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1 Introduction

In field theories we have to deal with various types of fields such as scalars, spinors, vectors,

etc. Especially in supergravity theories we have the metric, Rarita-Schwinger fields, and

differential forms. We often need to solve the linearized equations of motion for those fields.

If we write the equation of motion for a field φ schematically in the form of Mφ = 0, M is a

derivative operator of at most second order. When we solve this equation in given background

geometries, it is useful to consider symmetry operators i.e. a pair of operators (Q,S) satisfying

QM = MS. S generates new solution Sφ from a solution φ, and if Q = S, S commutes with

M and we can take simultaneous eigenfunctions of M and S.

Among such operators first order ones are especially simple and useful. Therefore we

consider the case where Q and S are first order. (If S is first order and Q is higher, it is also

useful, but we do not consider such possibility in this paper.) First order symmetry operators

for spinors, Rarita-Schwinger fields and the metric perturbation have been considered in [1, 2,

3, 4, 5, 6].

In this paper we consider first order symmetry operators for differential p-form fields both

for massless and massive cases. For recent related works for p = 1 case see [7, 8, 9, 10, 11,

12, 13, 14, 15, 16], and for arbitrary p see [17]. We do not impose the background equation of

motion on the background geometry and the metric can have any signature. In section 2 we

give the conditions for first order symmetry operators, and in section 3 we show how we can

extract information on the symmetry operators from those conditions. In section 4 we present

the solutions of the full conditions for p = 1 and p = 2, and a partial solution for p = 3.

Those solutions suggest a class of solutions for arbitrary p, and in section 5 we show it indeed

satisfies all the conditions. Most of our symmetry operators consist of (conformal) Killing-

Yano forms, and trivial parts such as gauge transformation for massless case. In Appendix we

briefly summarize properties of conformal Killing-Yano forms used in the calculations.

2 Preliminaries

We consider a p-form field Aµ1...µp
in a D-dimensional background space with the metric gµν .

p is in the interval 1 ≤ p ≤ D − 1. No assumption about the signature of gµν is made.

The standard Lagrangian for Aµ1...µp
(up to the overall constant factor) is given by

L =
√

|g|
(p+ 1

2p!
Aµ1...µp

∇λ∇
[λAµ1...µp] −

1

2p!
m2Aµ1...µp

Aµ1...µp

)

1



=
1

p!

√
|g|Aµ1...µpMµ1...µp

ν1...νpAν1...νp, (2.1)

where m is the mass parameter and

Mµ1...µp

ν1...νp = δ[µ1

ν1 . . . δµp]
νp(∇2 −m2)− pδ[µ1

[ν1 . . . δµp−1

νp−1∇νp]∇µp] (2.2)

is a hermitian operator. We do not impose any background field equation on gµν .

The equation of motion for Aµ1...µp
is Mµ1...µp

ν1...νpAν1...νp = 0. We consider symmetry

operators for Mµ1...µp

ν1...νp i.e. operators Qµ1...µp

ν1...νp and Sµ1...µp

ν1...νp satisfying

Qµ1...µp

ρ1...ρpMρ1...ρp
ν1...νp = Mµ1...µp

ρ1...ρpSρ1...ρp
ν1...νp. (2.3)

This kind of operators help solving the equation of motion. In this paper we deal with first

order operators i.e. Qµ1...µp

ν1...νp and Sµ1...µp

ν1...νp in the following form:

Qµ1...µp

ν1...νp = Qµ1...µp

ν1...νpλ∇λ + qµ1...µp

ν1...νp, (2.4)

Sµ1...µp

ν1...νp = Sµ1...µp

ν1...νpλ∇λ + sµ1...µp

ν1...νp. (2.5)

We have some examples of the symmetry operators which can be easily found. The first

example is the unit matrix:

Sµ1...µp

ν1...νp = Qµ1...µp

ν1...νp = cδ[µ1

ν1 . . . δµp]
νp, c = const., (2.6)

and the second example is given by the gauge transformation for the massless case m = 0:

Sµ1...µp

ν1...νp = U[µ2...µp

ν1...νp∇µ1] +∇[µ1
Uµ2...µp]

ν1...νp, (2.7)

Qµ1...µp

ν1...νp = Vµ1...µp

[ν2...νp∇ν1], (2.8)

where Uµ1...µp−1

ν1...νp and Vµ1...µp

ν1...νp−1 are arbitrary tensors (except that the first p−1 indices

and the rest of Uµ1...µp−1

ν1...νp are antisymmetrized, and the first p indices and the rest of

Vµ1...µp

ν1...νp−1 are antisymmetrized.) These give eigenvectors of zero eigenvalue forMµ1...µp

ν1...νp.

The third example is given by the isometry of the background with a Killing vector Kµ:

Sµ1...µp

ν1...νpAν1...νp = Qµ1...µp

ν1...νpAν1...νp

= LKAµ1...µp

=
(
δ[µ1

ν1 . . . δµp]
νpKλ∇λ + pδ[µ1

[ν1 . . . δµp−1

νp−1∇µp]K
νp]
)
Aν1...νp,(2.9)

where LK is the Lie derivative operator with respect to Kµ. We will see these examples appear

as part of our symmetry operators later.
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Let us write down the condition (2.3) for each order of derivative. Note that indices on

covariant derivatives can be symmetrized by the followings:

∇λ1∇λ2Aµ1...µp
= ∇(λ1∇λ2)Aµ1...µp

+
p

2
Rλ1λ2

[µ1

ρA|ρ|µ2...µp], (2.10)

∇λ1∇λ2∇λ3Aµ1...µp
= ∇(λ1∇λ2∇λ3)Aµ1...µp

+
2

3
Rλ1(λ2λ3)ρ∇ρAµ1...µp

+pRλ1(λ2
[µ1

|ρ|∇λ3)A|ρ|µ2...µp] +
p

2
Rλ2λ3

[µ1

ρ∇λ1A|ρ|µ2...µp]

+
p

2
∇λ1Rλ2λ3

[µ1

ρA|ρ|µ2...µp] −
p

3
∇(λ2Rλ3)λ1

[µ1

ρA|ρ|µ2...µp]. (2.11)

Then terms proportional to ∇(λ1
∇λ2

∇λ3)Aν1...νp, ∇(λ1
∇λ2)Aν1...νp, ∇λAν1...νp, and Aν1...νp in

(2.3) cancel separately. From the part proportional to ∇(λ1
∇λ2

∇λ3)Aν1...νp,

Qµ1...µp

ν1...νp(λ1gλ2λ3) − pQµ1...µp

[ν1...νp−1|(λ1λ2gλ3)|νp]

= Sµ1...µp

ν1...νp(λ1gλ2λ3) − pS[µ1...µp−1

(λ1|ν1...νp|λ2δµp]
λ3). (2.12)

From the part proportional to ∇(λ1
∇λ2)Aν1...νp,

qµ1...µp

ν1...νpgλ1λ2 − pqµ1...µp

[ν1...νp−1|(λ1gλ2)|νp]

= sµ1...µp

ν1...νpgλ1λ2 − ps[µ1...µp−1

(λ1|ν1...νp|δµp]
λ2)

+2∇(λ1Sµ1...µp

|ν1...νp|λ2) − p∇ρS
ρ
[µ2...µp

ν1...νp(λ1δµ1]
λ2) − p∇[µ1

S(λ1
µ2...µp]

|ν1...νp|λ2).(2.13)

From the part proportional to ∇λAν1...νp,

−
2

3
RρλQµ1...µp

ν1...νp
ρ − pRλ

ρσ
[ν1Qµ1...µp

|σ|ν2...νp]ρ −
1

3
pRρ

[ν1
σ
|λQµ1...µp

σ|ν2...νp]ρ

−
1

6
pRρσ

λ[ν1Qµ1...µp

|σ|ν2...νp]ρ +
1

2
pRρ

[ν1Qµ1...µp

|λ|ν2...νp]ρ −
1

2
pRρ

[ν1Qµ1...µp

|ρ|ν2...νp]λ

−
1

4
p(p− 1)Rρσ

[ν1ν2Qµ1...µp

|λσ|ν3...νp]ρ +
1

4
p(p− 1)Rρσ

[ν1ν2Qµ1...µp

|ρσ|ν3...νp]λ

−
1

4
p(p− 1)Rστρ

[ν1Qµ1...µp

|σ|ν2...νp−1|τρ|gνp]λ −m2Qµ1...µp

ν1...νpλ

= (∇2 −m2)Sµ1...µp

ν1...νpλ − p∇ρ∇[µ1
S|ρ|µ2...µp]

ν1...νpλ

+
1

3
Rλ

ρSµ1...µp

ν1...νpρ + pRλρ
σ
[ν1Sµ1...µp

|σ|ν2...νp]
ρ

−
1

3
pRρ

[µ1|σ
λSρ|µ2...µp]

ν1...νpσ −
1

3
pRρ

σ[µ1

λS|ρ|µ2...µp]
ν1...νpσ

−
1

2
p2Rρ

[µ1|σ
[ν1Sρ|µ2...µp]

|σ|ν2...νp]λ −
1

2
p2R[µ1|ρσ|

[ν1S |λ
µ2...µp]

σ|ν2...νp]ρ

−
1

2
p2Rρ

στ
[ν1Sρ[µ2...µp

|τ |ν2...νp]σδµ1]
λ

+2∇λsµ1...µp

ν1...νp − p∇ρsρ[µ2...µp

ν1...νpδµ1]
λ − p∇[µ1

sλµ2...µp]
ν1...νp. (2.14)
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From the part proportional to Aν1...νp,

1

3
p∇[ν1RρσQµ1...µp

|ρ|ν2...νp]σ −
2

3
p∇σRρ

[ν1Qµ1...µp

|ρ|ν2...νp]σ

+
1

4
p(p− 1)∇σRρτ

[ν1ν2Qµ1...µp

|ρτ |ν3...νp]σ

−
1

2
pRρ

[ν1qµ1...µp

|ρ|ν2...νp] +
1

4
p(p− 1)Rρσ

[ν1ν2qµ1...µp

|ρσ|ν3...νp] −m2qµ1...µp

ν1...νp

=
2

3
p∇ρR

σ[ν1Sµ1...µp

|ρ|ν2...νp]
σ −

2

3
p∇[ν1Rρ

|σ|Sµ1...µp

|ρ|ν2...νp]
σ

−
2

3
p2∇ρR[µ1|στ

[ν1Sρ|µ2...µp]
|τ |ν2...νp]σ −

1

3
p2∇σR

ρ
[µ1|τ

[ν1Sρ|µ2...µp]
|τ |ν2...νp]σ

+p∇ρSµ1...µp

τ [ν2...νp|σ|Rρστ
ν1] −

1

2
p2∇ρSρ[µ2...µp

τ [ν2...νp|σ|Rµ1]στ
ν1]

−
1

2
p2∇[µ1

Sρ
µ2...µp]

τ [ν2...νp|σ|Rρστ
ν1]

+(∇2 −m2)sµ1...µp

ν1...νp − p∇ρ∇[µ1
s|ρ|µ2...µp]

ν1...νp

−
1

2
p2sρ[µ2...µp

τ [ν2...νpR|ρ|
µ1]τ

ν1]. (2.15)

We have to solve these four conditions. (2.12) is purely algebraic and does not contain deriva-

tives. It restricts the tensor structure of Qµ1...µp

ν1...νpλ and Sµ1...µp

ν1...νpλ. Then (2.13) restricts

the structure of qµ1...µp

ν1...νp and sµ1...µp

ν1...νp. (2.14) and (2.15) give further restrictions.

