arXiv:2205.01765v1 [hep-th] 3 May 2022

Superspaces for heterotic pure spinor string compactifications

Osvaldo Chandia® and Brenno Carlini Vallilo®

* Departamento de Ciencias, Facultad de Artes Liberales
Universidad Adolfo Ibdnez, Chile

® Departamento de Ciencias Fisicas, Universidad Andrés Bello
Sazié 2212, Santiago, Chile

Abstract

We study supersymmetry conditions for the heterotic pure superstring preserving and N = 1
supersymmetry in four dimensions directly from the curved superspace defined by the Berkovits-
Howe constraints.

* ochandiag@gmail.com, * vallilo@gmail.com


http://arxiv.org/abs/2205.01765v1
mailto:ochandiaq@gmail.com
mailto:vallilo@gmail.com

Contents

1 Introduction 1
2 Heterotic supergravity and the Berkovits-Howe constraints 2
3 Killing supervectors 5
3.1 Flat superspace . . . . . . . ..o e 9
4 Invariance conditions 10
4.1 Four dimensional Poincaré symmetry . . . . . . . . . . ... ... 11
4.2 Global four dimensional N = 1 supersymmetry . . . . .. .. ... ... ....... 13

1 Introduction

Understanding string dynamics in curved backgrounds is still one of the most important topics
of research in string theory. It is particularly crucial to study dualities and compactifications.
Most of the knowledge in string compactifications comes from the Ramond-Neveu-Schwarz (RNS)
formalism or the supergravity limit. In the case of heterotic string or Type II strings the RNS
formalism allowed significant advances such as non-renormalization theorems [1] and exact results
from topological strings (see, e.g., [2] for a review). For compactification backgrounds involving
Ramond-Ramond (RR) fields most of the work done was restricted to the supergravity limit. The
difficulty comes from the RR vertex operators associated with the linearized RR flux.

The pure spinor formalism [3] introduced by Berkovits has manifest supersymmetry in flat space-
time and made possible to study RR backgrounds without the subtleties of the RR vertex operators
of the RNS formalism.! In two previous papers [6, 7] we started the study of compactifications using
the pure spinor formalism?. However, in those works we started with an ansatz for the covariant
super derivative algebra without relating it the supergravity background defined by the Berkovits-
Howe supergravity constraints [9]. The assumption was guided by requiring a nilpotent BRST
charge in the supergravity limit. In this work we want to study supergravity backgrounds for the
heterotic pure spinor string preserving Poincaré symmetry or supersymmetry in four dimensions
directly from the curved superspace defined by the Berkovits-Howe constraints. The idea is to
construct the Killing supervectors and derive the conditions imposed on the supergeometry such that
their lowest components satisfy some general requirements expected for Poincaré or supersymmetry
parameters. Knowledge of the 0 expansion of Killing supervectors is also useful since they define
conserved currents on the worldsheet which can be used to have an explicit form for the supergravity
vertex operators. Killing spinors and their algebra were already studied in, e.g. [10] but not directly
from superspace point of view.

The superspace approach taken here is considerably more involved that the component approach
historically used in the literature on superstring compactifications. However if we want to apply
covariant formalisms for the superstring to this problem we must understand all steps in the de-
scription of curved superspaces for string compactifications. Although the case studied here is one

! Another promising way to study RR backgrounds is to use Closed Superstring Field Theory [4] as in the work [5].
2Tt was also studied in [8] using orbifolds



of the oldest compactification models it will serve the base to apply the same ideas to more general
compactifications, e.g. [11, 12, 13, 14] and also for Type II strings. Curved superspace methods
were also used in [15] to describe flux compactifications.

This paper is organized as follows. In the next section we give a brief review for the heterotic
string in the pure spinor formalism in a general curved background and some of the main conse-
quences of the Berkovits-Howe constraints. In the Section 3 we study general Killing supervectors
in ten dimensional supergravity with the Berkovits-Howe constraints. In Section 4 we study the
consequences of imposing four dimensional Poincaré symmetry and supersymmetry.

2 Heterotic supergravity and the Berkovits-Howe constraints

In this section we review the heterotic string in a curved background in the description of the
pure spinor formalism. The world-sheet action is given by

1 g 1 .
S = /d2Z <§HQH_ + §HAHBBBA + daH + an)\a + pAVpA
—i—dajIW[a + )\awﬁjIU[aB) + Spr, (2.1)

where the superspace coordinates ZM = (X™ ") (with m = 0,...,9,4 = 1,...,16) defines
4 = 0ZMEyA(Z) = (I, TI%), where Ej*(Z) is the vielbein superfield. The world-sheet field d,,
is the generator for superspace translations, A\ is the pure spinor variable and w,, is its momentum
conjugate variable. The world-sheet fields p4 are the heterotic fermions. They are in the funda-
mental representation of the gauge group SO(32) or Eg x Es. These fermions define the current
7= %K ﬁB paps, where K are the generators of the gauge group Lie algebra in the fundamental
representation. The covariant derivatives in (2.1) are defined by

