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ABSTRACT

We consider the superspace BRST and BV description of 4D, N =1 Su-
per Maxwell theory and its non-abelian generalization Super Yang-Mills. By
fermionizing the superspace gauge transformation of the gauge superfields we
define the nilpotent superspace BRST symmetry transformation (4). After in-
troducing an appropriate set of anti-superfields and define the superspace anti-
bracket, we use it to construct the BV-BRST nilpotent differential operator (§)
in terms of superspace covariant derivatives. The anti-superfield independent
terms of § provide a superspace generalization of the Koszul-Tate resolution (9).
In the linearized limit, the set of superspace differential operators that appear
in § satisfy a nonlinear algebra which can be used to construct a BRST charge
Q@ without requiring pure spinor variables. @ acts on the Hilbert space of su-
perfield states and its cohomology generates the expected superspace equations
of motion.
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1 Introduction

The Becchi-Rouet-Stora-Tutin (BRST) formalism offers a modern approach of describing gauge
theories. The power of this technique has been demonstrated repeatedly from the formulation of
field theories that correspond to given first quantized systems all the way to string field theory and
the study of string interactions.

Initially, BRST symmetry [1-4] was introduced as a method of quantizing gauge field theories. In
general, the quantization procedure of gauge theories is not straightforward and requires the involve-
ment of ghost fields. The two basic characteristics of gauge theories that lead to the introduction
of ghosts are (a) gauge redundancy and (b) the tensorial nature of gauge fields. Specifically, one
must eliminate the non-dynamical degrees of freedom of gauge fields and also eliminate the states
with non-positive definite norm which correspond to the time components? of gauge fields. The first
was completely understood by the Fadeev-Popov procedure from the view point of a path-integral
integration measure effect. Both these issues are addressed in the BRST quantization procedure
which systematically generates not only the Fadeev-Popov ghosts —which give rise to appropriate
gauge fixing conditions— but also additional propagating ghosts (non-minimal sector) that cancel
the negative norm states.

This approach was later extended to the Batalin-Vilkovisky (BV) [5-7] formalism which pro-
motes the above BRST symmetry to a fundamental principal of the theory which is automatically
incorporated by the introduction of additional fields, the antifields. The antifields have the in-
terpretation of sources of BRST transformations and were initially introduced as a technique to
capture the renormalization of the composite operators emerged in the BRST transformations of
interacting gauge theories. However, antifields play a crucial role whether one studies quantum or
classical aspects of the theory. They allow the definition of a symplectic structure in the space of
fields and antifields, the antibracket. The antibracket can be understood as a covariant analog of the
Hamiltonian Poisson bracket and as a consequence various Hamiltonian concepts (e.g. canonical
transformations) can be introduced and applied [8-10]. This makes the field-antifield formalism
a very powerful tool which can be used in cases where the usual Fadeev-Popov method may fail.
An important class of such theories are the ones with open symmetry algebras, meaning that the
commutator of two symmetries generates trivial symmetries. In general, supersymmetric theories
fall in this class, unless one considers theories with off-shell supersymmetry, like the ones that have
a superspace description®.

Moreover, the antibracket formalism gained popularity among string theorists when it was ap-
plied to the bosonic open string field theory [12-15] and later to closed string field theory [16]. This
proved to be very useful for the study of string interactions and various string vacua containing non-
perturbative objects like D-branes [17]. The BRST approach to string field theory originated in the
work of Siegel [18] where a nilpotent, fermionic BRST operator is constructed which commutes with
observables, acts on the state space of the theory and its cohomology defines the physical spectrum.
This state space BRST operator is a reflection of the BRST symmetry of the target space fields as
generated from the antibracket in the Lagrangian path integral formulation. Interestingly, similar
state space BRST operators have been constructed to describe higher spin gauge fields [19-34]. This

4We use the mostly plus convention.
5See the relevant discussion in [11].



is another indication of the close relation between higher spins and string theory.

Finally, for maximally supersymmetric theories, it has been shown that a covariant quantization
can be achieved by using pure spinor variables [35] and the spectrum of these theories is captured by
the cohomology of a pure spinor BRST operator [36]. The free action was constructed [37] in terms
of a pure spinor superfield® ¥(z, 0, \) and the pure spinor BRST operator Q = A\*D,,. However,
these descriptions were not manifestly maximally supersymmetric and only worked for linearized
theories. Later, both issues were addressed by the introduction of additional —non-minimal— pure
spinors that modified the BRST charge operator [38] and by adopting the BV formalism and solving
the master equation [39,40].

The purpose of this paper is to explore the BRST symmetry, BV and BFV (Batalin-Fradkin-
Vilkovisky) formulations of supersymmetric gauge theories” from the superspace point of view
without the use of pure spinor variables. Similarly to string theory applications, we construct
a superspace BRST operator acting on the (target) space of superfields and a corresponding BRST
operator that acts on a Hilbert space of superfield states.

Following the BRST procedure, for a given supersymmetric gauge theory with a superspace
description we introduce a nilpotent, BRST symmetry operator 4 (3% = 0) by fermionizing the
superspace gauge transformations of the theory via the replacement of all gauge parameter super-
fields with corresponding ghost superfields of opposite statistics. The superspace Lagrangian is
deformed by the addition of an appropriate d-exact term which includes additional (non-minimal
sector) ghost superfields like the Nakanishi-Lautrup ghost superfield and its BRST-doublet partner.

