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Abstract

Forty-six years after the birth of supersymmetry in 1973 from works of Julius Wess
and Bruno Zumino, the standard quantum-field-theorists and particle physicists’ language
of ‘superspaces’, ‘supersymmetry’, and ‘supersymmetric action functionals in superspace for-
mulation’ as given in Chapters IV, V, VI, VII, XXII of the classic on supersymmetry and
supergravity: Julius Wess & Jonathan Bagger: Supersymmetry and Supergravity (2nd ed.),
is finally polished, with only minimal mathematical patches added for consistency and ac-
curacy in dealing with nilpotent objects from the Grassmann algebra involved, to a precise
setting in the language of complexified Z/2-graded C*°-Algebraic Geometry. This is com-
pleted after the lesson learned from D(14.1) (arXiv:1808.05011 [math.DG]) and the notion of
‘d =341, N = 1 towered superspaces’ as complexified Z/2-graded C'*°-schemes, their distin-
guished sectors, and purge-evaluation maps first developed in SUSY (1) (= D(14.1.Supp.1))
(arXiv:1902.06246 [hep-th]) and further polished in the current work. While the construction
depends on a choice of a trivialization of the spinor bundle by covariantly constant sections,
as long as the transformation law and the induced isomorphism under a change of trivial-
ization of the spinor bundle by covariantly constant sections are understood, any object or
structure thus defined or constructed is mathematically well-defined. The construction can
be generalized to all other space-time dimensions with simple or extended supersymmetries.
This is part of the mathematical foundation required to study fermionic D-branes in the
Ramond-Neveu-Schwarz formulation.
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GROTHENDIECK MEETING [WESS & BAGGER], 1

0. Introduction and outline

Following [L-Y1] (D(1)) and [L-Y2] (D(11.1)), one naturally comes to the realization that

+ From the aspect of modern Algebraic Geometry in the spirit of Alexander Grothendieck,
a fermionic D-brane in the Ramond-Neveu-Schwarz (RNS) formulation is described by
a differentiable map R

f: (X% EV) — Y
from an Azumaya/ matrix supermanifold / superscheme with a fundamental module
X4 = (X OX = End proq.05 (5)) with a connection V on & (cf. the world-sheet of
a fermionic D-brane with the Chan-Paton bundle with a connection) to a smooth man-
ifold Y (cf. the target space-time).

Cf. [L-Y3] (D(11.2)) and [L-Y4] (D(14.1)). The structure sheaf (5 of the Azumaya superscheme

X% is a sheaf of Azumaya algebras over a complexified Z/2-graded C'°°-scheme X. Thus, any
construct of X would give rise to a notion/definiton of fermionic D-branes in RNS formulation
in the end. The question is

Q. Which construct of )/f, or its enhancement if necessary, truly reflects particle physicists’
perception and practical language (albeit possibly requiring some mathematical patches
to make everything precise) of superspaces and supersymmetries, as in, e.g.

[G-G-R-S] S.J. Gates, Jr., M.T. Grisaru, M. Rocéek, and W. Siegel, Superspace — one thousand and
one lessons in supersymmetry, Frontiers Phys. Lect. Notes Ser. 58, Benjamin/Cummings
Publ. Co., Inc., 1983.

[We] P. West, Introduction to supersymmetry and supergravity, extended 2nd ed., World
Scientific, 1990.

[Wess & Bagger] J. Wess and J. Bagger, Supersymmetry and supergravity, 2nd ed., Princeton Univ.
Press, 1992.

¢
so that the corresponding notion of ‘fermionic D-branes’ rings with the fermionic D-branes from
superstring theory. (Cf. See footnote 1 for more words on what we are looking for here.) In

this way, our pursuit in the study of fermionic D-branes brings us back to a more fundamental
question we have to resolve first before going on.

The goal of the current work is to provide a construct of superspaces that answers the above
question. (The construct is in the d = 34+ 1, N = 1 case but similar arguments extend it to
other space-time dimensions with simple (i.e. N = 1) or extended (i.e. N > 2) supersymmetries.)
With lessons learned from [L-Y4] (D(14.1), arXiv:1808.05011 [math.DG]) and [L-Y5] (SUSY(1)
(= D(14.1.Supp.1)), arXiv:1902.06246 [hep-th]) as the foundation, we re-do one of the classics
on supersymmetry and supergravity for quantum-field-theorists and particle physicists:

[Wess & Bagger| Julius Wess & Jonathan Bagger: Supersymmetry and Supergravity
2nd ed., revised and expanded, Princeton Univ. Press, 1992,

Chapter IV Superfields

Chapter V Chiral superfields

Chapter VI Vector superfields

Chapter VII Gauge invariant interactions, (U(1) part)
Chapter XXII  Chiral models and dhler geometry
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from the aspect of complexified Z/2-graded C°°-Algebraic Geometry[l, In this first part of
the work, we present the construction as close as can be to the original presentation except
mathematically more favored notations and necessary mathematical patches for accuracy and
consistency. In particular, the construction of the full function-ring of a superspace, i.e. the
function ring of a towered superspace, will depend on a choice of a trivialization of the spinor
bundle by covariantly constant sections. As long as the transformation law and/or the induced
isomorphism under a change of trivialization of the spinor bundle by covariantly constant sections

! Special acknowledgements from C.-H.L. The time-and-place was some year in 1990s at the Department of
Mathematics in Evens Hall, University of California, Berkeley. Motivated by the emerging dominating mathe-
matical topic at that time: Quantum invariants of low-dimensional manifolds, which had arisen from supersym-
metry and topological field theories on the physics side — particularly works of Edward Witten —, Prof. Nicolai
Reshetikhin, a then young star on quantum invariants in low dimensional topology, organized a seminar on Quan-
tum invariants. In one of the beginning meetings of the seminar, Prof. Reshetikhin started to explain Supersym-
metry to a group of serious mathematicians, including Alezander Givental and Alan Weinstein, and enthusiastic
graduate students. Alas! Not far into the intended lecture, tons of questions and puzzles already arose from the
audience that in the end Prof. Reshetikhin had to quit the lecture he had prepared and rather announced that he
would try to invite someone from the Department of Physics to come to the seminar to explain supersymmetry
to mathematicians. Unfortunately, no physicists showed up to give a lecture on supersymmetry for the mathe-
matical mind and that intended introduction of supersymmetry to mathematicians was thus ended in the middle
and never finished.

Almost twenty-five years later, in fall 2017 when the D-project stepped into her second decade and the focus was
turned to fermionic D-branes, one would expect that after all these years’ joint effort from both physics-friendly
mathematicians and mathematics-friendly physicists, there should be some mathematical work on supersymmetry
and superspaces that one could take as the clean, clear, and solid starting point to address fermionic D-branes in
parallel to Ramond-Neveu-Schwarz fermionic strings. To make sure such a study of fermionic D-branes is linked
to superstring theory, two minimal requirements on such a sought-for mathematical work on supersymmetry are

(1) Since

* in addition to the ordinary commuting coordinate functions, a superspace has also
fermionic/anticommuting coordinate functions, which are nilpotent,

* the underlying topology of a superspace remains a smooth manifold,

either complex spinors or complexified spinors were involved,

this sought-for work should be in the realm of complexified Z/2-graded C*°-Algebraic Geometry, in the
same spirit as how Alezander Grothendieck built up the modern language of Algebraic Geometry.

(2) Since [Wess & Bagger: Supersymmetry and supergravity] (2nd ed.) by Julius Wess and Jonathan Bagger
is one of the classical textbooks that were taken by string theorists as the standard language for super-
symmetry, the sought-for work should reproduce chapters in [Wess & Bagger] of classical (as opposed to
quantum) level in a direct, fluent, and effortless way. In particular, all the expressions in these chapters
should have a well-defined mathematical meaning and all the formulas and computations are re-derivable
in this sought-for mathematical work.

Painfully, up to summer 2018, (i.e. 47 years since the appearance of supersymmetry in string theory in 1971 and
45 years since a 4-dimensional supersymmetric quantum field theory was constructed in 1973), a mathematical
work that met the above minimal requirements had not yet been in existence. It was when I was in such an
embarrassing situation that a train of lucks were given to us.

(a) Through the Topic course in Supersymmetry given by Girma Hailu at the Department of Physics, Harvard
University, and related discussions with him, fall 2018, it was realized that to construct the physically cor-
rect function-ring of a superspace, a Grassmann-algebra tower must be built over the ordinary superspace.
It is because of this tower that physicists can take only even objects but still with anticommuting fields
included. With this as the starting point and taking into account all its mathematical consequences, we
were led to the “(tower construction) + (purge-evaluations in the end)” way to produce results in [Wess &
Bagger] in the realm of complexified Z/2-graded C*°-Algebraic Geometry; cf. [L-Y5] (SUSY(1)). Through
SUSY (1), one also learns why and how physicists could so cleverly bypass all the sign-factors in Z/2-graded
geometry, as compared to [L-Y4] (D(14.1)).

(b) In March 2019, after a highlight of the construction to Albrecht Klemm at the Center, he pointed out to me
that many of the multiple-spinors type expressions that appear in supersymmetric quantum field theories
are already contracted in some way in physicists’ interpretation of these expressions. This led us to a
guiding question:



is understood, any object or structure thus defined or constructed is mathematically well-defined.
In this way — and 46 years after the birth of supersymmetry in 1973 from works of Julius
Wess and Bruno Zumino — the standard physics language of ‘superspaces’, ‘supersymmetry’,
and ‘supersymmetric action functionals in superspace formulation’ is finally polished, with only
minimal mathematical patches added for consistency and accuracy in dealing with nilpotent
objects from the Grassmann algebra involved, to a precise setting in the language of complexified
Z/2-graded C*°-Algebraic Geometry.

Once a mathematical presentation of superspace and supersymmetry that matches [Wess
& Bagger| is completed, the immediate next question is: What is the intrinsic description of
the same, without resorting to a choice of a trivialization of the spinor bundles by covariantly
constant sections? This and the similar construction for supersymmetric non-Abelian gauge
theory ([Wess & Bagger: Chapter VII, non-Abelian part]) are the themes for the sequels.

Convention. References for standard notations, terminology, operations and facts are:

(1) algebraic geometry: [Hart]; C°-algebraic geometry: [Jo]; supergeometry: [Kel;

(2) spinors and supersymmetry (mathematical aspect): [Ch], [De], [D-F1], [D-F2], [Fr], [Harv],
[S-W]; (3) supersymmetry (physical aspect, especially d = 4, N = 1 case): [Wess & Bagger;
W-B], [G-G-R-S], [We]; also [Argu], [Argy], [Bi], [B-T-T], [RR~vN], [St], [S-S].

Q. Should one enact a purge-evaluation map not at the end of making sense of the supersymmetric action
functional, as did in SUSY (1), but rather much earlier before that? If so, then how?

(¢) In May 2019, the two days’ intensive discussions with Pei-Ming Ho at the Department of Physics, National
Taiwan University, and the presentation of SUSY (1) in the String Theory Seminar there left me with other
input, including operational interpretation of these bi-spinor or triple-spinor type expressions. After all,
for physicists, it is the quantum theory that matters most. Expressions that appear in a supersymmetric
action functional may or may not have easy explanation classically but as long as their meaning is clear
at the quantum level, it remains a very good expression. Indeed, in one aspect of superspace, there is
hiddenly /implicitly already an infinite tower over the ordinary superspace. Such quantum-level picture of
a superspace from physicists’ view could be difficult to realize through C'°°-Algebraic Geometry alone but
may serve as a final goal.

(d) Finally, in fall 2019, Jesse Thaler gave a topic course on Supersymmetric quantum field theories at the
Department of Physics, Massachusetts Institute of Technology. This is a SQFT course given by a superspace
advocate. From the very first lecture and through the seven lectures in September 2019, he explained
carefully what a d = 3+ 1, N = 1 superspace is from a physicist’ eye and how it can be used in a very
elegant manner to construct supersymmetric action functionals. After the exercises done in D(14.1) and
SUSY (1) and inputs from Girma, Albrecht, and Pei-Ming, this gave me a rare chance to re-examine and
compare step by step physicists’ way of working with supersymmetry and superspace and what’s enforced
by complexified Z/2-graded Algebraic Geometry. His very careful counting of independent degrees of
freedom (either on-shell or off-shell) whenever a new type of superfield is introduced indicates very clearly
that something crucial is still missing in the setting of SUSY (1). There, as a mathematical must, additional
independent degrees of freedom have to be thrown in to keep the collection of superfields (resp. chiral
superfields) to honestly form a ring. It is through such re-checking, cross examinations, and his generous
answer to my questions that it becomes clear that there is still room for improvement beyond SUSY (1)
to realize [Wess & Bagger] in complexified Z/2-graded C*°-Algebraic Geometry.

It is through the above sequence of unexpected occurrences — with right people, at right time, in right order,
and at right place — and these physicists’ input along the way that the current work appears. As if these lucks
were not enough, while the current work is in the intensive editing stage, Enno KefSler suggested weekly Friday
meetings on Supersymmetry at the Center of Mathematical Sciences and Applications, spring semester 2020, in
which we teach each other our different, “orthogonal-to-each-other”, tower-vs-base aspects of supergeometry and
supersymmetry. The various questions he raised about [Wess & Bagger] in the meetings were turned to part of
the motivations to improve the writing of the current notes. His insight on supergeometry as explained in his
book [Ke], Supergeometry, super Riemann surfaces and the superconformal action functional, particularly the
emphasis on the construction over bases (as opposed to the towered construction we are advocating in [L-Y5]
(SUSY (1)) and the current work, which looks most natural from the particle physics aspect), the notion of
(relative) ‘underlying even manifolds’, and the various setup/design in [Ke: Part II] are sure to have a significant
influence to one’s understanding of supergeometry.



. For clarity, the real line as a real 1-dimensional manifold is denoted by R!, while the field
of real numbers is denoted by R. Similarly, the complex line as a complex 1-dimensional
manifold is denoted by C!, while the field of complex numbers is denoted by C.

- The inclusion ‘R C C’ is referred to the field extension of R to C by adding +/—1, unless
otherwise noted.

- All manifolds are paracompact, Hausdorff, and admitting a (locally finite) partition of
unity. We adopt the index convention for tensors from differential geometry. In particular,
the tuple coordinate functions on an n-manifold is denoted by, for example, (y', --- y™).
However, all summations are expressed explicitly; no up-low index summation convention
is used.

- ‘differentiable’, ‘smooth’, and C'*° are taken as synonyms.

- section s of a sheaf or vector bundle vs. dummy labelling index s

- group action vs. action functional in a quantum field theory

- sheaves F, G vs. curvature tensor Iy, gauge-symmetry group Ggauge

- coordinate-function indez, e.g. (y', --- , y™) for a real manifold vs. the exponent of a power,
e.g. apy” + a1y '+ - +a,_1y + ar € Ry].

- dimension n or 2n vs. nilpotent component n of an element of a ring.

- Various brackets: [A,B]:= AB — BA, {A,B}:= AB + BA,
[A, B} := AB — (=1)PP(B)BA, where p(+) is the parity of .

- We adopt the following convention as in the work of Deligne and Freed [D-F2: §6]:

Convention [cohomological degree vs. parity] We treat elements f of Z/2-graded ring
as of cohomological degree 0 and the exterior differential operator d as of cohomolog-
ical degree 1 and even. In notation, c.h.d(f) =0 and c.h.d(d) = 1, p(d) = 0. Under
such (Z x (Z/2))-bi-grading,

ab = (_1)c.h.d(a) c.h.d(b) (_1)p(a)p(b)ba

for objects a,b homogeneous with respect to the bi-grading. Here, a and b are not
necessarily of the same type.

- The current SUSY(2.1) continues the study in

[L-Y4] N =1 fermionic D3-branes in RNS formulation I. C*°-Algebrogeometric foun-
dations of d = 4, N =1 supersymmetry, SUSY-rep compatible hybrid connec-

tions, and D-chiral maps from a d = 4 N = 1 Azumaya/matriz superspace,
arXiv:1808.05011 [math.DG]. (D(14.1))

[L-Y5] Physicists’ d = 3+ 1, N = 1 superspace-time and supersymmetric QFTs
from a tower construction in complezified Z/2-graded C*-Algebraic Geome-

try and a purge-evaluation/index-contracting map, arXiv:1902.06246 [hep-th].
(D(14.1.Supp.1)=SUSY(1))

Notations and conventions follow ibidem whenever applicable.
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1 The function-ring of a d = 3+ 1, N = 1 towered superspace
and its distinguished even subrings (under a trivialization of the

spinor bundle by covariantly constant sections)

In this section we review and upgrade the notion of ‘towered superspace’ from [L-Y5: Sec. 1]
(SUSY(1)). The representation theory of the Lorentz group, particularly the vector represen-
tation and the spinor representations, is among the key constituents in how particle physicists
think about a superspace and superfields, thus in Sec. 1.1 we recall some basics of the Clifford
algebra, the spin group, Clifford modules, and Weyl spinors behind d = 3+ 1, N = 1 super-
symmetry and set up the notations. In Sec. 1.2 we recall why one needs the notion of a towered
superspace and how they are constructed. Three distinguished sectors thereof that are related to
physicists’ notion of scalar superfields are identified. In Sec. 1.3 we discuss the chiral conditions
and the antichiral conditions on these sectors and compare the corresponding chiral superfields
to chiral multiplets from representations of supersymmetry algebra.

1.1 Basics of the Clifford algebra, the spin group, Clifford modules, and Weyl
spinors behind d =3+ 1, N = 1 supersymmetry
(cf. [Wess & Bagger: Appendix A])

In this subsection we highlight basics of the Clifford algebra, the spin group, Clifford modules,
and Weyl spinors behind behind the d = 3 + 1, N = 1 supersymmetry and introduce some
notations used in [Wess & Bagger: Appendix A] and the current notes. Readers are referred to,
e.g., [Harv], [L-M], [Mo] for details.

The Clifford algebra and the spin group

Let V ~ R* be a 4-dimensional vector space over R with an inner product (, ) of signature type
(—+++), and

* T*V := @p>oV® be the tensor algebra associated to V,

AV = @0 A"V = T*V/(v@ v : v € V) be the Grassmann algebra (synonymously,
exterior algebra) associated to V', where (v ® v : v € V) is the bi-ideal in T°V generated
by elements as indicated, and

- Cl(V,(,))=TV/(v®v+ (v,v)-1:v € V) be the Clifford algebra associated to (V, (, )),
where (v ® v + (v,v) : v € V) is the bi-ideal in T*V generated by elements as indicated.

Denote the multiplicative group of multiplicatively invertible elements of CI(V,(, )) by
cr (V. (, ).

The tensor algebra T°V associated to V' is naturally Z/2-graded: T*V = TV @ T4V .=
(Br>0.c0enVEF) & (Br>1,0aaVEF). After passing to quotients, all T°V, A*V, and CL(V,(,))
are (unital, associative) Z/2-graded algebras over R. The quotient maps T°V — A®*V and
T*V — CIL(V,(,)) together induce a canonical isomorphism A®*V ~ CI(V,(, )) as vector spaces
over R. The inner product {,) on V induces canonically an inner product on A®V, which
in turn induces an inner product on CI(V,(, )) via the above vector-space isomorphism. This
renders both A®V and CI(V,(,)) algebras over R with norm squaredP| denoted || - ||>. By
definition, the spin group SO(1,3) is the subgroup of the multiplicative group CI*(V, (, ))®V" of

*Here, for any vector space W with an inner product, (i.e. nondegenerate pairing) (, ), we call (w,w) the norm
squared of w € W.



CL(V, (, )" generated by elements in V' of norm squared +1 (i.e. the unit “sphere” in (V, (, ))).
Its connected component that contains the identity element will be denoted Spin°(1,3) and
called the identity-component of the spin group. The isometry on (V,(,)), v — —v, induces
an algebra-automorphism ~ : CI(V,(, )) — Cl(V,(, )), which in turn defines a twisted Adjoint
representation Ad of Cl*(V,(,)) on CI(V,(,)) (as a representation of a Lie group on a vector
space)

Adgb = aba™! fora e CI*(V,(,)) and b e CL(V,(,)).

In terms of ;I\Zi, the spin group is characterized by
Spin(1,3) = {ae CI"(V,(, )™ [Ado(V) C V., [af® = £1}
Spin®(1,3) = fac CI"(V.(, )™ | Ada(V) C V', [la]? =1}

Furthermore, the Spin (1, 3)-action on V via the twisted Adjoint representation preserves the
inner product (, ). This gives rise to the double covers

Spin(1,3) — SO(1,3) and  Spin(1,3) — SO'(1,3)

with kernel {1,—1} ~ Z/2. Here, SO(1,3) is the isometry group of (V,(,)) that preserves a
fixed orientation of V; SOT(1,3) C SO(1,3) is its subgroup that preserves in addition a specified
time direction on V', which is identical to the connected component of SO (1,3) that contains
the identity element.

Weyl spinors with a symplectic pairing ¢

Up to equivalences, CI(V, (, }) has a unique irreducible complex representation S, of complex di-
mension 4 (i.e. the Dirac spinors), while CI(V, (, ))*¥*" has two inequivalent irreducible complex
representations S’ and S”, both of complex dimension 2, that are complex conjugate to each
other. S ~ S @ 8" as CI(V, (, ))**-modules under the inclusion CI(V,(, )™ C CI(V,(, )).
The application of CI(V,(, ))°dd on S exchanges S’ and S”. Elements in S’ and S” are called
Weyl spinors in physics literature. Let = : CI(V,(,)) — CI(V,(,)) be an involution on
Cl(V,(,)) generated by the correspondence v; ® -+ ® v, — (—vp) ® --- ® (—vy). Then, up
to a complex constant, there is a unique complex symplectic bilinear form ¢ on S’ (resp. S”)
such that e(as1, s2) = (s1,as2) for a € CL(V, (, ))*¥*™ and s1, s2 € S’ (resp. S”). The restriction
of CL(V, {, ))ev™ to Spin°(1,3) gives a group-isomorphism Spin(1,3) ~ SL(2,C).

Remark 1.1.1. [choice of €] Through the above highlights, note that, up to an equivalence of
representations, the above construction is canonically and uniquely associated to (V, (, )), except
for the choice of the complex symplectic bilinear form ¢ on S’ and S”. The symplectic complex
bilinear form ¢ on S can be chosen to be real and hence pass to € on S”. Under the reality
constraint, the ambiguity remains is a positive constant in R<g. The isomorphisms S’ = "V
and S” 5 "V determined by ¢ via the C-linear ma s+ sY =¢(-,s) can thus be canonically
specified only up to a complex constant. The induced symplectic form, still denoted by ¢, on SV
is defined by requiring e(s¥,t") = —&(s,t) for s,t € S’ E| Similarly for the induced symplectic
form, also denoted by ¢, on S"V.

3 Note for mathematicians There can be three other conventions in physics literature to set the isomorphisms
S5 8" and 8" = SV viae: (2) s e(s,:) for s € 8 or §7; (3) 8’ = e(,8") and " > (s”,:) for s’ € S’
and s’ € S”; and (4) s’ — e(s',) and s” — e(-,s”) for s € S’ and s” € S”. Since ¢ is symplectic, different
conventions lead to a discrepancy by factors of —1. Here, we follow the convention of [Wess & Bagger: Appendix
Eq. (A.9)].

“One may define the induced symplectic form € on S’V (resp. S”) by requiring e(s",t") = &(s, t) for s,t € S’
(resp. S”). However, since we choose to define s¥ as ¢(, s), rather than (s, ), for s € S’, it is more natural to
require £(s¥,t") = —&(s,t) (= &(t,s)). This is also the convention used in [Wess & Bagger].



The Clifford multiplication and the Spin(1,3)-module-isomorphism VY ~ S’ ®¢ 5"

The representation of CI(V, (, )) on S ~ S’@S” (i.e. the Clifford multiplication) and the inclusion
V c ClL(V,{, ))°! induces a homomorphism

Vo=V erC — Homc(S,8")~ 85" @cS”

as Spin®(1, 3)-modules. This homomorphism turns out to be an isomorphism. Together with
the Spin®(1,3)-module isomorphisms S’ ~ S’V and S” ~ S”V, one has the Spin°(1,3)-module
isomorphism V¢ ~ 5’ ®c S”.

The explicit presentation in [Wess & Bagger: Appendix A]

An explicit presentation of the above is given by [Wess & Bagger: Appendix A], which we recall
here and will used in the current notes.

Definition 1.1.2. [Weyl spinors with a symplectic pairing ] Under the isomorphism
Spin®(1,3) ~ SL(2,C), the two inequivalent Weyl spinor representations S’ and S” of Spin°(1, 3)
are given respectively by the fundamental representation C? of SL(2,C) and its complex conju-
gate. The representation of SL(2,C) on S"Y (resp. S”*V) is equivalent to that on S’ (resp. S”)
and is given by 1+ (m~1)in for m € SL(2,C) (resp. 7+ (m~1)'7) for m € SL(2,C). Here (-)*
is the transpose of a matrix (-). In terms of components of Weyl spinors, these representations
are given explicitly byﬂ

onS":  (Ya)a (Z,@ maﬁwﬁ)a, on §":  (Ya)a (ZB mc’f@})d, M A

on §": (Mo (Tam 1a07),,  on S @)s s (Sams500),,

for m = (ma?)ap € SL(2,C); cf. [W-B: Appendix A, Eq. (A.1)].
We fix the symplectic pairing € on S” and S” to be the standard/defining symplectic pairing
and on S’V and S"V the negative standard symplectic pairing: (as anticommuting 2-tensors)

el2 = 2l =12 = 21 — 1, €12 = —€21 = €jy = —&3j = —1.
By construction, € on §’, S”, "V, and S”*V are invariant under the SL(2,C)-action. Also note
that

Zﬁeageﬁ'y = 0. and ZBEQB&?B& = 5(3

for our choice of €. Here, . is the Kronecker delta: 6, = 1 for o = v, else = 0; similarly for § c;’.

Definition 1.1.3. [raising/lowering Weyl spinorial indices via ¢] Continuing Defini-
tion 1.1.2, we adopt the following rule to raise or lower a spinorial index:

* Cf. [ Wess & Bagger:

above Eq. (A.8)].

