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is inspired by the dual superconformal symmetry of massless 4D N = 4 SYM. We formulate
constraints in 6D spinor helicity formalism and find all generators of the 6D dual supercon-
formal algebra. Next we check that they agree with the dual superconformal generators of
known 3D and 4D theories. We show that it is possible to significantly simplify the form of
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KEYWORDS: Scattering Amplitudes; Supersymmetric Gauge Theory; Extended Supersym-
metry;


mailto:bering@mail.muni.cz
mailto:michpa@mail.muni.cz

Contents

1 Introduction 1
2 Spinor helicity formalism in 6D 2
3 Dual superconformal symmetry of massless D =4 N =4 SYM 4
4 Construction of the 6D dual superconformal algebra 5
4.1 Bosonic generators 6
4.2 Fermionic generators and new le J variables 7
5 Superization 9
6 Dimensional reduction 11
6.1 4D massless N' =4 SYM 11
6.2 3D N = 6 super Chern-Simons theory (ABJM theory) 14
7 6D analogue of 4D central charge? 15
8 Conclusion and discussion 16
A Conventions 17
A1 3D 18
A2 4D 18
A3 6D 18
B Dirac Derivative 19

1 Introduction

Scattering amplitudes are one of the most important and most interesting outputs of quantum
field theories. The standard procedure how to calculate scattering amplitudes is via Feynman
diagrams, which is a perturbative approach. However, the complexity of calculations rapidly
grows with the number of external legs and with the number of loops. Despite the complexity
of calculations a huge number of intermediate terms often cancel and the final scattering
amplitude can be extremely simple, e.g. tree-level gluon amplitudes, cf. Parke & Taylor [1].
This might suggest some deeper structure.

There has been great progress in exploring scattering amplitudes in recent years, see for
example [2], [3], [4] and many more. One of the most interesting theories is the massless



D =4 N =4 SYM, where the underlying structure is the Yangian symmetry. In detail this
theory is conformally invariant not only in the bosonic sector but it enjoys full superconformal
symmetry. Apart from the superconformal symmetry there is also a hidden symmetry called
dual superconformal symmetry [5]. Taking commutators of generators of these algebras give
rise to infinitely many new generators forming a Yangian algebra and therefore it leads to
Yangian symmetry of N' =4 SYM [6].

It is an interesting question how much of this symmetry survives for massive amplitudes
i.e. scattering amplitudes on the Coulomb branch. Although this theory is no longer con-
formally invariant it turns out to be still dual conformally invariant [7]. The questions of
potential dual superconformal invariance and Yangian-like invariance are still open which
motivates us to construct the 6D dual superconformal algebra. Apart from 4D massive am-
plitudes, the implications of the 6D dual superconformal algebra for scattering amplitudes
might be interesting on its own. For example the 6D dual conformal symmetry fixes the
1-loop 4-point integrand [8].

In this paper we want to build a general framework for the dual superconformal algebra in
various dimensions which can be immediately applied to massive scattering amplitudes in 4D
via dimensional reduction. The paper is organized as follows: 1. We establish the necessary
spinor helicity formalism in 6D. 2. We briefly review the dual superconformal symmetry
of massless D = 4 N' = 4 SYM. 3. We construct the dual superconformal algebra in 6D
in analogy with the 4D case. 4. A significant simplification of calculations is achieved by
introducing superindices, and as a result, expressions for all generators become very compact.
5. Applying dimensional reduction to D = 4 and D = 3 we show that our results reduce to
known generators of dual superconformal algebra (DSCA) in appropriate dimensions. 6. We
briefly discuss how an analogue of the 4D central charge sits in our formalism.

2 Spinor helicity formalism in 6D

Spinor helicity formalism turns out to be a very powerful tool for describing scattering ampli-
tudes effectively [9]. The main advantage of using spinor helicity formalism is to use spinor
variables adopted for massless particles. Therefore we do not have to impose extra constraints
(e.g. on polarization vectors) and as a consequence scattering amplitudes take a much simpler
form. It can be done by solving the equation for massless particles

PP =0. (2.1)

Let us first discuss the Lorentz group in 6D which is SO™(1,5) and the corresponding spin
group which is Spin(1,5). It is more convenient to use the complexification of Spin(1,5) which
is Spin(6,C) = SU(4)c = SL(4,C) because the antisymmetric representation of SU(4)c¢ is
six-dimensional. In other words vectors are antisymmetric in spinor indices.

This can be viewed in the following way. First let’s replace the 6D spacetime index p
with spinor indices AB (with the help of the 6D Pauli matrices)

AB _
=y, = pB Diu —  DiAB = (E“)AB Dip (2.2)



where pap and pAP are antisymmetric in A and B, cf. Table 1. We can then write the null

momentum

PP =MD Bias = Miaakls | (2.3)
using spinors A% or Nida, where Aisa S U (4) spinor index and a and a are little group indices
corresponding to the little group SO(4) = SU(2) x SU(2). Representations of momentum
pAB and pap are not independent, but are related via the SU(4) metric (= the totally
antisymmetric Levi-Civita symbol with four indices)

1 . 1 VR
pt =5 Phiop = AN = 5P Nicakp (24)

