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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
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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.
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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 + 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:

δeaµ = ǭiγ
aψiµ + h.c.
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Table 1. Field content of the N = 3 Weyl multiplet

Field
SU(3)

Irreps
Restrictions

Weyl

weight (w)

Chiral

weight (c)

eµ
a 1 Vielbein -1 0

Vµ
i
j 8

(Vµ
i
j)

∗ ≡ Vµi
j =

−Vµji SU(3)R
gauge field

0 0

Aµ 1 U(1)R gauge field 0 0

bµ 1
dilatation gauge

field
0 0

T iab 3
Self-dual i.e

T iab =
1
2εabcdT

icd 1 1

Ei 3̄ Complex 1 -1

Di
j 8

(Di
j)

∗ ≡ Di
j =

Dj
i

2 0

ψµ
i 3 γ5ψµ

i = ψµ
i -1/2 -1/2

χij 6̄ γ5χij = χij 3/2 -1/2

ζ i 3 γ5ζ
i = ζ i 3/2 -1/2

ΛL 1 γ5ΛL = ΛL 1/2 -3/2

δψiµ = 2Dµǫ
i −

1

8
εijkγ · Tjγµǫk − εijk ǭjψµkΛL − γµη

i

δVµ
i
j = ǭiφµj −

1

48
ǭiγµζj +

1

16
εjklǭ

kγµχ
il −

1

16
ǭiγ · TjγµΛR −

1

16
ǭiγµΛREj +

1

8
εkljE

iǭkψlµ

+
1

4
ǭiγaψµj Λ̄LγaΛR − ψ̄iµηj − h.c.− trace

δAµ =
i

6
ǭiφµi +

i

36
ǭiγµζi +

i

12
εklpE

pǭkψlµ +
i

12
ǭiγ · TiγµΛR +

i

12
ǭiγµΛREi −

i

3
ǭiγaψµiΛ̄LγaΛR

−
i

6
ψ̄iµηi + h.c.

δbµ =
1

2
(ǭiφµi − ψ̄iµηi) + h.c.

δΛL = −
1

4
Eiǫ

i +
1

4
γ · Tiǫ

i

δEi = −4ǭi /DΛL −
1

2
εijk ǭ

jζk +
1

2
ǭjχij −

1

2
εijkE

k ǭjΛL − 4Λ̄LΛLǭiΛR − 4η̄iΛL

δT iab = −ǭi /DγabΛR − 4εijk ǭjRab(Q)k +
1

8
ǭjγabχ

ij +
1

24
εijk ǭjγabζk −

1

8
εijkEj ǭkγabΛR

+ η̄iγabΛR

δχij = 2 /DE(iǫj) − 8εkl(iγ · R(V )lj)ǫ
k − 2γ · /DT(iǫj) +

1

3
εkl(iD

l
j)ǫ

k
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+
1

4
εkl(iE

kγ · Tj)ǫ
l −

1

3
Λ̄Lγaǫ(iγ

aζj) +
1

4
εlm(iEj)E

mǫl − Λ̄Lγ
aΛRγaE(iǫj)

− Λ̄Lγ · T(iγ
aΛRγaǫj) + 2γ · T(iηj) + 2E(iηj)

δζ i = −3εijk /DEjǫk + εijkγ · /DTkǫj − 4γ · R(V )ijǫ
j − 16iγ · R(A)ǫi −

1

2
Di

jǫ
j −

3

8
Eiγ · Tjǫ

j

+
3

8
Ejγ · Tjǫ

i +
3

8
EiEjǫ

j +
1

8
EjEjǫ

i

− 4Λ̄L /DΛRǫ
i − 4Λ̄R /DΛLǫ

i − 3Λ̄R /DγabΛLγ
abǫi − 3Λ̄Lγab /DΛRγ

abǫi

+
1

2
εijkΛ̄Lγ

aǫjγaζk − 6Λ̄LΛLΛ̄RΛRǫ
i + εijkγ · Tjηk − 3εijkEjηk

δDi
j = −3ǭi /Dζj − 3εjklǭ

k /Dχil +
1

4
εjklǭ

iζkEl +
1

2
εjklǭ

kζ lEi +
3

4
ǭiχjkE

k + 3ǭiγ · Tj
↔

/DΛR

− 3ǭi /DΛREj − 3ǭi /DEjΛR +
3

4
εjklE

lǭkΛLE
i + 3εjklT

i · T lǭkΛL − 2ǭiΛLΛ̄Rζj

− 3ǭiΛLΛ̄RΛREj + 3ǭiγ · TjΛLΛ̄RΛR + h.c.− trace (2.1)

where, Dµǫ
i is defined as1:

Dµǫ
i = ∂µǫ

i −
1

4
γ · ωµǫ

i +
1

2
(bµ + iAµ)ǫ

i − Vµ
i
jǫ
j (2.2)

We also give the complete Q and S-supersymmetry transformations of the dependent gauge

fields corresponding to local Lorentz transformations (ωabµ ), S-supersymmetry (φiµ) and special

conformal transformation or K-gauge field (faµ).

δωabµ = −
1

2
ǭiγabφµi +

1

2
εijk ǭ

iψjµT
abk + ǭiγµR(Q)abi −

1

2
η̄iγabψµi + h.c.

δφiµ = −
i

12
(γµγ ·R(A)− 3γ ·R(A)γµ)ǫ

i −
1

6
(3γ · R(V )ijγµ − γµγ ·R(V )ij)ǫ

j

−
1

4
εijkΛ̄LγµRab(Q)kγ

abǫj +
1

32
γ · T [iγµγ · Tjǫ

j] +
1

24
εijk(γµγ · /DTj − 3 /Dγ · Tjγµ)ǫk

−
1

12
ǭ[iψk]µ ζk +

1

32

(

ǭiγaψµj − δij ǭ
kγaψµk + ǭjγaψ

i
µ − δij ǭkγaψ

k
µ

)

γaΛLE
j

+
1

96

(

ǭiγaψµj − δij ǭ
kγaψµk + ǭjγaψ

i
µ − δij ǭkγaψ

k
µ

)

γaζj −
1

4
ǭ[iψj]µEjΛR

−
1

32
εijk

(

ǭlγaψµk + ǭkγaψ
l
µ

)

γaχjl −
1

8
εjklǭ

jψkµχ
il −

1

2
εijkǭjψµk /DΛL

−
1

16

(

ǭiγaψµj − δij ǭ
kγaψµk + ǭjγaψ

i
µ − δij ǭkγaψ

k
µ

)

γ · T jγaΛL −
1

4
εijk ǭjγaφµkγ

aΛL

+ 2Dµη
i −

1

24
εijkγµγ · Tjηk +

1

4
εijkη̄jγaψµkγ

aΛL

δfµ
a = −ǭiγµDbR(Q)abi +

1

4
ǭiR̃(S)

a
µi +

1

2
εijkTµb

k ǭiR(Q)abj −
i

6
ǭkγbψµkR̃(A)

ab

+
1

3
ǭiγbψµjR̃(V )abj i +

1

64
ǭ[iγ · Tiγ

aγ · T j]ψµj −
1

3
εijkǭ

iψjµDbT
abk +

1

48
εijkǭ

iγaγ · T jφkµ

1Our conventions for the superconformal transformations are explained in appendix-A.
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+
1

2
η̄iγaφµi −

1

4
η̄iR(Q)µ

a
i −

1

48
εijkη̄

iγ · T kγaψjµ + h.c.,

(2.3)

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:

δR(M)abcd =
1

4
ǭiγabR(S)

−
cdi +

1

4
ǭiγcdR(S)

−
abi −

1

4
ǭi /DγabR(Q)cdi −

1

4
ǭi /DγcdR(Q)abi

+
3

4
η̄iγabR(Q)cdi +

3

4
η̄iγcdR(Q)abi + h.c.