¢a = 2521,2 Eaﬁwﬁ ) wa = 2,82172 Eaﬁ¢ﬁ ) « Cf. [\];\]:s?Ang;B]égger:

P = s i%y, Yo = Ypiscast’

and similarly for any object with upper or lower, undotted or dotted spinorial indices.

5Note for mathematicians Here we respect physicists’ standard notation that the conjugate Weyl spinor
in §” is denoted with a bar ~ together with a dotted spinor index 8. Though this may look redundant for
mathematicians, there is a good reason for this: In situations physicists want to take a 2-component Weyl spinor
as a whole, unbar versus bar distinguishes the two Weyl spinors in inequivalent representations of the Lorentz
group, for example, 00 (:= > 0%0.) versus 00 (:= >4 0_39_5 ), while in situations that involve only spinorial
indices, undotted versus dotted distinguishes the two inequivalent spinor representations the expression must
transform accordingly under the covering Spin group of the Lorentz group, for example, (1) €*7 versus e?° and
(2) o' ;. Employing both notational conventions on a spinor component reinforces the distinction of the two

inequivalent Weyl spinors.



Note that, by convention from differential geometry, tensorial indices from V or V¢ can be
raised or lowered via the inner product (, ). (Note that the inner product on V extends to a
complex inner product, still denoted (, ), on V¢ via C-bi-linearity.)

Remark 1.1.4. [S"Y ~ S and 8"V ~ S"] Let

m = (i Z) € SL(2,C).

= (1) - 0 EDE Y
- (120 DEIE D

This realizes the equivalences of Spin®(1,3)-modules S’V ~ S’ and S”V ~ S” that respect the
rule of raising and lowering spinorial indices via €.

Then

o

o <l
Q) oI
~
7N
]

L O

Let M2(C) be the algebra of 2 x 2 matrices over C. The dual vector space with inner product
(VV,(,)) is realized as the R-subspace of Hermitian matrices in M (C)

< —po+ps p1—V-—1po >

t \ =
= eV — =
p = (po,p1,P2,P3) p pL+vV—1ps —po—ps3

with the inner product realized by the quadratic form (p,p) := —det(p). Under this isomor-
phism, SL(2,C) acts on V'V by

p— mpm =: mﬁmJr

for m € SL(2,C). It preserves (p, p) and realizes the double covering map SL(2,C) — SOT(1,3).
The fact that SL(2,C) acts on p from the left by multiplication by m and from the right by
multiplication by m' implies that the correspondence p — p induces an isomorphism

V3 Ses

as (left) SL(2,C)-modules. This realizes the Clifford multiplication. Denote

=) A=) () )

(the Pauli matrices). Then, one may write
p=rpoc’ +pio +pyo’+p3o’ = (Pap)ag -

The double indices af3 for entries of § is justified by the isomorphism Ve ~ 8" x §”. The
conversion rules are

* Cf. [Wess & Bagger:

3 1 —
Poj = ZH:OUZBPM and Pt = — 3 Z gHBe Pagp > Eq. (A.13)].
a=1,2; 8=1,2

7;1,,6.’11 o . ooy ,35 =
where g1 := 3 ;% 5



1.2 The function-ring of a d =3+ 1, N = 1 towered superspace and its distin-
guished subrings (under a trivialization of the spinor bundle by covariantly
constant sections) (cf. [Wess & Bagger: Chapter IV and Appendices A & B])

We recall in this subsection how we come to the notion of ‘towered superspace’ from [L-Y5:
Sec. 1] (SUSY(1)) for terminology and notations and explain some upgrade on the notion of
‘physics sector’ﬂ Readers are referred to ibidem for more details.

d=34+1, N =1 towered superspaces and their function ring

Let

-+ X = R3*"! be the 3+ 1-dimensional Minkowski space-time; as a C*-scheme (X, Ox), where
Ox is the sheaf of smooth functions on X; with coordinate functions (z#),, = (2°, 2!, 2%, 23)
and the metric ds? = —(dz°)? + (dz')? + (d2?)? + (do3)3; tangent bundle T, cotangent
bundle T%, their corresponding sheaf of sections 7Tx, 7§ and complexification T)éc =
Tx ®0,0 ;(cj and ’T;’C =Ty ®0,0 %, all equipped with the Levi-Civita connection; here
@ § is the sheaf of complex-valued smooth functions on X and (X, O j(g) as a complexified
C*-scheme with C*° hull Ox C O%;

* Px the principal Lorentz-frame bundle over X with the Levi-Civita connection,
Px the corresponding principal sheaf of Lorentz frames with a connection;

- S, S” be the Weyl spinor bundles and &', §” the corresponding sheaf of sections, all
equipped with the induced connection and covariantly constant symplectic pairing € that
respect the complex conjugation ~ : S’ <+ ", &' <+ 8", §’V, 8"V the dual spinor bundle
of 8" and S” respectively; S’V and 8"V the corresponding sheaves.

* Recall Definition 1.1.3 and Remark 1.1.4. Let (01, 602) be a pair of independent covariantly
constant sections of S’. This then gives rise to pairs of covariantly constant sections (6, 62)
in 'V, (0;,0,) in S”, and (6',6?) in S"V.

When in need of taking a copy of spinor bundle in a construction, i.e. complex rank-
2 bundle on X with a fixed isomorphism to S’, (61, 63) then passes to (¥1,92) in the
copy, which in turn gives rise to (91,9?%), (91, 9,), and (191, 152) respectively in the various
corresponding copies of spinor bundles via taking dual or complex conjugation.

From the very start, physicists’ design of superfields (Abdus Salam and John Strathdee: [S-
S: Egs. (I.15) & (1.16)] (1978)) wants them to form a ring, i.e. addition and multiplication of
superfields make sense and are still superfields. In essence, a ‘towered superspace’ is the ‘space’
that takes this ring as its function ring. From the fact that a single ‘superfield’ on X combines
both bosonic field(s) and fermionic field(s) on X into its components (and hence “super”) and
the number and details of bosonic fields and fermionic fields depend on the supersymmetric

5In [L-Y5: Sec. 1] (SUSY(1)) we define the function ring of the physics sector as subring generated by the
chiral superfield and the antichiral superfield. Then in [L-Y5: Sec. 3] (SUSY(1)) we define ‘vector superfield’ from
this physics sector to construct a supersymmetric U(1) gauge theory coupled with matters. It will turn out that
to fit [Wess & Bagger] exactly, one has to look for the notion of ‘vector superfields’ outside this subring! It is for
this reason that in the current new work we abandon the name “physics sector” assigned to this subring since that
would give a wrong impression or implication that elements outside this subring is not physics-relevant. In the
current work, this subring is given a new name the ‘small function-ring’ of the towered superspace in question. It
is the subring that is involved in Wess-Zumino models (cf. Sec. 3) and d = 3 + 1, N = 1 nonlinear sigma models
(cf. Sec. 5).
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quantum-field-theory model one wants to construct, this towered superspace depends on the
supersymmetric quantum-field-theory model one wants to construct as well. As a complexified
Z/2-graded C'*°-scheme, this towered superspace can be described level-by-level as follows: (The
presentation here is for the case of d = 3+ 1, N = 1 supersymmetric quantum field theories
and assuming that all fermionic fields are described by sections of Weyl spinor bundles S’, S”.
Other situations are similar.)

(1)

[ fundamental/ground level] — This is the super homogeneous space X from the quotient
of the super Poincaré group by the Lorentz subgroup. As a complexified Z/2-graded
C*°-scheme, it has the underlying topology X and the structure sheaf

(’))? = @X = /\293(5(5/\/ @S”V),
with the Z/2-grading given by
/\Egg(s/v @S//\/) _ ((eov;%n(sl\/ @S//\/) ® /\(()ng(slv EBS"V) — @)e;_ven @ (//)\)o(dd

and the C°°-hull given by
,>2
OX @ Ag;n (Sl\/ @S”\/) .

This is the sheaf of Grassmann algebras generated by the O %-module S’V @ S”V. Covari-
antly constant sections of S"VeS"V provide fermionicj anticommuting coordinate functions
on X and the action of the super Poincaré group on X is realized as automorphisms on the
function ring C*°(X) = Ox(X) of X. This gives a representation of the super Poincaré
algebra in the Z/2-graded Lie algebra of derivations on C*°(X). In particular, the in-
finitesimal supersymmetry generators (J., Qﬁ- and the supersymmetrically-invariant-flow

generators D, Dﬂ- of [Wess & Bagger: Egs. (4.4) and (4.5)] are specific derivations on
C>®(X). (Cf. Example 1.2.5.)

[ field/upper level(s)]  The Spin-Statistics Theorem from Quantum Statistical Mechanics
and Quantum Field Theory says that fermionic fields must be anticommuting by nature.
Thus, every time a fermionic field appears in the problem, we have to ask:

Q. Does it already lie in the existing sheaf of Grassmann algebras of the problem?

If not, then we have to enlarge the generating O %—module of the existing sheaf of Grass-
mann algebras to include the new anticommuting field(s). This gives rise to an inclusion
system of function rings or, contravariantly equivalently a projection system of complexi-
fied Z/2-graded C*°-schemes over X. This is why and how a towered superspace appears.
The new generators to the enlarged function ring are themselves fermionic fields over X.
Specifically, when these fermionic fields are sections of different copies of spinor sheaves,
we distinguish them by a subscript SJ’Q eld,i QBS]’L{ adi V=1, .. ,1, and construct the towered
superspace as a complexified Z/2-graded C'*°-scheme

X% = (X,0%") = (X, \peF)
over X with
l
Fo= (Ség/ordmates D Sgo\érdmates) D @i:l (Sjl’ield,i D Sjl‘geld,i) :
We say that S]’geld’i@SJ’Q’eldJ contributes to the i-th field level of XBi. The total level number [

is the number of distinct types/species/generations of fermionic fieldsinad =3+1, N =1
supersymmetric field theory one wants to construct. It can be different theory-by-theory.
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(3) [parameter/basement level]  Finally, when physicists working on supersymmetry intro-
duce ‘Grassmann number’ parameter (n,7) := (n',n?, 771, 772) in their computation, these
‘Grassmann number’ parameter are meant to be independent of anything else. Thus, they
should be thought of as constant sections of another copy of &'V @®S8”V. Since they are used
in the computation, it is appealing in practice (if not in concept) to incorporate them into
the function ring of the towered superspace and think of X X as over this basic complexified
Z/2-graded C*°-scheme. Thus, we make a final adjustment to X X8 by redefining

XE = (X,09) = (X, \ogF)
with

"nv "nv l / "
Fou (Spammeter Spammeter) (Scom“dmates Scoordinates) @ @i:l(sﬁeld,i ® Sﬁeld,i) :

We say that Sp contributes to the Grassmann parameter level of X5,

Similar to the fundamental level X of the tower, this level depends only on the supersym-
metry in question (here, d =3+ 1, N = 1). Together they form the universal base for all
d=3+1, N =1 towered superspaces.

arameter D pammeter

These motivate the following definitions in [L-Y5: Sec. 1.3] (SUSY(1)):

Definition 1.2.1. [d = 4, N = 1 towered superspace X% with [ field-theory levels] The
complexified Z/2-graded C*°-scheme

X8 = (X,0F) = (X, N\ocF)
with

l
Fo (Spammete'r D Sﬂa\:’amete'r) (Scoordmates @ Scoordmates) D @i:l (S],'ield,i D Sjl‘geld,i)

is called the d = 4, N = 1 towered superspace with | field-theory levels. Here, all S, (resp. S,
SV, SV V) are cop1e{| of & (resp. 8", &'V, §”V). When [ is implicit in the problem, we will

denote X simply by X X8, By convention, we will keep the parameter level suppressed when
not activated for use in a dlscussmn.

Figure 1-2-1. (Cf. [L-Y5: Definition/Explanation 1.3.2] (SUSY(1)).)

Note that, as an O%—modules,

OX - /\(9 C ( coordmates Sgo\o/'rdmates)
®(’) C /\(9 C (Sparameter Sgl),a\;ameter) ®(’) () ®O§Z 1/\(’)‘C (Sﬁeld i S Sﬁeld 'L) .

Each factor A\, ¢ (++-)in the ® c-decomposition contributes to a level /layer /floor of the towered

superspace X .

"Mathematically this means that S’ ... . is isomorphic to S’Y with a fixed isomorphism; and similarly for
all other spinor sheaves that appear as direct summands of F.
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FIGURE 1-2-1. (Cf. [L-Y5: FIGURE 1-4-1].) The space-time coordinate functions z*,
w = 0,1,2,3, and the fermionic coordinate functions Ha,Aéﬁ, a =12 8=1,2,
generate the function ring of the fundamental superspace X as a complexified Z/2-
graded C*°-scheme. Over it sits a supertower with Grassmann-number level and other
field-theory levels that are needed for the construction of supersymmetric quantum
field theories. From the direct-sum expression of the generating sheaf

L AV, v v 7AY;
F o= (Scoordinates © Scoordinates) @ (Spammeter D Spammeter)

1
® Doy (Sjlﬁeld,i & Sﬁeld,i)

_ 1A% "\ Y "\
- (Scoordmates & ‘Scoordinates) & ( parameter D Spammeter)

Y A% / "
l (Scoordinates ® Scoordinates ® Sﬁeld,i ® Sﬁeld,i)
D @i:] SV ENM
coordinates coordinates

of the structure sheaf @)E? of X EE, one may think of each field-theory level as con-
tributing a floor-[i]

Vv Double .__ L4 YA 11\ / i
X[i] T (X’ /\O)C( (Scoordinates ® Scoordinates P Sﬁeld,i & ﬁeld,i))

over X and these field-theory floors are glued by the Z/2-graded version of fibered
product over X to give X®B. Each field-theory floor X ﬁf”ble has some distinguished

sectors X [°i] that are purely even. They generate some distinguished sectors XBe of

XB that are also purely even. These distinguished sectors are where physics-relevant
superfields on X lie.
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Definition 1.2.2. [derlvatlon on X applied to C’OO(XEE)] Let £ € Derc(X X) be a derivation
on X over C and fe COO(X Eﬂ). Then we define ¢f € C’OO(X EE) via the built-in inclusion
Derc(X) < Der@(XEE).

Definition 1.2.3. [complex conjugation vs. twisted complex conjugation] The complex
conjugation ~ : 0% — 0% and &' — 8", §” — &', of Weyl spinors extends canonically to a
complex conjugation

T (5;‘? — (5;'?,
by setting
(1) f+9 = f+g;
2) fg = gf-
and a twisted complex conjugation
f : @;‘? — @;‘?,
by setting
0)T=":05-0%,8—~8", 8—=8;

1) (f+a)t = fl+g"

2) (f9)f = g7t

Caution that the order of multiplication is preserved under the complex conjugate ~ but is
reversed under the twisted complex conjugate .

Definition 1.2.4. [standard coordinate functions on XEE] Let X8 = X& Then, the
standard coordinate functions (z, 6, ) on X extends uniquely to a tuple of coordinate functions

(I"u 9(1 95,7] ,76 19,1”,’[9;1; c '19{{[,19{&) = (x707§777777)7971§)

on X% via the e-tensor  : & ®pc 8" = 0%, 8" ®pc 8" — OF, and the fixed isomorphisms

S/ ~ S/ S// ~ S//. X X
Explicitly, regard S,

as a copy of (S.Y

coordmates)

under the fixed isomorphisms. Then, (7 ,775 ) = (8¢ ,95l) and (191%_,1915‘) (Oa, ,0/3 ) for all 4,

where Ha = ZV 600,97,795' = 25765'556 i
We shall call (x,6,0,n,7,9,9) the standard coordinate functions on X&.

/A "\ /
as a Copy of Scoordmates’ parameter as a copy of Scoo’r‘dznates’ Sﬁeld,i

=8 and Sf,;; as a copy of (Sp,, »Wo=38"

coordinates’ coordinates coordinates

parameter

In terms of this, ~
> ()’ZEE) _ COO(X)C[Q, é’ 0, 1,9, ﬁ] anti-c
and an f € C’OO()A(EE) has a (6, 0)-expansion
fo= Jo+ 2 0w +29 Foy + 0" 0%z + > 0°0°f
« 75
+01 fig) + >0 929 gy + 300102 is) + 01070707 115,
B a

with coefficients f(.) € C=(X)C[n, 7,9, 0],
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Example 1.2.5. [special derivations on C*(X)] Recall from [L-Y4: Sec.1.4] (D(14.1)) the
standard infinitesimal supersymmetry generators on X

* Cf. [ Wess & Bagger:
0 Eq. (4.4)].

0 = a
O‘ = aoa FZZUM ﬂ and Qﬁ = 80[5 + FZZH " 87

.“*061 pn=0a=1

and derivations that are invariant under the flow that generate supersymmetries on X

« Cf. [ Wess & Bagger:

a 0 Eq. (4.6)].
_ o I [‘3 _ /S «
Cq! = + ZZO’ .0 and egr = — ﬁ — ZZH 87
pn=0 ﬁ i pn=0a=1
Then one can check directly that they satisfy the following anticommutator relations
_ M a _ _ * Cf. [ Wess & Bagger:
{QO”QB} — 2\/—1 Z#UQBW7 {QOHQB} — {QQ’QB} = O’ Zq;)](45)v (4.7),

(%)
{ea,epnt = —2v-1 ZMUZBW’ {ea, e} = {ear,egn} = 0,
{ea’vQﬁ} = {eaUQg'} = {ea”aQ,B} = {‘%/’7@5} = 07

for o, = 1,2; &,8 = 1,2; o, 8 = 1',2; and o, 3" = 1”,2". See ibidem for more details.
(Cf. [Wess & Bagger: Eqs. (4.4), (4.5), (4.6), (4.7), (4.8)] and related discussion therein.)

A subtlety: The Px-module structure on @;‘? from a partial twisting by T;’C

While under the fixed trivialization of S’V by the covariantly constant sections 6% and of ”" by
their complex conjugate #° the structure sheaf O ;'g of X®, as a sheaf of complexified Z/2-graded
C®°-rings, is isomorphic to the sheaf of Grassmann algebras /\Zg)c( F, where

l
F = (Scoordmates S::,o\érdmates) (Spammeter S;,)/a\;ameter) @ @z I(Sjlcieldz D Sﬁeld z) for some l this
isomorphism does not respect the Px-module structure physmlsts intended for (’) ) This is what

makes an intrinsic construction of the function ring C°°(X EE) = F((’);‘E) that matches [Wess &
Bagger| subtle. While the built-in/natural Px-module structure on Ag, ¢ F) is induced by the

spinor representations of the Lorentz group on the spinor bundles S” and S”,

* the Px-module structure physicists use for @;‘? is somewhat the “sheaf of Grassmann
algebras /\29;? F partially twisted by the complexified cotangent sheaf T;’C of X 7.

Since ’T;’C is itself a nontrivial Px-module, this creates a difference between the Px-module

structure on O ;';3 and that on /\z9 c F. For the current work, we will explicitly spell out such a

pamtial—tvvisting—by—7’;’(C in the next theme for all the superfields that will be used to reconstruct
[Wess & Bagger].

Before proceeding to the next theme, it is important to note that it is with respect to this
partially twisted P-module structure on (’)E, not the natural Px-module structure on /\O‘C F
that physicists defines the following notions:

Lemma/Definition 1.2.6. [(Lorentz -)scalar superfield, spinor superfield, ... on X]
The partially twisted Px -structure on (’) induces a direct-sum decomposition as a PX module

A B
OX = Mtrivial + Mspinor + M'uector + )
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where Mypiviar s a trivial Px-module, Mpinor 15 a direct sum of Px-modules associated to
spinor representations of the Lorentz group, Myector @S a direct sum of Px-modules associated
to the vector representation of the Lorentz group, ---, etc.. A section of M.y is called a
Lorentz-scalar superfield or simply scalar superfield on X; a section of Mpiner is called a spinor
superfield on X; a section of M yector is called a wvector superfield on X; -- -, etc..

The details of the decomposition require a further study of the partial twist of /\29 c F by T;’C,
which we won’t pursue in the current work.

Terminology 1.2.7. [scalar superfield, vector superfield vs. Lemma/Definition 1.2.6] In addition
to Lemma/Definition 1.2.6, there is a second naming systerrﬁ assigned to the term ‘scalar super-
field’, ‘vector superfield’; - - - | etc. that physicists also use: naming by the lowest dynamical com-
ponent fields of a superfield. E.g. a Lorentz-scalar superfield in the sense of Lemma/Definition 1.2.6
that has its lowest dynamical component(s) in the trivial representation of the Lorentz group is
called a scalar superfield; a Lorentz-scalar superfield in the sense of Lemma/Definition 1.2.6 that
has its lowest dynamical components in the vector representation of the Lorentz group is called
a vector superfield; - - -, etc.. It is this second sense that is used in [Wess & Bagger: Chapter VI]
when defining ‘vector superfield’, which we will follow in Sec. 4.

Convention 1.2.8. [towered superspace] To keep the notation simple and being enough to demon-
stration the reconstruction of [Wess & Bagger], for the rest of the work we will assume X = X %1

unless otherwise noted. Also, the parameter level of XB will be suppressed when not in use for
a discussion, computation, or expression.

Tame, medium, and small scalar superfields on X

As a polynomial in C*°(X)C[9, 8,9, J]*¢_ a general element in C°°(X®) has 28 = 256 monomial
summands. Some special classes of elements, with much fewer monomial summands, play more
prominent role in the construction of supersymmetric quantum field theories. In this theme we
spell out a few such classes. Each class forms an even subring of C’OO()? ).

Definition 1.2.9. [tame (Lorentz-)scalar superfield] An f e COO()?BAH) is called a tame
scalar superfield onﬂX if it is a Lorentz-scalar superfield on X in the sense of Lemma/Definition 1.2.6
and, as a polynomial in C*°(X)C[0, 4,9, 9]¢, it satisfies the following property

- (0, 9)-degree < (6, 0)-degree for every summand of f.

8 Note for mathematicians  The naming system by the Px-module structure is favored from the perspective of
complexified Z/2-graded C*°-Algebraic Geometry while the naming by the representation of the lowest dynamical
component(s) is favored from the perspective of representation theory of supersymmetry algebra. One should tell
exactly which sense the term is in from the context.

9Since f is a combination of both bosonic an fermionic fields on X, it is conceptually more accurate to call f

a superfield on X, rather than on X or )A(EE.
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Explicitly, a tame scalar superfield f on X is of the following form
f = fo +Ze fi +Zeﬁf(ﬂ) +0'0% fazy + > 0907 f 5 + 0102 1)
o,B
+010%0° F 15 + D 090 92f(a12) + 00201 0% f 151,
B a
= f(O) + Z Qa’ﬁaf(a) + Z éﬂlgﬂ‘f(ﬁ')
@ B

+ 0702 (flo) + 192f02)) + D2 0°0° (D20 fr + VaPpfapy ) + 00 (5o + D105 1))
3 M

300007 (3 000" Sy + Dpfls) + 919205505 )
B wH
300508 (Daflhy + 3 D50ty + 9P ais) )
@ B
+6'6°0'0” (f(NO) + V102 (i) + Y 030" S + 910 S5y + 91920195 121, ) ’
B,
where ao =1, 2; B: 1,2, pn=0,1,2,3;

HB_ ,85# —uBa_ ,a'yBSH.
=2, B’ oo =) 50l MY =% eV ol

and, for the forty-one coefficients f; of the (0, 0_,19, ﬁ)—monomial summands of f,
foys fys fay Foy faoy Fapy floy fizys
f(,@)’ f(125 f(a), f(al?)’ f(O)’ f(12)7 f(12), f(1212) S C ( ) as a trivial 'PX—module,
while
(F) s s s Fpu € (C®(X)©)®* ~ TC as a trivialized nontrivial Px-module.

Here the trivialization (C*°(X)¢)®* ~ T%C as O %-modules is induced by the fixed isomorphism
Ty Ly ®p¢ 8" as Px-modules and the trivialization of S’V by 6%’s and S”V by %’s. This is the

partial twist of /\;9 ¢ F by T;’C we refer to in the previous theme. This partial twist justifies the f as

expressed above to be a Lorentz-scalar superfield in the sense of Lemma/Definition 1.2.6.
Note that among the forty-one coefficients f,, twenty-nine

f(o)% f(/o)7f(12)§ f[,u]af(aﬁ'); f(/(l))af f[u f f(NO)afa2)af[;]7fa2)af(1212)
are related to bosonic fields on X and twelve
frs fays Flay Fazpy floy Flaizyd

to fermionic fields on X.

