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Abstract

We propose a presymplectic BV-AKSZ sigma model encoding the ghost-
free massive bigravity theory action as well as its Batalin-Vilkovisky exten-
sion in terms of the finite-dimensional graded geometry of the target space.
A characteristic feature of the construction is that the target space is realised
as a quasi-regular submanifold of a linear graded manifold which, in turn,
is a direct product of two copies of the shifted Poincaré or (anti-)de Sitter
Lie algebra. This graded manifold comes equipped with a natural presym-
plectcic structure and the compatible pre-() structure which is a sum of the
Chevalley-Eilenberg differentials of each copy of the Lie algebra and the in-
teraction term. The constraints determining the submanifold are the super-
geometrical realisation of the known Deser-van Nieuwenhuizen condition
and its descendant.
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1 Introduction

Ghost-free massive bigravity [1, 2] gives an example of the interacting theory
of the massless graviton and its massive cousin. It was proposed as a natural
generalisation of de Rham-Gabadadze-Tolley massive gravity (dRGT) [3, 4], to
which it reduces upon setting one of the metrics to a fixed background value. This
dRGT gravity theory gives the ghost-free interacting theory of massive graviton,
resolving the earlier difficulties encountered in [5-7].

Although the frame-like formulation [8] of the ghost-free massive bigravity (in
what follows, this is just referred to as bigravity) is much less involved than the
original metric-like one, the underlying geometrical structures still deserve thor-
ough investigation. In particular, the origin of the algebraic constraints, including
the Deser-van Nieuwenhuizen gauge condition [9-11] remains somewhat unclear.
In this work we investigate the underlying geometrical structures from the point of



view of differential-graded geometry and more specifically the Batalin-Vilkovisky
(BV) [12,13] formalism.

The aforementioned BV formalism provides a general and very powerful frame-
work to study interacting gauge theories, encoding the Lagrangian density and its
gauge invariance inside the unique BV master action which satisfies the BV mas-
ter equation. This gives rise to a number of natural homological complexes whose
cohomology corresponds to crucial physical quantities such as observables, inter-
actions, anomalies, global symmetries, etc., see e.g. [14] and references therein.
Moreover, the BV approach is particularly useful for studying consistent interac-
tions between gauge fields [15].

Among possible BV formulations of local gauge theories, the minimal ver-
sions of so-called presymplectic BV-AKSZ sigma models are very concise and
geometrical. In the case of topological theories this formulation reduces to the
celebrated AKSZ sigma models [[16] (see also [17-26] for further developments)
whose target spaces are symplectic ()-manifolds. In the presymplectic BV-AKSZ
approach [27-30] (see also [31, 32]) all the data of a local gauge theory is en-
coded in the finite-dimensional geometry of the target space equipped with a pos-
sibly degenerate presymplectic structure and a compatible pre-() structure. Note
that the target space is not necessarily finite-dimensional. For instance, it has
to be infinite-dimensional in the presymplectic AKSZ formulation of interacting
higher-spin theories [33], where the number of fields is infinite and interactions
are higher-derivative.

In this work we identify a finite-dimensional graded geometry whose associ-
ated presymplectic BV-AKSZ formulation describes bigravity in three and four
space-time dimensions. Although a presymplectic BV-AKSZ formulation of a
given system can be constructed systematically starting from the jet bundle BV
formulation and hence not usually of great interest, the specific version we pro-
pose here is not directly derivable from the usual formulation of bigravity, and
moreover it possesses certain remarkable properties. In particular, it explicitly
maintains the symmetry between the two sectors of bigravity. Namely, the under-
lying geometry is defined in terms of the ambient space which is a direct product
of two copies of the shifted (anti-)de Sitter/Poincaré algebras and whose total
BRST differential is deformed by the interaction term. In addition, the algebraic
analogue of the Deser-van Nieuwenhuizen condition and its descendant is im-
posed, ensuring the right spectrum and gauge invariance of the theory. The asso-
ciated presymplectic BV-AKSZ sigma model is then shown to describe correctly
the BV formulation of bigravity.

The construction of this work gives a new insight into the geometrical struc-
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tures underlying bigravity and, potentially, more general theories. The deformed
and factorised structure of the graded manifold underlying this formulation sug-
gests that other interesting theories could exhibit the same hidden structure. More
concretely, this implies that new interacting models could be constructed imme-
diately in the presymplectic BV-ASKZ form by deforming a direct product of the
graded manifolds underlying two given gauge theories. For instance, it may be
possible to study massive deformations of supergravities in this way.

