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Abstract

We construct N = 1 supersymmetric versions of four-dimensional Freedman-Townsend
models and generalizations thereof found recently by Henneaux and Knaepen, with
couplings between 1-form and 2-form gauge potentials. The models are presented both
in a superfield formulation with linearly realized supersymmetry and in WZ gauged
component form. In the latter formulation the supersymmetry transformations are
nonlinear and do not commute with all the gauge transformations. Among others, our
construction yields N = 1 counterparts of recently found N = 2 supersymmetric gauge
theories involving vector-tensor multiplets with gauged central charge.

1 Introduction

Four-dimensional Freedman-Townsend models [l involve peculiar gauge invariant self-
couplings of 2-form gauge potentials. These couplings are local, but nonpolynomial in
the fields and in the coupling constant. Nonpolynomial couplings of a similar type,
but between 2-form gauge potentials and ordinary gauge fields, are met in recently
constructed D = 4, N = 2 supersymmetric gauge theories [, f] involving so-called
vector-tensor multiplets [, {].

In the latter models, the nonpolynomial couplings arise from gauging a nonstandard
global symmetry, the so-called central charge of the vector-tensor multiplet. This was
illustrated in [f] through a nonsupersymmetric toy-model. In contrast, the nonpoly-
nomial couplings appearing in Freedman-Townsend models are not related to a global
symmetry that is gauged.

Nevertheless there is a relationship between all these models from which one can also
understand the origin and similarity of the peculiar couplings appearing in them. In
fact, the Freedman-Townsend models, the toy-model discussed in [f], and the purely
bosonic part of the N = 2 supersymmetric gauge theories in [, B, with scalars set to
constants, can all be fit in a larger class of (nonsupersymmetric) gauge theories found
recently by Henneaux and Knaepen [[f].

As Henneaux-Knaepen models arise so naturally in the supersymmetric gauge theo-
ries mentioned above, it is tempting to seek supersymmetric versions of these models.
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The purpose of the present paper is the construction of N = 1 globally supersymmetric
Henneaux-Knaepen models in four spacetime dimensions.

We shall first review four-dimensional nonsupersymmetric Henneaux-Knaepen mod-
els in section f. In section fJ we construct supersymmetric Henneaux-Knaepen models
with linearly realized supersymmetry in terms of appropriate superfields, generalizing
earlier work [§] on supersymmetric Freedman-Townsend models. Section ] provides
the component version of these models in an appropriate “Wess-Zumino (WZ) gauge”
and is the main part of the paper. In section f| we illustrate the results for two simple
examples, one of which is an N = 1 counterpart of the aforementioned N = 2 gauge
theories. The paper is ended with some concluding remarks in section f§ and a short
appendix containing among others our conventions.

2 D=4 Henneaux-Knaepen models

The models couple sets of 2-form and 1-form gauge potentials. We shall label these
gauge potentials by indices A and a respectively, and denote their components by
Buya = —Byua and Aj. The action and gauge transformations can be elegantly writ-
ten by means of auxiliary vector fields VMA. In this first order formulation, they are
polynomial. The nonpolynomial form is then obtained upon eliminating the auxiliary
fields. In first order form, the Lagrangian reads

L = Lyt + Lux + Lom + Laux (2.1)

LFT = —i EMVPJV/;?/BPUA (22)

Lyx = — 18,0 (2.3)

Lov = — L cap e FoFY (2.4)

Laux = 2645V, VP (2.5)

where ¢, are arbitrary real constant coefficients, and Vuf‘/ and F L, are given by

VA =0V} =0V + gfpcVEVE (2.6)

Fo, =V,AL =V, AL VAL = 0,AL + gV AT AL (2.7)

Here g is a coupling constant with dimension —1, and fzc? and T§, are real constants
which satisfy

fias” fop” =0

a e a c __ Crpa
TACTBb_TBCTAb_fAB TCb‘

According to (2:3) and (B.9), the fag® are the structure constants of a Lie algebra G,
while the T}, are the entries of matrices Ty representing G,

[Th, Ts] = fap“To .

Further conditions are not imposed. In particular, G can be any finite dimensional Lie
algebra (not necessarily compact), T4 can be any real representation thereof, and d,,
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cap and 045, which appear in Lyk, Loy and Ly, respectively, need not be G-invariant
tensors (hence, in general L is not globally G-invariant).

We shall refer to Lyr, Luk, Loy as the Freedman-Townsend, Henneaux-Knaepen,
and Chapline-Manton part of the Lagrangian respectively. We note that by combining
all these parts in a single action we have slightly deviated from [[] where such a combi-
nation was not considered (rather, Chapline-Manton type couplings, of a more general
form, were discussed separately from the other two types). The reason is that the
Chapline-Manton part arises naturally in the supersymmetric extensions constructed
later on, and therefore we have introduced it already here. Ly gives rise to couplings of
the 2-form gauge potentials (or, more precisely, their field strengths) to Chern-Simons
forms, similar to those appearing in [J] and in the Green-Schwarz anomaly cancella-
tion mechanism [[[(]. This becomes clear upon elimination of the auxiliary fields (see
below). Note that the V-independent part of Lcy is a total derivative.