δR(S)+ab
i = −2DcR(M)+abcdγ

dǫi −
1

4

(

γcdγab +
1

3
γabγ

cd

)

(

− /DR(V )cd
i
jǫ
j +

i

2
/DR(A)cdǫ

i

−
1

2
DfT

fe
j T

[j
cdγeǫ

i] −
1

4
T fej DfT

[j
cdγeǫ

i] + ǫjDcD
eTedkε

ijk −
1

16
ǫlT

[p
cdTp · Tqε

i]lq
)

+
1

8
εijkǭjR(Q)cdkγ

cdγab /DΛL −
1

2
εijkǭjR(Q)abk /DΛL +

1

8
εijkǭjDeR(Q)cdkγ

cdγabγ
eΛL

−
1

4
εijkǭjγc /DR(Q)abkγ

cΛL +
1

96
ǭ[iγfR(Q)cdkγabγcdγ · T k]γfΛL

+
1

32
ǭ[iγfR(Q)cdkγcdγabγ · T k]γfΛL +

1

16
ǭ[iγcR(Q)abjγcΛLE

j] +
1

48
ǭ[iγcR(Q)abjγcζ

j]

−
1

32
εijkǭlγcR(Q)abkγ

cχjl −
3

4

(

γcdγab +
1

3
γabγ

cd

)(

ηjR(V )cdj
i +

i

2
ηiR(A)cd

)

+
1

2
R(M)abcdγ

cdηi

δR(Q)iab = −
1

2
R(M)abcdγ

cdǫi +
1

4

[

γcdγab +
1

3
γabγ

cd
][

R(V )cd
i
jǫ
j −

i

2
R(A)cdǫ

i −
1

4
εijk /DTcdkǫj

]

−
1

8
εijk

[

γ · Tkγab +
1

3
γabγ · Tk

]

ηj

δR(A)ab = −
i

18
ǭkγ[aDb]ζk +

i

6
ǭkR(S)abk +

i

6
ǭjD[a

(

γ · Tjγb]ΛR
)

−
i

6
ǭjγ[aDb] (ΛREj)

+
i

12
εijkǭ

iR(Q)jabE
k −

i

3
ǭkγcR(Q)abkΛ̄LγcΛR −

i

72
εijkǭ

iζjT kab

+
i

96
εijkǭ

iγ[aγ · T jγ · T kγb]ΛL +
i

24
εijk ǭ

iΛLT
j
abE

k −
i

36
η̄kγabζk +

i

6
η̄kR(Q)abk

−
i

12
η̄kγabΛREk −

i

3
η̄kΛRTabk + h.c

δR(V )ab
i
j = ǭiR(S)abj −

1

8
εjkmǭ

kγ[aDb]χ
im +

1

24
ǭiγ[aDb]ζj +

1

8
ǭiγ[aDb] (EjΛR)−

1

16
ǭ[iχjmT

m]
ab

−
1

96
εjlmǭ

lζ iTmab −
1

32
εjlmǭ

lΛLE
jTmab −

1

128
εjklǭ

kγ[aγ · T lγ · T iγb]ΛL

+
1

8
Eiεjklǭ

kR(Q)lab −
1

8
ǭiD[a

(

γ · Tjγb]ΛR
)

+
1

4
ǭiγcR(Q)abj Λ̄LγcΛR

+ η̄iR(Q)abj +
1

4
Tabj η̄

iΛR −
1

16
εjklη̄

kγabχ
il +

1

48
η̄iγabζj
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+
1

16
η̄iγabΛREj − (h.c;traceless) (2.4)

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

R(D)ab = 0

R(M)abcd = R(M)cdab

εaecdR(M)cdeb = 0

1

4
εabcdεefghR(M)abef = R(M)cdgh

εcdefDbDdR(M)efab = 0

R(K)ab
c = DeR(M)ab

ec

εabcdDbR(V )cd
i
j = −

1

16
Λ̄Lγbγ · T iR(Q)abj + (h.c; traceless)

εabcdDbR(A)cd =
i

12
Λ̄Lγbγ · T jR(Q)abj +

i

12
Λ̄Rγbγ · TjR(Q)abj

DaR(Q)abi = −
1

4
εabcdγaR(S)

i
cd

R(Q)+iab = 0

R(S)−iab = /DR(Q)iab

γabR(S)iab = 0

γaR(S)+iab = 0

εabcdDbR(S)
i
cd =

1

12
εijkγaTk · R(S)j +

1

3
εijkT abk D

dR(Q)dbj −
1

3
γaR(V )ij · R(Q)j

+
i

6
γaR(A) ·R(Q)i −

1

3
εijkDgTgckR(Q)acj +

1

32
γ · T [lγaTl ·R(Q)i]

(2.5)

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

theN = 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 ⊂ N .

Consider a d-form J and an action-integral on M given as:

S =

∫

M
J (3.1)

Under arbitrary diffeomorphism (ξ) 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:

δξJ = LξJ = d(iξJ) + iξdJ (3.2)
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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 N . 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 N . 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 = (xµ, θm), where xµ

are the coordinates on the spacetime manifold and θm are fermionic coordinates required

to geometrize Q-supersymmetry. The spacetime manifold M is obtained from N by the

following truncation:

M = N|θ=dθ=0 (3.4)

The θ = 0 condition truncates the elements of N to that of the spacetime manifold while

dθ = 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:

EA = (ea, ψi, ψi) (3.5)

When truncated to the spacetime manifold, the one-forms ea, ψi and ψi are the standard viel-

bein one-form, left chiral and right chiral gravitino one-forms respectively2. Let us construct

the 4-form J as:

J = JDCBAE
AEBECED (3.6)

where we have suppressed the wedge products between the 1-forms EA. We also assume

that the JDCBA 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) × 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

∇J = 0 (3.7)

2We will be working in the Dirac 4-component notation for the spinors.
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where ∇ 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 ∇EA = TA to give the

supertorsion 2-form TA, the form of which is known as shown below due to our understanding

of the N = 3 Weyl multiplet.

∇ea ≡ t0e
a

∇ψi ≡ t3/2ψ
i + t1ψ

i + t1/2ψ
i

∇ψi ≡ t̄3/2ψi + t̄1ψi + t̄1/2ψi (3.8)

where the operators tk are defined as3:

t0e
a = −

1

2
ψ̄iγaψi ≡ T a

t3/2ψ
i =

1

2
eaebR(Q)ba

i

t1ψ
i = −

1

16
εijkγ · Tje

aγaψk

t1/2ψ
i =

1

4
εijkψ̄jψkΛL

t̄3/2ψi =
1

2
eaebR(Q)bai

t̄1ψi = −
1

16
εijkγ · T jeaγaψ

k

t̄1/2ψi =
1

4
εijkψ̄

jψkΛR (3.9)

The covariant exterior derivative will act on super covariant objects Φ as:

∇Φ ≡
(

∇1 +∇1/2 + ∇̄1/2

)

Φ (3.10)

where,

∇1Φ = eaDaΦ

∇1/2Φ =
1

2
ψ̄k∇kΦ

∇̄1/2Φ =
1

2
ψ̄k∇

kΦ

(3.11)

Here, Da is the fully supercovariant derivative whereas ∇k and ∇k are superspace covariant

derivatives along the fermionic direction which play the role of supersymmetry generators

3The subscripts on the tk denotes the Weyl weights of the supercovariant objects that appear in their

expressions
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from the spacetime perspective. Hence, when truncated to the spacetime manifold one may

treat ∇k as ∇k as shown below:

1

2
ψ̄k∇kΦ = δQL

(

1

2
ψk

)

Φ

1

2
ψ̄k∇

kΦ = δQR

(

1

2
ψk

)

Φ (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 Φ and replace the transformation parameters by

the appropriate gravitino 1-forms as mentioned in the bracket4. Now we are in a position to

implement the covariant closure condition (3.7)5. We need to have an ansatz for the block

JDCBA associated with the highest number of gravitino one-forms. We choose the ansatz to

be the following:

Jψ4 =
1

4
ψ̄iψjψ̄kψlεijmεklnC

mn

Jψ̄4 =
1

4
ψ̄iψjψ̄kψlε

ijmεklnCmn , (3.13)

where Cmn is in the 6 of SU(3) and its complex conjugate Cmn is in the 6̄ of SU(3). Further,

Cij 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 ∇J by the number of left chiral gravitino 1-forms

(ψ), right chiral gravitino 1-forms (ψ̄) and vielbein 1-forms (e) they carry as shown below

(Note that in the equation below ψ̄ should not be confused with the Dirac conjugate. The

notation is used to schematically represent a right chiral gravitino).

∇J =
∑

m,n,p|m+n+p=5

(∇J)emψnψ̄p (3.14)

Imposing ∇J = 0 implies imposing (∇J)emψnψ̄p = 0 individually on each of the terms inside

the sum and we will refer to this as the emψnψ̄p Bianchi identities. The emψpψ̄n Bianchi

identity, for n 6= p is related to the emψnψ̄p Bianchi identity by conjugation and would be

referred to as the conjugate Bianchi, whereas the emψnψ̄n Bianchi would be self-conjugate.

