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ABSTRACT: In this paper we derive the action for N = 3 conformal supergravity in four
space-time dimensions. We construct a density formula for N = 3 conformal supergravity
based on the superform action principle. Finally, we embed the N = 3 Weyl multiplet in the
density formula to obtain the invariant action for N = 3 conformal supergravity. There are
two inequivalent embeddings by changing a particular coefficient from real to imaginary. They
lead to invariant actions, which will either be the supersymmetrization of the Weyl square
term or the Pontryagin density in the eventuality of gauge fixing to Poincaré supergravity.
As a consistency check of our formalism, we will show that the supersymmetrization of the
Pontryagin density is a total derivative. We will demonstrate this for purely bosonic terms.
We will also present the complete action for the supersymmetrization of Weyl square term.
We also discuss consistent truncation of N =4 Weyl multiplet to N = 3 Weyl multiplet and
use it for a robust check of our results using the earlier known results in N = 4 conformal
supergravity.
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1 Introduction

The study of conformal supergravity plays a vital role in constructing matter coupled su-
pergravity theories with higher derivative corrections. The higher degree of symmetry in
conformal supergravity allows one to arrange the degrees of freedom in shorter multiplets
and the problem of constructing matter coupled theories in conformal supergravity becomes
tractable. Upon using some of the multiplets as “compensators” to gauge fix the additional
symmetries, one gets the physical matter-coupled supergravity theory with super-Poincaré
symmetry. The crucial ingredients in this construction are the multiplets that form a repre-
sentation of the underlying soft-superconformal algebra, which in the case of four dimensions
is SU(2,2|N). Here N-refers to the number of Majorana supercharges, and “soft superconfor-
mal algebra” is a modified superconformal algebra with field dependent structure constants.
The most crucial multiplet that one encounters in conformal supergravity is the “Weyl multi-
plet” that contains the graviton and its supersymmetric partner gravitino along with a bunch
of auxiliary fields needed to close the multiplet. Apart from the Weyl multiplet, one needs



matter multiplets which perform a dual role. They could play the role of “compensators” to
gauge fix the additional symmetries of conformal supergravity and obtain supergravity with
super-Poincaré symmetries. Such multiplets are called compensating multiplets and become
a part of the supergravity multiplet after gauge fixing. The matter multiplets could also play
the role of physical matter multiplets coupled to supergravity rather than playing the role of
compensators.

The process of constructing matter coupled supergravity theories with higher derivative
corrections has been well studied for various extended supergravity theories up to six space-
time dimensions. The reason one cannot extend this approach beyond six dimensions is that
there is no superconformal algebra beyond six dimensions [1]. In four spacetime dimensions,
the N = 2 and N = 4 Weyl multiplets were found in [2] and [3], respectively. Another variant
of the N = 2 Weyl multiplet called the dilation Weyl multiplet was found recently in [4] which
was further used to construct supersymmetrization of arbitrary curvature squared invariants
in N = 2 supergravity [5]. The action for N = 2 conformal supergravity was found in [3] and
the procedure of superconformal multiplet calculus to study matter coupled N = 2 super-
gravity theories with or without higher derivative corrections is very well studied. Compared
to N = 2, the N = 4 theories have been less explored in the superconformal formalism due
to the lack of a conformal supergravity action until recently, when the most general N = 4
conformal supergravity action was constructed [6-8]. However, compared to both N = 2
and N = 4 the N = 3 theory is in a nascent stage. The most crucial component for N = 3
conformal supergravity, i.e., the Weyl multiplet, was lacking for a long time. The components
of the N = 3 Weyl multiplet was predicted long back in [9]. However, it did not give the
complete supersymmetry transformation laws for the multiplet, and this gap was filled up
recently in [10, 11].

Upon the discovery of the N = 3 Weyl multiplet, the most important aspect to study
is the construction of the N = 3 conformal supergravity action, which we plan to pursue
in this paper. The construction of supergravity action is facilitated by the use of density
formulae such as the chiral density formula [12, 13] or the tensor-vector density formula
[14-16] in N = 2 theories. However, when one goes beyond N = 2, there are no standard
density formulae, and one needs to resort to some principle behind the construction of such
density formulae, which can be generalized. Such a principle exists and goes by the name
of “covariant superform action principle.” Such a principle was first known in superspace
as the “ectoplasm principle” [17, 18] and has been applied for the construction of the most
general N = 4 conformal supergravity actions in [7, 8]. The method is very close to what
is used in the rheonomy based approach to supergravity [19, 20]. This method is not only
useful to construct actions in theories with N > 2, but it equally helps in constructing new
density formulae and new invariant actions in N = 2 conformal supergravity, which were not
possible using the chiral or the tensor-vector density formula. For instance, the covariant
superform approach was used in [21] to construct a new density formula in N = 2 conformal
supergravity which was further used to construct a new higher derivative action for the N = 2
tensor multiplet. We will elaborate on this method in our paper.



N = 3 matter coupled supergravity has been studied using alternate approaches such
as harmonic superspace or group manifold [22-24] and has been of recent interest from the
perspective of AdS-CFT correspondence [25, 26]. However a full superconformal approach
to the study of matter coupled N = 3 supergravity is lacking and our current effort in this
paper is to fill this gap. This paper only addresses the construction of N = 3 conformal
supergravity. Subsequently we would need to couple N = 3 vector multiplets to conformal
supergravity so that we can obtain matter coupled N = 3 supergravity theories by using some
of the vector multiplets as compensators and subsequently study their gaugings.

This paper is organized as follows. In section-2, we briefly describe the N = 3 Weyl
multiplet. In section-3 we give the details of the covariant superform approach and use it
to construct a density formula in N = 3 conformal supergravity. In section-4 we discuss
the embeding of N = 3 Weyl multiplet in the density formula and present invariant actions.
We will show that there are two inequivalent choices of the embedding either with a real
coefficient or an imaginary coefficient and the choices lead us to an invariant action which in
the eventuality of gauge fixing to Poincaré supergravity would be the supersymmetrization
of the Weyl square term or the Pontryagin density. This is not as simple as taking the
real and imaginary part of the action in N = 2 conformal supergravity constructed using
chiral density formula. We will see that the density formula for N = 3 just like its N = 4
cousin mixes the chiral and anti-chiral part unlike the chiral density formula of N = 2 which
is an invariant action just for the chiral part and its conjugate is the invariant action for
the anti-chiral part. However, in the end we would expect that the supersymmetrization
of the Pontryagin density is a total derivative. We would demonstrate this by giving the
purely bosonic terms which can easily be seen to be a total derivative. This would act as a
consistency check of our formalism. In this section, we will also give all the terms which arise
in the supersymmetrization of the Weyl square term and are manifestly supercovariant. In
section-5, we discuss the off-shell reduction of the N = 4 Weyl multiplet to the N = 3 Weyl
multiplet which provides a non-trivial consistency check for our results. In appendix-A, we
have explained the conventions for the N = 3 superconformal algebra used in this paper and
how it deviates from the conventions followed in [10, 11]. In appendix-B and appendix-C we
present all the relevant composites to obtain the actions given in section-4. In section-6, we
will end with some conclusions and future directions.

2 N = 3 Weyl multiplet

The N = 3 Weyl multiplet is a 64 4+ 64 (bosonic+fermionic) multiplet whose components are
as tabulated in Table-1. In conformal supergravity, there are two kinds of supersymmetry
which are labelled as Q (or ordinary) supersymmetry and S (or special) supersymmetry. The
Q@ and S-supersymmetry transformations of the components of the Weyl multiplet is given
as:

de = &"vl, + h.c.