In the BV description, for every superfield and ghost superfield we introduce a conjugate variable,
the anti-superfield. In the superfield /anti-superfield space we define the superspace antibracket and
use it to construct a nilpotent, superspace differential operator § (§2 = 0). This is a superspace
BRST differential operator which action on (anti-) superfields can be decomposed into two pieces:
§ =~y +9. The ~ part is the now renamed superspace BRST symmetry and its action on superfields
coincides with 4. The second part § is the superspace generalization of the Koszul-Tate resolution
[43] which implements the superspace equations of motion. As expected both « and § are nilpotent
and anticommute.

Finally, getting inspiration from string field theory, we define a Hilbert space of states where
the arbitrary state vector |¥) can be expanded in some basis |¢s) with superfield coefficients x5
(|®) = >, |¢s)xs). In this Hilbert space, we define a nilpotent BRST operator Q (Q* = 0),
such that its action on the Hilbert space vectors coincides with the action of § on the superfield
coefficients. This is done in two steps: (1) we identify the set of differential operators that appear
in 6§ and (2) find their algebraic properties in order to construct a nilpotent Hilbert space BRST
operator via the Fradkin-Fradkina algorithm [44]. The cohomology of @ must correctly generate
the superspace equations of motion and gauge transformations for the superfields of the theory and
thus produce the expected physical spectrum.

We would like to emphasize that although the existence of such BRST charge is proven for
general gauge theories [45-48|, the explicit construction of it can be a nontrivial task. For super-
symmetric theories with a superspace description the only available methodology for constructing

6A superfield with an additional dependence on a pure spinor variable A
"See [41,42] for earlier considerations.



the BRST charge is based on pure spinors. In the pure spinor approach, the nilpotence of the
BRST charge is based on the pure spinor constraint and not on the algebraic properties of the
characteristic set of differential operators that participate in the description of the theory. Our
methodology can offer an alternative method of constructing such nilpotent charges. This could be
beneficial for the construction of a manifestly supersymmetric BRST charge that describes higher
spin supermultiplets.

The proposed procedure can be applied to any gauge theory in superspace. In this paper,
we demonstrate it for 4D, N = 1 Super Yang-Mills (SYM) and its linearized limit, the vector
supermultiplet. We explicitly construct the superspace BRST symmetry operator § and extract
the superspace Koszul-Tate complex §. For the linearized theory, the set of superspace differential
operators that appear in § satisfy a nonlinear algebra. Nevertheless, using known corrections [49,50)]
to the Fradkin-Fradkina algorithm we find and explicit expression for @ in terms of supersymmetric
covariant derivatives without the need to introduce pure spinors. The cohomology of this superspace
BRST charge correctly generates the gauge symmetry and superspace equations of motion for the
vector supermultiplet.

Before discussing all the above, we first remind to the reader the BRST, BV and BFV de-
scriptions in the context of a simple example: Maxwell theory. This corresponds to the bosonic
sector of the linearized SYM and it is the simplest example where the non-supersymmetric shadows
(4,8,7,6,Q) of the quantities discussed above can be introduced and easily constructed. More-
over, it is explicitly shown that there is a Hilbert space of field states and a nilpotent charge @
such that the action of the BRST operator s, generated by the antibracket, on fields and antifields
components of the field states, is equal to the action of () on the basis vectors of the Hilbert state
{le:)}: s|¥) = Q|v). The BRST charge ) constructed this way is identical to the Batalin-Fradkin-
Vilkovisky (BFV) nilpotent charge constructed from the algebra of the physical constraints that
define the on-shell propagating degrees of freedom of the theory.

2 Review of BRST, BV and BFV descriptions of Maxwell theory

In the Lagrangian path integral approach, the BRST method is based on the fact that if the
theory under consideration is a gauge theory, then there is a nilpotent, odd BRST symmetry (4) and
one can deform the Lagrangian of the theory by the addition of an J-exact term without affecting

the path integral
L— L+ 0. (1)

The deformed action remains invariant
3L+ 2*°Q=0 (2)

because both terms independently vanish. The second term vanishes because 4 must be nilpotent
(42 = 0) and the first term vanishes because we choose the BRST transformation of the fields
that appear in the starting Lagrangian £ to have exactly the same form as their corresponding
gauge transformations. Therefore, the Bianchi identities that guarantee the gauge invariance of £
will also guarantee J-invariance. The tension between 4 being an odd symmetry and also having
the same structure as the gauge transformations is resolved by the replacement of every gauge
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parameter by a ghost field of opposite statistics. This way one can immediately define the BRST
symmetry transformation of any gauge field. This is usually referred to as fermionization of the
gauge transformation. For the case of Maxwell’s theory, we get:

§Apm = O\ — A, = Oe (3)

where ¢ is a ghost field. Moreover, because of the nilpotence of this BRST transformation, one
determines the BRST transformation of the ghost field:

%Ay = 0n(3¢) =0 = dc=0. (4)

Because the deformation (1) of the Lagrangian is d-exact, the theory is independent of any particular
choice of €2. In the context of quantizing the theory one selects this deformation such that it
generates an appropriate gauge fixing condition by integrating out a ghost field, as expected from
the Fadeev-Popov procedure. For Maxwell’s theory usually one chooses the Landau-Fermi gauge or
more generally the Feynman gauge:

L— L+ p(0m Ay, +5p) (5)

where p is a bosonic ghost field and ¢ is the usual Feynman gauge parameter. However, this
deformation fails to satisfy the consistency condition of being J-closed:

