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ABSTRACT: We write down the 48448 component multiplet of supercurrents for a rigid N=2
tensor multiplet in four spacetime dimensions along with its supersymmetry transformation
law. This gives us the transformation of the linearized supergravity multiplet which couples
to this supercurrent multiplet. At the linearized level, this 48448 component supergravity
multiplet decouples into the 24+24 component linearized standard Weyl multiplet known in
the literature and a new 24+24 component irreducible multiplet that contains a dilaton and
dilatino. By a consistent application of the supersymmetry algebra with field dependent struc-
ture constants appropriate to N=2 conformal supergravity, we find the full transformation
law for this newly found multiplet. We present a set of constraints which can be consistently
imposed on the new multiplet to obtain a restricted minimal 848 off-shell matter multiplet.
We also show as an example the precise embedding of the tensor multiplet inside the new
multiplet.

ARXIV EPRINT: 1712.xxxxx


http://arxiv.org/abs/1712.02309v1
mailto:smhegde14@iisertvm.ac.in
mailto:ilodato@fudan.edu.cn
mailto:bsahoo@iisertvm.ac.in
http://arxiv.org/abs/1712.xxxxx

Contents

1 Introduction 1
2 N=2 conformal supergravity in four spacetime dimensions 3
3 The dilaton matter multiplet 5
4 Tensor multiplet and the multiplet of supercurrents 8
5 Linearized supergravity multiplet 10
6 Constraining the dilaton matter multiplet 15

7 The embedding of the tensor multiplet in the dilaton matter multiplet 18

8 Conclusions and future directions 19

1 Introduction

The use of conformal symmetries plays a crucial role in the construction of theories of su-
pergravity. While the physical Poincaré theory can be obtained via a simple gauge-fixing
procedure, the higher degree of symmetry in the conformal theories allows for a rigorous re-
arrangement of the off-shell degrees of freedom within multiplets shorter than the one that
contains Poincaré supergravity degrees of freedom. Furthermore, techniques generally referred
as “multiplet calculus” have been developed over the years to simplify the often massive task
of constructing invariant couplings of supergravity, especially higher derivative ones.
Off-shell conformal supergravities exists for dimensions D < 6. The higher dimensional
theories are typically related to the lower dimensional theory via dimensional reduction.
For a connection between the N = (1,0) chiral theory in 6 dimensions as well as N =

1 via dimensional

2 theory in four dimensions with the N = 1 theory in five dimensions
reduction (uplift) see [4] and [5] respectively. Hence, one can expect that given a result in
higher dimensional theories, a similar result would exist in the lower dimensional theory from
dimensional reduction arguments. A relevant example of such connection is the existence of
the two versions of Weyl multiplets: the standard and dilaton Weyl, which were constructed in
six dimensions [6] and later on in five dimensions [1, 2], also exists in the four dimensional case

[7-10]. While the precise reduction procedure and identification of off-shell degrees of freedom

"We refer to the minimal supergravity in five dimensions formulated in terms of eight supercharges as N=1.
However some people, for example [1-3], refer to it as N=2.



is being currently worked out, it is easy to realize that the reduction of the 32+32 off-shell
five dimensional dilaton Weyl multiplet would give the 24+24 four dimensional dilaton-Weyl
multiplet plus a short 848 vector matter multiplet in four dimensions .

It is worth pointing out that the dilaton-Weyl multiplet could be obtained in two different
yet equivalent ways in five dimensions. The first procedure involves analyzing the coupling of
a standard Weyl multiplet with an on-shell vector multiplet [1]. The vanishing of the vector
multiplet equations of motion furnishes a set of constraints, which can be used to fix the
auxiliary fields of the standard Weyl multiplet in terms of the auxiliary fields of the dilaton
Weyl multiplet. The same procedure is used in a forthcoming paper [10] to obtain the N = 2
dilaton-Weyl multiplet in four dimensions.

The second method in five dimensions was based on the construction of the current
multiplet for a non-conformal vector multiplet. The standard action for a non conformal
vector multiplet in five dimensions would not be scale invariant and hence the trace of the
energy momentum tensor o = 6, would be a non trivial component of the current multiplet.
When coupling the current multiplet to linearized gravity (Weyl) multiplet, the scalar current
o will couple to a scalar field of dimension 1: the dilaton. From the linearized gravity multiplet
it is in principle a simple, yet computationally challenging, task to derive the full non-linear
transformations of the dilaton version of the Weyl multiplet. It is worth emphasizing that, in
this method, the non-conformal nature of the matter multiplet chosen was crucial to obtain
the Weyl multiplet with a dilaton.

One naively expects the same method to produce the dilaton Weyl multiplet in four
dimensions, the only caveat being that the vector multiplet in four dimensions is conformally
invariant. Hence a different off-shell non-conformal multiplet needs to be chosen for the
construction of the current multiplet, such as the tensor multiplet. Nevertheless, the naive
expectations turns out to be incorrect.

Specifically we find that the linearized multiplet of gravity that couples to the current
multiplet of the tensor multiplet has 48448 components, which can be arranged into the
standard Weyl multiplet and a new irreducible and unconstrained off-shell 24+24 matter
multiplet. We will henceforth refer to it as the “dilaton matter multiplet” for reasons that
will be clear in section-3. To the best of our knowledge this is the first time such a “large”
matter multiplet is presented. We also find that this multiplet can be consistently restricted
to a 848 component multiplet and show the precise identifications encoding the embedding
of the tensor multiplet inside the dilaton matter multiplet.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we will describe the features of four
dimensional conformal supergravity relevant to our paper (see [11] for all the details and [12]
for an extensive review on the subject). In section 3, we will present the dilaton matter
multiplet along with its full supersymmetry transformation. This is the main result of our
paper. In sections 4 and 5 we will present the details of the construction of the dilaton
matter multiplet starting from the current multiplet of a rigid tensor multiplet. In section 6,
we present the set of consistent constraints that restricts the multiplet to 848 components.
Finally in section 7, we find the embedding of the tensor multiplet within the dilaton matter



Table 1.

Field SU(2) Treps Weyl thral Chirz.ility

weight (w) | weight (c) fermions
eu’ 1 -1 0 -
V' 3 0 0 -
A, 1 0 0 -
by 1 0 0 -
T, 1 1 -1 -
D 1 2 0 -
P, 2 -1/2 -1/2 +1
X 2 3/2 -1/2 +1

multiplet. We will end with conclusions and future directions.