Lemma/Definition 1.2.10. [tame sector XBitame op )A(EE] The collection of tame scalar superfields
on X as defined in Definition 1.2.9 is an even subring of the complezified Z/2 graded C'*°-ring C'*° (XEE)
Denote this subring (also a C>=(X)C -subalgebra of COO(XE)) by COO(XE)t“me, Then, the C*°-hull of
C’OC(XEE) restricts to the C*°-hull of C“(Xﬁ)tame, which is given by

Coo_hu”(coo()?EE)tame) _ {JF c Coo()’(\'EE)tame |f(0) c CDO(X)}

Denote by X®tame tpe complexified Z/2-graded C'*°-scheme with the underlying topology X and function
ring C"X’()/(:Ba)tame. Then there is a built-in dominant morphism X8 xBtame  We will call XB tome
the tame sector of X®.
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Proof. This follows from the fact that both the conditions on tame scalar superfields (1) Lorentz scalar

and (2) (9, 1)-degree < (6,0)-degree for every summand are closed under the multiplication in C* ()/(\' ).
O

Explicitly, let
A = Ag+)) 0"aAn) + Zgﬂﬁﬂf‘u&)
o B
+010%(Alg, + 92 As)) + Z@a@ﬂ (ZUZBAW T ﬁaﬁﬁA(am) + 007 (Al + 91054 13))
a,B K
+Ze 929ﬁ (Z,& O.#Oé. “] + 19 A + J 19219 A(125 )
+Zea9 7 (Dafle +Z19 ot ALy + 0T34 ) )
+ 0920102 (A&)) + 191192A(N12) + Z 19(11955”5024[74 + ﬁiﬁgA(Nig) + 1911921915214(1212))

o,Bu

and

&3«
\

Bloy+ Y 0"0aBay + _ 07958,
a 4
+6'0%(Blo) + 9193 B) + > 0°0 (3 0% By + 9ad;Biap) ) + 00 (Bly) + 9105513
B H
+> 00 (3 0a0™ Bl + Dsfls + 91920135 )
5 i

+Zea9 92 (19 B, Zﬁ ot Bl + ﬁaﬁiﬁéB(m))
+0'0%0'92 (B(NO) +1911923(~12) + Y Va9 B, + 9105835, +z911921§11§2B(1212))

N
c Coo()’ZvETE\)tame

be tame scalar superfields on X. Here, A% = A%(z) and B% = A%(z) € C*(X)C. Then, their product
is given by
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B = BA |
= A B + Y 000 (A Blo) + A0 B(a) + D 079;(A3 B + Ao Bis)
@ B
+0'62{ (AfoBlo) + Aw Bloy) + 9192 (A2 Boy = Ay By — Ay By + Ao Bus) |
) { > 0" (A By + Aw B ) + 9a93 (A Bo) = Aw Bigy = Agy Biay + A0)Blagy) }
o, K

+0 g2 { ( /)B(O) + A)B 0)) + 19 0; (A(u)B(O) A(i)B(é) - A(Q)B(i) + A(O)B(ié)) }

1pn2p, o
+> 0'6%0° { > oo B(AMB“” + Ay Bay + Aoy By + A Bl )
94(A(g) By + AfoyBs) + A3y Bloy + Aw Bls))
- 19119219/;( a2ty B + Aa2 B + Aqp B + Aps Ba)
+ AW Bg) + Ao Bug) + A Bag + A(O)B(”B))

+Zea9 92{ o (AL B0y + AfgyBlay + Aty Bloy + Aw0)Blly)

+ 508 (Al Bloy + Ay By + A sy By + Ay Bly)
B
+ 190/311?2 (A(aiQ)B(O) + A(ai)B(?) + A(QQ)B(D + A(ig)B(a)
+A(a)B(12) + A1)Bas) + A By + A(O)B(aié)) }

+6'620'0° { (A% Bio) + Aoy By +2 Zn Y Ay Bpy + Al Bloy + Ay BG))

+ i1 (Afia) By — Al By = Ay Bay + Afyy Buay
+Aa2) By — A<1>B(’> — A By + A0)Biy))
+ >Vl 7 (A7) Bloy + Afy By
a.B
) (A B(o A/(i)B(Q) — AI- B(i +A/ )B(ii)
+A¢iz) Blo) — A( ) By — A Biiy + Ao B

faBa) = Aty Blly + Ay Bl + Ay Biyy)

) (12))
+ U192019; (A(1212)B ) — Ap2iyBe) — Aaesy By — AuinBe) — ApisBa)
+ Aa2)Bis) + AniyBasy + AasBeiy + AweiyBusy + Ay Bai
+ Az Baz) — A Bais) — A@)Baisy — AiyBa2s) — Ay Baei) + A(o)B(mg)) }

c Coo( )tame )

Definition 1.2.11. [medium (Lorentz-)scalar superfield] A tame scalar superfield
fec= ()/(\'E) is called a medium scalar superfield on X if in addition

' f(l() f(o =0
as a polynomial in C*(X)C[8, 0, 9, 9]¢,
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Explicitly, a medium scalar superfield f on X is of the following form

fro=foy+_ 0"af +Zéﬁ§6f(6>

+ 0 0%0102f 12y + > 00" (Za S + Do, f(am) +010°0;0s f 15,
o,
19258 e q . 9 . .
+>0'60%0 (Zﬁa Y A 791192195f(12,6))
5 s
+ 3000080 (Dt + D0 040ty + DaBiBaf i) )
o B
+ 60'6%0'9? (f(No) + 0192 f(12) + Z 19a1§55“ﬁaf[:] + gigéfag) + 1911921511%]0(1212))
a,B,u1
e C>®(X)C0,0,9,0)9c.

Lemma/Definition 1.2.12. [medium sector XBmedium o )?EAH] The collection of medium scalar
superfields on X as defined in Deﬁmtzon 1.2.11 is an even subring of C"X’(XEE). Denote this subring
(also a C>=(X)C -subalgebra of C"X’(XE)) by C“(Xm)medmm. Then, the C*°-hull of COO()?EE) restricts
to the C*°-hull of COO(XBH)mEd’“m, which is given by

. hull(C°°( )medwm) _ {f c OOO(X\—ETEI)medium |f(0) c Coo(X)}

Denote by XBmedium 1,6 complexified Z/2-graded C>°-scheme with the underlying topology X and
function ring C°°(X EE)mEd“‘m Then there is a built-in dominant morphism X xB.tame _, ¥Bmedium o

will call XBmedivm the medium sector of X .
Proof. This follows from the fact that the conditions on medium scalar superfields (1) Lorentz scalar,
(2) (9,9)-degree < (6,0)-degree for every summand, and (3) f(/o) = f(’é) = 0 as a polynomial in

C>(X)C[0,8,9,9)*"¢ are closed under the multiplication in C°°(X®).
O

Explicitly, let
A = A+ 00aA) + Y0794
e P
+ 01 0%0,0, A5 + Y 0°6° (Za“ Ay + BaBgA ) ) + 010291954 55,
B
Ze 626" (Zﬂ A+ DAl + D2TA 5 )

—|—Z€a9 92 (19 f(a) + ZﬁBUZﬁAﬁL] + 1901’311?214((112) )
Byu
1 ple2pip? (A(~0) + 010247 + > Dl z0 AT + 0193A(5) + 1911921919214(1212))

o,Bu
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and
B = B(O) + Z@aﬁaB(a) + ZéﬁgﬁB(B)
z 8
+0'0°9,192B 10y + 3 0°0° (ZU“ By + 9a93Bop) ) + 0029195545,
B

+29 007 (32 00 0™y Bly + D505+ 01929585 )

a,p

+Zeae 62 (19 B(a)219 otP Bl + ﬁaﬂjﬁgBmz))

+6'6%916° (B(O) +1911923(12) + 3" 9a056"5 Br) + 9305 5B +1911921§11%B(1212))
a,B,u
c C® (XEAE)medium
be medium scalar superfields on X. Then, their product is given by
AB = BA
= A)Bo) + Y_ 0V (A By + A Blay) + > 6%, (A@B(m + Aw)B(m)
o f
+010%0105( A2 Boy — Ay B2y — Ay By + A Baz))

+ Z { Z ot 5 (411Bo + A Bi) +9a03 (43 By — A Bigy — Ay By + A0 Brag)) }

+0'9%0,05( A1) Broy — Ay By — Ay Biiy + A Bisy)
2 o _
+Z9 0 Hﬁ{zﬁ o, (47,1B(o) + Ay B(a) + Atey Bl + A)Bluy) +95(Al 5 Boy + A0y Bs)

+ 910205 (A 105 Bloy + Az By + Az By + A Bay
+ A Bas) + A Bug + A Baz + 40 Buap)
+Zaa9 0 { 9a (Al Bloy + A Bly) + > 05057 (Al Bio) + Ay By + Ay B + Ay Blly)
B.u
+ 929195 (Ain) Bo) + Ay By + Awaiy Biiy + Ay Blay
+ Aa)Bis) T AiyBlag) + Ay Baiy + A(O)B(aié))
+6'0°6'0° { (45 Blo) +2 ) 0" Ay B + A By

v
+ 192 (A%12) Broy — Al By = Alyy By — Ay Bl — Ay By + A0y Biz))
 =uba L . ~
+D_dadya” *(AG B + Ay By — AlyBley = A By + A3\ By + Aoy By
o

+9105 (A%, Boy = Al1yBia) — Alsy By — Ay By — A Bliy + A0 Bjis))
+791192191192(A(1212)B(o> — Aa2i)Bey — Ay By — Apisy Be) — ArizyBa)

+ Aa2)Bis) + Ani)yBes) T AasnBei) + Aei)Bas) + Ay Bai)

+ Agis)B2) — Aa)Bais) — A2)Bais) — AiyBuzs) — A Basi) + A(O)Bum)) }

c O™ ()?ETﬂ)medium )
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Definition 1.2.13. [small (Lorentz-)scalar superfield] A medium scalar superfield
fec> ()?E)medmm is called a smalcalar superfield on X if in addition

gy = Fley = Fiiny = fyy =0 fora=1,2, 8= 1,2.

as a polynomial in C*(X)C[6, 0, 9, 9]¢,

Explicitly, a small scalar superfield f on X is of the following form
fr= foy+ 3 0"0afe+ Z 6%9515)

+ 0929 192 f(12) +Z€0‘0ﬁ (Za“ S + Ya ﬁgfag))+9 69 2f(12)
a,B
+ 0016207 (D0 " fly + 910205 10 ) + 0 0°0'8° (30 kT, fly + VD0 i) )
3 o, o Byn
+0'0°0'0 (£ + Y Dalsa P Sy + 01020105 1015 )
o, B,
e C®(X)%,0,0,v0)% <,

Lemma/Definition 1.2.14. [small sector XBsmall apd small function-ring of )?EE] The collec-
tion of small scalar superfields on X as defined in Definition 1.2.15 is an even subring of the complez-

ified Z/2-graded C*°-ring C°°(XEE). Denote this subring (also a C>=(X)® -subalgebra of C°°(XEH)) by
COO(XEB)S’”“”. Then, the C*-hull of C’°°(XEE) restricts to the C*°-hull of C’OO(XEE)Sma”, which is given
by ~ ~

Coo_hu”(coo()?EE\)small) _ {JF c Coo(jivEE)small |f(0) € C>®(X)}.

Denote by XB.small thq complexified Z/2-graded C'*°-scheme with the underlying topology X and func-
tion ring C’O"()?E)sm“”. Then there is a built-in dominant morphism X Bmedium _y x8.small e wil]
call XBsmall the small sector of XB and C ()/(\'E)sma” the small function-ring of the towered superspace
X8,
Proof. This follows from the fact that the conditions on small scalar superfields (1) Lorentz scalar, (2)
(9, 9)-degree < (6, 0)-degree for every summand, (3) f(lo) = f('g) = f(/g) = f{;) = f(Nu) = f(NiQ) =0asa
polynomial in C*(X)€[0,,9,9]%¢ are closed under the multiplication in C>°(X®). Cf. [L-Y5: Lemma
1.4.2] (SUSY(1)).

O

0The term ‘short’ is better reserved for the future when we address BPS short multiplet in the situation with
extended (i.e. N > 2) supersymmetries. Conceptually one may better call a small scalar superfield on X a
‘curtailed’” or ’trimmed’ or ‘diminished’ scalar superfield on X since this is exactly what it is. However, when

naming the subring they form in Cw()?ﬂa), it seems more appealing to call it the small function-ring of the
towered superspace X% than any other name. It is for this reason, we choose the term ‘small scalar superfield
here. Such superfields are called superfields in the physical sector of X EEAor synonymously physical superfields

in [L-Y5: Definition 1.4.1] (SUSY(1)) as they form the subring in C* ()?E) generated by chiral superfields and
antichiral superfields; cf. [L-Y5: Sec. 1.4] (SUSY(1)). However, during the topic course Supersymmetric quantum
field theories given by Jesse Thaler at MIT, fall 2019, we gradually realized that the best candidate in the setting
of [L-Y5] (SUSY(1)) for the notion of ‘vector superfield in [Wess & Bagger: Chapter VI] is not in this subring;
cf. Sec. 4.1 of the current notes versus [L-Y5: Sec. 3] (SUSY(1)). With this upgraded understanding and since the
name ‘physical’ will almost for sure mislead one to think that elements in C*° ()A(E) that do not lie in this subring
are “not physical” or “not relevant to physics”, we now fix ourselves to call this subring the “small function-ring’
or the “small sector” of the towered superspace )A(EE; cf. Lemma/Definition 1.2.14.
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Explicitly, let

i « 08,9 . .
A= Ag)+) 0"0aAn, +Za 954 )
o B
+ 01020105 Auzy + 3 (D0 0% Apy + DayA ) + 01070305 Ais)
a,B K
+ D070 (3 Da0” Ay 010005 Ayy)) + 0007 (D] 95087 AL+ Dadid; A
3 o,p o B
+ 91029_19_2 (Af(\(l)) + Z ﬁa'gﬂ 5—#6‘1 A[:L] —+ ’191192151'52/1(1212))
B

and

- 7o
B = B+ _0"0,B)+ ) 0°9;B;
¥ )

+ 01070102 Buzy + Y (Y 0% By + 050585, + 010010, Bi)

v v

+> 6'6%6° > 040" Bl + 0120 B(m)) + 079'9%( > 1950$5Bf’y] + 059105 Bmz))
5 v Y 5,1/
+6'6%010%(BY) + > 0,055 By + 01929195115 )
v

be elements in C’“()?Eﬁ)sma”. Here, A%, = A%(z) and B% = A% (z) € C®(X)C. Then,
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— BA
AB) + Y 090 (A Bio) + A Blay) + Z 6°95(A3)Bo) + Ao Bs)

e
S«

+010%0105(A12) Bloy — Ay By — Ay By + A Bz

+Z{ ZU ,(A0Bo) + A0)B) + 005 (A () Blo) = Aty By = Ay Bla) + 40\ Bay) }

+0 9219-19- 5(Ais Broy = AiyBay — A Biiy + Aoy Biis) )

+29 929’3{20 0" (A4 Blo) + Ay Blay + Ay By + A Bl)

+191792193(A 126)B(0) + A2 By + AugBe) + A Ba
+ AWy Bpas + Aw B(w) + A Bz + A B(mm)

+ZG“9 e { Zﬁ ot ( B + Ay By + Aggy B + A(O)Bfllt])
+ ﬂaﬁiﬁg (A(aiz) Bo) + Awiy By + Aary By + Az Bay
+ Aa)Bisy + Ay Blasy + Ay Bai) + A(O)B(ai?))

+01929_i§2 { A(NO)B(O) + QZUMVA[“]B[V] + A(O)B(NO)

v

+ 2 00557 (A5 Boy + Ay Brgy = Ay Broy = Aty Bl + Ay Bl + Aoy Biy)

+ 9192095 (A(IQiQ)B(O) — An2i)yBey — Aqan By — Anis Be) — AeizyBa)
+ A2 Bisy + AaiyBas) + Aasy Beiy + Aei)yBas) + A Bai)
+ Agis)Bi2) — A)Bis) — A=) Buis) — Ay Buzs) — A Basi) + A(O)B(mg)) }
c COO()?@)S'HMZ” )

For a brief comparison:

class of superfield € C “()/f EE) general | tame scalar | medium scalar | small scalar
number of components in C>°(X)® || 28 = 256 41 39 33

1.3 The chiral and the antichiral condition on COO()A(EE) and its subrings

o~

Definition 1.3.1. [chiral and antichiral function on X% and its sectors] Recall the supersym-
metrically invariant derivations on X

_ 0 v pB _ 0 o _p

€’ = Hga +\/*1ZO’(X69 3;“ egrn = ~ 990 7\/7129 Jaﬁ-aﬂ.
B G

An f e 0> ()A(EAH) is called chiral (resp. antichiral) if

evif = exnf =0 (resp. evf = exf = 0).
f is called a tame chiral superfield (rebp medium chiral superﬁeld small chiral superfield) on X if in
addition f c Coo(XEE)tame (resp Coo(XEE)medzum Coo(XEH)small)
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Example 1.3.2. [basic chiral and antichiral function on X] (1) Let
oL — a _p pB oL s a i pB 0o v
P =t VST 000007 and = at = VET) 0%0707 € CF(X),
a,f a,f

for p = 0,1,2,3. (In collective short-hand, 2’ = = + /1606 and 2" =  — /—1006.) Then 2'*’s are
chiral and z'* are antichiral. o
(2) 6%, o = 1,2, are chiral and 0, 3 = 1,2, are antichiral.

Note that since x*, x'*, and z”# differ only by an even nilpotent element in COO()/(\'), any of the
collection (z,0,0), or (2/,0,0), (z",0,0) generate C*(X) as a complexified Z/2-graded C*-ring and,
hence, can serve as coordinate functions on X.

Definition 1.3.3. [standard chiral coordinate functions and standard antichiral coordinate
functions on X - with abuse] For convenience but with slight abuse of the terminology, we shall
call (2,0, 0) the standard chiral coordinate functions on X8 (despite that 9_5 are not chiral) and (z", 6, )

the standard antichiral coordinate functions on Ve (despite that 6, are not antichiral).
The following lemma gives a characterization of chiral functions and antichiral functions on X,

Lemma 1.3.4. [chiral function and antichiral function on )A(HAH] (1) feC> ()A(HAH) is chiral if and
only if, as an element of C=(X)C[0,0,9,0]9™¢, f is of the following form

f = f(O) (l’, 197 19) + Z a’yf('}/) (1[,’, 197 0_) + 0102f(12) (ZL’, 197 5) +v-1 Z 970_50—:5({91/];(0) (I, 193 ﬁ)

gl ¥,8,v

+VEL Y 04020067 0, f ) (2,9,9) — 02620107 Of ) (2,0, D).

Sy
In particular, a chiral f € COO()/(\'EAH) has four independent components in C°°(X)C[9, 9] @nti-c.
f(O)’ f(v) r =12 f(12)'
In terms of the standard chiral coordinate functions (z',0,60,9,9) on X@,

= fo@, 9,9+ mev(y)(x'ﬁﬂ?) +0'0%f19y(2,9,9)
Y

which is independent of 6.
(2) fe C>(X®) is antichiral if and only if, as an element of C>(X)C[8, 0,1, 0], f is of the
following form

f= fol@9,9)+ Zgéf(é) (2,9,0) + 0'0° fi5) (2, 0,9) — V=1 mgsa:sayﬁo)(x, 9,9)
5 b
+V=1 Y 0015208 0, 5 (2,9,9) — 0162007 Of ) (2,0, 7).

v,8,v
In particular, an antichiral f € C‘X’()?BAE) has four independent components in C°(X)C[0), 9]¢
f(O) ) JF(&) »5=1,2> f(ii) .
In terms of the standard antichiral coordinate functions (z',0,0,9,9) on )?HAH,

F= oy @, 9,0) + 30 fi (2", 9,9) + 016 i) (o, 0,0)
1

which is independent of 6.
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Proof. Given

f o= f(0)+2mf(7)+29 Fisy+ 0102 F ) + D000 f s + 0102 f 1)

"/5

+ 26102§5f(125) + 3000107 s+ 0'6%00° f 115, € CF(XT),
) 2l

where f(.) € C®(X)C[0,9)%¢ one has
—epf = i+ 20 (= Fp VLY 0t o) = Y Peasfias
¥ v §
+0"0%(Frizpy = V=12 0" 00 fi)) + D 070 (epsfirisy + V=1 D 0”500 f )
Vv ~,6 v
= 22000 (s fniny + VL Y000 0) + VL Y0060l 0, i
. v Vv
_ \/6?10192@9’? > a”ﬁ.ayf(wii) .
pows

Thus, eluf = eguf = 0 if and only if
foy = fasy = friy = 0,
vﬂ) V=132, U 6 f(0)7 f(12,6") = V-1 Zv',u Juwgavf(v/)v

o v—1 L
faziyy = — 735 Do b gHo Ot (ré) >
for v = 1,2, B = 1,2. The last equation simplifies to f(lQi?) =-04 f(o) after plugging in the equation
f(,yl(;) =v-1>, a:,sayf(o) in the system. This proves the first part of Statement (1). The second part
of Statement (1) follows from the observation that
* Cf. [ Wess & Bagger:

0 a6 o)
(ea' = W‘FQV—IZUZBGﬁaM and) egr = _ﬁ Eq. (5.4)].

in the coordinate system (2’,6,0,4,9) for X8,
Similar argument proves Statement (2). In which case,

* Cf. [ Wess & Bagger:
) Eq. (5.6)].

2F29a >

Js]
€’ = Bga (and egr = 895

in the coordinate system (2", 8,8,1,9) for X8

Corollary 1.3.5. [tame chiral superfield, tame antichiral superfield] (1) A tame superfield f on
X is chiral if and only if, as an element of C®(X)C[6,0,9,0)%¢, f is of the following form

[ = f(o)(x)‘f'zewvf(v)(x)+9192(f(/0)($)+191192f(12)($))

+V=1 Y me%v D fioy (@) + V=L Y 020%0°0,0"7, 0, f(ry(x) — 010%010° Of ) ().
¥,8,v 6,A/ v
In particular, a chiral f € C>®(X )t“me has five independent components in C*°(X)C:

foys fonsv=125 oy faz)-
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In terms of the standard chiral coordinate functions (x',0,0,9,7) on )A(@,

Fr=Foy@)+ 070, o) (@) +0'0°(flo)(2') + 9102 f1z) ()
vy

which is independent of 0 and J. S
(2) A tame superfield f on X is antichiral if and only if, as an element of C>=(X)[0,0,9,0]9"t<  f
is of the following form

Fo= fo) + Y 00:f @) + 00 (£ (=) + 9195 f 13 (x))
5

VLY 00070, foy (@) + V1Y 00" 60500 0, f 5 (2) — 0°0%0' 6% O f o) ()

~,8,v 5.y,
In particular, an antichiral f € C‘X’()?Eﬁ)tame has five independent components in C>°(X)C:
foys Ty s=iss foy» iz

In terms of the standard antichiral coordinate functions (x",60,0,9,9) on )A(ETH,

v

F= Fo@") + 3005 f5 (") + 80 (flpy (2") + D193 f i3 (")) .
;

which is independent of 0 and V.

Corollary 1.3.6. [medium chiral = small chiral, medium antichiral = small antichiral] (1) 4

medium chiral superfield coincides with a small chiral superfield. VA medium or small superfield f on X
is chiral if and only if, as an element of C™(X)[0,0,9,0]%""<  f is of the following form
f = f(O) (.’L’) + Z G’Y’&’Yf('y) (:E) + 9102191192f(12)(.'17) * Cf. [ Wess & Bagger:
vy Eq. (5.3)].
V=LY 06°6%0, foy (@) + V=1 Y 016°0° 0,077 0, fi () — 6162610 Difo) ()

v,0,v 8,y,v

In particular, a chiral f € COO()?EAH)mEdi“m or C“()?@)sm“” has four independent components in
COC(X)C:
foy, foysv=12, faz)-

In terms of the standard chiral coordinate functions (z',0,0,9,9) on X@,

f=Fo @)+ 070, ) (@) +0'0°0192f12)(2) ,
il

* Cf. [ Wess & Bagger:
Eq. (5.3)].

which is independent of 6 and V.

(2) A medium antichiral superfield coincides with a small antichiral superfield. A medium or small
superfield f on X is antichiral if and only if, as an element of C*=(X)C[0,0,9,0]°™¢, f is of the following
form

f = f(()) (x) + Z 076195']0(5) (Z‘) + 61521511§2f(12) (1‘) * Cf. [ Wess & Bagger:
- Eq. (5.5)].
V=LY 00°0%0, foy(®) + V=LY 07016705040 0, f 5 () — 0162007 Ofg) () -
’Y»(;»V 5,7,1/
In particular, an antichiral f € C”()A(@)medi“m or C‘X’()A(EAH)SWI” has four independent components in
c>® (X)(C
foys foy s=iz20 Jiig-
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~

In terms of the standard antichiral coordinate functions (z”,6,0,9,9) on X9,
* Cf. [Wess & Bagger:

e o Eq. (5.5)].
f= f(O) ("E,/) + Z 96?95f($)($//) + 91621911921”(12) (95”) )

)

which is independent of 6 and V.

Corollary 1.3.7. [medium or small chiral = chiral multiplet] A medium or small chiral superfield
matches with the chiral multiplet from representations of d = 3+ 1, N = 1 supersymmetry algebra.
Medium or small chiral superfields on X form a complezified C*°-ring. Similar statements hold for
medium or small antichiral superfields.

Corollary 1.3.8. [small ring generated by small chiral and small antichiral] The small function

ring Cm()?@)sm“” of XB s the subring of COO()?@) generated by the small chiral superfields and the
small antichiral superﬁelds@

Remark 1.3.9. [mathematical patch to [Wess & Bagger]: nilpotency of ‘F-component’] Caution that
chiral functions on X% of the following form

I = o)+ 079, fo) (@) + 616 f{g) (')
¥
in coordinate functions (’:c 6,6, 19 ,1) do not form a ring as they are not closed under multiplication: The
product AB of general A and B of the above form will have an additional nilpotent summand
= 01620105 (A0) Ba) + A Bry)

that does not fit in. It follows that if one demands that chiral superfields that match with the chiral
multiplets (which have only four independent components) to form a ring, then their ‘F-component’
(cf. [Wess & Bagger: Eq. (5.3)]) must be nilpotent Lorentz-scalar of the form 9193 f(12), where f(12) €
C*(X)C. This is the first mathematical patch that one is forced to make if one wants to bring [Wess &
Bagger] in complexified Z/2-graded Algebraic Geometry; ([L-Y5: Sec. 1.2] (SUSY(l)))E

Similarly for antichiral functions on X X® of the following form

F = fo)@")+ > 00 F 5 (") + 00 £ (")
5

in coordinate functions (z”, 8, 8,9, 7).

Chirality on C* (XEAH) and its sectors under the twisted complex conjugation

Lemma 1.3.10. [Q,, QB’ eq’y egr under twisted complex conjugation] Under the twisted complex

conjugation T on C’OO()?ETH) = C'OO()A(ETH)even + Coo()?@)odd;

QL = Qda Q_TB = QB) el/ = €y, 6[2,/ = ep

UIn [L-Y5] (SUSY(1)), we take this as a starting point to understand how physicists think of the function ring
of a superspace and its “more physically relevant sector”.

