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Abstract

We elaborate on the presence of a nonvanishing totally antisymmetric (super)torsion, equiv-
alent to an axial vector, and higher forms in the “new minimal” and “old minimal” off-shell
formulations of N' = 1, D = 4 supergravity. We adopt the geometric superspace approach and
study both the geometric Lagrangian and the off-shell closure of the Bianchi identities in this
framework, showing how the aforementioned axial vector torsion contributes to both the new and
the old minimal set of auxiliary fields. In particular, to reproduce the old minimal set within the

geometric setup, we also introduce two real auxiliary 3-form potentials.
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1 Introduction

When we construct supersymmetric Lagrangians based on the fields of the on-shell represen-
tation multiplets, we observe that the algebra of supercharges closes only for field configurations
satisfying the equations of motion. This is the reason why the associated actions are called
on-shell. There are cases where additional (auxiliary) fields can be appropriately added to the
Lagrangian such that the supersymmetry algebra based on the full set of fields closes without
implementing the equations of motion. In this case, the multiplet composed of the original and
the auxiliary fields forms an off-shell representation of the supersymmetry algebra. The equations
of motion of the auxiliary fields are algebraic, meaning that such fields are not dynamical and
their degrees of freedom (d.o.f.) vanish on-shell.

Off-shell formulations of supersymmetric theories are believed to be necessary in view of
quantization. However, the off-shell matching of d.o.f. in supersymmetric theories is in general
problematic for theories with eight supercharges or more, that is for extended supergravities in
four dimensions and for higher-dimensional models (dimensions larger than six). On the other
hand, N/ = 1 supergravity in four spacetime dimensions has two well-known minimal off-shell
formulations, which are the so-called old minimal [1-3]! and new minimal [5-7] ones. Both of
them have 6 auxiliary bosonic d.o.f., in such a way that, taking into account the 6 off-shell d.o.f.
of the vielbein Vi (with a,b,... = 0,1,2,3, denoting anholonomic tangent space indices, and
w,vy...=0,1,2,3), the off-shell matching of bosonic and fermionic d.o.f. is realized (the gravitino
¢y, carries 12 d.o.f. off-shell).? More specifically, the auxiliary fields of old minimal supergravity
are a complex scalar (2 d.o.f.) and a vector field not associated with a gauge symmetry (4 d.o.f.),
while those of new minimal supergravity are an antisymmetric tensor By, = —B,, (3 d.o.f.) and

a gauge vector field A, (3 d.o.f.). These two versions of minimal off-shell supergravity were later

!See also, e.g., [4] for its relation with the superstring.
2In the following we will most frequently neglect the spinor index o = 1,2, 3, 4 to lighten the notation.



understood to be two different gauge fixings of ' =1, D = 4 conformal supergravity [3—13] (see
also [14,15]).3

Several techniques have been developed which allow the construction of on-shell and, conse-
quently, (whenever it is possible) off-shell actions given the on-shell one, most of which are based
on superspace formulations. There are various approaches to superspace, based on different ge-
ometrical ideas, but they all have in common the fact that the notion of Grassmann variables
(anticommuting c-numbers) as coordinates is essential. Superspace approaches are equivalent to
ordinary spacetime ones, with the advantage that the superspace framework gives a better geo-
metrical insight (see, for instance, [14,17] for details on the geometry of superspace). In particular,
on superspace one may have an understanding of supergravity analogous to that of general rela-
tivity on spacetime. All the approaches to supergravity in superspace involve a large symmetry
group and a large number of fields, so that one eventually has to impose constraints in order to
recover ordinary supergravity on spacetime. On the other hand, one can exploit the power of
symmetry to construct general theories in a systematic way.

In this scenario, the geometric approach to supergravity in superspace [18], also known as the
“rheonomic approach”, gives a geometric interpretation to the supersymmetry transformations
rules as diffeomorphisms in the fermionic directions of superspace. For recent comprehensive
reviews of this topic we refer the reader to [19-21]. The rheonomic approach is a powerful frame-
work for the formulation of supergravity and rigid supersymmetric theories; It has proven to be a
valuable asset in the construction of supersymmetric theories in various dimensions and amount
of supersymmetry, providing a consistent formulation also in certain cases where a spacetime
action description was not available.

In [18,22] new minimal supergravity was developed in the geometric superspace approach,
where the theory was shown to be based on a free differential algebra (an extension of the Maurer-
Cartan equations to include higher-degree differential forms) involving, in particular, an auxiliary
2-form gauge potential B, In other words, the new minimal theory turned out to be the local
theory of an appropriate free differential algebra. Moreover, in [23], off-shell formulations of
N =1, D = 4 supergravity have been revisited, always in the geometric approach, by studying
the off-shell closure of the Bianchi identities (we will review this concept in Sec. 2). Especially,
starting from the 1616 (16 bosonic d.o.f. @ 16 fermionic d.o.f.) set of physical and auxiliary fields
that one can use to describe matter coupled supergravity, a consistent truncation to the 12 ¢ 12
sets of the new and old minimal models have been provided (the scenario is well-summarized
in Table VL.9.VII of [23]). In particular, both the old and new minimal auxiliary sets involve a
vector t®. The latter, in the context of the old minimal model, carries 4 off-shell d.o.f., while in
the new minimal case it is constrained to be divergenceless and therefore carries 3 off-shell d.o.f.,
as the antisymmetric tensor B, of the original formulation. The fact that ¢ is associated with
the auxiliary tensor By, of the new minimal model emerges in the geometric approach as the

super-field strength F®) of the auxiliary 2-form B® appearing in the free differential algebra

30ther gauge fixings are discussed in [16].



underlying the theory is parametrized (off-shell) by t*. On the other hand, as also explained
in [23], in four spacetime dimensions the vector ¢* can be naturally identified with the dual of a
(totally antisymmetric) torsion.?