A characteristic feature of our construction is that the BV-AKSZ target space
is effectively not a regular manifold but a singular surface in the linear purely-
fermionic supermanifold. This is the price to pay for such a concise and symmet-
ric formulation. The usual difficulties that arise with singular surfaces are avoided
here since the target space is actually quasi-regular in the sense that its prolonga-
tion to the manifold of component superfields turns out to be regular. The same
applies to the induced presymplectic structure that determines the conventional
BV field-antifield space of the system. Note that this is not the first example of
a singular target space in the AKSZ context: the recently proposed presymplec-
tic BV-AKSZ formulation of the Plebanski gravity theory also employs a quasi-
regular target space [30].

The paper is organised as follows: Section 2] contains the necessary back-
ground material on massive bigravity as well as AKSZ sigma models and their
presymplectic generalisations. The main Section is (3| where we introduce the
presymplectic BV-AKSZ target space of bigravity in four dimensions, and we
prove that the constraints determining the surface are quasi-regular. The anal-
ogous construction in three dimensions is also presented there. Some technical
details are relegated to the Appendix.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Bigravity in the frame-like approach

The metric-like formulation of the ghost-free massive bigravity (bigravity, in what
follows) is based on the following action [8]:

Slg. f] = / P (k1 /TR (9)9" + Fan TR (D)™ +mi/GU (), 2.1)

where g, and f,, are metric tensors, and symmetrical matrix 7 is determined by

v

¥ = (y/ ﬁ—lf)z, where g~ and fare matrices with components ¢*” and f,,,, and
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U(Y) = Bot+ BiTr(3)+52(Tr(3)2 = Tr(32) + L35 (Tr(3) = 3Tr(3)Tr (3)) +
Ba(Tr(H)* — 6Tr(7*)Tr()* + 3Tr(7*)? + 8Tr(y)Tr(7?) — 6Tr(7*)) for some
constants o, . . ., [4.

The structure of the Lagrangian becomes more clear when the theory is recast
in the frame-like formulation, where the fundamental fields are the vierbeins eZ
and f. The respective action has the form [8]

Sle, f] = /eabcd(/ﬁR“b(e)eced + ke R®(f) fef% + m2A%bedy | (2.2)

where f, = nafif). R*(e) = dw™(e) + wi(e)w*(e), R*(f) = d&*(f) +
W% ()@ (f) and the pair of Lorentz connections w and & are expressed in terms
of the respective vierbeins via the standard torsion-free conditions. Here and in
what follows the wedge product of differential forms is assumed. The potential is

given explicitly by:
At = Cyeelee? + Cof foee’ + Cuf fPff* . (2.3)

Note that one can consider more general A%“? which contains additional terms
proportional to feee and ef f f. Nevertheless, (2.3) allows “’physical” solution
Cy= i, Cy = —% and Cy = i, where “’physical” means that (i) Minkowski space
is a solution of EoMs of and (ii) m? is a square of mass for linearised theory.
The above frame-like formulation is equivalent to the metric-like one provided the
algebraic condition f;je,,a = fleua, 1.6. e*f, = 0, is imposed on the vierbeins.
This condition is known as Deser-Van Nieuwenhuizen gauge, see e.g. [10, [11].
The first and the second terms of (2.2) are invariant under diffeomorphisms with
parameters £ and " respectively and local Lorentz transformations with param-
eters €? and % respectively. Nevertheless, the presence of the potential
decreases the symmetry of the action.

The genuine first-order formulation of bigravity is obtained by introducing
auxiliary fields which in this case are coefficients of Lorentz connections in both
sectors. The respective action reads as

Sle,w, f,&] = / €apea(F1 R (w)ee® + ko R™®(@) fof4 +m? A% | (2.4)

and clearly reproduces upon the elimination of w, @.
Let us briefly discuss the gauge invariance of the action (2.4). The gauge trans-



formations involving diffeomorphisms and local Lorentz transformations read as:
de = d(efe") + w“keﬁa‘“ + i (de® 4+ wie?) — e%e’

&Uab — d&‘ab + wacgcb + wbcgac
of* =d(fie") + @“kfﬁa“ i (df* + ofe?) — e f°

5&}(11) — d&‘ab 4 &“)acgcb + &}bcgac ’

(2.5)

where ¢ = ejjc# and g% parameterize diffeomorphisms and local Lorentz trans-
formations. On top of this, the theory has some additional algebraic gauge in-
variance which can be understood as a remnant of the off-diagonal local Lorentz
transformations that survives the introduction of the interaction between the sec-
tors. This is taken care of by an additional algebraic condition, namely, the Deser-
Van Nieuwenhuizen condition e® f, = 0, or in the component form: f&eu}a =0.