VAY =X + A (0Z2M Q%) . Vpa = 0pa+ Kjz (02 Apnr) ps, (2.2)

where 73 is the background Lorentz connection and Ay is the gauge group connection. The
background fields are B, W, Ur and the connections in (2.2). Finally, Spr is the Fradkin-Tseytlin
term and it is given by

Spr = /dzz o/rPd, (2.3)

where ) is the world-sheet curvature and @ is the dilaton superfield. Note that this term breaks
classical conformal invariance but it helps to restore it at the quantum level [16].

The action (2.1) is the most general expression that is invariant under background Lorentz and
gauge transformations such that it is also classically conformal invariant. There is another symmetry
that constrains the background fields to satisfy the equations of supergravity in ten dimensions and
the equations of super Yang-Mills in a curved background [9]. This symmetry is generated by the
pure spinor BRST charge

Q= jé dz \dg. (2.4)



The nilpotency of @ and the holomorphicity of A*d,, imply a set of constraints for the back-
ground superfields. These constraints are functions of the torsion, curvature, field-strength and
H = dB components. Let us remind how they are defined. They are given after constructing
the super one-forms E4 = dZMEyA,Q.° = dZMQua”, Ar = dZM Apyp and the super two-form
B= %dZ MazN Bnar. Note that the Lorentz connection has the form

1
Q0 = 5500 + 2 ()0, (2.5)

where Q) is the connection for scalings and 1y is the usual Lorentz connection in ten-dimensional
superspace. In this way, one can define the connection Q47 with non-zero components QQQ and Q,7°.
The matrix 72 = %(yﬁyé — 7242, where (72),5 and (72)*” are the symmetric 16 x 16 y-matrices
in ten dimensions that satisfy the Dirac algebra

(VQ)a'y (VQ)’YB + (VQ)OW (72)76 = 277a_b5£- (2.6)

The map of a tensor with superspace curved indices to local target space indices is performed
with the use of the vielbein and its inverse. For example,

Byy = (~)NMEyAENP Bpa, (2.7)

where (A, M) assigns a sign (41) for bosonic directions and (—1) for fermionic directions (for more
details see [17]). The torsion, curvature and field-strength super two-forms are given by

TA =VEA = dEA + EBQp?, R =dOp? + Qp9Qc?, Fr=dA; + 754, Ak,
1 1 1
T4 = 5EBECTCBA, Rp? = 5ECEDRDCBA, Fr= §EBEAFIAB, (2.8)

where the product between forms is the wedge product and f7%; are the structure constants of the

gauge group Lie algebra. The covariant derivative V is

V = BAV, = dzM (0 + %QM@M@ +als), (2.9)
where My, are the Lorentz generators and S is the scaling generator.

Together with

H= %ECEBEAHABC, (2.10)
the torsion, the curvature and the field-strength satisfy Bianchi identities. They are given by

ViuTpe” + Tiap"Tpey” — Riapa” =0,

ViaRpep” + Tas" Rpepp” =0,

ViaFipe) + Tias” Fipe) = 0,

ViaHpcp) + gT[ABEHECD] =0, (2.11)

where the (anti)-symmetrization is on (ABC) in the first three equations and it is on (ABCD) in
the last equation.



The nilpotency of the pure spinor BRST charge and the holomorphicity of the BRST current, to-
gether with gauge fixing gauge symmetries of the action, imply that some of the torsion components

are

Top® = —(v9ap, Tao’” =0, (2.12)
some of the H components are

Hopy = Hapa =0, Hape = _(VQ)aB’ (2.13)
and for the field-strength components

Frap = 0. (2.14)

Using the Bianchi identities of (2.11) and the torsion components in (2.12), one can prove that the
constraints for the curvature are implied. Also, the Bianchi identity involving V,T},)* implies that

Toah = 2(7a62)a. (2.15)

It is important to note that since Q,(f ) # 0 one has to be careful when acting with V, on gamma
matrices. For example,

Va(1®)ss = =228 (4%) gs- (2.16)

Combining the Bianchi identities involving V|, T4, ¢ and V|, Hpggyy one can show that

Tape = —Hgpe, Q) = 0. (2.17)

The Bianchi identity involving V(o Hgp together with the equation (V) asTw” = 8V, Q0 (Which is
derived from the Bianchi identity involving V(,T,5” [16]) implies that

1 4
T@a = —E(VQV)Q abc — gV[g(’yl_,]Q(S))a. (2.18)
Finally, the Bianchi involving R(,g,)” implies
Tape = —(Yabe)*” Vaﬁff), (2.19)
So we have that
Hape = (7@)”‘5%9}5). (2.20)