2 N=2 conformal supergravity in four spacetime dimensions

Conformal supergravity with N-extended supersymmetry is a gauge theory based on SU(2, 2| N)
superconformal algebra, the supersymmetric generalization of the conformal algebra. It is in-
variant under two different types of supersymmetry generators, the Q-supersymmetry and
the special S-supersymmetry. The multiplet of fields that contains the gauge fields of the
superconformal algebra is known as Weyl multiplet. For N = 2, the Weyl multiplet has
24+24 (bosonic+fermionic) off-shell degrees of freedom. In order to describe the multiplet,
we fix our notations as follows. We denote the spacetime indices by greek letters p,v---,
the local Lorentz indices by latin letters a,b,---, SU(2) indices by 7,7 ---. As we mentioned
before, two different versions of the Weyl multiplet exists in four dimensions: here we will
focus on the standard formulation. The field content of the standard Weyl multiplet con-
tains the gauge fields of the SU(2,2[2) algebra e,® (vielbein), an SU(2) doublet of Majorana
spinors whose positive and negative chiral projections are denoted by w,f and 1,; respec-
tively (gravitinos), an SU(2) triplet of gauge fields V,,; corresponding to SU(2) R-symmetry,
gauge field A, corresponding to U(1) R-symmetry, gauge field b, corresponding to the di-
latation symmetry. Apart from the above mentioned gauge fields, the Weyl multiplet also
contains several auxiliary fields that are required to balance bosonic and fermionic degrees
of freedom. They include an SU(2) doublet of Majorana spinors whose positive and negative
chiral projections are denoted by x* and Y; respectively, a real tensor T}; anti-symmetric in
its Lorentz indices and a real scalar field D. The above mentioned field content of the Weyl
multiplet can be tabulated in Table-1 along with their chiral and Weyl weights. Here T}
refers to the (anti)self-dual components of T,,. Complex conjugation is used to raise/lower
SU(2) indices and change the duality properties of a tensor. It hence flips the chiral weight as



well as chirality (for fermions) but not the Weyl weight. The gauge fields w,ﬂb corresponding
to local Lorentz transformations, f,* corresponding to special conformal transformation and
¢ui corresponding to S-supersymmetry are dependent and are determined by the following
set of conventional constraints:

R(P),,* =0,
7 1 i
’7” <R(Q)uu + 57#1/)( > =0 )
- 1 3
e b R(IM) o’ — iR(A) o + ZT:{,T—;’ ~ 5D =0. (2.1)

The super-covariant curvature R(P), R(Q) and R(M) appearing above are associated with
local translation, Q-supersymmetry and local Lorentz transformations respectively and R(A)
is the dual of the curvature associated with the U(1) R-symmetry. The supersymmetry
commutators, in particular [0g, dg], gets modified by field dependent structure constants as
mentioned below:

[0q(e1), g (e2)] = 8 (€) + dar(e) + ok (Ak) + 5(1) + Sgauge »

[65(1), 00 (€)] = dar(1y*e’ 4 h.c) + 0p (7€ + h.c) + da(iffie’ + h.c)
+ 0y (—27"€¢; — (h.c ; traceless)) ,
[65(m). 85 (n2)] = 05 (724711 + hoc) . (2.2)

The infintesimal transformations, dg, dg, dar, 0k, 0p, 64 and dy, corresponds to Q-supersymmetry,
S-supersymmetry, local Lorentz, special conformal, dilatation, U(1) and SU(2) R-symmetry
respectively. The infinintesimal covariant transformation, 8(¢°?) is defined as:

5(001}) (6) _ 5gct(§) + ZéT(_é‘uhM(T)) , (23)
T

where d,.; is general coordinate transformation. The sum is over all superconformal transfor-
mation (and any other gauge transformation present in the multiplet) except local translation
and the field h,(T") is the corresponding gauge field, except for Q and S-supersymmetry, where
hu(T) is 1 times the corresponding gauge fields and for SU(2) R-symmetry where hy,(T) is
—% times the corresponding gauge field. Finally the effect of any other gauge transformation
(for example in vector multiplet) is encoded in d4qu4e that appears on the RHS of [dg, dg]
algebra in (2.2). The parameters that appear above in (2.2) read:

f” = QEZQ’}/MEM +h.c.,
Eab = 52]E1i52jTa_b +h.c.,
o oe 3
% = €Y ee0; DT — §e§7aeliD +h.c.,

0 = 6e ) . (24)



Apart from the Weyl multiplet(s), there exists a large variety of N = 2 superconformal matter
multiplets in four dimensions [13-19]. These multiplets all contain 8+8 off-shell degrees of
freedom, with the exception of the hypermultiplet which is an on-shell multiplet?.

Below, we will present a new N = 2 off-shell matter multiplet, which contains instead
24424 degrees of freedom and forms an irreducible representation of the SU(2,2|2) supercon-
formal algebra.

3 The dilaton matter multiplet

The new multiplet we present in this section contains a real scalar ¢ of Weyl weight +1 that
can be interpreted as the dilaton. For this reason we will refer to this multiplet as the “dilaton
matter multiplet”. Its bosonic content encompasses a traceless anti-hermitian SU(2) triplet
of Lorentz vector S, IR

(Sflij)* = Saij = _Saji s Saii =0 5 (31)

an SU(2) triplet of complex scalars E;; (symmetric in the SU(2) indices), and an SU(2)
quintuplet of pseudo-real scalars Cjj; (completely symmetric in the SU(2) indices) satisfying
the reality condition

(Cijr)" = Cukl — Eimsj"&?k”aqumnm . (3.2)

The fermionic field content is given to be an SU(2) doublet of Majorana fermions whose pos-
itive chirality components are denoted by A; and an SU(2) quadruplet of Majorana fermions
whose positive chirality component are denoted by Z;j;, (completely symmetric in the SU(2)
indices). We present a schematic Table-2 with the full field content along with the Weyl and
chiral weights and chirality.

All the field components are invariant under special conformal transformation®, and they
transform under Q- and S-supersymmetry as shown below?.