We can think about spinors also as solutions to the massless Dirac equations
papA\=0,  p*Phsu=0. (2.5)

The momentum pA® has rank two for massless particles (det pA% = (p?)? = 0) and therefore
we have two independent solutions to each of Dirac equations papA® = 0 and pAB Aa =0
labeled by the little group indices. Sometimes it is useful to have an explicit expression of
spinors in terms of momenta which can be achieved via solving Dirac equations (2.5). One

possible representation is [7]

0 VPo + p3 0 VPo — P3

—p5+1ipa pitip2 pP5+ipa —pi+ip2

Aa _ VPo+p3 VPo+ps3 N, VPo—p3 vVPo—p3
AT = —Dp1+ip2  —DP5—1p4 ’ Aa = p1+ip2 DP5—1p4 : (2'6)

VPo+p3 v/Po+p3 vV/Po—D3 V/Po—D3

VPo + D3 0 VPo — D3 0

For more details, see for example [10]. For spinor helicity formalism in 4D, see for example

[9].
Let’s end this section with a table of letters and symbols that we will use in the text for
different types of indices

Table 1. Index conventions

Index 6D 4D 3D

Lorentz v v W,V

Spinor A,B,C,D,E,F,G,H | o,é,8,8,7.% | a,B,~
8,0,€,¢

Little group | a,a,b,b,c, ¢ - -

Particle 1,7,k 1,7,k 1,7,k

Grassmann | I,J. K, L, M, N I,JK,.LL M |I,J, K,L,M



3 Dual superconformal symmetry of massless D =4 N =4 SYM

Scattering amplitudes of N'= 4 SYM take a very simple form. An example of such superam-
plitudes is the well known tree-level M HV scattering amplitude

54 Qac 68 Io
AMHV _ (p°%) 6° (¢"*) . (3.1)
(12)...(nl)
Before reviewing the dual superconformal algebra it is useful to recall that tree-level scattering
amplitudes enjoy superconformal symmetry generated by the following set of generators'

94D = {pad7 ma,Bv mdﬁ? d7 kaéw qlaa q(lxa STas g{w TIJv C} ) (32)

which form a psu(2,2|4) algebra. The explicit form of superconformal generators can be
found for example in [6].

Moreover scattering amplitudes enjoy a hidden dual superconformal symmetry. This
symmetry was discovered for the first time in [5] and puts a nontrivial constraints on scattering
amplitudes. It is convenient to express generators of the dual superconformal symmetry
(DSCS) with help of the dual coordinates = and @ satisfying the following constraints?

20— a8 — NN 0, ol -0l — im0, (3.3)

7

i.e. eqs. (3.3) define a subspace in the so-called full space {A\*, A&, nl, 20% 61}, The on-shell
space is spanned by coordinates {\%, )\O‘, nf} and the dual space is spanned by {\&, 284, 91
[5]. All generators of any algebra defined on the full space must (super)commute with (3.3)

in order to preserve this subspace. The generators of the dual superconformal algebra can be
found to be [6]:
G4D — {Pocd) Maﬁa Mcxﬂ’ D Kaaa QICH Qév Sé?u 5[@7 RIJa C} . (34)

The most interesting are non-local generators

=Y {0 Oire + 277 2]0, 5 + 20N i + TN De + MOS0y, (3.5)

i
Z{ 07°01° 0,15 + 2270150, 55 + 01PN 015 + 257 ! 10, +nl0N0in} . (3.6)
(For conventions see appendix A.) We can solve the constraints (3.3) by

aya Ia T Iyo
& = gd Z)\]AJ, 0] = 0] Z A (3.7)

!Generators of the superconformal algebra are labeled by small letters and generators of dual algebra are
labeled by capital letters.

2 The symbol ~ means weakly equal, i.e. the left and right hand sides of this symbol are equal up to
constraints.



plug back into the all generators in (3.4) and compare with superconformal generators (3.2).
For more details of this procedure, see ref. [6]. It turns out that most of the dual supercon-
formal generators G4p coincide with some of the superconformal generators g4p. However
(3.5) and (3.6) produce new non-local expressions of so-called level 1 generators. (We say
that generators of superconformal algebra g4p are level 0 generators.)

Following the standard notation let’s denote J(©) as generators of the standard supercon-
formal algebra and J() as generators of the dual superconformal algebra. It is possible to
show that they satisfy [6], [12]3

a

[Jw),JgO)} = fuc O, [J,g”,J;O)} = fapt D) . (3.8)

Moreover these generators satisfy Serre relations [11]. For review see ref. [12]. It is also
possible to write generators J() as a bi-local expression of J(©

g =gt N P (3.9)
1<i<j<n
The fact that the generators of the superconformal and the dual superconformal algebra
satisfy (3.8) together with Serre relations give rise to an infinite tower of generators that span
the so-called Yangian algebra.