Driven by this construction, in the present paper we elaborate on the presence of such com-
pletely antisymmetric (that is, axial vector) torsion and higher forms in both the new minimal
and the old minimal supergravity theories in the geometric superspace approach. In both cases,
we study the off-shell closure of the Bianchi identities and the construction of the geometric off-
shell action. In particular, we review the new minimal model in the geometric setup to highlight
that, at least at the level of the Bianchi identities, the auxiliary 2-form is unnecessary if we endow
the theory with a nonvanishing divergenceless axial vector torsion. Nevertheless, the auxiliary
2-form is useful to write the off-shell supergravity action (as done in [18,22]). Consequently, we
show that one can reproduce the old minimal theory within the geometric setup by considering
as auxiliary fields an (unconstrained) axial vector torsion and two real 3-form potentials. This
analysis allows to interpret the supertorsion, which in supergravity is naturally zero on-shell, as
a useful auxiliary field to go off-shell, its relevance being particularly evident in the geometric
formulation of the old minimal model.

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows: In Sec. 2 we summarize some important
aspects of the rheonomic approach, in order to facilitate the understanding of the content of the
subsequent sections. In Sec. 3 we review the geometric construction of the new minimal model,
focusing on the role of torsion in this context and giving to its totally antisymmetric component a
freshen interpretation. In Sec. 4 we develop the old minimal supergravity model in the geometric
approach to supergravity in superspace, showing that the old minimal set of auxiliary fields is
reproduced considering a nonvanishing axial vector torsion and two real 3-forms as auxiliary fields.
Section 5 is devoted to a final discussion and future developments. In Appendix A we collect our

conventions and some useful formulas.

2 Key aspects of the geometric superspace approach to supergravity

Let us list in the following some key points regarding the rheonomic approach to supergravity
(focusing on N =1, D = 4):

1. The theory is given in terms of 1-form superfields y (z#, §%) defined on superspace, M*4(z#, §%),
where 2# are commuting bosonic coordinates and #® are fermionic Grassmann coordinates.” The
set p includes the supervielbein (V@ 1), which defines an orthonormal basis of superspace, with
b _ ba

V% the bosonic vielbein and v the gravitino 1-form, and the Lorentz spin connection w® = —w

2. The set pu? defines the Maurer-Cartan 1-forms of the theory, which encode the algebraic

structure of the given supergravity theory through their Maurer-Cartan equations. The latter

“Here and in the following, with the term torsion we will mean, actually, supertorsion, just as with the term
curvatures we will mean supercurvatures, that is super-field strengths.
®The index A collectively labels all the 1-forms of the theory.



provide, out of the vacuum, the definition of the supercurvature 2-forms R*, which are the field

strengths of the theory (also referred to as super-field strengths).’

3. Supersymmetry transformations on spacetime are associated with diffeomorphisms in the
fermionic (%) directions of superspace. Supergravity theories are formulated from the condi-
tion of invariance under “general super-coordinate transformations”, generalizing to superspace

the geometric description of general relativity in terms of spacetime diffeomorphisms.

4. The superfield 1-forms p*, together with their field strengths R“, are functions of all the
coordinates of superspace, and they are related to the corresponding spacetime quantities by the
restriction 8 = df = 0. In order for the theory on superspace to have the same physical content
as the theory on spacetime, some constraints (named “rheonomic constraints” in [18]) have to be
imposed on the supercurvatures.

More precisely, the supercurvatures can be actually expressed in two different ways, that have
to be equivalent: They are defined from their symmetry properties and have to satisfy consis-
tency constraints given by the closure of Bianchi identities; On the other and, being 2-forms in

superspace, they can also be expanded along the supervielbein basis (V*, ) of superspace,
RA = RALVIANVE + RALVENY® + RA 50 AP (2.1)

where the superspace tensors R4, are referred to as inner components, while the ones which
appear in the decomposition along at least one fermionic direction, namely R4,, and RAOCB, are
the outer components. The above equation gives the so-called rheonomic parametrization of the
supercurvatures.

The components in the parametrization of the supercurvatures can be determined by requiring the
supercurvatures to satisfy the corresponding Bianchi identities (or better, in this context, “Bianchi
relations”) also when expressed in terms of their parametrizations. One generally finds that the
outer components of the supercurvatures have to be expressed as linear tensor combinations of the
inner ones (which are actually known in the literature as supercovariant field-strengths). These
conditions (rheonomic constraints) guarantee that no additional d.o.f. is introduced in the theory

in superspace compared to those already present on spacetime.

