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Abstract

Three-dimensional Yang-Mills theory allows for a deformation quadratic in the field
strengths which can not be integrated to a local action without auxiliary fields. Yet,
its covariant divergence consistently vanishes after iterating the equation, realizing
a spin-1 analogue of ‘minimal massive gravity’, which has been dubbed ‘third way
consistent’. In this note, we show that after dualization of the three-dimensional
gauge fields, the model possesses a natural action as a Chern-Simons coupled gauged
sigma model. In this dual formulation, coupling to matter and to gravity becomes
straightforward. As a direct application, we derive the coupling of the model to
A =1 supergravity.
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1 Introduction

In [1] a three-dimensional gauge theory defined by the following field equations

- - 1 S
DB+ p N = = fpot B RS (1.1)

with non-abelian Yang-Mills field strength

- 1 1
F = 5 Envp Fred = 3 Envp (207AP% + fpct AVPAC) (1.2)

was considered. Here, the fpc? are structure constants of a non-abelian gauge group G, and
m and p are constants'. This is a deformation of (topologically massive) Yang-Mills theory
(TMYM) as the Lh.s. of (1.1) can be derived from its Lagrangian

1
Lrvym = _Z tr [F“VFMV] + %EWJP tr [F;u/Ap] . (13)

However, in presence of the r.h.s., the equations (1.1) can no longer be integrated to a gauge-
invariant local action without auxiliary fields. Therefore, consistency of (1.1) is not automatic.
Yet, rather surprisingly, the gauge covariant divergence of (1.1) vanishes on-shell upon iterating
the equation. This novel way of satisfying the consistency requirement is referred to as ‘third-
way consistent’ and reviewed in [4,5]. The mechanism was first discovered in the context of
three-dimensional, higher curvature gravity theories [6] and other three-dimensional gravity
examples were found later [7,8]. Recently, third-way consistent p-form theories in arbitrary
dimensions have been constructed [9] where a generalization of (1.1) with higher derivative
terms is also given. Moreover, in [10] the .4 = 1 off-shell supersymmetric extension of (1.1)
has been obtained so that bosonic and fermionic field equations are mapped to each other
under supersymmetry. The existence of a supersymmetric version of (1.1) calls for a better
understanding of this model. It was observed in [9] that the equations (1.1) are actually dual to
a principal chiral sigma model. In this paper we will make this correspondence more concrete
and use this fact to construct the coupling of (1.1) to .4~ = 1 supergravity. After decoupling
gravity, the model reduces to the supersymmetric system of [10].

The key to a dual formulation of (1.1) is the on-shell duality between vector and scalar
fields in three dimensions. This is a standard feature for the dynamics of abelian vector fields
satisfying the free Maxwell equations, but the duality can be extended to non-abelian gauge
groups and is central to the construction of gauged supergravities in three dimensions [11]. In
particular, the topologically massive Yang-Mills Lagrangian (1.3) has a dual description as a
gauged sigma model on the flat target space g = Lie G, upon introducing an additional set
of vector fields B, gauging the shift symmetry on the scalar fields [12]. Specifically, the dual
Lagrangian is given by

> 1 1
Lrvym = —3 tr (2,24 ¢) + Pty [B,F,,] + 2 et tr [Au <81,Ap + 3 [A,, Ay )} ,(1.4)

with scalar fields ¢ in the adjoint representation of g, and their covariant derivatives defined as

Do = 0ud+[Au, 0]+ By . (1.5)

'"Equation (1.1) with some particular choices of these constants appeared earlier in [2,3].



In the dual formulation (1.4), all degrees of freedom are carried by the scalar fields ¢, while the
vector fields appear with a Chern-Simons rather than a Yang-Mills coupling. The full gauge
algebra of (1.4) is given by g ®n where n denotes a set of nilpotent generators transforming in
the adjoint representation of g.

In this note, we point out that a very similar construction can be given for the dual for-
mulation of (1.1). In this case, the scalar sigma model is built on the curved target space G,
with gauging of the full g @ g algebra of isometries. The Lagrangian is given by the gauged
sigma model coupled to G x G Chern-Simons vector fields, see (2.5) below. The rest of this
note is organized as follows. In section 2, we spell out the details of the dual formulation of
(1.1). In section 3 we derive the coupling of (1.1) to matter and to gravity directly in the dual
formulation. In section 4 finally, we use the dual formulation together with the results of [13]
to work out the coupling of (1.1) to .#" = 1 supergravity.