Table 1. Field content of the N = 3 Weyl multiplet
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1
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Duei = 8“ ~ 1

We also give the complete Q and S-supersymmetry transformations of the dependent gauge
fields corresponding to local Lorentz transformations (wzb), S-supersymmetry ((JSL) and special
conformal transformation or K-gauge field (f}).
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The above mentioned supersymmetry transformations of the dependent gauge fields can be
obtained from the independent ones as explained in [27]. We can also obtain the supersym-
metry transformations (Q as well as S) of the curvatures as shown below:
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1
+ 1—677 %bARE (h.c;traceless) (2.4)

We can obtain the Bianchi identities satisfied by the curvatures as shown below:

R(D)ap, =0

R(M)aped = R(M)cdap
aecdR(M)cdeb -0

le abed efghR(M)abef _ R(M)cdgh
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3 Covariant superform approach and the N = 3 density formula

In this section we will briefly review the covariant superform approach that we will use to
construct the N = 3 density formula. This density formula will be further used to construct
the N = 3 conformal supergravity action. The discussion on the covariant superform approach
closely follows that of [8, 21]. The basic idea behind the covariant superform approach is the
following. Consider a D dimensional manifold N and a d-dimensional submanifold M C V.
Consider a d-form J and an action-integral on M given as:

S = /M J (3.1)

Under arbitrary diffeomorphism () on the larger manifold N, the d-form J transforms as a
Lie derivative which can be written as an anti-commutator of interior product and exterior
derivative as shown below:

(5§J = ﬁgJ = d(igj) + ing (3.2)



Hence, if we consider the variation of the action integral (3.1) under arbitrary diffeomorphism
on the larger manifold N, it becomes invariant if the d-form .J is closed i.e.

dJ =0 (3.3)

Now we can consider the following situation where the submanifold M is our spacetime
manifold and the geometrization of some of the gauge symmetries leads us to the larger
manifold M. And hence in this geometric picture, the condition (3.3) for the invariance of the
action integral under arbitrary diffeomorphism on the larger manifold is the same as that for
gauge invariance because now gauge symmetry becomes a part of an arbitrary diffeomorphism
on the manifold . We will demonstrate this in particular for N = 3 conformal supergravity
where we will geometrize ordinary supersymmetry (or Q-supersummetry) to construct a larger
manifold N containing the spacetime manifold M.

Let us label the local coordinates on the manifold N by ZM = (z#, ™), where z*
are the coordinates on the spacetime manifold and ™ are fermionic coordinates required
to geometrize Q-supersymmetry. The spacetime manifold M is obtained from A by the
following truncation:

M = Njg—ao—o (3.4)

The 6 = 0 condition truncates the elements of N to that of the spacetime manifold while
df = 0 condition truncates the elements of the tangent/cotangent space associated with every
point of N to that of the spacetime manifold. Let us further decompose the Supervielbein
1-form on N as follows:

B4 = (¢4, i) (3.5)

When truncated to the spacetime manifold, the one-forms e?, ¥* and 1); are the standard viel-
bein one-form, left chiral and right chiral gravitino one-forms respectively?. Let us construct
the 4-form J as:

J = JpopaEAEPECEP (3.6)

where we have suppressed the wedge products between the 1-forms E4. We also assume
that the Jpopa is fully supercovariant. The action integral (3.1) will be invariant under
Q-supersymmetry if we ensure that dJ = 0. However in N = 3 conformal supergravity there
are other gauge symmetries apart from Q-supersymmetry such as local Lorentz transforma-
tions, dilatations, SU(3) x U(1) R-symmetry, special conformal transformations and special
(S)-supersymmetry. All these gauge transformations are easier to implement and hence we
demand that by construction the 4-form J is invariant under these gauge transformations.
Hence the condition dJ = 0 for invariance under Q-supersymmetry can be replaced by the
condition for covariant closure

VJ=0 (3.7)

2We will be working in the Dirac 4-component notation for the spinors.



where V is covariant with respect to all the other gauge transformations mentioned above
apart from Q-supersymmetry. We do this because the condition for covariant closure is easier
to implement in a systematic way than the simple closure condition. In order to implement
(3.7), we need to know how the covariant exterior derivative acts on the supervielbeins and
fully supercovariant objects. It acts on the supervielbein 1-form as VE4 = T4 to give the
supertorsion 2-form T, the form of which is known as shown below due to our understanding
of the N = 3 Weyl multiplet.

Ve® = tpe®
V' =ty 00" + 119" + ty o0’
Vipi = ts 010 + L1 + 1 )20 (3.8)

where the operators t;, are defined as®:
a 1 710 — ma
toe” = =¥ =T

) 1 )
tao' = e"e’ R(Q)pa’

2
i L ik a

tit = ~16¢ v - Tie* Yo Pr
t wi — 1 gk b A

129" = € (XY
_ 1
t3/20i = §€aebR(Q)bai

i 1 i a k

t1; = —1_652']'19'7 17 ey,
~ 1 .
t12%i = Z*SijkW?Z)kAR (3.9)

The covariant exterior derivative will act on super covariant objects ® as:
Ve = (Vi+Vip+Vip) o (3.10)
where,
Vi® =e*D,®
Vijo® = %Jﬂka@
— 1

I
Vip® = 21/%V P

(3.11)

Here, D, is the fully supercovariant derivative whereas V}, and V¥ are superspace covariant
derivatives along the fermionic direction which play the role of supersymmetry generators

3The subscripts on the t; denotes the Weyl weights of the supercovariant objects that appear in their
expressions



from the spacetime perspective. Hence, when truncated to the spacetime manifold one may
treat V}, as V¥ as shown below:

1- 1

gw’ka@ = 6% <§wk> i

1- 1

SURVEe = 0 <§wk> ® (3.12)

where the R.H.S of the above equations means that you take the left and right supersymmetry
transformations of the supercovariant object ® and replace the transformation parameters by
the appropriate gravitino 1-forms as mentioned in the bracket?. Now we are in a position to
implement the covariant closure condition (3.7)°. We need to have an ansatz for the block
Jpopa associated with the highest number of gravitino one-forms. We choose the ansatz to
be the following:

1 T, 097 mn
Jw4 = ZT,Z) ¢ka¢l€ijm€klnc

1. - By
Jil_/‘ - Zwﬂ/}jwkd}lgmmgkmcmn ) (3.13)

where C"™" is in the 6 of SU(3) and its complex conjugate Cy,, is in the 6 of SU(3). Further,
C% needs to have Weyl as well as chiral weights to be +2 and should be invariant under
S-supersymmetry. Now we would need to impose the covariant closure condition (3.7). We
can schematically decompose the 5-form V.J by the number of left chiral gravitino 1-forms
(), right chiral gravitino 1-forms (1)) and vielbein 1-forms (e) they carry as shown below
(Note that in the equation below v should not be confused with the Dirac conjugate. The
notation is used to schematically represent a right chiral gravitino).

VJ = > (V) grmpn g (3.14)
m,n,p|m-+n+p=>5

Imposing V.J = 0 implies imposing (V.J) mn g = 0 individually on each of the terms inside
the sum and we will refer to this as the e™¢"¢P Bianchi identities. The e™P¢"™ Bianchi
identity, for n # p is related to the ™™ Bianchi identity by conjugation and would be
referred to as the conjugate Bianchi, whereas the e™1)"¢™ Bianchi would be self-conjugate.

3.1 Solving the ¥° and conjugate Bianchi identities

One can easily notice that this Bianchi will only come from V 5./, which can be evaluated
as shown below:

1. . _
Vijgdys = §¢Z¢]¢k¢l€ijm€kln¢pvp0m" =0 (3.15)

“Note that fully supercovariant derivative D,, is related to the covariant derivative V,, by addition of explicit
Q-covariantization terms i.e D, = V, — 68 (%Q/)k) — 5% (%l[}k) Hence, when truncated to the spacetime
manifold, eq-3.10 is consistent with the fact that V is covariant with respect to all the gauge transformations
except Q-supersymmetry.

SWe will follow the convention that the exterior derivative acts from the right.

— 10 —



Note that V,C™" belongs to 3 ® 6 = 15 @ 3 of SU(3). The projections to 15 and 3 are as
given below:

1

(Vpcmn)ls _ vpcmn - §5I(valcn)l
mn 1 m n
(V,0™) g = 55; v,c™! (3.16)

Now,
1 T4, 0.9 07 7 mn 1 7,097 n n
SV Y e iment? (VpC™")g = 1o 0 0 Y eijpernd? VO =0 (317)
This is identically zero because of the following identity:
S 1 o
VP PPeijp = §¢p¢’¢) Eijp =0 (3.18)

We have used Fierz identities in the above equation to go from first line to the second line.
As a consequence of this, we conclude that we need to impose (V,C™");. = 0 so that
V1/2Jya = 0. Hence the left supersymmetry-generator should act on C as:

1 » .
V.00 = 55,§ 5, where, ' = v,C7! (3.19)
Therefore, the left supersymmetry transformation of C% should take the following form:
. 1,
820 = v, 0l = 5@%” (3.20)

To summarize, the 1)° Bianchi imposes a constraint on the allowed left-supersymmetry trans-
formation of C% which should be as given in the equation above. This defines a new com-
ponent p’ of the abstract multiplet in terms of which we are constructing our N = 3 density
formula. The v° Bianchi which is a conjugate of the ¥° Bianchi will impose a constraint on
the right-supersymmetry transformation of Cj; which would be given in terms of p; (which is
a conjugate of p")% as shown below:

I_
(5%0” = ékaCij = 56(1'/)]') (3.21)

3.2 Solving the ¥*1) and conjugate Bianchi identities

The 1% Bianchi will come from V; j2ya and toJeys. A /244 can be broken up into two
parts: i) ty closed and ii) non-ty closed. The non-ty closed part will give us a constraint on
the right supersymmetry transformation of the composite C* and the ¢ closed part will get
cancelled by adding an appropriate J,,s to the 4-form J. By definition:

SWe are following the chiral notation where objects with indices lowered are related to the objects with
indices raised by conjugation. For bosonic objects such as C% this is a simple hermitian conjugation i.e
Ci; = (C")*. For fermionic objects such as p, it means p; = —C~"(p;)”, where p; is the Dirac conjugate of
5% and C is the charge conjugation matrix.