31 (O™ A +50) ] = 3(p) (9" A+ Ep) + pEc 0. (6)

Even if we choose 4p = 0, there is no way to cancel the second term, hence in order for the
deformation to be consistent we must add additional terms. It is straightforward to check that the
complete answer is:

3Q = p(0™ A + §p) — f0c (7)

where 5 is an additional fermionic ghost field. By assigning to p and § the following 4 transforma-
tions

dp=0,38=p (8)

one can check that the right hand side not only is J-closed but also J-exact like the left hand side,
with Q taking the form
Q=B An +5p) - 9)

The fermionic ghost fields § and ¢ correspond to the Fadeev-Popov ghosts and the bosonic ghost
field p is the Nakanishi-Lautrup field. Moreover, the (3, p) pair defines the non-minimal sector of
the theory, which must have two properties. First, it must allow the construction of an action for
the fermionic ghost ¢ (accomplished by ). Second, 8 can not be BRST isolated (4-closed) because
it may introduce new gauge invariant quantities and affect the physical sector of the theory (accom-
plished by p). Transformations (8) have a special structure which identifies the non-minimal sector
ghosts [ and p as a BRST-doublet. BRST-doublets play a very crucial role in BRST constructions
because they do not contribute non-trivial pieces in the cohomology of the theory. In the case or
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string theory or the (super)particle similar BRST-doublets are introduced.

In the BV formalism, one goes a step further and for every field / ghost introduce a “conjugate”
variable, the antifield. For the moment, antifields are considered as classical sources that generate J
transformations of the corresponding fields or ghosts and thus appear in the action in the following
manner: Antifield 4(Field). Therefore the antifield of a specific field / ghost carries appropriate
quantum numbers / indices in order for these terms to be well defined additions to the deformed
Lagrangian. For Maxwell theory we get

Lpy = YA™OA,, — 8,0"A,) + p(0™ Ay + $p) — B0c + A™Ope + 5 (10)

where A*™ c*, p*, 3* are the antifields of A,,,c, p, 8 respectively. In this case, ¢* and p* drop out
of the Lagrangian because their corresponding ghost fields are J-closed. Furthermore, in order for
these additional terms to be BRST invariant:

J[Antifield 4(Field)] = 4(Antifield) 4(Field) =0 = JAntifield = 0 (11)

we choose all antifields to be J-closed.
For a general gauge theory, the variation of the BV action (.S) under the 4-BRST transformations

8S 48
55_/ {d@ S+ 90, 5(1):} (12)

takes the form:

where ®° is symbolically the set of gauge fields and ghosts that participate in the BRST description
of the gauge theory as discussed above and ®; are their corresponding antifields. However, because
the antifields are J-closed and also appear in the action such that f;—*i = 4P’ one arrives to the

expression:
08 05
55_/ o (13)
This motivates the definition of a binary bracket, called the antibracket
0F 0G  6G OF
(F.6) _/ {m; 50 50 S5} (14)

Using the antibracket the d-invariance of the action S takes the simple form

(S, S) —0 (15)

which is known as the classical master equation. It is easy to check that the fields and antifields are
conjugate variables with respect to the antibracket but most importantly because the action obeys
the classical master equation one can define a nilpotent differential operator s (s = 0) that acts in
the space of fields and antifields

sF = (S, F) (16)

for any field or antifield F'. The s transformations of the fields and antifields of Maxwell theory are:
sA, = Opc, sA™ =0A™ — 9"0, A" — 0"p (17a)
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sp=0, sp"=0"An+p+ 3" (17Db)
sB=p, sf* = —0ec (17¢)
sc=0, sc* =08+ 0, A" (17d)

These transformations are nilpotent as expected and they have very interesting structure. The
s-transformation of any field matches exactly their 4 transformation, whereas the s-transformation
of the antifields knows about the equations of motion of the corresponding fields.

In general, the differential operator s can be decomposed into two operators: s = v+9. Operator
v is the newly renamed BRST symmetry transformation and is defined as follows:

- S . ) .
= — 4 *: e * J
A = I P = o [cbj (P )] . (18)

For fields, v coincides with the 4 transformation but for antifields it has additional terms originat-
ing from the variation of the antifield terms in the action. The § part is called the Koszul-Tate
resolution® and it implements the equations of motion. It is defined as follows:

. ) .
! =  — _ * J
6 =0, 00; = [S o ()] . (19)

Adding equations (18) and (19) automatically gives s as defined in (16). Additionally, v and § are
nilpotent and anticommute: 72 = 0, 62 = 0, 6 + dy = 0.
For Maxwell’s theory the action of v and ¢ operators on the fields and antifields is:

YA, = Ope , yA™ =0, 0A, =0, 0A™ =0A™ — 0"0, A" — I"p (20a)
=0, =B, ep=0, Op =0"Au+p (20D)
WB=p, 4B =0,  68=0, &8 =-Oo (200)
vye=20, vc* = 0, A", de=0, =070 (20d)

Having constructed the BRST operator s on the space of fields and antifields, we can define a
corresponding BRST charge operator () which acts on an appropriately defined Hilbert space of
states. For every pair of field ® and antifield ®} we introduce a corresponding pair of state vectors
|e(®)) and |e(®)) and we consider the vector space which is spanned by the states {|e(®"), |e(®D)}.
The most general state is written as

[0) =D xilet™) + " v'lel*?) (21)

where x; and v’ are field components of |¢)). Furthermore, for each of the basis vectors we assign a
ghost number value which is defined to be opposite to the ghost number of the corresponding field
or antifield. Specifically, if the field theoretic ghost number value of field ®° is Gh(®') = ¢* then we