2 Dual formulation

The dual formulation of (1.1) is a gauged sigma model with Chern-Simons gauge fields. Ex-
plicitly, we let the scalar fields of the model parametrize a G-valued matrix U with covariant
derivatives given by

2,U = 0,U+BB,U—aUA,, (2.1)

i.e. the vector fields A, and B, gauge the commuting right and left group action on U with
coupling constants « and 3, respectively. The left invariant currents

S = U'9U e g, (2.2)
satisfy the integrability relations
1 (6% ,8 1
9[#/”]+§[/H7/V] = _EFMV+§U H,uuUa (2-3)

with the field strengths given by
Fo = 20,A0+a A, A,
H, = Za[uB,,] + 6 [BH, B,] . (2.4)

The model is given by coupling the gauged sigma model with target space G built from (2.2)
to a G x G Chern-Simons term for the vector fields

1
Ly = —ztulfu S =g [AM(aVAp + % [A,, A,] )]
— g el tr [BH (a8, + g [B,.B,] )} : (2.5)

with coupling constants g; and go, respectively. Variation of (2.5) in particular yields the
first-order field equations

gy o= Do Fr = 2o UtHYU (2.6)
(6%
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Plugging these relations back into the integrability relations (2.3) yields

C 0 e [ Lo B ;
e g | +—e’“’p[F,F] - () e, 2.7
5 g o 2\g1 @ 27)
Setting o = B = 1, these equations precisely reproduce the deformed Yang-Mills equations (1.1)
with the translation of parameters
1 1
= —, w—m = —. 2.8
291 292 (28)
Since both left and right group multiplication of U are local symmetries, we may fix part
of the gauge symmetry by setting

U=1, (2.9)

which breaks the gauge group down to the diagonal Ggiag © G x G. With the translation of
constants (2.8), the action (2.5) then reduces to

%o = ytrl(Ba- A0 - ] - e A (0,4 5 144, |
- ey [Bu(auB,, + é [B,.B,] )] : (2.10)

which (up to a global factor) precisely reproduces the massive Chern-Simons action found
in [1]. We note in passing that while the Lagrangian (2.10) appears degenerate at the special
value m = p [1], in this case an action for the system is straightforwardly obtained from the
Lagrangian (2.5) upon setting 3 = 0 = g, such that the vector fields B,, disappear from the
action. Its gauge fixed version then reduces to the massive Chern-Simons Lagrangian

1 1 1
Loy =~ [AA] = - [Au<ayAp+ 3 [AI,,A,,])} . (2.11)

Note that the dual formulation (2.5) as well as its gauge fixed version (2.10) make manifest
the duality symmetry of the system under simultaneous exchange of the vector fields A, and
B, together with the parameters

g1 < g2 — me [—m. (2.12)

Since only the vector fields A,, appear in the original deformed Yang-Mills equations (1.1), this
duality can be employed in order to map solutions to (1.1) with given values of m and p into
new solutions to the same equations with different values of the parameters related by (2.12).

Let us also note, that the equations (1.1) admit a smooth limit to a deformation of the
Maxwell equations (i.e. to abelian field strengths FWA = 26[HA,,]A) while keeping the struc-
ture constants fpc? on the r.h.s. of (1.1), parametrizing the non-linear deformation of the
topologically massive Maxwell equations as was considered in [9]. This limit is described by

rescaling vector fields as
AL - mAA, (2.13)

dividing a resulting overall factor m from (1.1), and finally sending m — 0. It is however not
clear how this limit can be implemented directly on the level of the action (2.5).

Finally, the limit of (2.5) to the dual formulation of the undeformed Yang-Mills theory (1.4)
requires flattening of the sigma model target space, such that in particular its isometry group
contracts from G x G to G x N.