12 Note for physicists It turns that, as demonstrated in the current notes, except the additional introduction of
purge-evaluation maps (which physicists already took implicitly whenever in need), this is the only mathematical
patch to make precise (of the non-quantum part of) [Wess & Bagger].
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on C°(XB)eyen in the sense that
(Qaf)' = Qaft, (D) =Quft, (e l) =earf, (eprf) =epf!
for f € C°(XP)even. Similarly,
QL = —Qa, Q; = —Qp, e, =—ew., e =—ep
on O (X®)_qq in the sense that
(Quf)' = =Qaft, (@) = —Qsft (ewf)' = —carft, (esn) = —eaf!

for f € C=(X®)oqq-

Proof. This follows from the following basic identities

(3w (0°4) = 9 g (@ A)). (50 A) = (- 55 (074)),

B
(o8) = (—op® gt (B) = (—1p@ et

for A, B parity-homogeneous elements of COO()/(\' EAﬂ).
O

_Since the twisted complex conjugation leaves each of the tame, the medium, and the small sectors of
X% invariant, one has the following consequence:

Corollary 1.3.11. [swapping of ‘chiral’ and ‘antichiral’ under twisted complex conjugation]

(Cf. [L-Y5: Lemma 2.1.7] (SUSY(1)).) The twisted complex conjugation ' on C(X®) takes chiral
elements to antichiral elements, and vice versa. The same holds for the restriction of T on the tame

subring C“()?@)t“me, the medium subring C”()?@)medmm, and the small subring Coo()?@)sma” of
C>(XH).

2 Purge-evaluation maps and the Fundamental Theorem on su-
persymmetric action functionals via a superspace formulation

We highlight [L-Y5: Sec. 1.5] (SUSY(1)) on the purge-evaluation maps and the Fundamental Theorem
on supersymmetric action functionals via a superspace formulation, with two additional remarks.

Purge-evaluation maps

The action functional of a supersymmetric quantum field theory model via a superspace formulation is
itself a (Lorentz-)scalar superfield € C=(X®) = C®(X)C[9,0,0,9)-¢, After taking an appropriate
fermionic integration:

/ d02deidede’,  or / do%de’,  or / d62de!

it becomes an element in C°°(X)C[¢), 9]¢, In general, a summand of which may still contain an even
nilpotent factor of the form 91194, ﬁaz%, =12 f=i 905, or ¥1929;95. Such a nilpotent factor has to
be “removed” properly to obtain a final supersymmetric action functional of fields on X. This removal
is realized by a purge-evaluation:
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Definition 2.1. [purge-evaluation map P "] A purge-evaluation map
pev . Coo(X>(C[19’Q§]anti—c N Coo(X)C

is a C°°(X)®module homomorphism that sends monomials 19?1193219?11932 to a constant cg,d,4,4, € C.
This induces a map, also denoted by P ¢V and called purge-evaluation map

Pev . 0%(XB) 5 0%(X).

(Cf. [L-Y5: Definition 1.5.1] (SUSY(1)) for a slightly different formulation.)
Any P thus defined has the following property: (Cf.[L-Y5: Lemma 1.5.2] (SUSY(1)).)

Lemma 2.2. [property of P¢’] (1) Let ¢ € Derc(X) be a derivation on X. Then for f € Cw()?@),
PEf) =€P(f).

(2) For f € C=(X®),

/dé?déidGQdelpe”(f) = Pe”(/déidéidﬁd@lf%

(3) For f € C>(X®) chiral (resp. antichiral),

/d02d017?€”(f) = Pe”(/d02d91f) (resp. /da‘?déipev(f) = Pev(/déidéif) ).

Proof. Statement (1) follows from the fact that £ € Derc(X) has no (9,9)-dependence while P €
applies to f (6,0)-degree-by-(0, §)-degree with ’Pe“(ﬁflﬂ?ﬁfiﬁgé) constant, and hence (P e”(f(.))) =
Pev(e f(.)), where f(.) € C=(X)C[9,9)%¢ is a component of f as a polynomial in (6,6). Statement

(2) and Statement (3) follow from the definition of fermionic integration on X.
O

The Fundamental Theorem on supersymmetric action functionals

The following Fundamental Theorem is truly amazing and yet so elegantly simple! It is the tool physicists
use for the construction of supersymmetric quantum field theory models via superspace. Readers are
referred to, e.g. [Bi: Sec. 4.3] and [B-T-T: Sec. 2.9] for the original account by physicists.

Theorem 2.3. [fundamental: supersymmetric functional] Up to a boundary ternﬁ on X,

(1)
Si(f) = /A diz d0*dordo?de f
X

is a functional on C*(X™) that is invariant under supersymmetries;
(2)
Sy(f) = /A diz do?det f (resp. Ss(f) = /A dizd6do'f )
X X

is a functional on COO()?EAH)Ch (resp. C"X’()A(@)“h) that is invariant under supersymmetries.

13Though ignored in the current work, it should be noted that such a boundary term becomes an important
part of understanding when one studies supersymmetric quantum field theory with boundary.
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Let PV be a purge-evaluation map. Then, up to a boundary term on X,
(1)
Si(f) = /A d*z d*d6' d62de P e (f)
X

is a functional on C*° ()A(EE) that is invariant under supersymmetries;
(2
S4(f) = /A d*x d*do*Pe(f)  (resp. Sy(f / d*z do*do' P (f) )

is a functional on C'*° (XE)Ch (resp. C>(X )‘”h) that is invariant under supersymmetries.

Proof. We give the proof of Statement (1’) and Statement (2'). (The proof is identical to that of [L-Yb5:
Theorem 1.5.3] (SUSY(1)) and is repeated here due to that the Theorem is so fundamental.) A similar,
simpler argument proves Statement (1) and Statement (2).

For Statement (1’), since QQ,QB € Derc(X), it follows from the invariance of diz d62dd'dg>de*,
d*xd6?de', and d42df2df" under the flow that generates supersymmetries, Lemma 2.2, and basic calculus
that

6@0451(]2‘/) = / d4xd92d9 d92d91 eU(Qa / d4$d92d9 d92d91Q Pev(f)

—ﬁ/ d'x d62dbde?do* Yo" 079, (P (f))
be o
N

—\/—1/ d%ZaH(/déQdéidﬁzdel Zagﬂ.éﬁpw(f)) - —\/—1/ dB,
X I [3 X

where B, = BYdz!' Adx? Adz® — BLdz® Adz? Adx® + B2da® Ada' Ada® — B3da® Adat Ada? is a 3-form
on X with
- 02 101 192 1091 B B pev f
B /d9 a5t de*ds’ Yo% 0P ()
B

The proof that dg, S} (f) is also a boundary term is similar.

For Statement (2'), note that for f chiral, 3g. S5 (f) = 0 always, for a = 1,2, and, thus one only needs
to check the variation 6(25 SL(f):

3q,9:(f) = /A d'zd6*do' P(Q,f) = /A d*z d6?d" P ((epr + 2V =13, ,0%0% :0,) f)
= QF/ d'zde>de' > 6%c" 50u(P Pe(f))
QL

2v/—1 /X d*z "0, /d02d91 Zeaagépev(f) ) = 2V/-1 /X ac;,
o «a
where CB = ngxl Adx? A dxd — Cédxo Adx? Ada® + C;dxo ANdzx' Adad — ngxo Adx' Adz? is a 3-form
on X with
wo_ 2 1nl a [ ev( f
Cy = /da do' 0 ot P(f).
For f antichiral, 5@; S (f) = 0 always, for 8 = 1,2, and the variation 00, 53(f) 1,2, can be computed

similarly to show that it is a boundary term on X.

This completes the proof.
O

Remark 2.4. [application of Theorem 2.3] In an application of Theorem 2.3, the f in Statements (1),
(2), (1), and (2') usually comes from a functional of elements in C°>(X®).
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Having reviewed ‘purge-evaluation maps’ and the ‘Fundamental Theorem’, we give two remarks/impose
two questions below on purge-evaluation maps that deserve to be understood better.

Remark: A purge-evaluation map merged into an exotic ring?

To begin, we impose a guiding question:

Q. Is it possible to construct a new function ring on a towered superspace XB that accommodate both

the anticommuting Grassmann coordinate functions 0, 6,9, 0 on XEE and a purge-evaluation map
C>=(X)C[0,0,9,9]9¢ — C=(X) defined via P : C=(X)C[9, )9 ¢ — C=(X)C?

The design that P € (95 932 5?1 ﬁgé) are constants in C motivates one to consider first a relevant C-algebra
generated by the variables ¢, 195. Together with

(1) the fact the variables 9, U are in spinor representations S’, S” of the Lorentz group and there are
pairings € chosen on the spinor bundles,

(2) the isomorphism of representations of the Lorentz group: V' ~ S’ @ S”,
(3) compatibility with the twisted complex conjugation f,
(4) a Fierz-type identity: - ; GQJZBO_B DI 070550_5 = 2601620192

(and some sense of naturality), one is led almost uniquely to the following C-algebra:

Definition 2.5. [basic exotic Z/2-graded C-algebra R°] Let R’ be the C-algebra with the underline
C-vector space (C® (8" @ S”) @ VY, +) and multiplication e defined as follows.
(Recall that €12 = €3 = —1 and €91 = €55 = 1.)

(a) In terms of the basis (1, 91, P2, Ui, U5, 01i, 015, Ooi, To3):

Vo 0Vp = —€ap, 9y 00, :7196’190‘ = 0.4 1%0195:5@5,
1904.0'75 = 0—75.19(l = 5.ya1§57 15300'75 = O'M-;oﬁﬁ = 6551977
O.500.; = leayessl

Explicitly,

’ (1) e (=) H 1 ‘ Y1 V2 9 I ‘ O O3 Oy Oy
1 1 V1 Yo Dy Py | oy o3 Oy Oy
a1 91 0 1 011 O 0 0 1§1 52

V2 J2 -1 0 Ooi O | =0 —1s 0 0
9 9 | —oyi —os O -1 0 91 0 o

s Dy | —015  —0g 1 0 -1 0 - 0
ol o 0 —0; 0 - 0 0 0 1
o1 o1 0 —0y O 0 0 0 1 0
Ty Oy 9 0 0 —U2 0 1 0 0
T 95 9y 0 V2 0 1 0 0 0
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(b)  Or, equivalently, in terms of the basis (1, 91,92, Vi, 95, 0°, o1, 02, 03):

Voolp=—cap, Vaoly = —Us00, = —%ZHU“G*EO‘, Doy =c45,
9,00 = ogled, = 2%55505557(1, 155 oot = gt 055 = 2%51970 i
ot eo” = 3 abnilEaressl o ots
Explicitly,
Lo | 1] 9, 9 2 7, PR
1 val Yo 9 Dy o0 ol o2
91 0 1 10%+10° lo' + goﬂ —Js 9 /=104
U2 -1 0 %‘71 - \/2_710'2 307 — %‘73 i 0y V=19,
9 10" - 10° lo' + */2_710'2 0 -1 —U2 Y1 —v/—1%
1§2 %0’1 — ‘/2_710'2 %O’O + %o’3 1 0 Y1 =¥y  —+/—102
o’ ~7, i —1 91 2 0 0
o! 9 —Ds 91 —2 0 2 0
o’ V-1 V=10, —V/=1% —/=19 0 0 2
o’ —Js -3 —92 —91 0 0 0

This gives a Z/2-graded, Z/2-commutative, unital, non-associative algebra over C. We will call it the
basic exotic Z/2-graded C-algebra and denote it by R’.

One can check directly that

Lemma 2.6. [}A%b under twisted complex conjugation ] Forry, rp € Eb, (r @)t = rg . rJ{.

Remark 2.7. [from Grassmann number to exotic number] Conceptually, one should think of the Z/2-

graded C-algebra R’ as diminished/flattened from the Grassmann algebra /\:C(S’ & S") via the purge-
evaluation defined by the C-vector-space-homomorphism associated to the assignment

Pev o Ae(S'@S") — R
1 — 1 ,
Uy — Yo
iy — s,
T4 — O,
Y104 — 1
970 — =1
V19205 — s,
9adi0s  — Vo
V192905  — -1 |

fora=1,2and B= 1,2. Pevisa C-vector-space projection map from /\(.C(S'@S") onto its sub-C-vector-
space R’. While P is not a C-algebra-homomorphism, it is an SOT(1, 3)-module-homomorphism.
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Definition 2.8. [exotic function-ring of towered superspace] Let X@ be a ringed-space with the
underlying topology X and the function ring

O ()’(\*[IAZI) — O (X)C[H, 9_; v, ,g} exotic
;= the extension-over-C of C°°(X)C[f, ¥]¥™-¢ by R with ¢, 9 anticumming with 0, 6.

This is a Z/2-graded, Z/2-commutative nonassociative ring. We shall call X% an ezxotic towered super-
space and its function ring the exotic function-ring of a towered superspace.

The twisted complex conjugation (-)' is naturally defined on COO()? ﬁ), with the property that ( feo gt =
Gteft for f, e Coo()?@), where e is the multiplication on Coo()?@).

One can formulate (1) the notion of chiral and antichiral superfields on X, (2) the notion of the small
exotic function-ring of )A{ [E', which is a complexified C°°-ring — in particular, commutative and associative

— contained in C°°(X™) as a subring, and (3) Theorem 2.3 all in terms of elements in C°°(X®). In
particular, for Item (3), there is no need to introduce the additional purge-evaluation map now since that
data is already merged into the construction of the exotic function-ring of the towered superspace. This
can be used to directly reproduce the Wess-Zumino model in [Wess & Bagger: Chapter V]. In this simple
case, the nonassociativity of the (1J,9)-part is completely overridden by the nilpotency of the (8, §)-part.

Unfortunately, when attempting to extend its application to the construction of supersymmetric gauge

theories, one no longer has such a luck. The nonassociativity of C'*° ()/(: 'E) brings in new technical issues
that do not look to have any simple cure for the time being.

Remark: A canonical/standard purge-evaluation map with respect to (J,1)?

So far in the consideration of purge-evaluation maps, we only take into account the requirement from
physics that the density over X of an action functional has to be real-valued (or complex-valued plus its
complex conjugation ) without any nilpotent factors.

Q. How additional physical considerations restrict the choice of the purge-evaluation map?

For example, assume that P ¢ (991992 5?11532) € R. Then while the absolute-value of the value P " takes
may be absorbed into field-redefinitions, the sign of the value may not be. In that case, what physics
consideration select the sign of the values of the purge-evaluation map?

To get a sense of this, let us consider the Wess-Zumino model quoted from [Wess & Bagger: Eq. (5.13)]
(in the case of one single chiral superfield ):

L= V=1) 0t + A'OA — smipp — gm* i — gupA — g*pp A* — F*F .
N

Here, (A, 4, F) is a chiral multiplet and m,g € C. To make the nilpotent feature of the independent
components A, ¢, F of the chiral superfield manifest, set

A~ foy, A* ~ o) Yo ~ Vaf(a), Yo ~ Yaf(a)
F o~ =919 f19), F* s (=192 fa2)t = 9195 fa2)

and apply the rule of short-hand-to-long-hand notation change ([Wess & Bagger: Eq. (A.21)]) and the
rule of raising-or-lowering spinorial indices ([Wess & Bagger: Eq. (A.9)]):

=Y Y = =291y = 2010261y f2) »
v = > et = 299 = 2019570 o) »
the density L of the action functional of the Wess-Zumino model is then converted to

L= V1Y 05000,f5)5"" fie) + floy Of o) + m9rdafoy fz) — m0i95 fo) fioy
o,B, 1

+ 299192 f(1y f2) froy — 209105 f1) Fez) oy + 91929105 faz) faz) -
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Which can be converted further to a manifestly real expression

—1 9 T =pBa T —pBa 7
L= Y S 059.(0.555" ) — T30 0ufiar) = S T 8 Fro)
m

o,
+m 92 f) fio) — mI19s fuy o) + 299192 f (1) fo) froy — 299105 f1) fiz) froy
+ 01929195 f12)f(12) »

up to boundary terms on X. The Hamiltonian density H over the spatial 3-space, identified as, say,
{0} x R® C X, on the configuration space of the system is given by

oL oL
H = m@of(o)"‘m 80f(0)+z§8f 80f(0‘)+z aOf(,B)

3 2 R ' -
= —@ SN 9500(0.F 557 fay — Fioy 7P Oufie)) + Zaufm) 9" f(0)

w=1q B pn=1
—mdafa)fo) + M35 f1) fo) — 290192 f 1) f2) fooy + 299195 1) feo) foo)
— 91929195 fa2) fa2) »

with the final expression restricted to the spatial slice {0} x R* C X. The Hamiltonian density over
the spatial 3-space is meant to be the energy density along a trajectory in the phase space following the
equation of motion and hence better be real positive-or-bounded-below. Thus,

(1) If setting 91995 ~ 1 by convention, then it is required that 5152 ~~» F1 in order to be compatible
with the twisted complex conjugation. This also helps keep H real.

(2) The summand —1911921§i1§2f(12)f(12) in H is a potential energy term. Since f(12)f12) > 0, it is
required that — 192994 ~» positie real number. One may thus set 992995 ~» —1 to meet this
requirement.

(3) For the nilpotent factor 19519,1 in the kinetic terms of the spinor component fields f(,), @ = 1,2,

exchanging the chirality /handedness of spinor fields ¢ < 1) changes the sign in front of the kinetic
term. Thus, the sign of P e”(ﬁﬁﬁa) is only a matter of convention and we may set ¥ ;04 = —Ja¥ 5 ~
+1 either choice by convention.

Thus overall up to positive constant factors, which can be absorbed into a redefinition of fields or coupling
constants, the following four choices are physically acceptable:

c Pl 1, 1§1’L§2 ~ =1, 191192191752 ~ =1, 155190( ~ £
© Pdg e —1, 191192 ~ 1 191192191152 ~ =1, ’190[155 =l

3 The small function-ring of X% and the Wess-Zumino model
(cf. [Wess & Bagger: Chapter V])

We reconstruct in this section
© [Wess & Bagger: Chapter V. Chiral superfields)

in the complexified Z/2-graded C>°-Algebraic Geometry setting of Sec. 1. The same construction was
made in [L-Y5: Sec. 2] (SUSY(1)) with slightly different terminology; cf. footnote 6 and footnote 10.

The small function-ring COC(X @)Sma” and its chiral and antichiral sectors

Recall from Sec. 1.2 the following complexified C>-subrings of C*°(X BAa). Their elements give the super-
fields involved in the superspace formulation of the Wess-Zumino model.
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+ The small function-ring C* ()A(ETﬂ)sm“” of )?EE, which consists of elements of C°°(X®) of the fol-
lowing form

f = f(O) + Zﬁaﬁaf(a) + Zéﬁgﬁf(ﬁ)

+ 92191192f12)+29aaﬂ (Za“ fi + 9aPsSiap) ) + 0820195 f 35
a,B

102238 a G aglg? B3 G Dsf s
+ 30 0°0%0% (D 00 0" Sy + 019205 005 ) + D 0°0 0 (3 okl + DadiPsf i) )
3 a,p o B
+0'¢°6'¢° (f{d) + D 9alot )+ 1911921915#(1212))
o.B,p
e C=(X)%[9,0,9,0)mt,

+ The small chiral function-ring C“()?@)sm“”’dl of )A(EE, which consists of elements of C*° ()A(@)sm“”
of the following form

‘f - f(O) + Z 07 ﬁVf(’Y) ) —+ 0192191192]0(12) (.’E) « Cf. [ Wess & Bagger:
Eqg. (5.3)].

+\ﬁ LY 670°0% 0, fo) (@) + V=1 6'6°6°0,0" 0, f) (x) — 6'6°6"6° O o) ().

~,6,v 5y,

)small ,ach of XEH

+ The small antichiral function-ring C"O( which consists of elements of

c™ (XEE)sma” of the following form

f = f(O) (Z‘) + Z ééﬁéf(é) (.T) + gl§2§11§2f(12) (Qf) » Cf. [ Wess & Bagger:
5 Eq. (5.5)].
— V=LY 00070, foy (@) + V=LY 070 6205040 0, f ) (x) — 0162067 D f o) (x).

’Y»&V 8,y,u

Recall also that, as a ring, C* ()A(EAH)S"‘““ is generated by C“()?@)Sma”’dl U (f@)sma”"”h and that
the twisted complex conjugation  takes C°°(XB)small.ch anq oo XB)small.ach 4 each other.

We now proceed to construct the Wess-Zumino model on X in terms of C'*° ()/(\' iy small

Relevant basic computations/formulae
Let

Fr= Fo@+ D 0af (@) +0"6%0:0: fua) (x) + V=1 > 6°6°0" 9, fo)(x)
o o.Bip
V=T Y 0'6°67000"° 0, fay () — 6'6°0107 Of o) (),
B o

be a chiral function on X ®-small , determined by (f(0), f(a), f(12))a- It follows from Corollary 1.3.11 that

its twisted complex conjugate fT is the antichiral function on XP"si¢s determined by (f(o)v f(ﬁ), I 12))

(f0), — f(3)> f(12)) 3, where f(o) is the complex conjugate of f(s) € C*°(X )€, Explicitly,

o= Zeﬂﬁﬂf@ @) + 00019 Fazy (@) = V=1 Y 0°0°0" , 0, Fo) (@)
85
— V=1 Z 0°010°0 ;015 0, F s () — 0160206 Of o) () -
;B
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Consequently, (recall that 0 := —02 + 0? + 02 + 02 )

vy 9RY} * Cf. [ Wess & Bagger:

fo = ffT ‘ Eq. (5.9)].
= fo)(@)fo)lx +Ze Do fr0) () Ze 9 5f(8) (@) f(0) () + 01079192 f(0) () fr12) ()

+ZG"‘95{FZU (F0) @) 0.f0) (%) = 0 f0) (@) froy(x)) + Va3 Fis) (@) f(a)(x)}

+60 92191192 faz (@) fo)(@)
£ 00 {1 Zﬁ 0" (Fi0) (@) O o) (@) = 0T @) Fia () = D123 @) Foazy (@) }
B

+3° 60018 { V=TY 0508 (= 0,50 (@) fi0) (@) + Fi) (@) i) (@) + DaBiP5F 1) (@) Fro (@) }
o .8

+6'0°0'8* { - Of0)(@) - f0)(@) ~ Jooy (@) - Do) () + 228 o) (@) 0" fo) (@)

+v-1 Z 19&1955;1,/304(_ f(ﬁ)( x) ;Lf(oc)( )+f((¥)( )aﬂf(ﬁ)(l'))

o,B,u

+ 01929195 f12) (2) f(12)($)} ;

« Cf. [ Wess & Bagger:
Eq. (5.7)].

2= fo@)?+2) 0% fo) (@) fa) (@) + 260'0%0,95( f0) () f1z) () — foy (@) fioy ()

+ (terms of f-degree > 1);

* Cf. [ Wess & Bagger:
Eq. (5.8)].

o= fol +3Z9 I f(0)(@)2 flay (@) + 362020105 fo) ()2 1z (&) — 2 Fo) (@) Fray () fiap ()

+ (terms of - degree >1);

() = fol —3296193f(o (2)2F(p) (@) + 30029105 (Fro) (2)*F 1z () — 2 Fro0) (@) Ty (2) Ty ()

+ (terms of 6- degree >1).

(Cf. [Wess & Bagger: Egs. (5.9), (5.7), (5.8)].)

The action functional of the Wess-Zumino model

The action functional of the Wess-Zumino model is given by:
(caution that (d6%d0') = df'df? = —df*do")
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S(f) = / d*z { . /aw’?déide?del (F1F)
X
+ /d92d91 (AF +2mf2 + 1g7%) —/dégd@i M+ 32 + 390h?) |}
= /Xd4${ in(o)(I) foy(z) + 711 foy(@) - Ofo)(x Zauf (0)(x) 0" foy ()

TN g0, wﬂmﬂ)am(wﬁmmmmmn

@ [3,;/,

= 391020195 fu) (2) o (@)
+ V19 - ( m (o) (@) faz () = Foy (@) fzy(x))
+9 (fo @)z (@) = 2 fi0) (@) ) (@) fioy (@) + M2y () )

~ 9105 - (1 (Foy (@) Fizy (@) = Ty (@) Foap ()
+3 (Foy(@)* Fa (@) = 2F0) (@) Ty (@) iy (@) + Ay (@) ) } -

It follows from Theorem 2.3 that up to a space-time boundary term, this functional is supersymmetric.
After imposing the purge-evaluation map

P Py 1, 19&196 s =1, 191’(92 =1 191192191192 =1

to remove the even nilpotent factors 192, 9,0 b V05, 9192905 in the expression and integration by

parts to fix the kinetic terms, S(f) becomes
_ /Xd‘*xpev{ -1 /déédéidHQdel (F7F)
+ /d92d91 (A +imf? 4+ 2g7°) —/déédéi (A7t + $m (2 + 5a(71°) }
= /Xd“:v{ Fo@) - Dfy@) + Y5 3 045 fay(0) 8,80 (0) + § Fun (@) fazy (@) - OF. [ Wess & Bagger:

Eq. (5.11)].

o, B,
+(m(f(0)( Vfaz (@) — foy (@) fay (@)
+9 (fi0) @) 1) (@) = 2 fi0) (@) fiy (@) fioy () + Mao (@) )
+ (m (Fo @) Faz) @) — Ty (@)
+@(ﬁmu>ﬁ51>

+ (space-time boundary terms) } .

Fy())
2 o) (@) Ty (@) i (@) + A Fz) @) )

This is [Wess & Bagger: Eq. (5.11)] in the setting of Sec. 1 and Sec. 2.
The component field f(12y (and hence f(12)) has no kinetic term and thus is non-dynamical. It can be

removed from the action functional by solving its equations of motion from S(f)

L fany (@) + m @) + 3@ +A = 0,
im+mf(0)($)+gf(o)(x)2+/\ =0

and plugging back into S( f ). This gives another form of the action functional that involves only dynamical
component fields:
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S(f,

(fa)a)
_ /Xd%{m,mf(o)(x)ng 517 flay (@) O fis) (@)
o,B,u

— (m fay (@) fioy (@) + 29 Fo) (@) f1) (@) fay ()
+m ) (@) Fay (%) + 23 Froy (@) Ty (@) Ty ()
*4(mf(o)(11?) + g fo)(2)? +>\) . (ﬁlf(O)(I) +§f(0)(:r)2 +/_\)

«C

+ (space-time boundary terms) } .