3.1 Solving the ψ5 and conjugate Bianchi identities

One can easily notice that this Bianchi will only come from ∇1/2Jψ4 , which can be evaluated

as shown below:

∇1/2Jψ4 =
1

8
ψ̄iψjψ̄kψlεijmεklnψ̄

p∇pC
mn = 0 (3.15)

4Note that fully supercovariant derivativeDµ is related to the covariant derivative ∇µ by addition of explicit

Q-covariantization terms i.e Dµ = ∇µ − δ
Q
L

(

1

2
ψk

)

− δ
Q
R

(

1

2
ψk

)

. Hence, when truncated to the spacetime

manifold, eq-3.10 is consistent with the fact that ∇ is covariant with respect to all the gauge transformations

except Q-supersymmetry.
5We will follow the convention that the exterior derivative acts from the right.
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Note that ∇pC
mn belongs to 3̄ ⊗ 6 = 15 ⊕ 3 of SU(3). The projections to 15 and 3 are as

given below:

(∇pC
mn)

15
= ∇pC

mn −
1

2
δ(mp ∇lC

n)l

(∇pC
mn)

3
=

1

2
δ(mp ∇lC

n)l (3.16)

Now,

1

8
ψ̄iψjψ̄kψlεijmεklnψ̄

p (∇pC
mn)

3
=

1

16
ψ̄iψjψ̄kψlεijpεklnψ̄

p∇qC
qn = 0 (3.17)

This is identically zero because of the following identity:

ψ̄iψjψ̄pεijp =
1

2
ψ̄pψjψ̄iεijp = 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 (∇pC
mn)

15
= 0 so that

∇1/2Jψ4 = 0. Hence the left supersymmetry-generator should act on Cij as:

∇kC
ij =

1

2
δ
(i
k ρ̂

j), where, ρ̂j ≡ ∇lC
jl (3.19)

Therefore, the left supersymmetry transformation of Cij should take the following form:

δQLC
ij = ǭk∇kC

ij =
1

2
ǭ(iρ̂j) (3.20)

To summarize, the ψ5 Bianchi imposes a constraint on the allowed left-supersymmetry trans-

formation of Cij which should be as given in the equation above. This defines a new com-

ponent ρ̂j of the abstract multiplet in terms of which we are constructing our N = 3 density

formula. The ψ̄5 Bianchi which is a conjugate of the ψ5 Bianchi will impose a constraint on

the right-supersymmetry transformation of Cij which would be given in terms of ρ̂i (which is

a conjugate of ρ̂i)6 as shown below:

δQRCij = ǭk∇
kCij =

1

2
ǭ(iρ̂j) (3.21)

3.2 Solving the ψ4ψ̄ and conjugate Bianchi identities

The ψ4ψ̄ Bianchi will come from ∇̄1/2Jψ4 and t0Jeψ3 . ∇̄1/2Jψ4 can be broken up into two

parts: i) t0 closed and ii) non-t0 closed. The non-t0 closed part will give us a constraint on

the right supersymmetry transformation of the composite Cij and the t0 closed part will get

cancelled by adding an appropriate Jeψ3 to the 4-form J . By definition:

6We 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 Cij this is a simple hermitian conjugation i.e

Cij = (Cij)∗. For fermionic objects such as ρ̂i, it means ρ̂i = −C−1(¯̂ρi)
T , where ¯̂ρi is the Dirac conjugate of

ρ̂i and C is the charge conjugation matrix.
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∇̄1/2Jψ4 =
1

8
ψ̄iψjψ̄kψlεijmεklnψ̄p∇

pCmn (3.22)

where ∇pCmn is in the 3 ⊗ 6 = 10 ⊕ 8 of SU(3). The projections on to the irreducible

representations are given as:

(∇pCmn)
10

= ∇(pCmn)

(∇pCmn)
8
=

2

3
εlp(mρn)l, where, ρij ≡ εklj∇

kC li (3.23)

Upon explicit computation, we find that if we substitute the 8 projection of ∇pCmn in (3.22),

we get a t0 closed expression as shown below:

1

8
ψ̄iψjψ̄kψlεijmεklnψ̄p (∇

pCmn)
8
= −

1

6
εklnT

aψ̄kψlψ̄mγaρ
n
m (3.24)

This can be cancelled by t0 acting on the following Jeψ3 (Note that our exterior derivative

act from the right):

Jeψ3 = −
1

6
εklne

aψ̄kψlψ̄mγaρ
n
m (3.25)

The 10 projection of ∇pCmn gives a non-t0 closed expression and has to cancel on its own.

This gives us the following constraint:

∇(iCjk) = 0 (3.26)

In terms of supersymmetry transformation, it means that the right supersymmetry transfor-

mation of Cij should take the following form:

δQRC
ij =

2

3
εlk(iǭkρ

j)
l (3.27)

The conjugate Bianchi will put a constraint on the left-supersymmetry transformation of Cij
and give us a Jeψ̄3 as shown below7 :

δQLCij =
2

3
εlk(iǭ

kρj)
l

Jeψ̄3 = −
1

6
εklneaψ̄kψlψ̄mγaρn

m (3.28)

7Note the difference in the alignment of the indices in ρij and ρi
j . In the chiral notation we are following

they are related to the conjugate of each other as ρi
j = −C−1

(

ρ̄i
j
)T

, where ρ̄i
j is the Dirac conjugate of ρij

and C is the charge conjugation matrix.
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3.3 Solving the ψ3ψ̄2 and conjugate Bianchi

The ψ3ψ̄2 Bianchi will come from t1/2Jψ4 and t0Jeψ2ψ̄. Explicit computation shows that

t1/2Jψ4 is t0 closed as shown below:

t1/2Jψ4 = −
1

2
T bψ̄iψjψ̄kγbΛLεijlC

kl (3.29)

This is cancelled by adding the following Jeψ2ψ̄ to the 4-form J :

Jeψ2ψ̄ = −
1

2
ebψ̄iψjψ̄kγbσ

klεijl (3.30)

where,

σij = CijΛL (3.31)

The conjugate ψ̄3ψ2 Bianchi, would give us the conjugate Jeψ̄2ψ as:

Jeψ̄2ψ = −
1

2
ebψ̄iψjψ̄

kγbσklε
ijl (3.32)

where,

σij = CijΛR (3.33)

3.4 The remaining Bianchi identities and the final density formula

The Bianchi identities that are remained to be solved are eψ4, eψ3ψ̄, eψ2ψ̄2, e2ψ3, e2ψ2ψ̄,

e3ψ2, e3ψψ̄, e4ψ and their conjugates. From the calculations explicitly shown in the previous

sections it is clear that eψ4, e2ψ3, e3ψ2, e4ψ and their conjugate Bianchi will only give

rise to constraints as the expressions coming from these Bianchi identities will be all non-t0
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 t0 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 t0 closed

expressions of the Bianchi identities are:

Je2ψ2 = −
1

2
eaebψ̄iψjH−l

abεijl −
1

2
eaebψ̄iγabψ

jKij −
1

32
eaebψ̄iψjG+l

abεijl

Je2ψψ̄ = −
1

12
eaebψ̄lγcψkΛ̄Lγ

dρklεabcd + h.c

Je3ψ =
1

3
eaebecψ̄kγdNkεabcd +

1

3
eaebecψ̄kMd

kεabcd

Je4 =
1

72
eaebecedLεabcd (3.34)
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The conjugate terms such as Je2ψ̄2 and Je3ψ̄ are obtained by taking the conjugates of Je2ψ2

and Je3ψ 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

the previous subsections as explained. The components H−l
ab, Kij appearing in Je2ψ2 are

given as:

H−l
ab =

1

2
C lmTabm −

1

16
Λ̄Lγabρ̂

l,

Kij =
1

24
Fij +

1

4
Λ̄RΛRCij (3.35)

Fij appearing above and G+l
ab appearing in Je2ψ2 arises in the right supersymmetry transfor-

mations of ρij as shown below:

δRQρ
i
j =

3

4
CikEjǫk −

1

4
δijC

lkEkǫl +
3

8
Λ̄Lρ̂

iǫj −
1

8
δijΛ̄Lρ̂

kǫk

−
1

4
εiklFjkǫl +

3

64
γ ·Giǫj −

1

64
δijγ ·Gkǫk (3.36)

The components Nk and Ma
k appearing in Je3ψ are given as:

Nk = −
1

32
γ · T lΛRCkl +

1

192
θ̃k +

1

4
θk

Mak = −
1

64
γ · Tlγaρ

l
k +

1

48
Υak (3.37)

where, the components θk appears in the right-supersymmetry transformations of Kij , θ̃k and

Υak appears in the left-supersymmetry transformation of Ga
i
j ≡ Λ̄Lγaρ

i
j− Λ̄Rγaρj

i as shown

below:

δRQKij = ǭkτ
k
ij +

1

2
ǭ(iθj)

δLQGd
i
j = ǭkαd

i
jk +

1

4
ǭkγdα̃

i
jk +

1

2
εmjkε

mβikd +
1

8
εmjkε

mγdβ̃
ik +

3

8
ǭiΥdj +

3

32
ǭiγdθ̃j −

1

8
δij ǭ

mΥdm

−
1

32
δij ǭ

mγdθ̃m (3.38)

The component Υaj is γ-traceless i.e. γaΥaj = 0. Finally the component L appearing in Je4

is given as:

L =
1

2
H−l · Tl −

1

2
H+
l · T l + Y − Ȳ (3.39)

H+
abl is the conjugate of H−l

ab defined in (3.35), the component Y appears in the right-

supersymmetry transformations of Ni as shown below and Ȳ is its hermitian conjugate:

δRQNi = −
1

2
W j

iǫj −
1

6
Y ǫi +

1

8
Z+
ab
j
iǫj +

1

24
Z̃+
abǫi (3.40)

In the next section, we will find the composite expression for Cij 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

Cij 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,

Jψ4 =
1

4
ψ̄iψjψ̄kψlεijmεklnC

mn,

Jψ̄4 =
1

4
ψ̄iψjψ̄kψlε

ijmεklnCmn. (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 Cij 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.