— 11 —



_ 1-. . _
Vipdys = W P U eijmerany VIC™" (3.22)

where VPC™" is in the 3 ® 6 = 10 & 8 of SU(3). The projections on to the irreducible
representations are given as:

(Vpcmn)lo _ V(pcmn)

2 . )
(VPC™)g = galp(mp")l, where, p'; = EklekC” (3.23)

Upon explicit computation, we find that if we substitute the 8 projection of VPC™" in (3.22),
we get a ty closed expression as shown below:

1. ~ 1 I
gwllﬁjwklﬁl&jm%zn% (VPC™)g = —EEklnTGTﬁkwllﬂm%an (3.24)

This can be cancelled by to acting on the following .J.,s (Note that our exterior derivative
act from the right):

1 _ _
Joys = —éskme%%’«b%p’“m (3.25)

The 10 projection of VPC™" gives a non-ty closed expression and has to cancel on its own.
This gives us the following constraint:

vicik) = (3.26)

In terms of supersymmetry transformation, it means that the right supersymmetry transfor-
mation of C* should take the following form:

9
520 = gelk(ZEkpj)l (3.27)

The conjugate Bianchi will put a constraint on the left-supersymmetry transformation of Cj;
and give us a J, ;s as shown below" :

2
0FCij = Seuae )’

1 _ _
Jogs = _éskl"eawk¢l¢m7apnm (3.28)

"Note the difference in the alignment of the indices in p’; and p;?. In the chiral notation we are following

they are related to the conjugate of each other as p;/ = —C~! (ﬁij)T7 where p;7 is the Dirac conjugate of pij
and C' is the charge conjugation matrix.
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3.3 Solving the 31?2 and conjugate Bianchi

The v34? Bianchi will come from t; j2dyt and toJ 2. Explicit computation shows that
t1/2Jy1 is to closed as shown below:

1 .- . _
t1/2=]1p4 = —QT%ZW?M%AL%JCM (3-29)

This is cancelled by adding the following J, 2 to the 4-form J:

1, . .-
Jey2g = —§€b¢l¢j¢k7b0’kl€iﬂ (3.30)
where,
o = CYAL (3.31)

The conjugate ¥>1? Bianchi, would give us the conjugate Jeg2y 88

1,- -
Jogay = —§ebwﬂ/1j1/1k’ybakl€ dt (3.32)

where,
0ij = CijAr (3.33)

3.4 The remaining Bianchi identities and the final density formula

The Bianchi identities that are remained to be solved are ey?, ey31), el?y?, e2y3, e,
e31?, e3ynp, e*yh and their conjugates. From the calculations explicitly shown in the previous
sections it is clear that ey?, e2¢?, €312, e*tp and their conjugate Bianchi will only give
rise to constraints as the expressions coming from these Bianchi identities will be all non-t
closed. The remaining Bianchi identities will give rise to some constraints as well as generate
new terms in the 4-form J in order to cancel the ty closed expressions from these Bianchi
identities. The constraints that will arise from all these Bianchi identities will be satisfied if
the supersymmetry algebra is closed and the initial constraint (3.19) discussed in the previous
section is satisfied. The argument is similar to what is discussed in Appendix B.2 of [8] and
Appendix-C of [21]. The new terms in the 4-form J that are generated to cancel the ty closed
expressions of the Bianchi identities are:

1 1 . 1 o
Je2y2 = —56%%21/1”7 LyEijt — 566”6%@%5;1/1’-’% - ﬁeaebWWG%bEijz

1 _ _
ey = = 5"V By ptigabea + hc
1 — 1 _

Je3¢ — geaebecwk,},d/\/’k&,abcd + geaebecwkMZEGde

1
Joa = = e®e’ e Le yped (3.34)

— 13 —



The conjugate terms such as J.25> and J,s; are obtained by taking the conjugates of Je2y2
and Jgs, respectively. There are some new components that have appeared in the above

expressions which are related to the components of the abstract multiplet that appeared in
l

the previous subsections as explained. The components H™,,

K;j appearing in J.2,2 are
given as:

_ 1 1< .
H fzb - §ClmTabm - EAL’Yabpla
1

1-
Fij + ZARARCij (3.35)

F;; appearing above and G+flb appearing in J.2,2 arises in the right supersymmetry transfor-
mations of p’; as shown below:

3 1. 3. 1.
55,0@)' = ZCZkEjEk — Z5§-ClkEk€l + gALpZEj — §5§Akaek
1 . 3 . 1 .
— Zsl’“ijq + 537 GG — g0 GFey, (3.36)

The components N}, and M appearing in Je3y are given as:

1 1 -~ 1
= —_—~.TIA el -
N 357 rCr + 1929k + 49k
1 ;1
Mai, = a1l TiYap'x + 4—8Tak (3.37)

where, the components 0, appears in the right-supersymmetry transformations of Kj;, 05, and
T, appears in the left-supersymmetry transformation of gaij = Aryap! = AR%pji as shown
below:

_ 1_
SEGa s = &gl + ~evadiy + e empik 4 L e Bk 4 Ser, 4 Sdind — Leigmy
QYd j — djk 4 Yd ik 2 mjk d ] mjk Yd 3 dj 32 Yav; 3 i dm

1 i=m_ N
~ 3505€" a0 (3.38)

The component Y,; is y-traceless i.e. v*T,; = 0. Finally the component £ appearing in J,4
is given as:

1 1 _
£=§H—1.Tl—§Hﬁ.Tl+Y—Y (3.39)

H;%l is the conjugate of H _flb defined in (3.35), the com?onent Y appears in the right-
supersymmetry transformations of N; as shown below and Y is its hermitian conjugate:

1. 1 1. 1 -
—Wjiej — —YEZ' + —Z+ji6j + —Z-Zei (340)

SoN; = —
aNi= 3 6 gab

In the next section, we will find the composite expression for C* in terms of the Weyl multiplet
fields that have the required properties that it should be of Weyl weight and Chiral weight
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+2, invariant under S-supersymmetry and satisfy the constraint (3.20). The remaining terms
of the 4-form J are calculated by taking successive supersymmetry transformations on this
C% and using the expressions given in (3.25, 3.32, 3.34). This will give us the final invariant
action for N = 3 conformal supergravity.

4 Invariant actions for the Weyl multiplet

In section-3, we constructed the density formula beginning with an ansatz for the highest
gravitino term,

1o .
Jypa = Zl/JWT/kalEiijklnCmn,

1. y
Jgn = 70 Co, (4.1)

To use the density formula derived in section-3 to obtain an action for the Weyl multiplet,
we need to find a suitable composite C% with Weyl weight +2, chiral weight +2, is invariant
under S-supersymmetry and belongs to the 6 representation of SU(3). There is a combination
of the Weyl multiplet fields shown below that is unique upto an over-all complex rescaling as
given below.

y . B
CY =a(T"-T7 + Agx" + ZEZE])’ (4.2)
where « is a complex number. The corresponding conjugate field Cj; is,

1

Cij = a™(Ti - Tj + Arxij + §

E,Ej). (4.3)
The composites that follow from the transformation of Jys carry the factor a, while the
composites that follow from Jz. carry the complex conjugate factor a*. Thus, we see that
the modulus of « is redundant as it leads to an over-all rescaling of the Lagrangian. We can
consider two choices to account for the argument of a. We take o = 1 and o = i as the basis
choices which lead to two different actions for the Weyl multiplet.

This is to be expected already at the bosonic level. There are two actions for conformal
gravity in four dimensions, which are called the Weyl squared action and the Pontryagin
density given as below.