3 Analysis of the conditions for the symmetry operators

In this section we show the details of the procedure for obtaining information on the solution

to the conditions (2.12) and (2.13). We show how Qµ1...µp

ν1...νpλ, qµ1...µp

ν1...νp and sµ1...µp

ν1...νp

are determined from Sµ1...µp

ν1...νpλ. For Sµ1...µp

ν1...νpλ, since full analysis for arbitrary p is

complicated, we only show how to determine part of the full structure. The rest of the

structure can be determined in a similar way. The results in this section will be necessary

in the following sections. Since analysis of the conditions (2.14) and (2.15) for arbitrary p is

similar to the one we will show in section 5, we do not show its details here.

Analysis of (2.12) First let us consider (2.12). By contracting λ2 and λ3 in (2.12), we

obtain

(D − p+ 1)Qµ1...µp

ν1...νpλ + (p+ 1)Qµ1...µp

[ν1...νpλ] − pQµ1...µp

ρ[ν2...νp
ρg

ν1]λ

= (D − p+ 2)Sµ1...µp

ν1...νpλ − pSλ
[µ2...µp

ν1...νp
µ1] − pSρ[µ2...µp

ν1...νpρδµ1]
λ. (3.1)

4



By antisymmetrizing indices ν1, . . . , νp, and λ in this equation,

Qµ1...µp

[ν1...νpλ]

=
D − p+ 2

D + 2
Sµ1...µp

[ν1...νpλ] −
p

D + 2
S [λ

[µ2...µp

ν1...νp]
µ1] −

p

D + 2
Sρ[µ2...µp

[ν1...νp|ρ|δµ1]
λ].(3.2)

Then from the above two equations,

Qµ1...µp

ν1...νpλ =
p

D − p+ 1
Qµ1...µp

ρ[ν2...νp
ρg

ν1]λ

+
D + 1

(D + 2)(D − p+ 1)

[
(D − p+ 2)Sµ1...µp

ν1...νpλ

−pSλ
[µ2...µp

ν1...νp
µ1] − pSρ[µ2...µp

ν1...νpρδµ1]
λ
]

+
p

(D + 2)(D − p+ 1)

[
(D − p+ 2)Sµ1...µp

[ν1...νp−1|λ|νp]

−pS [ν1
[µ2...µp

|λ|ν2...νp]
µ1] − pSρ[µ2...µp

[ν1...νp−1|λρ|δµ1]
νp]
]
. (3.3)

By applying this to the terms on the left hand side of (2.12), we obtain an equation consisting

of only Sµ1...µp

ν1...νpλ. Therefore (3.3) contains all the information on Qµ1...µp

ν1...νpλ.

By contracting ν1 and λ3 in (2.12), and antisymmetrizing ν2, . . . , νp, and λ1, we obtain

0 = (D − p+ 4)(Sµ1...µp

ν1...νpλ + Sµ1...µp

λ[ν2...νpν1])

−pSλ
[µ2...µp

ν1...νp
µ1] − pS [ν1

[µ2...µp

|λ|ν2...νp]
µ1]

−pS [ν1
[µ2...µpµ1]

ν2...νp]λ − pSλ
[µ2...µpµ1]

[ν2...νpν1]

+(terms proportional to Sα1...αp

β1...βpγ with some pairs of indices contracted).(3.4)

By symmetrizing µ1, ν1, and λ in (3.4),

0 =
(
D − p+ 3−

2

p+ 1

)
S(λ1

µ1...µp−1

λ2|ν1...νp−1|λ3)

−
(p− 1)2

p+ 1
S(λ1|ν1|

[µ2...µp−1

λ2
µ1]

|ν2...νp−1|λ3)

+(terms proportional to Sα1...αp

β1...βpγ with some pairs of indices contracted).(3.5)

In this equation it is understood that indices ν1, . . . , νp are antisymmetrized. We can show

that the following holds for 1 ≤ n ≤ p− 1:

Sλ1[ν1...νn
[µn+1...µp−1

|λ2|
µ1...µn]

νn+1...νp−1]λ3

= anS
λ1

µ1...µp−1

λ2ν1...νp−1λ3

5



+(terms proportional to Sα1...αp

β1...βpγ with some pairs of indices contracted), (3.6)

where an are constants, and in this equation it is understood that indices λ1, λ2, and λ3 are

symmetrized. Indeed, (3.6) for n = 1 is (3.5) itself with

a1 =
p+ 1

(p− 1)2

(
D − p+ 3−

2

p+ 1

)
. (3.7)

By renaming µ1 and ν1 to ν1 and µ1 respectively, and antisymmetrizing µ1, . . . , µp−1 and

ν1, . . . , νp−1 in (3.6), we obtain

anS
λ1[ν1

[µ2...µp−1

|λ2|
µ1]

ν2...νp−1]λ3

=
n2

(p− 1)2
Sλ1[ν1...νn−1

[µn...µp−1

|λ2|
µ1...µn−1]

νn...νp−1]λ3

−
2n(p− n− 1)

(p− 1)2
Sλ1[ν1...νn

[µn+1...µp−1

|λ2|
µ1...µn]

νn+1...νp−1]λ3

+
(p− n− 1)2

(p− 1)2
Sλ1[ν1...νn+1

[µn+2...µp−1

|λ2|
µ1...µn+1]

νn+2...νp−1]λ3

+(terms proportional to Sα1...αp

β1...βpγ with some pairs of indices contracted), (3.8)

where it is understood that indices λ1, λ2, and λ3 are symmetrized. Therefore we obtain (3.6)

with n replaced by n+ 1, with

n2

(p− 1)2
an−1 −

2n(p− n− 1)

(p− 1)2
an +

(p− n− 1)2

(p− 1)2
an+1 = a1an. (3.9)

This equation, a1 and a0 = 1 uniquely determine an. Then for n = p− 1,

S(λ1|ν1...νp−1|λ2
µ1...µp−1

λ3)

= ap−1S
(λ1

µ1...µp−1

λ2|ν1...νp−1|λ3)

+(terms proportional to Sα1...αp

β1...βpγ with some pairs of indices contracted),(3.10)

and by interchanging µ1, . . . , µp−1 and ν1, . . . , νp−1,

S(λ1
µ1...µp−1

λ2|ν1...νp−1|λ3)

= ap−1S
(λ1|ν1...νp−1|λ2

µ1...µp−1

λ3)

+(terms proportional to Sα1...αp

β1...βpγ with some pairs of indices contracted).(3.11)

If ap−1 6= ±1, we can solve the above two equations and obtain

S(λ1
µ1...µp−1

λ2|ν1...νp−1|λ3)

6



= (terms proportional to Sα1...αp

β1...βpγ with some pairs of indices contracted).(3.12)

ap−1 6= ±1 can be explicitly confirmed for lower p:

• p = 2 a1 = 3D + 1 > 1

• p = 3 a2 = 4
(
D −

1

4

)2

−
5

4
> 1

• p = 4 a3 = 1 +
5

36

(
D −

7

5

)[
25
(
D −

3

5

)2

− 7
]
> 1

For p = 1, (3.7) does not make sense, but in this case (3.5) directly gives (3.12).

By symmetrizing ν1 and λ in (3.4),

0 =
p+ 1

p
(D + 4)Sµ1...µp

(λ1|ν1...νp−1|λ2)

+(p− 1)(S(λ1
[µ2...µpµ1]

|ν1...νp−1|λ2) + Sν1
[µ2...µpµ1]

(λ1|ν2...νp−1|λ2) + S(λ1
[µ2...µpµ1]

λ2)|ν2...νp−1ν1)

−(p + 1)(S(λ1
[µ2...µp

λ2)ν1...νp−1
µ1] + Sµ1...µp

(λ1|ν1...νp−1|λ2) + S(λ1
[µ2...µpµ1]

|ν1...νp−1|λ2))

+(terms proportional to Sα1...αp

β1...βpγ with some pairs of indices contracted). (3.13)

In this equation it is understood that indices ν1, . . . , νp−1 are antisymmetrized. The expressions

in the second and third lines in this equation are symmetric under the interchange of the first,

(p+ 1)-th, and (2p+ 1)-th indices, and therefore by (3.12),

Sµ1...µp

(λ1|ν1...νp−1|λ2)

= (terms proportional to Sα1...αp

β1...βpγ with some pairs of indices contracted).(3.14)

By contracting µ1 and λ3 in (2.12),

0 =
[
D − p+ 3−

2

D + 2
−

p

D − p+ 1

(
3−

2p

D + 2

)]
S(λ1

µ1...µp−1

|ν1...νp|λ2)

+
p(p− 1)

D − p+ 1

D + 4

D + 2
S(λ1

[µ1...µp−2

|ν1
µp−1]

ν2...νp|λ2)

−
p

D − p+ 1
(D + 4)Sν1

µ1...µp−1

(λ1|ν2...νp|λ2)

+
p

D − p+ 1

(
3−

2p

D + 2

)[
S(λ1

µ1...µp−1

|ν1...νp|λ2) + S(λ1
µ1...µp−1

λ2)ν2...νpν1

+Sν1
µ1...µp−1

(λ1|ν2...νp|λ2)
]

+
p(p− 1)

D − p+ 1

D + 4

D + 2

[
Sν1

[µ1...µp−2

(λ1λ2)ν2...νp
µp−1]

+Sν1
µ1...µp−1

(λ1|ν2...νp|λ2) + Sν1
[µ1...µp−2

(λ1|
µp−1]

ν2...νp|λ2)
]

7



+(terms proportional to Sα1...αp

β1...βpγ with some pairs of indices contracted),(3.15)

where it is understood that indices ν1, . . . , νp are antisymmetrized. The expression in the

fourth and fifth lines of the above is symmetric under the interchange of the first, (p + 1)-th

and (2p+ 1)-th indices, and the expression in the sixth and seventh lines is symmetric under

the interchange of the p-th, (p+1)-th and (2p+1)-th indices. Therefore (3.12) can be applied

to them. (3.14) can also be applied to the third term. Then we obtain

S(λ1
[µ1...µp−2

|[ν1
µp−1]

ν2...νp]|λ2)

= b1S
(λ1

µ1...µp−1

|ν1...νp|λ2)

+(terms proportional to Sα1...αp

β1...βpγ with some pairs of indices contracted),(3.16)

where

b1 = −
D − p + 1

p(p− 1)

D + 2

D + 4

[
D − p+ 3−

2

D + 2
−

p

D − p+ 1

(
3−

2p

D + 2

)]
. (3.17)