8See [43,51]



define the vector space ghost number value of the corresponding vectors to be
gh(le®)) = —g' , gh(|e™)) =1+ . (22)
For Maxwell theory we have the following set of states:

ghit =0 {|e@), [e9), |¢)) ]
ght =11 {Je ), e0), o) |
ghtt = —1: {|e) }
gh#t =2: {|e) }

This structure of states can be captured by a Hilbert space with a vacuum state |w) and three
fermionic creation operators ), (, m¢ with ghost values gh(n) = gh({) = —gh(m¢) = 1 and gh(|w)) =0

ght = 0: {|w), nrelw), Cmelo) |
ghit =11 {nlw), Cle), n¢melw)
ghit = —1: {mele)}

ghtt =2 {nclw) }

In this basis, the most general state is a linear combination of the above states

) = [9TI) + [ + [9D) + @) (23)
where
WD) = 7elu) , |u) = ulw) (24a)
WO = Jwy) + nmelws) + (melws) , wi) = wilw) (24b)
W) = nlz1) + (lze) + nlmelzs) 5 |2:) = zilw) (24c)
[W®) =n¢lv) , v) = vlw) (24d)

and the coefficients u, w;, z;, v are elements of the field-antifield space. Therefore the BRST operator
s can act on the state [¢)) by acting on these coefficients. On the other hand, we can define a
corresponding BRST operator () that acts on the states of this Hilbert space which is equivalent to
the action of s (17)

Qly) = s[y) . (25)

@ must be odd, have ghost value one and must be constructed out of the oscillators of the Hilbert
space 1, ¢, me and their conjugate m,, m¢,&: {n,m} = 1,{(,n¢} = 1,{&, m} = 1. The most general
ansatz for () is

Q = nA® + AW £ A=Y (26)
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+nCmy By + n¢me By + 1(me By

+némyl' + némel's + némel’s

+CEmyAr + (€mcAg + (EmeAs
+nCEmyme K + nC&myme Ko + nCEmeme K3

Equation (25) can be expanded according to (23)

QYY) + QWO + Q™) + QIv®) = sl V) + sl @) + slp®) + s|v) (27)

and by matching the Hilbert space ghost number (and the field-antifield space ghost number) of
the two sides we get the following set of equations

QEY) =sv®) (28a)
Q) = slyV) (28b)
Q) = s[v®) (28¢)
Q) =0 =slp™Y) . (284)

These equations can be solved to fix all the coefficients of |¢)) and determine all the field operators
in (). We find:

u=c, |u)=|c)=clw), v=c", |v) =|cf) =cw),

wy = A"al, , |wy) = |A) = A™al |w) , 2 = —A""al, — 9"al, p*, |21) = —|AT) = ATV |p7)

wy = =", Jwy) = —|B*) = =Blw) , m=—p"+ (1+0al,)B, |2) =—|p") + (1+AD)B),
wy =p, |lws) =|p) = plw) , z3=-08, |z) =-01|B)

where a! and a,, is a pair of bosonic creation and annihilation operators ([am,, al] = 7, ) and
Q=n0+¢0ma,+ & 9mal, — (&m, . (29)

This ) operator is nilpotent by construction and it is identical to the BFV-BRST charge constructed
from the algebra of operators A =0, AW = g™a,,, ACY = 9maf :

[A(O),A(l)] =0, [A(O),A(‘l)] =0, [A(l),A(‘l)] — A0 (30)
The general physical state (zero ghost number) cohomology of Q is given by:

|0) = [A) + nme| B) + (7e|C) (31)



with a transformation:

5lA) = ACDIN)
dol¢) = QL) , |[L) =me|A) = §6]B) =AON) (32)
5|C) = AN

and equations of motion:

AOJA) — ACDAM|A) + ACDAED|ICY =0,
Qlp) =0 = JAW[A) —ACY|D) - |B) =0, (33)
AO|D)y — AWAM|A) + AWAED|DY =0 .

For the case |¢) = [1)®) and |L) = [¢(=Y) one recovers the Maxwell theory equations and transfor-
mations.

3 Superspace BRST description of Super Maxwell theory

In this section, we apply the above concepts in superspace aiming towards a BRST-BV/BFV
description of the vector supermultiplet which is the supersymmetric extension of Maxwell theory.
The superspace description of the theory is given in terms of a real scalar superfield V (z, 6, §) with
the following superspace action principle

S

! / d*zd*0d*d VD'D’D,V (34)

which is invariant under the gauge transformation ¢V = D’L +D2L. The operators D, and Dy are
the supersymmetric covariant derivatives and the off-shell spectrum of the theory is a Maxwell spin
1 gauge field, a decoupled auxiliary real scalar field and a spin 1/2 fermion.

Similarly to the discussion in the previous section, we promote the gauge symmetry of the theory
to a nilpotent, superspace BRST symmetry 4. The action of 3 on the gauge superfield V' is found
by fermionizing the original gauge transformation and replace the gauge parameter superfields with
ghost superfields:

3V =D’c+D%. (35)

Using the nilpotence of 4 we also find that
0=3%V =D’(4¢) + D*(3¢) = dc=0, 3e=0 (36)

An important comment is that, unlike Maxwell theory, the differential operators that appears in
the gauge transformation of the gauge superfield have a non-zero kernel and based on the algebra of
the supersymmetric covariant derivatives we can introduce ghosts for ghosts, ghosts for ghosts for
ghosts et cetera ad infinitum®. For the purpose of this paper these contributions are not required
and we will not consider them.