Eq. (.8) guarantees the invariance of the action under the following gauge transfor-
mations,

S¢Buva = VuCoa —V,Cua , 6cAL =0, V=0, (2.10)
where the C),4 are arbitrary fields, and V,C, 4 is given by
VuCoa = 8,Cpa — gV,} f5a“Clc: . (2.11)
Indeed, the do-transformation of the Lagrangian is a total derivative,
ScL = 6cLyr = —5 0,("" Vi, Con) -

This holds because the terms in §c Lyt without derivatives (i.e., those which are cubic
in V') cancel thanks to (B.§). One can easily deduce this from the Bianchi identity

TV = e (0,V + VP fac V) = 0.

This Bianchi identity holds thanks to (B-§) for any G, as V,f,‘/ has precisely the form of
a nonabelian Yang-Mills strength. Note however that VHA cannot be interpreted as a
Yang-Mills gauge field (the action is clearly not invariant under corresponding Yang-
Mills gauge transformations, due to the presence of L,,). The gauge transformations
dc are reducible because a shift C,4 — Cla + V,Q4 modifies 6cB,,4 only by the
term [V, , V, |Qa = —gV,2 f34°Qc which vanishes on-shell for any fields Q4 (as V5,
vanishes by the equations of motion for B, 4).
Eq. (B.9) guarantees that the action is also gauge invariant under

S A = e + gV T = Ve, 0V =0,

1 [poa [a b c (212)
0B, 4 = 9(5 Oab Epvpo I — Cap F;w)TAcf

where the € are arbitrary fields. Indeed, thanks to (R.9) one has

5€F§V =[V,, V,]e :gV:}jTXbeb )



It is now easy to verify that d.(Lyk + Lom) is precisely canceled by 6. Lgr,
56(LHK + LCM) = _56LFT = (SGL =0.

Let us briefly discuss the formulation without auxiliary fields VHA. Up to a total
derivative, the Lagrangian takes the form

1 A v B A 1 a vb
5 VIEKWR V), = VIHY — 1 a b, FM7
where
Kl = 0apn™ — 39 fa“e"" Byoc
— *Te 1Y d(éabn‘“’A;A”d — Sap AMAYC — ¢y 5“”””A§A§)
HP = %guupa&,BpoA + g1y AY (5abF””b I %Cab 6uupanbU)
Fi, = 0,47 — 0,A; .
The equations of motion for VHA give (= denotes equality on-shell)

KipVPmHy = VA= (K)PHG, (KKl =636 .

The formulation without auxiliary fields is thus obtained by substituting (K ~)25H%,
for VMA in the above expressions for the action and gauge transformations. For instance,
the action turns into

S =— / d'z [3HN (KD HYE + Lo Fl P (2.13)

Note that K5 depends on the fields, but not on derivatives thereof. Hence, its inverse
is nonpolynomial in the fields, but still local. As a consequence, in the formulation
without auxiliary fields, the action and gauge transformations are also nonpolynomial
but remain local. In fact, the action contains only terms with exactly two spacetime
derivatives, while the gauge transformations are linear in derivatives. The gauge trans-
formations commute on-shell, i.e., they are abelian.

To understand the nature of the above models and of their gauge symmetries, it is
instructive to view them as deformations of corresponding free theories (in fact, this is
how they were derived in [[]). The free action (g = 0) reads

47 prt oa

Shree = — / d'z [H HY + 1F5, FIY
where
HY = 3e"%70,Bpon , Hj =06"PH,p, FI" =5uF"".
The free theory has, among others, global symmetries generated by

b _ grA b _ 1 po b
AG‘AH’ — I—I‘u TA[I7 AaB;wA — 5 6HVPUFb TAa



and corresponding Noether currents
]g = TXCLH?FI;UIV :
Furthermore, it possesses conserved nontrivial currents of second order,
A = L fachemr HEHC

Expanding the action (P-I3) in ¢, one finds

S = Sfreo - g/d4$(7 (B;LVA j“VA + AZ ]5 + CacTAbguyngAAzapAg) + O( )

Hence, to first order in ¢ the action couples A“ and B, 4 to first and second order
currents j* and j*4 of the free theory. These couplings arise from Lpk and Lpr
respectively. In addition there are couplings of H ;:‘ to abelian Chern-Simons forms
originating from Lcy;.

Analogously one may expand the gauge transformations in g. At zeroth order this
reproduces of course the gauge symmetries of the free theory. The first order pieces
involve the global symmetries of the free action given above through transformations
ge*A,. Hence, . gauges these global symmetries (0.B,,4 involves in addition terms
related to the Chapline-Manton couplings). This explains why Henneaux-Knaepen
models arise when one gauges the central charge of the N = 2 vector tensor multiplet,
as this central charge is a global symmetry of the above type.

We remark that j#, j#*4 are conserved for any constants 7%, fgc™, i.e., whether or
not these constants fulfill (2-§) and (B-9). The latter conditions arise at order g* from
the requirement that the deformed action be invariant under deformed versions of the
gauge transformations of the free model [].