Note that Q((f ) = %VO@ as it is required by ghost number anomaly cancellation [9] (also necessary
for vanishing of the beta function at one-loop [16]). One can also use the Bianchi identities to find
the following expressions for the curvatures

d
R = V(aTo) 1 + Tiad T + 55 Ha™

d
Rabﬁ — _vbTa@ _ TQ[QBVE]Q,

C 1 C [0 e [0
Ry = —2(v*)a” (V5Tw" = Tpa* Ty )
aff (*B) 4705 a=
Rg = nga = ivgva@v
. 1
R[(Lb) = Ty = 7T V. (2.21)



All the gauge covariant background fields depend on the ® superfield. This is not something
new and it is also true with a different set of constraints [18]. It is interesting to note that for the
Type IIB pure spinor string this is not true [19]. It can be shown that using the Berkovits-Howe
constraints the Ramond-Ramond 5-form, as well as curvature generated from it, does not appear
as a higher component of ® [20]. An explicit example of this is the AdSs x S® background [3, 21]
where all covariant derivatives of ® vanish.

3 Killing supervectors

As discussed in the previous section all Lorentz covariant tensors can be computed from &.
Under a general super reparametrization ¢M(Z2) it transforms as

60 = MV @ = 4V 40 = 0, (3.1)

where we are defining €4 = ¢M Ey 4. However it is not enough to impose that the transformation
above vanishes. Generically the covariant tensors are given by

Taya, ~Va - Va,®, (3.2)

therefore in order to have 674,...4,, = 0 we must also impose that 6V 4 = 0. Another way to see
it is that particular components of the vielbein cannot be obtained from ® so to impose that the
full background is invariant under some particular super diffeomorphism the covariant derivatives
(2.9), which depend on E4 | should also be invariant.

The textbook way, see e.g. [22], to study super diffeomorphisms is to introduce a vector superfield
containing ¢4, a compensating Lorentz rotation A%’ and scale transformation o

K =¢&'Va+3A2My, + oS, (3.3)

Although the pure spinor sigma model has two independent local Lorentz symmetries, acting on
vectors and spinors separately, a combination of the two is fixed in the process of solving the
Berkovits-Howe constraints. The local scale symmetry is also used to fix the dimension zero torsions,
however since we are not eliminating the scale connection from V, we still have to include the scale
transformation in K. As we will see this will effectively reduce the structure group of symmetry
transformations from Lorentz times scale to only Lorentz, as expected.

A generic tensor superfield 941 4» transforms under local reparametrizations and local Lorentz
transformations as generated by K as

5OATAn — QAL An (3.4)

Since the covariant derivatives map tensors to tensors we have that the covariant derivatives them-
selves transform as

0Va=[K, V4] (3.5)



If we apply this idea to V,, and use the Berkovits-Howe constraints we get
1
Vo = (-Vagﬁ — 1A% (ab)o” — 5§a> Vs + (—vagé +P72, - gaTQC}) 7

+5 (VAL + €Rou™) My + (°RE) — Vao) S =0, (36)

where RS])B is the scaling curvature and Rsp® is the Lorentz curvature. The first term in (3.6)
defines A% in terms of £ it also implies that

Vob® = =160, (VA%de) = 0. (3.7)

Before studying the consequences of these conditions let us first analyze the second term of (3.6),
which has the lowest mass dimension. From it we can write an expression for £ in terms of £2 as

€ = PVt + 260" = 5V (18762) + SE )" (38)
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We can also write the fundamental equation for &% using the usual ten dimensional gamma
matrix identity

Yo(B5 (_va)fé + SQTO&)QQ) =0, (39)

it depends only on &2 and the background. Using the explicit form of T, agé and the fact that the
V. derivative of s is not zero, simplifies this equation to just

Via ((7@)55)59) = 0. (3.10)

A nice way to summarize this is that the isometries of a general supergravity background with the
Berkovits-Howe constraints [9] are generated by a symmetric bi-spinor satisfying

AN s =0, Vs = 0. (3.11)

Let us see what consequences are obtained by using the conditions (3.7) and the expression for
(3.8) for £~ Acting with V, on (3.8) one obtains

Va€™ = 5578 Vo, Vol + 27070V s68 + 2 (Vab®) (1a0)° + 5E2Va (157 0)) (3.12)

Using the equation for V,&% from (3.6), the anticommutator for the for the first term and Q, =
ivacﬁ one obtains

1 1 a a
Va&® = 598 (1o VoE® + E2Rasn®) + 2987 Qa(§17%5 + E2T%)

5
9 a a e} a,. o
+ £ (€775, + ETw®) (1) + Zos—vgﬁ{va, V). (3.13)

Now we use the equation for VQSQ from (3.21) below, the Bianchi identity involving R,s,® and note
that all the terms with two factors of Q, vanish (because they form a factor of the form (Q+,(2)),
we obtain

Va® =16 £°00) = 0 = —€*0). (3:.14)



As we mentioned below equation (3.3) this condition on o is effectively eliminating the scale con-
nection from V,, reducing the structure group of the symmetry generators. Note that {2, already
vanishes as a consequence of the Berkovits-Howe constraints.