Because w and w are auxiliary fields whose Euler-Lagrange equations express
them in terms of the vierbeins, it is natural to immediately impose the extra con-
dition constraining w — w. Namely,

(W™ —@™)eufy =0 (2.6)

This is a consequence of e, f¢ = 0 and the zero-torsion conditions de® +w%e’ = 0
and df*+w%, f* = 0 which are Euler-Lagrange equations for w and & respectively.

2.2 AKSZ construction

Let us briefly recall the AKSZ construction. The underlying geometrical object is
a pair of ()-manifolds: target space (M, Q) and source-space (X', dx). Recall that
(Q-manifold is a Z-graded supermanifold equipped with homological vector filed
@, i.e. a nilpotent vector field of degree 1, gh(Q)) = 1. The standard example of a
(@-manifold is T'[1].X, where X is a real manifold. Its algebra of functions is the
exterior algebra on X and the (-structure corresponds to the de Rham differential.
We restrict ourselves to the case where X' = T'[1] X for a real space-time manifold
of dimension n and its ()-structire is the de Rham differential d x. We also assume
that there are no physical fermions and hence the Grassmann parity | - | is induced
by Z-degree, i.e | - | = gh(-) mod 2.

Target space (M, Q) is also equipped with the ()-invariant symplectic struc-
ture € of degree n — 1 = dim X — 1. It follows, there exists a Hamiltonian
determined by:

1 +dL=0. (2.7)
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We also pick a symplectic potential y such that {2 = dyx. Note that x exists
globally for n > 1. This data is enough to define a gauge field theory whose
action is defined as

Slo] = / 00+ ), 2.8)

where 0 isamap o : T[1]X — M (field configuration) and o* its associated pull-
back map which sends differential forms on M to forms on T'[1]X. The equations
of motion determined by the action (2.8) read as dx o 0* = 0* 0 (), i.e. imply that
o is a ()-map. Moreover, this geometrical data also define the gauge symmetries
of the above action.

It turns out that not only gauge transformations but also the complete BV for-
mulation of the system can be defined in terms of (M, @) and (T'[1]X, dx). More
precisely, the fields and antifields arise as component superfields parameterizing
the supermap o

0 1 12
H () = A U o 5\1#‘,“,9#9” +.... (2.9)

This field-antifield space is equipped with the symplectic structure which can be
defined by giving its value on a pair of tangent vectors at a given point of the
space of supermaps. More precisely, the point is preciesley the supermap o while
a tangent vector at ¢ is an infinitesimal variation éo. For tangent vectors d;0 and
020 at o one sets

05 (5,57, 0557) = / A"z d"0)(z, 0, 5,5% (1, 0), 65" (x,0)) | (2.10)

where z#, 0" are adapted coordinates on 7'[1].X. Finally, the BV master action
extending (2.8)) is given by:

Sev57] = / 00 +7(e), @.11)

It satisfies the classical BV master equation w.r.t. the above symplectic structure.

Despite being very elegant and concise the AKSZ construction is limited to
topological systems unless M is allowed to be infinite-dimensional or the source
space is more general than 7'[1](spacetime).



2.3 Presymplectic BV-AKSZ and the space of superfields

An interesting generalization of the AKSZ construction proposed in [29] (see
also [27, 128,31, 132] for particular cases and [30] for the up-to-date exposition) is
based on replacing the symplectic structure of the AKSZ construction with gener-
ically non-regular presymplectic structure and replacing the nilpotency condition
on () by a weaker “presymplectic” master equation

igigQ =0, (2.12)

which ensures that () is nilpotent on the symplectic quotient of M. Note that one
still requires () to preserve the presymplectic structure, Lo = 0, so that there
exists £ such that o2 + dL = 0. Finally, the presymplectic structure on M
is required to be quasi-regular in the sense that its prolongation to the space of
superfields is regular.

To make the regularity condition precise and to give the presymplectic BV-
AKSZ system unambiguous physical interpretation it is convenient to introduce
the graded manifold M of AKSZ superfields. Namely, let us restrict to a lo-
cal (in spacetime) analysis and pick a generic point z € X. We then take M =
SMaps(7,[1]X, M), i.e. a space of supermaps from 7, [1] X to M, where T,,[1] X =
(T X)[1] is the tangent space at x € X with the degree shifted by 1. Note that
locally

SMaps(T[1]X, M) = SMaps(X, M), (2.13)

see e.g. [28, 30, [34] for more details. In other words the component superfields
of the presymplectic AKSZ model are fields on X taking values in M. It is im-
portant to stress that we usually restricts ourselves to supermaps satisfying certain
nondegeneracy condition. In applications to gravity-like models we restrict to
supermaps such that the frame fields are nondegenerate.