3 Superfield formulation

We shall now construct a supersymmetric extension of the Lagrangian (P-]) in terms
of superspace integrals. To this end we associate an appropriate superfield with each of
the fields By,4, A% and V!, and generalize the gauge transformations (PI0) and (2T3)
to these superfields. Similarly to the nonsupersymmetric case, the superfield associated
with VMA is auxiliary and may eventually be eliminated algebraically. Our construction
applies to general G (not necessarily compact), and any real representation T4 thereof.
As a consequence, even in the pure Freedman-Townsend case, in general we cannot use
traces over matrix valued fields in order to construct the Lagrangian. Therefore we
must spell out indices A and a explicitly, where necessary.

The superfields associated with Aj; and VA are standard real vector superfields which
we denote by A® and V4 respectlvely We assign dimension 0 to A% and dimension 1
to V4, as the latter is auxiliary.

The superfield associated with By, 4 is a spinorial one as in [[1] and denoted by ¥§.
It is chiral,

Da¥s% =0, (3.1)



where Dy is a supercovariant derivative mapping superfields into superfields, cf. ap-
pendix. We assign dimension 1/2 to ¥4. Then the independent component fields of W%
are two Weyl fermions with dimension 1/2 and 3/2 respectively, a complex scalar field
with dimension 1 and a 2-form gauge potential, also with dimension 1. We remark that

% is the prepotential of a real linear superfield ® 4 = DU, 4 + Dy ¥4 (D?®4 = 0).

In order to construct the superfield action, we define two chiral superfields, Y¢ and
WA constructed of A% and V4. Y2 is given by

Yy = =D e VDAY,V = gVATy (3.2)

where T4 are real matrices representing G as in (B9), and D? = D,D%. In (B3),
D, and D, act on everything to their right, and ordinary matrix multiplication is
understood, i.e.,

(e_2iVDa eiVA)a — (e_2iv)abDa [(eiV)bcAc} )
WA is defined analogously to the spinorial field strength in super-Yang-Mills theory,
i

gWaAT, = —ZD2(e—2iVDa S (3.3)

We are now prepared to present our superfield Lagrangian. It reads

L = Lt + Lux + Lom + Lt + Lanx (3.4)
Lpr = —% /d29 WAV, + c.c. (3.5)
Luk + Lom = / d?0 kg YY? + c.c. (3.6)
Lpr = / d?0 d20 p, A (3.7)
Loux = / d*0d*0 F(V) +c.c. (3.8)

where k,, = ky, are arbitrary complex numbers, and F (V) is any function of the V4
that allows eventually to eliminate V4 (e.g., one may take F(V) o< 645VAVE, but
more general choices are admissible too). Lgy is present only in the special case that
all the representation matrices T4 have a vanishing row in common, i.e., only if

Ti =0 VYAb (3.9)

for some a. In that case one may include Ly, with arbitrary real numbers ;. Lpy is of
course a Fayet-Iliopoulos contribution [[J]. The supersymmetric Henneaux-Knaepen
and Chapline-Manton parts of the Lagrangian, Lyx and Lcy, arise from the real and
imaginary part of k,, respectively.

Thanks to the use of superspace techniques, the action [d*z L is manifestly super-
symmetric. We shall now show that it has in addition gauge symmetries corresponding



to (B-1I0) and (B-I). As in [f], the counterpart of (B-I0) is generated on the superfields
through

ScWan =iD*(e™2VD,eV0) s, 0cA* =0, VA =0 (3.10)
where the C'y are arbitrary real vector superfields, and
VaP = =gV ea® . (3.11)
In (B.I0), matrix multiplication is understood, as in (B.J). In order to verify the
invariance of the action, one calculates
6c L = 6¢ Lpy = —% / POWAD(e 2D, ¢V )4 + c.c.
~ 2 / 420 d20 (Woe 2V)AD, (eVC) 4 + c.c.
~ —2i /d29 d*0 Cp [(eiV)AB D (W, e_mv)A —c.c.]
=0,

where ~ denotes equality up to total derivatives and we have used that C is real. The
last equality holds thanks to the identity

(eiV)AB Da(Wa e—2i\7)A — (e—iV)AB Dd(Wde2i\7)A (3‘12)
where

(Wa e—2iV)A — WaB (e—2iV)BA )
(B:12) is nothing but the “super-Bianchi identity” (for any G) familiar from super-
Yang-Mills theory, cf. appendix.
(B.10) extends indeed the gauge transformation (R.10) to the superfields, as the field
C,,.4 which appears in (-I(]) corresponds just to the vector field contained in C.
Finally we present the superfield version of the gauge transformations (R.13). It
reads

SaA” = (VA —e VAT, S, VA =0

SaV A = 4igky YO TR, A° (3:13)

where the A are abitrary chiral superfields,
DsA" =0 . (3.14)

Using (B.14), one verifies that (B.13) implies
SAYS =igWATE AL (3.15)



It is now easy to check that the superfield Lagrangian is dj-invariant. Indeed, L. is
evidently invariant, while the transformations of Lyt and Lyk + Loy cancel,

5A (LFT + LHK + LCM) = /d29 (—%WA(SA\IIA + Qk;abYa(SAYb) +cc.=0. (316)

Finally, if (B-9) holds, then exp(+iV)%, = §2, and (2-13) implies
Sy A" = i(A" — A

which in turn guarantees the gauge invariance of (B7]), as A% is a chiral superfield.
Note that A% transforms exactly as a standard abelian gauge superfield.
The lowest component field of A* + A® corresponds to €* in (R.13).