The second condition in (3.7) does not provide information: in fact, using (3.8) one obtains

1
(2 PV 6% = oGPPIV T, + £ (10T s,

10
9 aoc € o 9 aoc € (7
+ = (1229907 (V€ (157 + = (722)0 €.V 5(152)". (3.15)
The first term becomes
1 aoc o 8 aoci Ci (07 4 a Ci
g (), Vg% — 2 (qet) 4 Dl (afed)ey 0 4 2ele(0relg) (3.16)

after anticommuting the fermionic derivatives, using the equation for V&, derived from (3.6) and
the Bianchi identity involving Rqges. For the second term, after using the equation for Vg, from
(3.6) one obtains that this term is equal to

18

—2(&200) — — €l (el ). (3.17)

For the third term, we use again the equation for Vg&,. to get
12 (gyaegyy 2 5[“( bedlgy). (3.18)
5
For the fourth term we just contract the gamma matrices to obtain
9
—pela(ey, 0, - Dele(yede) (319)
Adding (3.16), (3.17), (3.18) and (3.19) we obtain that
aoc (0% 1 aoc (0% aoc (0%
(729)a V" = £ (1#49)a” V€™ = (72249, V 56" = 0. (3:20)

Therefore the second equation in (3.7) is identically satisfied.

The vanishing of §V, should be implied by 6V, = 0. Nevertheless, it is still useful to have its
explicit form

0V = (~ Vo€ ~€T00") Vi + (Vo Taat~EToat~Aal) Vy
1 s
+ 5 (Va4 €2 Rpyt<) My + (€9RE) ~ Va0 ) 5 =0, (3.21)
One can use the equations in (3.6) to derive each term above. For example, consider first
{Va, V34, which is equal to

{Va, Vol = 705Val" + P Ragp?, (3.22)



and use the equations for £ and A derived from V4 = 0 in (3.6) and (3.21). For &2, (3.22) implies

1 c .a a c a a a a
— A1 1%ag + €8 (V(aTip" + TiarTo)e?) + € (202,82 + 12 Ton") — 20755
= —aghet + € (Raﬁﬁ - ’YﬁgTbﬁ) — EYag o™ (3.23)

The terms with A cancel after computing the commutator. The term with &2 is also zero because
of the Bianchi identity involving R,gy% The terms with 7 are equal to

& (29208) + 1 Topt) = ~2055(E), (3.24)

where we have used the fact that Tg,® = 2(7,%Q2) 3 and the Fierz identity ’y(k,ya (7)), = 0. The result
of (3.24) has to cancel the term with o in (3.23). Therefore,

o=-£10,, (3.25)
which is a condition already found before (see (3.14)).

As we already mentioned before, the scalar superfield ® should also be invariant under the
transformations generated by K. Since (7€), = —0 and Q, = %VQCI), invariance under K implies
that

€9V, ® = 4o. (3.26)

Finally, one can calculate the commutator of two different Killing transformations parametrized

by (€4,A% 01) and (&4, AL, op)

1 1
K| =&V + gA%bMa_b 1015, Ky=E&\Va+ §A;—bM@ 1 098, (3.27)

Both K’s leave V4 invariant, so the parameters £ and A satisfy the equations the come from
[K,V 4] =0. The commutator K3 = [K7, K»] is then given by

1 a
Ko = (6PVaeh — PVnet ~ P Ton + i3l + ) PGATS ) Vi
lac

1 a
+ 5 (P&t Ran™ + §1VAN + A Aol ) Moy + (Va0 ) 8. (3.28)

Using the equations from (3.6) and (3.21) for the derivatives of &1,&2, A1, Ay the expression above
can be simplified to

K =~ Tus® + 06001, — SETu™) Vo — 6TV

1 ac
+5 (sf‘gf Rpa® + A1—A2gé> My,

1 ac
= 7 Top"Va+ 5 (éf‘éfRBA@ + A1—A2}) Mg, + (g{l‘waﬂ) S (3.29)
So we finally obtain that
al 1 a cla
&' = P Ton?, AP = (P Roat - A0l ) oy = (§1Va0y) (3.30)



For the heterotic string it is also possible to include a gauge field background. The superfields
present in the sigma model are (Ag, W%, U, U@). They are valued in the Lie algebra of Fg x Eg
or SO(32) and Ap is the usual gauge superfield. The Berkovits-Howe constraints imply that they
can be written in terms of A,. One could include the gauge superfield in the covariant derivatives
together with a compensating gauge transformation in K and include their contributions to (3.6)
and (3.21). However, a gauge background is better described by its dimension % covariant field

strength W% and its transformation under K is
1 o
OW = AV W 4 A% (7, W)? (3.31)

where the V 4 above includes the gauge connection. In what follows we will focus purely on the
geometry and will not include a gauge background.