Now the presymplectic structure €2 of degree n — 1 determines a presymplectic
structure on M. In the coordinate terms it can be written as:

Q= / d"9Q 4 pd U (0)dTE(6) . (2.14)

The 2-form € is called quasi-regular if € is regular on M (recall that M is
formed by supermaps satisfying nondegeneracy condition, otherwise nonregular
presymplectic structure on M determines a nonregular one on the space of all su-
permaps). Given a regular €2, one can define a symplectic quotient of M, at least
locally. Moreover, the restriction of the AKSZ-like master action to component
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fields taking values in the symplectic quotient defines a BV system, giving the
unambiguous physical interpretation to the presymplectic BV-AKSZ system, see
[28-30Q] for details.

The above version of the presymplectic BV-AKSZ formalism is limited to
diffeomorphism-invariant theories whose underlying bundles are globally trivial.
A general version [29, 30] is formulated in terms of a fiber-bundle over 77[1].X
where both ) and €2, are defined on its total space F replacing M x T[1]X.

3 Presymplectic BV-AKSZ formulation of bigravity

In this section we construct the presymplectic BV-AKSZ formulation of bigrav-
ity. In contrast to the known examples of presympletic AKSZ systems, now the
target space is going to be a singular surface in the ambient linear supermanifold.
However, this doesn’t lead to problems because the prolongation of this surface to
the space of supermaps turns out to be regular. We refer to such singular surfaces
as to quasi-regular.

3.1 Basic structures

The ambient target space is the linear graded manifold M with coordinates £,
o, e, 5% all of them are of ghost degree 1 and p® = —pb® and po = —pbe.
In more 1nvariant terms, M is a direct product of two copies of g[1], where g
is a Poincaré or (anti) de Sitter ((A)dS) algebra, depending on the value of the
parameters. Coordinates £% and &% are associated to generators of translations
(tranvections) and p® and p® are associated to generators of Lorentz transforma-
tions. However, the ()-structure on M is not just a product ()-structure. Instead, it
is the product @-structure modified by an additional mixing term. In coordinates,
() reads as follows:

an_pakgkv
2C:
Qi = i + X g /jz”&gb,
08 = 78 o
Q= it + 2 g 2O g,



The (-invariant presymplectic structure is just a sum of the respective presym-
plectic structures on the factors (strictly speaking, their pullbacks):

Q = €apea(r1dp™dece? + kpdp™dece?) = Q) + Q) - (3.2)

Note that for C'; = 0 the above (Q-manifold is a direct product of two copies of
g[1] seen as a presymplectic ()-manifolds with () structure being the Chevalley-
Eilenberg differential of g (seen as a vector field on g[1]) and the compatible
presymplectic structure on g[1] proposed in [27]. The presymplectic AKSZ sigma-
model with such target space g[1] describes Einstein gravity [27, 28] and hence
the presymplectic AKSZ model with target-space M define a direct product of
two copies of Einstein gravity if C5 = 0.

In the interesting case of C'y # 0, () is not nilpotent. Nevertheless, the presym-
plectic structure is (-invariant so that the Hamiltonian satisfying ig{) + dL = 0
exists and is given explicitly by:

1 1 -~a ~C~
L= —€abcd(§ﬁlpawkb§c§d + k2P pprEee!

+ Com?€°€b¢e? + Com?€ebece? + Cym?€°e'¢°€) . (3.3)

Moreover, the presymplectic version igigf? = 0 of the master-equation is satisfied
provided we impose the following constraints:

€% =0,  (pab— pap)E® =0. (3.4)

This is shown in Appendix [Al

The above conditions are ()-invariant in the sense that () preserves the ideal
generated by the above constraints. Of course, these constraints are singular and
the presymplectic master equation is to be understood algebraically as the condi-
tion that i4iS2 belongs to the ideal generated by the left hand sides of (3.4). As
we are going to see in the next section the prolongation of these constraints to the
space of supermaps define a regular surface and hence a regular field theory.