(Cf. [Wess & Bagger: Eq. (5.13)].)

4 Supersymmetric U (1) gauge theory with matter on X in terms
of )(Ea (cf. [Wess & Bagger: Chapter VI and Chapter VII, U(1) part])

We reconstruct in this section

* [Wess & Bagger: Chapter VI. Vector superfields and
Chapter VII. Gauge invariant interactions, U(1) part ]

in the complexified Z/2-graded C'*°-Algebraic Geometry setting of Sec. 1.

4.1 Vector superfields and their associated (even left) connection

Since all the bundles and sheaves involved in the construction of supersymmetric gauge theories in the

current notes are trivialized, we will directly take a connection as a differential operator acting on C'*° ()? ET3)
to keep our focus on [Wess & Bagger]. Readers are referred to [L-Y5: Sec. 3.1] (SUSY(1)=D(14.1.Supp.1))
and references ibidem for more words on connections and gauge theories in the superworld.

Definition 4.1.1. [even left connection on C* (XEE)-module] (Cf. [L-Y4:Definition 2.1.2] (D(14.1)).)
Let M be an C*® (XE) module. An even left connection ¥ on M is a C-bilinear pairing

o~

V : Derc(X®)xM — M
(&, s) — @53
such that

(1) [C“()?@)—linearity in the Derc()?@)—argument]

ﬁflglJrfzng = f1§513 + fg@gzs, for f1, f2 € COO()A(EAH), £1,6 € Derc()A(EAH), and s € M;
(2) [C-linearity in the M -argument]

65(0131 + Ccos2) = cl§§sl + 0265827 for ¢1,c0 € C, € € Derc()?@), and s1, 89 € M\;
(3) [Z/2-graded Leibniz rule in the J/W\—argument]

Ve(fs) = (€f)s + (~)PPO f - Vs,

for f € CW()?EAH), ¢ e Derc()/(\'@) parity homogeneous and s € M.

YIn [L-Y4: Definition 2.1.2 ] (D(14.1)), a left connection on & is required to satisfy the generalized Z/2-graded
Leibniz rule in the E-argument: Ve(fs) = (£f)s + (—1)PDPE f . 9(T)es, for f € 6;‘?, § € Ty parity
homogeneous and s € &, where cf(%) is the parity-conjugation of ¥ induced by f; i.e., <f(@) =V, if f is even, or
g@/\:: (e/x\/en part of V) — (odd part of V) if f is odd; (cf. [L-Y4: Definition 1.3.1] (D(14.1))). When V is even,
(V) = V always and the general Z/2-graded Leibniz rule reduces to the Z-graded Leibniz rule.
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As an operation on the pairs (£, s), a connection V on M is applied to & from the right while applied to
s from the leftﬂ cf. [L-Y4: Lemma 1.3.7 & Remark 1.3.8] (D(14.1)).

Note that since V is even, the parity of @5 is the same as that of &.

Lemma/Definition 4.1.2. [curvature tensor of (even left) connection]
(Cf. [L-Y4: Lemma/Definition 2.1.9] (D(14.1)).) Continuing Definition 4.1.1. Let V be an even left
connection on M. Then the correspondence

FY o (6,608) — (Ve Ve = Vi e) s,

o~

for €1,&5 € Derc(X®) parity-homogeneous and s € Z/\l\, satisfies the following tensorial property on X8,

(Ve Ve — Vet )s = - (Ve Vel — Ve ey ).
(Ve Vi = Vi seny)s = (0P £ (19, Ve, } = Ve, 00y )5
([651 y $§2} - §[£1,§2})(f3) = (_1)p(f)(p(£1)+p(£2))f ' ([6517652} - @[51752})87

for f € COO()A(EAH), &,86 € Derc()A(EAH), se M all parity homogeneous. FV is called the curvature tensor
on X associated to the even left connection ¥ on M.

Proof. This is a special case of [L-Y4: Lemma,/Definition 2.1.9] (D(14.1)) with the odd part of ¥V vanishes.
O

Since in this work, we only address even left connections, we will simply call them connections.

Definition 4.1.3. [vector superfield] A vector superfield V is an element in Coo()?@) of the following
form

9]

Vo= Viy+ D 0%0aVie) + 3 070,V + 01020102 Vs + 3 0°6%0" Vi +010°0;05V 5
« B a.Bu
19278 po R 724
+0'6% (V=T 0a 0, 0uVia) + 95 V)
B o

apip? " 3. _uB . 1921792 1/~
+ 200000 (90 Vi) + VLY 050870,V ) + 016018 VG,
« B

that satisfies the realness condition
o « Cf. [ Wess & Bagger:

vi = v. Eq. (6.1)].

Here, Vis expressed in coordinate functions (z,6,0,49,9) of X® with the components
Ve = V. (z). The set of vector superfields in C>°(X%) form a C“(X)—module

5In the Z/2-graded world, it is instructive to denote Ves as £Vs or Vs (though we do not adopt it as a
regularly used notation in this work). In particular, from Vs to f(¢Vs), f and V do not pass each other.

YIn [L-Y5: Sec. 3] (SUSY (1)), we took the attitude that all physics-related superfields should be connected to
elements in the subring of C*° ()? EE) generated by the small chiral elements and the small antichiral elements in
C°°()A( Ba). Under such a restriction, the most natural definition for the candidate for physicists’ vector superfields
has more degrees of freedom than that defined by physicists, particularly in [Wess & Bagger|. To distinguish them,
we call it pre-vector superfield in [L-Y5] (SUSY (1)) and had to introduce linear constraints to reduce a pre-vector

superfield to a vector superfield. Surprisingly, that still defines a supersymmetric gauge theory mimicking [Wess
& Bagger|. For the current work (SUSY (2.1)), we find a better picture. In [L-Y5] (SUSY(1)), we look for vector
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Explicitly, a vector superfield can be expressed as

v

Vo= Vi + Y 00V - Zéﬁ%%wle%mmm + Y 0°6%0" Vi + 010010, Vi)

B o,B,p
. o _ * Cf. [ Wess & Bagger:
+Zelezeﬁ(,/_12ﬁa " 0 Vi) + 05 V5 Ba. (6.2)]
B o

+ 300012 (9 V) — VIS 050100,V ) + 616°010% VG,
« Bou
with
Vioy, Viw» Vio) € C>(X), i.e. real-valued.

Thus, while a small (resp. chiral /antichiral) superfield has 33 (resp. 4) independent complex components in
C>(X)C, a vector superfield V has 16 independent real-valued components from Vioy, Vi V(g) € C>*(X),
pu=0,1,2,3, and V(, Vi12), V(’fy) € C*(X)%, a,v = 1,2. Note that by definition a vector superfield is

contained in C°°(X®)medium g in general not in C°° (X B)small

For physicists working on supersymmetric gauge theories, the following class of even left connections
(adapted to the current U(1) case) is the major concern.

Definition 4.1.4. [(left, even) connection associated to vector superfield] With the above
setting, let V € Cm()? ®) be a vector superfield on X. Then, one can define an (even left) connection
vV on COO(X'EE) (as a left C°°(X®)-module) associated to V as follows.

(1) Firstly, we acquire the compatibility with the chiral structure on C"X’()? BAa) by setting

oV
veﬁ// = e
(2) Secondly, we sedﬂ
VY =eVoeyoe = eo + e Viewe).

Thus, in a way V is an indication of the twisting of the original antichiral structure of C> ()A( ) to
the one selected by V_,.

(3) Finally, we set

A% VLN ooV OV
veu = = 4 Zaﬁa{veaﬂveﬁu}?
Bra
where 7, = (65“)50 =, Nu0o” satisfies
Z&ﬁaagﬂ = —28%, for p,v =0,1,2, 3.
ap

superfields in the ring generated by chiral superfields and antichiral superfields. Under this constraints there is
no other choice to make than what is done in [L-Y5] (SUSY (1)). Why do we need to require vector superfields
lie in the this ring? After all, unlike chiral superfields or antichiral superfields that form a ring, vector superfields
do not form a ring: the multiplication of two vector superfields in general is no longer a vector superfield. If we
choose them still in the grand function-ring of the towered superspace but not require them to lie in the above
subring, then what shall we get? It is to answer this question that leads us in the end to the setting presented

here. It matches now with [Wess & Bagger].
%

"The choice of using whether e o ey 0 €' or €V o ey 0 eV as the definition of 62/&, is dictated by how
one would construct the action functional for the gauge-invariant kinetic term for the chiral superfield in the
supersymmetric U(1)-gauge theory with matter. The former is consistent with the setting in Sec.4.4 while the
latter isn’t. Cf. Lemma 4.2.6 vs. Sec. 4.4, theme ’Explicit computations/formulae for V in Wess-Zumino gauge’.
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Explicitly,

(R K Y P IV

This is indeed a flatness condition on the curvature of VV in the fermionic directions (ear,€prr).
(Cf. Lemma 4.1.5 for the precise statement.)

Since V is even, VV as defined is even as well. In this way a vector superfield V € C°°(X EE) determines

an even left connection V¥ on COO(XE) VUV is called the connection on COO(XE) associated to V; For

simplicity of notations, we often denote vV by V, keeping 1% implicit.

Lemma 4.1.5. [flatness of vV along fermionic directions] Let V = VY be the connection on
COO(XEE) associated to a vector superfield V. Let F¥ be the curvature 2-tensor of V and denote Fv(ea/, ear)
(resp. FY (eqr,epgn), Fv(ea/,eﬂn)) by FY, wa (Tesp. FY, g ’B”) Then with respect to the supersymmet-

rically invariant coframe (e!); on X, the components of the curvature tensor FY ofV in purely fermionic
directions all vanish: For o/, =1',2" and &', 5" =1",2",

v v v
Falﬁl - FOL”B” - Fa/ﬂ// == 0

Proof. See [L-Y5: proof of Lemma 3.1.9] (SUSY(1)).
O

From the perspective of a physicist, one indeed defines the connection VV as in Definition 4.1.4 so
that Lemma 4.1.5 holds.

4.2 Vector superfields in Wess-Zumino gauge

We prove the existence of Wess-Zumino gauge for a vector superfield V in the sense of Definition 4.1.3
and work out the connection VV on C* (XE) as a (left) C'™ (XE) module, for V in Wess-Zumino gauge.

Gauge transformations of a vector superfield

Under a gauge transformation specified by a small chiral superfield Ae C>(X EAE)Sma”, a vector superfield
V transforms as
* Cf. [ Wess & Bagger:

vV —s ‘7—|—(5[v\‘u/ = ‘v/—\/—l([uX—ZV\T). Eq. (6.4)].
Explicitly in terms of the standard coordinate functions (x,8,0,9,1), let

V- WO)+ZG§V“)_ZQ% Vi) + 00°019:V00o) + 3 0070 Vi +0'0°0;05Vz)
p o,B,u

+ 20" (VEID_ Va0 0uVia) + 95 V)
5 o

+ 36902 (0 V) — V1Y 050880, Vi) + 0'6%0'8°Vy € C(XF)
@ Bom
be a vector superfield and
A = Ag+ 29%9 Ay +0"0%010:0010) + V=1 Y 6°6°0" 0, M)
o8
+V-1 Y 91025&9@&“’38”/\(&) — 0192619200, € C(XB)smallch

Bronp
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where [ := —82 + 92 4+ 82 + 92, be a small chiral superfield. The twisted complex conjugate AT of A is
given by

A = Ry =Y 07058 +0'0°0;05K (1) — V=1 ) 6°0°5" .9, A0
4 B,
_ \/j Z 9a§1é21§50558#m_ 6192§ié2 Dm c COO( )Small ach
B,
Then,
vV + 5[\‘7 =V —v=1(A - AT) .cr. [\E)\i;e.s%%)%gger:

= (Vioy = vV=1(0o) = Ky)) + D 0°0a(Via) = V=TA(a)) = 3 0°9;(Vis) + V=114(3))
a B

+660%0192 (Vo) — V=TAu)) + > 0°8°0" (Vi + 0u(Ao) + Ao)))
a,B,u

+010%010;(Viz) + V—1R(13))

+2919295{FZ19 o 0u(V (a>—ﬁA(Q))+%%}
a,p
. Zeae P 0Vl — VLY 4080 0, (Vi + V- 18G) )
o B
+6%62010% (V3 + V=TO(Aw) - Ao)))

= (Vi) + 3xV10)) + 3 000 (Via) + 03 Via)) — D 070 5(Vip) + 05 Vis))
« B
+010°9192(Viag) + 05 Vi) + Y 0°0°0% 5 (Vi + 03 Vi) +0'0°0;0 (Via) + 05 Viao))

o,B,u

+ 29192§ﬁ { ﬁZﬁQUNQB a,u(‘/(oc) + 6]\‘/ ) + 19 (V” + 5A‘/'(/é)) }
B wH

+ 30000 { 0 (Vi) + 63) = V=TS 94080 0, (Vg + 6,Vim) |
« B
+010%010% (Vi) +0xV)) € O(XD)
is another vector superfield in the sense of Definition 4.1.3.

A comparison of § ;\V(g) against dx V(o) implies that if one expresses a vector superfield Ve COO()? BAﬂ)
in the following shifted form, which can always be made:

Definition 4.2.1. [vector superfield in shifted expression] By re-defining the 9192510_2—comp0nen‘5
V(g), any vector superfield in C"X’()? Eﬂ) can be expressed in the following form

Vo= +20 o Via) — 20519 Vi + 0620095 Vazy + 3 007" Vi) + 81000, Vi)
a,B,u
o * Cf. [ Wess & Bagger:
+Z@ 9295<,/ 219 ot gauv(a)"i'ﬁ[% V(’é)) Eq. (6.2)].
+Zea9 02 (0a V) = V=1 0905 0,V,5)) +0'6%0'0° (Vi) — OV,0))
& B

We call a vector superfield of such form a vector superfield in the shifted expression.
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Then the components V), a=1,2, Vo) € C>=(X)C are invariant under gauge transformations:

Vo — Vi = vV=1(A0) — Ao)) s

Vi — Vi) = V1A, Y
6;\ V(12) — V(12) - \/le(m);

Vi — Vi +0u(Ao) +A),

Vo — Vs

Voo — Vo

Remark 4.2.2. [R-linearity] An R-linear combinatioﬂ of vector superfields in the shifted expression is
also a vector superfield in the shifted expression.

It follows that, for a given vector superfield V in the shifted expression, if one chooses a small chiral
superfield A € € (X®)small.ch with

ImAo = =3V, Aw = V-1V, Ay = —V-1Vay),
which always exists, then after the gauge transformation specified by /vL V becomes

S 000" (Vi +20,Rehoy) + Y 0102070, Vi) + Zeae P29V + 010°06° V
@b ;

C

Here, ReA () and Im A are the real part and the imaginary part of Ay € C°°(X)" respectively.

We summarize the above discussion into the following definition and lemma:

Definition 4.2.3. [vector superfield in Wess-Zumino gauge] A vector superﬁeld Ve C’oo( )

that is of the following form in the standard coordinate functions (z,,,19,9) on X x® CF [ Wess & B
. . ess agger:
above Eq. (6.6);

V _ Z 00405 Hn Vv[;,e] 4 Za 026[319 V//) + Zeae 9219 V//) + 0 029 92 footnote, p.37].

a,B,u

is called a vector superfield in Wess-Zumino gauge.

Lemma 4.2.4. [vector superfield representative in Wess-Zumino gauge] Given any vector su-
perfield V € C’OO()A(EB), there exists a unique small chiral superfield A € CO"()/(:EE)Sm“”’Ch depending on
V with Re Aggg = 0 such that the gauge transformation specified by A takes V to a vector superfield in

Wess-Zumino gauge. In particular, any vector superfield can be transformed to a vector superfield in
Wess-Zumino gauge by a gauge transformation.

Lemma 4.2.5. [naturality] (1) The set of vector superfields in Wess-Zumino gauge is a C*°(X)-
submodule of C‘X’(XBE) ( ) If a vector superfield V expressed in terms of the standard coordinate func-

tions (x,0,0,9,9) on X® s in Wess-Zumino gauge, then it remains in Wess-Zumino gauge when re-
expressed in terms of the chiral coordinate functions (2',6,0,9,9) or the antichiral coordinate functions

(2",6,0,9,9) on X8,

8However, caution that a C°°(X)-linear combination of vector superfields in the shifted expression in general
is not directly a vector superfield in the shifted expression. One has to convert it accordingly.
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Proof. Statement (1) is clear. We focus on Statement (2). }
Recall that, in shorthand, ' = x + /—1600. ‘When in Wess-Zumino gauge, a vector superfield V' in
terms of the standard coordinate functions (z,0,0,9,) is written as

Vo= 3 660" V(@) + Zo 62695 V7, ()

(,3) + Zeao 9219 ‘/(//)( )_|_ 0192@192‘/(8)($)

a,Bu
To re-express V in terms of the chiral coordinate functions (2,6,0,9,9) on )?E, one substitutes z in

Vo (z) by 2’ — s/—_lﬁog and use the C'°°-hull structure of C'*° ()/(\') to expand it in #’. Due to the product

structure of A, 6%, this will only influence the coefficient of 01620102 and, hence, keep the vector superfield
in Wess-Zumino gauge. Explicitly, the result is

> 0000 V(@) + Y 0'0%070, Vi (@) + Zeae 20,V («')
@B 4

+ 01020102 (Vg (') —2v—1 3 (0" Vi) (@) -
nw

Similar argument goes when re-expressing V' in terms of the antichiral coordinate functions
(2",6,0,9,9) on XEE with 2" = 2 — v/—1006. The explicit expression is given by

Vo= > 0°070" Vi (a") + Y 0102070, Vi @) + Zoaa 029V (z")
aﬁ,u B

+ 9192910*2(‘/(5)@//) +92v—1 Z(aﬂv[u])(f")) .

m

This completes the proof.
O

In the shifted expression, once a vector superfield is rendered a vector superfield V in Wess-Zumino
gauge, a gauge transformation specified by A with

ImA(O) = A(a) = A(12) = 0,
(i.e. .
A = A(o) +v—1 Z 9(1550566“/\(0) — 0'62%6'6? DA(O)
B,

specified by a real-valued component A(O)) will send V to another vector superfield V' still in Wess-Zumino
gauge with only the components V},) of 1% transformed, by

Vi — Vi + 20,0 -

Thus, the residual gauge symmetries on vector superfields in Wess-Zumino gauge are the usual U(1)
gauge symmetries.

Lemma 4.2.6. [restriction vV of VV to XC] Let V be a vector superfield in Wess-Zumino gauge.
Then the restriction VY of @X to XC is given by Ou — @ Vi, #=0,1,2,3.

Proof. This follows from the same argument of [L-Y5: proof of Lemma 3.2.6] (SUSY(1)). See also the

full expression of 6,‘3 in the next theme.
O
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Explicit formula of @Y for V in Wess-Zumino gauge

Note that the powers of a vector superfield Ve C‘X’()? ETE) in Wess-Zumino gauge can be computed easily:

‘7 _ Z eaéBJZﬁ"/[#] + 29192§519 V//) + Zeae 92,’9 Vv(// + 6 929192‘/0), < CF. [ Wess & Bagger:
o, 3 Eq. (6.6)].
VZ = 9 9162é1§2 Z ,rl;u/‘/[u] ‘/[1/] 7
1,V
Vi o= 0.

It follows that

&V o= 14V 45V
= 1+ Y eaoﬂ M Vi + Za 020°0, Vi + Zeaa P29,V
a.B,u
2p1p2 ~ v
+016°6'0° (V) +Z77“ Vi Vi)
v
and VXI, I=p,d, 3", can be computed less tediously for 1% iIAl Wess-Zumino gauge. The result is given
below in the standard coordinate functions (x,8,8,9,1) on X8,
First,
v(‘i;// = @5//

by definition.

Next, Ve , can be computed slightly easier in the antichiral coordinate functions (z”, 6, 0,1,9) first
and then converted back to (2,60,0,9,9):
@fa, = 67‘7 O ey O 6‘7 = ey + efv(ea/e‘v/)
e 0873 nln2
= ear Y aﬁgZBVM =Y 0070 c0, V) + 01670,V
B 7.8
v 1p2pip2 3 3q T
+ Zme 0 (= con Vi) + V7L 37 ol0r,0,V1) —VE10'0%010° 3050070, V)
Bomv B
The identity N
(075" +075")ay = D (ol 3005+ 0L 5005) = 20"eay
8,6

is used in the computation to simplify the coefficient function of 076102, Note that terms quadratic in
components of V' cancel each other and only terms linear in components of V' remain in the end.
Finally,

SV F R o W
veu = Z ﬁa{ve 7 eﬁ//} = 8 4 Z Oga@ag ’
Brex Bra
where 5 5
0,5 = (e (ewe")epr} = (epme™ Yewe”) +e ¥ (egreare’).
After some (pages of) straightforward computations, one obtains the explicit expression for © 4 in the
standard coordinate functions (x,8,8,9,1):
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v q Y/ 0o
0.5 = - ZUQBVM —~ 297%%%) +Ze Do 5V
0

+ ZW&{ Z( Th5Ts — Ty + Eanept™ ) Via Vi

v

+FZ( 06T ‘728055 _Uag 75)8 Vvl + ave 35 Vio) }

5 nip? v
VI 6% (= 2050750,V +0,0%50, V] ) = V=1 076" 0*000" ,0, V)
S,v Y

+0'6%0'0* { - \/—1203581,1/(3) - Y e e 0.0,y

R NTNTIRY
5 v
T2V YD oot o Vi (0 — Vi) |-
RN
The identity . .
(c"a" + 0”6”),7 = 2(0555”57 + 0355“57 ) = —277’“’5,7
8

is used in the computation to simplify the coefficient functions. Terms cubic in components of V do
appear in the intermediate steps but they cancel each other in the end. It is a curious feature that the
curvature tensor 9,V},) — 8, V], on X appear in the coefficient function of 162616, From the explicit
expression of © 4> one concludes also that

o -0,

T <

= 0, — Vi, + (terms of total (6, 6)-degree > 1)

in Lemma 4.2.6.

4.3 Supersymmetry transformations of a vector superfield in Wess-Zumino
gauge

In this subsection we repeat the discussion of [L-Y5: Sec.3.3] (SUSY(1)) for the upgraded notion of

vector superfield. Readers are recommend to read this subsection along with [Argu: Sec.4.3, pp. 76,

77] of Argurio and [G-G-R-S: Sec. 4.2.1, from before Eq. (4.2.7) to after Eq. (4.2.13)] of Gates, Grosaru,
Rocek, € Siegel for comparison.

Recall the Grassmann parameter level of XB. The setup, discussions, and results in Sec. 1.3, Sec. 4.1
and Sec.4.2 can be generalized straightforwardly to the case where the Grassmann parameter level is

turned on. In particular, recall the additional coordinate functions (n,%) := (n*,n?; 771,772) on X® from
the parameter level, then: (cf. Lemma 1.3.4)

Lemma 4.3.1. [chiral function and antichiral function on X% with parameter level activated]
(1) fe C“()A(EE) is chiral if and only if, as an element of C>(X)C[0,0,n, 7,9, 0]4"¢, f is of the following

form

f = f(O)(xanaﬁaﬂvﬁ)+Zeﬂ/f(7)(m7n7ﬁ7ﬁ7é)

S
+ 9192f(12) (1'7 7,1, 197 19) +v-1 Z 070_50—:581/.];(0) (.’E, 7,1, 19; ﬁ)

’Y,S,V
+VEL Y 01020°07 0, fioy (@, 7,0, 9) — 01620107 Of 0y (.0, 7,9, D) .

8,y,v
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In particular, a chiral f € C'OO()A(ETH) has four independent components in C°>°(X)C[n, 7,9, 9]4-¢:
f(O) ) .f('y) sy =12 f(12) .
In terms of the standard chiral coordinate functions (z',0,0,1,7,9,9) on )?EE,

f = fo' na,9,9) +me(w)($'ﬂlﬂ7,l9,1§) + 0107 f10) (¢, 1, 7,9, 0) ,
Y

which is independent of 6.
(2) f € C(X®) is antichiral if and only if, as an element of C>=(X)C[0,0,n,7,9,0]mc f is of the
following form

JF = f(o)(xan7ﬁ7’071§)+Z§6f(§)(manvﬁ7ﬁ7é)
)

+§1é2f(12)(x7na 777197’3) -V -1 Z 979760’:5611.}:(0) (xa777ﬁa 19’ ﬁ)
~v,5,v
+ v -1 Z 979_19_20_z6 auf(&)(xa 7]77_771971§) - 01029_19_2 Df(o)(ﬁt, 7]77_771971§) .
~,6,v

In particular, an antichiral f € CN()?BAE) has four independent components in C°°(X)C[n, 7,0, 9]4"¢:
f(O) ) f(é) ) §=1,2 f(iz) .
In terms of the standard antichiral coordinate functions (x”,0,0,n,7,9,9) on )A(ETH,
F= Foy " nmg9.9)+ 300 f 5 (2" 0, 5,0,0) + 010% f 15 («" 0, 7,0,0),
s

which is independent of 0.