5. The same conclusion can be reached from the study of the Lagrangian, which is constructed
geometrically [18],” by decomposing the related field equations with respect to independent sectors

along supervielbein polynomials in superspace.

6. There are cases (in particular, in the following we will consider that of N' =1, D = 4 supergrav-

ity) in which one can also add auxiliary fields,® which allow the matching of the number of bosonic

SIn other words, the vacuum value of the supercurvatures (RA = 0) gives the superalgebra in its dual Maurer-
Cartan formulation.

"For the building rules of a geometric supergravity Lagrangian we refer the reader to [18].

8In general, the off-shell formulation of supersymmetric theories may require an infinite number of auxiliary fields.
Nowadays, the generally recognized most natural geometric framework for more complicated cases is harmonic

superspace [24].



and fermionic off-shell d.o.f. and the off-shell closure of the supersymmetry algebra. When this

happens, the Bianchi identities close without applying/implying the equations of motion.

7. The rheonomic parametrization of the supercurvatures also provides the supersymmetry trans-
formation laws leaving invariant the spacetime Lagrangian up to boundary terms. Indeed, as the
supersymmetry transformation laws of the fields in superspace can be read as diffeomorphisms
generated by tangent vectors ¢ = £@Q) in the fermionic directions of superspace (@, being the su-
persymmetry generators and € an infinitesimal spinor to be identified with the supersymmetry
parameter), they can be expressed in terms of Lie derivatives. This means that we can write the

supersymmetry transformation of a generic 1-form superfield ®(x, ) as
0:® =0.® =1 (VP®)+V (21.:P) , (2.2)

where V generically denotes the covariant derivative with respect to the tensorial structure of
the given superfield ® and ¢ is the contraction operator along odd directions of superspace with
parameter ¢ (in particular, 2.9 = ¢ and 1t = 0 for pA # ). In performing the contraction, one
has to use for V@ its rheonomic parametrization as a 2-form in superspace. The same argument

can be naturally generalized to O-forms and to higher-degree forms.

8. The action is obtained by integrating the (bosonic) superspace Lagrangian 4-form £[;] on a

eneric bosonic hypersurface M* ¢ M** immersed in superspace
y )

S = L. (2.3)
MACMAIA

9. The Lagrangian is written in a background-independent (geometric) way, independent of the
choice of a metric, and it is therefore invariant under general coordinate transformations in
superspace. For this to be possible, the Lagrangian 4-form has to be entirely expressed as wedge
product of differential forms and their exterior derivatives. For this reason, in particular, the
kinetic terms have to be written at first-order, thus avoiding the use of the Hodge dual of the
field strengths. One can exploit general super-coordinate transformations to freely choose any
M* c M* as the bosonic submanifold of integration in superspace, since any local deformation

of the integration manifold can be reabsorbed by a superdiffeomorphism.

10. The invariance of the action does not coincide with the invariance (modulo total divergences)
of the Lagrangian, and the diffeomorphisms in superspace are an off-shell invariance of the general
geometrical action (2.3) if [18]

d (‘C[NA]) =0, (2.4)

that is, if E[MA] is a closed form in superspace. The latter is therefore a requirement that must

be fulfilled to produce an off-shell supergravity action within the geometric formulation.

11. Gauge potentials described by p-forms (p > 1) and associated to p-index antisymmetric ten-

sors, which are typically contained in supergravities in D > 4, are accommodated into the theory



in the framework of supersymmetric free differential algebras (FDAs) [18,22,25-29] (FDAs are
sometimes also referred to as Cartan integrable systems or Chevalley-Eilenberg Lie algebras co-
homology framework in supergravity), an extension of the Maurer-Cartan equations to involve
higher-degree differential forms.

Strictly speaking, one can write (p-+1)-cochains (Chevalley cochains) QI+ in some represen-
tation Dij of a Lie group, which are (p+1)-forms, in terms of the 1-forms at disposal. If these
cochains are closed (dQ”(”“) = 0), they are called cocycles. If a cochain is exact, it is called
a coboundary. Of particular interest are those cocycles that are not coboundaries, which are
elements of the Chevalley-Eilenberg cohomology.” In the case in which this happens, we can

introduce a p-form AP and write the closed equation
dAP 4 i) — ¢ (2.5)

which, together with the Maurer-Cartan equations of the Lie algebra, constitutes the first germ
of a free differential algebra, containing, besides the starting Maurer-Cartan 1-forms, also the
new p-form AP, This procedure can be now iterated taking as basis of new cochains the full set
of forms and looking again for cocycles. The procedure can be iterated again and again, till no
more cocycles can be found. In this way, we obtain the largest free differential algebra associated
with the initial Lie algebra.