Finally, the AKSZ action (2.8) determined by the above (), ) is precisely the
frame like action ([2.4). To make sure that the above data determines a proper BV
formulation of the bigravity there remains to check that (i) the prolongation of the
constraints (3.4)) to the space of superfields determine a regular surface, (ii) the
presymplectic structure induced on the surface is regular, (iii) the resulting BV
action is proper, i.e. all the gauge invariances are properly taken into account.
The last requirement is easily elucidated from the structure of the terms linear in
ghosts of the BV-AKSZ action while the first two are checked in the next Section.
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3.2 Regularity

In this section we demonstrate that the prolongation of the constraints to
M determines a regular submanifold N C M and the presymplectic structure
induced on the submanifold is regular, provided the allowed configurations for
the frame fields e, and f are such that th = (e71)r f}j is sufficiently close to J;'.

First of all let us see what happens when we set to zero all the coordinates on
M of nonvanishing degree, i.e. restrict to submanifold M, C M. Recall that M,
is the space of maps (in contrast to supermaps) from 7, [1]X to M. Introducing
coordinates on M according to

o€ = e, o (o) = W, s
O'*(fa) — fgeu, U*(ﬁab) — ~Zbeu .
the first condition in (3.4) become €, f,, — e, fo, = 0, reproducing the Deser-
Van Nieuwenhuizen condition. The second condition from (3.4) becomes (W, —
Wap)€®f® = 0 which is the additional condition introduced in Section 2.1} so that
the field content coincides.

Now we turn to fields of not necessarily vanishing degree. The component
fields parameterizing supermap o : T[1]X — M are introduced as follows:

TE(ca a a 1 a v 1 a v
G(E") = &+ epf + GO0+ €000+

. o L L . (3.6)
G (p™) = p" Wi+ S0+ 000
and . X
() = & + [0 + 5 €L,0M0" + ggfjﬂeﬂeyeA T
: ' (3.7)
o (% 5o ~a 1 ~a v 1 ~a v
5N (F) = B O SO+ a0 0

where we slightly abuse notations by using the same notations £2, p®, 'éa, 7% to
denote the respective superfield components. From the geometrical point of view
0 is a supemap in contrast to the map o.

The prolongations of the constraints are simply their pullbacks by o*. By
analyzing the prolongations of the constraints (3.4) to M order by order in 6 one
finds that they can be solved with respect to some of the coordinates provided the
supermaps satisfy the conditions discussed above. More precisely:
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Proposition 3.1. Let us restrict to configurations such that €}, and f,; are invertible
and t? = (e 1)# f;’ is sufficiently close to o;. Then the prolongation of the con-
straints (3.4) determine a regular surface N C M and hence the constraints (3.4)
are quasi-regular.

Details of the proof are given in Appendix [Bl In particular, it follows from the
analysis that the only remaining independent degree 1-coordinates on A are £°
and p?. In other words the off-diagonal diffeomorphisms and local Lorentz trans-
formations do not survive so that the gauge invariance is exhausted by the genuine
diffeomorphisms and diagonal local Lorentz transformations. These are obvious
symmetries of the action (2.4). Note, however, that the BV formulation of the
system arising from the above presymplectic formulation encodes these gauge
transformation in terms of the nonstandard generating set of gauge generators.

Let us now turn to the presymplectic structure on M. Because it orig-
inates from the symplectic structures on the e and f factors the presymplectic
structure it determines on M is regular. Indeed, for each of the factor the respec-
tive statement was proved in [28]. Now we use the analogous idea to demonstrate
that Q) remains regular when restricted to N C M.

Denoting by 2 the restriction let us consider Q5 at generic point of the
body Ny C N, i.e. where all the nonvanishing degree coordinates are set to
zero. By picking a suitable coordinate system one can bring 1 at this point
to the canonical form, which does not depend on the point and hence rank is
constant along A,. Moreover, the rank can only increase off N, because the
coordinate patch of N is a formal neighbourhood of its body. The analogous
argument applies to the kernel distribution of 2, restricted to N. Its rank can’t
decrease off \j either but it is by construction a kernel distribution of | . This
considerations are straightforward generalisations of those from [28]. In this way
we have arrived at the following:

Proposition 3.2. Presymplectic structure Q) is regular.