4 Models in WZ gauge

The gauge transformations (B.10) and (B.I3) act as shift symmetries on some of the
component fields of the superfields W, and A% As usual, this signals that the ac-
tion can actually be written in terms of fewer fields, with a correspondingly reduced
gauge invariance and modified supersymmetry transformations. In this section we shall
construct such a “WZ gauged” version of the models.

(B-1I0) suggests that, in WZ gauge, the remaining fields originating from W, will
be those of a real linear multiplet, i.e., a real scalar field ¢4 with dimension 1, the
components By, 4 of a real 2-form gauge potential, also with dimension 1, and a Weyl
spinor x4 with dimension 3/2. Similarly (B.13)) indicates that, in WZ gauge, A® will
give rise only to a real vector field A7, with dimension 1, a Weyl spinor A* with dimension
3/2 and a real auxiliary field D® with dimension 2.

We shall now work in component formalism with such a field content (B, 4, ¢a,
Xa, A, A D). Again, we complement these fields by all the component fields of
the auxiliary superfields V4 in order to work in a convenient first order formulation.
This is possible because the latter fields are invariant under the gauge transformations
(B.10) and (B.13) and can thus be kept in WZ gauge. As before, the component fields
of V4 are auxiliary and may be eliminated algebraically at the end, along with the D®.
Hence, in a formulation without auxiliary fields, one is left with the field content B, 4,
A, Xa, A5, A

Now, from the experience with other supersymmetric gauge theories, one expects
that the supersymmetry algebra holds in WZ gauge only modulo gauge transforma-
tions. This is our motivation for using a particular gauge covariant graded commuta-
tor algebra of supersymmetry and gauge transformations as the starting point for the
construction of WZ gauged models. We shall then use this algebra to construct the
Lagrangian, supersymmetry and gauge transformations.

The algebra has an unusual form which is inspired by the models in sections f] and
(see discussion below). On gauge covariant quantities constructed of A5, A\*, D® and
the component fields of V4 it readsf]

1One would not expect that (@) can be realized also on B,,, 4, ¢4 and x 4 since it does not contain



[Dua DI/] = _gﬁﬁy 6(1 [6117 Du] = _ngATja 55

[Das Dyl = —2g2a5 A% b [0a, Do) = —gTATE . 6,
{Ds, D3} =0 (8, 05] =0
{Da> T)d} = _iDad (41)

where D, and D, generate the supersymmetry transformations (on component fields),
the 6, generate gauge transformations corresponding to (E-13) resp. (B.13), I'* and
VMA will be constructed of the auxiliary fields (see below), and D,, are gauge covariant
derivatives

Dy = 0, — gA% S, . (4.2)

Note that (f.1)) is somewhat similar to the gauge covariant algebra in WZ gauged
super-Yang-Mills theories. However there is a remarkable difference to the latter the-
ories (and to other supersymmetric gauge theories as well): the supersymmetry trans-
formations do not commute with all the gauge transformations!f|] In order to explain
this unusual feature we remark:

(a) From sections P and [ it is clear that the algebra ([.1]) should in the special case
T4 = 0 reproduce the supersymmetry algebra of usual abelian gauge theory in
WZ gauge. Hence, {D, , D4} should thus contain the covariant derivative rather
than the partial one, reflecting the presence of a gauge transformation in the
commutator of two supersymmetry transformations.

(b) We aim at the construction of supersymmetrized Henneaux-Knaepen models.
To that end [d,, D, ] must not vanish because otherwise we would get I3 =
d,A, — 0, A, rather than an expression like (B.7). This is seen from the following
calculation which uses (fL.3) in the form 9, = D,, + gA d.:

0=1[0u, 0] = 0u(D, + gA; 0a) — (1 < V)
= (D + gA 0a)Dy + g(0, A7) 60 + g Ay (D + gAZ 0) 00 — (1 > V)
= [Dw Du] ‘I’QAZ [5a> D,,] _QAZ [5a> Du]
+9(0,A% — 0,A%) 6, + g2 AZAL [5y, 0] -

Since {D,, Dy} = —iDag and [, , Do) = 0 would imply [, , D,.] = 0, the require-
ments in (a) and (b) show that [d,, D, | must not vanish because otherwise we would
not end up with supersymmetric Henneaux-Knaepen models (rather, we would get a

the gauge transformations (R.10]) and since the gauge transformations (R.12)) do not commute off-shell
on B, 4. Indeed, we shall find that the algebra has an accordingly modified form on B, 4, ¢4 and
XA-
2 Actually the algebra (EI) alone would still permit the possibility that supersymmetry and gauge
transformations commute on-shell. However, this will not be the case, as one expects since the gauge
transformations (R.19) do not vanish on-shell (cf. also remarks at the end of this section).



supersymmetric abelian gauge theory of the standard type). Besides, the calculation
in (b) also shows that the algebra (f1]) reproduces exactly the curvature (B.7),

ng = 0, AL — 0,A% + gTy, (VAL —VAAD)