8¢ = —%EiAZ- +h.c.,

. . o . 1. . 1., 1. .
SN = —2pel — ($’jeﬂ + 2€Zk6]lejElk) — SAN g — Ay 4 SNy
- 277 )

. .9 . o1 1 .
054" = &YaX' + 3G VPN = 26 Do’ — 2" EaaEn + 57 &7y T A

2The existence of off-shell hypermultiplet is subtle. One can formulate it in the presence of an off-shell
central charge. Alternatively one can also formulate it in harmonic superspace [20], without the need for
central charge. The latter formulation requires infinite degrees of freedom.

% This follows in a straightforward way from the [ds,ds] commutators (2.2).

4 We use the usual conventions for symmetrized non-consecutive indeces, i.e. the indices that are not
symmetrized are surrounded by vertical lines. For instance, we will write a multi-indices tensor product
A;Bjp1, symmetrized in (ijl) as A Bjjg)-



Table 2

Field SU(2) Weyl Chiral Chirality
Irreps weight (w) weight (c) (Fermions)
¢ 1 1 0 -
Saij 3 1 0 —
By 3 1 1 -
Cijri 5 2 0 -
Ai 2 1/2 1/2 +1
Sijk 4 3/2 -1/2 1

1 ik 1_ i 2
36j'7aAkElmEZl km - 6 7a$ Ak _El$ j’YaAk + _ek’Ya‘ngAk - §€Z’YaPAj

2
— éiP’yaAj — ﬁNAkEjfyaAk — 51\ e\ éj’ybC’yaAk — (h.c.'traceless) ,
2 1, 1
OE;; = 2€(lxk)€ik<€jl — gé(llDAk)EikEjl + ggk:ijk — 126 v T™AGejr + 36 A(z )k
2 1
— 2€(iAkEj)k — gEkAkEij + EkAkEij — §€(l$ )k/\keiﬁjm — gg(k}ﬁ/\l)&:ikeﬂ

1 _
- EEUV Ak)Am’VaAmEilgjk )

—_ 3 a n al mn n m

— Cijuie' — 6EEpyigjpnne™ — 6PEqjex) + 3$m(iEjk)€ — 68" i Ejjm|€r)
3

+ 3Sam(i5bnj8k)m€ln’yabel + 3PaSal(iEj|l|Ek)m6m — Z’Y.T_E mE"E(””Eﬂm‘Ek)n

A m,.a 1+ m 37 ab_m

+ Ay DA™ € i e rym + ZAllﬁA(iE Ejl1IER)m — gf\lﬂ)%bl\(ﬂ Pe™e 1€k m
1< m 1< ab_m 3 A ab_m

- ZA(ilﬁAle E511|Ek)m T gA(ﬂablﬁAlv P e 1€ Rym — §A(iR(Q)abl7 PRy m

[P
+ S APElmne

_ L imzm
2 2

1-
o ()
Eil€imEknpq quirrLf':jnf':k]uglq - gAl’Vab:ijk’ya €
A = l ]‘A - ab 1 1Al =. . A0 Al = a
AEiRE g A @Vab=ikYTE T 5 A Sk 6 T A a1V k)

3 3 -
“NavabX Y€ e e Rym + §A1X(i€m€j\l\€k)m

35 1
- §A(iX €"Ej|11Ekym — 5

_ 1 - _ 1 = _
— 3N XY e E 1 ERym + ZEI(kAiAj)’Y-T e — gEl(kAl’YaAﬂ-T Y€
Liuamprivea 1N’A(1Em"> a LA A E
+ 5 € 5ilsjmsknepq - = €'41€imEknEpq T BRRARC k)€

1- _
- —A(ZA Epye + Al%bl\( e + ZAZ’VaAl’Vae(iEjk) — AyaA v e Ery



1+ n m 1 Al gn m 1+ n ab_m
— —Al$ INGE"Ejn|Ekym T —€(i|n\€j|m|1\l$ gy Aie™ — gAl$ Yab AV €™ E j i ym
1- 1-
165G in/€1m A 8" Y A yape™ §AnAm$l(i€j5k)m5nl + §AIPA(i€m5j|l|5k)m
+ 1_6A YA 8" (VP €sE kynEIm + —J_VP’YabA(ﬂ“bﬁmEj|z|€k)m + AA™ Peiejjerym

1_m n A a m ab_n
+ gA A Al’yaAl’y 6('€j\m\‘€k) - 1—6AA An’YabA( Yy bE Ej|l|5k)m

50,]k1 = E(z k) + Eip€jqEkreis€ (’Tq“) ( mAm + EmAm) Cijkl . (3.3)
In the above, the composite field P, = ¢~ 'D,¢ and [jj1, is defined as:

Tiji = —2DEk — 3DaS™ (A} 1niEkym + 6D E(ij Mgy — 2Ci A" + 2PN Ejp,
+ 2D, Al Se " (i€jn|Ek) — 27° "D, AL (i€j|n|Ek) — 4Elm"El(,~aj|m|ak)n + 2$l(i5jk)l
+ 12x6 Ejn — 68 iX"Ej1ERYm 4PE(UAk — AP, S (i nicrn
— 2P,y Sy & jmErn A — 2$ 2$ By — AEq epmem E™ Al
+ 12€ (i) €| By E™ AL +Sam(2-5“ jak)msmA + VS (15" e pymEm AL

1 1 4 - 1+
+ 57 T Eggernh' + 78 @7 - T~ Ajery + A A" PAGejgnym
e 5+
+ ZAI'VGA(iej\l\ek)mDaAm + 1—6Al7b07a/\(i€j\z\€k)m%cDaAm
+§AlAm o —§1_Xl apn e m+1AqA(p:ml)n e
9 X(i€4]1|1€k)m 2 Y AGEGER)M Va X 2 — Eip€imEkIEqgn
1 3 1.
+ §Al’yaA(,-’ya:jk)l + §AlAmPA(iEj|l|Ek)m — ZAlAmngn(iEﬂn\Ek)mAl

1 . 1-
- 3_2€mnAm’YabAn’Yab$l 'A'Ek)l - _AlA(mqu)AnEipquEkmgln

— A AjEpy A — MAGE Al + 8AlAmA"7aAn7 AGEjiErm (3.4)