_ _ + + - -
ﬁ(Weyl)z = ijpac,ul/po = C;u/pa C;u/pa + C;u/pa C;u/pa >

EPontryagin = 6/11//)00&6””0[)0065 = C;Lup0+0uupa+ - C,u,upcr_c;wpcr_y (44)

where C*P? is the Weyl tensor and CWMi denote its self-dual and anti-self dual com-
ponents. This tensor can indeed be obtained using the conformal curvature as, Cuypr =
(R(M)(e,b)wpo Jb,—0, Where the dependent gauge field f,, has been replaced in terms of the
vielbein and dilation gauge field before setting the latter to zero. In N = 2 conformal su-
pergravity, the action for the Weyl multiplet is built out of the chiral density formula. Weyl
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multiplet can be embedded either in the chiral or the anti-chiral multiplet to give the su-
persymmetric completion of self-dual or anti self-dual Weyl squared actions separately whose
linear combinations yield the Pontryagin density and Weyl squared action as written above
for the bosonic part. However in N = 3 conformal supergravity the situation is different. The
density formula constructed in section-3 is not built out of a chiral multiplet. The composite
C'% has non-trivial chiral as well as anti-chiral Q-supersymmetry transformations. However
when embedding the Weyl multiplet into the density formula as discussed earlier, there is a
choice of real or imaginary scale factor. The two choices of @ = 1 and o = 7 mentioned above
precisely lead to the supersymmetric completetion of Pontryagin and Weyl squared actions
respectively, in the eventuality of setting b, = 0. Although we will not set b, to zero, we will
refer to these actions by the above names for the rest of this section.

From the density formula in section-3 the full Lagrangian is given in terms of the com-
posites as,

1 1 1
L= 726 ebe edﬁsabcd + 36 e ecwk d./\/kEchd + ge e ecwk./\/lk&?abcd

- - 1 i i 1
Y kALY 0 1€ abed — S VW H it — et v K

12
1
- 3 b¢2¢]G+ab52]l - _eb¢2¢]¢k7b0 ALez]l 65klnea7pk¢l¢m7apnm
+ ZWW?ﬁ WeijmennC™ + h.c. (4.5)

In this section, we will present the results for £ that appears in the e* term which gives us the
fully supercovariant terms in the action. We will give the complete £ to all order in fermions
for the supersymmetrization of Weyl square. For the supersymmetrization of the Pontryagin
density, we will only give the fully bosonic terms appearing in £ which can be easily seen
to be a total derivative. This will serve as a consistency check of our formalism. We have
computed all the composites required to obtain the actions. The required composites for
Pontryagin density are presented in B and for Weyl squared action in C.

Note that the composite £ is purely imaginary by construction and e4.q is purely imag-
inary in our convention, the e* term is purely real. All the purely bosonic terms appearing in
1L for the Pontryagin density can be obtained by setting o« = 1 and the result is as follows.

iL = —24iR(M)™R(M)}, , — 48iR(V) ;- R(V)™; + 144iR(A) - RT(A)
— 24iT% D, DTye; — %EiD“DaEi + h.c. (4.6)

From the embedding with a = ¢ detailed in appendix-C, we obtain <L for the Weyl squared
action as,

il = 24R(M)™ ™ R(M)}, ., +48R(V) T, - R(V)T"; — 144R(A) - RT(A)

—6R(V);-T'E; + 12iR(A) - T'E; + 1—36T’ TVEEj + 5D D7
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. . 1 . . o

n ;E’D“DGEZ- + 24T D, D Te; — L= EiE B BV + §<T’ : T3> (T : Tj)
- 3 1_ ~ _

+48R(S) - R(Q); — 3 X" Dxij — ZC@E)Q —12ARPD?*Af, — 12ARD* DA,

1 PR A . 1- . 5 _ ,

+ gXijCZEJ - ZCZ@ALEZ + ZALlDEJCj — ZARJDCZEZ' + EQ"Y T DAL
7 - , 1 - . - .

- ECN DT AL — EAR’YG’Y “T;DaCt — 16ALDR(Q); - T"

+2ALDT" - R(Q); — 14T" - R(Q); DAL + 9iAry®y - R(A)D, AL

— 48iA vy - R(A)DyAR — 39iAry - R(A) DAL, — 6iAry*AL D R(A)qp

3 _ .3 A T N S .
+ 1_6ALXijEZE] + ZALXZ']’TZ . T] + TGALJDAREZEZ — ZDQAR’YG’Y . ,TZ'ALEZ
11 - ) _ . _ )
= T ARDY AL T B+ 12819 DyARTuei T™ — 12819 Ar DT T
5 .23 - ) 1- ) )
— ZARlD’Y -TALE" + %ALmEZAREi + ZAR@EZ’Y -TiAr — EALCZARQ

— 36ARARJ_XLDGDGAL + 4ARARDQAL’yabDbAL + 281_\RARDQALDGAL
+ SARDGAR]\LDCLAL + 40ARDGARAL7abDbAL — 16AR7abDbARAL7aCDCAL

1. ~ 1 B . _ B .
— §ALALARCJ'EJ — §ALALAR"}/ ST — 12ARARALR(Q)Z -T; + h.c. (47)

Apart from the supersymmetrization of the Pontryagin density being a total derivative, the
Lagrangians presented here as well as the composites appearing in (4.5) presented in the
appendices obey several consistency checks coming from the Bianchi identities discussed in
section-3. If the constraints from the top most layer is satisfied by the embedding then con-
straints from the Bianchi identities in the following layers follow from the superconformal
algebra as discussed in [8, 21]. We have explicitly verified the constraints on the transfor-
mation of C*/ and the transformation of p; that follow from five and four gravitini Bianchi
identities respectively. There is an alternate check offered by the off-shell reduction of N = 4
Weyl multiplet to N = 3 Weyl multiplet. We will discuss this in the next section.

5 Off-shell reduction of the Weyl multiplet from N =4 to N =3

In this section, we will present an off-shell reduction of the N = 4 Weyl multiplet to the N = 3
Weyl multiplet. The independent fields of the N = 4 Weyl multiplet are described in Table-2.
It possesses an SU(4) R-symmetry appropriate for the SU(2,2|4) algebra. An auxiliary U(1)
R-symmetry has been added to the algebra so that the scalar sector can be described by an
SU(1,1) valued scalar ¢,. One can gauge fix this additional U(1) and obtain the description
in terms of the physical complex scalar 7 that parametrizes the SU(1,1)/U(1) coset. The
gauge field for the SU(4) R-symmetry is V,/; where I,J = 1,...,4. The gauge field a,,
corresponding to the auxiliary U(1)-symmetry is composite and is determined in terms of the
independent fields given in Table-2 by solving the constraint,

1.
¢aDu¢a = _ZAI’YMAL (5.1)
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Table 2. Independent fields of the N =4 Weyl multiplet

Field SU(4) Restrictions W eyl (.Jhlral
Irreps weight (w) | weight (c)
eu’ 1 Vielbein -1 0
(VMIJ)* = VM—’J =
V.l 15 ~V,7 1 SU4)R 0 0
gauge field
b 1 dllat:sxtﬁl(e)ﬁi gauge 0 0
(¢1)* = ¢1>
Pa 1 (¢2)" = —¢?, 0 -1
P%Pa =1
Anti self-dual i.e.,
T 6 TY = 1 -1
%EabchIJCd
Erg 10 Complex 1 1
D[JKL =
D' pr 20/ (D gp)* = 2 0
DKL,
¢ul 4 '757;Z),ul = ¢ul '1/2 '1/2
X"k 20 vx e = X"k 3/2 -1/2
A[ 41 ’y5A[:A[ 1/2 —3/2

where ¢“ is related to ¢, by complex conjugation ¢* = no‘ﬁqb’g and obeys the constraint
¢a@™ = 1. The three real components of ¢, parametrizes an SU(1,1) manifold and SU(1,1)
acts linearly on them. The full multiplet contains 128 4+ 128 independent off-shell degrees of
freedom. Transformation rule for the N = 4 Weyl multiplet can be found in [3, 6, 8].