Now, an analysis of (f.1)) and the Bianchi identities following from it shows that the
algebra is realized off-shell by the following supersymmetry and gauge transformations
of A%, A% D" and the component fields of VA

(i) All the component fields of V4 are gauge invariant and (1)) reduces thus on these
fields to the standard supersymmetry algebra. Hence, the component fields of
VA4 form a standard real N = 1 vector multiplet, as in the superfield formulation.
I'4 is defined through

gl“(j1 Ty = (e_iVDa eiv)| , gf(f Ty = (eiVDd e_iv)| (4.3)

where | denotes the f-independent part of a superfield, and we used a notation
as in (B.J). This implies

DI + Dyl + gT2TS fpe® =0,
as required by the Bianchi identity
{[507 Da] ) Dﬁ} + [{Dav Dﬁ}v 511] - {[Dﬁv 50] ) Da} =0.
The analogous Bianchi identity with Ds replaced by D, determines VuA,

Vaj?jc = i(,z)al:‘tgc4 + ﬁdrf + g.fBCAPang) . (44)

For later purpose we note that one gets
DV = —(0,71")a + 0L — gTIVY fpc
Doﬂ?? = EaghA + %UMVQBVM‘?/ — gf‘fnngCA
Dy = —gLins foc”
Doht = =10, = 19V fpc? — gT2RE fpc?
Sy = 0.V = 6.0 =0, (4.5)

where n?, h* and V;}, can be obtained from a superfield W# defined in the
appendix,

nd = w2
ht = LDW2E + gfpc ' TPWS)| + cc. |

Vi = —i0,, "% (DaW5 + gfsc ' TEWS)| + c.c.
=0V, = VA + gVPVE fpct (4.6)
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ii) The supersymmetry transformations of A%, A\? and D® are given by
o a
DoAY = —(0,A) 0 — gL TS, A
Doy = eapD” + S0 F, — gT2TH, N,
T)J\Z = _gfthXb Ag
DoD* = —1(D, + gV Ta)% (0" Ao — LI T4, D . (4.7)

dq is realized on \°, Fﬁy and D° by
0N =T8O ), =VATY, 0,D"=h"T}, . (4.8)
The corresponding gauge transformations of AZ, A and DY are

5442 = 0," + gVHATjae“ ;0N =gndTh e 6.D"=ghtTE . (4.9)

We are now prepared to construct the WZ gauged Lagrangian, along with the su-
persymmetry and gauge transformations of B, 4, ¢4 and x4. The Lagrangian is

L = Lyt + Lux + Lom + Lyt + Laux (4.10)
1
Lyr = 1 ghvpe V;ﬁBpgA-l—hAgoA—l—nAXA-i-ﬁA)_(A (4.11)
1 . .
Lux + Loy = ~4 D?[kap (€7 N)* (€7 N)"] + c.c. (4.12)
LFI = /J,aD& (413)

with Lau as in (B-§) (since the component fields of V4 are gauge invariant and have
the same supersymmetry transformations as in the superfield formulation). In (f.12)
we used the notation D? = D*D,, k,, are abitrary complex numbers as in (B-), and v
is a matrix valued field constructed of the lowest component fields of the V4 and the
representation matrices Ty,

(€7X)" = (€)% N, w=guiTy, vt = VA (4.14)

(E12) will be spelled out explicitly at the end of this section.

As in the superfield formulation, the Fayet-Tliopoulos part (f.13) is present only
if all the representation matrices T4 have a vanishing row in common, i.e., if (B-9)
holds. L. and Lgy are separately supersymmetric (up to total derivatives) and gauge
invariant and therefore need not be discussed further (indeed, (B9), (£7) and ([§)
imply Do D% = —19,4A% and 0.D% = 0). We note that the Freedman-Townsend
part ([EI7) can be directly obtained from (B) by defining the component fields of ¥4
appropriately, but we skip the details of these definitions as they do not matter.

The crucial part of the Lagrangian is (.12). This part is neither gauge invariant
nor supersymmetric by itself. However, its gauge and supersymmetry variations can
be canceled (up to total derivatives) by choosing the gauge and supersymmetry trans-
formations of B, 4, ¢4 and x4 appropriately, such that the gauge and supersymmetry
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variations of ([L12) are killed by terms in the variations of ([EI])) (up to total deriva-
tives). To show this, we introduce the notation

P = kab (e—iv)\)a(e—iv)\)b )
Using the algebra ([])), one obtains straightforwardly
1
6,D*P = Z[ — ¢’TATPTY 15, + 29T D, + g(DTHTY, — 80D?] 6P . (4.15)

Similarly, the supersymmetry transformations of (|l.12) are analysed, using g) and
the fact that P is chiral, D, P = 0. The latter follows from the definition of I'', (#3),
and from Dy\% given in (7)),

Da(e ™) = gl (e™Ty Ao)® + (7D Aa)* =0 . (4.16)
Using in addition D, Aj, given in (fL.7), one finds
D,D*P =0
DyD?P = 210, D*P — i[4X — 29 T4 AL T, + 2A%. D] 6,P . (4.17)

In order to analyse ([LI5) and (f-17), we use that eq. (f.§) gives, due to the gauge
invariance of v,