The above statements ensure that the proposed presymplectic BV-AKSZ for-
mulation indeed determines a local BV formulation of bigravity. Indeed, if the
target space was a regular surface the statement proved in [29, 30] (or a minor
generalization of the one from [28]) ensures that the standard BV formulation
emerges provided the presymplectic structure induced on the space of superfields
(supermaps 7,.[1]X — M) is regular. Replacing the space of superfields with its
regular submanifolds does not affect the proof.
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3.3 dRGT gravity through fixing background

Bigravity is a generalization of dRGT gravity theory in the sense that the for-
mer reduces to the latter if one sets fields of one of the sectors, say &, p, to their
background values. More precisely, let €, wgb be a coefficients of a torsion-free
Poincaré connection describing gravitational background. Setting e = e,w = @
one finds that that the first term in the action (2.4) together with the first term in
(2.3)) are fixed functions so that they can be disregarded. The resulting action takes
the form:

S[fa &}‘67 (I)] = /‘Eabcd(Rab(a})fcfd + m2Aade) ) (38)
where we set ko = 1 and
Aabcd — C4fafbf0fd + Cgfafbécéd ’ (39)

giving the action of dRGT gravity.

Note that setting e, w to their background values breaks the diffeomorphism
invariance down to the symmetries of the background (e.g. global Poincaré sym-
metry if e, w describe flat Minkowski space) while the local Lorentz invariance
can be completely fixed by passing to the metric-like description. In other words
the resulting theory is not a nontrivial gauge theory so that the BV extension of
the action (3.8)) is trivial and we do not dwell into it.

3.4 Bigravity in 3 dimensions

Now we show that essentially the same construction works for bigravity in 3 di-
mension. In this case the well-known frame like action reads as [[35] (see also
[36,137]):

Sle®,w = /(/ﬁR“(w“)ea + ko RY (@) fut+
€ape(Coe®e®e + Oy free + CoffPet + Csf2fP£%)  (3.10)

where R, = €., R and w, = €W, 0y = €aqped®.

Just like in 4 dimensions, as a graded manifold M we take a direct product
of two copies of g[1] where now g is the Poincaré or (anti) de Sitter algebra in
3 dimensions. The total symplectic structure is again a sum of the symplectic
structures of the factors, i.e.

1 1 ~
Q = €ane(rdp™dE” + S rap™de’) (3.11)
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So far the construction is identical to the case of 4d except that the symplectic
structure is now a true nondegenerate symplectic structure. This, of course, can
easily be traced back to the Chern-Simons type formulation of gravity which is
topological in 3d.

The total pre-() structure again has the form of a sum of the Chevalley-Eilenberg
differentials of the factors deformed my the interaction term:

Qe = pruct
Q= ruptt + S gogr 4 P O ey o),
(3.12)
0B =
Q5" = ™ + 0””55 +3C‘°’m££ +sz (@ 1 &),

Note that for C; = Cy = 0 the above data defines the usual AKSZ sigma model
with the target space M, which describes a product of two copies of 3d gravity
with cosmological constants proportional to Cy and C’.

However, for C'; and C; nonvanishing the axioms of (presymplectic) BV-
AKSZ formulation are not satisfied. Nevertheless, constraints (3.4)) are again
compatible with the constraints and ensure that () and (2 are compatible and the
presymplectic master equation igig{) = 0 is satisfied modulo the terms propor-
tional to the constraints. More precisely,

iqigQ = 2mPeu, D% (CoE'e — Cr€°¢beh) Yh=p%— 0% (3.13)
can be rewritten as
m2€abc(C2gagb€lck2l£k _ Clgagbelckzlgk> _
2(m2CHe e + m2ChEETLEy), (3.14)
where Y, = €, 22" It is easy to see that this expression is proportional to 5“5;
which, in turn, is a first constraint of (3.4). In fact a similar approach can be

employed to give an alternative proof of the analogous statement in 4d.
Finally, the Hamiltonian determined by igw + d£ = 0 reads explicitly as

1 1 -~a ~C
L= —eae(rp"sp'" + Srap"kpE+
m*(Cog"E¢ + CHE"EE + CrE* Qe+ Coe*€'Y)), (3.19)
giving a representation of the frame like action (3.10) in the presymplectic BV-
AKSZ form.
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4 Conclusions

The intricacy of ghost-free massive bigravity is characteristic of massive fields and
their interactions. These difficulties can be traced to the lower-degree differential
consequences of the Euler-Lagrange equations of massive fields, which are crucial
in maintaining the number of degrees of freedom, see e.g. 8, 38-54].

The formulation of bigravity proposed in this work shows that constructing in-
teractions for massive fields can be approached from the graded geometry perspec-
tive by employing quasi-regular surfaces in suitable graded spaces. In contrast to
the standard approach where the free system is being deformed, our procedure can
be interpreted as the introduction of interactions between two non-linear systems.
This is accompanied by additional constraints which ensure the consistency of the
resulting system by restricting both the fields and the gauge parameters. More
specifically, one imposes constraints in the target space so that their prolongations
restrict the gauge fields and parameters (ghosts). Note that the constraints also
restrict higher components of the superfields, giving the correct spectrum of BV
antifields.