In the supersymmetric case a set of nontrivial cocycles is generally present in superspace due
to the existence of Fierz identities obeyed by the wedge products of gravitino 1-forms. There,
one further imposes the physical request that the FDA should be described in terms of fields in
ordinary superspace, whose cotangent space is spanned by the supervielbein. This corresponds
to the physical request that the Lie superalgebra has a fiber bundle structure, whose base space
is spanned by the supervielbein, the rest of the fields spanning a fiber H. It follows that possible
gauge fields and the Lorentz spin connection, belonging to H, must be excluded from the con-
struction of the cochains.

Supersymmetric FDAs provide the algebraic (vacuum) structure underlying supergravity theo-
ries in 4 < D < 11. To study the dynamics of the theory, one switches on the supercurvatures
associated with the p-form gauge potentials appearing in the FDA, analogously to what is done
for the 1-form fields.

We are now ready to face the geometric superspace construction of minimal D = 4 off-shell

supergravity.

9Tf the closed cocycles are also coboundaries (exact cochains), then the cohomology class is trivial.



3 New minimal supergravity with torsion in the rheonomic approach

In the geometric superspace approach, the vacuum structure of new minimal supergravity is
given by the following FDA [18,22]:

dw® — W ANw® =0,

DV — S Ay =0,

Dip — %’yyﬂ NA=0, (3.1)

dA =0,

dB® — L5 p v = 0

- §T,Z) ’yaﬂ) — Yy

where D = d — w is the Lorentz-covariant derivative, w® the Lorentz spin connection, V¢ the
vielbein, ¢ the gravitino 1-form, A a 1-form potential associated with a chiral charge, and B a
2-form gauge potential. As we are going to see, the 2-form gauge potential B(?) will play the role
of an auxiliary 2-form in superspace and will be particularly useful to write the off-shell action.

The d?-closure of (3.1) relies in the Fierz identity (A.4). Then, out of the vacuum one writes the

supercurvatures associated with (3.1), which are defined as
Rab — dwab — WA wcb
- (& bl
T¢ =DV — %Jmfyaw,
i
p=Dp - Suv A4, (3.2)
F=dA,

F® = gB® _ %1/? A VgtV .

The corresponding Bianchi identities read'”

DR® =0,
DT + RV, — ipy*p = 0,
1w 1 1 B
Dp+ yR™apt + 575pA — 5759 F =0, (3.3)
dF =0,

AP —itupV " + ST = 0.

Taking into account this field content, in [18,22] it was considered the action

Sum = / Lom (3.4)
MACMAl

10Tn the following, to lighten the notation, we will frequently omit writing the wedge product between differential

forms.



where L, is the geometric 4-form superspace Lagrangian'!

Lom = ROVVeerpeq + 40757.pVE — AF A B®@

1 (3.5)
+a (t“F(3) Vo + ﬂtnﬂtmeabcdvavbvcvd> :
The associated field equations are
dw® 24 qTVE =0, (3.6)
5t aF®) = aF, Vevtye = —%eabcdth“Vch, (3.7)

SV 2RV eeqpeq — 4y5yap — %tb«zwvb — at, F®) 4 %tmtmeabcdvbvcvd =0, (3.8)

0 8Y57apV? — A7 T — iay Vet VP = 0, (3.9)
6A: FO =0, (3.10)
6B® . —4F 4+ aVDt, — at, (T“ + %1/77“1/)) =0. (3.11)

Note that (3.7) is a kinematical equation. The above equations satisfy the vacuum condition,
namely they admit the vacuum solution R% = 7% = p = F = F3) = % = 0, independently of
the value of the parameter a.. Observe that the on-shell content of the theory is identical to the
one of N' =1, D = 4 pure supergravity. From the sector-by-sector study of the on-shell Bianchi
identities (or, equivalently, of the equations of motion), one can prove that the on-shell rheonomic

parametrization for the curvatures is

Rab — Rabcdvcvd + &@&bcvc ’

=0,
p=paV V', (3.12)
F=0,
F® =0,
with
Ouble = —21Y[aPblc + 1VePab - (3.13)

The quantities R, and pgp are the so-called supercovariant field strengths, and they differ, in
general, from the spacetime projections of the supercurvatures. The tensor R%.; and the tensor

spinor p,, above satisfy the propagation equations

1
R g = 50" R i = 0, (3.14)

Y pran = 0. (3.15)

' As we shall see in the following, the parameter o along the first-order kinetic term will be constrained by the

requirement dLnm = 0. Here we also correct some misprints appearing in [18].



Now, regarding the off-shell theory, in [18] the off-shell parametrization of the supercurvatures
was constructed by setting the supertorsion to zero. However, one can write a more general off-

shell parametrization in which the supertorsion is nonvanishing, completely antisymmetric, and

given in terms of an auxiliary axial vector field t® as'?