Cij = α(T i · T j + Λ̄Rχ
ij +

1

4
EiEj), (4.2)

where α is a complex number. The corresponding conjugate field Cij is,

Cij = α∗(Ti · Tj + Λ̄Lχij +
1

4
EiEj). (4.3)

The composites that follow from the transformation of Jψ4 carry the factor α, while the

composites that follow from Jψ̄4 carry the complex conjugate factor α∗. Thus, we see that

the modulus of α is redundant as it leads to an over-all rescaling of the Lagrangian. We can

consider two choices to account for the argument of α. We take α = 1 and α = 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.

L(Weyl)2 = CµνρσC
µνρσ = Cµνρσ

+Cµνρσ
+ + Cµνρσ

−Cµνρσ
−,

LPontryagin = εµνρσCαβµνCρσ
αβ = Cµνρσ

+Cµνρσ
+ − Cµνρσ

−Cµνρσ
−, (4.4)

where Cµνρσ is the Weyl tensor and Cµνρσ
± denote its self-dual and anti-self dual com-

ponents. This tensor can indeed be obtained using the conformal curvature as, Cµνρσ =

(R(M)(e, b)µνρσ)bµ=0, where the dependent gauge field fµa 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

Cij 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 α = 1 and α = i mentioned above

precisely lead to the supersymmetric completetion of Pontryagin and Weyl squared actions

respectively, in the eventuality of setting bµ = 0. Although we will not set bµ 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,

L =
1

72
eaebecedLεabcd +

1

3
eaebecψ̄kγdNkεabcd +

1

3
eaebecψ̄kMd

kεabcd

−
1

12
eaebψ̄lγcψkΛ̄Lγ

dρklεabcd −
1

2
eaebψ̄iψjH−l

abεijl −
1

2
eaebψ̄iγabψ

jKij

−
1

32
eaebψ̄iψjG+l

abεijl −
1

2
ebψ̄iψjψ̄kγbC

klΛLεijl −
1

6
εklneaψ̄kψlψ̄mγaρn

m

+
1

4
ψ̄iψjψ̄kψlεijmεklnC

mn + h.c. (4.5)

In this section, we will present the results for L that appears in the e4 term which gives us the

fully supercovariant terms in the action. We will give the complete L 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 L 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 L is purely imaginary by construction and εabcd is purely imag-

inary in our convention, the e4 term is purely real. All the purely bosonic terms appearing in

iL for the Pontryagin density can be obtained by setting α = 1 and the result is as follows.

iL = −24iR(M)abcdR(M)+abcd − 48iR(V )+j i ·R(V )+ij + 144iR(A) · R+(A)

− 24iT abiDaD
cTbci −

3i

2
EiDaDaEi + h.c. (4.6)

From the embedding with α = i detailed in appendix-C, we obtain iL for the Weyl squared

action as,

iL = 24R(M)abcdR(M)+abcd + 48R(V )+j i · R(V )+ij − 144R(A) · R+(A)

− 6R(V )j i · T
iEj + 12iR(A) · T iEi +

3

16
T i · T jEiEj +

1

48
Di

jD
j
i
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+
3

2
EiDaDaEi + 24T abiDaD

cTbci −
1

128
EiE

iEjE
j +

3

8

(

T i · T j
)(

Ti · Tj
)

+ 48R(S)
i
·R(Q)i −

3

8
χ̄ij /Dχij −

1

4
ζ̄i /Dζi − 12Λ̄R /DD

2ΛL − 12Λ̄RD
2 /DΛL

+
1

8
χ̄ijζ

iEj −
1

4
ζ̄i /DΛLE

i +
1

4
Λ̄L /DE

jζj −
1

4
Λ̄R /Dζ

iEi +
5

12
ζ̄iγ · T i /DΛL

−
7

12
ζ̄iγ · /DT iΛL −

1

12
Λ̄Rγ

aγ · TiDaζ
i − 16Λ̄L /DR(Q)i · T

i

+ 2Λ̄L /DT
i ·R(Q)i − 14T i ·R(Q)i /DΛL + 9iΛ̄Rγ

aγ · R(A)DaΛL

− 48iΛ̄Lγ
aγ · R(A)DaΛR − 39iΛ̄Rγ ·R(A) /DΛL − 6iΛ̄Rγ

aΛLD
bR(A)ab

+
3

16
Λ̄LχijE

iEj +
3

4
ΛLχijT

i · T j +
1

16
Λ̄L /DΛREiE

i −
5

4
DaΛRγ

aγ · TiΛLE
i

−
11

4
Λ̄R /Dγ

abΛLTabiE
i + 12Λ̄Lγ

cDbΛRTaciT
abi − 12Λ̄Lγ

cΛRDbT
abjTacj

−
5

4
Λ̄R /Dγ · TiΛLE

i +
23

36
Λ̄L /DE

iΛREi +
1

4
Λ̄R /DE

iγ · TiΛL −
1

6
Λ̄Lζ

iΛ̄Rζi

− 36Λ̄RΛRΛ̄LD
aDaΛL + 4Λ̄RΛRDaΛLγ

abDbΛL + 28Λ̄RΛRDaΛLD
aΛL

+ 8Λ̄RD
aΛRΛ̄LDaΛL + 40Λ̄RDaΛRΛ̄Lγ

abDbΛL − 16Λ̄Rγ
abDbΛRΛ̄LγacD

cΛL

−
1

2
Λ̄LΛLΛ̄RζjE

j −
1

2
Λ̄LΛLΛ̄Rγ · T iζi − 12Λ̄RΛRΛ̄LR(Q)i · Ti + h.c. (4.7)

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 Cij and the transformation of ρij 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 φα. One can gauge fix this additional U(1) and obtain the description

in terms of the physical complex scalar τ that parametrizes the SU(1, 1)/U(1) coset. The

gauge field for the SU(4) R-symmetry is Vµ
I
J where I, J = 1, . . . , 4. The gauge field aµ

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,

φαDµφα = −
1

4
Λ̄IγµΛI , (5.1)
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Table 2. Independent fields of the N = 4 Weyl multiplet

Field
SU(4)

Irreps
Restrictions

Weyl

weight (w)

Chiral

weight (c)

eµ
a 1 Vielbein -1 0

Vµ
I
J 15

(Vµ
I
J)

∗ ≡ VµI
J =

−Vµ
J
I SU(4)R

gauge field

0 0

bµ 1
dilatation gauge

field
0 0

φα 1

(φ1)
∗ = φ1,

(φ2)
∗ = −φ2,

φαφα = 1

0 -1

T IJab 6

Anti self-dual i.e.,

T IJab =
1
2εabcdT

IJ cd

1 -1

EIJ 10 Complex 1 1

DIJ
KL 20′

DIJ
KL ≡

(DIJ
KL)

∗ =

DKL
IJ

2 0

ψµ
I 4 γ5ψµ

I = ψµ
I -1/2 -1/2

χIJK 20 γ5χ
IJ
K = χIJK 3/2 -1/2

ΛI 4̄ γ5ΛI = ΛI 1/2 -3/2

where φα is related to φα by complex conjugation φα = ηαβφ∗β and obeys the constraint

φαφ
α = 1. The three real components of φα parametrizes an SU(1, 1) manifold and SU(1, 1)

acts linearly on them. The full multiplet contains 128 + 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,

ǫ4 = 0 = ψ4
µ, (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,

δQ,Se
a
µ = ǭiγaψµi + h.c. (5.3)

