
(7 )ap (Vuvp)so = =18(Y")as (Ya)go + 5 (Y*")as (Yate) 8o (62)
Independent check that expressions (59) and (62) are consistent can be done by double expansion of Lh.s of
(59): firstly in the indices «, d, secondly in the indices «, 5. Making this double expansion one should come in
the end to the initial expression (v*)ag(Vu)so-
Applying the same machinery it is straightforward to prove another useful identity

21 1

(7#1”'#4)046(7#1»»»#4)06 =315 5a550ﬁ + 7(7ab)a6(7ab)oﬁ + g(7a1"'a4)a5(7a1»»va4)oﬁ (63)
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Application of relation (59) allows to prove useful identity
OW“#)OWMQ = 07 Vwau €a7 (64)
mentioned in the appendix to [11]. Indeed, applying (59) one can find
1 1
(M 9) M) = =5 OV N (7€) = 57 (A" N) (W Yapet) = 0.

The first term is equal to zero due to pure spinor constrains (Ay#\) = 0, the second one is equal to zero because
(7%%¢) ap is antisymmetric in «, B (see table 56) while combination A*\? is symmetric.

Sometimes it is useful to have the representation for antisymmetric bi-spinor

1
660" = %(HWabce)(’VabC)aB (65)

These relations can be derived in a similar way: for generic bi-spinor one can write an expansion

1

1 1
gpP = 1—6(57%)(%)a6 + %(57“1’%)(%%)“‘3 + M(57“1“'”"’@&)(%1...us)"‘ﬂ- (66)

The coefficients in this expression can be determined by contracting both hand sides with (v*)qg, (v*"*)as and
(yH1#5) 5. In case of antisymmetric bi-spinor "0 = 0 and 6~4"*~#5 = 0 because these expressions are
symmetric in spinor indices. The representation for symmetric pure bi-spinor gives®

1

)\a)\ﬁ = 3840 ()\7#1”'#5)\)(7751'“”5)0‘5 (67)

due to constrains (Ay* ) = 0.
In our calculations we will also need a representation [11]
v 1 apuv
(W 0)(\"6) = 500" 8) (), (69)

which can be proven by applying formula (59) and commutation relations {v*,7"} = 2¢*¥ in the r.h.s.
One more useful formula [13] is

(”Ylw)aé(%w)ﬁa = _85aa5ﬁ6 + 4(7“)(1#3(7#)60 - 25&6550 (69)

In our calculations we also use scalar® product [11]

1
<A OO (A°0) (Oancb)>= 55007 (70)
174 1 v
L 8) (X7, 0) (70 0) (Oancb)>= =561y 1,04 3] (71)

B Appendix. Calculation of effective action for the D =10 SYM

In this appendix we present the calculation of effective action [2] for the theory
§8USY :/ Tr( <P, QpA> +g<P, A2> + <P, "QA> + <P, PPIA> — n;(mﬂg)) (72)
along the way described in section 5, namely using the scalar product < >, defined in (70) and (71). Operators

Qp, Ps and Q4 are defined as

L9 1. 0fm N ) )
QB :Q+¢:Aw+§9 Wau, EQQZE&W—(E’YMH)@, P,U.:— (73)

Polarizations of component fields are given by (74) (see (45))

5We are indebted to Carlos Mafra for the correction of the coefficient in this expression.

vp _ 1 s[psvspl
665175 - ﬁéa“(sb 65
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Polarization A P

1 c c
()"7”9) Au %u
(AM10)(07")a (CRE (74)

—16(MHO) (M 0) (O )™ by Wy
10(AYH6) (A" 6) (67pup0) AL é;
(MHO)( My 0) (AP 0) (0w pf) € c*

We start from the quadratic terms in the action and then derive interaction terms.

Quadratic level

First of all we evaluate the diagrams which do not depend on the ghosts ¢* and n*. These diagrams contribute
into the classical part of effective action. Below we list the nontrivial diagrams, intermediate and final expressions
for them. The first diagram is

We emphasize that one should first act by all the operators and propagators onto the incoming field and
then project the result onto cohomologies according the procedure discussed in section 5. Namely, to project
the result R onto a representative h corresponding to a certain component field B one should calculate < >
with the complementary representative d, definition is given in (47). The contribution into the action will be
given by (—1)#8 <dB - R>. Here #B denotes the parity of the component field B. The relative sign (—1)#B
will be taken into account only in the final result (97).

The contribution of the first diagram is given by

D =<10(Xy,0) (M. 0) (07"P0) A, - (\yab)Duc>= — A, 1205H533c —A,8,c. (75)

Here we used the parities of component fields and the definition (70).