Similarly to (3.5)-(3.9), we can show that the following holds for 1 ≤ n ≤ p− 1:

S(λ1
[µ1...µp−n−1

|[ν1...νn
µp−n...µp−1]

νn+1...νp]|λ2)

= bnS
(λ1

µ1...µp−1

|ν1...νp|λ2)

+(terms proportional to Sα1...αp

β1...βpγ with some pairs of indices contracted),(3.18)

where bn satisfy

n2

p(p− 1)
bn−1 −

n(2p− 2n− 1)

p(p− 1)
bn +

(p− n− 1)(p− n)

p(p− 1)
bn+1 = b1bn. (3.19)

This equation, b0 = 1 and b1 determine bn uniquely. Then for n = p− 1,

S(λ1|[ν1...νp−1
µ1...µp−1

νp]|λ2)

= bp−1S
(λ1

µ1...µp−1

|ν1...νp|λ2)

+(terms proportional to Sα1...αp

β1...βpγ with some pairs of indices contracted),(3.20)

and by interchanging µ1, . . . , µp−1 and ν1, . . . , νp−1, and antisymmetrizing ν1, . . . , νp in this

equation,

S(λ1
µ1...µp−1

|ν1...νp|λ2) − (p− 1)S(λ1
[µ1...µp−2

|[νpν1...νp−1]|
µp−1]

λ2)

= pbp−1S
(λ1|[ν1...νp−1

µ1...µp−1

νp]|λ2)
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+(terms proportional to Sα1...αp

β1...βpγ with some pairs of indices contracted).(3.21)

Therefore,

[pb2p−1 + (p− 1)b1 − 1]S(λ1
µ1...µp−1

|ν1...νp|λ2)

= (terms proportional to Sα1...αp

β1...βpγ with some pairs of indices contracted).(3.22)

If pb2p−1 + (p− 1)b1 − 1 6= 0, we obtain

S(λ1
µ1...µp−1

|ν1...νp|λ2)

= (terms proportional to Sα1...αp

β1...βpγ with some pairs of indices contracted).(3.23)

For lower p, pb2p−1 + (p− 1)b1 − 1 is equal to the followings:

• p = 2
1

2
(D − 3)(D − 2)D(D + 1)

• p = 3
1

48
(D − 5)(D − 4)2(D − 3)(D − 1)D2(D + 1)

• p = 4
1

5184
(D − 7)(D − 6)(D − 5)(D − 4)(D − 2)(D − 1)D(D + 1)

×(D2 − 8D + 9)(D2 − 4D − 3)

Therefore, for example (p,D) = (2, 3), (3, 4) and (3, 5) we need special care, but here we

assume pb2p−1 + (p − 1)b1 − 1 6= 0 and proceed with the analysis. For p = 1, (3.15) directly

gives (3.23).

Then from (3.12), (3.14), and (3.23),

S(λ1
µ1...µp−1

λ2)ν1...νp−1λ3

= 3S(λ1
µ1...µp−1

λ2|ν1...νp−1|λ3) − Sλ3
µ1...µp−1

(λ1|ν1...νp−1|λ2) − S(λ1
µ1...µp−1

|λ3ν1...νp−1|λ2)

= (terms proportional to Sα1...αp

β1...βpγ with some pairs of indices contracted).(3.24)

(3.14), and (3.23), and (3.24) mean that Sµ1...µp

ν1...νpλ with two indices exchanged is equal to

−Sµ1...µp

ν1...νpλ plus extra terms with some pairs of indices contracted. Then if we define a

(2p + 1)-form Y(2p+1)µ1...µpν1...νpλ as Y(2p+1)µ1...µpν1...νpλ = S[µ1...µpν1...νpλ], the difference between

Sµ1...µp

ν1...νpλ and Y(2p+1)µ1...µp

ν1...νpλ consists of terms with some pairs of indices contracted:

Sµ1...µp

ν1...νpλ = Y(2p+1)µ1...µp

ν1...νpλ

+(terms proportional to Sα1...αp

β1...βpγ

with some pairs of indices contracted). (3.25)
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For example, for p = 1 this can be explicitly seen by the following:

Y(3)µνλ = S[µνλ]

= Sµνλ +
1

3
(S(µ|λ|ν) − S(µν)λ + Sλ(µν) − 2S(µ|ν|λ) − 2Sµ(νλ)). (3.26)

Thus Sµ1...µp

ν1...νpλ is expressed by Y(2p+1)µ1...µp

ν1...νpλ and tensors with less free indices.

Further analysis of (2.12) reveals the structure of those tensors. However it is difficult to

continue such analysis for arbitrary p. So we will only give results of the analysis for lower p

in the next section, and proceed to the next step here.

Analysis of (2.13) By contracting λ1 and λ2 in (2.13),

qµ1...µp

ν1...νp = sµ1...µp

ν1...νp

+
1

D − p
(2∇ρSµ1...µp

ν1...νpρ − p∇ρS
ρ
[µ2...µp

ν1...νp
µ1]

−p∇[µ1
Sρ

µ2...µp]
ν1...νp

ρ). (3.27)

Then we can eliminate qµ1...µp

ν1...νp from (2.13). By contracting µ1 and λ2 in (2.13),

(D − p+ 1)sλµ1...µp−1

ν1...νp + (p+ 1)s[λµ1...µp−1

ν1...νp] − psρµ1...µp−1

ρ[ν2...νpgν1]λ

= (terms proportional to ∇δSα1...αp

β1...βpγ). (3.28)

By antisymmetrizing λ, ν1, . . . , νp in the above,

s[λµ1...µp−1

ν1...νp] = (terms proportional to ∇δSα1...αp

β1...βpγ). (3.29)

Then from the above two,

sλµ1...µp−1

ν1...νp =
p

D − p+ 1
sρµ1...µp−1

ρ[ν2...νpgν1]λ

+(terms proportional to ∇δSα1...αp

β1...βpγ). (3.30)

By antisymmetrizing λ, µ1, . . . , µp−1 in the above,

sµ1...µp

ν1...νp =
p

D − p+ 1
sρ[µ2...µp

ρ[ν2...νpδµ1]
ν1]

+(terms proportional to ∇δSα1...αp

β1...βpγ). (3.31)

From this we can show the following for 1 ≤ n ≤ p:

sµ1...µp

ν1...νp = dnsρ1...ρn[µ1...µp−n

ρ1...ρn[ν1...νp−nδµp−n+1

νp−n+1 . . . δµp]
νp]
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+(terms proportional to ∇δSα1...αp

β1...βpγ), (3.32)

where dn are constants. Indeed (3.32) for n = 1 is (3.31) itself with

d1 =
p

D − p+ 1
, (3.33)

and by contracting µp and νp(= ρn+1), putting δµp

νp on both sides, and antisymmetrizing

µ1, . . . , µp and ν1, . . . , νp in (3.32), we find that

dn+1 =
p− n

D − p+ n+ 1
dn. (3.34)

Then dp =
p!(D−p)!

D!
and

sµ1...µp

ν1...νp =
p!(D − p)!

D!
sρ1...ρp

ρ1...ρpδ[µ1

ν1 . . . δµp]
νp

+(terms proportional to ∇δSα1...αp

β1...βpγ). (3.35)

From this and (3.27),

qµ1...µp

ν1...νp =
p!(D − p)!

D!
sρ1...ρp

ρ1...ρpδ[µ1

ν1 . . . δµp]
νp

+(terms proportional to ∇δSα1...αp

β1...βpγ). (3.36)

By (3.35) and (3.36), we obtain an equation consisting of only ∇δSα1...αp

β1...βpγ from (2.13).

Therefore (2.13) contains no more information on sµ1...µp

ν1...νp and qµ1...µp

ν1...νp.

The solution to (2.12) gives the details of sµ1...µp

ν1...νp and qµ1...µp

ν1...νp, and we can obtain

further information on the tensors in the solution from (2.13). However such analysis for

arbitrary p is complicated, and therefore we give results only for lower p in the next section.

4 Results for Lower p

In this section we show the results of the analyses outlined in the previous section for lower

p, in order to obtain some insight into the structure of the solutions to the conditions for

arbitrary p. For p = 1 and p = 2 we give the general solutions to the conditions (2.12)-(2.15).

For p = 3 we show the general solution to only (2.12) and (2.13).

Although we do not explain full details of the derivation process of the results because they

are very lengthy and essentially the repetition of analyses similar to the one in the previous

section, we can give comments on the features common to these lower p cases: As has been

11



explained in the previous section, the structures of Sµ1...µp

ν1...νpλ and Qµ1...µp

ν1...νpλ are deter-

mined by solving (2.12). Then by solving (2.13), the structures of sµ1...µp

ν1...νp and qµ1...µp

ν1...νp

are determined, and it turns out that they consist of Killing-Yano forms, or conformal Killing

Yano forms, etc. Then (2.14) and (2.15) determine more on especially c and Kµ (see below)

with no need of the background equation of motion.

Results for p = 1 In this case we consider D ≥ 2, and first we give the general solution to

(2.12)-(2.15) for the massless case m = 0. It consists of c, Uν , Vµ, K
µ, and Yµ1µ2µ3

, where c is

a constant, and Uν and Vµ are arbitrary vectors. The rest depend on D:

• D = 2 Kµ is a vector satisfying ∇ρK
ρ = const. and Yµ1µ2µ3

= 0.

• D = 4 Kµ is a conformal Killing vector and Yµ1µ2µ3
is a conformal Killing-Yano form.

• D 6= 2, 4 Kµ is a conformal Killing vector with ∇ρK
ρ = const.

and Yµ1µ2µ3
is a Killing-Yano form.

In either case, Sµ
νλ, Qµ

νλ and sµ
ν are given as follows:

Sµ
νλ = δµ

λUν + δµ
νKλ + Yµ

νλ, (4.1)

Qµ
νλ = gλνVµ + δµ

νKλ + Yµ
νλ, (4.2)

sµ
ν = cδµ

ν +∇µU
ν +∇µK

ν , (4.3)

and qµ
ν depends on D:

• D 6= 2, 4 qµ
ν =

(
c+

2

D
∇ρK

ρ
)
δµ

ν +∇µK
ν . (4.4)

• D = 2 qµ
ν =

(
c+ 2∇ρK

ρ
)
δµ

ν −∇νKµ. (4.5)

• D = 4 qµ
ν =

(
c+

1

2
∇ρK

ρ
)
δµ

ν +∇µK
ν +∇ρY

ρ
µ
ν . (4.6)

Next we give the general solution to (2.12)-(2.15) for the massive case m 6= 0. It consists

of c, Kµ, and Yµ1µ2µ3
, where Yµ1µ2µ3

is a Killing-Yano form, c and Kµ satisfy

∇µ∇νc =
1

D
gµν∇

2c, (4.7)

m2∇ρK
ρ = −

1

2
(D − 2)∇2c, (4.8)

0 = ∇µ

(
c−

D − 4

2D
∇ρK

ρ
)
, (4.9)
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and then

• D = 2 c is a constant, Kµ is a Killing vector, and Yµ1µ2µ3
= 0.