To reduce this multiplet to the N = 3 Weyl multiplet, we need to set the fourth super-
symmetry to zero. We begin by demanding,

64:0:¢4

- (5.2)

and follow through the transformation rule of the N = 4 Weyl multiplet to obtain the con-
ditions on the fields. An analogous procedure was followed in [28] for the off-shell reduction
from N =2 to N = 1 conformal supergravity. Similar analysis was performed on the super-
current multiplet of N = 4 SYM to construct the N = 3 Weyl multiplet from the current
multiplet procedure in [10]. Here, we investigate the reduction of the N = 4 Weyl multiplet
fields directly.
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We will describe a couple of steps in this procedure before presenting the results. We will
employ the notation I = {4,i} where I and i are SU(4) and SU(3) indices respectively. The
transformation of the vielbein reduces in a straight forward manner to,

8g,5€5 = €7™bui + h.c. (5.3)

Transformation of the gravitino field wﬁ has non-trivial information. The transformation
prior to the reduction is given as,

1 _
0q.5¢), = 2D,e’ — 37 T yuer + 75, e A — (5.4)
where,
Dl =0 ¢ 1 r, 1 b : I_yi1.J
u€ = Oue’ — 77 wue +§(u+mu)€ -V, e, (5.5)

In (5.2), we had set 1/13 to zero. Demanding consistency with the above transformation rule
gives us the conditions,

Tyt =0=V"%, Ai=0. (5.6)

Identifying Q,Z)L as the gravitino in the N = 3 Weyl multiplet and comparing the transformation
of with (2.1) gives,

- 1
T = —16” * b
Ap= A (5.7)

where on the RHS we have fields that belong to the N = 3 Weyl multiplet. While deducing
this, we have used,

giiks .= giik, (5.8)
Using (5.6) on the transformation of V,,%; we can obtain the condition,
P, = 030" Dad’ = 0. (5.9)

This can be achieved by setting the scalars ¢ to constant values consistent with the condition
0“po = 1. We can choose either the truncation of the scalar fields as given below or any
other truncation related to it by a constant SU(1,1) transformation. The precise details of
the scalar field truncation does not matter for the truncation of the N = 4 Weyl multiplet to
N =3,

o1 =1,¢2 =0. (5.10)
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The above condition is also consistent with ¢, transformation since A; = 0 (5.6). From (5.10),
we can solve the constraint (5.1), to obtain a, as,

7 -
ay, = ZAR’YMAL. (5.11)

Using the above conditions and proceeding similarly, we can infer the full reduction to the
N = 3 Weyl multiplet which can be summarized as follows. On LHS we have N = 4 quantities
and on RHS we have N = 3 quantities:

- 1 i 2
Tab”:_ZE” Tapk » Tap™* = 0 by, = by, 4y, =

( i a a a a 7:,
qbﬂ:qbﬂ’qbizokub:wub’fu:fuabu:buaau:—AR'yuAL,
4 31 3+ ; : i
Ve 4:5A”+§AR7“AL=VMJZVMJ_§5JA 85]AR'YMAL7
1
¢1:1’¢2:0,A4:AL,AZ':0,E4J':_ZE‘ Eij =0,

1 1 . 1 . 1
Xij = 515 T ﬂEkAR Xk = _1_65jkmxl 24 LGk — 5701 EnAR
1

—4—8Dij , DY, = Ea[l[kpﬂl] .D ij =0,DY,=0. (5.12)

Upon using the above reduction, transformation rule for the N = 3 Weyl multiplet is repro-

X;lj :vaflj :07D4i4j =

duced. This while interesting in its own right, also provides us with a check for our results
from section-4. The most general action for N = 4 Weyl multiplet was constructed recently
n [6-8]. The action is characterized in terms of an arbitrary holomorphic function H(¢,).
The action also contains SU(1, 1) derivatives of the holomorphic function. The part of the
action that comes with H has zero U(1) weight whereas the parts that come with the SU(1,1)
derivatives of H has non trivial U(1)-weight in order to cancel the U (1)-weights of the SU(1,1)
derivatives of H. Under the truncation described above, the holomorphic function along with
all its derivatives is set to a constant. Although the derivatives of the function H is set to
a constant under the truncation, the terms that accompany it in the N = 4 Lagrangian
vanish. This is because the terms that accompany the derivatives of H have a non-trivial
U(1)-weight while they are invariant under the SU(4)-R symmetry. And such terms should
necessarily vanish under the truncation. This can be argued as follows. One can easily check
that under the above mentioned truncation of the N = 4 Weyl multiplet to the N = 3 Weyl
multiplet, the SU(4) and the U(1) parameters of the N = 4 soft-supersymmetry algebra
[3, 8] are related to the SU(3) and U(1) parameters of the N = 3 soft-supersymmetry algebra
[10, 11] as follows®(On the LHS we have N = 3 parameters and on the R.H.S we have N = 4
parameters):

)\Zj — Azj + g(52]_A44

8The N = 3 soft supersymmetry algebra in our convention differs from that of [10, 11] and is given in (A.7,
A.8).
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9

Ar = Ap — §ZA44 (5.13)
Hence, in order to be consistent with the soft-supersymmetry algebra, any field or combination
of fields in N = 4 which survives the truncation to N = 3 should have such an SU(4) and
U(1) transformation in N = 4 conformal supergravity, which upon truncation to N = 3

should yield:

Ssua)(A) + du ) (Ar) = dsu3)(A) + duay(Ar) (5.14)

where A and Ap are related to A and Ap exactly as given in (5.13). For example, this indeed
holds for Ty = —2;;T, b as shown in the calculations below:

(dsuey(A) + 0py (A7) T = —2A6, 19" — iy T

= (500 (A) + 0y (A7) Tamt = —2e451 (ds07(y (A) + Sy (AT)) T4

= 4EileikT5: — iAp Ty = N Tupy — N Ty — iAT Ty

= N Topi — iATan = (Os(3)(A) + Sua) (A1) Tan (5.15)

In the last line we have used A%, = —A*; and (5.13). However if we have a combination
of fields which is invariant under SU(4) and has a non trivial U(1)-weight, then (5.14) will
never be satisfied on it and hence it wont survive the truncation. For example e//5LTy ;- Ty p
does not transform under SU(4) but has a non trivial U(1)-weight and one can easily check
that it does not survive the truncation (5.12). Thus we see that the terms that accompany
the SU(1,1) derivatives of H must vanish upon using the truncation (5.12). Terms that
accompany H survive and as H reduces to a constant, one can choose it to be 1 or 7. Upon
using H = i one would get the supersymmetrization of Pontryagin density in N = 4 which, as
expected, gives a total derivative. Whereas upon using H = 1 and the truncations in (5.12),
gives us the Weyl squared action discussed in section-4 up to a total derivative and an overall
multiplicative factor. This serves as a non trivial check on our results.

6 Conclusion and future directions

Superconformal tensor calculus provides a systematic method to construct general matter
coupled Poincaré supergravity theories upto six spacetime dimensions.. In four dimensions,
while the invariants for N = 1,2, 4 supergravity are relatively well studied, a superconformal
approach to study N = 3 supergravity has been lacking. In [10, 11], the Weyl multiplet in
N = 3 conformal supergravity was constructed.

In this paper, we have constructed invariant actions for the Weyl multiplet in N = 3
conformal supergravity in four dimensions. In the eventuality of Poincare gauge fixing which
involves setting b, = 0, these actions become the Pontryagin density and the Weyl squared
action. To carry out a systematic investigation of N = 3 matter coupled actions we need to
construct the matter multiplets in NV = 3 conformal supergravity. This could be done from
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an off-shell reduction of the kind described in section-5. The off-shell reduction could also be
further investigated to obtain a reduction of N = 3 to N = 2 conformal supergravity. Along
with the results of [28], this will connect all the conformal supergravity theories via off-shell
reductions. This is a work in progress.

Construction of new higher derivative invariant for N = 3 supergravity is interesting also
from the perspective of AdS/CFT. As mentioned earlier, N = 3 supergravity has already been
used in the context of AdS/CFT in [25, 26]. Recently, for the case of N = 2 supergravity,
it was found in [29] that higher derivative supergravity is efficient to determine subleading
corrections to the large N behavior of supersymmetric partition functions via the AdS/CFT
correspondence. Further study on higher derivative invariants in N = 3 supergravity may
shed light on similar features for theories with 12 supercharges.