Potential further developments are related to studying new consistent inter-
actions between massive fields and, more generally, developing a general frame-
work to analyse interactions involving massive fields within the presymplectic
BV-AKSZ approach.
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A Presymplectic master equation

In terms of X% = p® — ;5% the right hand side of the presymplectic master-
equation (2.12) is proportional to:

Eabcdzakgkgbgcgd . (A 1)
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It is convenient to employ the formalism of 2-component spinors [53,156]. In this
description £1°¢4 entering the above expression can be written as the decomposi-
tion into the selfdual and the anti-selfdual components:

g[cgd] — (O'DyCD 4 CDFGOD GC’D’SCKIEDK’ + ECDgKC'gKD" (A.2)

where the indexes are raised and lowered by the antisymmetric tensor €4, €15 =

1, e'Pecp = 64 as Vy = VPepy, VP = €8V and the contraction of the re-

peated indexes is assumed. Note that WP and P’ defined above are symmet-

ric, i.e. WP = ¢DC andg/C'D' = UP'Y thanks to £%¢, = 0.

In a similar way, 1%,£#¢% entering can be written as:
E[akgkgb} — ABPAB | ABRA'B _ EA’B’(ZAKgKL’SBL/ + iL’KIgAK’gBL/)

+ P (BT 1 BV ), (A3)

where ©4'%" and 48 denote the selfdual and the anti-selfdual components of

»%. Note that the expressions in the parenthesis are symmetric in AB and A'B’

respectively thanks to X,,£%" = 0.

The contribution of the anti-selfdual componenets to is then proportional
to

Py = (DARERV P |, 4 SV (€K €8 e anpép™ =
= DAV EB e epnp + B €A EB e n€s™ . (A4)

The first term can be rewritten as

Sk e Epn = Sap€R Y €pp €M €4, =
= Sar (Y ECL)EM B y)epe . (AL5)

Because X 4 1s symmetric while epo is antisymmetric the expression vanishes.
The same happens in the second term.

The analysis of the contribution OAB'Y 4 5 of the selfdual sectors is com-
pletely analogous and shows that it also vanishes. This shows that the master
equation holds provided the constraints are imposed.

B Regularity of N/

Now we show that the surface N’ C M determined by the the prolongation of
conditions is regular under the conditions of the proposition. We employ
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the coordinate system on M determined by (3.6) and (3.7). As the equations are
algebraic it is enough to show the regularity at any submanifold singled out by
the condition that ef, is set to a particular value. By a linear transformation of the
coordinates one can assume that ef, = 07, this corresponds to defining component
fields using 0 = e},6" so that component fields are introduced as:

~ 1
0" (6a) = &a + 04 + Efbc\aebec + ...,

T 1~
o (ga) = Sa + fb\aeb + Egbda@be 4+ ...
' (B.1)

. .1 .
o (/)ab) = Pab + wc‘abe —+ ﬁpcdwﬂ 9d + ...,

S
o (pab) = Pab + wc\abe + Epcdmbe ed + ...,

where for future convenience we lowered the indexes using the Minkowski metric.

We seek for a solution for dependent components of 5*(&,) and 7* (p,) in
the form of expansion in £* variables (to avoid confusion we mean the expansion
in the #°-independent component superfield of 5*(£)). Then at each order in
§* the prolongation of conditions can be uniquely solved for the totally-
antisymmetric components of &, o and py, 4. 0 <1< 4. It is convenient to
denote by (m, k) the component of (3.4) of degree m in £” and degree k in 6°.
The notations for the homogeneous in £* components of a,l___bl‘a and ﬁbl___bl‘ab are
introduced as follows:

- _v4 kg ~ _v4 k>
b bila = 2p—o by bula s Dby ..bilab = 2ip—q Pbi..bylab » (B.2)

where ké},l,,,b”a and kﬁbl.,.bl‘ab denote the respective components of order & in £°.
We also keep using separate notation fq, for §,p.