• D = 4 c is a constant, and Kµ is a Killing vector.

• D 6= 2, 4 c is a function and Kµ is a conformal Killing vector satisfying (4.7)-(4.9).

In either case,

Sµ
νλ =

1

m2
δµ

λ∇νc+ δµ
νKλ + Yµ

νλ, (4.10)

Qµ
νλ =

1

m2
gλν∇µc+ δµ

νKλ + Yµ
νλ, (4.11)

sµ
ν =

(
c+

1

Dm2
∇2c

)
δµ

ν +∇µK
ν , (4.12)

qµ
ν =

(
c−

D − 2

D

1

m2
∇2c

)
δµ

ν +∇µK
ν . (4.13)

Results for p = 2 In this case we consider D ≥ 3, and first we give the general solution to

(2.12)-(2.15) for the massless case m = 0. It consists of c, Uµ
ν1ν2 , Vµ1µ2

ν , Kµ, Y(3)µ1µ2µ3
and

Y(5)µ1...µ5
, where c is a constant, and Uµ

ν1ν2 and Vµ1µ2

ν are arbitrary tensors. The rest depends

on D:

• D = 3 Kµ is a vector satisfying ∇ρK
ρ = const.,

Y(3)µ1µ2µ3
= 0, and Y(5)µ1...µ5

= 0.

• D = 4 Kµ is a conformal Killing vector with ∇ρK
ρ = const.,

Y(3)µ1µ2µ3
is a coclosed 3-form, and Y(5)µ1...µ5

= 0.

• D = 6 Kµ is a conformal Killing vector, and

Y(3)µ1µ2µ3
and Y(5)µ1...µ5

are conformal Killing-Yano forms.

• D 6= 3, 4, 6 Kµ is a conformal Killing vector with ∇ρK
ρ = const., and

Y(3)µ1µ2µ3
and Y(5)µ1...µ5

are Killing-Yano forms.

In either case,

Sµ1µ2

ν1ν2λ = δ[µ1

λUµ2]
ν1ν2 + δ[µ1

ν1δµ2]
ν2Kλ + δ[µ1

[ν1Y(3)µ2]
ν2]λ + Y(5)µ1µ2

ν1ν2λ, (4.14)

Qµ1µ2

ν1ν2λ = gλ[ν1Vµ1µ2

ν2] + δ[µ1

ν1δµ2]
ν2Kλ + δ[µ1

[ν1Y(3)µ2]
ν2]λ + Y(5)µ1µ2

ν1ν2λ, (4.15)

sµ1µ2

ν1ν2 = cδ[µ1

ν1δµ2]
ν2 +∇[µ1

Uµ2]
ν1ν2

+2δ[µ1

[ν1∇µ2]K
ν2] −

1

2
∇[µ1

Y(3)µ2]
ν1ν2. (4.16)
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qµ1µ2

ν1ν2 depends on D:

• D 6= 3, 4, 6 qµ1µ2

ν1ν2 =
(
c+

2

D
∇ρK

ρ
)
δ[µ1

ν1δµ2]
ν2

+ 2δ[µ1

[ν1∇µ2]K
ν2] −

1

2
∇[µ1

Y(3)µ2]
ν1ν2 . (4.17)

• D = 3 qµ1µ2

ν1ν2 =
(
c+ 2∇ρK

ρ
)
δ[µ1

ν1δµ2]
ν2 − 2δ[µ1

[ν1∇ν2]Kµ2]. (4.18)

• D = 4 qµ1µ2

ν1ν2 =
(
c+

1

2
∇ρK

ρ
)
δ[µ1

ν1δµ2]
ν2

+ 2δ[µ1

[ν1∇µ2]K
ν2] −

1

2
∇[ν1Y(3)

ν2]
µ1µ2

. (4.19)

• D = 6 qµ1µ2

ν1ν2 =
(
c+

1

3
∇ρK

ρ
)
δ[µ1

ν1δµ2]
ν2 + 2δ[µ1

[ν1∇µ2]K
ν2]

−
1

2
∇[µ1

Y(3)µ2]
ν1ν2 +

1

2
δ[µ1

[ν1∇|ρ|Y(3)µ2]
ν2]ρ +∇ρY(5)µ1µ2

ν1ν2ρ. (4.20)

Next we give the general solution to (2.12)-(2.15) for the massive case m 6= 0. It consists

of c, uµ1µ2µ3
, Kµ, Y(3)µ1µ2µ3

and Y(5)µ1...µ5
. c and Kµ satisfy

m2∇ρK
ρ = −

1

2
(D − 4)∇2c, (4.21)

0 = ∇µ

(
c−

D − 6

2D
∇ρK

ρ
)
, (4.22)

and

• D = 3 uµ1µ2µ3
is a coclosed 3-form, Kµ +

1

m2
∇µc is a conformal Killing vector,

Y(3)µ1µ2µ3
= 0, and Y(5)µ1...µ5

= 0.

• D = 4 c is a constant, uµ1µ2µ3
= 0, Kµ is a Killing vector,

Y(3)µ1µ2µ3
is a Killing-Yano form, and Y(5)µ1...µ5

= 0.

• D = 6 c is a constant, uµ1µ2µ3
= 0, Kµ is a Killing vector, and

Y(3)µ1µ2µ3
and Y(5)µ1...µ5

are Killing-Yano forms.

• D 6= 3, 4, 6 ∇µ∇νc =
1

D
gµν∇

2c, uµ1µ2µ3
= 0,

Kµ is a conformal Killing vector satisfying (4.21) and (4.22), and

Y(3)µ1µ2µ3
and Y(5)µ1...µ5

are Killing-Yano forms.

In either case,

Sµ1µ2

ν1ν2λ = −
1

m2
δ[µ1

λδµ2]
[ν1∇ν2]c+ δ[µ1

λuµ2]
ν1ν2

+δ[µ1

ν1δµ2]
ν2Kλ + δ[µ1

[ν1Y(3)µ2]
ν2]λ + Y(5)µ1µ2

ν1ν2λ, (4.23)
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Qµ1µ2

ν1ν2λ = −
1

m2
gλ[ν1δ[µ1

ν2]∇µ2]c− gλ[ν1uµ1µ2

ν2]

+δ[µ1

ν1δµ2]
ν2Kλ + δ[µ1

[ν1Y(3)µ2]
ν2]λ + Y(5)µ1µ2

ν1ν2λ, (4.24)

sµ1µ2

ν1ν2 = cδ[µ1

ν1δµ2]
ν2 +

1

m2
δ[µ1

[ν1∇µ2]∇
ν2]c+∇[µ1

uµ2]
ν1ν2

+2δ[µ1

[ν1∇µ2]K
ν2] −

1

2
∇[µ1

Y(3)µ2]
ν1ν2 . (4.25)

qµ1µ2

ν1ν2 depends on D:

• D 6= 3 qµ1µ2

ν1ν2 =
(
c+

2

D
∇ρK

ρ
)
δ[µ1

ν1δµ2]
ν2

+ 2δ[µ1

[ν1∇µ2]K
ν2] −

1

2
∇[µ1

Y(3)µ2]
ν1ν2 . (4.26)

• D = 3 qµ1µ2

ν1ν2 =
(
c+ 2∇ρK

ρ
)
δ[µ1

ν1δµ2]
ν2 − 2δ[µ1

[ν1∇ν2]Kµ2]. (4.27)

Results for p = 3 In this case we consider D ≥ 4, and since full analysis is complicated we

only give the general solution to (2.12) and (2.13). Because those equations do not contain

the mass parameter m, we do not have to consider massless and massive cases separately. The

solution consists of c, Uµ1µ2

ν1ν2ν3 , Vµ1µ2µ3

ν1ν2 , Kµ, Y(3)µ1µ2µ3
, Y(5)µ1...µ5

, and Y(7)µ1...µ7
. c is an

arbitrary function, Uµ1µ2

ν1ν2ν3 and Vµ1µ2µ3

ν1ν2 are arbitrary tensors, and

• D = 4 Kµ is an arbitrary vector, Y(3)µ1µ2µ3
= 0, Y(5)µ1...µ5

= 0, and Y(7)µ1...µ7
= 0.

• D = 5 Kµ is a conformal Killing vector, Y(3)µ1µ2µ3
is a coclosed 3-form,

Y(5)µ1...µ5
= 0, and Y(7)µ1...µ7

= 0.

• D = 6 Kµ is a conformal Killing vector, Y(3)µ1µ2µ3
is a Killing-Yano form,

Y(5)µ1...µ5
is a coclosed 5-form, and Y(7)µ1...µ7

= 0.

• D = 8 Kµ is a conformal Killing vector, and

Y(3)µ1µ2µ3
, Y(5)µ1...µ5

, and Y(7)µ1...µ7
are conformal Killing-Yano forms.

• D 6= 4, 5, 6, 8 Kµ is a conformal Killing vector, and

Y(3)µ1µ2µ3
, Y(5)µ1...µ5

, and Y(7)µ1...µ7
are Killing-Yano forms.

In either case,

Sµ1µ2µ3

ν1ν2ν3λ = δ[µ1

λUµ2µ3]
ν1ν2ν3 + δ[µ1

ν1δµ2

ν2δµ3]
ν3Kλ

+δ[µ1

[ν1δµ2

ν2Y(3)µ3]
ν3]λ + δ[µ1

[ν1Y(5)µ2µ3]
ν2ν3]λ + Y(7)µ1...µ3

ν1...ν3λ, (4.28)

Qµ1µ2µ3

ν1ν2ν3λ = gλ[ν1Vµ1µ2µ3

ν2ν3] + δ[µ1

ν1δµ2

ν2δµ3]
ν3Kλ
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+δ[µ1

[ν1δµ2

ν2Y(3)µ3]
ν3]λ + δ[µ1

[ν1Y(5)µ2µ3]
ν2ν3]λ + Y(7)µ1...µ3

ν1...ν3λ, (4.29)

sµ1µ2µ3

ν1ν2ν3 = cδ[µ1

ν1δµ2

ν2δµ3]
ν3 +∇[µ1

Uµ2µ3]
ν1ν2ν3

+3δ[µ1

[ν1δµ2

ν2∇µ3]K
ν3] − δ[µ1

[ν1∇µ2
Y(3)µ3]

ν2ν3]

+
1

3
∇[µ1

Y(5)µ2µ3]
ν1ν2ν3 . (4.30)

qµ1µ2µ3

ν1ν2ν3 depends on D:

• D 6= 4, 5, 6, 8 qµ1µ2µ3

ν1ν2ν3 =
(
c+

2

D
∇ρK

ρ
)
δ[µ1

ν1δµ2

ν2δµ3]
ν3

+ 3δ[µ1

[ν1δµ2

ν2∇µ3]K
ν3] − δ[µ1

[ν1∇µ2
Y(3)µ3]

ν2ν3]

+
1

3
∇[µ1

Y(5)µ2µ3]
ν1ν2ν3 . (4.31)