There has been some interesting works on conformal supergravity with N = 0,1,2,4
supersymmetries in four dimensions using the double copy prescription [30, 31]. As per the
discussion in [30, 31], the minimal N = 0, 1,2,4 conformal supergravity in four dimensions
has the following double copy structure

(N =0,1,2,4) minimal conformal supergravity = (DF)2 ® (N =0,1,2,4SY M), (6.1)

man

where (DF)? is a gauge theory that is built purely out of dimension-6 operators (counting
2

as per 6 space-time dimensions) and (DF)?,.  contains solely the kinetic terms of (DF)2.
It would be interesting to find out if N = 3 conformal supergravity as discussed in this
paper can be obtained via a double copy prescription of the form above where we replace
the second copy by a N = 3 Super Yang Mills. N = 3 Super yang Mills is interesting
in its own right. CPT invariance implies that any field theory with N = 3 supersymmetry
necessarily has N = 4 supersymmetry. Hence there has been very little study on field theories
with NV = 3 supersymmetry in four dimensions and in order to study such theories people
have resorted to either non-Lagrangian philosophy [32] or used harmonic superspace [33, 34].
This poses real challenge for studying the double copy formulation of N = 3 conformal
supergravity. Another interesting aspect from the study of [30, 31] is that the non minimal
N = 4 conformal supergravity of Berkovits-Witten type [35] is obtained using the above
double copy prescription where the minimal (DF)? theory is replaced by the non-minimal one
and this coincides with the N = 4 conformal supergravity action of [7, 8] with a specific choice
of the holomorphic function H(¢,). For lower supersymmetries if we replace the minimal
(DF)? by a non minimal one, one obtains versions of N = 0,1,2 conformal supergravity
which arises from supersymmetry truncation of Berkovits-Witten type N = 4 conformal
supergravity. These are basically N = 0,1,2 conformal supergravities coupled to additional
matter multiplets such as vector multiplet or hypermultiplet and typically the Weyl square
term would be multiplied by an axion-dilaton coming from these matter multiplets. It would
be interesting to see what is the supersymmetry truncation of Berkovits-Witten type N =4

conformal supergravity to N = 3. We leave to address these issues for the future.
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A Conventions

In this section, we will explain the conventions used for the superconformal transformations
and the soft algebra. The N = 3 superconformal algebra has an SU(3) x U(1) R-symmetry.
The SU(3) indices are denoted by indices i, j, k, . . . throughout the paper. The U(1) R-charge
is called the chiral weight and let us denote it as c. Consider a field A* which transforms in
the fundamental representation of SU(3). Its SU(3) transformation is given by,

Sy At = NG AT (A1)
Therefore, its covariant derivative is given by,
DA = -V, AT (A.2)

where the dots indicate covariantisation with respect to the other superconformal transfor-
mations. Note that, in [11], the gauge field was used with the first index down, as Vw-i. The
two conventions are related by the equation, Vu-i = —V,fj.

For the U(1) R-symmetry, our convention is such that the left-chiral gravitino zﬁfm has
chiral weight ¢ = —1/2. That is, we have reversed all the chiral weights relative to that of
[11]. This is achieved by replacing A, by —A,, and the U(1) transformation parameter Az by
—Ar wherever they appear.

For the local Lorentz transformation, our convention is as follows. Consider a field B*
where a is the local Lorentz index. Its transformation under local Lorentz transformation is
given as,

B = )\Mabe, (A.3)

ab
I

and the local Lorentz trnasformation parameter )\?\2 by —\% . wherever they appear. Conse-

which has a minus sign relative to that of [11]. This is achieved by replacing wfjb by —w
quently, a Majorana fermion x has the local Lorentz transformation,

1
ovx = il AMX- (A4)

Further, we would like to use a convention that is standard in N = 2 and N = 4 conformal
supergravity, where the gauge fields 1/12 and QS/Z transforms to 2Duei and 2D,mi under Q and
S supersymmetry respectively. This is different compared to the convention followed in [11].
In order to achieve this, we do the following redefinitions on the convention followed in [11],

Vi
)

¢L—>7
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1
a a
€, = 4eu,

=20, (A.5)

where the LHS is from [11] and RHS is for the conventions followed in this paper. The
second line in the above equation is a field redefinition made for convenience. Above change
in convention induces the following redefinition in the K-gauge field and the corresponding
parameter (where again the LHS is from [11] and RHS is for the conventions followed in this

paper):
fu = Af N — 4Nk (A.6)
In the conventions detailed above, the soft algebra realized on the fields is given by,

[69(e1), 89 (e)] = 69°(€#) + 6™ (%) + 69(€h) + 6° (n}) + Ssu(3)(Ms") + Sy (Mar) + 5k ()
[69(€),6° ()] = 6p(Ap) + 6™ (€5°) + 6% (1) + Gsu(3)(Aej") + bu(wy (Nar) + 0k (A3)
[6%(m), 6% (n2)] = Sxc (M7 “mui + h.c.) (A7)

The field dependent transformation parameters appearing on the RHS are given as:
f” = 2@2[7”61 + h.c.

G(fb = EijkEZQG{be + h.c.

Eé = —€ijk€2j€1kAL
i L _fi k] L ik a g
M= 5 Gt o3 (Eﬂaelj — 05€37a€1k + h-C) YALE
1 /. o o1y
+ 9% (e’ﬂaelj — 5;e§7a61k + h.c) ~4¢r — Zege{}EjAR
1 .. 1 ]
- 3—25ljk(€427a€1k + h-C-)'Vanl - g%’kﬁ%elfxll - §€ij€2j€1kﬂ)AL
1 - .
— 1—6(e§7a61j — 5;e§7a61k +h.c)y - T74*AL

) Y _
M7 = Esijke%e]fEZ — g(ﬁ%’yaElj)AL'YaAR + h.c.
1 1. _
A= Zgqugge‘fEZ + §(€’27“51J)AL%AR — h.c. — trace
i _ 2 . . . 1 5 .
{ = _ge’gybquab(A) + geéfybqu“b(V)Ji + 3—26[22’}’ Ty - Tey
2
— gswkggielijT]gb + h.c.
Ap = —7j;e' + h.c.
€2 = —fy%e + h.c.
1
N2 = Zfijkﬁj’YaT]k’YaAR

)\gij = —2€i77j — h.c. — trace
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Ao = —%gim + h.c.

1 . .
S = — g 8k 1"y /" + hee. (A-8)

B Composites for Pontryagin density

In this section, we will present composites for the case of Pontryagin density. As discussed in
section-4, the beginning composite for the Pontryagin density is given as,

y R R
CY=T" 1)+ Rpx" + JE'EV. (B.1)

This composite should satisfy the constraint on their supersymmetry transformation obtained
from section-3. Indeed, one finds that their supersymmetry transformation takes the following

form
i 2 kG ) L)
oCY = gE ka] |+ 5 p] s (B2)
where,

pt = —ADpy - T'Ap — AT Py — AE'IPAR — AIDE'AR

4_ . _ .
- gARARCZ — 8ARARE"A;, (B.3)
3 | . 1 . . 1 .
L= gEIRIY Ty — g(’Y TG - §5f’Y TR + 12(T R(Q)apt — §5fTaka(Q)abk)
3 3, 1. ; 1
+ ggjklEkXU + g(E’Q - §53Eka) + 12y - R(V)" AR — §D5AR
3 , 1.
=3 (v T'ARE; — 307 - T*EpAR). (B.4)
We can write the composite H !y, that appears in (4.5) as,
H g = Lem, bm — iAL’Y b (B.5)
al 2 abm 16 al N .