T =T V'V = e ViVe,  Tape = Tiahe = €aveat” (3.16)
with [t,] = L™'. In this case, the complete off-shell parametrization is
Rab — Rabcdvcvd + @Habcvc o izz,ydweabcdtc 7
T¢ — Eadetd%‘/c,
p=paV V' +iaysit, VO, (3.17)
F = FVV’ + 97562V +i(1 — a)ibyayt?,

1
F®) = —geabcdth“Vch,
with

Hab\c = _2i7[ao-b}c +1Yc0ab + 217ap0c + 2i70[a0-b] - 215c[ao-b} — 4iyapco + 4150[(176}0- >

3.18
Ga = 2(1 - a)aa - 6(1 + (1)’7@0, ( )

where we have introduced the irreducible components o4, 04, and o of the gravitino supercovari-
ant field strength p,p, that is

Pab = Tab — V[aOb] + Yab0 , (3.19)
with
fyaaab = ’Yao'a =0. (320)

Besides, let us stress that, having defined

Dty = Dyta VP + thw, (3.21)
we find ]
i
Wa = —€abed? P =500 + 315700 (3.22)
and the constraint'?
D, = 0. (3.23)

2In [23] a similar argument was considered, introducing such supertorsion with a parameter x2, which, in
particular, can be set to zero (here, instead, we fix k2 = 1). However, there the role of torsion was not considered
as pivotal in the geometric off-shell construction there, since the field t* already appears in the parametrization
of the other supercurvatures (including F(3)). Here we take a slightly different point of view with respect to
the one of [18,22,23], considering the axial vector torsion as the actual fundamental auxiliary field to reproduce
the new minimal set of auxiliary fields, and the 2-form B® just as an auxiliary 2-form useful to write rather
straightforwardly the geometric off-shell Lagrangian (moreover, here we fix some typos appearing in [23]). The
prominent role of torsion will be more evident in the old minimal case.

13This can be easily checked, for instance, by looking at the V* sector of the Bianchi identity of F®,

10



Let us mention that the latter can be simply solved by
t¢ = EadeabBcd, (3.24)

where By, = — By, is a 2-index antisymmetric tensor (O-form). In particular, this implies F’ G
—20, By VeVlVe.

We stress that the whole mechanism continues to work well, and the same occurs for the
counting of off-shell d.o.f., if we exclude the 3-form F'®) from the theory, keeping only the axial
vector torsion ¢t (obeying (3.23)) and the 1-form gauge field A as auxiliary fields.

Finally, as we have recalled in Sec. 2, in the geometric superspace approach the off-shell
invariance of the action requires the geometric Lagrangian to be a closed 4-form. In the case at

hand, we have
dLom = 2R™TV e p0q + 45757apV * — 40757apT* — 4F A FO)
+ aDt, FOV® + at, <i1/1’yg,pVb — %mwﬂ’) Ve — at, F©®) <T“ + %m%p) (3.25)
+ %Dtmtmeabch“VbVCVd + %tmtmeabcd (T“ + %m%) vtveyd = o,

Once (3.17) is used, this equation has two relevant projections, namely ¥y VVV and ¢ VVVV,
both implying
a=-16(1—a). (3.26)

Therefore, the final form of the Lagrangian is

Lom = RPVVepeq + 40757apVE — 4F A B®?

1 (3.27)
—16(1 — a) <t“F(3) Vo + ﬂztnﬂtmeabcdvavbvcvd> .

We are left with a parameter a (appearing in (3.17) and (3.27)), which reflects the freedom we
have of redefining the U(1) connection A,

Al = A+ 2at"V,. (3.28)

Thus, fixing the value of a is equivalent to fixing a particular definition of A. Once the value of
a has been fixed by a particular choice of A, the parameter « is also fixed. If a = 1, then a = 0,
the off-shell rheonomic parametrizations boil down to
Rab — Rabcdvcvd + &Habcvc _ i?Z’Yd?ﬁEadetc,
T® — Eadetd%‘/c,
p=paVV’ + st Ve, (3.29)
F = F VeV + 450,V

1
FG) = —geabcdth“VbVC,

11



where, in particular,
Yo = —127,0, (330)

and the action takes the very simple and elegant form

Snm = / <Rabvcvd6abcd + 41;757(1/)‘/(1 —4F A B(2)> : (331)
MAC M4l

Thus, requiring the independence of the action from the specific choice of the spacetime section
of superpace, namely off-shell supersymmetry invariance, fixes the action completely (which is
done, in practice, by imposing the condition dL,,, = 0).

The 12 & 12 multiplet given by {V, A,t*} & {¢} satisfies an off-shell closed superalgebra.'*
The supersymmetry transformations leaving the action constructed with (3.27) invariant and

closing the aforementioned off-shell algebra are
Sew™ = elI™. V' — 2ieyghe™™
0V = ié’Y% )
0z = De + %75&4 + lavyset, VY, (3.32)

0:A = 50,V + 2i(1 — a)éyat®,
5. A®) = izy Vv,

where ¢ is the supersymmetry parameter and 1%, and ¢, are given in (3.18). Fixing a = 1, one
ends up with the following supersymmetry transformations leaving the action (3.31) invariant:
Sow™ = EII" V¢ — 2igy e,
0.V =igy*,
i
0zt = De + 5’75614 +iy5et Ve, (3.33)
0 A= 5_'75¢ava ’
S R
where ¢, is given by (3.30). Hence, we are left with the new minimal set of auxiliary fields
{A,t*}, where A = A, dz" is a gauge field and ¢* satisfies (3.23). Indeed, regarding the off-shell
d.o.f. counting, we have 6+ 3+ 3 = 12 off-shell bosonic d.o.f., given, respectively, by V', 4, and
t¢ (fulfilling D, = 0), which match the 12 off-shell fermionic d.o.f. carried by the gravitino t,,.
It would be interesting to see whether it is possible to write geometrically the off-shell super-
gravity action without using B® and introducing, instead, T explicitly into the action in such a
way to keep I’ present in the appropriate way. However, at first sight it seems this would require
at least a term such as A AT, A V%, in which the gauge 1-form field A appears in a “bare” form.
We leave this point to a future investigation and move on, instead, to our proposal for the old
minimal theory in the geometric superspace approach, where the key role of actual auxiliary field

attributable to an axial vector torsion will be more evident.