Dual diagram is

®
—_————
A; c*
~x% a v * 10 ~>s< va * * 0 ok
D =< - (\*0)0 - 100N 0) V1 0) (67 70) A= — = it Du Ay = — AsdyC. (76)
®
————
(] *
D :<<(Ava9)(9va$*)(hv”9)(M“H)(9v“3u¢)>>: —55 <<(>\va9)(Mu9)(>\w )(07"40)> J*v“%cﬂ“@ﬂ/f = -
77
= “ — _
~%. 120¢ Y Yavp Y O ~%. 120¢ YO = 160¢ YO .

Here we used (65) and the definition of 7 - matrices. This diagrams give kinetic term for the fermion.

A, A

21



This diagram is responsible for the kinetic term for the gauge field. First of all we calculate the action of

operator ¢
") A, = O OO 0)0, Ay = 500" 6) ) A

In the last transformation we used (68). This should be done to prepare the result for application of the
propagator (it is impossible to do it directly on (Ay*6)(Ay”0) because (v*)qap is symmetric w.r.t. o and §).
The pre-mage is given by
1
= 1(97“””9)()\%9)8“/1,,. (78)

Indeed, @ - 11 = /\%H = (A" 0)(X7,0)0, A, due to pure spinor constraints (Ay,A) = 0. The whole contri-
bution of the diagram is given by

D =<~ (Mpe)ﬁjg(A%e)(ewve)(we)>> 00, Ay = 0050 A%0.0, A, = 360(/1*82/1 — A%9,0,A,). (79)

If one identifies Zz = A, it is possible recognize in this result abelian part of =55 Fil,

Now we switch to the calculation of diagrams proportional to the ghost for the SUSY. The first diagram is

It is enough to use only the second part of Q, proportional to space-time derivative”
eQs(MH0)A, = —(e770)(\16)0, A,

The contribution of the diagram is

D = 16 <(\"0) (M) (07" ) (7" 0) (M"0)> 0, Ay =& <X 0)(M"0)(A"0) (07" 6)> x (80)
v, mnk ba 1 v, abu, ab 1 "
x(ev"y V)0, A, ~5 10 Y D)0, Ay =157 V)0, Ay
The Z5 dual diagram is
eQs
_H%>~_
0 Z

Application of supercharge to ¥* gives
£Qs[16(Ay"0) (A" 0) (0417 p")] = 16(7°0) (My"0) (\y"0) (07" O,0")

The contribution of the diagram is

~ 1 ~
D = 16 <A 0) A, (e70) (0"0) (X" ) (09" D3y )>= 10V O A, (81)

Figure 7:

In contrast to previous pair of diagrams in this case it is enough to use only the first term” in Q, acting as

. . b
derivative 4

eQs[(M"0)(0"9)] = (M*e)(07"9) — (M"0)(ex"9).

Using the formula (59) one can expand the contribution of the first term and obtain

"The other term of Qs does not contribute to the final result of the diagram due to the degree in \ and 6.
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D = 10 <(M"0)(A"0) (077 0) A, (My"e) 0y 1)> — 10 <(Ay"0) (M 0)(070) A, (M 0)> (e7"p) =

= =5 SO0 05> (7)., — 51 <O 0070 (N “0)> (=9")) A,

10 ~
- m%éﬁ (evy)Ap—

v SC A 3 1
5[[57717] [a5b 5;3 (EVuvet))Ap = _E(E’Yﬂ/’)AP-

10 <8 (M 0) (69°70) (A 8)> (=97 6) A, (52

10 10

o sabui g NA T
120 %abn (€740 = 55

The last term with the coefficient % is equal to zero due to symmetry properties.

Calculation of dual diagram is more tricky.

Figure 8:

. . 79
Again operator @, acts as derivative 50

eQs[10(MYH ) (A" 0) (0" PO) AL = 20(Ay"e) (A" 0)(071P0) A + 20(My"0) (Ay"0) (e7P0) A, (83)

Evaluating the contribution of the first term one can find

<OV ) (070 (Me) (M 0) (047" P 0)>= —% <Y 0) (079 ) (M7 0) (M10) (77 7P 0)> —

1 N* v mn v v U,N*
—5q KOOy YT) (A" O) (M ™ O) (€mnpy 7 )> = —m(ﬂbv Y VarvY*P) —
m n ok c_a J* e 1 Tk
— a0l Moy O O (€Vmmk 7 Y APy ") = (— o610 24%32?70)(579¢ )= 5.