Transformation of the gravitino field ψIµ has non-trivial information. The transformation

prior to the reduction is given as,

δQ,Sψ
I
µ = 2Dµǫ

I −
1

2
γ · T IJγµǫJ + εIJKLψ̄µLǫJΛK − γµη

I , (5.4)

where,

Dµǫ
I = ∂µǫ

I −
1

4
γ · ωµǫ

I +
1

2
(bµ + iaµ)ǫ

I − Vµ
I
Jǫ
J . (5.5)

In (5.2), we had set ψ4
µ to zero. Demanding consistency with the above transformation rule

gives us the conditions,

Tab
i4 = 0 = Vµ

4
i , Λi = 0 . (5.6)

Identifying ψiµ as the gravitino in theN = 3Weyl multiplet and comparing the transformation

of with (2.1) gives,

Tab
ij = −

1

4
εijkTabk,

Λ4 = ΛL. (5.7)

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

this, we have used,

εijk4 := εijk. (5.8)

Using (5.6) on the transformation of Vµ
4
i we can obtain the condition,

Pa = εαβφ
αDaφ

β = 0. (5.9)

This can be achieved by setting the scalars φα to constant values consistent with the condition

φαφα = 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,

φ1 = 1, φ2 = 0. (5.10)
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The above condition is also consistent with φα transformation since Λi = 0 (5.6). From (5.10),

we can solve the constraint (5.1), to obtain aµ as,

aµ =
i

4
Λ̄RγµΛL. (5.11)

Using the above conditions and proceeding similarly, we can infer the full reduction to the

N = 3Weyl multiplet which can be summarized as follows. On LHS we have N = 4 quantities

and on RHS we have N = 3 quantities:

Tab
ij = −

1

4
εijkTabk , Tab

4i = 0 , ψiµ = ψiµ , ψ
4
µ = 0 ,

φiµ = φiµ , φ
4
µ = 0 , ωµ

ab = ωµ
ab , faµ = faµ , bµ = bµ , aµ =

i

4
Λ̄RγµΛL ,

Vµ
4
4 =

3i

2
Aµ +

3

8
Λ̄RγµΛL , Vµ

i
j = Vµ

i
j −

i

2
δijAµ −

1

8
δijΛ̄RγµΛL ,

φ1 = 1 , φ2 = 0 ,Λ4 = ΛL ,Λi = 0 , E4j = −
1

4
Ej , Eij = 0 ,

χ4
4j =

1

24
ζj +

1

24
EkΛR , χ

i
jk = −

1

16
εjkmχ

im −
1

24
δi[jζk] −

1

24
δi[jEk]ΛR ,

χ4
ij = 0 , χi4j = 0 ,D4i

4j = −
1

48
Di

j ,D
ij
kl =

1

12
δ[i[kD

j]
l] ,D

4i
jk = 0 ,Dij

4k = 0. (5.12)

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

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

in [6–8]. The action is characterized in terms of an arbitrary holomorphic function H(φα).

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 ofH 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 follows8(On the LHS we have N = 3 parameters and on the R.H.S we have N = 4

parameters):

λij = Λij +
1

3
δijΛ

4
4

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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λT = ΛT −
2i

3
Λ4

4 (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:

δSU(4)(Λ) + δU(1)(ΛT ) = δSU(3)(λ) + δU(1)(λT ) , (5.14)

where λ and λT are related to Λ and ΛT exactly as given in (5.13). For example, this indeed

holds for Tabl = −2εijlTab
ij as shown in the calculations below:

(

δSU(4)(Λ) + δU(1)(ΛT )
)

T ijab = −2Λ[i
kT

j]k
ab − iΛTT

ij
ab

=⇒
(

δSU(4)(Λ) + δU(1)(ΛT )
)

Tabl = −2εijl
(

δSU(4)(Λ) + δU(1)(ΛT )
)

T ijab

= 4εijlΛ
i
kT

jk
ab − iΛTTabl = ΛiiTabl − ΛilTabi − iΛTTabl

= −λilTabi − iλTTabl =
(

δSU(3)(λ) + δU(1)(λT )
)

Tabl (5.15)

In the last line we have used Λii = −Λ4
4 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 εIJKLTIJ ·TKL
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 i. 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 bµ = 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 N = 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 )2min ⊗ (N = 0, 1, 2, 4SY M) , (6.1)

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

as per 6 space-time dimensions) and (DF )2min 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 N = 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 )2 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(φα). For lower supersymmetries if we replace the minimal

(DF )2 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)× 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 Ai which transforms in

the fundamental representation of SU(3). Its SU(3) transformation is given by,

δVA
i = λijA

j . (A.1)

Therefore, its covariant derivative is given by,

DµA
i = −Vµ

i
jA

j + . . . , (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 Vµj
i. The

two conventions are related by the equation, Vµj
i = −Vµ

i
j .

For the U(1) R-symmetry, our convention is such that the left-chiral gravitino ψiµ, has

chiral weight c = −1/2. That is, we have reversed all the chiral weights relative to that of

[11]. This is achieved by replacing Aµ by −Aµ and the U(1) transformation parameter λT by

−λT wherever they appear.

For the local Lorentz transformation, our convention is as follows. Consider a field Ba

where a is the local Lorentz index. Its transformation under local Lorentz transformation is

given as,

δMB
a = λM

a
bV

b, (A.3)

which has a minus sign relative to that of [11]. This is achieved by replacing ωabµ by −ωabµ
and the local Lorentz trnasformation parameter λabM by −λabM , wherever they appear. Conse-

quently, a Majorana fermion χ has the local Lorentz transformation,

δMχ =
1

4
γ · λMχ. (A.4)

Further, we would like to use a convention that is standard in N = 2 and N = 4 conformal

supergravity, where the gauge fields ψiµ and φiµ transforms to 2Dµǫ
i and 2Dµη

i 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],

ψiµ →
ψiµ
2
,
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eaµ →
1

4
eaµ,

ηi → 2ηi, (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):

fµ
a → 4fµ

a , λaK → 4λaK (A.6)

In the conventions detailed above, the soft algebra realized on the fields is given by,

[δQ(ǫ1), δ
Q(ǫ2)] = δcgct(ξµ) + δM (ǫab1 ) + δQ(ǫi3) + δS(ηi1) + δSU(3)(λ1j

i) + δU(1)(λ1T ) + δK(λa1K)

[δQ(ǫ), δS(η)] = δD(λD) + δM (ǫab2 ) + δS(ηi2) + δSU(3)(λ2j
i) + δU(1)(λ2T ) + δK(λa2K)

[δS(η1), δ
S(η2)] = δK(η̄i2γ

aη1i + h.c.) (A.7)

The field dependent transformation parameters appearing on the RHS are given as:

ξµ = 2ǭ2iγ
µǫi1 + h.c.

ǫab1 = εijkǭ
i
2ǫ
j
1T

k
ab + h.c.

ǫi3 = −εijkǭ2jǫ1kΛL

ηi1 = −
1

12
ǭ
[i
2 ǫ
k]
1 ζk +

1

32

(

ǭi2γaǫ1j − δij ǭ
k
2γaǫ1k + h.c

)

γaΛLE
j

+
1

96

(

ǭi2γaǫ1j − δij ǭ
k
2γaǫ1k + h.c

)

γaζj −
1

4
ǭ
[i
2 ǫ
j]
1 EjΛR

−
1

32
εijk(ǭl2γaǫ1k + h.c.)γaχjl −

1

8
εjklǭ

j
2ǫ
k
1χ

il −
1

2
εijk ǭ2jǫ1k /DΛL

−
1

16
(ǭi2γaǫ1j − δij ǭ

k
2γaǫ1k + h.c.)γ · T jγaΛL

λ1T =
i

6
εijk ǭ

j
2ǫ
k
1E

i −
2i

3
(ǭj2γ

aǫ1j)Λ̄LγaΛR + h.c.

λ1
i
j =

1

4
εjpq ǭ

p
2ǫ
q
1E

i +
1

2
(ǭi2γ

aǫ1j)Λ̄LγaΛR − h.c.− trace

λa1K = −
i

3
ǭk2γbǫ1kR̃

ab(A) +
2

3
ǭi2γbǫ1jR̃

ab(V )j i +
1

32
ǭ
[i
2γ · Tiγ

aγ · T j]ǫ1j

−
2

3
εijk ǭ2iǫ1jDbT

ab
k + h.c.

λD = −η̄iǫ
i + h.c.

ǫab2 = −η̄iγ
abǫi + h.c.

η2i =
1

4
εijk ǭ

jγaη
kγaΛR

λ2
i
j = −2ǭiηj − h.c.− trace
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λ2T = −
i

3
ǭiηi + h.c.