93¢ =0+ D%y, 3ds =0+ D’d. . d&(w =0+ D;chldﬁ-ﬁ, ... . Similarly for €.
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Next, we deform the Lagrangian by adding an appropriate 3-exact term, 4€2. Motivated from
the quantization procedure for this theory, this deformation will include a gauge fixing condition
accompanied by the corresponding Lagrange multiplier ghost superfield. The usual superspace
gauge fixing conditions for gauge superfield V are D*V = 0 and D’V = 0, which correspond to
the superspace extension of the Landau-Fermi gauge in Maxwell theory. Therefore, we consider the
deformation:

3Q = p(D*V +£p) + p(D’V + $p) + ... (37)

where p and p are Nakanishi-Lautrup superfield ghosts, ¢ is the Feynman gauge parameter and the
dots represent additional terms that we have in order to make the right hand side of the equation
J-exact. Using the nilpotence of 4 we find the consistence condition

0= (3p)(D?V +£p) + (3p)(D°V + ¢£p) + pD*D’c + pD°D%e + 4(...) (38)
which determines the missing terms to be
3Q = p(D*V + $p) + p(D’V + §p) — BD*D’c — BD°D’e . (39)
The remaining 3 transformations are

38=p,3p=0,38=p, 3p=0 (40)

and B3 is a fermionic ghost superfield which forms a BRST-doublet with p. Similarly for 3 and
p. This is expected because there are two gauge parameter superfields (L, L) and therefore by
fermionizing them we get two fermionic ghost superfields (¢, €) and for each one of them we must
introduce a BRST-doublet, as discussed in the previous section. The non-minimal sector of this
theory is the two BRST-doublets (3, p) and (3, p). Also, using the above 4 transformations one
can check that the right hand side of (39) is d-exact and solve for €2

Q = B(D*V + $p) + BD*V + $p) . (41)

This deformation is further extended by the BV anti-superfields. For each (ghost) superfield we
introduce an anti-superfield with opposite statistics and appropriate superspace ghost number and
add to the action a [Anti-superfield 3 (Superfield)] term. The superspace BV Lagrangian takes the
form:

Lpy = LVD'D’D,V + p(D*V + $p) + p(D°V + $p) — BD?D’c — BD°D%e
+V*(D’c+D%)+Bp+Bp
where V*, B*, B*, p*, p*, c*, € are the anti-superfields corresponding to V, B, 3, p, p, ¢, ¢

respectively. The ghosts p, p, ¢, ¢ are 4-closed, thus their conjugate anti-superfields drop out of
the BV superspace action. In order to maintain the 4 BRST symmetry of the BV action we assign
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to all the anti-superfields trivial 4 transformations (3-closed):
IV =3B =33 " =3p  =3p" =3¢ =3¢ =0. (42)

Now we can define a full superspace antibracket ( ., .)

_(6F 6G G OF
_ 4. 129 12
(F,G)_/dxdﬁde{éq):é@+5(I);k5q)i} (43)

[ 6F 6G G 6F
_ 4 2 2
_/dxd9d9{5 5t 5V T

0F 0G 606G OF OF G O0GOF
T5a B 6B B op 0B oF 0B
0F 0G O0GOF OF 6G O0GOHOF
S0 op 0prop  opop | opop
5F§+§5_F+6F§+6G6_F}
éc* dc éc* bc¢  de* oe oc* oc

_|_

Using this bracket, the 4 invariance of the BV superspace action takes the form of a superspace
classical master equation
(5,5)=235=0. (44)
As discussed previously, by populating the first slot of the antibracket with the superspace BV
action S, we define a nilpotent superspace BRST differential operator § in the space of superfields
and anti-superfields
sF=(SF). (45)

The action of § on the superfields and anti-superfields of the vector supermultiplet is:

sV =D’c+D%, sV*=D'D’D,V+D?’p+D’p, (46a)
sp=0, sp"=03"+DV+¢p, (46b)
sp=0, sp* =B +DV+¢p, (46¢)
sB=p, s8" = —D*D’c | (46d)
sB=p, sB" = -D’D% | (46¢)
Sc=0, sc¢* = —D’V* +D’D?3 , (46f)
se=0, s¢' = —D’V* +D*D°B . (46g)

As expected the action of § on superfields is identical to their 4 transformations, while § on anti-
superfields gives the equations of motion for the corresponding superfields. By splitting these
equations of motion into two pieces, the piece coming from the anti-superfield terms of the action
and the rest we can decompose § into two nilpotent and anticommuting operators v and §: § =
~ + 8. The ~ part is the superspace BRST symmetry operator and 9§ is the superspace Koszul-Tate

resolution differential:
AV =D’c¢+D%, V' =0, 8V =0, 6V*=D'D’D,V+D*+D’p, (47a)
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Yp=0, o' = 5", dp=0, dp" =DV +¢&p, (47b)
Yo =0, v =B, dp=0, 6p'=DV+ip, (47c)
B=p, v3 =0, 83=0, 638 =-DDc, (47d)
~vB=p, VB =0, §8=0, 63" =-D’D%, (47¢)
ye=0, yc' = —-D*v* ,0c=0, dc" = DzD2B , (47f)
ye=0, ~yet = -D*V*  de=0, de-=D2DS. (47g)

Using the above it is straightforward to verify that 4% =0, 62 =0, {v,6} = 0.