To obtain the above result, we first construct the current multiplet of a rigid N=2 tensor
multiplet in four spacetime dimensions. This multiplet will couple to a linearized supergravity
multiplet containing the graviton and gravitino. Since the tensor multiplet is not conformal
i.e its action in flat spacetime is not invariant under a scale transformation, the energy
momentum tensor 6, will not be traceless and the supersymmetry current .J,; will not
be gamma-traceless. Hence, the trace of the energy momentum tensor, o = 6#, and the
gamma-trace of the supersymmetry current, \; = v*.J,; will be non trivial components of the
current multiplet. These components will couple to a dilaton and a dilatino respectively in the
linearized supegravity multiplet. In this way one expects to find a different version of the Weyl
multiplet with a dilaton and a dilatino. This is typically referred to as dilaton Weyl multiplet
in the literature for five dimensional and six dimensional conformal supergravity [1, 6]. In
five dimensions [1], this was found exactly in the above mentioned way, by investigating the
current multiplet for a five dimensional N=2 vector multiplet. However, following the identical
procedure in four dimensions, and building the current multiplet for a non-conformal tensor



multiplet in four spacetime dimensions, we find that the corresponding linearized supergravity
multiplet that couples to this current multiplet gets decomposed into a 24+24 linearized
version of the four dimensional standard Weyl multiplet and a new 24+24 component matter
multiplet, which is a linearized version of the dilaton matter multiplet presented in (3.3). The
full non linear transformations are obtained by a standard application of the supersymmetry
algebra (2.2).

4 Tensor multiplet and the multiplet of supercurrents

An off-shell rigid N=2 tensor multiplet in four spacetime dimensions [19] encompasses 8-+8
degrees of freedom, organized in an SU(2) triplet of pseudo real scalars L;; satisfying the
reality constraint (L;;)* = LY = ¢%cilL,: an SU(2) doublet of Majorana spinors, whose
positive components are denoted by ¢°; a real tensor gauge field E,, with vector gauge
transformation 0F,,, = 29),A,;. To close the algebra off-shell, an auxiliary complex scalar
field G is required. When G is set to zero through its algebraic equations of motion, the
supersymmetry transformations of the tensor multiplet components are given by :

0B, = iEiyuygz&jeij + h.c.,
6¢' = PLYe; + ¢ Hej ,
SLY = 2elg7) + 26 elle 1.0y . (4.1)
The action that is invariant under the above susy transformation reads:
4 w5 G Lo piigurii
S= [d'z |H,H"—¢ agbi—éa“LaL , (4.2)
where we defined

Y = 27 Hyp (4.3)

The three form H,,,, is the gauge-invariant field strength of the tensor gauge field £, defined
as Hyp = 309),E,,. The equations of motion for the fields are given by:

Jo' =0, 0°Lij=0, O, ,H,=0. (4.4)

The tensor gauge field also satisfies the Bianchi identity 0¥ H, = 0. Apart from the above
mentioned supersymmetry transformation (4.1), the action (4.2) is also invariant under an
SU(2)x U(1) R-symmetry.

The current multiplet associated to the tensor multiplet action contains the following compo-
nents: the energy momentum tensor 6, arising from translation invariance, a supersymmetry
current J,; arising from the supersymmetry invariance, an SU(2) current v,,’; and a U(1) cur-
rent a, arising from the SU(2)xU(1) R-symmetry. Since the multiplet is non conformal, the



trace o of the energy momentum tensor and the gamma-trace A; of the supersymmetry cur-
rent will also be a part of the current multiplet. The above mentioned components of the
current multiplet in terms of the tensor multiplet fields are given as below:

1 1, < 1, . 1 .y
0, = H,H, — an,wm + 50V O )i+ 5OuLY 0 Lij — w0, L7 0 Lij

1
— 2 %
o=0,=—-H —ga”LjauLij,

) 1 ..+ 1 /-, 1. -
ou'y = gL* 0Lk — (qalmj - 56;—¢’“wk> ,

Q= _g(ﬁl,‘}/}l(ﬁl )
1 ; ; ; 1 _
J;u' = §’Y;LH¢]EZ']' - HM¢]€ij + ¢]8uLij - 5'7/1@1/1']‘(25] )
N =T = H¢lei; — ILi¢ (4.5)

The other components of the current multiplet are obtained by supersymmetry and read

. 1 . 1 /-, 1 .-
tuzj = §H,ule5kj + Z (@Z’}/“@j - §5z¢k7u¢k> s

L R 1 ..
=G ay =) d= DLy,
1. , g g
b;l, — 5(25[’7/11/(#52']' 7 czykl _ L(zyLkl) 7
ik — (i gk) & = Lipo" . (4.6)
Together, eqs. (4.5) and (4.6) form the 48-+48 component current multiplet of the rigid N=2

tensor multiplet in four spacetime dimensions. They satisfy the following conservation, reality
and trace relations.

a“Huyzo, 0:95, 8'u=]ui:07 )\i:’y‘qu‘,
(Uuij)* =i, vli=0, =0,
(tﬂij)* = _t,uji ’ t,uii =0,
dpat =0, (ap)" =au, 9Oua'=0,
_ - 1 . -~
aubuy = Ay, §€uupcrb P7 = _b“,, ) (47)

and transform under supersymmetry as :

00, = E"%\(ua)‘,],,)i +h.c.,
So = &P\ +h.c.,
1 1. 1 , 1. 1.
Otu'y = 5€Juj = € WA + Zelmsjkgla <WE”’”"“) - gemagj — 5@
— (h.c.;traceless) ,



; 1. 1 ~ , 1. 1 ; 1.
v’y = € s — fkﬁlmﬁl%axdm —5€0u8 + Zekjelmgla,uzmm + gezwaﬁj

— (h.c.;traceless) ,
da, = %kj,ff +he.,
8, = —e® &y Vv Jak »
da, = 25ik€i$JMg + eik@-w@/\k - Eikgiaﬁ\k )
el = —2g,Pniik — 2ckligilg N — gfk(i@j)lgka& ’
8d = 26 + h.c. ,
SR — gelisyikl) 46im6jn6kp€lqg(mg

5J,ui = 9;”/7”6@' + (pro + ’Y,ucr’}/p) 80Upki€]g + (Wp%w + ’Y,ucr’}/p) 8Jtpki€k

npq) >

1. . . o ‘
— b €y — 0" et eien + Yupi el + i (Y — BYuop) O
) . 1 s
o\, = o€; + 4$¢fek + 4@ffek — 48“t?kek — SZﬁqiei + 3&6]62-]- — Z@(y b7 )eey