40One can also prove that the spinorial derivatives of Rabcd, Pab, and Fg, can be all expressed in terms of the

fields we have already introduced.
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4 Geometric formulation of old minimal supergravity with torsion and 3-forms

In this section we develop an off-shell formulation of ' = 1, D = 4 supergravity in the
rheonomic approach whose set of auxiliary fields coincide with the one of old minimal supergravity.
In particular, we will reproduce the old minimal set of auxiliary fields considering a nonvanishing
axial vector torsion and two real 3-forms as auxiliary fields.

Before moving on to our construction, let us mention that there already exist two variants of
the old minimal formulation for N' = 1 supergravity in four dimensions in which one or each of
the two auxiliary scalars is replaced by the field strength of a gauge 3-form (these theories are
known as 3-form supergravity and complex 3-form supergravity, respectively [30-32]). However,
at least to our knowledge, it was never shown that one can obtain old minimal supergravity just
with two real auxiliary 3-forms and torsion. The rheonomic approach makes all of this evident,
highlighting the geometric character of the theory and the role of the auxiliary forms in this
context.

Let us therefore consider the following vacuum FDA underlying the theory:
dw® — Wl Aw?® =0,
DV — iy =0,

Dy =0, (4.1)

1-

dA®) — VeV =0,
i

dAY — S0 VeV =0,

whose d2-closure relies in the Fierz identities

Pyapppy e =0, (4.2)
VYap Vs = 0. (4.3)

The 3-forms A(_?)) and Af) are real. One may observe that they can also be recast in a single
complex 3-form

AB) = A L 14®) (4.4)

such that, in vacuum,
i- i- 1-
dAD) — Sy VV? = SPqappV OV = dA® — 2y (T 35) YV V ey = 0. (45)

It is well-known that a 3-form does not give any dynamical contribution to a four-dimensional
theory: In four spacetime dimensions, its derivative is a top form in spacetime, while its field
strength (whose components along four vielbein must be proportional to the volume element in
four dimensions) can be related to the presence of fluxes [33-40]. The fact that, in D = 4, 3-forms

are nondynamical just predisposes them to be well-suited auxiliary fields for the construction of
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an off-shell supergravity theory. Then, out of the vacuum, one can switch on the complex 4-form
field strength of AG),

i- i- 1-
FO = dA® — —gqaspVV? = SV OV = dA® — 299 (T4 95) VYV Yeapea . (4.6)

The latter can be split into two real 4-forms FJ(F4) and FY as follows:

FO = W 4 ipW (4.7)
Hence, let us define the supercurvatures associated with (4.1) as
R = du® — Wy A w®
=DV~ Ly,
p=Dy, (4.8)
FO = aA® — v,
FO = aA® — sV,
The corresponding Bianchi identities are
DR™ =0,
DT + RPV}, — ihy*p = 0,
Dp+ inab%blp =0, (4.9)

AP — GryapV oV + P TVP = 0,
dFY — iyaspV OV + iy TOVE = 0.
One can then prove that the rheonomic off-shell parametrizations of the supercurvatures (4.8) are
R = ROQVVE + IV — ihygihe™ e + 2pysy o™ — 207 g™
T — bedy Vv
0= pa VOV — 295700 YV + 2iyad TPV + ivsiht VO, (4.10)
FY = 6™ eqpeaVVIVEV,
FY = ¢TeupegVVIVVE,
where we have introduced two auxiliary real scalar fields ¢~ e ¢T, equivalent to a complex
scalar ¢ = ¢T +i¢~ (with [¢] = L™'), which parametrize F£4) and F4(_4), respectively, and also
appear in the outer components of R% and p. Note that also t*, which parametrizes the off-shell

supertorsion, appears in the outer components of the supercurvatures R and p. Moreover, using

the decomposition (3.19), we have
ﬁab\c = —2iY[,0hc + 1VeOab + 21%ab0c + 21Yc[a0h) — 210/a08) — 21Yabe0 + 40,4750 - (4.11)
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Furthermore, having defined

Dty = Dyt VP + @, (4.12)
and
Ao~ =D VO + A",
1/,} (4.13)
dpt = Dy TV + gAY,
we find
Wa = Y504 — V5Ya0 » (4.14)
together with
_ 1 ab .
= —E’YE)’Y Pab = 1750,
1 (4.15)
+ _ -~ .ab - _
AT = 12'7 Pab 0.