• D = 4 qµ1µ2µ3

ν1ν2ν3 =
(
c+ 2∇ρK

ρ
)
δ[µ1

ν1δµ2

ν2δµ3]
ν3 − 3δ[µ1

[ν1δµ2

ν2∇ν3]Kµ3]. (4.32)

• D = 5 qµ1µ2µ3

ν1ν2ν3 =
(
c+

2

5
∇ρK

ρ
)
δ[µ1

ν1δµ2

ν2δµ3]
ν3

+ 3δ[µ1

[ν1δµ2

ν2∇µ3]K
ν3] − δ[µ1

[ν1∇ν2Y(3)
ν3]

µ2µ3]. (4.33)

• D = 6 qµ1µ2µ3

ν1ν2ν3 =
(
c+

1

3
∇ρK

ρ
)
δ[µ1

ν1δµ2

ν2δµ3]
ν3

+ 3δ[µ1

[ν1δµ2

ν2∇µ3]K
ν3] − δ[µ1

[ν1∇µ2
Y(3)µ3]

ν2ν3]

−
1

3
∇[ν1Y(5)

ν2ν3]
µ1µ2µ3

. (4.34)

• D = 8 qµ1µ2µ3

ν1ν2ν3 =
(
c+

1

4
∇ρK

ρ
)
δ[µ1

ν1δµ2

ν2δµ3]
ν3

+ 3δ[µ1

[ν1δµ2

ν2∇µ3]K
ν3] − δ[µ1

[ν1∇µ2
Y(3)µ3]

ν2ν3]

+
1

3
∇[µ1

Y(5)µ2µ3]
ν1ν2ν3

+
1

3
δ[µ1

[ν1δµ2

ν2∇|ρ|Y(3)µ3]
ν3]ρ +

1

2
δ[µ1

[ν1∇|ρ|Y(5)µ2µ3]
ν2ν3]ρ

+∇ρY(7)µ1µ2µ3

ν1ν2ν3ρ. (4.35)

5 A Solution for Arbitrary p

The results of the previous section enable us to give a probable form of solution to the condi-

tions (2.12)-(2.15) for arbitrary p, and we show that it indeed solves the conditions. Though

it is not the general solution, it covers most of the solutions in the previous section.

Sµ1...µp

ν1...νpλ in the solutions of the previous section suggests that the following is a solution

to (2.12) for arbitrary p:

Sµ1...µp

ν1...νpλ = δ[µ1

λUµ2...µp]
ν1...νp
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+

p∑

n=0

δ[µ1

[ν1δµ2

ν2 . . . δµn

νnY(2p−2n+1)µn+1...µp]
νn+1...νp]λ. (5.1)

At this stage we only asuume that Y(2n+1)µ1...µn

ν1...νnλ are arbitrary antisymmetric tensors, and

Uµ1...µp−1

ν1...νp is an arbitrary tensor except that the first p − 1 and the next p indices are

antisymmetrized. For n ≥ D/2, Y(2n+1)µ1...µn

ν1...νnλ vanishes. Y(1)µ corresponds to Kµ in the

previous section. If we assume that Sµ1...µp

ν1...νpλ is in this form, then from (3.3),

Qµ1...µp

ν1...νpλ = gλ[ν1Vµ1...µp

ν2...νp]

+

p∑

n=0

δ[µ1

[ν1δµ2

ν2 . . . δµn

νnY(2p−2n+1)µn+1...µp]
νn+1...νp]λ, (5.2)

where

Vµ1...µp

ν1...νp−1 =
p

D − p+ 1
Qµ1...µp

ρν1...νp−1
ρ

−
1

D − p+ 1

p−1∑

n=0

(n+ 1)δ[µ2

[ν1δµ3

ν2 . . . δµn+1

νn

×Y(2p−2n−1)µn+2...µp

νn+1...νp−1]
µ1]. (5.3)

A straightforward calculation shows that (5.1) and (5.2) give a solution to (2.12). Vµ1...µp

ν1...νp−1

is also an arbitrary tensor except that the first p and the next p−1 indices are antisymmetrized.

Then we further assume that Y(2n+1)µ1...µn

ν1...νnλ are Killing-Yano forms for 1 ≤ n ≤ p and

Y(1)
λ is a conformal Killing vector. From (3.27),

qµ1...µp

ν1...νp = sµ1...µp

ν1...νp −∇[µ1
Uµ2...µp]

ν1...νp +
2

D
∇ρY(1)

ρδ[µ1

ν1δµ2

ν2 . . . δµp]
νp, (5.4)

and (3.35) uniquely determines sµ1...µp

ν1...νp. However, because the explicit expression of (3.35)

for arbitrary p is complicated, we determine sµ1...µp

ν1...νp in the following indirect way: from

(3.35), we see that sµ1...µp

ν1...νp is a linear combination of the following terms:

• terms proportional to ∇γUα1...αp−1

β1...βp

• sρ1...ρp
ρ1...ρpδ[µ1

ν1δµ2

ν2 . . . δµp]
νp

• ∇ρY(1)
ρδ[µ1

ν1δµ2

ν2 . . . δµp]
νp

• δ[µ1

[ν1δµ2

ν2 . . . δµn

νn∇µn+1
Y(2p−2n−1)µn+2...µp]

νn+1...νp]
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First we determine how qµ1...µp

ν1...νp depends on Uα1...αp−1

β1...βp. By eliminating Sµ1...µp

ν1...νpλ

and sµ1...µp

ν1...νp from (2.13) using (5.1) and (5.4),

pq[µ1...µp−1

(λ1|ν1...νp|δµp]
λ2) − pqµ1...µp

[ν1...νp−1|(λ1gλ2)|νp]

= (terms proportional to Y(2n+1)α1...αn

β1...βnγ). (5.5)

Note that Uα1...αp−1

β1...βp does not appear in this equation. By contracting µ1 and λ2 in this

equation,

(D − p+ 1)qµ1...µp−1

λν1...νp − (p+ 1)qµ1...µp−1

[λν1...νp] + pqµ1...µp−1ρ
[ν1...νp−1|ρ|gνp]λ

= (terms proportional to Y(2n+1)α1...αn

β1...βnγ). (5.6)

By making the same manipulation as (3.28)-(3.35) to the above equation, we obtain

qµ1...µp

ν1...νp =
p!(D − p)!

D!
qρ1...ρp

ρ1...ρpδ[µ1

ν1 . . . δµp]
νp

+(terms proportional to Y(2n+1)α1...αn

β1...βnγ), (5.7)

and therefore in the right hand side of the above Uα1...αp−1

β1...βp can be present only in the first

term. Then sµ1...µp

ν1...νp and qµ1...µp

ν1...νp can be put in the following form:

sµ1...µp

ν1...νp = cδ[µ1

ν1δµ2

ν2 . . . δµp]
νp +∇[µ1

Uµ2...µp]
ν1...νp

+

p−1∑

n=0

enδ[µ1

[ν1δµ2

ν2 . . . δµn

νn∇µn+1
Y(2p−2n−1)µn+2...µp]

νn+1...νp], (5.8)

qµ1...µp

ν1...νp =
(
c+

2

D
∇ρY(1)

ρ
)
δ[µ1

ν1δµ2

ν2 . . . δµp]
νp

+

p−1∑

n=0

enδ[µ1

[ν1δµ2

ν2 . . . δµn

νn∇µn+1
Y(2p−2n−1)µn+2...µp]

νn+1...νp], (5.9)

where c is a scalar function, and en are constants. From (2.13), by relatively easier calculation

it turns out that en = (−1)p+n+1 n+1
p−n

, and

sµ1...µp

ν1...νp = cδ[µ1

ν1δµ2

ν2 . . . δµp]
νp +∇[µ1

Uµ2...µp]
ν1...νp

+

p−1∑

n=0

(−1)p+n+1n+ 1

p− n
δ[µ1

[ν1δµ2

ν2 . . . δµn

νn

×∇µn+1
Y(2p−2n−1)µn+2...µp]

νn+1...νp], (5.10)

qµ1...µp

ν1...νp =
(
c +

2

D
∇ρY(1)

ρ
)
δ[µ1

ν1δµ2

ν2 . . . δµp]
νp

+

p−1∑

n=0

(−1)p+n+1n+ 1

p− n
δ[µ1

[ν1δµ2

ν2 . . . δµn

νn
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×∇µn+1
Y(2p−2n−1)µn+2...µp]

νn+1...νp]. (5.11)

These give the solution to (2.13). Next we analyze (2.14). We compute the right hand side

minus the left hand side of (2.14) and see if it vanishes or gives extra conditions. First we see

only the part dependent on Uα1...αp−1

β1...βp. The result of the straightforward calculation is

−m2δ[µ1

λUµ2...µp]
ν1...νp

+ pRλ
[µ1

ρ[ν1Uµ2...µp]ρ
ν2...νp] +

1

2
p(p− 1)R[µ1µ2

ρ[ν1U |λ|
µ3...µp]ρ

ν2...νp]

+ (∇λ∇[µ1
−∇[µ1

∇λ)Uµ2...µp]
ν1...νp + (p− 1)∇[µ1

∇µ2
Uλ

µ3...µp]
ν1...νp. (5.12)

By replacing the commutators of covariant derivatives with the Riemann tensors and using

the Bianchi identity, the above expression is reduced to

−m2δ[µ1

λUµ2...µp]
ν1...νp. (5.13)

Next we see only the part dependent on Vα1...αp

β1...βp−1 and c. The result of the straightforward

calculation is

m2gλ[ν1Vµ1...µp

ν2...νp] + 2δ[µ1

ν1δµ2

ν2 . . . δµp]
νp∇λc

− pδ[µ1

λδµ2

[ν2 . . . δµp]
νp∇ν1]c− pgλ[ν1δ[µ2

ν2 . . . δµp

νp]∇µ1]c. (5.14)

Finally we see only the part dependent on Y(2n+1)α1...αn

β1...βnγ. Some terms need attention:

The contribution from the term −p∇ρ∇[µ1
S|ρ|µ2...µp]

ν1...νpλ is

−

p−1∑

n=0

(n + 1)δ[µ1

[ν1δµ2

ν2 . . . δµn

νn∇νn+1∇µn+1
Y(2p−2n−1)µn+2...µp]

νn+2...νp]λ

+

p−1∑

n=0

(−1)p+n(p− n)δ[µ1

[ν1δµ2

ν2 . . . δµn

νn∇|ρ|∇µn+1
Y(2p−2n+1)µn+2...µp]ρ

νn+1...νp]λ

=

p−2∑

n=0

(−1)p+n+1(n+ 1)δ[µ1

[ν1δµ2

ν2 . . . δµn

νn∇νn+1∇νn+2Y(2p−2n−1)µn+1...µp]
νn+3...νp]λ

+

p−1∑

n=0

(p− n)δ[µ1

[ν1δµ2

ν2 . . . δµn

νn∇2Y(2p−2n+1)µn+1...µp]
νn+1...νp]λ

−pδ[µ1

[ν1δµ2

ν2 . . . δµp−1

νp−1∇νp]∇µp]Y(1)
λ. (5.15)