. 3 _ 1 1
8¢, = —2fljel - 4¢ljel + Gigie; — gb NE"E jm — §6jlskmelkem + §$dej ,

oYk — —2el(lf]k)el + 261(2¢]k)61 + 5@6““6; —eliieh) | (4.8)

5 Linearized supergravity multiplet

The components of the current multiplet will couple to the linearized components of a super-
gravity multiplet as shown below in (5.1). This will fix the basis and normalization of the
fields belonging to our linearized gravity multiplet®. The invariant action reads:

1 1 . 1 S
S = / d'z [iewhw +op+dD+ ﬂcw’“cij,d + b T = 20,55V + eV By

. . . _ A g _
+ha, A+ (805 —vy'5) SMi + 2,0 + NAT+ G+ gzi]—kE”’“ +a, A" +he| . (5.1)

Supersymmetry invariance of the above action (5.1) gives us the linearized transformation
of the fields. Due to the constraints (4.7) satisfied by the currents, the fields coupling to
them will have gauge symmetries. For instance, the field V,,’; will have an SU(2) gauge
symmetry 5Vuij ~ OHAij because it couples to a conserved current (second line of 4.7). As
a consequence, we can neglect some pure gauge terms ~ 38MAj that will appear in the
supersymmetry variation of V,fj. Alternatively one can add terms proportional to 8“@,} i€j
(which is zero due to the relations (4.7)) in the supersymmetry variation of \; in (4.8), which

5If we choose different numerical factors in the coupling or take different linear combination of fields coupling
to the currents, we will have a different choice of basis and normalization for the fields which will be related
to our choice via field redefinition.

— 10 —



cancels against any pure gauge-like terms of the form shown above in the supersymmetry
variation of Vuij.
Analogously, due to the last line of (4.7), the fields 7}, and A that couple to the current

b, and a, have a complex vector gauge transformation as shown below.

1
gsuymapAU ,

§A, = A, . (5.2)

0T = O —

From the above equation, it is obvious that the field flu is a pure gauge under this complex
vector gauge transformation and can be gauged away by using the gauge fixing condition
Au = 0. However, we need to compensate the supersymmetry transformation of A by a
field dependent complex vector gauge transformation. This will only affect the supersymme-
try transformation of 7},,. After doing the above set of exercises, we obtain the linearized
transformation of the fields belonging to the linearized multiplet:

SCIR = _oellg=iik) ZEimej"ekpelqE(maEnpq) ,
6D = —iaﬁx" +h.c.,
S = 24y 4 hec. |
op = —%EiAi + h.c.,

1, 1_
5EZ.7 = gek:‘z]k‘ - §€(le)€ik€jl ’

, , .3 ,
Vi = —&(YpoYu + YuYpo )07 — 287, IN + 5@-7“{9 — (h.c.;traceless) ,
, , , : 1. _
5Su]i = Ei(’Ypa’Yu + ’Y;/Ypa)agwm + 26'%@“” - 2€iauA] - gi’Yqu - ggljgnkgn’}/u:ilk
— (h.c.;traceless) ,

~ 3. p . P . p .
orT uy = 561’7;”/4']5@'9' - 2527#V$A]6ij + 852‘]'52 (8[u¢ljj]>|A $D + 2527uu’7p08p¢0]5ij )

31

i o, ,Pt -— ]
0A, = +_€i(’Yp0’Yu + 3V Yo )07V + ZGJ’YMC Zej’YuaA] +h.c.,

4
: 1 . o R
oYt = —ifyAyeZ(?)‘hW + VIl +iAle — g&?” (v-T7)Me;
SA' = —20pe’ — $';e! — 2™ elle; By
. 4 . 4 8 .
¢ = —§$$Zje] - gy“l’auVl,Zjej + gslkeljaElkej —4D¢"
— 3
0%k = 5 EmnEip 5M5“l(i6;?5£) )
— ijklel . (53)

- 27“”8M5Vl(i5?5z — 2’Ywauvul(i5?5§;)] € + 6@E(ij%)

In the above variations, we observe that the derivative of the gravitino wlﬂ appears in an-
tisymmetric form ~ (%wa,}, in the supersymmetry variation of some of the fields like Vu s
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S,fj, T, and A,. This is important because derivatives of gauge fields should be traded off
for the corresponding curvature (R(Q) in this case) and it can only happen if the derivatives
appear in an anti-symmetric form. But before trading off 0 in terms of R(Q) in the above
variations, we recall that the curvature R(Q) will contain a term proportional to the S-gauge
field qSL at the linearized level. This happens because the gravitino 1/)/2 transforms under
S-supersymmetry which is known to be dg1,' = —v,n" from the superconformal algebra.

i

> 18 given as

Hence, the linearized form of the curvature R(Q)

where qSL is the gauge field corresponding to S-supersymmetry. Using (5.4) one can trade off
the antisymmetric derivative on the gravitino for the curvature R(Q) in the supersymmetry
variation of the above mentioned fields. However, we also need to impose the curvature
constraint on R(Q). The conventional constraint for R(Q) (2.1) involves the standard Weyl
multiplet field x*. However, at this point since we have not yet identified the field x*, which
would be some linear combination of the fields appearing in (5.3), it is difficult to implement
the conventional constraint for the curvature R(Q) from (2.1). We will instead impose the

following unconventional constraint on R(Q)%
which, at the linearized level, gives:
iz % 3 vt
i a;ﬂbu = _57 ¢u . (56)

We can see that, when we try to re-write 8[;”%] in terms of R(Q) and use the above constraint

in the linearized transformation (5.3), bare S-gauge field qSL will pop out as shown below.

. . . .3 .
oV's = 2€;¢;, — 2€577 - @' — 26;PN" + 56]"}'#@% — (h.c.;traceless) ,
) 3t
0A, = — =
n= g 1
_ p : p , P . 3 .
0T, = 4eije R(Q)),, — 2 yuwdN ey — 28,7 - ¢eg; + 562%11@62‘]‘ ,

&, — i1y - ¢ + e’ — iy dN +he.
, , , , : 1 _
05,5 = 26N — 260, N + 27,7y - ¢ — 267,87 — €y’ — gz-:l”s”kEny“:ﬂk
— (h.c.;traceless) . (5.7)

Among the fields that appear above in (5.7), the fields like S,,'; and T s do not couple to any
conserved current and as a result they will not correspond to any gauge fields of the multiplet.