The last step, is to use the § transformations in order to define a nilpotent BRST charge operator
in a Hilbert space of states. In the previous section, we demonstrated explicitly how this can be
done for the Maxwell theory. The result of that procedure can be summarized in four steps. First,
we take as an input the list of operators that appear in the nilpotent differential operator defined
by the antibracket. Second, if some of these operators carry free indices then we introduce pairs
of creation and annihilation oscillators with appropriate statistics to dress them and absorb these
free indices. Third, we calculate the algebra of all these dressed operators and apply the Fradkin
and Fradkina algorithm [44] for the construction of a corresponding Hilbert space, nilpotent BRST
charge operator. Finally, we select an appropriate vacuum state in order to define the cohomology
of the BRST charge in this Hilbert space.

In this case, according to equations (46) we must consider the following list of superspace

operators
{DVD2DV, D2, D?, D*D?, D2D2} (48)

None of these operators carry free indices, therefore we do not require the introduction of any
additional oscillators besides the ghost oscillators of the Fradkin-Fradkina process. The algebra of
these operators is as follows:

[D'D’D,, D% =0, [D'D’D,,D*] =0, [D'D’D,,D?D’] =0, [D’D°D,,D’D? =0, (49a)
D2, D] = D*D’ — D’D?, [D?,D°D’] = -0 D?, [D?,D’D? =0D?, (49D)
[D?,D?D*) =0 D, [D°,D°D? = -0 D°, (49¢)
[D2D*, D’D? =0 . (494d)

Notice that the d’Alembertian operator emerges in some of the commutators. In superspace, this is
not an independent operator because it can be expressed as a linear combination of other operators
10.

0= DD’ +D’D? - D'D’D, . (50)

This makes the above algebra non-linear. The construction of BRST operators of non-linear algebras
has been found in [49,50]. Using these results, we find that the most general BRST charge we can
write is:

Q =1 D'D’D,, +( D>+ ¢ D’ + € D2D* + & D°D? + 5 O — {(me + (Cre (51)

10We follow the conventions of Superspace
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where kK = —f&rg — E{wi — (€ — &Cme and ), (¢, C, & € are fermionic ghost oscillators with
conjugate oscillators m,, ¢, m¢, me, mg. The D2D” and D°D? terms in the above expression can be
decomposed into an anticommutator and a commutator

D?D’ = 1{D? D’} + 1[D?, D%, D’D? = L{D? D’} - L[D?, D’ (52)
and the BRST charge takes the form
Q =1 D'D°D, +{ D*+ ¢ D* + p [D%, D’ + 2(Cpme — Cpme) O — CCm, + B {D?,D°} (53

where § = 1(6+¢), p=1(£— &) and m, = m¢ — m¢ is p’s conjugate oscillator {p, m,} = 1. Because
of (50), the {D2 D?} term is not an independent generator and its effect is already captured by
the D’VDQD,y and O terms. Therefore, we can ignore this term (choose 5 = 0) and focus on the
cohomology of the following BRST charge

Q=n D“’D2D,Y +(D*+ (D’ +p [D?, D2] + 2(Cpmz — Cpme) O — (54)

acting in the reduced Hilbert space generated out of the fermionic oscillators , ¢, ¢, p and their
conjugates. In this Hilbert space, we select the vacuum |0) such that it is annihilated by the
oscillators m,, )

my]0) = ¢]0) = ¢|0) = pl0) = 0. (55)

Thus the most general state of this Hilbert space takes the form

|®) = Z T mEme | @ e.a) (56)

a,b,c,d

where a,b,¢,d =0,1, |Pupcd) = Papcal0) and @,y q is a superfield coefficient. The Hilbert space
ghost number of this state is:
gh(|®))=a—-b—c—d. (57)

The zero ghost state (physical state) is
@) = |V) +my|A) + | B) + | B) (58)

and we can also construct three gauge parameter states with ghost values -1 (|JA_1)), -2 (JA_3))
and -3 (|A_3)):

|A_1) = mp| ) + 76| L) + 7Tdi> +nmom|wr) + Nmpme|ws) 4+ nTEme|ws) (59a)
|A_y) = mpme|wy) + mome|wa) + meme|ws) 4+ nE,mEme |wy) (59b)
|A_3) = m,meme|z) (59c¢)

The transformation laws of the superfield coefficients at each ghost level are derived by the action
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of the BRST charge (54) on the previous level state. Hence we get:

dlwy) = D’|z) ,
S|wsy) = —D?|2)
0glA—2) = QIA_5) = 2] |_ ) (60)
0lws) = [D?,D7|2) ,
| Ofws) = D'D’D,|z)
(5|A) = —D?|wy) — D*|ws) + ws) |
0|L) = =D’|ws) + D2, D*|fwy) + 20wy)
5| L) = D2|ws) + [D2, D*]|ws) — 20|w,) |
SolA 1) = QA ) = |L) = D7 7:;,> [ 1|2 2) |[ws) (61)
5\w1> = D’YD D7|'1.U1> — D |'1.U4> s
8|ws) = DYD’D, w,) + D2|wy)
| 0]ws) = DYD*D,|ws) — [D2, D7 |wy)
(5|V) =D?|L) + D’|L) + D% D)) .
§|A) = D'D’D,|A) + D2|w;) 4+ D*|ws) — |ws) |
oQ|¥) =QIA) = | _, ) 2 (62)
6|B) = D'D"D,|L) + D”|w;) — [D? Djw;) — 20(w;) ,
(0|B) = D'DD,|L) — D?|ws) — [D?, D’J|ws) + 20|ws)
The equation of motion for the physical state is:
Q|¥)=0 = D'D’D,|V) — D? B) — D’|T') — [D?,D?)|4) =0 . (63)
Using the gauge freedom, the states |A) and |A) can be eliminate and we get
D'D’D,|V) = |®) + |®) (64)

where |®) is the chiral state |®)=D|B), Dy|®)=0 and |®) is the antichiral state |®)=D?|B), D,|®)=
The transformation of the states |V), |®), |®) are