Here we used that 0y#*?0 = @+ ~"~P0 (This is due to 840 = 0) , identity (59) and scalar products (70),(71).
The second term in (83) gives

~ 1 ~
WY Yo' Pe) = — = (e7V™)

<O ) (079 ) (A0) (M 0) (e P ) >= 50

96 - 120
Collecting together

1 ~ 1 ~ 3 ~
- _ L P ® L e x_ 2 y e *
D 20 10 (evP )Ap 20 20(8’7 VA, 2(57 YA, (84)

Even from this calculation it is clear that the Z5 duality discussed in section 5 looks highly non-trivial at the
level of Feynman diagrams. Calculation of the diagram in fig. 7 is considerably simpler than that in the fig. 8.
However, the final result after the identification (55) is the same. In the next set of diagrams we will see more
dramatic realization of this duality. Calculation from the one side of this duality looks very simple, calculation
from the other side requires a lot of y-matrix algebra.

A, P
Application of sypersymmetry operator’ gives Q-exact expression

eQs[(M"0)Au] = (MM e) A
The pre-image is (6y*¢)A,. The whole contribution gives

~ ~ 1 ~
D = —16 <My 0) (\0) (07*") (Av"0) (07" e)> 0, A, = — 5o (VY Vb '€) Dy Ay = E(ev“v%)aﬁl# (85)
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—
P Ar
£Qs[=16(M"O) (M 0) (07" 4™)] = =2 16(Ay"e) (M7 0) (67" ¢™) — 16(Ay"0) (A" 0) (e ™)
The second term is proportional to that one which appeared in the calculation of kinetic term for the gauge
field, and according to (78)

Ty = —4(67*0) (M\yab) (ev" ") (86)
To write the first term in the convenient form one should expand v** = gh* — v”~4* and use (64)
I = 32(07"€)(\0)(07"7"¥") (87)

O(Ily + 2) = 32(M"0)(0+"e)(M"0) (07" " 0p1p™) — 4(Ay*0) (07 0) (Ayal) (V" Op1p™)

D = 32 <(M0) AL (AP0 (07" ) (M 0) (071" 8pp* > —4 <(Ay10) A5 (MyP0) (071 0) (Aya)> (7" Dp1b™) =

32 v *\ A * 4 Ax capv v * 2 v, * e
= — 130 O VA VOV A — s A (9 0,07) = —(ey DAL (88)
o £Qs
—— S
A, ¥

The first part of the diagram is analogous to the one responsible for the kinetic term in the gauge field (78)
IT = (0" 0)(\va0)0, Ay. Applying operator Q) one can come to following contribution

16 ~ 16 ~
D = -5 <X OO (07" 9) (Y™ ) (M0 By Ay — — <) (A°0) (07" 9) (97" 0) (\y"e)> B, Ay

Contribution of the first and second terms respectively

av C~ . VN 2 VN
Dy = %(57 #’cha’yb 1#)31/14“ = 255311260 (5’7# ¢)3VAH = 5(5’7# 1#)31/:4”

7 be v,.a a Tl o be v 1 v,
Dy = %(W Yoca VY 5)31114# - ﬁ&.m(s[[bﬁc}[kislq%% (U’”Yb ”Yklp”YM ’Yaqre)auAu = (" 1/’)81/Au

15
Finally
D = Ly A (%9)
» 0.
-
v A

Applying operator ® and taking the pre-image one obtains
IT = 4(607"70)(Xvab) (M"0) (044" 0,07)
Application of Q) gives 4 terms, corresponding contributions are

e * * N* 4 *\ Ak
Dy = 847 <(X"0)(e7*0) (X\ab) (X" 0) (077" 0ptp " )>= 2 (e0,0") A — = (9" 0p00") A7

= oo

e * *\ Ak 1 *\ Ak
Dy = 445 K(AY°0)(67°770) (Myag) (M 0) (0747 0,0 ) >= —(e0,0*) Al — — (7" 0,0") A}

10 30
~ 1 ~
D3 = —4A4; <(AY°0) (077" 0) (A\7a0) (M e) (677" D" ) >= ‘5(53,91/)*)14}3

~ 2 - 2 -
Dy = 445 <(A"0)(07"0) (M) (M"0) (7" Dptp )2 = — 2 (0,9") Af) = 1= (7 0,07) A7

The total contribution is

Pt 31 * A
D= - L (D) E; - B epytyo, A (90

1
1o¢
Again we emphasize that the Zs duality after the identification (55) implies the diagram identity
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S R

A, V P AL

+ = +
EQS P d EQS

e o LA

A, ¢ P AL

Which is rather non-trivial!
Qs Qs
—_— e~ ———
( (0

The calculation of the first part of this diagram is analogous to (86),(87). Application of the second operator
eQs(Ty + IIy) gives 5 terms.