5The conventional and the unconventional constraints are related by a shift in the S-gauge field by a term
proportional to the auxiliary fermion x*. Once we correctly identify the x*, we can go back to the conventional
constraint by making an appropriate shift in the S-gauge field.
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Rather they will be the auxiliary fields. Such fields should not have any bare S-gauge field
in their transformation rules, which should be either be inside a covariant derivative or a
curvature. Hence, terms involving bare S-gauge field that appears in (5.7) for 1, and S“i IR
should be absorbed into the covariant derivative of A*. This can be done, if we let A* to
transform under S-supersymmetry as

SsA' = —2n" . (5.8)
As a consequence, the covariant derivative of A* at the linearized level is as shown below:
DyA' = 0N + ¢, . (5.9)

In terms of the covariant derivative on A?, the supersymmetry variation (5.7) takes the fol-
lowing form

(5VMij = 2EJ¢L — 2€j]DAi + géj’yuCi — (h.c.;traceless) ,
0A, = %E@L + %%’%Cj — i€y PN + hec.
6T, = 4€ijEiR(Q){w — 2€i7W]ﬁAj€ij + gEiVWCjeij ,
(55,]3 = 2E,~’yu$Aj — 2€iDMAj — éi’yMCj — %Eljankén’y“Eilk — (h.c.;traceless) . (5.10)
By looking at the transformation of the R-symmetry gauge fields V,fj and A,, we find that

the standard Weyl multiplet x* can be identified with the following linear combination at the
linearized level” .

X' = —zci + DN (5.11)

By making a supersymmetry transformation on the above, we find that the following linear
combination is identified with the standard-Weyl multiplet field “D” at the linearized level.

D =3D —20%p . (5.12)

Finally, we also redefine the scalar field ¢ as ®

¢ =e? . (5.13)

Having identified the standard-Weyl multiplet field x*, we would prefer going back to the
conventional constraint by making a field redefinition on the S-gauge field: QS/Z — qﬁz — %’yuxi.
In terms of the above redefined fields (5.11-5.13 as well as the redefined S-gauge field), we see
that the linearized components h,, V,fj, Ay, T,

v

D, w,ﬁ, X' decouples from the rest and

"Here, we need to keep in mind that we are working with the unconventional constraint and hence the
variation of V,*; and A, should be compared with the results known in the literature after shifting the S-
gauge field so that we can correctly identify the x field.

8The redefinitions are redundant at the linearized level, but really important at the non-linear level.
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they transform, under Q-supersymmetry, exactly like the linearization of the standard Weyl
multiplet known in the literature in the conventional constraints. The full supersymmetry
transformation of the above fields including the S-supersymmetry transformation follows from
the superconformal algebra (2.2) and is already known. The remaining 24424 components
¢, E;j, Suij, Cijkis A, Eijk transform as given below.

5 = —%EiAZ- +hec.,

5AZ = —QPEi — <$ij€j + 2€ik€jl€jElk> — 2’1’}i s

) .9 ) S Ny
054" = €vax" + géj’ya]DA’ — 26, D, \" — gahankén’yaEljk — (h.c.;traceless) ,

_ 2_ |-
5E¢j = ZE(IXk)aEikQ'l — ge(lw/\k)aEikQ'[ + gek:ijk ,

o) 3 n v n mn m
0Zijk = HEmneip [%5#1(@.5]. &b — 299,85, ;o Sy =7 R(V) ;67 52’)] €™ + 60 Eijer)

)
- ijklfl )
SOkl _ _2€(laEijk) o ZEimeankpelqg(maEnpq) . (5.14)

Here, we have defined P, = ¢~'9,¢ and R(V),,%; = ZO[HV,,}Z-. The above result (5.14) is a
linearization of our final result (3.3). The above linearized transformation gives us the Weyl
and chiral weights of the fields as mentioned in Table-2. Because of the S-susy transformation
of A;, it is clear that A; will have the same chiral and Weyl weight as n; which are —1/2 and
+1/2 respectively. Further, we obtain the weights of E;j, Saij, Ciji and 5, by looking at the
above susy transformation (5.14) and the knowledge of the weights of the Q-susy parameter
¢'. The chiral weight of ¢ has to be zero because it is a real scalar field. The Weyl weight of
¢ is found by acting the commutator [dg,dg] on it.

Thereafter, we apply the algebra (2.2) consistently to obtain the final result (3.3). In
the process, we assume that the S-transformation of Saij, Eij, Cijiy and E;ji is zero. This
is because any S-transformation of the above mentioned fields can be removed by a field
redefinition with a term containing A?. This is possible simply because the S-transformation
of A’ is proportional to the S-susy parameter 7°. For example, suppose the S-transformation
of E;; was:

55Eij = aﬁ(l/\k)eiﬁjk , (5.15)
then we could redefine Ej; as a primary (S-invariant) field

~ o -
Eij = Eij + ZA(lAk)eilejk . (5.16)

“We have partially non-linearized our results (see ¢ and first term of JA?) by working with the field ¢
instead of ¢ which are related by an exponentiation as given in (5.13).
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6 Constraining the dilaton matter multiplet

In this section, we will show how to consistently constrain the new multiplet to obtain a
restricted multiplet with 848 components. This discussion is in line with the one on N=2
chiral multiplet in the literature [21]. The chiral multiplet of N=2 supergravity is a large
multiplet with 16416 components. It is known that a chiral multiplet of Weyl weight w = 1 for
the lowest component can be consistently reduced by imposing a reality constraint on an SU(2)
triplet of field B;; belonging to the chiral multiplet. Analogously, the 244-24 components
dilaton matter multiplet presented in this paper can be reduced to a 848 matter multiplet,
by imposing a reality constraint on the field E;;. However, since E;; has a non trivial chiral
weight ¢ = —1 (as opposed to B;j of chiral multiplet which has ¢ = 0 if w = 1 for the lowest
component), we can only constrain it to a “real” field up to an overall phase factor, which
carries the chiral weight, i.e we can constrain Fj; to take the following form:

Eij=e 2L, (6.1)
where L;; satisfies the reality constraint:

L0 =giklr,, (6.2)
Trivially, under chiral transformation, the phase ¢ transforms as:

duay(A)o =2A . (6.3)

As a consequence of (6.1), F;; and its complex conjugate E,-j = Eikalekl are related by the
constraint:

Rij = Eij - ei"Eij =0. (64)

The above constraint can be taken as the starting point of a procedure to obtain the full set
of constraints by applying supersymmetry. For the supersymmetry transformation of R;;, we
get:

0Rij = €:09;) + ElemkEilEjm — e e (E(k@l) + Emenpsk"&?lp> , (6.5)
with

2 1 2 = 1 & 2
©; =2x; — §E)A’ + E’V.T+Al€jl + gAlEjl + §$ jAk — gPA]

1, . % -
+ EA ’YaAm’Y Aj - gClEjl )
plmk _ %Elmk — AUEmR) _ e gmk) (6.6)

Here, we have defined (; as the supersymmetry variation of the phase o :

b0 =CF +he. . (6.7)
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Since R;; = 0 is a supersymmetric invariant constraint, we need to set its supersymmetry
variation to zero, i.e. ©; = 0 = Tyj;, to get the other set of constraints. From the first
identity we derive the relation between ¢* and the components of the dilaton matter multiplet.

Specifically:
ik = A¥ + 3E7 2, E7F | (6.8)
with
aj =2y — ngAj + 1—127.T+Alajl + é$ijk — gPA]’ + 1—121_Xm’yaAmfy“Aj :
E?>=EYE; . (6.9)

The constraint Y% = 0, together with (6.8), gives an expression for =4k completely deter-
mined in terms of the lower weight fields:

gk — 9E 2oy BV ER) 4 6AUEIR) (6.10)
At this point, one can check that dg=;;; = 0 by using the S-transformation of «;:

8 _
(55’04]' = gEjkT]k .

Also from (6.8), one finds that 65¢* = —2in’, and hence the [0, ds] commutator acts on o as:
[65(n), ¢ (e)] 0 = —2iern" + 2i . . (6.11)

This is consistent with the U(1) transformation of o given in (6.3).

Now, since Z;j;, is completely determined in terms of the lower weight fields, the number
of independent fermionic components of the multiplet is reduced to 8 (A;).

We obtain further constraints on the bosonic fields by setting the supersymmetry variation
of T;; to zero. For simplicity, we present only the bosonic terms:

6Yijk = Aijie’ + Biijerne + Dirivave’ + Fujermave’ + Gujery + Fijmeme™ . (6.12)

with

1 _ _ ~ _ - _

Aijr = 3 [—Cijr — 18E*DE(;;Eyyy — 12E72Dy P E;;Eyyy — 6E~ 2Dy S i Eji By,

_ 3 _ _
— 12E7 2P S" BBy — 5E—anm.Ls*”"bnE(,-jEkl) — 12E7°P, P E;;Ey)
+6E(ijEkl)] + fermions ,
Bij = L72L;L1G* + fermions
Fabij = Habij - £_2,Cij£kl%abkl + fermions s

4
Dy = §£_2H“bm(iﬁjk£l)nem" + fermions ,
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7

4
S = gﬁ—QGz(.ﬁjkﬁl)memn + fermions ,
Gy = 3e10/2 (D“ﬁij — (ﬁ_lDaﬁ) Lij — Sak(iﬁj)k) + fermions . (6.13)
In the above expressions, we have defined!?:
3 g g
U= —|D,S" 4+ 2P, 5| |
g4 = 2 (D5 + 27,5
3 1 |
Havij = =5 |:D[aSb]ij + 5 %am@Sh"™ ) + §R(V)abij:| : (6.14)

By setting (6.12) to zero, we obtain the following set of constraints:

Aiji =0,
G =0,
Habij = E_zﬁijﬁmn/Habmn 5
G =0, (6.15)

The first constraint fixes Cjji; in terms of the lower weight field. The third constraint in
(6.15) is not an independent one, since it is equivalent to ﬁlmsij[bGa] i = 0. Hence, we are
left with a scalar (1) and a vector-tensor (12) constraints, which read explicitly:

(DaS™ +2P,8") L;; =0,
(DLij = (£71D7C) L35 — S L) = 0. (6.16)
At this point, it is trivial to check that the second constraint above encompasses only 12-4=8
independent components, since a contraction with £ gives zero identically. Together, (6.16)
constitute a set of 9 independent constraints on S,’;. Hence, Saij has only 3 independent

components. Furthermore, the second identity in (6.16) can be solved for Saij in terms of a
4-vector H,. To see this, consider the set of equalities:

Sak(lﬁj)k = Sakiﬁjk - Sak[zﬁj}k
= Sa"i Lk — %Sakmﬁmkeij

1
= Sakiﬁjk — §¢_2£Ha5ij s (6.17)
where, we defined S,"*L,.. = ¢ 2LH,. The pre-factor ¢~2L is chosen conveniently so
that H, has Weyl weight +3 and it satisfies a simple Bianchi identity as we will see below.
Substituting (6.17) into the second identity in (6.16) and contracting with £, we can solve
explicitly for S’ T

Saij - £_2 [ﬁZmDaﬁjm - ﬁijaﬁlm] + ¢_2£_1Ha£ik5kj . (618)

9The indices of Saij and R(V)abij are raised /lowered by using the rule 4;; = EikAkj and AY = A%pehd.
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Plugging this solution in the first identity in (6.16), we obtain a Bianchi identity on H,, i.e.:
D,/H*=0. (6.19)

Thus, H, can be interpreted as the dual of a 3-form field strength corresponding to a 2-form
gauge field, up to possible fermionic terms.

To sum up, we have seen that, Saij has 3 independent components which can be traded
off for the dual of a three form field strength H, satisfying a Bianchi identity. Together with
the real scalar field ¢ (1), the phase o (1) and L;; (3), they make up the total 8 bosonic
components expected for a minimal matter multiplet of N=2 supergravity.