4 Construction of the 6D dual superconformal algebra

In analogy with 4D we start with the constraints. The constraints (3.3) can be viewed
as a solution to the constraints imposed by momentum and supermomentum conservation
encoded in products of delta functions §(p)d(q). Momentum conservation in the dual language
is simply the identification 1 = x,41 (analogously ¢; = 6,,11) which can be achieved by
replacing the product of momentum and supermomentum delta functions by the product
d(z1 — p41)0(01 — Ony1). Therefore we call the scattering amplitude on the dual space the
following distribution

A=0(x1 — 2pt1) 6 (01 — Ont1) fr (i, O, A) (4.1)
where 2;; = 2;—x;, 0;; = 0;—0;, and X represent spinor dependence. We can straightforwardly
see that the scattering amplitudes are annihilated by following generators®

n+1 n+1

0 0

because the amplitude (4.1) depends only on the differences of x; or 6;.
The discussion was independent of the spacetime dimension so far. Let’s now specify

3The symbol symbol [-,-] means supercommutator [A, B] := AB — (—=1)/4IIBIBA. The Grassmann parity
|A] is 0 if A is bosonic and 1 if A is fermionic.

4Sums in generators goes from 1 to n+1 because we can treat ¢ and z, 11 as independent. The identification
Z1 = Tn41 is imposed by (21 — Zn+1) in an amplitude.



the dimension of the spacetime to be D = 6. Before constructing the algebra we will discuss
the chirality. 6D vectors have two representations p{‘B and p;ap. Each representation of
momenta can be expressed in terms of spinors )\iA“ and \j4q. We have two little group indices
a and a that precisely match the little group SO(4) = SU(2) x SU(2) and therefore we have
both chiralities. From lower-dimensional perspective all kinematical data are already present
in )\f‘a (see chapter 6). Moreover the usage of the )\{m only allows us to construct the chiral
superconformal algebra like N' = (2,0) whose dimensional reduction to 4D leads to psu(2,2|4)
[13]. Therefore we use the spinors A\* only.
We construct dual superconformal algebra based on three guiding principles:

e The generators must commute with constraints

EF _ _EF _ _EF _ \Ea\F . KF _ pKF _ gKF _  Ka\F
Cr7 =" —wfy — NN =0, C3" =077 =01 —m “Aig = 0. (4.3)

e The generators form a superconformal algebra.

e Ansatz for dual generators (in analogy with 4D and discussion above) is

n+1 9 n+1 9
Pap=) >om Q=) oo (4.4)
=1 ? =1 ?

4.1 Bosonic generators

Let’s start with the dilaton which measures dimension of momentum operator according to
[D, PAB] = PAB_ Therefore we can start with the ansatz®

D=— inAB&;AB + t.b.m. . (4.5)
i
Requiring D to commute with the constraints C; and Cs leads to

D=->" {x;“BaiAB - EA;“G@AG + %e{ Aaim} : (4.6)
i
We can deduce the form of the Lorentz generators from it to be
MAg=>" {xfcam + %A;“aaiBa + ;e{f‘aﬂB} + t.b.m. . (4.7)
i
The dilaton helps us to make the Lorentz generators traceless simply by adding %D

1 1 1

i

5The word ”t.b.m.” is meant as a warning to the reader that the formula needs to be modified for various
reasons explained in the text. t.b.m. = to be modified.



We have the following algebra

1 1
(D, Pag)=Pap . [D.M"p] =0, [Pap,MPr] = 50(Prp — {05Pap . (4.9)

1 1
(Mg, MPp| = 55§MAF — iéﬁMEB :

We can now continue with the special conformal generator. It is possible to start with rules
for conformal inversion given for example in [7]. Here we will instead use an ansatz inspired

by 3D [14] and 4D [5]

KAD — _Zx[ABjSCD]ﬁiBC + t.b.m. . (410)

)
7

Requiring commutation of (4.10) with constraints (4.3) leads to
1
KAP = Z {ngEGZMD}aiME — xz[ABxiCD]ach + B (xEAE + xﬁ?) )\iD]aaiEa
: . (4.11)
A
+ 5/\E ¢ (HZMD] +0ﬁ?l> 6iMa} + t.bam. .

This completes the bosonic generators and we can start with fermionic generators.

4.2 Fermionic generators and new yZI 7 variables

We want to deal with the algebra involving supersymmetry whose crucial commutation rela-

tion is®

(Q14,Q%) = 67 Ppa . (4.12)

Every Grassmann index I, J, .... runs from 0 to A/, where N is the number of supersymmetries
which we keep general. Looking at equation (4.12) it is clear that Qé must be of the form

Qh=> 0/°pc + tbm.. (4.13)

i

According to (4.4) Q ~ dr4 and therefore Q must contain 6 contracted with an object with
two spinor indices down. Requiring (4.13) to commute with Cy from (4.3) leads to

Qb= {9210@'30 + ;ﬁ{]aauaa} + t.bam. . (4.14)

7

5We decided to have a formulation as similar to 4D as possible. It is possible to find another, more compact,
formulation (for example in [15]) of supercharges where we can use antisymmetric metric Q75 of USp(4) to
lower the Grassmann index on Q7. Let’s define Qra = sQra + %Qi where s is a free parameter. It is easy
then to see that we have [Qra, Q5] = Q77 Pap. Similarly we can define Si* = S7* + Qr;S74.