The composite Fj; and G' are obtained from the right-supersymmetry transformation of
p'; (3.36) as,

_ 3 _ 1- _
Fij = 96R(Q)PR(Q)ap; — Zé?iklé?jmnikmxm — 12Ar x5 + §CiCj + 2AR(uEj

— 9623 R(V)¥ ) - T' — ey E* D' jy + 12T} - TyARAR + 3E;E;ArAr, (B.6)
: _ L 22 S 32 - 2 - 16 - .
Gl = 32R(Q) e X" — ng’YabX’k - EEZlekR(Q)abl - §€’lel’YabCk - ?AR’Yabﬁcl

+ 6467 R(Q)5 Y R(Q) car: + 256 AR R(S) ) + 326 F AR R(Q) avj Ek
— 24EiAL¢7abAR — 32EiAR7ab¢AL — SALE'YabEiAR + 64AL¢T¢ibAR
128 256

+ 328 Yy AR DT, — 5 WALIDAR — TTébJ_\R]DAL —8A Yy Ty DeAR
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— 64R(V)ap'j BV 4+ 128E" R(A) apy + 256T,1," R(V ) " + 2561 Ty, R(A)%
8 8

+ 1287 R(M) g, — ngbDj- + gTabiEjEj + 16T, T ™ By (B.7)

While G appears in the density (4.5), F;; contributes to the composite H;; that appears
in the density as given below.
1 1-
Kij = ﬂF” + ZARARCija (B.8)

From the transformation (3.38) we can read off the composite §; upto linear order in fermion

0; = —87°"R(Q)™:R(M)avea + 32R(V)] - R(Q); + 16iR(A) - R(Q): — eyjiy - RV 1™

44 1 ; ) 1 . 1
— =7 R(A)G — 7+ R(V)IG + 8eijeR(S) - T — —eipax?* D! — —DI¢;
3 3 24 24
1 o] ) 1 . 1 .
+ ZEXijE] + ZeijkE”Z)Ck +17 T Dxij + T3Sk T*IP¢7 — 2D"D,EiAg
. 3 . 5 .
+ SDGDCchi’yabAR + 5ijk’7achachbijL + ﬁgijkEl'Y : T]Xkl_ﬁeijkElE]Xkl
5E-Dj A TjC'E- 13 JEC 1 (EE] 5 EEJ(
T A TV I TV I AL TV R U 384 1N

) 1 . 1 .
+ 4€ijk’chaTbchabkAL + ZEijkEjlpEkAL + ZEijk’y . lDTkALEj

1 . . 1 )
+ iy - TVDEIAL — AR(V)) - TiAg + 8iR(A) - TiAR + 17 ROV iEjAR

4
1 ; 3 .5 .
— gTi Tjy-TIAR — éEZ-EW TFAR — 9—76E2-EJ'EJ»AR (B.9)

The composite Qdij appearing in J,2,,; is given as,
Ga'j = Apyap's — Mryapj’ (B.10)

As gaij is made of composites encountered earlier, we can derive the following composites
that appear in its transformation (3.38) as,

1 1 . 1
Taz' = ZV@E@'AL - EaiAL - =7 CTj’Yap?i -3 Gi’YaARy

4 8
éi = EZAL — p]ZE] + ZCZ'jEjAR — ZﬁiARAR, (B.ll)
where,
Eai = Qval’s, (B.12)

and the purely bosonic part of E,; is given as,

Eoi = —64¢;53Top? DT F + 162, T% - DyT7 — 162, E? DT, — 162, T DyEY - (B.13)
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Using the above and (3.37), we can obtain the composites M,; and N; that appear in the
density (4.5). We obtain the composite 6; upto linear order in fermion to be,

- 3 . 3 . 1 . 1 . 1 .
0; = —geimEy Tt — gEiklElEjX]k + 5 BiDT bR — oy TG E + oy - TV B G
3 . 1 . . .
— SGE B+ SBiEYG - 165 B9 D T "y A, — 64ei07y " Top? DT AL
+ 165 T" - PTIAL — 162457 T* Dy EI AL — 127y - R(V )/, EjAg
. ] : 1 :
— 12R(Q)Z : TjEj + 4EZR(Q)j -T9 + §EZ'E]"Y -TIAR + §EZ'E]'E)AR
+ 2T, - T;E/ AR B.14
J

The composite N; and its the right-supersymmetry transformation is given as follows ,

1 . 1. 1
o TINRCH + —0; + —0
Ni=-—57 TR

1_ . 1 1 . 1
R
0gNi = —5Viej — Ve + 57 Y e + 517 Ye;. (B.15)
Using the results obtained for the RHS, N is given in terms of Weyl multiplet fields as,

1 .
ey - R(V) i

Ni = 29 R(Q)F* R(M)apeq + 8R(V) - R(Q); — 4iR(A) - R(Q)i — 5

1 1 ; . 1 )
B 57 R(A)G — ﬁ’y R(V)j¢ + 262‘ij(5)] T - %E“‘”Dl X* = 96D G
]szy 51]19 ]EC - _5zjk’7 ]ﬂ)Ck '7 T’ ﬁX@y +2D DCchz’VabAR
1

1 1 .
— 5 D"DaEihp + Zgijk’Vachach TDAL + 5ijk’76DaTbchabkAL = 5&ukY T’ D.T" Ay,

1 1 1 , 1 »
+ e TF - PTIAL + E%kE”Z)EkAL + —eiry - PTFEIAL + 21 ik T*DE AL

12 24
. 1 T
— R(V)] - TjAR + 2iR(A) - T;AR — i’Y “R(A)EiAR — EEZ'R(Q)]' T — 12852]kElE] XM
1 . 1 ) )
By - T BB — B¢ — ——n TIE G — ——— - TIGE;
+ ag ikt 384< Y e A TR T TR
1 ' 1 3 - 7 -
C —ED} Ap— —EEEAp — T, - Timy - TIAfp — —T, - T-EI A
967 Y A T A R gt AR
7 .
— —EZEJ’)/ . TJAR (B16)

192
The purely bosonic part of the singlet Y appearing in the right-supersymmetry transforma-
tion of composite N; reads as follows.

Y = —24R(M)PR(M)}, , — 48R(V)T7 - R(V)TJ + 144R(A) - R*(A) + 3R(V)! - T'E;
—3R(V)! - T;E' — 6iR(A) - TV Ej + 6iR(A) - T; E? — 24T D, D Ty — gEiD“DaEZ-

1. . 13 . 19 1 7
— DD~ ST TIEE; — T, T,E'E + — BB E;E — —<T’ TJ) (T- : T-)
48~ 7 96 96 + 384 8 v
(B.17)

The composite L is then given by evaluation (3.39) and is presented in section-4.
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C Composites for the Weyl square action

In this section, we will present the composites that contribute to the Weyl square density. As
we discussed in section-4, the embedding to obtain the Weyl square action is given as,

CU =i T TV +i Rpy' + iEiEj. (C.1)

From (B.2), we see that the composites p’; and p* differ from the previous section by a factor
of 7 as given below.

= —4i Py - T'Ap — 4 T PygpAg — 4i E'IPAR — 4i DE AR

— %ARARG' — 8 ARARE'A;L, (C.2)
Pl = %Qm TN — é( TG — l5ﬁ TG 4+ 120 (T R(Q) bt — %@iTGka(Q)abk)

BB 4 (G ~ S6BRG) +12i 7 R(V)iAg — £ DI

- %(7 T'ARE; — 5557 - T*EyAp). (C.3)

The composite Fj; and G obtained from the right-supersymmetry transformation of pij
(3.36), are also rescaled by a factor of i as,

<D a 31 —km_ In © A = © A
Fij = 96i R(Q){"R(Q)avj — ZEiklfjmnxk X" = 12i AgDPxij + 5@'@' + 20 Ar(i Ej)

— 96i ey R(V)¥j) - T — i ey E¥ D'y + 120 T - TjAR AR + 3i E;EjArAR (C.4)
. - w20 g 320 s 2 s 16i - ;
Gy = 32 R(Q)apkX™ — g(k’yabx b =3¢ MER(Q) ab — 3¢ M CYabCr — ?AR’YaleC

+64i e7* R(Q)5"Yap R(Q) car + 256i ArR(S) % + 32i e*ARR(Q)av; Ex
— 240 E'ApDDyap AR — 320 E'Apyap DAL, — 8i Ap Dy B Ag + 64i Ap DT AR
o epi 128, 256i i X e i
+32i Ay 'y ARDTY, — 3 ToWALDAR — 3 La T ARDAL — 8i Apyy - T'vap Do AR
—64i R(V)ap'j BV + 128 E'R(A)apy + 2561 To" R(V)y)"n + 2560 Ty, R(A)%

8 i . 8i
T D)+ 3 T BV Ej + 160 T, T ™ En (C.5)

+ 1280 T°UR(M) ogap —
From (B.8), we see that the second term has a factor of —i due to the presence of Cj;.
Therefore the composite 0; that appears in the transformation of K;; of Weyl square density
differs non-trivially from that of Pontryagin density. It is given as follows.