6, P =205, nt, (4.18)
where
QaAa = )\ngc(U)TACa s Gab(v) = kcd (e—iv)ca (e_iv)db . (419)

Egs. () show that each term in Dan‘ﬁ“ and in DQU‘B“ contains exactly one of the fields
n’t, nd, hA or Vu‘j‘j, where all these fields appear undifferentiated except for 74. From
eqs. (E13), (ET7) and (.I§) we can thus infer that, up to total derivatives, the gauge
and supersymmetry variations of ([l.13) can be written as linear combinations of the
undifferentiated fields 77, 74, h* and Vu‘j‘/ with field dependent coefficient functions.
The particular form of ([L.11]) allows us therefore to cancel these linear combinations
through appropriately chosen terms in the transformations of B, 4, ¢4 and x4 which

are obtained from evaluating ([.17) and ([.17) explicitly.
This yields the following gauge transformations of B, 4, 4 and x4,

Ocpa = g€"0apa  0cBuva = ge"0aBuva s dexa = ge"daxa
datpr = =VQus — Vi,
6aBuwa = —V0,,Q1, — V5,04,
SaXaa = 3V Qaaa +100aQ%, +1ig VL QL fas” (4.20)
where

Vo840 = DaQ84a — 9T (T35 . Qpa6 + 349 Qsc0)
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VzﬁﬁAa = 'DaVanAa — gFaB(TEI;’aVanAb -+ fBACVancCL) . (4.21)

Analogously one determines the terms in the supersymmetry transformations of
Byua, pa and x4 that compensate for the supersymmetry variation of ([I2). The
supersymmetry transformations of B,,4, ¢4 and x4 still have to be completed by
contributions which cancel those terms in the supersymmetry variation of ([I7]) orig-
inating from the transformations of the auxiliary fields (up to total derivatives). Not
surprisingly, the additional contributions contain the standard supersymmetry trans-
formations of a linear multiplet, plus some nonlinear extra terms involving the auxiliary
fields. Altogether one finds

Dapa = Xaa — igALS, — 9T fas e
DoBuva = (O Xa)a +19A%(075,,Q40)a — 9U2 fap® Buc
Daxpa = —gL2 fas“xs0
DeXaa = —3(Oacpa + gViafaspc) — 2ig M Qana — 19A%, V7 Qana
+ 10106 877 (0,Bpoa + gV,P fas" Bpoc) — 9LL fa"Xac - (4.22)

In addition the Lagrangian is gauge invariant under transformations of B, 4 as in
(B.I0), with all other fields invariant under these gauge transformations,

dc¢Buwa =V, Coa —V,Cra ., dc (all other fields) =0 . (4.23)

Let us now return to the algebra of supersymmetry and gauge transformations. One
finds that (:20) and ({:23) realize the algebra ([E1)) on B4, ¢4 and x4 only on-shellf}
and up to gauge transformations (f.23). In particular one gets

{D., Ds}Bya =0
{Daa ,Dd}B;wA = _iDadBuuA + i(v,uZVadA - VVZuadA) )

where
Z;LVA = %Wu YA — B;LVA > v,uZz/pA = 8,uZz/pA + gVHBfABCZVpC .

Altogether, we find that the commutator of two supersymmetry transformations in-
volves a translation and gauge transformations é. and do with field dependent ¢* and
Cua. More precisely, denoting a supersymmetry transformation with anticommuting
parameters & by

AE = gapa + gd,z_)d 5
one gets on all the fields

[Afa Af’] = a'uau _55 _50
' = iloME —ikotE | " = a"Ay, Cua = %augpA —a’Bya - (4.24)

3As in the nonsupersymmetric case, [J, , | vanishes only on-shell.
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In first order formulation this holds off-shell, in the formulation without auxiliary fields
only on-shell.
Finally, we spell out (.I2) explicitly,

1. i o .
Ltk + Lot = Gap(v) [D DY — ZF0, frvb oy = cmwos o fob - pagig 3]

8 H 16 W= po
g A3 Qa,0" " — ig Va0 A = 2 (Vo + Cunl0) TR )
x [204D" + 10" T4FS, + gT5 A TATP |
+ gGab(v) [ei”Do‘(e_i”ffTAei”)e_i”)\} “A\P
+ c.c. (4.25)
with the abbreviation
[ =14+ DBe )4 (4.26)

Remarks.

1. As By, ¢a and x4 appear only in the Freedman-Townsend part Lpr of the
Lagrangian, one immediately concludes that VMAV, h4 and n* vanish on-shell. It is also
to easy to infer that h* appears only linearly in the action and that its equation of
motion yields v as a function of the ¢, (the precise relation between the v and ¢,
depends on the choice of the T4 and the function F in L,yy).

2. The previous remark implies that the gauge transformations of A*, D* and ¢4
vanish on-shell (for A\* and D?, this is seen from ([£9) because n* and h“ vanish on-
shell; for ¢y, it follows from the fact that ¢4 equals on-shell a function of the v?4).
The algebra ([L.1]) shows thus that, on these fields, the supersymmetry transformations
commute on-shell with all the gauge transformations. The same is however not true
for A}, and By, 4, as their gauge transformations do not vanish on-shell.