Let us highlight that, unlike what happens in the case of the new minimal construction, here the
off-shell closure of the Bianchi identities does not imply any differential constraint on ¢°.

We may then write the action
Som :/ Lom , (4.16)
MACMAIA
with!?

_ 1
ﬁmn=5RdWdeQwM'+4¢7§mPVﬂ4-51<¢_Pf®‘—§¢_2ﬂwmvmvmvwvd>

) (4.17)
+ B <¢+Ff" - 5<;s+2eabcdebvcvd> .
The field equations of the theory are
dw®: 2eapeqTVE =0, (4.18)

SV 2RYVespeq — 4075700 — P10 07 VP — 2816 *eapeaV PV EV
— B P10V — 2620 eaeaVIVVE = 0, (4.19)
0 8v5%apV* — 457a T = B1o VsV VP — 1820 yaps VAV = 0, (4.20)
0AY . Bide™ =0, (4.21)
5AY . Bydet =0, (4.22)
0~ BIFY = 51 capeaVVIVEVY, (4.23)
56t : BoaFY = Bad eapeaVOVIVEVY (4.24)

We consider the off-shell torsion, whose presence is intrinsic in the action, to be completely antisymmetric,
namely of the form (3.16).
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We observe that (4.23) and (4.24) are kinematical equations. The above equations satisfy the
vacuum condition, namely they admit the vacuum solution R = T¢ = p = FEA‘) = FJ(:D =¢ =
¢t =0.
The requirement of off-shell invariance of the action, that is
dLom = 2R®T Ve pea + 4p757apV® — 407570 pT®
+ B1de™ FY + g™ (D9apV VP — TV
— - aysby ey sd -2 a i a byrcysd

- 51‘;5 dgb 6abcd‘/ VIVeVeE — 251¢ €abcd <T + 57,[)'7 ¢> VvV (425)

+ g FLY 4 207 (17a50V V" — irasvTV?)

~ 520" 0" cancaV VIV — 2606 capea <T“ + %iw%) viveve <o,
implies (as it can be proved by analyzing the two relevant projections YpVVV and YVVVV of

(4.25))
p1= P2 =-16. (4.26)

Note that all the parameters of the theory are thus fixed.
The 126512 multiplet given by {V® % ¢~ ,¢T} @ {1} satisfies an off-shell closed superalgebra.

The supersymmetry transformations leaving invariant the final action

Som = /
MAC MAL4

_ 1
ROVY Yeqbed + 4075720V " — 16 <¢—F£4> — 30 CapeaV VIVEV

(4.27)
1
+ ¢+F—$—4) _ §¢+2€abcdvavbvcvd>
and closing the off-shell algebra are
Sew™ = eI V¢ — 2ieygpe™™t, + digysy Pipd™ — digy™pgT
6V = 16_7“7!) )
9:1) = De — 295740 eV + 2iyqd eV + ivset Ve, (4.28)

5.A®) = ey VeVt
0. AY = iy V VY,

where ﬁ“bc is given in (4.11). We are thus left with the old minimal set of auxiliary fields

{t* ¢~ ,¢T}. Indeed, regarding the off-shell d.o.f. counting, we have 6 + 4 + 1 + 1 = 12 off-shell
bosonic d.o.f., given, respectively, by V', t*, ¢~, and ¢T, which match the 12 off-shell fermionic
d.o.f. carried by the gravitino 1.

Finally, we observe that the field equations of (4.27) can be rewritten as

ow®: TT=0, (4.29)
SV 2RY Ve — Ahysyap = 0, (4.30)
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5 8v57apV =0, (4.31)
5A® . dem =0, (4.32)
5AY . dgt =0, (4.33)

0~ FY = ¢ capeaVOVIVVY, (4.34)
5ot : FJ(F4) — bt eupeaVOVIVEVE ( )

where we have defined

R =R 4 16 (¢+2 + ¢—2) VOVP — 25y epd™ + 207 Pyt

(4.36)
p=p 29570 YV — 2,0 YV
Let us mention that, regarding ¢~ and ¢+, one may write the solutions ¢~ = e“de&lAb_cd and
¢t = ebedg AF (that is, FY = —240,4; Vevivevd and FY = —249,47 veviyeyd),
where A_, = and A:bc are totally antisymmetric tensors.

On the other hand, in order to make the physical content of the on-shell theory clearer, it is

first of all useful to decompose the four component spinor ¢ in eigenmodes ¥4 of the matrix s,
Yo =FPs, Y =19+ 1y, (4.37)

where the projectors and the corresponding projections are given by
Py = %(Hi ) = Pep =y, P =yPy. (4.38)

Furthermore, in order to find chiral components of the fermionic expressions, we list the following

useful identities:

Pivs = 4P+, Pive=7Ps, Pi157a =+7Pr, Py = vaPx- (4.39)
The supertorsion and the supercurvatures defined in (4.36) can then be recast as follows:
T¢ =DV —ihyy"y_,
RY = RY + 1666 VIV + 267" + 2007y,