We can compare the structure of (4.14) with the 4D form of the corresponding generator for
example in ref. [6] and it agrees. However (4.14) does not commute with constraint Cy in
(4.3), which can be straightforwardly seen from

[Q%, C3F] o< spn™nls . (4.15)

This spoils the construction of Q because we cannot cancel this term by any combination of
full-space coordinates. This problem is known and appeared also in the construction of the
dual superconformal symmetry in 3D for example in [14]. The solution is to introduce new
coordinates y/”/ related with n/® via

Cf =yt —yly — i ~ 0 (4.16)
and with a bit of work, we find that
oL JC L Ja L Kk
Qp = Z 07" dipc + o'l JiBa — S Yi OikB ¢ - (4.17)

%

It is easy now to verify that the commutators of Q with all three constraints vanish modulo
constraints. We add a new constraint so we must check and potentially modify all generators,
for example K must be modified to the form

=2 {mgAEgiwD]aiME — 2 P2 P00 + % (xEAE + ﬂfﬁﬂ A9
i (4.18)

1| [4a (,MD MD M[A,ND
+ §>‘£’ ¢ (‘91' } + 041 ]> Ointa + 0; [ 0, ]3z'MN} .
We can now use the commutator of Q resp. Q with K to obtain S resp. S. Explicitly

SA = {2 0in + A\ 0ira — 26/"0i1s} | (4.19)

S = Z {0/80N 20 — 2018282010 — 207y N Oy + 2Pyl N Oins
;

1 1
— 577{“ (CL‘?B + wﬁBl) 0iBa + 5?7](1 (GZNA + Hﬁ?) OiNa (4.20)

1 1
4 LN (I I Byt I (61 4 018 aiBa} |

So far we found several generators of the dual superconformal algebra, namely Pag, Mg,
D, KA Qra, Qj, SA; and STA4. Despite new terms containing y the structure of most of
them is as same as in D = 4 N = 4 SYM. However the structure of K48 and 5’4 is different.
This will be explained in section 6.



5 Superization

It is possible to significantly simplify relatively long expressions for all the dual superconformal
generators but mainly the K generator (4.18) and the S generator (4.20). This simplification
can be achieved with help of superindices A = (A, I) where the first entry corresponds to
the spinor index and the second entry corresponds to the Grassmann index. For instance
imagine an object with two external indices which is composed out of the sum of terms with
the structure of a product of two variables and one derivative (all internal indices contracted).
If external indices are chosen to be spinor indices we obtain similar expression to the (4.18).

Motivated by the method described in the previous paragraph we can introduce new

o [N
AL = (n”) . (5.1)

It is easy then to rewrite all constraints CFF| CIF and CKE from (4.3) and (4.16) into the
form

variables

X8 — xAR — AAR ~0. (5.2)
Then X{AB is of the form
AB pAJ
x? 0+
XiAB — (0113 yZU> . (5.3)
A A

It is now easy to see the symmetry of XZ-AB to be’
B B|+1 v B
X8 = (—1)MlIBI+1 xBA (5.4)

Therefore we propose the following form of generators in superized form

Pas=3 — (55)

— )XAB
0 1 0
A AC Aa
M B—zi:{Xi (9XFC +§A GA?G} ) (5'6)
0 1 0
_ AB L\ Aa
D=-3 {X’ ox A8 Tt aA;‘a} ! (5.7)

)

"This implies antisymmetry of 874 in I and A, which superficially may seem strange because of different
types of indices. However we can understand this from constraint /4 — fol ~ nfe 2 where the antisymmetry
comes from €4 in little group contraction. If we replace I and A we have to also change the order of n and A
and raise and lower little group index which costs a sign.



0

AB __ B|(|C|+|D AC DB
K™ = E {as(—1)| (ICHDD x AC X7 550D
i ¢ 5.8
0 (5:8)

- Bs(—1) I (XA 1 XA pBe 0

} + (—)HAIBH (4 & B) |

where ag and fg are two new free constants for now. They are determined by requiring
commutation of (5.8) with (5.2). It is easy to see that (5.5), (5.6) and (5.7) commute with
(5.2). The remaining commutation of K with constraint imposes the constraint on coefficients

ag —2B8s=0. (5.9)

All generators now commute with the constraint (modulo this constraint). Once we know
the form of generators it is straightforward to find the algebra they satisfy. Only non-vanishing

commutators are

D, Pap] =Pag , [Pep, MAg] = 62 Ppp + (—1)PICH 55P 4 (5.10)

[]K’AB,ID] — ]K.AB , [M.AB,]KE']:] — 5(53]KA.7:+ (_1)|5||f|+16g]KA5 7 (511)
1

[IMAB,IMg}—] = 55%1&/[“4}- + (_1)(|A|+|3|)(|5\+|}—|)+15éM53 7 (5.12)

(K45, Per] =as [(—1) EIFTHGAME - + (—1)FI7141 (£ & F)]

(5.13)
+ (—)HAIBH (A & B) .

The only nontrivial calculation is commutator [IK, K] = 0. When calculating this commutator
in non-superized form we have to use the Schouten identity twice. Similar argument must be
used in calculating the superized version also, however it is necessary to use superized version
of Schouten identity

Z (—1)MAICIAAaAB NSO — ¢ | (5.14)
A,B,C cycl.

It is easy to see that it holds simply by writing out all terms explicitly.