3. Asin usual supersymmetric gauge theories, a Fayet-Iliopoulos contribution breaks
supersymmetry spontaneously, as is seen from the equation of motion for D% and from
DQA% in (7). The gauge symmetries remain unbroken, as one can infer from the fact
that the gauge transformation of ¢4 vanishes on-shell (cf. previous remark).

4. g = 0 reproduces the usual supersymmetric gauge theories for free real linear
multiplets (in first order formulation) and abelian WZ gauged vector multiplets. Hence,
the models are deformations of these standard supersymmetric gauge theories. For
g # 0but Ty = 0, (£27), (1) and (£.9) still reproduce the Lagrangian, supersymmetry
and gauge transformations of standard free abelian supersymmetric gauge theory in W7
gauge (as G, is constant for T4 = 0), while the linear and auxiliary multiplets establish
supersymmetric pure Freedman-Townsend models in WZ gauge without couplings to
the abelian gauge multiplets Aj, \*, D

5 Examples

To illustrate some features of the models constructed in the previous sections, we will
now discuss two examples. We begin with the simplest case of one gauge multiplet, one
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linear and one auxiliary multiplet. We thus drop the indices A and a in the following,
and take T'= 1. The field dependent coupling G and the spinor € defined in eq. (19)
reduce to

G(v) = ke 29 Q= ke 200\ | (5.1)

where we shall further simplify the discussion by considering k& =1 only. In this case
we have I}, =iD,v, Voq = [Da, Ds v, and the field strengths are

Vi =0V, =0, V., Fo,=08,A,-08,A,+g(V,A, —V,A,) . (5.2)

If we take F(V') to be quadratic, the complete Lagrangian reads

1 1 i < _
Ly = SVK"™V, = VH! + 0,000 - %FU”@MF +h(20 + )
+n(x —2iT —igA, Q) + 7(x + 2i[ — igA, Q)
1 _ _ __
+ i(M +29 Q) (M + 29 QN) — 2¢°QA QN + 2 cos(2gv) D?

1 1
~ 1 cos(2gv) F,, F* + 3 sin(2gv) e’ F, F oy
—iG(W)A" I\ +iG(v)I AT\ — 49 D(TQ +TQ)
—4¢°TT AQ — 4¢g°TT \Q + 2ig F,,(Da"Q + Q" T) (5.3)
where M = iD?v, and

K" =n + g° cos(2gv) (AFAY — nf*APA ) (5.4)
HE = 170, B, +ig QoA — ig Ao Q)
+ g cos(2gv) F*A, — gsin(2gv) ""°A,0,A,
— 4ig® A, (To"™Q + Qo T) (5.5)
F. =0,A, —0,A, . (5.6)
Let us now discuss the formulation without auxiliary fields. By virtue of the equation

of motion for h we can replace v with —%cp. To eliminate V,,, we need to invert the
matrix A*. In the simple case at hand the inverse can be given explicitly,

1
(K™Y, = T (M — g7 cos(gp)A,A,) . E=1— g*cos(gp)ArA, . (5.7)

We note that H* is of the form
HH = H' + L*"A,, H' = %eu”p"@,,Bpa — 2gsin(gp) Aot A
with L* antisymmetric. So the equation of motion for V), yields

1 , 1 9
§VMK“ V, =V, H!' = _ﬁHMHu + 5B cos(gy) (A, H")? . (5.8)
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It proves convenient to eliminate y in favor of I', which we keep as an independent field
instead. Variation with respect to n then identifies y as the combination

X~ 2l +ige YA, 0"\ .

Elimination of D gives rise to four fermion terms only, as a Fayet-Iliopoulos term is
not possible here,

g
D=
cos(gp)

(99T + 79T

Inserting the above expressions back into the Lagrangian, we finally arrive at
Lo~ — L2+ 5 cos(g0) (ALHP? + L 8,000 — Tond D
YT oopTt Tt T R " 16 " 2"~ K
1 1
~1 cos(gp) Fl, F* — 3 sin(gp) €M7 F,, F o

— ieig“”)\a’@,}\ + ie‘igS”@M)\a“;\ — 2¢° AN A

242 . Lo . L
— (9T + e 99TN)” — 4g%9°TT AN — dg%e9°TT AN
cos(97) )
+2i g F,, (9T o™ \ + e 99\ T') . (5.9)

As a second example, we present an N = 1 supersymmetric counterpart of the toy
model in [f] and the N = 2 supersymmetric models in [}, B]. In [[f] it was observed
that these theories correspond to the case

. {00

i.e., we now deal with two gauge multiplets, one linear and one auxiliary multiplet.
Again, as the index A takes only one value, we drop it in the following. Since we now

get
o—igvT _ (—ilgv (1)) , (5.11)

the field dependent coupling reads

(ki —2igvkis — (9”)21{322 k1o —igv kao
) = (R ko ) 512

with complex numbers k.. As the entries in the second column of 1" are zero, so is the
second component of the doublet €2,

Qp = (k2A* + (k12 — igukag) A", 0) (5.13)
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and it follows from egs. (.§), () and (f:20) together with (2]]) that the gauge
transformations with parameter ¢* act trivially on all the fields, except for A2 (3.A2 =

9,€* + gV,e'). The field strengths now are
Bl = 0,AL — 9,A) |V, = 0,V, — 0,V

A (5.14)
Fj,, = 0,A2 — a,,Ai +g(V, AL — VVA;) .