3 Coupling to matter and gravity

The coupling of the deformed Yang-Mills system (1.1) to gravity and lower-spin matter has
been determined in [1] by a careful analysis of the consistency conditions of the coupled system.
Within the dual formulation (2.5), this coupling is straightforward. Simply adding a matter
Lagrangian %t to (2.5)

<z = ga + gmat ) (31)

the first-order field equations (2.6) change into

l aD%mat
o O0AH

g1 . .
= o, e P+ gy, Jp = (3.2)

For simplicity, we assume that the matter is only charged under the right factor of the gauge
group G x G, i.e. that Z,,; does not depend on B,,. After plugging these equations into the
integrability relations (2.3), the equations (2.7) are modified according to

2
chvp 9[ F] ehvp [F F ] _ <_ + ﬁ_> — _i ckvp ‘@ujv _ & ckvp [j/»“jl’]
a 2\g1 @ 291 491
a 3
‘P

49192

- E/U/P [F/uju] ) (33)

where the r.h.s. directly reproduces (after setting o = = 1, rescaling j, — —4 g192 ju, and
translating parameters by (2.8)) the matter coupling constructed in [1] but with the opposite
sign of the second term on the r.h.s. which agrees with [9].

Similarly, coupling of the system (2.5), (3.1) to three-dimensional gravity is straightforward.
The full energy-momentum tensor 7}, is given by

1 . 1 . 1 - 1 .
ij = —2—7”2 tI‘[F F, ] + 4—771,29“,, tI’[Fpr] — Etr[FH],,] + %gw tI‘[ijp]
.. 1 . -1 04
— 5‘51‘[]#]1/] + Zg,uu tr[]p]p] + |g| ' agz]jt ) (34)

with the first six terms derived from /|g| 3577 after using (3.2). In absence of Zyat, i.e. for
Ju = 0, this precisely reproduces the energy-momentum tensor given in [1]. The full expression

(3.4) directly extends this result to the presence of additional matter.

4 Coupling to ./ = 1 supergravity

The .4 = 1 supersymmetrization of the system (1.1) was constructed in [10] on the level of the
field equations. In terms of the dual formulation (2.5), we can trace this back to the known
structures of a supersymmetric sigma model with target space G [14]. As a new application,
we will employ the dual formulation (2.5) in order to work out the coupling of the system (1.1)
to A = 1 supergravity. The coupling of a general gauged sigma-model to three-dimensional
supergravity has been constructed in [13]. In particular, any Riemannian target space allows
for a coupling to .4~ = 1 supergravity. The fermionic field content in this case is given by
n(= dim G) spin-1/2 fermions x* together with a gravitino 1,,.
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To translate to the notation from [13], we parametrize the group manifold G by coordinates
¢" and define the left and right invariant vector fields L 4, R4 satisfying the differential relations

Vilaj = —5 f4%0 Lyile;,  ViRaj =5 4% RuiRe; . (4.1)
The metric on the group manifold can be expressed as
9ij = LaiL? = RaR:. (4.2)
The currents of the gauged sigma model (2.2) are then given by
It = L2 = L0t —a Al + BB (L{Rp) . (4.3)

On the fermionic side, we define the fermions x4 = L{‘Xi transforming under the right action
of G, with covariant derivatives

QMXA = (% + %wu“’ya) XA + achA AEXC . (4.4)

In terms of these objects, we can obtain the coupling of the gauged sigma model (2.5) to A4 =1
supergravity from the general result of [13] (after a suitable rescaling of the vector fields) as

VITLZ = =1 (e,% Rypa + 0uDithy) — AC% — gy P ALA (aVApA + fB(;AA,,BApC)
— gy ehve BﬂA <@quA i ngCABVBch> _ % HA/;LA _ % XA,VMQHXA
+ 2 2 A exPAxE + L A X Y b+ S C by
— (24 2 —20) ¥t + 5 (TN - § () (Bt
+ a5 faB” fope XA XOr N (4.5)

with a cosmological constant C'. The supersymmetry variations are given by

e = 3., 09 = gEx’,
64,0 = dp X, 9B = — 45 (BILE) X e

0 = (Ot 3wuva) € = g XX Y €+ O

ot = 3 A e — T (WM te— 1 et (ExP)XE (4.6)

and leave the Lagrangian (4.5) invariant. The supersymmetric extension of the Yang-Mills
system (1.1) is then obtained in full analogy to (2.7), and (3.3). Variation of (4.5) w.r.t. the
vector fields, yields the first-order duality equations

g1 1_ 1 _
S = SR o = e XPC
92 ; 1 _ 1 B
= =G H (RELY + XN s+ 7 e X (4.7)