3.1 Flat superspace
In flat space V4@ = 0, the solution to (3.10) looks like
1
€2 = €2 4 A%y, 4 (0y%) — Z(HWQ—IEH)AI,_C. (3.32)

where €2 is the translation parameter, A2 is the Lorentz rotation and 7% is the supersymmetry
parameter. There are no higher order # terms in the expansion. One way to see this is to note that
the first term in the second line of (3.6) in flat space implies that A% is constant. It also implies
that V5V,&% = 0, which means £° is constant in z and that Viay =" Van}gﬁb:o =0 for n > 2 so

€8 is at most linear in #. This is the complete set of isometries of flat ten dimensional superspace.

We would like to know how the existence of (3.32) implies a flat ten dimensional superspace.
First we have to define the basic properties of £€% in an appropriate way if the superspace is curved.
In this case there is no notion of a reparametrization invariant 6 expansion. The higher components
of £€2 should be defined as an expansion using the Grassmann odd covariant derivatives. Using the
©O-variable notation of Wess-Bagger [17] we can represent the § expansion of £2 as

a a (07 a 1 « a
&= g7‘9:0 +0 (va&)‘e:o + §®B@ (v[avﬁ]&”e:o o (3.33)
where - - - are higher order © terms. For flat superspace we could say €2, A% and n® were constants,

but that is a frame dependent notion. For a general curved superspace we will impose that the
components of £2 satisfy

(gg)bzo = 697 (Vﬁeé)‘gzo = _Agév (334)
b (e} (e}
(vafé)bzo = ’Y&gn ) (vgn )‘9:0 =0, (335)
(Vﬁ(v[avﬁ]gg)bzo) 0=0 0, (336)
where Ay, = —Ap, and also that
a 1 abc
(ViaV51€%)]g—g = ~ a5 Aoe: (3.37)



is the same A defined by (3.34). Because of the nested 6 = 0 projections it is difficult to work with
the conditions above. However, it is possible to simplify them in the case where the gravitino (and
dilatino) vanishes. The bosonic covariant derivative is defined as

Va=E/"%,0)Vy+ E'(2,0)V, = (e (x) + -+ )V + (¥ (x) + - -+ )V, (3.38)
where --- are higher order 6 terms. Since V, is the only operator that has a 6 derivative, when
gt = 0 we can write

(Vg(obzo))‘g:o = (vgo)‘gzo' (3.39)

this allows us to simplify the projections in the conditions for the components of €2 and use them in
(3.6) and (3.21). In summary, if we want to impose Poincaré invariance in the full ten dimensional
superspace we require that the background is invariant under transformations generated by ten
linearly independent vectors defined by £%|g—q satisfying V,&2|o—o = —Asbl9—0, With the further
conditions that A4 = 0 and V Aglg=o = 0. It is clear that these conditions in (3.21) automatically
imply the space is flat and without bosonic torsion.

4 Invariance conditions
Before we start let us summarize the results of the previous section. There are only two inde-
pendent invariance conditions from which all others can be derived, they are
fava@ + éﬂvg@ = 07 (4.1)
b 1
Vo = &5 + 5€(1%)a"V 50, (4.2)

We already saw that the second equation can be written purely in terms of £ and ®, the same can
be done with the first and it is simply

VoV (£8V 5@ + 1062V, D = 0. (4.3)

All other equations can be obtained from the ones above and the Bianchi identities. The last
equations in both (3.6) and (3.21) can be obtained from

Vo (57,0 — 40) =0, V4 (£7Vo® + 40) =0, (4.4)

using that Q, = $V,®, the scaling curvatures RS; in (2.21) and the first lines of (3.6) and (3.21).

If we can find a set of superfields (¢4, A%, o) such that §V, = 0 the supergravity background
will remain invariant. The idea is to find the superspace conditions for these equations to be satisfied
for some specific set of parameters (€4, A%, ) corresponding to translations in four dimensions and
one global supersymmetry. From now on we will separate vector indices into four dimensional and
six dimensional parts a = (a,7). We will decompose the parameters as

¢ = (¢2,¢0,€Y), A% = (A% A AT, (4.5)

Later, when imposing four dimensional supersymmetry we will also use complex indices (I, 1) for
the internal space.