λa2K = −
1

24
εijkǭ

iγaγ · T jηk + h.c. (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,

Cij = T i · T j + Λ̄Rχ
ij +

1

4
EiEj . (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

δCij =
2

3
εlk(iǭkρ

j)
l +

1

2
ǭ(iρ̂j), (B.2)

where,

ρ̂i = −4 /Dγ · T iΛR − 4T abi /DγabΛR − 4Ei /DΛR − 4 /DEiΛR

−
4

3
Λ̄RΛRζ

i − 8Λ̄RΛRE
iΛL, (B.3)

ρil =
3

8
εjklγ · T kχij −

1

8
(γ · T iζl −

1

3
δilγ · T kζk) + 12(T abiR(Q)abl −

1

3
δilT

abkR(Q)abk)

+
3

8
εjklE

kχij +
3

8
(Eiζl −

1

3
δilE

kζk) + 12γ · R(V )ilΛR −
1

2
Dl
iΛR

−
3

4
(γ · T iΛREl −

1

3
δilγ · T kEkΛR). (B.4)

We can write the composite H−l
ab that appears in (4.5) as,

H−l
ab =

1

2
C lmTabm −

1

16
Λ̄Lγabρ̂

l. (B.5)

The composite Fij and Gab
i are obtained from the right-supersymmetry transformation of

ρij (3.36) as,

Fij = 96R̄(Q)abi R(Q)abj −
3

4
εiklεjmnχ̄

kmχln − 12Λ̄R /Dχij +
1

2
ζ̄iζj + 2Λ̄Rζ(iEj)

− 96εkl(iR(V )kj) · T
l − εkl(iE

kDl
j) + 12Ti · TjΛ̄RΛR + 3EiEjΛ̄RΛR, (B.6)

Giab = 32R̄(Q)abkχ
ik −

2

3
ζ̄kγabχ

ik −
32

3
εiklζ̄kR(Q)abl −

2

9
εiklζ̄lγabζk −

16

3
Λ̄Rγab /Dζ

i

+ 64εijkR̄(Q)cdj γabR(Q)cdk + 256Λ̄RR(S)
+i
ab + 32εijkΛ̄RR(Q)abjEk

− 24EiΛ̄L /DγabΛR − 32EiΛ̄Rγab /DΛL − 8Λ̄L /DγabE
iΛR + 64Λ̄L /DT

i
abΛR

+ 32Λ̄Lγ
dγabΛRD

cT icd −
128

3
T iabΛ̄L /DΛR −

256

3
T iabΛ̄R /DΛL − 8Λ̄Lγ

cγ · T iγabDcΛR
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− 64R(V )ab
i
jE

j + 128EiR(A)ab + 256Tc[a
nR(V )cb]

i
n + 256iT ic[aR(A)

c
b]

+ 128T cdiR(M)cdab −
8

3
T jabD

i
j +

8

3
Tab

iEjEj + 16Tc[a
iT cb]

mEm. (B.7)

While Gab
i appears in the density (4.5), Fij contributes to the composite Hij that appears

in the density as given below.

Kij =
1

24
Fij +

1

4
Λ̄RΛRCij , (B.8)

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

θi = −8γcdR(Q)abiR(M)abcd + 32R(V )ji ·R(Q)j + 16iR(A) ·R(Q)i − εijkγ ·R(V )j lχ
kl

−
4i

3
γ · R(A)ζi −

1

3
γ ·R(V )ji ζj + 8εijkR(S)

j · T k −
1

24
εiklχ

jkDl
j −

1

24
Dj
i ζj

+
1

4
/DχijE

j +
1

4
εijkE

j /Dζk +
1

4
γ · T j /Dχij +

1

12
εijkγ · T k /Dζj − 2DaDaEiΛR

+ 8DaD
cTcbiγ

abΛR + εijkγ
abTca

kT cb
j /DΛL +

3

128
εijkElγ · T jχkl−

5

128
εijkElE

jχkl

−
5

96
EjD

j
iΛR −

1

384
γ · T jζjEi −

13

384
γ · T jEjζi−

1

384
ζiEjE

j −
5

384
EiE

jζj

+ 4εijkγ
cDaTbc

jT abkΛL +
1

4
εijkE

j /DEkΛL +
1

4
εijkγ · /DT kΛLE

j

+
1

4
εijkγ · T k /DEjΛL − 4R(V )ji · TjΛR + 8iR(A) · TiΛR +

1

4
γ ·R(V )j iEjΛR

− 2iγ · R(A)EiΛR +
1

4
R(Q)i · T

jEj −
3

4
EiR(Q)j · T

j −
5

8
Ti · TjE

jΛR

−
5

8
Ti · Tjγ · T jΛR −

1

8
EiEkγ · T kΛR −

7

96
EiE

jEjΛR (B.9)

The composite Gd
i
j appearing in Je2ψψ̄ is given as,

Gd
i
j = Λ̄Lγdρ

i
j − Λ̄Rγdρj

i (B.10)

As Ga
i
j is made of composites encountered earlier, we can derive the following composites

that appear in its transformation (3.38) as,

Υai =
1

4
γa /EiΛL − EaiΛL −

1

4
γ · Tjγaρ

j
i −

1

8
γ ·GiγaΛR,

θ̃i = /EiΛL − ρjiEj + 2CijE
jΛR − 2ρ̂iΛ̄RΛR, (B.11)

where,

Eai = Q̄jγaρ
j
i, (B.12)

and the purely bosonic part of Eai is given as,

Eai = −64εijkTab
jDcT bc

k + 16εijkT
k ·DaT

j − 16εijkE
jDbTab

k − 16εijkT
abkDbE

j (B.13)
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Using the above and (3.37), we can obtain the composites Mai and Ni that appear in the

density (4.5). We obtain the composite θ̃i upto linear order in fermion to be,

θ̃i = −
3

8
εiklEjγ · T lχjk −

3

8
εiklE

lEjχ
jk +

1

2
EjD

j
iΛR −

1

24
γ · T jζjEi +

1

8
γ · T jEjζi

−
3

8
ζiE

jEj +
1

8
EiE

jζj − 16εijkE
jDbTab

kγaΛL − 64εijkγ
aTab

jDcT bc
kΛL

+ 16εijkT
k · /DT jΛL − 16εijkγaT

abkDbE
jΛL − 12γ · R(V )j iEjΛR

− 12R(Q)i · T
jEj + 4EiR(Q)j · T

j +
1

2
EiEjγ · T jΛR +

1

2
EiEjE

jΛR

+ 2Ti · TjE
jΛR (B.14)

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

Ni = −
1

32
γ · T jΛRCij +

1

192
θ̃i +

1

4
θi

δRQNi = −
1

2
Y j

iǫj −
1

6
Y ǫi +

1

8
γ · Y +j

iǫj +
1

24
γ · Y +ǫi. (B.15)

Using the results obtained for the RHS, Ni is given in terms of Weyl multiplet fields as,

Ni = 2γcdR(Q)abi R(M)abcd + 8R(V )j i · R(Q)j − 4iR(A) · R(Q)i −
1

4
εijkγ ·R(V )j lχ

kl

−
i

3
γ ·R(A)ζi −

1

12
γ · R(V )ji ζj + 2εijkR(S)

j · T k −
1

96
εiklD

l
jχ

jk −
1

96
Di

jζj

+
1

16
Ej /Dχij +

1

16
εijkE

j /Dζk −
1

48
εijkγ · T j /Dζk +

1

16
γ · T j /Dχij + 2DaD

cTcbiγ
abΛR

−
1

2
DaDaEiΛR +

1

4
εijkγ

abTca
kT c jb /DΛL + εijkγ

cDaT
j
bcT

abkΛL −
1

3
εijkγ

aTab
jDcT

bckΛL

+
1

12
εijkT

k · /DT jΛL +
1

16
εijkE

j /DEkΛL +
1

24
εijkγ · /DT kEjΛL +

1

24
εijkγ · T k /DEjΛL

−R(V )ji · TjΛR + 2iR(A) · TiΛR −
i

2
γ ·R(A)EiΛR −

1

6
EiR(Q)j · T

j −
1

128
εijkElE

jχkl

+
1

128
εijkElγ · T jχkl −

1

384
ζiEjE

j −
1

384
EiE

jζj −
1

128
γ · T jEjζi −

1

1152
γ · T jζjEi

−
1

96
EjD

j
iΛR −

1

64
EiEjE

jΛR −
3

16
Ti · Tjγ · T jΛR −

7

48
Ti · TjE

jΛR

−
7

192
EiEjγ · T jΛR (B.16)

The purely bosonic part of the singlet Y appearing in the right-supersymmetry transforma-

tion of composite Ni reads as follows.