The contribution from the term −p∇ρsρ[µ2...µp

ν1...νpδµ1]
λ is

p−2∑

n=0

(n + 1)(n+ 2)

p− n− 1
(−1)p+1δ[µ1

λδµ2

[ν1 . . . δµn+1

νn∇νn+1∇µn+2
Y(2p−2n−3)µn+3...µp]

νn+2...νp]
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+

p−2∑

n=0

(n+ 1)(p− n− 1)

p− n
(−1)n+1δ[µ1

λδµ2

[ν1 . . . δµn+1

νn∇|ρ|∇µn+2
Y(2p−2n−1)µn+3...µp]ρ

νn+1...νp]

+

p−1∑

n=0

n+ 1

p− n
(−1)pδ[µ1

λδµ2

[ν1 . . . δµn+1

νn∇2Y(2p−2n−1)µn+2...µp]ρ
νn+1...νp]

=

p−2∑

n=0

(n + 1)(n+ 2)

p− n− 1
(−1)nδ[µ1

λδµ2

[ν1 . . . δµn+1

νn∇νn+1∇νn+2Y(2p−2n−3)µn+2...µp]
νn+3...νp]

+

p−1∑

n=0

(n + 1)(−1)pδ[µ1

λδµ2

[ν1 . . . δµn+1

νn∇2Y(2p−2n−1)µn+2...µp]
νn+1...νp]

−
2

D
p(p− 1)δ[µ1

λδµ2

[ν2 . . . δµp]
νp∇ν1]∇ρY(1)

ρ. (5.16)

The contribution from the term −p∇[µ1
sλµ2...µp]

ν1...νp is

p−2∑

n=0

(n+ 1)(n+ 2)

p− n− 1
(−1)p+1gλ[ν1δ[µ1

ν2 . . . δµn

νn+1∇µn+1
∇µn+2

Y(2p−2n−3)µn+3...µp]
νn+2...νp]

−

p−2∑

n=0

(n+ 1)(p− n− 1)

p− n
δ[µ1

[ν1 . . . δµn

νn∇µn+1
∇µn+2

Y(2p−2n−1)µn+3...µp]
|λ|νn+1...νp]

+

p−1∑

n=0

n+ 1

p− n
(−1)p+nδ[µ1

[ν1 . . . δµn

νn∇µn+1
∇|λ|Y(2p−2n−1)µn+2...µp]

νn+1...νp]

=

p−2∑

n=0

(n+ 1)(n+ 2)

p− n− 1
(−1)p+1gλ[ν1δ[µ1

ν2 . . . δµn

νn+1∇µn+1
∇µn+2

Y(2p−2n−3)µn+3...µp]
νn+2...νp]

−

p−2∑

n=0

(n+ 1)δ[µ1

[ν1 . . . δµn

νn∇µn+1
∇µn+2

Y(2p−2n−1)µn+3...µp]
|λ|νn+1...νp]

−pδ[µ1

[ν1 . . . δµp−1

νp−1∇µp]∇
|λ|Y(1)

νp]. (5.17)

In (5.15), (5.16), and (5.17), the first expressions are calculated without using the assumption

that Y(2n+1)µ1...µn

ν1...νnλ are Killing-Yano forms for 1 ≤ n ≤ p and Y(1)
λ is a conformal Killing

vector. The second expressions are given by using the fact that for n ≥ 1 any two indices in

∇δY(2n+1)α1...αn

β1...βnγ can be freely exchanged with extra minus sign, and for n = 0 we have

an additional term proportional to ∇ρY(1)
ρ upon the exchange. Then those expressions are

simplified further by replacing the commutators of covariant derivatives with the Riemann

tensors and by

∇2Y(2n+1)µ1...µ2n+1
= −Rρ[µ1

Y(2n+1)
ρ
µ2...µ2n+1] + nRρσ[µ1µ2

Y(2n+1)
ρσ

µ3...µ2n+1], (5.18)

∇µ∇νY(1)λ = RλνµρY(1)
ρ +

1

D
(gλµ∇ν∇ρY(1)

ρ + gλν∇µ∇ρY(1)
ρ − gµν∇λ∇ρY(1)

ρ). (5.19)

20



(See (A.3) in Appendix.) The contribution from the term 2∇λsµ1...µp

ν1...νp is simplified by

∇ν∇λY(2n+1)µ1...µ2n+1
= −(n+ 1)R[λµ1|ν

ρY(2n+1)ρ|µ2...µ2n+1]. (5.20)

The contribution from the term ∇2Sµ1...µp

ν1...νpλ is simplified by (5.18) and

∇2Y(1)µ = −RρµY(1)
ρ −

D − 2

D
∇µ∇ρY(1)

ρ. (5.21)

Other terms can be calculated straightforwardly. The total result for the part dependent on

Y(2n+1)α1...αn

β1...βnγ is

−

p−2∑

n=0

2(n+ 1)δ[µ1

[ν1 . . . δµn

νnI(2p−2n−1)µn+1

νn+1 |λ|
µn+2...µp]

νn+2...νp]

+

p−1∑

n=0

(−1)p+1 p− n

2p− 2n+ 1
δ[µ1

[ν2 . . . δµn

νn+1

×
[
J(2p−2n+1)

|λ|
µn+1

ν1
µn+2...µp]

νn+2...νp] − (p− n)J(2p−2n+1)
ν1

µn+1

|λ|
µn+2...µp]

νn+2...νp]
]

+

p−2∑

n=0

(−1)p+1 (n+ 1)(p− n− 1)

2p− 2n− 1
δ[µ1

λδµ2

[ν1 . . . δµn+1

νnJ(2p−2n−1)µn+2

νn+1νn+2
µn+3...µp]

νn+3...νp]

+
D − 2p− 2

D
(pδ[µ1

λδµ2

[ν2 . . . δµp]
νp∇ν1] − δ[µ1

ν1 . . . δµp]
νp∇λ)∇ρY(1)

ρ, (5.22)

where

I(2n+1)ν1ν2µ1...µ2n+1
= Rν1ν2[µ1

ρY(2n+1)|ρ|µ2...µ2n+1]

+
1

2
R[µ1µ2|ν1

ρY(2n+1)ρν2|µ3...µ2n+1]

−
1

2
R[µ1µ2|ν2

ρY(2n+1)ρν1|µ3...µ2n+1], (5.23)

J(2n+1)ν1ν2µ1...µ2n+1
= Rν1ρY(2n+1)

ρ
ν2µ1...µ2n−1

+
1

2
(2n− 1)Rρ1ρ2ν1[µ1

Y(2n+1)
ρ1ρ2

|ν2|µ2...µ2n−1] + (ν1 ↔ ν2). (5.24)

These vanish because of (A.4) and (A.5). Then (2.14) is reduced to

0 = m2(gλ[ν1Vµ1...µp

ν2...νp] − δ[µ1

λUµ2...µp]
ν1...νp)

−pgλ[ν1δ[µ2

ν2 . . . δµp

νp]∇µ1]c− pδ[µ1

λδµ2

[ν2 . . . δµp]
νp∇ν1]

(
c−

D − 2p− 2

D
∇ρY(1)

ρ
)

+δ[µ1

ν1 . . . δµp]
νp∇λ

(
2c−

D − 2p− 2

D
∇ρY(1)

ρ
)
. (5.25)

By contracting (µ1, . . . , µp) and (ν1, . . . , νp) in (5.25),

0 = m2(V λ
ρ1...ρp−1

ρ1...ρp−1 − Uρ1...ρp−1

λρ1...ρp−1)
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+
(D − 1)!

p!(D − p− 1)!
∇λ

(
2c−

D − 2p− 2

D
∇ρY(1)

ρ
)
. (5.26)

By contracting (λ, µ2, . . . , µp) and (ν1, . . . , νp) in (5.25),

0 = m2[(D − p+ 1)V λ
ρ1...ρp−1

ρ1...ρp−1 − Uρ1...ρp−1

λρ1...ρp−1]

−
(D − 1)!

(p− 1)!(D − p− 1)!
∇λc. (5.27)

By contracting (µ1, . . . , µp) and (λ, ν2, . . . , νp) in (5.25),

0 = m2[V λ
ρ1...ρp−1

ρ1...ρp−1 − (D − p+ 1)Uρ1...ρp−1

λρ1...ρp−1 ]

−
(D − 1)!

(p− 1)!(D − p− 1)!
∇λ

(
c−

D − 2p− 2

D
∇ρY(1)

ρ
)
. (5.28)

From these three equations,

0 = ∇λ
(
2c−

D − 2p− 2

D
∇ρY(1)

ρ
)
, (5.29)

m2V λ
ρ1...ρp−1

ρ1...ρp−1 =
(D − 1)!

(p− 1)!(D − p)!
∇λc, (5.30)

m2Uρ1...ρp−1

λρ1...ρp−1 =
(D − 1)!

(p− 1)!(D − p)!
∇λc. (5.31)

If m = 0, then c is a constant, and ∇ρY(1)
ρ is a constant or D = 2p+ 2. Then the right hand

side of (5.25) vanishes and (2.14) is solved. For m 6= 0, (5.25) is reduced to

0 = gλ[ν1Ṽµ1...µp

ν2...νp] − δ[µ1

λŨµ2...µp]
ν1...νp, (5.32)

where

Ṽµ1...µp

ν1...νp−1 = Vµ1...µp

ν1...νp−1 −
p

m2
δ[µ2

ν1 . . . δµp

νp−1∇µ1]c, (5.33)

Ũµ1...µp−1

ν1...νp = Uµ1...µp−1

ν1...νp −
p

m2
δµ1

[ν2 . . . δµp−1

νp∇ν1]c. (5.34)

From (5.30) and (5.31),

Ṽ λ
ρ1...ρp−1

ρ1...ρp−1 = 0, (5.35)

Ũρ1...ρp−1

λρ1...ρp−1 = 0. (5.36)

By contracting (µp−n+1, . . . , µp) and (νp−n+1, . . . , νp) in (5.32),

0 = Ṽ λ
µ1...µp−nρ1...ρn−1

ν1...νp−nρ1...ρn−1 − Ũµ1...µp−nρ1...ρn−1

λν1...νp−nρ1...ρn−1
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+
p− n

n
(gλ[ν1Ṽµ1...µp−nρ1...ρn

ν2...νp−n]ρ1...ρn − δ[µ1

λŨµ2...µp−n]ρ1...ρn
ν1...νp−nρ1...ρn). (5.37)

By contracting (λ, µp−n+1, . . . , µp) and (ν1, νp−n+1, . . . , νp) in (5.32),

0 = (D − p+ 1)Ṽµ1...µp−nρ1...ρn
ν2...νp−nρ1...ρn

−(p− n)Ũ[µ2...µp−n|ρ1...ρn|µ1]
ν2...νp−nρ1...ρn . (5.38)

By contracting (µ1, µp−n+1, . . . , µp) and (λ, νp−n+1, . . . , νp) in (5.32),

0 = (D − p+ 1)Ũµ2...µp−nρ1...ρn
ν1...νp−nρ1...ρn

−(p− n)Ṽ [ν1
µ2...µp−nρ1...ρn

ν2...νp−n]ρ1...ρn . (5.39)