We shall use this to understand how supersymmetries act on vector superfields in Wess-Zumino gauge.
Consider the infinitesimal supersymmetry transformation

5(71777)‘7 = (77@4-7?@)‘7 = (ZanaQa_z,éﬁBQ@')V

of V. Then (5(,,,,—,)‘7)T = 5(,7’,—7)‘7. However, for V in Wess-Zumino gauge, (nQ + 7Q)V remains a vector
superfield (in the sense of reality condition and matching of the independent components with the vector
multiplet from representations of the d = 3+ 1, N = 1 supersymmetry algebra) but in general no longer
in Wess-Zumino gauge (in the sense of the pattern as a (6, )-polynomial). This can be remedied by a
gauge transformation: (e.g., [Argu: Sec.4.3.1], [G-G-R-S: Sec.4.2.a.1], [W-B: Chap. VII, Exercise (8)],
and [We: Sec.15.3, Eq. (15.78)])

Lemma 4.3.2. [existence and uniqueness of correcting gauge transformation] Let V be a vector
superfield in Wess-Zumino gauge. Then there ezists a chiral function /UX(n 7v) € COO()?E)Ch (now with the

parameter level activated) depending C-multilinearly on (n,17) and V such that the gauge transformation

(nQ + ﬁ@)f/ - \/jl(ju\(n,ﬁ;\“/) — Al )

(n,75V)

of (nQ—i—ﬁQ)Vjs in Wess-Zumino gauge. Furthermore, one may require that the (6,0)-degree-0 component
A(n,f];V),(O) of A(n,ﬁ;f/) vanish, in which case A(n,ﬁ;V) is unique.
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Proof. When V is in Wess-Zumino gauge, (6, 0)-degree-0 component ((nQ + 7Q)V ) of (Q + 7Q)V is
always zero. It follows from Lemma 4.3.1 and the same reasoning as the explicit computatlon in Sec. 4.2
that leads to Lemma 4.2.4 that there is a unique chiral function A € C°°(X®)¢h associated to (nQ+7Q)V
with the (6, #)-degree-0 component ]\(0) = 0 such that (nQ + 7Q)V — v—1(A — At) is in Wess-Zumino
gauge. The same explicit computation implies also that this unique A depends C-multilinearly on (7, 7)
and V. This proves the lemma.

O
Definition 4.3.3. [supersymmetry in Wess-Zumino gauge] Continuing Lemma 4.3.2. Set
NV — /(A L _ AT _ anWzTr _ ~BAWZ )
(Q +7QV = V=1(A 0 = Al 1)) = 20" QR =3 0" QFFV.
« B
This defines (infinitesimal) supersymmetry transformations in Wess-Zumino gauge QWZ that take

a vector superfield in Wess-Zumino gauge to another in Wess-Zumino gauge.

Explicitly, let

vV = Z 00a" Wy, +29192é5 Vi +Zme 20,V + 00291 6°V g,
v,0,v 1)

in C* ()A( EE) be a vector superfield in Wess-Zumino gauge. Then,

v

SnaraaV (n@+ﬁQ)V
= (Zn aga ~ VLD nta 0% )V+(Z?7 89ﬁ+W20a L0V

O‘ﬁl‘ o, B,
= DOV = 0 8tV + 0 922’76 95 Vily)
V.8, 0,00,V B
+Z(’7§5(_Z” Do Vigy + D 1702255V ) + 0 92277“19 (@)
é B
+Ze 0207 (2 45V — V=1 Y 0,070, V)
8.8 VobtsV
+ 2000 (20 Vi + VLY 0000 V)
REE LT
V100002 ( D 00500 0,V + - 0,07 9,Vy)
o6, Byt

Recall Lemma 4.3.1 and let A = A be the unique chiral function in (X ETH) with

(V)
Aoy =0, Ay = —ﬁZﬁ%Z@VM, Aqg) = —\/—1277%% Vi
B B
ILe.
Ry = —V— 2Ny 2058 4 g
Ay = 1> 070" Vi) — V=160 Zn VI + S 0000 0,V
VB 5,8,V
Then
Koy = VL OV + VEIOE Y00y + 3 0008 o 0 0,
8,0,v N TR
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and

5?7Q+ﬁQV + 5]\(71,?/;\7)‘/ - (TIQ + ﬁQ)V B \/TI(A(UJT,V) a AT 7;

= Z 97@5( — Z 77@@55047 % + Z 77’619766'5‘/(/1/))
7,8 @ 8
+ 5%: 6'6°0° 0% (e 35V — ﬁ;ﬂ:y o0 F.)
+ Z 97910_27]“ (gmv(g) +v—1 Z 0550:5 FW)

v, 0,V
i = a3l 5 777 _A L
VLR (S et 9,V + 3 7,0 0,V
a,S,y Bv"/v#

where F),,, = @LV[S,?) - 8,,‘/[53), now resumes in Wess-Zumino gauge.
From the last expression and Definition 4.3.3, one reads off

y a3 T i s N 6y
QUAV = =N 00 Use0, Vi — > 0700 (ear Vi) + V-1 > 00" F)
’Y$ v 5,u,y
+V=10'0%0'5 Y 95040 0, VY
S,
~ v L) 19276 ~ v
QUV = =000V + Y 01670 (essVe) — V1Y 0% F.)
’775 ) VvV

V101007 Y 040" 0,V
Vil

The supersymmetry algebra generated by Q%#’s, Q‘gz ’s, and 9,’s is now closed only up to a gauge
transformation.

4.4 Supersymmetric U(1) gauge theory with matter on X in terms of X

With the preparations in Sec.4.1 and Sec. 4.2, we are now ready to constructE a supersymmetric U(1)

gauge theory with matter on X in terms of functions on X8,

Two basic deriveﬂ superfields: gaugino superfield and kinetic-term superfield

Unlike chiral or antichiral superfields, a vector superfield V contains no components that involve space-
time derivatives. For that reason, to construct a supersymmetric action functional for components of V',
one needs to work out appropriate derived superfields from V first.

Lemma/Definition 4.4.1. [gaugino superfield] (Cf. [Wess & Bagger: Eq. (6.7)].)
Let V e COO(JA(E) be a vector superfield. Deﬁn

« Cf. [ Wess & Bagger:
Eq. (6.7)].

Y Note for mathematicians.  See [L-Y5: Sec. 3.5, footnote 28] (SUSY(1)).

29Here, we are not using the term ‘derived’ in any deeper sense. We only mean that such superfields arise from
the combination of more basic superfields such as small chiral superfields and vector superfields. For example, the
superpotential is a polynomial (or more generally holomorphic function) of small chiral superfields and thus can be
regarded as a ”derived” superfield. Qaution that these derived superfields may go beyond the small function-ring
C>(X®)*mall and lie only in CN()?EH).

2!The design here is made so that W, = Pa V() + (terms of (6, 0)-degree > 1) and

WB = 1%- V(s + (terms of (,0)-degree > 1). Caution that, while e, = 3/90% + ---, egn = —8/8@5 + e
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W, = egnepneqV (resp. WB = 61/62/65//17)

a=1,2, 3=1,2. Then (1) W, (resp. WB) is chiral (resp. antichiral). (2) W, and WB are invariant
under gauge transformations on V. 5
Wa, Wy are called the gaugino superfields associated to the vector superfield V.

Proof. The same as [L-Y5: Proof of Lemma/Definition 3.5.1] (SUSY(1)) but now for vector superfield in
the sense of Definition 4.1.3. Details are repeated below due to the importance of these quantities.
For Statement (1),
61//Wa = - 62//(61//)260/‘7 0,
e Wy = (ex)2erneqV = 0

since (e17)? = (ez)? = 0. Similarly for the antichirality of Wﬁ"
For Statement (2), under a gauge transformation VoV-— \/71(;\ — AT) on V specified by a small
chiral superfield A € C°°(X®)small.ch

Woe — 62//61//60/(‘7— \/—1(/‘—]\”) = W, — v-1 62//61/160/]\
= WO( — —1 ({61//7€a/}€2// — ezuea/elu)A = Wa

since At is antichiral (thus, e/ AT = 0) and A is chiral (thus, e;n A = egn A = 0). Similarly for WB'
O

It follows that in the construction of a supersymmetric U(1)-gauge theory with matter, one may
assume that the vector superfield V' is in Wess-Zumino gauge, which encodes the component fields
Vi, Vi V@)
on X. Here, u=0,1,2,3, apd a=12 uFor V in Wess-Zumino gauge, V3 =0 and its exponential eV is
simply the polynomial 14+ V + V2 in V.
Under a gauge transformation specified by a small chiral superfield /v\, a small chiral superfield P e

Coo(XBysmall.ch transforms as
* Cf. [ Wess & Bagger:

d —» ev_lj\fi) Eq. (7.1)].

while & € ¢oo(X®)small.ach transforms as
« Cf. [ Wess & Bagger:

v v ¥ Eq. (7.3)].
ot — PlevTA!
It follows that
Lemma/Definition 4.4.2. [gauge-invariant kinetic term for small chiral superfield] Let
V e C°(X%) be a vector superfield and & € C>°(XB)small.ch pe o small chiral superfield on X. Then
the product
v & v « Cf. [ Wess & Bagger:
otV d Eq. (7.6)].

is gauge-invariant. Since the expression of the product in (z,6,0,9,1) involves space-time derivatives
(Ou, # = 0,1,2,3) of components of ®, this product is called the gauge-invariant kinetic term for the
small chiral superfield ®.

Proof. By construction, under the gauge transformation specified by a small chiral superfield A,

Beld s (Blem VIR FVEIGAD (vTAg)
_ (i)fe—\/flﬁ-q-f/—\/?l(f\—m)-f-\/?l]\i) _ tiﬁevé.
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Note that, for ® a small chiral superfield and V' a vector superfield on X, W, and VT/B in general are

no longer tame while ®TeV & always lies in C>(X Eﬁ)medmm.

Explicit computations/formulae for V in Wess-Zumino gauge
Let

Y 6°0°0" V(@) +Z<91929f%96 Vi (@) + D 0%0'0°00, Vi (x) + 016%0'0° V5 (x)
ﬂ «

o, B,
be a vector superfield in Wess-Zumino gauge, in the standard coordinate functions (z,60,0,9,9) on X ET_H.
Recall the chiral coordinate functions (2,6, 6,49,1) and the antichiral coordinate functions (z”, 6, 6,9, )

on )A(EAH, where
T — u b "o Y n g8
't o= at + 129a0a69 and 't o=t — 129a0a69 .
a,f a,f

It is convenient to compute W, and W; W, in the chiral coordinates (z',6,6,9,1) and WB and V_VQWi in
the antichiral coordinates (z',8,6,9,1).
e W,: (in chiral coordinate functions (2,6, 8,1,7) on )?EE)
Through the C'*°-hull structure of C> ()A( ), one can express V in terms of the chiral coordinate functions
(2,6,0,9,9) on X as

v apB 1 12 aplp?

Vo= ) 0000l Vi) + 36 079, Vi () + > 090" 80, V) (o)

a,Bu «

+01920102 (Vi) (') — 2v—1 Y 0™ 8,Viy (")) .
8%

Recall that e a’* =2/—1 5" E O’Z 5 65, Then, a straightforward computation gives

eV = Ze%v Vi) Zmeﬁ Eary V(@ 2)+ 0620, 1NED
5w ~,6
+Z¢970 HQ{ZF Z g a 500 8V[l,]( )+£M(—V(E)(x')—1—2\/—71277”"8”‘/[1,](3:’))}
66,/Lu v

—2V/=10'200° Y Used UZB V().
5,8.1

Since eyrz’ = ey’ =0
1 2 )

Wo = eeri(eaV) = (-1)* 355 507 ((eaV)(2",60.0,0,0))
= YaV(ey(@)
Zm{%ﬁ S oot 0 (@ ’)Jrs(w(fV(?)J)(x/)+2\/j127)“”8uv[,,](x’))}
5ﬁpu v
2710 Y el agB VI ().

5,8.u

Applying the family of identities from raising or lowering the spinor index in the defining identity of the
Dirac/Pauli matrices
(chG" +a”a") ) = —20M 5]
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and a relabelling of the u, v indices to the summation of terms of involving d,V},)(z’), one has the
simplification in the end

W, = 19 V// / Ze’y{r Z 8’86 M y Ml/( /)+5a’y Vv(ra)(x/)}

wov,B,6
—2y/-16'6* Z 1956550’;5 0. V{' (),
8,8.1
where Fj,, := 0, V], — 0.V},
« W1 Wy: (in chiral coordinate functions (2’,6,0,4,7) on @)

From the expression of W, above,
WiW, = 9102 Vi) (2") Vg (2)
+ Z 0 { (1) (\/ Z Eﬁé 0./1' 0' F ( /) + 627‘/(8)($/))
w36
— 02V () (VT30 P 0t 0% Fu(a!) + 21, Vi (o)) }
w,v,3,8

+9192{ 2V=1 (01 Y 9567 ot 0, Vi () Vi (2)

25’

B, N -
—0y Y 567 0t 0,V (@) V()
B8,
+Zw (V=1 3 ot 0% Fu (@) + 21, Vi) (@)
wow,3,6
(VT Y Yo 0t R @) ey Vi)
w v 5/ 5/

The 0'6?-component can be simplified as follows:

* Terms involving 9,9 5 can be combined to
—2v-13 5., ﬂaz% b V(’é) (') 0 V(’é)( x') after some relabelling.

* For the remaining terms, terms involving a F),, (¢')F)s,+(z") factor can be combined to
=23 N Y () Fyrr () + /1 Dt etV B (@) Fyy after first converting
them to the sum

1 5 s o b
—1 2 T ooty = oty o) (o0 0l — 04 0h) Fun@) Fuee (),
e
BI 5,

v,
~,
’
~,

via relabelling of indices and using the property that F},, = —F,,,, and then employing the following

identity
(" = ) = Y Loms,

Tr(a“” 0“/”’) = —

N[

where 1

ot )= qlota” —a""))
are the generators of the Lorentz group in the spinor representation and 'Y’ g the space-time
volume-element tensor with respect to the frame (9,), with 2123 = 1.

* Terms involving a simple F,, or F,, factor cancel each other after relabelling and using the
property that F,, = —F,,; and, hence, do not contribute in the end.

* Terms without a F,,, or F,, factor can be combined to V(5 (2)2.
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In summary,
WiWe = 9192 V(") V5 (")
# Lo {0 @) (VT Y a0 o) e Vi ) O B
p,uﬁ&
— 0oV (@) (V=1 Y0 Mot 0% Fu(o ’)+517V(g)(x’))}
M,uﬁts
+9192{ Vi (a)? = 2v=1 Z Doty a7V (") 0, V] (')
a,Bp

-9 Z nuu'nyy/Fﬂy (:E/)F“/,/(:E/) + /_1 Z 5MVN/V/F#V(x/)F/_L’y’ } )

’ ’ ’ ’
o’ v ot v

The substitutions

Fﬂ V/l

00 ~ —20162 m,n, kL~ v, pw v vn ~ =V, Ao~ () >

Doty Ny GV v —E

plus an appropriate raising-and-lowering of the spinor and the space-time indices turn [Wess & Bagger:
Eq. (6.13)] into the expression for the §'6%-component above up to a factor of —% :

WeW,, in [Wess & Bagger: Eq. (6.13) via Eq. (6.7)]

= (--)+ 09( — 2/ =1Ae™O N — %Um”vmn +D?+ \/; m"vklemnkl)

~ () = % -0'6? (the #'0%-component computed above) .

. Wﬂ- and W3 W;: (in antichiral coordinate functions (2", 6,0, 9,9) on X@)

The formulae for WB and W,Wj follow either by similar computations or by taking the twisted complex
conjugate on W, and Wi W; respectively. The results are listed below.
In terms of the antichiral coordinate functions (z”,6,6,9,79) on X3,

S ot Vi) + 3 01020°9, Vi) (") + Y 0°0 020, V(L («)
: ~ . :

+9192§ié2 (V(S)(Z‘N) +ov/=1 Znuv aliV[V] (x//)) ;

v

gV = Zma Vi (2") = 01020, VI (o) + > 007925,V ()

oy
Za 9295{2\/ > &0t 0% 0 Vin (@) + 55 (Vi () + 2V =1 D 00,V (@) |
QY 1V 8%
+2\/— 0'0°0'6>> " 1,0" 0V (")
v,V
WB = 61/62/65//17
= U3V E") +Ze {565‘/(0) ) V=L Y Mol ol F( ”)}

QY [V

~2/~160° 21970 FEAZICOR
v,V

o4



where F),, := 9, V) — 9,V],); and

Wy = —@1321/(’1’)(35”) (/2/)(53”)
+ 2P DV (Vi (@) + VT YD e0ts0t Fu(a)
B [N
=0, VE ) 51V @) + VT Y el o B a)) |
o, 1Y
0102 { VG ()2 = 2VET Y dady 0PV (@) 0,V (2")
B,
23 0 B @) B (@) V1Y Y B (@) F ()
vt v’ TR ZNTEN Y

where ¢ ##'V' is the space-time volume-element tensor with respect to the frame (9,), with g0123 — 1,

o o

« &TeVd: (in standard coordinate functions (z,0, 0,9, 9) on )?@)
Let
> = ¢(0)+Za Ja®(a) + 01020105010 + V=1 Y 0°0%5" 50uP0)
B p
+/-1) 9192@”19,10““6 0, Do) — 0160197 01D g ,
Bi

be a chiral superfield on XP"si¢s determined by (@0); (P(a))a, P(12)) and

®f = B~ > 0905 + 010%0; 0581y — V1 Y 0°0°" 50u® ()
B abip
V1Y 69016295010 8, B ) — 01620107 OB g .
«; B o

be its twisted complex conjugate, which is antichiral. Note also that, for the vector superfield V in the
Wess-Zumino gauge, o
V2 = 20'0%0'0° ) n" VgV, VP =0,

v

and hence the exponential eV is given by
eV 1+V +3V2
= 1+ Zeaoﬂza*‘ Vi (z) + 29 020°0, Vi () + Y 02010700 V() (x)

+6 929 (Vi (@) + > ™ VMV[,,]).

J7R%
A straightforward computation gives

g - ¢(O+Zew By +010°01 05812 + > 07070 (Vi@ (o) + V=10, %))
v,8,v

+ 2919295{ > 000" (Vig®ea) + V=10,80)) + 05 VG @0y |+ 070020,V @)
5 o

~

+610°6'0% { (Vig) + D 0" ViuViu)) @) +2V=1 3 0"V}, ,(0) — Do)

8% 8%

— 9102 (V{) @2y + Vs @) }
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= B Bo)+ D000 B(o) Bray — D _ 070, D(5) D(q) + 009192 B(g) D12)
2 5
S 007 {300 (= V10,800 Do) + V180 0u00) + Bio) V@) + Yl ) P |
] Iz
+§1§21§11§2 CI)(IZ) q)(())
+ 3200207 { 3" 00" (= V10,800 () + V=1 B(0) @) + Bio) Vi P
B aw o
+05B0) Vipy Do) — 1920, B3 Baz) |
+ Y 0o { Z%UZB( ~ V10,35 B0) + V=125 02 (0) + B(3) Viu2(0))
[0

+19 Bo) VL ®(0) + 00005 B1g) }
+9192§192 { - D‘P(O) <I> + 2 277“ (9 (I)(o 8 <I> @( 0) — 2y - Zn’ Yo (I)(o q)(o)
12214 v
+2V=1®0) > 1" Viwdu® o) + (o) (Vig) + > 1™ Vi Viu) ) ®(0) +Cf. [ Wess & Bagger:
'R% v Eq. (7.7)].

— 0102 @(0) (V1) @2 + Vi3 21))
+ Zﬂ 95(V=TY26799(0,® 5y @ (o) — Bs) 0 Pa) — D 5"7B (3 Vi P(a))
n

m

+0195 (B(1) V3, + B2) V() (0) + V192005 B(12) P12y } :

For comparison with [Wess & Bagger: Eq. (7.7)], replace V by tV for a real parameter ¢, focus on the
61620 9%-component, and extract some boundary terms:

v

etV = (terms of total (6, f)-degree < 3)
+6016%0'62 { Z 8# (3 8“<I>(0) @(0) — ‘P(o) 8“<I>(0) —v-1 Z ﬁaﬁgﬁuﬂa (I)(ﬁ) (I)(a))
"

a.fB
—40B ) () — 2V =1t Y _1"™0,P0) Vi (o)
8%
+2V=1t D) > 0" Viwdu®o) + o) (V) + 2 Y 0" Vi Viu)) (o)
v w,v

— 9192t D) (V(/ll)q)(?) + V(/Zl)q)(l))
+2ﬁ2ﬁa55(20“5 0u®(g) Py — ¢ Zauﬁ )V[u]q)(a))
a,B H

+0i95t (D) V(Q) Dy m) Do) + 1920105 P(12) P12 } .

Then the substitutions

0000~ —46'6%0'6% . nep,  Aw @), do 5P, F o —50ia®ay),
F Ly~ s 3.5 3 Y-lg g
Un ~ —‘/[#] 5 )\a 19 V/O/é), D ~~ —5‘/(0) s 519 %, @(12) 5 )\5 My = 2 195‘/(%)

turn [Wess & Bagger: Eq. (22.7)] into the expression for the §'626142-component above:
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Wess & Bagger: Eq. (7.7), in 60000 explicit formula for ®Te¥ & in 61626162
[ gger: Eq : p

FF* + AOA" 91920105 @(12) P(12) — 40 (o) Do)
+V/ =109 +H0/TY, 4, Pal 55700, B ) Do
+3 0n o™ /TS, 5, a5 ) Vi Bl
+ VL (479, 4 - 9,47 4) —2V=1t 3, , 1" 0u®(0) Vi @) + 2V =1t D0 32, , 1" V1002 (0)
- ? (AN — A*Mp) — 0192t Do) (V) 2y + V3 P(1)) + 0102t (By V5, + @) V7)) Do)
+5 (tD = 3 o0") 474 +B0) (VG + 12 2,0, 7 Vg Vin) ) @00)

Finally, up to boundary terms, there is another expression for the 61620192-component of ®fetV ®
that is mathematically more appealing:

v

3TetVd = (terms of total (6,8)-degree < 3) + (space-time boundary terms)
+019251§2{ Za (0"B(0) ®(0) + D(0) " ®(0)) + V=LY 0u( Y Vaty0""* Bz D)
1Y a,B

+4 30 (9 + Y52 V)0, - (8, — Y Vi) @)

v

= uBa —1
—2VTT Y Dadr P B - (0 — Y5tV ) B
o,B,u
=012t @) (V) @(2) + V(3 @) + 0175t (D1 V3 + Bz ViT)) Do)
+ 01020105 P(12) P12y + t (o) V0% }

= (terms of total (6,6)-degree < 3) + (space-time boundary terms)

+9192§i§2{ Za (o Do) B0y + B0y " ‘I)(o +vV- Za Zﬁ 19 g D) (a)>
o,B
+4) Vi D B VYV () — 21 > ﬁa’%‘&“ﬁa (3 Vi Doy
M,V 76‘7;[‘

— 0102 1 @) (V) @(2) + V(3 @) + 01751 (D) V3 + B2y VIT)) Do)
+ 01929105 B(12) ®az) + 10 Vig) (o) | +
where
My 1 r—— —1 -
ViR = 0= 5 V) 0o, Vi B = (0 Y5 V) T
v = V-1 Ve VT N
Vil = O =5 Vi) 2y Vi B = (Ot Y5 tVi) Bs)
are the covariant derivative of the component fields along 0/0x* associated to the connection vtV asso-
ciated to tV. Note that this is consistent with Lemma 4.2.6; cf. footnote 17.

A supersymmetric action functional for U(1) gauge theory with matter on X

Now restore the electric charge e,, in the discussion. Then the gauge-invariant kinetic term for the matter
chiral superfield ® becomes

dteemVd |

o7



Thus, replacing A with e, A and V with e,,V in the above discussion and computations, we recover the
charge e,, case we well. It follows now from Theorem 2.3 tha@
S(V, @)
« Cf. [ Wess & Bagger:
Eq. (6.15),

S /)? d*z dodo* Wi Wy — % /)? d*x dO>d6" W W; Ba. (7,2), ead

- }1 /A d'a d6*d6*d6>de* dfesmV &
X
+ /A d*zdg*de* (G + tmd? + $987) + /A d*zd6*ds (\! + Lin(@1)? + Lg(81)?)
X X

gives a gauge-invariant action functional for the component fields (®(g); ®(a); P(12))a=1,2 of ® (cf. small
chiral matter) and (WM];WZ);WS))M 0123012 of V (cf. gauge field and gaugino field) on X that is

IR

invariant under supersymmetries, up to boundary terms on X. Here,

i VA 9““9"’ ecC

95 gauge

is the complexified gauge coupling constant, e,, € R is the matter charge, and A\, m, g € C are the
complex coupling constant as in the Wess-Zumino model for a small chiral superfield @, cf. Sec. 3.
Explicitly, up to boundary terms on X,

S(‘?a (i)) = S(‘/[p,] ;1,2071,2,37‘/(/(;) a= 123‘/(8); (I)(O)a(b(a)7a:1,27q)(l2))
4 T+T -
= fore [V ST T 0ot (- T V00
a,B,u

T+T ZFWFW L Y277 \/7 Z 5*“’“ v

v TR ZNTEN 74

o VT T
*Zﬂ“ (Ou + "5 emViu)) @) (O — Y5 em Vi) 20

;41/

b Nas)
Z 9o 5 5 By (O — Y5 em Vi ) Pa)
B

30102 e B0y (Vi Bioy + Vil By) — 30103 em (B01) VG, + B2y V7)) 0
1191192191192 P1z) Piz) — iem%‘/@@(m
+9102 ( m (20 Pz — (1) 2))
+9 (9% 20z — 22020 %(2)) + AP0z, )
~ 919 (m (B0 B — By )

_ 2 N
+3 (%0 Pz —2%0 T Tz)) +M’(12>) } :

After imposing the purge-evaluation map
P iy > 1, ﬁoﬁﬁ =1, 90y~ =1, 9109005 ~ —1.

to remove the even nilpotent factors 9102, o0 4 51152, 19119251@ in the expression, the action functional

22 Note for mathematicians The coefficients are chosen to make the kinetic term of the complex scalar field Do)
in the standard/ normalized form: Z 0u®(0)0" ®(oy and the kinetic term of the gauge field V},) in the standard

form — Yy v F,, F"" of the Yang-Mills theory with gauge coupling ggauge-

2
29 9gauge
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becomes

S(V,‘i) = S(V[u] n=0, 1,2,37‘/(/(;) a=1 27‘/28)' ‘1)(0)7‘5(50 a=1 27<I)(12))

N 4 T+T Ba 7
—/de{ TV Y S o (V0. V7V Vi)
B,
T —1 —T o
ST pen, + Y S R,
v TR NTN 4
» v—1 — v—1
- Zn# (6u +75 emv[u]) (0) (au ) emVM)@(o)
"%

VT~ e (Y
— 5= Y 5 (0, — Y5 em Vi) P

a,B,u

+ T en @0 (Vi@ + Vo 0w) + 5 em (B ) Vi) +22) V) @)
+ 180 Dz — 1m0 V5 P0)
+m (80 12) = (1) D2 )
+9 (9% D12) = 28(0)D1)8(3)) + AP(12)
+11 (B(0) B1a) — B(1) D))
+3 (D) Bra) — 2800 D1y B(z)) + AB(1z) } :

Remark 4.4.3. [supersymmetric non-Abelian gauge theory] (Cf.[Wess & Bagger: Ch. VII, pp.45, 46,
47].) The above construction can be generalized to the non-Abelian case. In particular, [Wess & Bagger:
Egs. (7.22), (7.24)] can be computed explicitly under the setting of Sec. 1. However, the proof of the
existence of Wess-Zumino gauge is more technical. Thus, the discussion of supersymmetric non-Abelian
gauge theories in the current setting deserves a separate work in its own right.