Y = −24R(M)abcdR(M)+abcd − 48R(V )+i
j ·R(V )+i

j + 144R(A) · R+(A) + 3R(V )ji · T
iEj

− 3R(V )ji · TjE
i − 6iR(A) · T jEj + 6iR(A) · TjE

j − 24T abiDaD
cTbci −

3

2
EiDaDaEi

−
1

48
Di

jD
j
i −

13

96
T i · T jEiEj −

19

96
Ti · TjE

iEj +
1

384
EiE

iEjE
j −

7

8

(

T i · T j
)(

Ti · Tj
)

(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,

Cij = i T i · T j + i Λ̄Rχ
ij +

i

4
EiEj . (C.1)

From (B.2), we see that the composites ρij and ρ̂
i differ from the previous section by a factor

of i as given below.

ρ̂i = −4i /Dγ · T iΛR − 4i T abi /DγabΛR − 4i Ei /DΛR − 4i /DEiΛR

−
4i

3
Λ̄RΛRζ

i − 8i Λ̄RΛRE
iΛL, (C.2)

ρil =
3i

8
εjklγ · T kχij −

i

8
(γ · T iζl −

1

3
δilγ · T kζk) + 12i (T abiR(Q)abl −

1

3
δilT

abkR(Q)abk)

+
3i

8
εjklE

kχij +
3i

8
(Eiζl −

1

3
δilE

kζk) + 12i γ · R(V )ilΛR −
i

2
Dl
iΛR

−
3i

4
(γ · T iΛREl −

1

3
δilγ · T kEkΛR). (C.3)

The composite Fij and Gab
i obtained from the right-supersymmetry transformation of ρij

(3.36), are also rescaled by a factor of i as,

Fij = 96i R̄(Q)abi R(Q)abj −
3i

4
εiklεjmnχ̄

kmχln − 12i Λ̄R /Dχij +
i

2
ζ̄iζj + 2i Λ̄Rζ(iEj)

− 96i εkl(iR(V )kj) · T
l − i εkl(iE

kDl
j) + 12i Ti · TjΛ̄RΛR + 3i EiEjΛ̄RΛR (C.4)

Giab = 32i R̄(Q)abkχ
ik −

2i

3
ζ̄kγabχ

ik −
32i

3
εiklζ̄kR(Q)abl −

2i

9
εiklζ̄lγabζk −

16i

3
Λ̄Rγab /Dζ

i

+ 64i εijkR̄(Q)cdj γabR(Q)cdk + 256i Λ̄RR(S)
+i
ab + 32i εijkΛ̄RR(Q)abjEk

− 24i EiΛ̄L /DγabΛR − 32i EiΛ̄Rγab /DΛL − 8i Λ̄L /DγabE
iΛR + 64i Λ̄L /DT

i
abΛR

+ 32i Λ̄Lγ
dγabΛRD

cT icd −
128i

3
T iabΛ̄L /DΛR −

256i

3
T iabΛ̄R /DΛL − 8i Λ̄Lγ

cγ · T iγabDcΛR

− 64i R(V )ab
i
jE

j + 128 EiR(A)ab + 256i Tc[a
nR(V )cb]

i
n + 256i T ic[aR(A)

c
b]

+ 128i T cdiR(M)cdab −
8i

3
T jabD

i
j +

8i

3
Tab

iEjEj + 16i Tc[a
iT cb]

mEm (C.5)

From (B.8), we see that the second term has a factor of −i due to the presence of Cij .

Therefore the composite θi that appears in the transformation of Kij of Weyl square density

differs non-trivially from that of Pontryagin density. It is given as follows.

θi = −8i γcdR(Q)abiR(M)abcd + 32i R(V )ji ·R(Q)j + 16R(A) · R(Q)i + iεiklγ ·R(V )ljχ
jk

+
4

3
γ · R(A)ζi −

i

3
γ ·R(V )j iζj + 8i εijkR(S)

j · T k −
i

24
εiklχ

jkDl
j −

i

24
Dj
i ζj

+
i

4
Ej /Dχij +

i

4
εijkE

j /Dζk +
i

4
γ · T j /Dχij +

i

12
εijkγ · T k /Dζj − 2i DaDaEiΛR
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+ 8i DaD
cTcbiγ

abΛR + i εijkγ
abT kcaT

c
b
j /DΛL +

3i

128
εijkElγ · T jχkl −

5i

128
εijkElE

jχkl

−
5i

96
EjD

j
iΛR −

i

384
γ · T jζjEi −

13i

384
γ · T jEjζi −

i

384
ζiEjE

j −
5i

384
EiE

jζj

+ 4i εijkγ
cDaTbc

jT abkΛL +
i

4
εijkE

j /DEkΛL +
i

4
εijkγ · /DT kΛLE

j +
i

4
εijkγ · T k /DEjΛL

− 4i R(V )ji · TjΛR − 8R(A) · TiΛR +
i

4
γ ·R(V )j iEjΛR + 2Eiγ ·R(A)ΛR

+
i

4
R(Q)i · T

jEj −
3i

4
EiR(Q)j · T

j −
3i

8
Ti · TjE

jΛR −
3i

8
Ti · Tjγ · T jΛR

−
i

16
EiEjγ · T jΛR −

i

96
EiE

jEjΛR −
i

3
Λ̄L /DΛRζi +

i

4
γabζiΛ̄L /Dγ

abΛR +
2i

3
Λ̄R /DΛLζi

+
i

6
γabζiΛ̄Rγ

ab /DΛL +
i

3
Λ̄Rγ

abDbζiγaΛL −
i

3
Λ̄RDaζiγ

aΛL −
i

12
ζ̄jχijΛR

+ 8i Λ̄Rγ
aDbΛLR(Q)abi − 8i Λ̄Rγ

aΛLD
bR(Q)abi −

i

8
Λ̄Lχijγ · T jΛR −

i

8
Λ̄LχijE

jΛR

+
4i

3
Λ̄RΛREi /DΛL +

i

3
EiΛ̄L /DΛRΛR +

i

4
Eiγ

abΛRΛ̄L /DγabΛR

+ iΛRΛ̄Lγ · Ti /DΛR −
i

4
γabΛRΛ̄Lγ · Ti /DγabΛR +

i

6
εijkΛRΛ̄Lζ

kEj

+ 2i Λ̄RΛR /Dγ · TiΛL −
i

4
εijkE

kγ · T lΛRΛ̄LΛL +
i

6
Λ̄RΛRΛ̄LΛLζi (C.6)

The composite Eai defined in (B.12) acquires a factor of i relative to its expression in Pon-

tryagin density and is given by,

Eai = −64iεijkTab
jDcT bc

k + 16iεijkT
k ·DaT

j − 16iεijkE
jDbTab

k − 16iεijkT
abkDbE

j

−
16i

3
DbΛ̄Rγabζi −

16i

3
Λ̄RγabD

bζi − 256DbΛRR(Q)abi − 256iΛ̄RD
bR(Q)abi

+ iεijkΛ̄Rγaζ
jEk + iΛ̄RγaχijE

j − 32iΛ̄RΛRD
bTbai + 64iΛ̄RD

bΛRTabi

− 16iΛ̄RDaΛREi − 8iΛ̄RΛRDaEi + 4iεijkΛ̄Rγ
bζjTab

k + 4iΛ̄Rγ
bχijTab

j

+ 16iεijkΛ̄Rγ
bΛLTab

kEj + 16iεijkΛ̄Rγ
bΛLTbc

jTa
ck −

16i

3
Λ̄RΛRΛ̄Lγaζi (C.7)

It can be seen from (B.11) that the composite θ̃i also has non trivial differences compared

to that of the Pontryagin density, as given below.