By replacing n with n + 1, renaming λ, µ1, . . . , µp−n−1 to µ1, . . . , µp−n, antisymmetrizing

µ1, . . . , µp−n in (5.37), and using (5.38),

(D − 2p+ n+ 1)Ṽµ1...µp−nρ1...ρn
ν2...νp−nρ1...ρn

=
(p− n)(p− n− 1)

n+ 1
δ[µ1

[ν2Ṽµ2...µp−n]ρ1...ρn+1

ν3...νp−n]ρ1...ρn+1 . (5.40)

By replacing n with n + 1, renaming λ, ν1, . . . , νp−n−1 to ν1, . . . , νp−n, antisymmetrizing

ν1, . . . , νp−n in (5.37), and using (5.39),

(D − 2p+ n+ 1)Ũµ2...µp−nρ1...ρn
ν1...νp−nρ1...ρn

=
(p− n)(p− n− 1)

n+ 1
δ[µ2

[ν1Ũµ3...µp−n]ρ1...ρn+1

ν2...νp−n]ρ1...ρn+1 . (5.41)

Unless D − 2p + n + 1 = 0, by using the above two equations we can uniquely determine

Ṽµ1...µp−nρ1...ρn
ν2...νp−nρ1...ρn and Ũµ2...µp−nρ1...ρn

ν1...νp−nρ1...ρn from Ṽµ2...µp−nρ1...ρn+1

ν3...νp−nρ1...ρn+1 and

Ũµ3...µp−nρ1...ρn+1

ν2...νp−nρ1...ρn+1. Therefore if 2p ≤ D, from (5.35) and (5.36), we can show

Ṽµ1...µp

ν1...νp−1 = 0 and Ũµ1...µp−1

ν1...νp = 0, i.e.

Vµ1...µp

ν1...νp−1 =
p

m2
δ[µ2

ν1 . . . δµp

νp−1∇µ1]c, (5.42)

Uµ1...µp−1

ν1...νp =
p

m2
δµ1

[ν2 . . . δµp−1

νp∇ν1]c. (5.43)

If 2p−D − 1 ≥ 0, Ṽµ1...µD−p+1ρ1...ρ2p−D−1

ν2...νD−p+1ρ1...ρ2p−D−1 and

Ũµ2...µD−p+1ρ1...ρ2p−D−1

ν1...νD−p+1ρ1...ρ2p−D−1 are left undetermined, and for n ≤ 2p − D − 1, we

can show Ṽµ1...µp−nρ1...ρn
ν2...νp−nρ1...ρn = 0 and Ũµ2...µp−nρ1...ρn

ν1...νp−nρ1...ρn = 0. From (5.37) for

n = 2p−D,

Ṽ λ
µ1...µD−pρ1...ρ2p−D−1

ν1...νD−pρ1...ρ2p−D−1 = Ũµ1...µD−pρ1...ρ2p−D−1

λν1...νD−pρ1...ρ2p−D−1
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≡ (−1)D+1 (D − p)!(D − p+ 1)!((2p−D − 1)!)2

p!(p− 1)!

×uµ1...µD−p

λν1...νD−p, (5.44)

where uµ1...µ2D−2p+1
is an antisymmetric tensor. Then

Vµ1...µp

ν1...νp−1 =
p

m2
δ[µ2

ν1 . . . δµp

νp−1∇µ1]c

+(−1)D−pδ[µ1

[ν1 . . . δµ2p−D−1

ν2p−D−1uµ2p−D...µp]
ν2p−D...νp−1], (5.45)

Uµ1...µp−1

ν1...νp =
p

m2
δµ1

[ν2 . . . δµp−1

νp∇ν1]c

+δ[µ1

[ν1 . . . δµ2p−D−1

ν2p−D−1uµ2p−D ...µp−1]
ν2p−D ...νp]. (5.46)

(5.42), (5.43) or (5.45), (5.46) solve (5.32). In summary, the solution to (2.14) is

• m = 0 ∇ρY(1)
ρ is a constant for D 6= 2p+ 2, and c is a constant.

• m 6= 0 and 2p ≤ D (5.29), (5.42), and (5.43).

• m 6= 0 and 2p ≥ D + 1 (5.29), (5.45), and (5.46).

Finally we analyze (2.15). Similarly to the above analysis for (2.14), we compute the right hand

side minus the left hand side of (2.15). First we see only the part dependent on Uα1...αp−1

β1...βp.

The contribution from −p∇ρ∇[µ1
s|ρ|µ2...µp]

ν1...νp is

−∇ρ∇[µ1
∇|ρ|Uµ2...µp]

ν1...νp + (p− 1)∇ρ∇[µ1
∇µ2

U|ρ|µ3...µp]
ν1...νp

= −∇2∇[µ1
Uµ2...µp]

ν1...νp −∇ρ(∇[µ1
∇|ρ| −∇ρ∇[µ1

)Uµ2...µp]
ν1...νp

+
1

2
(p− 1)∇ρ(∇[µ1

∇µ2
−∇[µ2

∇µ1
)U|ρ|µ3...µp]

ν1...νp. (5.47)

The first term of the second expression of the above cancels the contribution from∇2sµ1...µp

ν1...νp.

The second and third terms can be simplified by replacing the commutators of covariant deriva-

tives with the Riemann tensors and using the Bianchi identity. Then the part dependent on

Uα1...αp−1

β1...βp is reduced to

−m2∇[µ1

λUµ2...µp]
ν1...νp. (5.48)

The part dependent on Vα1...αp

β1...βp−1 vanishes by the Bianchi identity. The part dependent

on c is

δ[µ1

ν1δµ2

ν2 . . . δµp]
νp∇2c− pδ[µ1

[ν1δµ2

ν2 . . . δµp−1

νp−1∇νp]∇µp]c. (5.49)

Finally we see only the part dependent on Y(2n+1)α1...αn

β1...βnγ. The contribution from

−p∇ρ∇[µ1
s|ρ|µ2...µp]

ν1...νp needs attention. It is given by

p−2∑

n=0

(−1)p+n+1 (n+ 1)(n+ 2)

p− n− 1
δ[µ1

[ν1 . . . δµn

νn∇νn+1∇µn+1
∇µn+2

Y(2p−2n−3)µn+3...µp]
νn+2...νp]
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+

p−1∑

n=0

(−1)p+nn + 1

p− n
δ[µ1

[ν1 . . . δµn

νn∇|ρ|∇µn+1
∇|ρ|Y(2p−2n−1)µn+2...µp]

νn+1...νp]

−

p−2∑

n=0

(n+ 1)(p− n− 1)

p− n
δ[µ1

[ν1 . . . δµn

νn∇|ρ|∇µn+1
∇µn+2

Y(2p−2n−1)µn+3...µp]ρ
νn+1...νp]

=

p−1∑

n=0

(−1)p+nn+ 1

p− n
δ[µ1

[ν1 . . . δµn

νn∇2∇µn+1
Y(2p−2n−1)µn+2...µp]

νn+1...νp]

+

p−1∑

n=0

(−1)p+nn + 1

p− n
δ[µ1

[ν1 . . . δµn

νn

×∇|ρ|(∇µn+1
∇|ρ| −∇|ρ|∇µn+1

)Y(2p−2n−1)µn+2...µp]
νn+1...νp]

+

p−2∑

n=0

(−1)p+n+1 (n+ 1)(n+ 2)

2(p− n− 1)
δ[µ1

[ν1 . . . δµn

νn

×∇νn+1(∇µn+1
∇µn+2

−∇µn+2
∇µn+1

)Y(2p−2n−3)µn+3...µp]
νn+2...νp]

−

p−2∑

n=0

(n+ 1)(p− n− 1)

2(p− n)
δ[µ1

[ν1 . . . δµn

νn

×∇|ρ|(∇µn+1
∇µn+2

−∇µn+2
∇µn+1

)Y(2p−2n−1)µn+3...µp]ρ
νn+1...νp]. (5.50)

The first term of the second expression of the above cancels the contribution from∇2sµ1...µp

ν1...νp.

The rest of the above can be simplified by replacing the commutators of covariant deriva-

tives with the Riemann tensors and using the Bianchi identity. Then the part dependent on

Y(2n+1)α1...αn

β1...βnγ is reduced to

2

D
m2∇ρY(1)

ρδ[µ1

ν1 . . . δµp]
νp, (5.51)

and (2.15) is reduced to

0 = −m2∇[µ1
Uµ2...µp]

ν1...νp

+
(
∇2c+

2

D
m2∇ρY(1)

ρ
)
δ[µ1

ν1 . . . δµp]
νp − pδ[µ1

[ν1δµ2

ν2 . . . δµp−1

νp−1∇νp]∇µp]c. (5.52)

In the massless case this is satisfied. In the massive case, by contracting (µ1, . . . , µp) and

(ν1, . . . , νp) in (5.52), and using (5.31),

m2∇ρY(1)
ρ = −

1

2
(D − 2p)∇2c. (5.53)

Then we deal with the cases of 2p ≤ D and 2p ≥ D+1 separately. For 2p ≤ D, by contracting

(µ2, . . . , µp) and (ν2, . . . , νp) in (5.52), and using (5.43)

∇µ∇νc =
1

D
gµν∇

2c. (5.54)
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Then (5.53) and (5.54) solve (5.52).

For 2p ≥ D+1, by contracting (µ2, . . . , µp) and (ν2, . . . , νp) in (5.52), and using (5.46), we

obtain (5.54) for p ≤ D − 2, and for p = D − 1 (and therefore D ≥ 3),

∇µ∇νc−
1

D
gµν∇

2c =
(−1)D+1

D − 2
m2∇ρu

ρ
µν , (5.55)

the symmetric part of which also gives (5.54). Then for either case, (5.52) is reduced to

0 = δ[µ1

[ν1 . . . δµ2p−D−1

ν2p−D−1∇µ2p−D
uµ2p−D+1...µp]

ν2p−D ...νp], (5.56)

which is equivalent to

∇ρu
ρ
µ1...µ2D−2p

= 0, (5.57)

i.e. uµ1...µ2D−2p+1
is coclosed.

In summary, the solution to (2.15) is

• m = 0 no new condition.

• m 6= 0 and 2p ≤ D (5.53), and (5.54).

• m 6= 0 and 2p ≥ D + 1 (5.53), (5.54), and (5.57).