5 d=3+1, N =1 nonlinear sigma models
(cf. [Wess & Bagger: Chapter XXII])

We reconstruct in this section
* [Wess & Bagger: Chapter XXII. Chiral models and Kdhler geometry]
in the complexified Z/2-graded C*°-Algebraic Geometry setting of Sec. 1.

5.1 Smooth maps from XBsmall ¢5 2 smooth manifold Y

Basics of smooth maps from the small towered superspace XBsmall 14 5 smooth manifold Y from the
aspect of complexified C'°>°-Algebraic Geometry are given in this subsection.

Smooth maps from the small towered superspace XBsmall ¢4 a smooth manifold Y

Let Y be a smooth manifold, with its function ring C*°(Y") of smooth functions, its structure sheaf Oy
of smooth functions, and their complexification C°°(Y)® and O respectively.
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Definition 5.1.1. [smooth map from small towered superspace] A smooth map ffrom the small

towered superspace X®:5mall 5y in notation

JF . XEﬂ,small Y,

v

is a pair (f, f*), where f : X — Y is a smooth map of smooth manifolds and
fﬁ L C®(Y) — Coo(XvETﬂ)small

is a ring-homomorphism with its (#, #)-degree-zero component f(uo) identical to the C*°-ring-homomorphism
ft o C®(Y) = O®(X) associated to f. As locally-ringed spaces, we may regard XBsmall 4nd Y as
equivalence classes of gluing systems of rings and f* as from an equivalence class of gluing systems of

ring-homomorphisms and write f* : Oy — @E’sma”; (cf. the similar setting in [L-Y1: Sec. 1] (D(1))).

The following lemma can be checked directly:

Lemma 5.1.2. [f* as C*°-ring-homomorphism and natural extension to C=(Y)C] The ring-
homomorphism f* : C®(Y) — C‘X’()A(EAH)SW”” is a C*°-ring-homomorphism from C*(Y) to the C*°-
hull of C“()?@)sm“”. f extends naturally to a ring-homomorphism C>=(Y)C — Cm()?@)sm“” by the
correspondence

hi+V=Thy — fH(h) + V=1 f¥(ha),
for hi,he € C°(Y). We will denote this extension of F still by 1.

Due to the above lemma and with slight abuse of terminology, we will call
fioc=y)—> C>(X ®ysmall directly a C*°-ring-homomorphism. Also, depending on context, we will

write ff: C>® (V)€ — ¢ ()?Ea)sm“” as a ring-homomorphism or f* : oF — @E’sma” as an equivalence
of gluing systems of ring-homomorphisms.

The components of f# in the (6, 8,9, 9)-expansion are C°°(X)C-valued operation on C>(X). Their
basic properties are summarized in the following proposition.

Proposition 5.1.3. [components of fﬁ] Given a smooth map f: XBsmall _, Y, let
fto_ ol @ f 2339 . rt
= floy+ 22 0%0atlny + 0%, 10,)
« B

142 # Tel 7 9. st gipg279. 9. ff
F00 DSy + D000 (Dot ffy + 0T fY ) + OIS
o, =
19258 poe et 9. ¢l aplp? q . B pir 9.9, ft
2000 (300" h 4 0205 ) + D00 P (S 0408 I+ 0919 55))
B o, p @ B
192152 ( pi~ 3 . =pBa ph~ 9.9, b
0000 (5 + D a0l 91020105 15))
a,B,u
be the presentation of the associated fﬁ in terms of components in the (9,0_,19,15)-expansion and Dg}’i],
i € Z>1 be the sheaf of differential operators on 'Y of order i with smooth coefficients and without the

zero-th order term. (Note that Dg’l] is the tangent sheaf Ty of Y.) Then f(ﬁo) = f': Oy — Ox is the

equivalence class of gluing systems of C*°-ring-homomorphisms associated to f : X — Y underlying f;
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and fﬁ — f(ﬁo) is a smooth section of

N 0E 0906 @ fio Ty + > 0% -0°0; @ fio) Ty + OF - 016%0,0, ® fl D
R 6
app * * 1,2 12
+ZO‘C 0°0° (Y 0", @ [y Ty +Vadly @ [y DY) + 05 - 010%09; © ) DY
I

+ Z Ox - 9192§B(Z§QUWB ® f(*o)Dgz] + 010205 @ f(*())Dg’g])

a,
+Z(9C 0°0'9°( 3" 0% ® fio DI 4 9,0,05 © f,, DY)
B
+05-0'0%00° (fiy DV + Y 000", @ Fioy DV + 0102050, @ i DY)
o,B,u

in @;‘(ﬂ,small ®(’)xf(*0)DY _ @)Eg,small ®f(”0>»oy Dy, where Dy is the sheaf of differential operators on'Y of
smooth coefficients.

In terms of fﬁ : Oy — @E’sma”, a local chart V of Y with coordinates functions (y*, ---, y™), and
an open set U C X such that fio)(U) CV, let

o

foo= f”( 1’)

000,92 1} (o +Zaa9ﬁ(za P W) +0a05 7 5 () + 880,05 855 ()
+Ze 929/3(219 a““ )+ 0929517, (y y))

Zeae 02(219 P £ (") + a0 5F iz M)
+6'6%0' 6 (145 (') + Z D505 FE () + 0002010 £, 1 (4)

B
= f(O)( ) ﬁ c C«oo((’jEE)small7
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where ﬁ} is the nilpotent part of f”(yi), and denote a%i by 0;, fori=1,--- n. Then, for h € C>(V),

Fih) = £l (h +Ze%9 Zf( ®8h+29519 Zf(ﬁ) ) ® d;h
+0'02 9,0, {Zf(12) )®0; +22J;J(12)®aiaj}h
+Zeae {0 aﬁZf ) © i+ Ya; (Zfaﬁ) )® 0; +22Jf”( 5 ©0:0;) hh
+992-191192{Zf(12) )@ 0, +22J”12®88 }h
+ 300207 { 3" vt (Zf Heo; +2ZJ”’ ® 0;0;)
F wn

+ 101929 (Zf(m) ®3+22J”(125)®86 +3,ZJ”(’12B)®8i8j8k)}h

7,k

r Lt { Sot (i oo +E T 000)

+900;; (me) )© 0, +2ZJ Doty 200+ 3 STk ©0000) b

1,5,k

+9102§1§2-{(Zf[0] ) ® 0 +2ZJ;J(5®88)

+Zﬁ I a“ﬁa(Zf[# )@ 0 +22J”~®aa +3,ZJ”’“~®88)

i,j i,5.k

+191192191192(Zf i) © 0+ 5 ZJ;J(W) .0

+3i > ®aaak+4, ST M ©0,0;0101) }h

f,(1212) f,(12i2)
1,9,k i,5,k,l

A B, small o A B, small
S OU ®f(ﬁn),ov O ® f(o

Here, Jf'(.) S COC(U)(C are the components in the following expansions:

vivi _ plp2 ij aph ij nip2a ij
Wi = 010701020 ) + 3 00D E s+ 0005 Ty
B

+Zo 929/3(219 oM TE DT )

+ Zeaa 02(219 Ul T A 4 DaTi05T )

Fai?)
L plp24t 92( ij ~ +219 9 Uuﬁ@J”N+q9119219 ¥ Jf](1212))
Ry = 3000 aT, T, +Zea9 0001057 £ i
B
+6'6%6! 92(219 oF a”ﬂO‘JUN—Fﬂ D2019; J”kmz )
o,
ikt ity = 016°0'6%9, 020,05 TP
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which can be read off explicitly from the expansion

i, = —0"020,9; 35 - (1, (0I5 (07) + £y (0 5y (7))
- Zaaéﬁﬁa% (WO ) + £y O (7)) — 800305 - (£ () 5 ) + 1) () 5 7))
+ Za 0 0/3{ 219 o, - (£ WL ) + £y () £y ()

+ 009205+ (fhray (W) 1 ) + 1, ()15 W) + fgm(y')f(l)(yi) |
By 00) + g 015,07 + 1y () 0))

+Zeaéié?{ Zﬁgaa (2 GO ) + 0 )

+19a191192~(f(12)(y Vo )+ffa1>( W)+ Fp 0O
L (07 + Ty ) 0+ £ 07 0) |

+9102§1é?{ Z’i””fm v, ()
+ Zﬁ Bt (= 5 W) + 1 500 - 12 ) £, ()
oy — WO W) + FELOF ) — O )

+ 91092091 0; - ( - fflgi)(yi)f(ﬂg)(yj) - f(ulgg)(yi)f?i)(yj) - f(nljg)(yi)fé)(yj) - fé‘lg)(yi)f(un(yj)
+ f(uu)(yi)f(uig) (yj) + ffli)(yi)f(ugg)(yj) + f(ulg)(yi)féi)(yj) + f(ﬁﬂ)(yi)f(ulg)(yj)
+ fég)(yi)f(uli)(yj) + f(ﬁig)(yi)f?lg)(yj) - f(ﬂ1)(yi)ffgjg)(yj) - f(ﬁz) (yi)f(ﬁljg)(yj)
g0 sy ) = £y )y ) }
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i’ i — 37062079, 929, { Fiy ) - () W) Iy ) + £y W) £ 1)
B ) ) ) s )
+ 5 ) - (P W) 1l W) + iy W) G ) + 15 0°) - () (0D ) ) + £y )fét)(yf))}

= 30009005 - {ffa)(yi) (5 W ) + Sy ) 5 W)
+ e ) - (5 ) Iy (0 + £y W) 1 ) + 18, W) - (1 ) 1y (v7) + ffg>(yi)ffi)(yj))}

+0'0°0'9” - { S° 905000 (S W) - (Fhy )15 W) + 155, ) £y )

o +IE ) - (Pl WO (07 + 15 W) I )
1) - (W5 ) + 15 ) 1 )
— 0002095 fhuny (0') - (F5 W) 1%, (05) + £ W) 1 (7))
+fE W) - (Pl W) Fly ) + iy () 1) (09)
+ fEay ) - Ul W) 75 () + 15 ) 1 )
+ £ W) - (P ) W) + £ W) 1 (07)
+ s W) - () )5 ) + 15, ) 16 )
+ £y W) - (P ) £ W) + £, ) 1 ()
+ [y ) - (F W ) () + £ () 1R (0F)
+ 15 ) - (Pl (01 () + £y (W) sy ()
+ sy @) - (P WO ) + 1R ) FE (0°)
+ fh @) - (P WO sy ) + 1 ) FE (1)
+ fsy @) - (P WO ) + 15, ) 1 (01)
+ iy ) - (£ W) Fly W) + 1) ) 1) ()
+ oy ") - (PG WD I ) + £y ) 1) 7))
+ i ) - (Pl W) () + £y W) £y (7))
+ F ) - (Pl O 1L ) + 1 ) £y (7))
+ Fhn @) - (F WO ) + £y () £y 7))
+ [ (W) - (f<ﬁ W (yj)+ffi)(yi)ffl)(yj))
20 (i 78 0) 4 Ty 00570 60) ) |

T SR NI )+fg;)( )f@(yﬂ))(fm(y )20+ 15 0, )

a#y,B#8

Proof. By construction, f(ﬁo) = ff. Now let hy, hy € C=(Y). Since fﬁ is a ring-homomorphism, one has

Fhiha) = fH(h1) f*(ho).
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The expansion of the above identity in terms of (6, 0,1, 1)-components gives

flo (hihs) Floy () £y (h2) + foy () £, (ha)
f(“m(hlhg) = ffé)(hl)ffm(hﬂ+f(ﬁ())(h1)f<ﬁ)(h2)

fhioy(hiha) = fi (h) fh (ha) = fl) (Ba) £y (h2) = fy) () [y (ha) + floy(h) fhip (ha)
fig(haho) = fl(ha) bl (ha) + flo)(h) fE, (R2)
ffaﬂ»)(hlhz) = ffa,j)(hl)f@)(hﬂ—f(a>(h1)f(ﬂ6)( )—ff[;)(hl)f(ﬁa)(hﬂ+ffo)(h1)ffa5)(h2),
Flisy(haha) = fiiy (ha) S (h2) — fD(hl)f@(hz)—ff;( 1) Iy (h2) + [y (ha) f 12)< 2);
Fiphaha) = R Floy (h2) + 5 S 5. 0ua 075 (12 (Ba) £y (h2) + £y (h) £ (h2) + Floy (ha) £E) (R2) |
Fiogy(hha) = fF, 5 () o (ha) + fiig) (ha) [y (h2) + FF 5 (ha) o) (h2) + £y ( h1 f(l)(h)
+ Gy () Sy (h2) + Sy () JF g (B2) + S (1) Sz (h2) + Sy (h) £ (B2)

Fel(haha) = SR () foyy (he) = 550 5., 00 o080 (fF, () £ (h) + £l () £ (h2)) + £y (ha) 5] (R2),

Fiay(hiha) Fitay (1) Floy (h2) + Flis () Fiy (h2) + £ 5 (ha) £y (h2) + fF 5 () Sy (h2)
+f(1>(h1) f<a2 (h2) + f<2 (h1) f(al)(hz) + fiay(h) f, 12)(’12) + [l (h) fam)(’w);
fiy (hhz) = fiY () [y (he) +2 32, , 0t £y (ha) £l (h2) + £l (Ba) £ (ha)
FEy(ahz) = fEr () £y (he) + floy(h) FET (2)
-3 D O s P (1) (h) Pl (ha) = fE1 (ha) £, (ha) — ) () fE] (he) + ffﬂ)(hl) L (h2))
Flrgin (hah2) = fE 05 () fio (ha) = [ 41 () iy (ha) = ff g (h) £ (h2) = f s (h) [y (h2)

— fyiay (M) oy (h2) + fi) (ha) ffig) (h2) + FEy ) (Ba) Sy (h2) + £l 5 (ha) £y (ha)
Sy (h) [ (h2) + fiyy) (ha) Sy (h2) + Flis) (Ba) Sy (h2) = FEy) () iy, (Ra2)
= floy (h) fF g (h2) = [y (ha) S g (h2) = fEs) (Ba) £ g (h2) + Floy () £ i (h2) -
This shows that

. f(ua), T ) , and f (1] satisfy the Leibniz rule and, hence, are C*°(X)C-valued derivations
on C=(Y);

other f.tj. satisfy higher-order Leibniz rules and, hence, are C*°(X)C-valued differential operators on
C>*(Y): Inductively and recursively,

f(12), f(aﬁ), f(12), f[u]’ fn” and f(ﬁo: are C°°(X)%-valued second-order differential operators on
C>(Y
f(12ﬁ)’ f(ﬁaig)’ and f[uu]N are C*°(X)C-valued third-order differential operators on C>(Y);
: f(lQié) is a C°°(X)C-valued fourth-order differential operator on C>°(Y).

Locally and explicitly, under the setting of the statement of the proposition, it follows from the
C°°-hull structure of C°°(U®-small) that

Fihy = h(FF @, - f“( ") = h(fl, (y1)+ﬁ1~ o Fo () + 1)
h(f(ﬁ())(yl)v T f(O) + Z 8 h 0) y1 e, f(o)(yn)) ’ﬁ}v

1 n i
+§Z (0;05h)( f(o (1), -5 foyly ))nfnj,

4,7
Z 0:0;0h) (foy (1), -+, foy(y™)) - iyt s

o:»|H

"bl'_\

Zk (2:0;00000)(floy (1), -+ fioy(y™) - it ity
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After plugging in the (6,0,9,9)-expansion of 7’ 7s and then simplifying the resulting expression, one

obtains the explicit expression of fli as dlfferentlal operators of order as stated in the proposition and
without the degree-zero term. This proves the proposition.

O

5.2 Chiral maps from X" to a complex manifold Y

In this subsection we study smooth maps from the small towered superspace XBismall ¢4 5 complex
manifold Y and introduce the notion of ‘chiral maps’.

Smooth functions on a complex manifold

Let Y be a complex manifold of complex dimension n. As a smooth real 2n-manifold, its function-ring
C>®(Y) is a C*°-ring. In this digression, we review how this structure is rephrased in terms of complex
coordinates on Y; cf. [L-Y4: Sec.4] (D(14.1)).

Definition 5.2.1. [smooth function in complex coordinates] For a local coordinate chart V C Y,
the C*°-ring structure of C*°(V') in terms of the complex coordinate functions

(217 . Zn) — (yl + /_1y27 e y2n—1 + /_1y2n) )

We will call (y!, y2, ..., y?"~ L, y?*) the real coordinates functions on V associated to the complex coor-
dinate functions (2%, ---,2"). Let h = h(y*, ---, y?*) € C*°(V). Then, define
h(c = h([j(Zl, SN Z’”" 217 sy Zn) = h(yl’ RN an)
and call it the presentation of h € C*°(V) in complex coordinate functions (2*, ---, 2™) on V. Define
3} 1 9 13} 0 1 —
02t = 2(8y2i—17V71822i)’ o5 = (3 21 T 321)
and

%hc = %( y2i-1 Fazm) ; %hc = %(321 TV -1 21)h e C®(V)°.

Lemma 5.2.2. [Taylor’s formula in complex coordinates] Denote coordinate functions on V' col-
lectively by y == (y', ---, y*™), z := (', --- ,2"), and z := (2%, ---, 2"). Then, for h € C*(V) and
q €V of coordinates y, and a := (a', --- | a®) € R?" such that points q; of real coordinates y, := y+t-a
are contained in 'V for all t € [0,1], the Taylor s formula

1

1 9% d 1 o'p od

hy+a) = > Y digga e’ Y. o Ty V)@
d=0 |d|=d |d|=1+1
for some ty € [0,1] depending on a has the following form in complex coordinates
l
1 dh

he(z+u,z+u) = Z Z < (z,z)uba®

di!dy! §zdr§zd2
d=0 |d, | +]do|=d '

1 o1 he Y
+ Z dl'dQ' 6zd18zd2 (zt07zt())u lu 2

|d|=1+1
for some ty € [0,1] depending on w. Here, d := (d1, --- , day) with d; € Z>g,
|d| :==di + -+ +dop, dl :=dq! -+ dop! with 0! := 1, 8d/8yd = (0/0y")® -+ (0)0y*™)%n for |d| = d,
a® = (a") ... (a®)®r and szmzlarly w = (ul, .-+, u™) € C" such that points q; of complex coordinates
zy =z +t-u are contained in V for all t € [0,1], di = (di1, -+, din), @ = 1,2, with d;; € Z>o,

|di| = =di1+ -+ +din, dil :i=diq! - din!,
01/(02M9z%) .= (0/9z" )41 ... (8)2) 1 (8)0ZY) 21 - (0)0Z™) %2 for |dy| + |de| = d,
ud = (ul)dl,l (ulvn)dl,n ﬂd = (ﬂl)dQ,l .. (ﬂ2’n)d2’".

7
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Chiral and antichiral maps from XBsmall g6 o complex manifold Y
Definition 5.2.3. [chiral/antichiral map] Let f : XBsmall ¥ be a smooth map and
fﬁ . O$ . @@,small
: X
be the associated equivalence class of gluing systems of ring-homomorphisms. Then f is called chiral if

it satisties (1) f4(h) = f4(h)! and (2) fH(OSHl) ¢ @B-small.ch
Similarly, f is called antichiral if it satisfies (1) f(h) = f(h)" and (2') fﬂ((’)g’h(ﬂ) C @E’Sma”’am.

Note that if f : X®small _y y ig chiral (resp. antichiral) then fﬂ(0$’“h01) C @E’Sma”’am. (resp.
fﬁ(og,ahol) - 6)5(3,small,ch.)

Remark 5.2.4. [naturality of chiral/antichiral map] Recall that the most natural class of maps from
a complex manifold to another complex manifold is the class of holomorphic maps or antiholomorphic

maps. One should think the same for chiral or antichiral maps from XBsmall ¢ 5 complex manifold.

Local presentation of the components of fﬁ that defines a chiral map f

Proposition 5.1.3 can be adapted for a chiral map from XBsmall ¢ 5 complex manifold Y. For the
simplicity of presentation, we let Y = C™ in a single complex coordinate chart and work out the explicit

form of the action functional for chiral maps to a complex manifold f . XBsmall _, Y specified by the
independent components (f(no), (f(ﬁa))a, f(um)) of the associated f* : C®(Y)C = C=(XB).

(a) h € C=(Y)C

Continuing the discussion and the notations in the previous theme. Let
hC(Zlv ) Zn7 21’ T Zn) = h(y17 y2, Ty y2n71’y2n) € OOO(Y)

be a Kéahler potential of the Kéhler metric on Y = C™, expressed in terms of the complex coordinates
on C, — here, for simplicity, we assume that the Kéhler metric on C™ admits a Kahler potential that is
defined on all C* — and

o v,

fro= FED
= f(io)(x) + Zeaﬁaf(ia)(m) +v-1 Z 9“973025 8uf(io)(%) + 6'1‘92191192f(i12)(5’3>
o o,B,u
+V/-1 Y 9192%19“0“@5 Opfioy(x) — 0160°016° O f () ()

Brop

= Fi@) = D070, fig) (@) = V=1 Y 6°6%0" 0, iy (2) + 01670195 fy) ()
B

a,B,u

VLY 000 70401 9,1y, (x) — 016°0'0° O ()
a,fBu
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Here, 1 fi (resp. 7 ’]ﬁ ') is the nilpotent component of f* (resp. fi'). They commute among themselves and
satisfy
vliy plig wlis s Miy v ig p i3
Mgt gt = M R Ty = 0,
for 1 < iy,1i9,i3 < n. Denote (f(lo)(x), “+ f{oy(x)) collectively by f(o)(z) and
(f(lo)(x) ;o J o) (x)) collectively by f(o)(z). Then it follows from Lemma 5.2.2 and the C*°-hull structure
of COO()A(EAH)S"W” that
fih) = fihe)
= hc(fla"'7fn7f1T7"'afnT)
= he(fio)(@), oy @) + D (0::hc) (o) (@), fo i+ Z dzihe)(foy(2), fo )(w))'ﬁ’}j
i=1 =
1 TN wli v TN wri ol
+5 2 (0:40:0h2) (fioy (), fioy @) - 0 0 + 3 (02105 h) (o) (@), Fioy (@) - 0 0y
i,] ]
1 i
+5 D (0:0:he) (fo) (@), froy (@) - iy Y
(2%
1 1ivlg v
+3 z;g@fazjagkhc)(f@( z), fo)(x)) - 1 'yt
VA
1 Griulg oy
+5 D (0205 0:h0) (f0) (@), froy (@) - t'f it} iy
04,k
1 TN L i ik ]
+3191 ‘Zkl(aziazjaikazth)(f(O)(x)af(O)(x)) Sl AR
Z’j’ El
By definition,
W= D 00 flo (@) + V-1 D aaéﬁagﬁ. Oy fioy () + 01 0° 0102 f1 5 ()
o a,B,u
+V/=1 Y 919255%0*‘“6 Oty (@) — 010201 6° O () (x)
B,
ﬁ”i _ (ﬁ/i)f
= _Zeﬁﬁ i@ = V=1 Y 0°0%0" 0, fiy (@) + 6670, 95 fiy) ()
a,B,u
—v/=1 Z 0°0'0°0 4017 0,,f (5 () — 060" 6° Of | (x)
a,B,u

A straightforward computation gives the following explicit formulae:

nJ
"y

*‘xs

+r > 010207000, (fi) (@) 0Ll (@) + 0 fioy (@) f1 (@)

Bon,p
—20'0%0'02 > 0" Oufio (2) O fly (@)

v
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= —0 9219 19 (f(l)( )f(g)( )+f(2)( )f()(x)>
— V=L ST 0001020 ;017 (£ (@) Ouflyy (@) + OuFiy (@) £ ()

o,B,u

—20'0%010% Y 1 0, f7y) (2) D Fy ()

12214

i
i 367000 Floy (@) £y )
a,p
- Ze%%ﬂﬁZ%o“‘}fﬁa)( ) 0oy (@) + 01920 fira) Fi (@)
+Zea9 0 (V=1 0508° 0uioy () £l (@) + V0103 fioy (@) Fiy) (@)
B
+9192§19‘2( Znﬂ"a Fioy (@) B £ ()
I Z I 375 (o () DSl () — Dy fiy (@) 15 ()
a,B,p
+ 00920103 fin) (&) Fiay (@)
i) gt
= 70162079, 050, (S (0) Fyy (@) + Fioy (0) Fy (@) - Tl (@)
B
— 616201 (F > 0557 (Flay @) B flyy (@) + 0 fioy (@) £, (@) - ) (@)
o,B,
00029375 (fiy () () + £y ()2 () - Tooay ()
iy n;:] iyt
= = D 0°0'0*9a010; floy (@) - (Fy) (@) Flyy (@) + £y (2) - £ (@)
£012015 (VT Y 0050752 () - (7 () 0Tl () + 087y (o) Ty ()
a,B,p
— 0102005 f{19)() - (f(jl)(x) fioy(@) + f(jz)($> f(kl)(m))) ;
i n kR

f
9192§ié2?911927§11§2 (f(i1)(x)f(2)( x) + f 2)( ) f 1)( )) (f(kl)(x) f(l2) () + f(kz)(a:) f(ll)(m)) '
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Substituting these expressions into the expansion of hc(f, -+, f*, f1, ..., f*1), one obtains