7 The embedding of the tensor multiplet in the dilaton matter multiplet

In this section we want to show the precise embedding of the N=2 tensor multiplet in the
dilaton matter multiplet, which satisfies the constraint discussed in the previous section.
This will show the equivalence between the tensor multiplet and the restricted dilaton matter
multiplet. For completeness we write the full supersymmetry transformation of the tensor
multiplet in a conformal supergravity background [19, 22]:
(5Lij = 26@(,0]-) + QEikEle(k(pl) ,
5" = DLYe; + Heej — Ge' + 2L,
. 1. .
0G = —QEinDZ — GEZ'X]'L” + Zz—:” €Y+ T+<,0j + Qﬁigol ,
0B, = i€yu@ie;; + 2L’ ey, + hee . (7.1)

Here we have defined H, as the dual of the 3-form field strength H .. as shown below:

Ha = %EabcdeCd ) (72)
where H,,, is the super-covariant field strength associated with tensor gauge field £, given
as:

3i - . - 3i - 3 SR
H/J,l/p = 38[MEup} - E¢[u27up]90]€ij + Ew[m%p]%‘w - ELijejkw[szuwp]k : (73)

Now, it is possible to verify that the following combinations of the tensor multiplet fields,
¢t =L7,
A= -2L"2L"¢;,
Eij =L 'LijL*@pp — L7GLy;

, ) , o Ny 1
Sa'y = 2L Ho L6 + AL L* Ljm@ ™ Yot — L °@ Yatpj — 5

2L‘25§-¢m%sﬁm :

+ L2 (LikDaij _ ijDaLik) ,
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Eijk = —24L L™ @raon L Ly’ + 6L @0 Ljry et — 6L L™ DLy Ljgyom
+ 6L L™ W pn LijEhym + 120 * G L Ly’ + 6L 2P L,y
+18L L Liyx' — %L—% T Lijen
Cijit = 6L "GGL;;Ly;y — 18L > DL;;Lyyy + 6L~ H*H,L(;; Ly
— 1207 "H* Dy L™"€ ;L j Ly, — 6L~ * L™ Dy Ly D* L3 Ligy — 6L~ 2D D* L5 Ly
+ 12L7 L™ Dy Ly ;L D* Lyyy, + 3L Dy Ly D* L™ L3 Lygy — 9L >X™ 0" L3k {m/Eyn
— 36L"X"¢" L3; Lijm| Liyn + 6L G Linn®@" 0" L(ij Ly + 6L~ G i0; Ly
— 18L7GL™ @ppnL(ijLiyy — 6L G 0" Lsj€kimEnn — 24L™ °G@™ 0" L(ij LijmiLiyn
+36L 700y pn L*" Do L Lj Ly — 36 L7 0@™ v 0n L™ Ho Lij Ly €1)s
— 6Ly 0 LjxDaLyym + 6L~ @™y 0 LjrerymHa — 6L~ @™y 0mDaLij Ly

—4rs m 3__ —-m —n
— 1207 L o D™ L i€yt Eym — §L 46y - T7¢" Ly Ljkeryn

_ _ 27 o _ _ _ _
+ 18L T L™ Xmpn Lij Ly — 7L XLty — 6L 8L Gpnpon L@@ Lij Ly

+ 12079 0" G onLij Lty + 12L7° Ly @ ¢" @0 Lty — 60L @™ 0" @rup(i Ljn Ly,
— 8L L @op1 @™ 0" L (i L Ly, + 144178 L' @501 @™ 0" L35 L) Ly, (7.4)
transform as the components of the dilaton matter multiplet (3.3). One can check that the
above combinations satisfy the constraints presented in the previous section. The relation

between the tensor multiplet and the independent components of the restricted dilaton matter
multiplet can be obtained from the identification (7.4) and are given as:

¢4 _ L2
N=-2L72L"p;

e—ia/2 _ é_ 12
Z )

Lij=1|Z|Lij
Hq ~ H, ,  Up to fermion bilinears . (7.5)
Here Z is defined as the following combination of tensor multiplet fields:
Z=L"Mgpe — L72G . (7.6)
Thus, we see that the off-shell N=2 tensor multiplet is equivalent to the restricted version of

the dilaton matter multiplet presented in this paper!!.

8 Conclusions and future directions

Superconformal couplings of the matter multiplets and the gauge multiplet are crucial in
our understanding of the structure of supergravity that can arise from them. Apart from

'We thank Daniel Butter for pointing out this possibility.
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the structure of the higher derivative terms that one can obtain, they also tell us about the
geometric structure of the matter couplings. For example, it is well-known that the scalar
manifold corresponding to vector multiplet coupled to N=2 conformal supergravity in four
dimensions, upon gauge fixing and eliminating the auxiliary fields, corresponds to a special
Kahler manifold (see [23-25] and [12] for a review). Similar geometric structure exists for
other matter couplings in four dimensional as well as five dimensional supergravity. Hence,
the discovery of new matter multiplets opens up the possibilities of gaining new insights
into supergravity structures arising from them. In this paper, we have presented one such
multiplet, the dilaton matter multiplet, which contains 24+24 off-shell degrees of freedom.
We have also shown that this multiplet can be consistently restricted to 8+8 components,
which can be identified with the components of a tensor multiplet. One possible future
direction is the construction of a density formula in terms of this new multiplet. By using
the composite expressions (7.4) in terms of the tensor multiplet fields, one would then obtain
the coupling of tensor multiplet to conformal supergravity. This would perhaps be different
from the coupling of the improved tensor multiplet to conformal supergravity obtained in [22]
which was based on the chiral density formula. We leave this study for a future work. It
would also be interesting to see if results analogous to the ones presented in section 7 can be
obtained for vector and Weyl multiplets, and the possibility of new formulations of conformal
and Poincaré supergravity.

A complete knowledge of the structure of supergravity arising from various matter and
gauge couplings, in an off-shell formulation, is crucial to our understanding of black holes,
in particular the effective quantum corrections to their entropy. In fact, using the standard
Weyl multiplet and other matter multiplets known so far, several higher derivative invariants
have been constructed in four spacetime dimensions [26-29] and their effect on black hole
entropy have been studied [28, 30-32]. It has also been shown that the above results are able
to correctly reproduce the microscopic entropy of BPS black holes [28, 30, 32] as well as some
class of non BPS black holes [31]. However, the result presented in this paper practically
allows for the existence of new, unknown couplings in supergravity, and their connection to
higher dimensional theories and string theory in general. As an inevitable consequence, the
need will arise to revisit and put under scrutiny every result mentioned above (and more),
based on the analysis of invariant couplings of supergravity.
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