Extracting all possible combination of indices leads to all possible generators. There is
however one subtlety. The superized version of the dilaton is not what is conventionally called
the dilaton in 6D. To distinguish we call it the dilatation generator. An explicit formula for
D is

o 1.4 0
— AB Aa
]D_Z{Xi oxA8 Tt aA;‘a}

(2
1 1
=-> {x?BaiAB + 0/ 4014 + ] 01 + 5)\24“@',4@ + anaaua} :
[

(5.15)

,10,



It is clear that (5.15) contains what is usually called the dilaton in 6D. Therefore we can
rewrite it as

D=D- Z {nlaalla 'AaiIA + 2inJ8i[J} . (5.16)

The remaining expression can be associated with the so-called hypercharge B. Similar for-
mulas for the hypercharge can be found for example in [7] or in [5]. The sum of dilaton and
hypercharge was also mentioned in [16].

6 Dimensional reduction

Once we have found the generators of the dual superconformal algebra it is now straightfor-
ward to compare with known examples. Such examples are massless N' = 4 SYM theory in
4D and massless NV = 6 ABJM theory in 3D. For this reason we want to perform dimensional
reduction of the generators. To obtain 4D massless theories we choose ps = ps = 0. Plugging
into (2.6) we find how 4D spinors (vectors) sit inside 6D spinors (vectors):

)\;4 == (5\0' 0 ) ) p?B = (pa gza) . (61)
1 i8

Similarly we can relate 6D and 3D spinors where the convention is to choose ps = ps = p2 = 0.

So we find
ya — [ 0 A pAB = 0 —ply (6.2)
! A¢ 0 ’ ! pig 0 ' '

To dimensionally reduce all generators we have to specify the form of n/® also. However this
is different for N'=4 SYM and NV = 6 ABJM for starters because they have different number

of supersymmetries.

6.1 4D massless N =4 SYM

To dimensionally reduce to 4D we use (6.1). What is left is the form of n/%. The super-

symmetry of N' = 4 SYM can be parametrized by (apart from the bosonic variables) the

Grassmann-odd variables 7/ where the index I runs from 1 to 4. According to [6] the helicity
generator for N' =4 SYM takes the form

1 0 1+y O 1,0

hi=—=A— 4+ A\'——+ =] — . 6.3

’ 218)\0‘+2’a>\a+2 af (63)

In other words the 4D variables scale like A — tA, A — ¢~1) and n — t~'n under little

group scaling. We can see that n and ) scales in the same way and therefore we propose 6D

— 11 —



niI“ to be of the form®

1 0

I n? 0

nt = 712'3 ol - (6.4)
7 0

The first non-trivial check is 6D supertranslation generator ¢4
g4 =nplaad = (n{)\ia O) (6.5)

which indeed reduces to the known form of the 4D generator. A much more interesting
question is the presence of the yi” variables which are related to the n{“nija little group
contraction via (4.16). Plugging the (6.4) into C3 we find that this contraction is 0 and
therefore all y;’s are identified. At this point we can get rid of all terms containing y!”/. A

good example is the generator Q:

~ 1 1
Qb= {921051‘30 t3 7 0ipa — 2yi]K3iKB} ; (6.6)
i
where identifying all v;’s leaves the last term to be”
~J L ik L K
Qe — ... — QUi ZaiKB: SR 1 QKB (6.7)
i
where ellipsis ”...” denote the untouched terms in (6.6). The last term in (6.7) annihilates

the scattering amplitudes. Therefore we restrict (in this subsection) the space of objects, that
our generators act on, to the scattering amplitudes (i.e. the generators annihilate them). As
a result we can ignore the last term. Eq. (6.6) effectively remains the form of the Q) generator

Q]‘é — Z {9;1062'30 + ;ngjac‘)iga} (6.8)
1
whose dimensional reduction gives the right form of 4D generator.

The remaining dependence of generators on y;’s is through derivatives. In appendix B
we show that terms involving derivatives with respect to the y;’s can be neglected because on
the subspace of N' =4 SYM all the y;-derivatives vanish. This can be demonstrated on the
S generator

sS4 = Z {22B0ip + N0i10 — 20/ %015} — Z {2801 + N'"0;1a} . (6.9)

8This is only one representant of the class of equivalent n’s related via little group transformation.
9We choose y1 to be the ’surviving’ variable. However, since all y;’s are identified, i can be arbitrary (from
1 to n).

- 12 —



where the first two terms agree with the known form of the psu(2,2[4) generators and the
last term vanishes because all the y;-derivatives vanish.
We can now dimensionally reduce the K generator:
AE ,MD AB . 1 aE\D AE
KAP — Z {x£ Qi ]&ME — J?E :cCD]’@-Bc + §x£ A Ja 82 Ea T x[ )\ Dla @Ea

7 9 i+1
7

b
+5 L \AeghDlg A[Aaeﬁ?]amﬁay[ eNDla,MN} —>< 0 —-K a) ,
where

(16202

1 1 ;
a = { 6691 Oire + ! 1:768276 + = 5 (l’z + 1:14_1) )\ 815 + = 5 (.731 + m’i+1)66 XiaOic
(6.10)
4

5\? (0; +9z+1) au} .