10



4.1 Four dimensional Poincaré symmetry

Let us first impose only four dimensional Poincaré invariance. Of course the conditions on the
background are obvious, however it is still instructive to see how they appear from (4.1) and (4.2).
It is not possible in this case to fix £4 = (0,£%,0) as superfield conditions. This would constrain
the full ten-dimensional superspace to be flat. A less restrictive way to do it is to impose

€Yz = (0,€7,0),  A®|p—g = (I"°,0,0), (4.6)

where € is a four dimensional vector and (% a four dimensional Lorentz rotation. All higher

components of the superfields (€4, A%) should depend only on (e%,1%) and the tensors of the
geometry. Since we are dealing with a purely bosonic background we will use that

(Var Vg, @) ‘ —0. (4.7)

0=0

Staring from (4.1) we see that the first component of ® should independent of the four dimen-
sional coordinates but it is unconstrained on the internal coordinates. From using (3.6), (4.6) and
(4.7) we fix the next order in § expansion

Vol lg=0 = —il“b(%b)aﬁy

Va&lp=0 = 0,

Vaé'lg=0 =0,

ValA®|g—g =0,

vOzAai|6:0 =0,

ValA7|p—o = 0. (4.8)

To get the second term in the expansion we first use that
1 1
VﬁvafA = §[vﬁ= Voc]fA + §{Vﬁ, va}gA
1 1 4 1
= 5[Va Vale" + 5705 Vas " + 3¢ Rap” (4.9)

From the second term of (3.6) with A = a we get

1 a 1 a 1 a a
g[vﬁv Va]f_ = - 57,%5%6— - §§BRaﬁB_ + Vﬁféfy&;
+ 2620705 — V€ Tha — £V 5 Tha" (4.10)

Before projecting to 8 = 0 we must find the consequences of Poincaré symmetry conditions
Vo= = —la’, VaA*|g—g = 0 from (3.21). The first term in (3.21) gives no information at
leading order in 6. Choosing the indices in the second term to be (a,b) we find that Typ.|g—o = 0.
From the choice (a,i) and using that (V,£%)|p=o = 0 we have that T.qlgp—o = 0. On the other
hand, this will imply that (V;£)|p—o = 0, as expected. Finally, from the choice (i,j) we have
that T¢ijlo=0 = 0. From the third term in (3.21) we get a vanishing four dimensional curvature

11



Rapy™g—o = 0 and also that Ru,%[g—g = Rap"|gp—o = 0. Using Bianchi identities we have that
VZ'ACd’9:0 and Rdibclgzo = 0. Using all this information we get the third term in the covariant theta
expansion of £ and &

1 1 1 1
§[Vﬁy Val§*lo=0 = (?Yf%lbll - §€bRaﬁba - Z(’YCd)Bé’chslcd - ﬁbVBTbaa> ‘920
1 1
_ nyggdzcd — 560 (ViaT5") lo=o» (4.11)
1 . 1 . 1 )
§[Vﬁ, Val€'lo=0 = ZVQCEZZCd - 560 (ViaT3c') lo=o- (4.12)

The next steps would be to calculate [VQ,VB]A“b and V[, VzV587. For the latter we first
calculate [V, V4|7 using the same method as above and then applying another covariant derivative
and anti symmetrizing in all indices. This will give terms depending on the curvature. Additional
constraints on the background from imposing Poincaré symmetry in four dimensions will come from
(4.1). At lowest order in 6 we only have that

(9Va® + £9V D) |g—g = €*(Va®)|g—o = 0, (4.13)

so the first component of ®, the dilaton, is constant in the four dimensional variables. For the next
order we have to compute

ViaVs (§V,0+€2V,0) | =0, (4.14)

Using the conditions on the symmetry parameters and evaluating at § = 0 this expression becomes

(2AV ) Va V@ — 2Vo )V VP + ([Va, VAIEL V@ + 2V, V5]V, D) ‘6:0 =0. (4.15)

Using (4.8), (4.9) and (4.10) we simplify to

1 1 aoc a a
<§lab(7ab)[a'y(vm V,®) - §lab7a%_vgq) +e (ViaTpp®) Va® + €*[Va, VB]V“@> ‘9:0 =0
(4.16)

Commuting the derivatives in the last term we obtain
[Va, V5] Va®loo = — (v[aTmaé) Vi Blo—o + Va[Va, V5]®lo—o, (4.17)

plugging this into (4.16), it becomes

1 1w
5zab(fyab)kn(vﬁ]vycp)1920 — §zabfyg;vgq>\9:0 + Va[Va, V5] ®|g=o = 0. (4.18)
Now we use the relation
1 1 w 1 1 ik
VoVs® = §7§ngq> - ﬂyg—;H@ = Eyf—wvgcp - ﬂygﬁ Hijp, (4.19)
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to finally obtain

1 ab ¢ 1 ab . ij 1 abe 1 ij
<1lab{’y " 7}asVe® + lanHigk [y 77 s = 5 (7")apVe® - —’Y’kVaHijk> ‘9 , =0