Ffn) = Fhe) = hC(flv' N AN AN A
= he(fo)(2), foy (@) +Z9 Do floy(@) - (D2:he) (f0) (%), Flo) (@) 29 D5 fiay(@) - (9z:he) (fro0) (2), Fro) ()

+0'6%0'y* { me ) - (.:he) (fo) (@), fioy (@)
-3 Z(fa) 2) [y (@) + fioy @), (@) - (04025 h0) (Fio) (@), Ty (@) }

+ 30 VT Z o (0. (@) - 0. he) 0 @), Ty @) — By Ty @) - (0zche) (o) @), Feon (@) )
a,B i

+ Do %me ) [y (@) - (0402 he) (o) (@), oy (@) }

+0'9%0'9* { Zf(u) - (8z:he) (f0) (@), f0) (@)
2 Z T @) £y (@) + Ty (@) £y @) - (05405 he) (Fooy (@), Fooy @) |

+29 9295{ Fzﬂaa“a (Za Floo (@) - (Dhe) (fio) (@), fro) (@)
+5 Z (Floy (@) Byl (@) + 0 Floy (@) f (@) - (01025 he) (fo) (@), Fop ()
- Sl 0) 00T ) (005 he) (o (@), T (@) )
91020, — > fhe (@) flp) (@) - (02102 he) (o) (). T (@)
33 (o @)y (@) + Flay (@) oy (2)) Ty (&) - (020030 h) (e (@). Feon (@) ) )

i,7,k

30! 92{rzﬁ ot ( - 520,15 (@) - Osthe) o @) T @)

B,

) Z (f(g) 8 f(o) )+a f(o ( )f(g)( )) ' (82i82jhc)(f(0)(x)7f(O)(m))
+ S0t (a) @) (0.:0.5he) (o) (), Feoy@)))
RA| 5 oo @) ©us0:) o o) o @)

D) Zf(a) (f(l) f(z)( )+f(2)( )f(l)( )) (82135j85khc)(f(0)($),f(o)(at))) }

1,7,k

(formula continued to the next page)
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+0'0°0'6° { - me@ (0.5he) (f0) (), Fo) (@) ZDf(o) (925 he) (fio) (@), Froy ()

— D 0" 0ufloy () By [y (@) - (.:0.5hc) (fo) (@), fro(@))

N NTRY

+2 Z 0" O fioy () 3uf(jo)($) (01055 he) (foy (), foy ()

N NTRZ

— ST 00, Fi) @) 0y (@) - (90025 he) (o) (@), o) (@)

[ NTR%
VY 9ady 0 (37 (Flay @) 9,87y (@) = Dy iy (@) (@) - (002 h) (i (@), Fron @)
a,B,u i
= 5 7 (Flo (%) B £y (@) + By Floy (2) £, () Fy) (@) - (821050 he) (Fio (), oy ()
1,5,k

Z f(a) f(ﬁ) )0, f(o)( z) + auf(o)( )f(kﬁ)(x)) ’ (aziaijazkhc)(f(O)(x)vf(O)(w))>

1,7,k

+ 019291905 (me) 2) flr) (@) - (024025 he) (fo) (), Fo) ()

QZ(fm 2)fy (@) + Fioy (@) F21) (1)) Fig) (@) - (0210201 h) (Fo) ), Foo @)

i,7,k

Z f(12) f(1) )f(z)( x) + f(z)( )f(kl)(x)) : (aziazjazkhc)(f(o)(m):f(O)(x))

1,7,k

QL Z f(l) f(z +f(2)( f(1 )(f(1 f(z( )+f(’€2)(x)f(ll)(x))
7,k,l
(9240104000 fio (). Fer@)))

(formula continued to the next page)
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he(fo) (@), fo) (@) +Ze Yo flay (@) - (0.:he) (f(0) (), fro) (x) Ze 05 fig)(@) - (Oz:he) (fro) (%), fro) ()

+ 6929 9* { me ) - (8.:he) (froy (), froy () qu f(g) (0,10, he) (foy (), foy()) }

+Y 6°9° { MZUZB (auf(io)(w) (0,:he) (fio) (@), fi0) (@) = Oufioy (@) - (Ozihe) (fio) (), f(O)(x)))
Ny '

+ e ﬂng@ 2) 11, (@) - (32155.7"1@)(1"(0)(96)7f<o)(x))}

+0'0%919? { Z.f(”) “(0zihe)(fo) (2), fo) (@ me 2) [y () - (024025 he) (o) (%), T (#)) }
ol ¢ { VAL 0o, (Za Flay () - (0. )iy (@), Ty ()

+Z Fioy (@) O flyy (@) - (0405 he) (fro) (@), Fro) (@)

- S i) 00Ty ) (0..0-410) (0 (@), For (@)
01020, ( - 3 T @) @) @100 i o). T @)
+ 5 S ) T 7 (0.10.,9:he) (oo (@), For @) }
307 92{F2650“5( 320, F5 @+ Osthe) o ) Fo @)
h Zf(ﬁ) 2) O Ly (@) - (921025 he) (fioy (@), Fro) (@)
+ S0l Ty 010 he) (o (), Foor @)
909,75 (zm 2) fiig) @) - (0402512 (fo) (@), Feor @)

- me) f(l) ) (@) - (aziazjaskhc)(f(o)(x)af(O)(fE))>}

(formula continued to the next page)
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+0'0°0'6" { - ZDf(o) (8.:he) (fo) (@), Fo) (@) me0> (9zrhe) (fio) (@), fio) ()

- Z 1" 0 flo) () Dy [y () - (821025 he) (fro) (%), Fro) ()

+2 '_Z 1" Oy fioy () 0w Floy (@) - (024055 he) (fi0) (@), fio ()
- Z " Oy Fiy (@) 0y flo (2) - (921025 he) (fro) (%), Fro) (@)
VLY dady e ( D (o) (@) 0ty (@) = Ouflay (@) fi) () - (02302 he) (fioy (2), Fron (@)
a,B,u .7
- Zka o Floy (@) Ly (@) ) (@) - (010,502 he) (fro) (@), fro) ()
# 3 Fo oy ) 00T ) 0000} 2), Fo@))

+ﬁ1ﬂzﬁiﬁ~(zﬁ'm 2) Firay (@) - (024025 he) (o) (1), Feo) (@)

- Zf(l) f(z) f(12)( x) - (aziazjazkhc)(f(ﬂ)(w)vf(O)(m))

1,7,k

= 3 Fhray () Ty @) Ty () - (021053 021he) oy (@), Fooy (@)
i,7,k

£ B @) &) Ty (@) Fiay (@) - (0200200021 h) (e (@), T (@) ) }
i,7,k,1

after relabeling the ¢, j, k, [ indices of some of the terms and collecting the like terms. In particular, as in
Proposition 5.1.3, the components of f — f(oy in the (0, 6,1, v)-expansion are C*>° (X)C-valued differential

operators on C*°(Y)€ and the equality (f#(h))" = f#(h) holds explicitly for f chiral and & (real-valued)
smooth function on Y.

(b) h holomorphic on' Y = C"
When h € C*(Y) is holomorphic on Y,
Ozihe = 0,i0sihc = 0,i0,i0sxhe = 0,105 0z5xhe = 0,i0,i0z:051he = 0

and f(h) reduces to

f“(h) = f”(h@ = he(f' - f")
= he(foy(z 29%9 flay (@) - (0,5he) (fro) ()

+6'6%9'9° { quz (0.:he)(fro) (x qu) ) [l (@) - (8.10.5hc) (fo) () }

w1 Y 0080 o 5 0ut(0)(@) - (D.ihe) (fo) ()

OLB[,L’L

VIS 016207000, {Za iy (@) - (0.0he) (o) (@) + Z Fioy (@) 0, f () - (aziazjhc)(f(o)(:c))}
80,1

~06°0'0° {3 0fio (@) - (0.0he) (o @ Z 1" 0oy (2) O foy (@) - (0105 h) (Fioy (@) } -

This is the chiral superfield in COO()? EAﬂ)sm‘l” determined by the four components

(he(f0) (@) s Flay(@)-(D.ihe) (Foy (= me (0,he) (o) (= me ) floy (2)-(0.:0.5he) (F0) (%)) o 5 -
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Its twisted complex conjugate f #(h)t is antichiral and is given by

(f’j(h))T = he((FF N - (FEDY = he(FT, -, )
= he(fo)(z) 29 ﬂng(ﬁ) (0zihe) (fo) (x))

+6 ezﬁiﬁg(zf(m (Os:he)(Fo (@) = 3 T (@) foy @) - (02105 h) (Fio (@)

V1Y eae%gﬂ-auffo)(x)-(BziB«:)(f<0>(fE))

@ B'L N
~V=1 > 6°0'9*9 0t (Za iy (@) - (9zihe)(fo) (= +Zf(5) By oy (@) - (0202 hc) (Fro) ()
a;B,u
—0'6%0'9 (Zﬂf{m( )+ (0zihe) (foy (@) + > ™ Oyl (@) D, f(o)( z) - (3ziazj7lc)(f<o)(fﬁ)))-
@ N2

5.3 The action functional for chiral maps
— d =341, N =1 nonlinear sigma models with a superpotential

With the mathematical background/preparation in Sec. 5.1 and Sec. 5.2, we can now reconstruct
* [Wess & Bagger: Chapter XXII. Chiral models and Kdihler geometry]
in the complexified Z/2-graded C*°-Algebraic Geometry setting of Sec. 1.

Definition 5.3.1. [action functional for chiral maps] Let

((C” h) be the Kéhler manifold C™ with complex coordinates
(24 -2 = (Yt + V=12, -, v+ /—19") and a Kihler metric determined by
a Kahler potentlal. a pluri- subharmomc function h € C>(C"),

* W be a holomorphic function on Y, and

v ~

s f: X Bsmall _, y be a chiral map, with the underlying C'°°-ring-homomorphism
fﬁ . Coo(y) N Coo( EIAEI)small )

Then, as a 4-dimensional sigma model on Y, the N = 1 supersymmetric action functional for f ’s is given
by the action functional

SOWY(F) = /}(d‘*:c(—i/dﬁé o' de® de* 4 (h) + [/cw?delfﬁ(vv)—/d02d91(fﬁ(W))TD.

Here the factor —i is added so that in the end the kinetic term for f) : X — Y would have the

correct/conventional coefficient. (Cf. [Wess & Bagger: Eq. (22.1)].)

* Cf. [Wess & Bagger:
Eq. (22.1)].
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The Kahler potential part

i) = (terms of total (6,0)-degree = 0, 1, 2, 3)
+0'6%0°0% { = 3 (0.0hc) (o) @), Ty (@) - Oy ) - Z(a he)(foy (@), Froy @) - O Figy (@)

7

= (0-:0.5h¢) (fi0) (@), fo) (@) Zn’“’auf ) 0, ) ()

,J
=D (005 he) (fo) (@), fio) (%) Zn Y0,y @) O [y ()
,J
32000 he) (o) (@), Ty @) - (232 00,y (@) 0,7 ()
1,7 v

VTS 0ady 00 (Fiay () By ) (@) = O () ) (@)

a,B,u

+ 191ﬂ21§11§2f(i12)(17) f(j12) (x))

= (024025051 he) (o) (%), froy (@) -

.3,k

(VET 32 0ay 5520, fioy (@) 1. @) Ty (@) + 91029195 firy (@) ) (@) Ty (@)

o,B,u

+ Y (0205021 he) (fio) (), fioy (@) -

.3,k

(VAT 32 003 700 £ (@) £, () 0l (@) — 01020105 Fingy () - £y () ) ()

B,

3 (02102000 0h) oy (), Fioy () 91020105 - Fs () iy () Ty () oy () -

.3,k

First observe that the sum of the first four summations has a conversion

= (0=he) (fi0) (@) Fo) (@) - Offgy(x) = > (9z5hc) (fro) (@), froy (@) - Of g ()
i=1 =1
= ¥ (0:40:5h) (Fo) (@), Fro) (@) - Zn " By o) (@) 00 fly) ()
i.j
— > (0=:0z5he) (foy (= ZU " uf(o) ) Oy f(o)( z)
i,j

= - ZW’“'@ (Z 8.he)(fioy (@), fioy (@) - D flgy () + Z(azth)(f(O)(x)vf(O)(:C)) : 3uf(j0)(f)>

+2Za 10z5he) (fro) (), fro) () 277 "0 f{o) () af ()

i,J

The first summation —3»_  n"0,(---,) gives rise to a boundary-term of the action functional Sh(f)
on the space-time X. Second and optionally, one may choose to present the kinetic term for spinor fields
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with only 8uf(ia)’s or only 8u%’s. Suppose the former, then

an 023he) (Fo) (2), Froy @) Y 05749 fioy (2) B fy ()

o,B,u
FZ@ (Z (024021 he) (fo) (@), froy () Zﬁ 9y 10 fi (@ )m)
i3
—sz (0210250 he) (fro) (@ Z Val5 77 O f) (2) f. (x) 15 ()
hs o,B,u
V=1 Z;c (024025 0z0he) (Froy (), Froy @) Y Dally 05 1. (2) flg () D4 £y ()
s o,B,u
*FZ (02:0zi he) (f(o) (= Z Dol ot aa“fga)(z)m,

o.B,u

which contribute another boundary-term to the action functional S*( f) on the space-time X.

Thus, setting

(space-time boundary terms)

= =) 7o, (Z d.:he)(f(0) (), foy () - D, [y )+Z(azjhc)(f(o)(ﬂf)af(o)(fﬂ))'5uf‘(j0)($))

184 J

V1 Za (320102000 (o) (@), Froy @) 3 0y 32 fi (@) 77, ()

,J aﬁ

then, in a final form

fih) = (terms of total (6,0)-degree = 0, 1, 2, 3) + (space-time boundary terms)
L0621 {;(a :0he) (o) () ( ana Fioy () 8, ) () - [yt g
—oVTT Y 0adly o0, fi )W+Mﬁ Ty flroy (@) Fliy) (@)
a,B,u
— > (02605021 he) (f(0) (@), Fro) (7)) -
ig.k

(2v=1 3 a9, 550, fio) (1) Flly (@) ) (@) + 01020105 £y (x) Fly) () f(""‘u)(x))

o,B,u
3 (0402020 he) (o) (), Ty (@) - 92929105 Fi) (@) Fr) () iy ()
1,5,k
3 (0.005002he) (o) (@), Ty @) - 01027175 fi () iy () 75y (@) Ty () }
i,7,k,l

which is the re-writing of [Wess & Bagger: Eq. (22.7)] in the setting of current notes:
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[W-B: Ch. XXII, Eq. (22.7), in 6660] final explicit formula for f*(h) in 616%9' 6

O?Kyum|

A I EY S, 0ui0zihe - 010:0:95 - flro) fliy)
l—agKNM‘ v, *k l_asKNM‘ *i Gk - Zl 'kaziazja—khc : 191192151152 f(il)sz fk12
~ 3 oaAToAF F'X 5 9A a4 0AF I XX i z Il
- Zi,j,k aziaéj 62’“ he - 191192791792 f(12)(1’) f(1) f(g)
ol 040,500 he - 91020395 firy foy T Ty
+4mXXX X +Zi,j,k,l 21025 Uz Oz NC - V1V2V} 2f(1)f<2)f(1)f(2)
aAz A*J i, Y2tYz7 C ‘u,’y,r] J(0) ¥V J(0)
Vo gearit i i 21y, . 8.:0-h 9.5, 5uba g i T
~ Vol gaipas X7 Onx = 2v=130, 5 0:00z5he - 30, 5, Ba5 0T Oufia) flg
K o P
*vflﬁx "X O A7 = 2V Xk 0:0200she - K 5, 0a5 0% 00 flo) Flay Fl)

The superpotential part

Let W = W(z!, ---, 2) be a holomorphic function on Y. It follows from Sec. 5.2 that

fﬁ(W) = W(fu‘u('zl%"'vfu(zn)) = W(f17"'7fn)

* Cf. [ Wess & Bagger:

= Wl @)+ 30" 30 W)(fo @) fio@) o (2]
+9”ﬂ92(2< : )(f<0>(w))'f<zlz>(w)_;@iasz)(ﬂm(I))~f51>(w)f{2>(w))
+v-1 ﬁz 6°0°c* £y (02W) (fo) (@ ))-Buffo;(m)
DY 9192561%0”&6(Z(aziwxf@( 2)) - O flo Z (0005 W) (fi0)(@)) - Fiay (@) Dy fy ()
B, i

06700 (3 (0.0W) (foo) (@) - Oy (@) + 3 (000 W) (Fio(@)) - 0" 0oy (@) 0 i ()

* Cf. [ Wess & Bagger:

= W@ =22800, 3 @W)f) iy Fa 200
+§1§21§11§2(;(851W)(f<0)(x)) Tl @) = (02005 T Fo@) - T ) )
—v=1 ; eag%gé.(agiW)(f(O)(x)).auf(io)’(x)
-v-1 i,ea.gieiﬂgcrgﬁ(Z(aziW)(f( (@) - O fia) ( +Z 0T (Fooy @) - Ty (2) 0 m
a;B,p i
_Hlezéiég(;(afimm)'Dme(w)+igu<aziaﬁ><f<o><x>> W 0,1y @) 0Ty @)
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The action functional of d =3+ 1, N =1 sigma models with a superpotential

Combining the previous two themes, one has the action functional of d = 3 + 1, N = 1 sigma models
with a superpotential given explicitly by

SEWI(f) = /d% (—i/dé’é gt d* do* % (h) + [/dGQdelfﬁ(W)—/d@gdéi(fu(W))TD
X
= /Xd4${ - Z (0.:0z1hc) (f(0) (), Froy () 1" Oy foy () auf(jo)(fr)

9,5, 4,V

YL S (0.00he) (i (@), o) @) - By - 752 0,81 () Ty @)
i,5,0,8,
- % Z(aziazi he)(fo) (@), foy(z)) - 0102095 - f(iu)(x) f(j12) (x)
2

+ ) (024025020 he) (fo) (@), oy () -

4,5,k

(%191192511§Q-f21)(x)f32)( )f(12 ) + 21 Z 9 19[3 ghie auf(o)( )f(Ja)(a:)f(kB)(x))

+ % Z(aziazj 9zrhc)(fo) (@), fo) () - 0102095 - f(’u)(x) f(j1)($) f(kz) (x)

N
1 3 (00202021 he) (fioy (). Froy @) - 91920105 - s (@) oy () T (@) Tl (@)
1,5,k,0
+Z@w ) 9102 - fl1a)(x) — Z@@wwmmw%fMWMm
—Z@wfﬂﬁ&fm>+2@@ﬁwm»6ﬁf<>mu}

up to boundary terms. (Caution that (d62d6')" = df'd6? = — do*do'.)

Recall that in terms of the Ké&hler potential hc, the Kéhler metric g on Y = C™, the Christoffel
symbols for the Levi-Civita connection associated to the metric, and the curvature tensor are given by
the Basic Identities:

95 = 95 = 0i0ihc, X 9415 = Oigjn, X9k 15 = Oigin,

Rigji = 00195 — 0,190,950k = 0;009i5 — Yo 9sil 5,0
= aiajﬁlga[hc — Zs,t ggt 856i8jh<c . 8t6,;8;hc 3

(e.g. [K-N: vol. IT: Sec. IX.5]). It follows that, up to boundary terms and with some re-arrangement of
terms and relabelling,
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ShW)(F) = / d4z< i 0% dot do? do* 1 (h) + [ / d6?do* f1(W) — / d6>de’*( fﬁ(W))*D < Of. [ Wess & Bagger:
X

Eq. (22.10)]
+@ Dady - 95 (10 @), T (@) 3% Dy i () 1 (@)
15,0081
191029, ijlgw oy (@), Froy(@)) fy (@) Fiy (@) £ (@) Floy ()
5
— T 9020105+ 3 05510 (@), o) (@) Fluzy (@) Fray (@)

— 019+ 3 (0::05 W) (f0) () S @)y (@) + 9105+ (005 T7) Ty (@) Ty (@) F (2)

]

+ Zf(iu) (z) (191192 (8:W)(f(0))

91929195 - > g (f10y (), Fio) () T (foy (@), fro) () (jl)(x)f(kz)(x)) } ,

where

Dyflay(@) = Oufioy(@) + Y Tiilfi0) (@), fo) (@) ufiy (@) £ (@)
7,k

is the covariant derivative along d,, from the induced connection on (§’®S8”)® o cf(o)Ty - This reproduces

[Wess & Bagger: Eq. (22.10)] completely via the function ring of towered superspace as defined in the
current notes without imposing the purge-evaluation map to remove the even nilpotent factors

191192 ) ’1904/5,3 3 151’52 9 1917‘92751’52

in the expression.
In the form above the action functional S™") remains to take values in a Grassmann algebra, albeit
even. To render it real-valued, one needs to impose a purge-evaluation map. Here we will tak@

Pev : 191192 ~ 1, ﬁoﬂgﬁ ~ 71, 51’52 ~ 71, 191192’51152 ~ =1,

23Note that 9, 1§~’s appear only in the kinetic term »Z_ ;.. Va 15' ghbe 9ij Du fl f(jﬁ) for the mappino fields
(f('&))Z «. One is free to set them to be either all 1 or all —1. The choice here is to match [Wess & Bagger]
even with the sign. For the other three. once setting 9192 ~ 1, then the purge-evaluation rule, 9;9; ~ —1 and
91929095 ~» —1, is governed by the invariance under the tw15ted complex conjugation and the WlSh to make the

rule as close to product—preserving as possible. It turns out that this is also the choice that makes the final form
of S<h’W)(f) term-by-term sign-identical with [Wess & Bagger].
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Then, in the next-to-final form and up to boundary terms,

SEW) () = /d“wev(—i/déé o' do? do* f* (n) + [/de“’delfﬁ(vv)—/déﬁdéi(f”(W))T]) + . [Woss & Baggor

= [at{ - 3 30 @) Fo ) 1 0.Fin(@) 0.7 )

~ LS 05U @) T @) 0" Dl @) 1y (@)

1,5,0,8,p
+ z};lguwz (@), fo) (@) Fly (@) fyy (@) fl) (@) Floy (@) + 7 Zgw (fi0)(2), fi0) (@) flr2) (%) [y (@)
Z (040 W)( f<o><x))fél)<w)f{2)<x>—Z(ayazjvv)<f<0)(x)>f(l)< ) fy) (@)
1,5
+Zfzm>(x)( @ W)(f 4;@ (@), Fo @) T (S0 (@), Ty @) 1, (@) 1 (@)

+ 3 T @ (@2 Fo) - 1 Y a0 @), Fio @) Thu (o @), Far @) £, @)y @) } -

7.k,
(Cf. [Wess & Bagger: Eq. (22.10)].)
Observe next that S"W) (f) contains no kinetic terms for f(iu)’s and f(ilz)’s and, hence, these compo-

nents are nondynamical and the equations of motion for them from the first variation of S (h*W)( f ) with

respect to f(im) or f(iw) are purely algebraic in fng), f(J12):

%Zgij(f(o)(

), f0) (@) flr2) (@) + (825 W) (f0) ()
—%‘Z 953 (f0) (@), fio) (@) Tkt (fi0) (@) fio) (@) f3) (@) flzy(x) = 0, forall j;

i,k,l
122 9:5(f0 (@) T @) Fiy () + 0 W) (fo) ()
_ZZgij(f(O)(x)vf(O)(x))F%[(f(O)(x)’f(O)(:E))f(k1)(3:)f(lz)(x) = 0, foralli.

7.k,
Which gives
fhay(x) = —4zgi3(f(o>($)7f<0)($))(@:W (fro)(z) +Zrkl (@), foy (@) £y (@) flo) (@),
i@ = =43 29" (o @), fo @) (0:W)(fq +er?l- (f0) (@), Froy @) FF (@) floy () -

Plugging this into S (h’W)( f) to removhe nondynamical component fields f(im) and f(jm) and employing the
Basic Identities, one obtains the final form of the action functional after two sets of cancellations — one leading
to the curvature term and the other involving superpotential terms —

24 Note for mathematicians  This is called by physicists “integrating out the non-dynamical f(im) and %’7
from the perspective of path-integrals in Quantum Field Theory.
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S(h’W)(f(o),(f( a=12) = S(“”W)(f(o),(f(1))a:1,2) *Cf. [ Wess & Bagger:
4 4 Eq. (22.12)].
= [ d'a{ = 3 9500)@). o) 1" 0. iy (@) 0. fiy (@)

00,0,V

£ > gifo( f(o)(x))5“BaDuf(ia)(”)fgﬁ)(x)

i.4,0,8,u

Rigsi(fio) (@), Fioy @) £y (@) fy (@) T, (@) iy (@)

N

+
J.k,l

—4 Zg” (f0) (@), fi0)(2)) (0 W) (fi0) () (82 W) (fro) ()

- Z(Dziaﬂ W)(fioy (), T (@) Sy () fy (@) = S (D02 W) (fioy (), oy (@) Ty (@) Fy @)

2] 2%

where _
D0 W = 0,0,W =Y T50.W  and D0y W = 0.05,W = T5W
k k

are the induced covariant derivative on the complexified cotangent bundle T*CY of Y from the Levi-Civita
connection on 7.Y. Up to some conventional coefficients, this is precisely the manifestly real expression for [Wess
& Bagger: Eq. (22.12)] in the setting of the current notes.

Remark 5.3.2. [for Y a general Kéihler manifold] The final expression of S™™)(f(o), (f(a))a=1,2) implies that
S(h’W)(f(o), (fla))a=1,2) = S(g‘W)(f(o), (f(a))a=1,2) depends only on the Kéhler metric g, not the choice of the
Kahler potential h that gives the metric. It follows that the d = 3 4+ 1, N = 1 supersymmetric sigma model
SO (f0ys (fa))a=1,2) is defined for all Kihler manifold Y. (When Y is compact, the superpotential W = 0.)

Once a mathematical presentation of superspace and supersymmetry that matches the particle physicists’
standard language of the topic as presented in [Wess & Bagger] is completed, the immediate next question is:

Q. What is the intrinsic description of the same, without resorting to a choice of a trivialization of the
spinor bundles by covariantly constant sections?

That is the theme for the sequel.
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