DN | =

This is not of the form that we would expect. To get the correct expression we need to get rid
of half of the terms in last three parentheses. This can be achieved by adding an expression

Z {_l‘faj\?aié - xze'j_l)\iaaie + 01'].5_1015\?6[ + 3554_1015\?81'& + CUZE‘(S)\iaaie - azla;\fazl} ~

i

~ Z {Aiaj\f <_5\§aié + Aj0ie — 771‘132‘1)} = Z {2]9?&01' - 217?@} = - Z 2p§aCl

We are adding only terms that annihilate the scattering amplitudes of N/ = 4 SYM. The cen-
tral charge density commutes with all generators of the algebra and annihilates the amplitudes
by itself. Next we add momentum, which is an obvious symmetry of scattering amplitudes.
It is easy to see that commutators involving K almost does not change (by K we mean the
expression (6.10)) and it leads to change of S:

o K&+ (ce)-pt, KP 0+ (ce) - pfﬁ] (K& Kﬁ]

)

o [Kg +(ce) pwPﬁ] [K{"mPﬁ]

o [KZ + (ce) p,Qirg) = [KL, Qirgl

o [KG,+ (co) ol QL) = K, QL] — (ce) - 38dl,

Where (c.e.) means a central element (such as numbers, central charges, ...).
Next is the fermionic generator S. Let’s focus on the y{ 7/ variables. Collecting everything
that contain y;’s we find

1
—|—Z{ 9UA N&UN-&-&U {NaiNB-i-i)\Aa (inN—i—infer) BZ-NG} . (6.11)
i
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Identifying all y;’s we find an expression for the S generator which annihilates the amplitudes
by assumption. Therefore we can neglect these terms. The rest is very similar to the K story.
To obtain the right form of the S generators we have to add > {qu[aci — qua}. We can
again check that all the (super)commutation relations remain the same

o [Sla+(ce) gl S5+ (ce) - gi) =[S, S
o [SL+ (ce) -l ) =[S0l
s [Si]a + (C'e') ' qua?qﬁ] [Szoﬂq/j]

* [Sila + (C'e') ’ qua7 Szjﬁ] [SzIoN S’LJ,B] o (C'e') ’ 5§piaﬁ :

From (5.8) we can get generator with two Grassmann indices. This object can be identified
with the dual R-symmetry generator

R = Z{yz- Lo + 5ol 0P o — 0101 b
' 1 (6.12)
{1C {IC J}a {IK {IK J}a
Z (91 + 01+1) Oica + ~ 4 <y7, +y Yir1 ) n; azKa} .

On the subspace corresponding to the AV = 4 SYM all the y;’s are identified and therefore
the first term in (6.12) is proportional to the R;; generator that annihilates the amplitudes
by assumption. The third and the fourth term vanish due to dimensional reduction. What
remains is proportional to the 4D non-traceless dual R-symmetry generator

1

RY — ;yi{IK > 1677 Ohrca + ) O] (6.13)
(2

This finishes the dimensional reduction to massless N' =4 D = 4 space. We found that
most of the generators of the dual superconformal symmetry psu(2,2[4) can be obtained from
6D dual superconformal algebra. Similar relation was found for superconformal symmetries
also, e.g. in [13] it was mentioned how the psu(2,2|4) C psi(4]4,C) sits in osp(8|4,C). Ex-
ceptions are the Lorentz generators and the R-symmetry generators. Dimensional reduction
of the dual Lorentz generator gives non-symmetric version of 4D dual Lorentz generator and
dimensional reduction of the dual R-symmetry generator gives the non-traceless version of

4D dual R-symmetry generator.

6.2 3D N =6 super Chern-Simons theory (ABJM theory)

Another very interesting theory that has dual superconformal symmetry at tree-level [14],[17]°
(and Yangian symmetry) is A/ = 6 ABJM theory in 3D. Looking at the structure of the al-
gebra and structure of generators of this algebra (given for example in [14]) we can see that

10 A5 proven in [17] the dual superconformal symmetry holds for tree-level amplitudes, however loop ampli-
tudes are dual conformal covariant.
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they have the same structure as the dual superconformal algebra in 6D. To compare it we
have to specify the special form of Grassmann variable nl % to be

n 0
;0
o :(771'1 0,). (6.14)
0 n; 0 n;
0 n?
0}

The 6D Grassmann index I is split into two indices (I, I’) by dimensional reduction. Formally
there is no difference between I and I’ but it is useful to distinguish them. This is similar to
having lower and upper spinor indices « in 3D. Little group contraction of two 7);’s gives us
the correct form of y; variables because in 3D yl 3 D is antisymmetric in I and J' (in constrast
to 6D where yi is symmetric in I and J. With our conventions we have

0 yIJ'
yzlgD < I'J lSD ) : (6-15)
~Yi3D

The most interesting is to dimensionally reduce the generator that we obtain if we choose
A and B in (5.8) to be Grassmann (for example A = I and B = J). The dimensional reduction
of (6.12) to 3D leads to the expression'!

1

! / ! 1 ’
R =% {y{K O + 5 LTI 718,05 — 017767 V0, 5 7 (0[” + ez[ﬂ) /8,

Ly ik | KN ]
+Z( +y1+1> alK’} )

i

(6.16)

which agrees with the dual R-symmetry generator in the appendix of [14]. All remaining
generators of osp(6[4) can be be derived in a similar way.