Let us start with 5*(£°€,) = 0 which is the prolongation of the first condition
in (3.4). Its (e, 1) component read as

£ fpa— & = 0. (B.3)

This is further decomposed into (I, 1) components
0,1): %, =0,  (1,1): e -lg=0 (B.4)

which imply: 96% = 0,16, = =1 f,,€%, 1 <1 < 4.
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Analogously, (e, 2)-equations read as
(0,2) : &t (°Ga) + fimim) = 0,
(lv 2) : §3m (lga) + lf[mln} + & (l_lgmn|a> =0

and give ® fipn = 0, ' finm) = —§Zm(lga) - 5“(1—1§mn|a). The considerations of
(e,3)-equation are completely analogous and show that they can be solved for

(B.5)

kg[mmp], 0<k<4. The same is true for (e,4)-equations which are solved for

k
3 mnpl|q]+
| In |t}]lis way we have solved all the component equations except for (e, 0) ones.
It turns out that these are satisfied identically thanks to the (e,7), 1 <1< 4 equa-
tions. Indeed, (0,0) equation is satisfied trivially. Then, (/,0) equation can be
written as ' ~1£,£% = 0. (1, 0) equation is satisfied because of °¢, = 0. The (2,0)
equation,

“fap®€" =0, (B.6)
is satisfied thanks to ° f,;, = °fy,. Analysis of (3,0) and (4, 0) equations is anal-
ogous but more involved and shows that they are also satisfied identically.

Let us turn to the second equation. First of all, for any antisymmetric tensor

Yty let us introduce a map @ by the rule:
1
¢)\(Z;1ak) = E(Zlcag...ak )\21 + Z:ua...ak)\gg _I_ A + 2;1...ak,10)‘2k) . (B‘7)

This is a linear map of the space of antisymmetric tensors to itself. For \} = ¢}
it is the identity map and hence ®, is invertible (the inverse map will be denoted
as @, 1). It must remain invertible for A\ sufficiently close to §” because the rank
of the matrix can’t be decreased by a small deformation. The condition that \} is
close to ¢ is satisfied by © |, because in the basis where ef = ¢ this is precisely
the assumption of the Proposition 3.1l

Just like in the analysis of the first condition of (3.4) we decompose the pro-
longation of the second one into homogeneous components on homogeneity in £*
and 0 and denote by (m, k) the respective homogeneous components. Moreover,
it is convenient to introduce new variable Y., c,jab = Pe;...cplab = Per...cp|ab- NOLE,
that the decomposition of p,, .. .,|a» With respect to {* induces the decomposition
for X |, and we denote by chl___ck‘ab the k-th degree component.

It is convenient to start the analysis with (0, k) equations, 2 < k <4, which
have the following structure:

(L ) +...=0, D=0 (B.8)
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These give:
Ozab = 07 Oz[m\ab] = 07
Oz[mn\ab] = _(I)_l(oz[mh“a(o Zl])) - q)_l(oz[m\ab(ofs)glbr])a

where antisymmetrisation in the last line is applied to mnlr indexes. It follows
(0, k) equations, 2 < k <4, can be solved for the totally-antisymmetric compo-
nents of °X., ., o = 0.

Furthermore, (I, k) equations with [ > 1, k > 2 have a similar structure:

(B.9)

('S jayy) +...=0, (B.10)

and are solved with respect for lZ[cl...ck,2\ab] respectively. In particular, here we
present explicitly the expressions for the lowest degree components:

1 1 __ a
1Emn = §Ozb|mn€b + §(I> 1(Oza|mn(0fb )gb) )
1

5(02[mn|l]a£a + O (O8na (1E)) — @‘1(02[m|ab(ogﬁz])5b) (B.11)

—@_l(oz[mmb(lga)ﬁ%) - q)_l(lza[zog%n]) + q)_l(lzab(ofﬁn)&z])) :

Finally, we are left with (/,0) and (/,1) equations. They are again satisfied
identically provided the (I, k) equations with [ > 1,k > 2 are satisfied. Indeed,
(0, 0) equation is trivially satisfied. Equation (1, 0) reads explicitly as ©,,(°£4)£b =
0 and is also satisfied identically thanks to °Y,, = 0 = 9€%. The (2,0) equation,

1
Yimlnt] =

150 (°€9€) + 0%, (1€1)e = 0, (B.12)

is satisfied by the same reason. The (3, 0) equation has only one term that is not
proportional to %3, or 0¢a, which is 13,,1£9¢0. But substituting 'Y, from (B.11)
and '¢* we obtain Do ) ("X (45 €“EPES, which vanishes because X = 0. The
analysis of the remaining component equations is analogous but more involved.
Again, these equations are also satisfied identically provided the earlier considered
component equations are satisfied. These complete the proof that A/ is regular.
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