θ̃i = −
3i

8
εiklEjγ · T lχjk −

3i

8
εiklE

lEjχ
jk +

i

2
EjD

j
iΛR −

i

24
γ · T jζjEi

+
i

8
γ · T jEjζi −

3i

8
ζiE

jEj +
i

8
EiE

jζj − 16iεijkE
jDbTab

kγaΛL

− 64iεijkγ
aTab

jDcT bc
kΛL + 16iεijkT

k · /DT jΛL − 16iεijkγaT
abkDbE

jΛL

− 12iγ · R(V )jiEjΛR − 12iR(Q)i · T
jEj + 4iEiR(Q)j · T

j

+
i

2
EiEjγ · T jΛR −

1

2
EiEjE

jΛR − 2iTi · TjE
jΛR + 8iΛ̄L /DΛRζi

+
8i

3
Λ̄Lγ

aDbΛRγabζi −
16i

3
Λ̄RγabD

bζiγ
aΛL + 256iDbΛRγ

aΛLR(Q)abi
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+ 256iΛ̄Rγ
aΛLD

bR(Q)abi + iεijkΛ̄Rγaζ
jEkγaΛL + 64iγaΛ̄RD

bΛRTabiΛL

+ 32iγaTabiD
bΛLΛ̄RΛR − 16iΛ̄RDaΛREiγ

aΛL − 8iEi /DΛLΛ̄RΛR

+ 4iεijkΛ̄Rγ
bζjTab

kγaΛL + 4iΛ̄Rγ
bχijTab

jγaΛL − 16iΛ̄RΛR /Dγ · TiΛL

+ 16iεijkΛ̄Rγ
bΛLγ

aTab
kEjΛL + 16iεijkΛ̄Rγ

bΛLTbc
jTa

ckγaΛL + 8i Λ̄RΛRΛ̄LΛLζi (C.8)

The composite Ni is given as follows ,

Ni = 2i γcdR(Q)abi R(M)abcd + 8i R(V )j i · R(Q)j + 4R(A) ·R(Q)i

−
i

4
εijkγ ·R(V )j lχ

kl +
1

3
γ ·R(A)ζi −

i

12
γ ·R(V )j iζj

+ 2i εijkR(S)
j · T k −

i

96
εiklD

l
jχ

jk −
i

96
Di

jζj

+
i

16
Ej /Dχij +

i

16
εijkE

j /Dζk −
i

48
εijkγ · T j /Dζk +

i

16
γ · T j /Dχij

+ 2i DaD
cTcbiγ

abΛR −
i

2
DaDaEiΛR +

i

4
εijkγ

abTca
kT c jb /DΛL

+ i εijkγ
cDaT

j
bcT

abkΛL −
i

3
εijkγ

aTab
jDcT

bckΛL +
i

12
εijkT

k · /DT jΛL

+
i

16
εijkE

j /DEkΛL +
i

24
εijkγ · /DT kEjΛL +

i

24
εijkγ · T k /DEjΛL

− i R(V )ji · TjΛR − 2R(A) · TiΛR +
1

2
γ ·R(A)EiΛR

−
i

6
EiR(Q)j · T

j −
i

96
EjD

j
iΛR −

i

128
εijkElE

jχkl +
i

128
εijkElγ · T jχkl

−
i

384
ζiEjE

j −
i

384
EiE

jζj −
i

128
γ · T jEjζi −

i

1152
γ · T jζjEi

−
i

192
EiEjE

jΛR −
i

16
Ti · Tjγ · T jΛR −

5i

48
Ti · TjE

jΛR −
i

192
γ · T jΛREiEj

−
2i

3
Λ̄Rγ

aΛLD
bR(Q)abi + 2i ΛRγ

aDbΛLR(Q)abi +
4i

3
DbΛRγ

aΛLR(Q)abi

−
i

48
ζ̄jχijΛR +

i

6
Λ̄R /DΛLζi +

i

24
γabζiΛ̄Rγab /DΛL −

i

12
Λ̄RDaζiγ

aΛL

+
i

18
Λ̄Rγ

abDbζiγaΛL −
i

24
Λ̄L /DΛRζi +

17i

288
γabζiΛ̄L /DγabΛR

−
i

32
Λ̄LχijE

jΛR +
i

96
Λ̄Lχijγ · T jΛR +

i

32
εijkΛRΛ̄Lζ

kEj

+
i

48
εijkΛ̄Rγ

bζjTab
kγaΛL +

5i

12
Λ̄RΛR /Dγ · TiΛL +

7i

24
Λ̄RΛREi /DΛL

+
i

24
EiΛRΛ̄L /DΛR +

5i

96
Eiγ

abΛRΛ̄L /DγabΛR +
7i

24
ΛRΛ̄Lγ · Ti /DΛR

−
i

16
γabΛRΛ̄Lγ · Ti /DγabΛR −

i

6
Λ̄Lγ

(aDb)ΛRT
c
aiγbcΛR −

i

24
Λ̄RΛR /Dγ

abΛLTabi

+
i

12
εijkΛ̄Rγ

bΛLT
j
bcTa

ckγaΛL +
i

48
εijkE

kγ · T jΛRΛ̄LΛL

+
i

12
Λ̄RΛRΛ̄LΛLζi (C.9)
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The singlet Y appearing in the Lagrangian is obtained from the right-supersymmetry trans-

formation of Ni.

Y = −24iR(M)abcdR(M)+abcd − 48iR(V )+i
j · R(V )+i

j + 144iR(A) ·R+(A)

+ 3iR(V )j i · T
iEj − 3iR(V )ji · TjE

i + 6R(A) · T jEj − 6R(A) · TjE
j

− 24iT abiDaD
cTbci −

3i

2
EiDaDaEi −

i

48
Di

jD
j
i −

7i

96
T i · T jEiEj

−
17i

96
Ti · TjE

iEj +
i

128
EiE

iEjE
j −

5i

8

(

T i · T j
)(

Ti · Tj
)

− 48iR(S)
i
· R(Q)i

+
3i

8
χ̄ij /Dχij +

i

4
ζ̄i /Dζi + 12Λ̄R /DD

2ΛL + 12Λ̄RD
2 /DΛL −

i

16
χ̄ijζiEj

−
i

16
χ̄ijζ

iEj +
i

4
ζ̄i /DΛLE

i −
i

4
Λ̄L /DE

jζj +
i

4
Λ̄R /Dζ

iEi −
5i

12
ζ̄iγ · T i /DΛL

+
i

24
ζ̄iγ · /DT iΛL +

13i

24
ζ̄ iγ · /DTiΛR +

i

4
Λ̄Rγ

aγ · TiDaζ
i −

i

6
Λ̄Lγ

aγ · T iDaζi

+ 18iΛ̄R /DR(Q)i · Ti − 2iΛ̄L /DR(Q)i · T
i + 6iΛ̄R /DTi · R(Q)i − 8iΛ̄L /DT

i · R(Q)i

+ 14iT i · R(Q)i /DΛL − 48Λ̄Lγ
aγ ·R(A)DaΛR + 9Λ̄Rγ

aγ ·R(A)DaΛL

− 39Λ̄Rγ ·R(A) /DΛL − 6Λ̄Rγ
aΛLD

bR(A)ab −
7i

64
Λ̄LχijE

iEj −
5i

64
Λ̄Rχ

ijEiEj

−
17i

48
ΛLχijT

i · T j −
31i

48
Λ̄Rχ

ijTi · Tj −
7i

16
Λ̄R /DΛLE

iEi +
3i

16
Λ̄L /DΛREiE

i

+
41i

48
Λ̄Lγ · Ti /DΛRE

i +
5i

48
Λ̄Rγ · T i /DΛLEi +

33i

16
Λ̄R /Dγ

abΛLTabiE
i

+
11i

16
Λ̄L /DγabΛRT

abiEi +
19i

3
DbΛLγ

cΛRT
abjTacj −

23i

3
Λ̄Lγ

cDbΛRTacjT
abj

+
21i

16
Λ̄Lγ · /DTiΛRE

i −
i

16
Λ̄L /Dγ · T jΛREj +

13i

3
Λ̄Lγ

cΛRDbT
abjTacj

−
17i

3
Λ̄Lγ

cΛRT
abjDbTacj +

5i

12
Λ̄RΛRε

ijkT abiT
c
ajTbck −

5i

12
εijkΛ̄LΛLT

abiT cjaT
k
bc

−
11i

16
Λ̄L /DEiΛRE

i −
i

16
Λ̄L /DE

iΛREi −
31i

48
Λ̄Rγ · T i /DEiΛL

+
13i

48
Λ̄Lγ · Ti /DE

iΛR +
i

6
Λ̄Lζ

iΛ̄Rζi + 30iΛ̄RΛRΛ̄LD
aDaΛL + 6iΛ̄LΛLΛ̄RD

aDaΛR

− 2iΛ̄RΛRDaΛLD
aΛL − 12iΛ̄RΛRDaΛLγ

abDbΛL − 26iΛ̄LΛLDaΛRD
aΛR

+ 8iΛ̄LΛLDaΛRγ
abDbΛR − 8iΛ̄RD

aΛRΛ̄LDaΛL − 40iΛ̄RDaΛRΛ̄Lγ
abDbΛL

+ 16iΛ̄Rγ
abDbΛRΛ̄LγacD

cΛL +
7i

24
Λ̄LΛLΛ̄RζjE

j +
5i

24
Λ̄RΛRΛ̄LEiζ

i

+
7i

36
Λ̄LΛLΛ̄Rγ · T iζi +

19i

72
Λ̄RΛRΛ̄Lγ · Tiζ

i +
11i

3
Λ̄LΛLΛ̄RR(Q)i · T

i

+
25i

3
Λ̄RΛRΛ̄LR(Q)i · Ti (C.10)
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