7 6D analogue of 4D central charge?

The main inspiration for 6D dual superconformal algebra was the 4D dual superconformal
symmetry of N'=4 SYM which is psu(2,2|4). This algebra contains the central charge

1 « Y& I
C=3 D {-MOia + AOic+ ]/ 0i1} (7.1)

%

We can enhance this generator to 6D. The central charge in massless 4D N/ = 4 SYM is
closely related to 4D little group which is U(1). Therefore we can expect that the analogue

"!Generator with similar structure was found also in [18].
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of this generator in 6D is related to SU(2) little group. Inspired for example by [7] we can
define'?

hab = MgO.ap) (7.2)
and we can show that
o [hap, AS°AL] =0,
o [hay, 5A5Digc +a] =0,
o [hap, AFOire] =0,
o [hap, Oigc05r] =0 .

We can see that h,, commutes with the superconformal algebra (Af“AfZ captures pr , qZ-IA
and yZI 7. and similarly for the rest). The first commutator tells us that the helicity generator
commutes also with the dual constraint (5.2) (and therefore it is a well-defined operator
in the full space also). We can see that the generator (7.2) immediately commutes with
Per, D, M€ 7. The only remaining nontrivial check is the commutator with K¢/ and with
a little bit of work, we find that

o [hap, KEF] =0.

However hgyp, is not central, because it does not commute with itself'?

[hab, hef] = €(eahiy ) »

but merely form an su(2) algebra. In other words this algebra is a direct sum of the dual
superconformal algebra and (the Lie algebra for) the little group:

A =DSCA @ su(2) . (7.3)

8 Conclusion and discussion

We constructed the 6D dual superconformal algebra which is an analogue of the 4D dual
superconformal symmetry of A/ = 4 SYM. The requirement of preserving constraints (4.3)
leads to new variables y/” and a new third constraint (4.16). The generators form a Lie
algebra and they commute with the three commuting constraints modulo these constraints
without imposing any new constraints.

The introduction of superindices A leads to significant simplification of the form of the
generators. There is however one subtlety. Using superized formalism one should be careful
when using the generators without indices or traceless generators. An example is the dilata-
tion operator ID that is not a physical dilaton D that annihilates the scattering amplitudes,

12() means symmetrization.
3By () and () parentheses we mean symmetrization.
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however it is a difference of dilaton and hypercharge: D = D — B. The same holds for dilata-
tion generator at the level of the superconformal algebra.

An interesting check is the dimensional reduction to massless 4D theory which leads to
the generators of psu(2,2[4) when restricting the space of functions to scattering amplitudes.
There are two exceptions. The first is the dual Lorentz generator. Comparing the known
results (for example in [6]) and our result we find that our result is not symmetrized in spinor
indices. The solution to this problem would be to introduce the ”full” model containing
both spinors )\{“1 and Ajaq.. The second exception is the dual R-symmetry generator. Its
dimensional reduction gives the non-traceless part of the 4D generator only. The dimensional
reduction to massless 3D and the special form of Grassmann variable n{a lead directly to the
generators of the osp(6]4) dual superconformal symmetry of N'=6 ABJM.

It is possible to find an analogue of the 4D central charge in 6D formalism. This is how-
ever no longer central because it does not commute with itself.
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A Conventions

The symmetrization and antisymmetrization are always meant without one half and are
related to two closest indices surrounded by the parentheses. To avoid confusion we stress
that we only symmetrize or antisymmetrize two indices in this paper, e.g.

oAB,CID _ (AB,CD _ [CB,AD olAB,CYD — (AB,CD | (CBAD (A1)

as opposed to (anti)symmetrization of three or more indices.
When defining derivatives, we use a shorthand for the Kronecker delta, e.g.

CD CD
058 = 6568, G =y, oy =058 — aReg (A.2)

in the case of 6D spinor indices. This notation can be used also for indices of different types,
for example Grassmann and spinor

618 = oteh (A.3)

Our epsilon symbol convention is
01 0-1
Eaﬂeﬂ’)’ = 5’?’ €aff = (_1 O) ) e = (1 0 ) . (A.4)
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A.1 3D

The Lorentz group in 3D is SOT(1,2) = SL(2,R). The vector is symmetric in spinor indices.
The null momenta can be written

7 = NN (A.5)
We can raise and lower spinor indices with help of the epsilon symbol
A =g Nia = €apAl . (A.6)

In this paper we use the following shorthands for 3D derivatives

0 0 0 0 0

81’ = W7 8i[ = 8777{7 il = W7 il = @, az'IJ = 83/1-” (A'7)
The definitions of 3D derivatives are
1 1
8a>‘6 = 65 ) 8177J = 5}] ) aaﬁx’yé = 55’{@5} ) a]aGJB = 5}]6g ) 81JyKL = 55[[1(}] (AS)

A.2 4D

The Lorentz group in 4D is SO (1, 3) and the corresponding complexified spin group Spin(4,C)
is isomorphic to SL(2,C)x SL(2,C) = SU(2)c xSU(2)c . Therefore the vector has two spinor
indices a and &. Every null momenta can then be written

P = A0 (A.9)

We can raise and lower spinor indices with help of the dotted and undotted epsilon symbols