Dy = —2- 16> <(M0) (A 0) (07 ) (7€) (M 0) (077 )= 32(e7Ve) (79"
Dy = 2167 <(Ay0)(MF0) (0™ (07"e) (M ) (07" " )= =B (7" y"e) (779" )+
(P ere) (eyter ) + £ (Yg"e) (en"yY)

Dy = —2- 167 <(A10) (M 0) (077 ) (07"€) (A" 0) (7 9™ )= — L8 (hy yte) (v "))
Dy = 5 - 162 <(Xy0) (M 0) (07 ™1)) (7™ 0) (Myab) (v 1 )>= — 22 (%) (en"0p*)

Ds = 5 - 162 <(Ay"0) (M 0) (07™1)) (07 ) (Myae) (v 9" )>= — 28 (PyP%e) (e7"°9p")

Summing up all the contributions and using the identities (63) and (69) one can come to

N Y

D = 80(eye) (b)) — 160() (™) (91)
Qs Qs
— e ——
Au c

Applying £Q s one obtains an exact expression.
eQs[(MMO)AL] = (MWe)A,, = I = (0y"e)A,.
The whole contribution is

D = <(M"0) (XM 0) (M 0)(07,u0p0) (7€) Aa>>= ceve) Ay (92)

The calculation of dual diagram is much more tricky. Operator @5 acts as 5% and gives 2 terms

IO ) (0 0) O 0)(0r#0)c"] =
30020 8) X 8) B B)” — A0 )" 0) P 8) (=7 76"

next step

Il = 3(67"2) (M 0) (My"0) (047 6)c”
1
Iz = —5 (07" 0) (M) (M O) (7777 0)c,
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After applying second £Q)s there arise seven terms

eQs (I + Ia) = 3(ev"e) (A" 0)(M"0)(67/70) — 6(07"e) (A" ) (A" 0) (07 0)
—6(07"2) (M 0)(\0)(ex""P0) — (e 0) (Mo 0) (A 0) (ev" "7 0)

SOV B M) W?0) (£578) + 5 (6770) (310 6) () (e7#7146)
1
—5 ("7 0) (M) (X"0) (7”777 "¢)

Some calculus gives us the following results

<3(enhe) (M 0)(MPO) (07 O) (A 0> = {5(ev%),

—6 <(07"e) (M ) (M 0) (VPO (M 0)> = h(evae),
— K(EY"70) (M 0) (M O) (e Y PO (M 0)> = F(e7a€),
—3 K(O7"70)(XMo0) (M 0) (ev* 7 1 ) (M 0> = 5(ene),

—6 <K(07"e) (M e) (MO (O PO) (M 0)> = (35 — 185)(e7%e),
—1 K(O7"70)(Mee) (M 0) (V" VY (M 0)> = (35 — 57) (%),
3 (077 0) (M) (M ) (e 1 O) (M O)> = (55 — 15)(e7"e)

Finally we obtain the same result as in (92)

D =c"(ente) 4],

7’]#8;1. 77#8#
—— ————
- c + e i
D =ento,c D = c*nto,c*

n" O "0y
—— K ——

A, A, * A A*
D= A, d,A, D = A%y 9, A,
n" O 00y
—_———— ——

v v " s
D = 1 (Y,u)) D = 0 ("0, 0%)

Interaction terms

(93)

The next step is to calculate the contributions proportional to the gauge coupling constant g. In contrast to
the model discussed in section 4, the only effect of this interaction is the replacement of operator insertion
® = (My"6)0,, by the gauge field (My*8)A,. In this calculation it is important to remember that all possible
permutations of external legs must be considered to obtain the correct gauge invariant result for the effective

action. For example, consider the diagram

A, Ar
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one should add five diagrams

(94)

D = g5k (AN A [Au, A (96)

which are different due to the clockwise rule (see section 5 of [2]).

There is also a subset of trivial diagrams with ghosts. These diagrams are depicted below.

Here ¢ stand for arbitrary field (c, A,, ). It is important to remember that all the permutations of external
legs should be taken into account according to the clockwise rule.

Collecting together the results for all the diagrams one can come to the following result for the effective
lagrangian.

e 1 e 1 e g e 7Y * ~% * [ A%
Lyt = == A Dy Fiu + 7507 Dy’ + S55 A5, (09"9) + A, Dyie + ALD,E — g AL A, o+
+g(Gec+ e [c* o] + [0, ¢ e + [, Yle + T W, v))+
3 -3 2 - 2 _ _
3 A S EVAL + S OIDuA + S (YDA, — S DA A (O7)

A |EOue — 0, + A0, A, — A50, AL + (YI,p) — (v u’z?*)} — i (evt'e)—
—80(e"e) (yuth™) + 160(c) (e9") — ™ (e7"e) Ay, — Eert'e) Ay

Here D, = 0, + g[A., ], Fu = 0, AL, — 0L A, + g[AL, ALl
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