§|V) =D?L)+D*L), §|®) =0, §|®) =0 (65)

and as an integrability condition to (64), the chiral and antichiral states satisfy their expected
equations of motion
D?|®) =0, D}®) =0 . (66)

This includes a consistent sector of the theory where the chiral and antichiral state vanish
(|]®) = 0 = |®)). This sector correspond to the free, massless vector supermultiplet given by the
state |V') which satisfies the equation of motion

D'D’D,|V) =0, §|V) = D*|L) + D°|L) . (67)
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as expected from the superspace action (34).

4 Superspace BRST description of Super Yang Mills
The full 4D, N =1 SYM theory, which is the non-abelian extension of the vector multiplet, is
known to be described by the superspace action

S=-1 Tr/ d*z d*0 (e7'D? ev)D2 (e7VDy e") +h.c. (68)

where V = VIT; and T are the generators of an internal symmetry group. The action is invariant
under the gauge transformation

e =eteVe ™ = gV = —%LV [A+ A+ coth(3Ly) (A —A)] (69)
=D?L +D’L — 1[V,D*L - D°L] + O(V?)
where iA = D2L , iA = —=D’L and L = L'T; and L = L'Ty.
The procedure discussed in the previous section can also be applied to this theory. The super-
space 3 BRST transformation is obtained by fermionizing the above gauge transformation
3V =D%+D’c - L[V,D% - D’ + ... (70)
where ¢ = ¢!T; and € = ¢/T;. The nilpotence of 3 on V fixes the action of 4 on the ghosts ¢ and ¢:

3°V =0 = dc= —%{c, D2c} , 3¢ = %{é, Dzé} (71)

Using these transformations, the d-exact deformation of the SYM Lagrangian is

30 = Tr{p(D2V +5p) + p(D°V + $p) (72)
-8 D*{ — ZLy[i D’ —i D%+ coth(3Ly) (i D’e+i D) }
B D*{ — L Lv[i D’e i D%+ coth(Ly) (i D'+ i D)] }}
where (p, 3) and (p, B3) are the two algebra valued BRST doublets: 383 =p, 3p =0,
3B8=p, 3p=0.

By adding the corresponding anti-superfields, the superspace BV Lagrangian for SYM takes the

form
o= of < (D DD, ) (D D)

+p (D*V +£p) +p (D'V + £p)
-3 D2{ — %LV [i D’c — i D% + coth(LLy) (i D’c +i D%)] }

16



iy ]32{ _
+v { -

Ly[i D’c—i D%+ coth(3Lv) (i D’e + i D%)] |

Ly[i D’c i D%+ coth(3Lv) (i D'e + i D%)] |
1 {e, D’} +1 e {e D%} +B*p+5*p} :

After expanding around the free theory of the previous section and taking the trace the BV La-
grangian becomes

Lpy = L VIDD’D,V; + L VIDYD? (D, VE VA) frear + 1 VID'D? (D VE VA frens
+p' (D*Vi+5p,) +p' (D'Vi +5p))
—B' D*D’¢; + 4 B D2(VK(D25A — D%A)) frar
—B' D’De; + 1 B D (VE(D% — D)) fieas
+V* De; + V! D%y — v vE (D%t — De*) fras
—L e f Dt frar + § @' e D fear + 87 pr + B by

+...

where f7;% are the structure constants of the internal Lie algebra [T}, T;] = f1,5Tk. The algebra
indices are lowered using the Cartan-Killing metric g;; = Tr(T;T). The constants frjx = f1 T aak

have the properties frjx = —frix = —f1x -
Using the superspace antibracket, we find the action of § on the superfields and anti-superfields
of SYM:

sV =D’ + D% — L VE(D%r — D*cM) fra! | (74a)

V', =DD’D,V; + 1 | DYD( DLVF V) + DY( D'DLVE V) — DPDIVE D VA feas (74D)

+5 [ D'D*( D;VX VA) + D7 (D*DyVE V) - D*DTVE D&VA} fxar +D%p; +D’py

+4 | D8N+ DB - V| (D%t — D) frax
sp' =0, §p*;=81+DVi+Ep; (74c)
spl =0, sp’; =B +DVi+&p; (74d)
s@' =p!, 58", = -DD’c; + 1 D2< VE(D2er - D2cA)> frar (74e)
s@'=p', 5B, =-D'D%; + 1 DQ( VE(D2%eM — DQCA)) Frar s (74f)
sc' =-1c" D*c® frn! | (74g)
sc'; = D'D?B; — DV, + DQ[ (D?BX + D*BX — vK) VA} Farx (74h)

~1 (c*K Dct + D2( ct CA)) fiak
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se! =1¢" D%t fra', (74i)
s¢’; = D*D’B, - D*V; - } D2[ (D?BX +D*BX — V) VA | farx (74j)
_l_% (é*K D2EA —|—D2( &K EA)> fIAK ‘
It is straight forward to decompose these transformations to their v and & components as defined
n (18) and (19). The action of the v-BRST symmetry transformation on the SYM superfields and
anti-superfields is:

AV =D’ + D% — 1 VE(D% — D’et) fra! (75a)
AV = -1 V(D2 — D) frax (75h)
Yo' =0, vp*1 =081, (75¢)
Yo' =0, vp'1=08"1, (75d)
v8' =p", 81 =0, (75¢)
v8'=p', B =0 (75f)
~c! = —; c* D°c” fxa', (75g)
ye' = -DV* - 1 D’ [V*K VA} N (c*K D*ch + D( K A)) foax . (75h)
ve' =1 e D% frn', (751)
vy = —DAVY + L DAV VA fe + 4 (€ Dt + DX (e @) fuan (75))

and the action of the Koszul-Tate complex § on the SYM anti-superfields is:

8V*; =D'D’D,V; + 1 | DYD(DLVF V) + DY( D'DLVE V) — DPDIVE DL VA feas (T6a)

+3 [ D'D*( DyVX V) +D7( D?DyVE V) DDV DWA} frar +D*p; +D’py
+3 [ D235 + DQBK] (D%e* — D*™) frax
3p" 1 =DVi+&p,, 8p'r=D"Vi+ £pf , (76b)
88", = —D*D%¢; + 1 D2< VE(D2%h — ) Fiar . (76c)
0B'1 = ~D’D%e; + } D*( VE (D% — D’eh)) ficas . (76d)
sc'; = D’'D*B; + L D[ (D*BX + DB") vA] fak | (76e)
0c' = D2D2BI - % Dz[ (D*°B" + D B") VA] fark

Unlike the free theory example of section 3, the Hilbert space description of SYM can not be
captured by a sole BRST charge Q. The nonlinear terms require the introduction of a new kind
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of product “*” in the superfield state space. This product will assign to a pair of superfield states
(|A), |B)) a new state |A) = |B). Hence, for interacting theories, the Lagrangian BRST symmetry
operator § corresponds to the doublet (@ , *) acting in an appropriately defined Hilbert space of
superfield states §|¥) = Q|¥) + |¥) x |¥). This is similar to string field theory, where there is a
x-product and the physical spectrum of the theory is described by the equation QU + ¥« ¥ = (.

5 Summary

It has been demonstrated repeatedly that knowing the BRST description of a gauge theory is a
very powerful tool. In this paper we explore the BRST description of supersymmetric gauge theories
while maintaining supersymmetry manifest. For a given superspace formulated gauge theory, we
follow the usual BRST procedure and construct a nilpotent BRST symmetry operator (3) by
fermionizing the original gauge symmetry. For every gauge parameter superfield we introduce
a Fadeev-Popov ghost superfield and two additional ghost superfields which play the role of a
BRST doublet. The superspace action is deformed by an appropriate 4-exact term which generates
gauge fixing conditions and remove negative norm states from the physical spectrum of the theory.
This deformation is further extended by the addition of anti-superfield terms according to the BV
procedure. Using a superspace anti-bracket we define the nilpotent BRST-BV differential operator
(§) in superspace and identify its decomposition to the superspace BRST symmetry transformation
(%) and the superspace Koszul-Tate complex (§). We apply this procedure to 4D, N = 1 super
Maxwell theory and its non-abelian extension super Yang-Mills. For both theories, we derive explicit
expressions for all these nilpotent operators in terms of the superspace covariant derivatives.

Moreover, for the linearized theory we explore its BRST-BFV description in terms of a nilpotent
BRST charge operator (Q) acting on the Hilbert space of superfield states. Superspace BRST
charges have been constructed previously for maximally supersymmetric theories by introducing
pure spinors. The nilpotence of these BRST charges is automatic due to the pure spinor constraint.
In this paper, we follow another approach and construct a Hilbert space BRST charge based on the
algebra of the appropriate set of superspace differential operators. Specifically we consider the set
of linearly independent differential operators that appear in §. Due to the algebraic properties of
the supersymmetric covariant derivative, the algebra of these operators is nonlinear. Nevertheless,
the Fradkin-Fradkina algorithm can be appropriately modified and applied in order to construct
a manifestly supersymmetric nilpotent BRST charge without requiring pure spinor variables. By
choosing an appropriate vacuum state, we show that its physical state cohomology generates the
correct superspace equations. For the interacting theory, the physical spectrum of the theory can
not be reproduced solely in terms of a BRST charge but additional structure must be introduced
in order to capture the nonlinear terms that correspond to the gluing of superfield states in Hilbert
space.

There are several interesting future directions that we want to investigate. First of all, this
methodology must be applied to gauge theories with tensorial prepotential superfields such as
supergravity and higher spin supermultiplets in order to explore the structure of the nilpotent
operators for these theories. It is very interesting that for non-supersymmetric Maxwell theory, the
physical state cohomology (33), (32) is also valid for higher spin gauge theories by simply allowing
the expansion of the states in terms of bosonic oscillators that carry spacetime indices. This happens
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because the gauge invariance of higher spin theories (Bianchi identities) rely on exactly the same
algebra as Maxwell theory. However, for supersymmetric higher spin theories this is not true hence,
we must apply the same procedure to theories described by higher rank gauge superfields. Secondly,
we must explore the properties of the additional product rule (*) structure between superfield states
required by the BRST-BFV description of interacting gauge theories. String interactions in string
field theory offers an example of such structure.
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