AY = eaﬁ)\w ;e = eaﬁAf ) AY = ed‘BS\ZB . Aig = EQBS\? . (A.10)
In this paper we use the following shorthands for 4D derivatives
0 0 0 0 0
(Yo% a)\?u (3 a)\? il amj iaf o of (e aeila ( )

i

The definitions of 4D derivatives are

Ba)\ﬁ = 65 ’ adj\’g = 55 ’ 8177J = 5}] ) 8&5.1”& - 53465 ) 81(19J/3 = 6}75 . (A12)

A3 6D

The Lorentz group in 6D was already discussed in chapter 2. In chapter 4 we argued that we
use only one chirality /\;4“ of spinors. Let us briefly recall that any null-vector can be written
in terms of spinors

pAB = \Aa\B (A.13)
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There is no way how to raise or lower single spinor index in 6D therefore we can only raise
or lower the single little group index with the epsilon symbol

Ma = eabyd AL = e A (A.14)

Used abbreviations for 6D derivatives are

0 0 0 0 0
Oida = 7izm Oila = e diaB = DoAB dira = 617" Oiry = oyl

) A.15
oAd : 5 (A.15)

The definitions of 6D derivatives are
1 1
04X = 050 Oran” = 82 . DapaC? = LG 0ra0”P = off . o< = oSk

(A.16)

B Dirac Derivative

In this appendix, we spell out in detail, various constrained differentiations performed in the
main text, such as, e.g., differentiation wrt. symmetric or antisymmetric matrices.

Setup. Let there be given an m-dimensional manifold M with coordinates (z!,...,z™). Let
there be given an n-dimensional physical submanifold IV with physical coordinates (y!,...,y").
Let there be given m — n independent constraints

xUz) =~ 0, ..., x""(z) = 0, (B.1)

which defines the physical submanifold N. [For the ~ symbol, see footnote 2.] Assume that

(y17"'?yn’X1?""Xm_n) (B'2)

constitutes a coordinate system for the whole manifold M.

Dirac derivative. In analogy with the Dirac bracket, let us introduce a Dirac derivative '

0 R e S AN .
<axi>D =D o <8x“)y =D 50 <3y“>x’ i € {l,...,m}, (B.3)

a=1 a=1

that projects onto the physical submanifold N

o\ . Oy AN
oz’ Dy oxt’ oz’ DX -

i e {1,...,m}, a € {l,...,n}, a € {l,...,m—n}. (B.4)

14The subscript D is a shorthand for Dirac, while subscripts ¥ and y mean that these variables are kept
fixed during the differentiation.
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Does Dirac derivatives commute? Does the commutator

0 0 “L oy < 0 ) 0y’ ( 0 ) Wil e oy 2
-] L = = . , . — (1)< 4) = 0
[(03)’)[) (6331 >D} ) ox’ [ oy~ ), O0xi | \oy’ /) (=P g)

(B.5)

vanishes weakly? Not necessarily. But if the coordinate transformation z® < (y®,x?) is

linear, then the Dirac derivatives indeed commute. Fortunately, this is the case for our
various applications in the main text. It is notably not the case for the quadratic constaints
(5.2), which instead are dealt with explicitly in the full space.

Generalizations. For starters, it is actually enough if (B.2) is a global coordinate system
in a tubular neighborhood of N but not necessarily on the whole manifold M. Additional
complications arise if the coordinates and/or constraints are not globally defined on a tubular
neighborhood of N.

Reparametrizations of the constraints. Assume that there exists a second coordinate system
CLSLP S L) (B.6)

(which we adorn with tildes), such that
geo= "),  X* = g"wx) = 0. (B.7)

This implies that

(3), = (5s), Gw), (o),
e () o () ) < 7 5o

is an involutive distribution, while

0 3}
= — R - .
Ay span { <8y1 )X e <0y” >X} C T™ (B.10)

is a weak distribution.

ie.

One may show that the Dirac derivative and its commutators

() - () ()] - (@), e

[wrt. the tilde and the untilde coordinate systems (B.6) and (B.2), respectively| agree weakly.

This shows that the Dirac derivative (B.3) is a geometric construction.
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Subsubmanifold. Given a p-dimensional physical subsubmanifold P with physical coordinates
(z%,...,2P). Let there be given n — p independent constraints

Py ~ 0, ..., ¢"P(y) =~ 0, (B.12)
which defines the physical submanifold P. Assume that
(2L, . 2P 0h . 9" P) (B.13)
constitutes a coordinate system for the submanifold N. One may show that

o (P) ) (N) n—p Ho® (N) o .
(), = (or), 2(5), () i€ toom ma

a=1

This shows that the Dirac derivative construction behaves naturally wrt. further constraints.

Ezamples. A typical example of a subsubmanifold Dirac construction is when certain blocks
of an (anti)symmetric matrix (which by itself can be viewed as a Dirac construction) are
additionally put to zero. E.g. this is the situation of in 7 variables in chapter 6. These variables
are symmetric in indices I and J which can be viewed as a constraint that projects arbitrary
yi] 7 onto the submanifold of symmetric matrices. Further constraints arise in restricting to
the N = 4 subspace where all y{ I yz-I _;71 are identified wrt. particle index i, see section 6.1.
This defines in this example the subsubmanifold.
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