0; = —8i 7*"R(Q)™i R(M)apea + 32i R(V)] - R(Q); + 16R(A) - R(Q)i + izawry - R(V) 2

4 ; . .
+37 R(A)G — %7 ‘R(V)i¢j + 8i ejuR(S) - TF — 24€zlejle - —D]Cg

+ ZE”DXU + ZgijkEleCk + e T Dxij + 12€zgk’Y TP — 2i D*D,E;AR
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' 3i 56
+8i DaDCTcmabAR +i gy TETI DAL + 53 i By - TIXM 1285wkElEJ N
572 . 132 . 7 . 592 .
__ED A ] .E.__ TJE R, .E.EJ__E.EJ .
96 " 384 TG 384 3G 384 GEj 384" G

+4i 553y Do Ty T A + ieijkijEkAL + i&'jm PTFALET + %&'jm TFPEIAL

—4i RV)] - TjAp — 8R(A) - TiAg + lfy R(VYEjAg + 2By - R(A)Ag

+ iR(Q) Eon ﬁE R(Q); - T — %T Ty B Ap — %T Tyy-TiAg
- f_GEiEj'Y TIAR — %EZEJE'AR - EAL]DARCZ' + E’YabCiALlD’YabAR + gARﬁALCi
+ 67ab<2AR’7 pAL + AR'V Db(z’ya L — _ARDagz’V AL — _C XZ]AR

+8i Apy*DPALR(Q)api — 8i Ay AL DPR(Q) api — —ALXij’Y “TIAR — gALXijEjAR

8
49 R 7 -
+ gARAREiﬁAL + gEiALEARAR + ZEwabARALIZ)%bAR
A { - i - .
+iAgALy - T PAR — Z’YabARAL’Y TPy AR + égijkARALCkE]
T i - i- _
+ 2i ApARDDy - TiAL — ZgijkEk'V T'ARALAL + EARARALALCZ‘ (C.6)
The composite E,; defined in (B.12) acquires a factor of i relative to its expression in Pon-
tryagin density and is given by,
Eoi = —64ic;j;,Toy? DT F + 16ie,;4T" - D17 — 16ie;5 F DTy * — 16ie,5, T Dy B
169 161 %
3 DbAR'Vab(z - _AR’VabD Cz - 256DbARR(Q)abi - 256ZARDbR(Q)abi
+ ZEijkAR’yaC]Ek + ZAR’anijE] — 321ARARD Thai + 64i1_\RDbARTabZ’
— 16iAg DoARE; — 8iApArDoE; + digiju Ay’ ¢ Ton™ + 4iR g i Top?
_ . _ . 167 - _
+ 16’L'€ijkAR’7bALTabkEj + 16’L'€ijkAR’7bALTbC]TaCk — ?ZARARAL’)/CLQ (C7)
It can be seen from (B.11) that the composite ; also has non trivial differences compared
to that of the Pontryagin density, as given below.

i =~ LemByy ThO — S BB + LEDT b — oy TIGE,
- %’y "TIE;¢; — %QEjEj + %EZ-E]Q — 16ig;j5 E7 DT,y A r,
— 6dig; 1y Ty DT AL + 160, T" - DTIAL — 16ie,j,7. T Dy E7 A,
— 12y - R(V)]E;AR — 12iR(Q); - T’ Ej + 4iE;R(Q); - T’
+ %EiEjy “TIAR — %EiEjEjAR — 2iT; - TyE? AR + 8iAp DAR(

8i - 16 -
+ §AL'YanAR’YabCi — ?AR’YabDbCi’YaAL + 256i DY ARy ALR(Q)abi

— 929 —



+ 2562'1_XR’yaALDbR(Q)abZ- + iEijkj_XR’yaCjEk’y“AL + 64i’ya1—XRDbARTabiAL
+ 32y ab,’DbAL]\RAR — 16iARDaAREi7aAL — SiEiﬁALARAR
+ digip Ary O Tap " AL + 48 gy xij T’ " A — 16iARAR Dy - TiA
+ 16i€ijkAR7bAL7a abkEjAL + 16i€ijkAR’ybALTbcjTaCk’YQAL + 8 ARARALALC’i (CS)
The composite N is given as follows ,
N; = 2i Y R(Q)™R(M ) apeq + 8i R(V); - R(Q); + 4R(A) - R(Q);

1 . 1 Z’ .
— 75Uk ROV M + 37 BA)G — 57 BVYiG

. ; i I jk
+2? i R(S) - T" — %Eile jX] 96D 7¢
(3 . ]
+ 15 B Dxis + 16%%294 — 48em TIP¢k + — TRAAR LY

. 7 .
+2i De DTy A — 5 D" DaEihp + Zaijm“cha’ch TDAL
; i
+i z—:ijmcDaTgcT“bkAL — 38K “Tu D, TbCkAL + —ewkT - DPTIAL

EZ]kE lDEkAL + ik lDTkEJAL + —Ewk’y TleEJAL

16 24 24
i R(VY, - TjAg — 2R(A) - TAg + 17 R(A)E,Ap

7 7 . 7 .
- éEiR(Q)j 1Y — %E D7 AR — @fgijkElE]Xkl + Tog ik by - TIxM
_ L CEE - L EBEI(— N TIE( — — ~ . TICE,
384CZ J 384" G 1287 3%~ 1) TG B
Y]
BB N — —T, Tyy - TIAg — =Ty - TyE A — ——n - TY AR B
192 L T A e (R T i 1927 R

N a Z a
- gAR’YaALDbR(Q)abi +2i ARy DAL R(Q)api + ngAR’Y ALR(Q)abi

B i
- _<JXZJAR + ARwALCZ P ARy DAL — _ARDaCi'VaAL

247

SAm“ DbcmAL —ALJDARQ + @vabmmmm

— _ALXZ]E ‘AR +35 ALXzﬂ TV AR + §5ijkARALC B’

18

5t Ti -
ek Tty A + T ARARDY - Tihp + S ApARE DAL

48
+ ﬂEiAR]\LlﬁAR + %EwabAR]\LlﬁvabAR + %ARI\LV -T;DAR
- % PARALY - TiPyapAr — %ALV(QDb)ARTCaiVbcAR - %ARAR]D’YabALTabi
+ 12s”kAm PALT) T, %A + 48%E v TIARALAL
+ EARARALALCZ' (C.9)
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The singlet Y appearing in the Lagrangian is obtained from the right-supersymmetry trans-

formation of IV;.
Y = —24z‘R(M)“deR(M)abcd 48iR(V)T 7 - R(V)* + 144iR(A) - RT(A)
+3iR(VY,; - T'E; — 3iR(V)! - T;E' + 6R(A) - T'E; — 6R(A) - TjE’

. 3 P 7i .
— 24z'T“bZDaDCTbc, — —ZEZD“D B — 4—Z8DZ DI, — g—éTZ TIEE;
17i o 5 _ .
O TEE BB EE - —(T’ Tﬂ) (T- - T-) —48iR(S) - R(Q);
96 128 g iR(S) - R(Q)i

GG+ 128 DD’ AL + 128D PAL —X%

1
XZ]CZEJ + CzwALEZ - _ALlpEJC] + ARlDCZE - CZ’Y TZIDAL

+ — X” Dyij +

+ ﬂgﬂ : ]Z)TZAL + ﬂCl’Y : ]ﬂTiAR + ZARVGV : TiDaCZ - EALWGV : TZDaCi

+18IARDR(Q) - Ti — 2ALPR(Q); - T' + 6iAg DT, - R(Q)" — 8iAL PT" - R(Q);

+ 14iT" - R(Q), DAL, — 48A 17"y - R(A)DuAR + 9Agy*y - R(A)D, AL

— 39]&}{’7 . R(A)lﬁAL — 6AR’YGALDbR(A)ab — &J_\injEiEj — %J_\injEiEj

; ApxyTH-T7 — 3—;ZARX”Ti T — ﬁARﬂ)ALEiEi + ﬁ]\L[DAREiEi
+ @Am T,PARE! +7 AR’y T PALE; + —AR]ny "Ap T B
112AL¢7abARTabZE + %DbALVCA T T, — %ALV DyART ;T
+ @Am DT;ARE" — —ALlD’y TIARE; + —ALfyCARDbT T e
— %ALWCART“I’]DIJTW + S—ARARs”kT“bZ-TCaijCk - %sijkALALT“biTchb’;
— &AszE ARE' — —ALJpEZARE ”Am -T'IDE;A;,
132

+ —AL’)/ TﬁEZAR + ALC ARCZ +3OZARARALDaD Ap —|—6ZALALARD D,ARr

48
— QZARARDQALDaAL — 122ARARDQAL"}/G DbAL — 262ALALDGARD AR

+ SiALALDaAR’yabDbAR — SiARDaARALDaAL — 40iARDaARAL7abDbAL
+ 16iA gy DyAg AL yac DAL + EALALARCjEj + EARAR]\LEZ'(Z'

71
+ 36ALALAR’Y T Cz + —ARARAL"}/ TC + ?ALALARR(Q)

251
+ —ZARARALR(Q)
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