Thus we have successfully given a solution to (2.12)-(2.15), only by assuming (5.1), and

that Y(2n+1)µ1...µn

ν1...νnλ are Killing-Yano forms for 1 ≤ n ≤ p and Y(1)
λ is a conformal Killing

vector. The solution is summarized as follows:

Sµ1...µp

ν1...νpλ = δ[µ1

λUµ2...µp]
ν1...νp

+

p∑

n=0

δ[µ1

[ν1δµ2

ν2 . . . δµn

νnY(2p−2n+1)µn+1...µp]
νn+1...νp]λ, (5.58)

Qµ1...µp

ν1...νpλ = gλ[ν1Vµ1...µp

ν2...νp]

+

p∑

n=0

δ[µ1

[ν1δµ2

ν2 . . . δµn

νnY(2p−2n+1)µn+1...µp]
νn+1...νp]λ, (5.59)

sµ1...µp

ν1...νp = cδ[µ1

ν1δµ2

ν2 . . . δµp]
νp +∇[µ1

Uµ2...µp]
ν1...νp

+

p−1∑

n=0

(−1)p+n+1n+ 1

p− n
δ[µ1

[ν1δµ2

ν2 . . . δµn

νn

×∇µn+1
Y(2p−2n−1)µn+2...µp]

νn+1...νp], (5.60)

qµ1...µp

ν1...νp =
(
c+

2

D
∇ρY(1)

ρ
)
δ[µ1

ν1δµ2

ν2 . . . δµp]
νp

26



+

p−1∑

n=0

(−1)p+n+1n+ 1

p− n
δ[µ1

[ν1δµ2

ν2 . . . δµn

νn

×∇µn+1
Y(2p−2n−1)µn+2...µp]

νn+1...νp], (5.61)

where

• m = 0

∇ρY(1)
ρ is a constant for D 6= 2p+2, c is a constant, and Uµ1...µp−1

ν1...νp and Vµ1...µp

ν1...νp−1

are arbitrary tensors except that the first p− 1 and the next p indices of Uµ1...µp−1

ν1...νp,

and the first p and the next p− 1 indices of Vµ1...µp

ν1...νp−1 are antisymmetrized.

• m 6= 0

c and ∇ρY(1)
ρ satisfy the followings:

0 = ∇µ

(
c−

D − 2p− 2

2D
∇ρY(1)

ρ
)
, (5.62)

m2∇ρY(1)
ρ = −

1

2
(D − 2p)∇2c, (5.63)

∇µ∇νc =
1

D
gµν∇

2c, (5.64)

and Uµ1...µp−1

ν1...νp and Vµ1...µp

ν1...νp−1 are given by the followings:

⋄ 2p ≤ D

Vµ1...µp

ν1...νp−1 =
p

m2
δ[µ2

ν1 . . . δµp

νp−1∇µ1]c, (5.65)

Uµ1...µp−1

ν1...νp =
p

m2
δµ1

[ν2 . . . δµp−1

νp∇ν1]c. (5.66)

⋄ 2p ≥ D + 1

Vµ1...µp

ν1...νp−1 =
p

m2
δ[µ2

ν1 . . . δµp

νp−1∇µ1]c

+(−1)D−pδ[µ1

[ν1 . . . δµ2p−D−1

ν2p−D−1

×uµ2p−D ...µp]
ν2p−D ...νp−1], (5.67)

Uµ1...µp−1

ν1...νp =
p

m2
δµ1

[ν2 . . . δµp−1

νp∇ν1]c

+δ[µ1

[ν1 . . . δµ2p−D−1

ν2p−D−1uµ2p−D ...µp−1]
ν2p−D ...νp], (5.68)

where uµ1...µ2D−2p+1
is an arbitrary coclosed form.
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In addition, we have to note the following fact. We can consider the Hodge dual Ỹ(n)µ1...µn
of

Y(D−n)
µn+1...µD :

Ỹ(n)µ1...µn
=

1

(D − n)!
ǫµ1...µD

Y(D−n)
µn+1...µD . (5.69)

Then if D − 2p+ n = 0,

δ[µ1

[ν1 . . . δµn

νnY(2p−2n+1)µn+1...µp]
νn+1...νp]λ

= (−1)Dp+g+1n(D − p)!

p!
δ[µ1

λǫν1...νpµ2...µD−p+1
Ỹ(n−1)µD−p+2...µp], (5.70)

where (−1)g is the sign of g = det(gµν). Therefore by redefining Uµ1...µp−1

ν1...νp as

Uµ1...µp−1

ν1...νp → Uµ1...µp−1

ν1...νp + (−1)Dp+gn(D − p)!

p!
ǫν1...νp [µ1...µD−p

Ỹ(n−1)µD−p+1...µp], (5.71)

Y(2p−2n+1)µ1...µ2p−2n+1
in (5.1) can be absorbed in Uµ1...µp−1

ν1...νp, and we can set

Y(2p−2n+1)µ1...µ2p−2n+1
= 0 as the initial assumption. Indeed, in the results in the previous

section for (p,D, n) = (2, 3, 1), (3, 4, 2) and (3, 5, 1), Y(2p−2n+1)µ1...µ2p−2n+1
= 0. Then for p = 1

and p = 2 our solution is included in the results in the previous section. We can also show the

followings: If 2p ≥ D + 1, then for 0 ≤ n ≤ 2p−D − 1,

0 = δ[µ1

[ν1 . . . δµn

νnY(2p−2n+1)µn+1...µp]
νn+1...νp]λ, (5.72)

and for 1 ≤ n ≤ 2p−D,

0 = δ[µ1

[ν1 . . . δµn−1

νn−1∇µn
Y(2p−2n+1)µn+1...µp]

νn...νp]. (5.73)

These can be shown by computing the products of the right hand sides and ǫµ1...µDǫν1...νD .

Therefore if 2p ≥ D, we can set Y(2p−2n+1)µn+1...µp

νn+1...νpλ = 0 for 0 ≤ n ≤ 2p−D as the initial

assumption.

For p = 3 and D 6= 4, 5, 6, 8, our assumption from which the above solution is derived is

the general solution to (2.12) and (2.13). Therefore it gives the general solution to the full

conditions (2.12)-(2.15).

From (5.62) and (5.63) we see that ∇ρY(1)
ρ must satisfy the following “Klein-Gordon”

equation for D 6= 2p, 2p+ 2:

0 = ∇2(∇ρY(1)
ρ) +

4D

(D − 2p)(D − 2p− 2)
m2∇ρY(1)

ρ, (5.74)

and for D = 2p and 2p + 2, c is a constant and ∇ρY(1)
ρ = 0. Furthermore, by acting ∇ν on

(5.64),

Rµ
ν∇νc = −

D − 1

D
∇µ∇

2c. (5.75)
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and by applying (5.62) to the left hand side, and (5.63) to the right hand side of this equation,

(D − 2p)(D − 2p− 2)Rµ
ν∇ν(∇ρY(1)

ρ) = 4m2(D − 1)∇µ(∇ρY(1)
ρ). (5.76)

Therefore, if the background metric satisfies the vacuum Einstein equation

Rµν =
2

D − 2
Λgµν , (5.77)

and

m2 6=
(D − 2p)(D − 2p− 2)

2(D − 1)(D − 2)
Λ, (5.78)

then ∇ρY(1)
ρ is a constant, and so is c. After all, in most cases we see that c and ∇ρY(1)

ρ are

constants.

6 Summary and Discussion

In section 2, we have given the conditions for first order symmetry operators of the second

order differential operator Mµ1...µp

ν1...νp which appears in the standard equation of motion for

differential p-form fields. Then in section 3, we have given a partial procedure to solve the

conditions for arbitrary p. In section 4, we have given the general forms of first order symmetry

operators for p = 1 and p = 2. We also have given a partial solution to the conditions for

p = 3. Then in section 5, based on those solutions we have given a class of first order symmetry

operators for arbitrary p and D(≥ p + 1). It is summarized in (5.58)-(5.68). In most cases

our symmetry operators commute with Mµ1...µp

ν1...νp. We do not have to impose the equation

of motion on the background geometry to show that all of our solutions indeed satisfy the

conditions given in section 2.

For p = 1, 2 and 3, our solution in section 5 is the general solution for generic D. However

at some special values of D there are more solutions. Then it is natural to conjecture the

followings for arbitrary p:

• For D ≥ 2p+ 3 and D = 2p+ 1 our solution gives the general solution.

• For p+ 1 ≤ D ≤ 2p our solution is not general.

• For D = 2p+2, our solution is not general in the massless case and all of Y(2n+1)µ1...µ2n+1

can be extended to conformal Killing-Yano forms.
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It is interesting to confirm that these conjectures are correct or need to be corrected.

We have considered the standard linear equations of motion for p-forms in purely geometric

backgrounds. However in backgrounds with nontrivial configuration of fields other than the

metric, the equations of motion may have more terms coming from interaction terms in the

action. For such cases our analysis must be modified accordingly.

Most of our symmetry operators consist mainly of odd rank (conformal) Killing-Yano

forms. Odd dimensional Kerr-NUT-(A)dS spacetimes are examples having such differential

forms (See e.g. [18].) Indeed the relation between Killing-Yano forms and the separability of

the equations of motion for 1-forms in Myers-Perry-(A)dS or Kerr-NUT-(A)dS spacetimes is

discussed in [10, 11, 12, 13, 15] and for p-forms in [17]. (conformal) Killing-Yano forms also

appear in the first order symmetry operators for the equations of motion for spinor fields (See

e.g. [1, 2, 3, 4]), Rarita-Schwinger fields[5], and the metric perturbation[6]. These facts show

the importance of Killing-Yano forms.

Appendix

A Conformal Killing-Yano forms

A conformal Killing-Yano n-form Yµ1µ2...µn
is defined by

∇νYµ1µ2...µn
= ∇[νYµ1µ2...µn] +

n

D − n + 1
gν[µ1

∇|ρ|Y
ρ
µ2...µn]. (A.1)

For n = 1 this is called a conformal Killing vector. If Yµ1µ2...µn
is coclosed i.e.

∇ρY
ρ
µ1...µn−1

= 0, (A.2)

then this is called a Killing-Yano form. From (A.1),

∇ν1∇ν2Yµ1µ2...µn
= −

1

2
(n+ 1)R[ν2µ1|ν1

ρYρ|µ2...µn]

+
1

D − n + 1

(
ngν2[µ1

∇|ν1∇ρ|Y
ρ
µ2...µn]

−(n + 1)gν1[ν2∇µ1
∇|ρ|Y

ρ
µ2...µn]

)
. (A.3)

By antisymmetrizing indices ν1 and ν2 in the above, we obtain the following for n ≥ 2:

Rν1ν2[µ1

ρY|ρ|µ2...µn] +
1

2
R[µ1µ2|ν1

ρYρν2|µ3...µn] −
1

2
R[µ1µ2|ν2

ρYρν1|µ3...µn]
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= −
1

D − n+ 1
gν1[µ1

(∇|ν2∇ρ|Y
ρ
µ2...µn] +∇µ2

∇|ρY
ρ
ν2|µ3...µn])− (ν1 ↔ ν2). (A.4)

By contracting ν2 and µn, renaming µn−1 to ν2, and symmetrizing ν1 and ν2 in the above, we

obtain the following for n ≥ 2:

0 = Rν1ρY
ρ
ν2µ1...µn−2

+
1

2
(n− 2)Rρ1ρ2ν1[µ1

Y ρ1ρ2
|ν2|µ2...µn−2]

+
D − n

D − n+ 1
∇ν1∇ρY

ρ
ν2µ1...µn−2

+ (ν1 ↔ ν2). (A.5)
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