12
(4.20)

The first term cancels the third term. The second term is vanishes because v* commutes with %%,
Finally we obtain the equation

(VaHijk)|o=0 = 0, (4.21)

which is the expected condition at mass dimension one from (4.1). The calculation at fourth order
in @’s is significantly more involved and will not be presented here

4.2 Global four dimensional N = 1 supersymmetry

We now turn to the conditions imposed by four dimensional global supersymmetry and the
calculation of the corresponding Killing supervector. First we want to explain the notation we will
use. In the breaking of SO(1,9) to SO(1,3) x SO(6) the sixteen component spinors will factorize
into SL(2,C) x SU(4) spinors

16 — (2,4) + (2,4). (4.22)

The global supersymmetry parameters are the spinors of SL(2,C). All the spinors considered in
this section will be assumed to be a Grassman odd SL(2,C) spinor times a Grassmann even SU(4)
spinor

T=e®@X+EQX. (4.23)

Will also assume that x is normalizable such that xxy = 1. Furthermore, when considering a different
spinor 1 we will assume that only the SL(2,C) to be different

M=c@x+&ax (4.24)
This will, for example, imply that

1 vagn'® = (7€), 1 vagn’” = 0. (4.25)

When we assumed that x is normalizable it was already implicit that y is a nowhere vanishing
spinor of the internal manifold which means the internal manifold has SU(3) structure. Locally we
can choose a tangent space basis such that an su(3) subalgebra of so(1,9) annihilates 7. To make
that explicitly we will choose complex tangent space indices for the internal manifold (I,T). The
antisymmetric product of two gamma matrices can be decomposed as

¥ = (v, 4 A A A A ). (4.26)

The spinor su(3) generators are v/7 and any spinor of the type (4.23) will satisfy

(Yo7 = 0. (4.27)
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It is clear that we can decompose the real spinor 7 as

7 = % + 7. (4.28)
We will choose the normalization of v; such that

mn=mn mn=-1m. (4.29)

Finally, the complex pair of spinors (), 1) also satisfy

Yin=0, +'p=o0. (4.30)

With all these set up the Killing supervector and local Lorentz transformation corresponding to
N =1 supersymmetry transformations will satisfy

£o=o = (71%,0,0), A%|s_g = (0,0,0), olg=o = 0. (4.31)

Again we can go through the equations imposed by (3.6) and (3.21) finding the higher components
of (¢4, A%) and the conditions imposed in the geometry. In this case the only consequences from
the 6 = 0 projection coming from (3.21) are

(Vaii*)lo=0 = 0 (4.32)

It is well known (see, e.g., [23, 24]) that this means it is always possible to choose a connection with
SU(3) holonomy. However it does not yet imply Ricci flatness since the torsion is not constrained.
Furthermore, it is possible to have curvature terms like Ry;" lo=o with ¢ jRabI J lo=0 = 0. The next
order in the € expansion is given by (3.6)

Va&’lo—o =0, (4.33)

Vat®lo=o = va57"; (4.34)

vaA@‘GZO = flg <v(aTﬁ)gQ 9:07’1ﬂ + ’YiBHg[Lb 6:0> ) (435)
1l 5 4

Va0lo=o = 771" VapVaPlo=o- (4.36)

With this information we can compute the first non-trivial supersymmetry condition from (4.1),
which is the supersymmetry transformation for the dilatino

(~6"VaVa® + (VaE)Va2) | =0. (437)

Using (4.19) we get

_ L ab
0t <7§ava<1> + ﬁvg;H@> ‘6:0 =0. (4.38)

The different sign from what is usually obtained from the supersymmetry transformation for the
dilatino comes from (2.17). At the next order we have to compute V3V, V) (£9Va® + €2V, P) |p=0.
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This a long and tedious computation. To simplify it we will restrict to the cases where V,®|g—o
vanishes. First, acting with V’s we get

V5V, Vs (E3Va® + £9V,8) |g—g = [~£2V 5V, VsV ®
— (V4 VsE%) VaVa® + (V5V5E%) Vo Vo® — (V5V4E%) VsV d

+ (V569) VgV, Vo — (V4£2) V5 V5V ® + (V562) V., V5V, 0] (4.39)

0=0"

here we used (4.7). Note that the terms with an expression like V3V,® go away because VgV, ® =
V3, Va]® + V,V3® vanishes at § = 0. Use something similar with the terms with V3V,V,®,

V5V, Va@l=0 = Vi ([V+, Val® + Va¥4®) gz = Vi (~Ta2V4@ + Vo V@) oo
= (V5. Val Vs + VaV V) oo = VaV5V, Blo, (4.40)
and (4.39) becomes,