We shall again take F(V') to be quadratic. Due to the increased complexity we give
only the bosonic part of the Lagrangian,
1

1 1. -
Ly = §VMK’WVV -V, H" + Z@v@“v +h(2v+ ) + §MM

1 1

+Reky (2D*D° — 2F., F*?) — g ke Sl 0
1

+ (Rekyr + 2gvIm ks — (gv)° Reky) (2D'D' — 1E}VFW)

( Im k1; — 2gvRe k1o — (gv)* Im ]{322) ghveo gl pl

puv* po

(
_ 1
8
+2(Reks +gulmky) (2D'D* — ), )

1

4 (Tmkio — guRe k) €7 F, F + D'

+ fermions , (5.15)
where
K" =nh + %gz Re kgo (AMAY — n””AplA;) (5.16)
H = L7, B,
+ g(Rekyz + gvImkoy) FFIAL + gTm koy e"7°A}0, A2
+ g(Im ]{512 — gu Re ]{522) 8MVPUAI£8PA(17 + g Re ]{722 F'ulaAIlj . (517)
As in this case the matrix 7" has a vanishing first row, a Fayet-Iliopoulos term has been

added for D!, spontaneously breaking supersymmetry.
Elimination of the auxiliary vector V|, works exactly as in the previous example,

_ 1
(K™ = = (M — 29°Rekyn ALAL) . E=1-1g"Reky AMA),

' X 2 (5.18)
= §V“K‘LWVV - VHH“ ~ —ﬁHuH“ + E Re ko (ALH”)2 .

Comparing with the N = 2 supersymmetric models [, f], Ai corresponds to the gauge
field in the vector-tensor multiplet, while Ab is the analog of the vector field used to
gauge the central charge.

6 Conclusion

We have constructed N = 1 supersymmetric versions of all the models presented in
section . The resulting supersymmetric models are nontrivial deformations of the
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standard supersymmetric gauge theories for free linear and vector multiplets. They
have several unusual properties as compared to other globally supersymmetric gauge
theories. We find particularly remarkable that, in the WZ gauge constructed in section
fl, the supersymmetry transformations do not commute with all the gauge transfor-
mations, in contrast to the formulation with linearly realized supersymmetry given in
section []. We have presented arguments which suggest that this unusual feature might
be an inevitable property of this type of supersymmetric models, but we admit that
these arguments rely on our construction and are therefore not completely cogent.

Another unusual feature of the WZ gauged models is that neither the Henneaux-
Knaepen nor the Chapline-Manton parts of the action are supersymmetric by them-
selves but only together with the Freedman-Townsend part, again in contrast to the
formulation with linearly realized supersymmetry. This property is less surprising be-
cause, as already in the nonsupersymmetric case, the Henneaux-Knaepen and Chapline-
Manton parts of the action are not separately gauge invariant, but only together with
the Freedman-Townsend part.

Our results suggest several possible generalizations. For instance, one may investi-
gate extensions of the models constructed here by including further fields. Furthermore,
one might try to couple these models to supergravity. Another interesting extension of
our results would be their generalization to N = 2 supersymmetry. In particular this
might streamline and generalize the results of [B, B]. A possible starting point for such
generalizations could be the algebra ([.]) or suitably modified versions thereof.
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A Appendix

We use 7, = diag(+, —, —, —) and {D,, Dy} = —i0as (note the absence of a factor
2 here). Apart from this, our conventions agree with those in [[[3J]. Supercovariant
derivatives, mapping superfields into superfields, are thus

0 i - _ 0 i
= - — K L = = — — AP
D,, 500 + 2(0 0)a0,, Da 55 2(90 )a Oy -

The supersymmetry transformations of the component fields of a superfield X are
related to the supercovariant derivatives of 3 through

DX =D,Y, DX = D%
where D, and D, act only on the component fields (and anticommute with the 6’s).
The matrix valued superfields in (B.J) and ([.G) are related by

Wi Ty =WV Tae™ =W, .
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W, satisfies a Bianchi identity familiar from super Yang-Mills theory,
DW, 4+ g{T* , W,} —cc. =0, gL,=e VD, eV . (A.1)
(B-12) is equivalent to ([AJ]). This can be derived from the identity
VeV = (e_iV)AB Tp, (A.2)

which holds for any matrix representation {74} of G because the entries of T4 are
G-invariant tensors. ([A.2)) implies

Wi =W e )t (T Wap = W (e ) [T, T
The commutator in the latter expression can be written as follows
g[T*, Tu] = eV DV Ty} — {TaeV}D%"
— o iV pe [(e—iV)ABTB eiV] _ (e—iV)ABe—iVTBDaeiv
_ {e_iVTB eiV} Da(e—iV>AB
_ (eiV)BCTC Da(e—iV)AB :
where expressions {...} have been rewritten using ([A.9). Altogether we get
D W + g{I', Wa} = (V) 4" D (W, e V)4 T |
which implies the equivalence of (B.12) and ([A.T).
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