Upon plugging these equations into the integrability relations (2.3) of the scalar currents, and
translating the coupling constants via (2.8) together with @ = 5 = 1, we finally obtain the
desired supersymmetric extension of (1.1)

~ ~ 1 - - -
etvp @[HFV]A + ,quA = —% e fBC’A FMBFVC — e fBCA Fu szng)c —met? @ujz(er)A

. (— m o, (4B -
+m(m — p) <J(+)pA — J )pA> -5 2 fectSOBENC, (4.8)
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with matter currents bilinear in the fermions

. 1_ _1 _
i = XM e F 4 fee XPx© (4.9)

The appearance of a second current j () as opposed to the general form of (3.3) is due to the
appearance of the vectors BHA via the fermion couplings to /MA in the matter couplings of

(4.5).

In order to complete the supersymmetric system, it remains to compute the remaining
equations of motion from (4.5) and replace all the appearing scalar currents /MA and field
strengths H WA by means of the duality equations (4.7). For the gravitino and the spin 1/2
field equations, this yields after some straightforward computation (and notably some Fierzing)
the deformed Rarita-Schwinger equation

PP, = =X EA+ O, — L feetx? (XPAXC) — 1 (k) v*, (4.10)
as well as the deformed Dirac equation
P Duxt = g AXPES ot + 5"V U B+ (C = p) X+ 1 e (XPXE)
— XA @ut) — 5P () feet foe® + 1 X (xex ") - (4.11)

Finally, the Einstein field equations are of the standard form with the energy-momentum tensor
given by (3.4) and again all scalar currents eliminated by (4.7). By construction, the system
of (4.8), (4.10), (4.11), and the Einstein equations yields a supersymmetric system, with the
equations transforming into each other under the transformations (4.6) of the remaining fields

be, = &Yy,
SAY = 2 e,
0y = (O + 3wura) € = s XX Y €+ O
ot = g B+ () e (4.12)

A direct construction of this system starting from the supersymmetrization of (4.8) would have
represented a formidable technical challenge with an uncertain outcome. In the dual picture,
the entire system is straightforwardly obtained by variation of the supersymmetric action (4.5).

As a consistency check, we may study the rigid limit of the model. In order to decouple
gravity, we first set 1), = C' = 0, and then scale fields and structure constants with a constant
kas x4 — k'XA,AuA — k‘AuA, fec — fc?/k. After cancelling the overall k and taking the

2 one arrives precisely at the field equations of

limit & — 0 together with a few redefinitions,
A =1 off-shell supersymmetric massive Yang-Mills theory constructed in [10]. This limit can
also be taken at the action (4.5) by setting g,,, = 1,,, and making additional scalings ¢t — ko',
B,A — kB,A.

Let us finally note that the field equations (4.8), (4.10), (4.11), as well as the supersymmetry
transformations (4.12) are compatible with the limit m — 0 after rescaling the vector fields
as (2.13). This is the limit to abelian field strengths FWA =2 6[“141,]‘4 while keeping all the

remaining structure constants fpc? in the various couplings [9].

2Explicitly, m — m/4, p — 2u, j,EL+)A - —2jf/m-



5 Conclusions

In this note, we have shown that the dual formulation (2.5) of the deformed Yang-Mills equations
(1.1) provides a natural explanation for many features of the model and in particular allows
for a straightforward coupling of the model to .4~ = 1 supergravity. The dual formulation also
shows that the construction cannot be extended to higher supersymmetry .4 > 1, since for a
sigma model higher supersymmetry requires further constraints on the scalar target space [15]
which are not satisfied by the real compact Lie groups G that appear here. In particular, an
extension to A4 = 2 would require G to be a Kéahler manifold, thus the gauge group to be
complex [16].

Among further applications, it would be interesting to work out the analogous dual models to
the higher dimensional third way consistent p-form theories of [9]. Higher derivative extensions
of (1.1) were constructed in [9] and finding supersymmetric versions of these would also be
desirable.

Another interesting extension of the present construction is its analogue in the context of
third way consistent gravitational theories, such as minimal massive gravity [6], and extensions
thereof [7,8]. We will come back to this in [17].
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