VV,Vs (gavo@ + £@VQ<I>) lo=o = [—£QV5V«,V5VQQ)
— (V«/V(sfa) VgV ® + (ng(;ﬁa) V V@ — (ngfyfa) VsV

+ (V564 Vo VgV, 0 — (V9 V, VaVsP + (V%) VQV,YV(;(I)} (4.41)

0=0"

The first term in the rhs of (4.41) is

1, wber o de 1
32(m )6(V*Ya) 8y Rbede 50 % 48

1
16 s %a) 3y Hoe Hegg- (4.42)

- def
(172) 573, Have Haef

_|_

The last line in (4.41) is

Lo bed 1, bed 1 bed
~51 1575y Vatlsed + 57 (17755 Vallved = 57175755 Vallbea: (4.43)

Using (4.19) we obtain

3 c a I abc L a cde
Vavﬁfy\ezo = _1_6(77'7 )a(’y_b)ﬁﬂyHabc + %(T/’Y b )a(ngabc - %(ﬁ’Yabcde)a(’Y_b)BﬂyH d .
(4.44)

Using this, the second line in (4.41 )is equal to

1 ~ a cd, e 3 a C €
<16 (7% (724 55 Hae f Hped + 3_2(77’Y_)B(’YM)76H@_H6LCL
1

1 ~_abc def
abc ey H o Hoe— ——
96 < o4 (17*%)y (VL) gs Habe Hae f 96 < 12

(17**) 5 (%) 5 Hgpe Hae
1
24 x 8

8
+

1 =~ a cae ~ a cae
+ m(n%bcde)wﬁmwfb)ﬁ&ff CACH pon — (7 Yabede) 8 (7V29") s HE Hgp. (4.45)
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Here we have used the identity [Vep, Yede] = 2 (77@[97@]@ — 7712[97@}&). Using all this we obtain

(0% a 1 ~ _.,a0Cc € 1 aoc
6V5V Vg (§7Va® +£°Va®) |90 = —E(TI’YL){B(’Y@M}R@C[_— 91 % 24 (729) (5(Y2) 5 Hape Hae
1 1 aoc e
- 6_4(777 ){B(/yfgd)’yé}Hbc Haf—g+ 64( Vi){ﬁ(/yfg;a)'yé}HbC_eHﬂ
[P a C 3 3
- Z(UV*){B(VM)»M}VQH@— 32( ) 15(12Y)., 5y Haa® Hebe + 16( Y2) 15(12Y). 6y Hpe Heda
1 a C 1 cde
- 96 X 4( b ){ﬁ(’Y—),Y&}Haebecd 96 (n’Yabcde){B( )ﬁfé}H d th*
1 cae
24 4(77’Yabcde){ﬁ( ) }H d th = 0
(4.46)
where {a/37} means cyclic permutation. The equation (4.46) can be simplified to
9 e
(1) (5(1*)) <4VaH@+ QH@H@>
abe def 1 7 1 g
+ (1) (8(V )6y | MadLbcer + a6 HabeHaef + 57 Hode Hyey — 7 7aaHoe Hyef
1 cae
+ 4(77’Yabcde){ﬁ( ) }H d th_ =0. (4.47)

So far the conditions found only imply there exists a global Grassmann odd symmetry generated
by (4.31). In order to have N = 1 supersymmetry we must impose that at zero order in 6 the com-
mutator of two Killing vectors with different parameters in (4.31) generate only a four dimensional
translation. From (3.29) we find

"7/?77/25 <V(aTﬁ) + 'VQBHca > |0 =0 =0, (4.48)
757 VapVa®Plo=o = 0. (4.49)

The second equation implies that the dilaton is constant in the four dimensional variables. The first
can be written as

et (2 ( Y iV 4 - o gi’fdeHcde> ( = 0. (4.50)

This equation can be combined with one obtained from (4.38) with a spinor 7; multiplying it by
ng(7d5)5 and then subtracting it from the same equation but with the order of spinors reversed we
get

L 1
i 75 (2[7d6,7“]mva¢ + 5% 'VCLbC}a'yHa_bc> (6:0 =0 (4.51)

Computing the (anti-)commutators, the above expression together with (4.50) implies that

Hepelg=o = 0. (4.52)
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It would also be possible to require an AdS super algebra from (4.50) by requiring it to be propor-
tional to a four dimensional Lorentz rotation, however it is not possible to have four dimensional
AdS solutions without including a gaugino condensate [25, 14]. Furthermore, without considering
a warp factor in the four dimensional metric, all H flux has to vanish. In this particular case, for
spinors satisfying (4.30) the equation (4.47) will imply that

Roped = Rijed = Rijd = 5IJRIj£l =0. (4.53)

Finally, these conditions together with 4.31 and Bianchi identities imply the four dimensional space
is flat and the internal space is Ricci flat and Kéhler.
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