(4.40)
P+ = p4 — 2igyap-V*,
o= po = 2T VO,
with
p=0"+igT, ¢ =0T —isT, ¢ =¢%, (4.41)
and where we have also used the fact that
bey™®Pr =0, $pyYr =0, PP =P "y (4.42)

Now, since, on-shell, ¢~ and ¢~ reduce to constants, ¢ and ¢* can be treated as constant param-

eters (in particular, scale lengths). Therefore, one may perform the following rescaling:
I A L N A (4.43)
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In this way, the curvatures above become
T = DV — by,
R™ = RY+16(¢6")* VOV? + 206"y s + 206" 0"y,

(4.44)
P+ = pt — 210 -V,
p— = p— = 219¢" ap V7,
that is
TO = DV~ Lin,
R = RP 4 462V 4 ehybep (4.45)

p=p—ievapV?,

where we have eventually restored the four component spinor ¢ and introduced the scale param-
eter
e = 200" =2[p|* > 0. (4.46)

The supercurvatures (4.45) are the OSp(1|4) ones. Hence, the on-shell content of the theory
is equivalent to that of pure N/ = 1 supergravity with a negative cosmological constant A =
—12¢? = —3/0? = —48|¢|*, where £ is the AdS radius. To conclude, we report here the on-shell

parametrization of the curvatures (4.45) of AdS supergravity, which reads as follows:

ﬁab — ﬁadevcvd + &éabcvcy

T =0, (4.47)
p=paVV?,
with
Ouble = —21VaPje + IVehab » (4.48)

and looks formally the same as the one of “flat” (that is, without supersymmetric cosmological

constant) N' = 1, D = 4 pure supergravity, but here the supercurvatures are the OSp(1]4) ones.

5 Discussion

From the analysis carried out in this paper it emerges that torsion and higher forms can play
a prominent role in the construction of off-shell supergravity theories. In particular, regarding
the formulation of the new minimal model within the geometric superspace setup, at the level of
the Bianchi identities one can see that the auxiliary 2-form introduced in [18,22] is unnecessary
if we endow the theory with a nonvanishing divergenceless axial vector torsion. On the other
hand, the auxiliary 2-form is particularly useful to write the off-shell action. Our interpretation
of the respective role of the axial vector torsion and the auxiliary 2-form is slightly different with
respect to the one given in [23]: There, the auxiliary 2-form was considered as the fundamental

auxiliary field and the totally antisymmetric torsion was introduced only since, in any case, the
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field t* appears in the parametrization of the other curvatures; Here we take a somewhat different
point of view, considering such axial vector torsion as the main auxiliary field and the auxiliary
2-form as a useful tool to properly write the off-shell action. On the other hand, the prominent
role of a nonvanishing axial vector torsion as an auxiliary field, which in supergravity is naturally
zero on-shell, is particularly evident in the geometric formulation we propose for the old minimal
model. In this sense, one may interpret the torsion, in other circumstances maybe even with all
its components, as a useful (set of) auxiliary field(s) to go off-shell: It can provide extra off-shell
bosonic d.o.f. even if it can be reabsorbed in the spin connection, since, under this perspective,
such d.o.f. can be interpreted as “hidden” in the latter. Moreover, always regarding the old
minimal case, our geometric construction, which involves two real auxiliary 3-form potentials
(A(_?’) and Af), which can also be recast in a single complex 3-form), provides in a dynamical
way the negative cosmological constant of the on-shell theory. Let us mention that if, instead
of considering a nonvanishing axial vector torsion, one tries by taking just the trace part of the
supertorsion, which is a vector, to be nonvanishing, the result is that the latter cannot be used
together with the auxiliary three forms A(_?)) and Af) (that is to say, together with the auxiliary
scalars ¢~ and ¢* parametrizing the field strengths F “)

and FJ(F4)) to go off-shell, as it cannot
give a suitable parametrization of F£4) and FJ(FA‘). In any case, in the context of minimal N = 1,
D = 4 off-shell supergravity, the torsion components other than the totally antisymmetric one
do not seem to play any role (in the sense, in particular, that they are not needed to match the
bosonic and fermionic off-shell d.o.f.).

We argue that the new and old minimal supergravity theories with torsion could correspond
to different gauge-fixed versions of four-dimensional N' = 1 conformal supergravity with torsion.
Some preliminaries on the formulation of the latter in the rheonomic approach have been dis-
cussed in [11], where, in particular, a gauge theory of the conformal group in four spacetime
dimensions with a nonvanishing axial vector torsion was presented. At the purely bosonic level,
the requirement of conformal invariance implies a differential condition (a Killing equation) on the
axial vector torsion, and something similar is expected at the supersymmetric level. It is therefore
of particular interest to probe the introduction of a nonvanishing torsion in the supersymmetric
theory.

Furthermore, as both torsion and auxiliary higher forms can carry bosonic off-shell d.o.f.,
it appears that a complete study of the nontrivial cocycles of supergravity theories, including
the disclosure of the hidden gauge structure underlying the associated FDAs following the lines
of [42,43] (see also [44] and [45,46]), may shed some light on the off-shell construction of more
complicated (possibly, N -extended) supergravity theories, maybe even for cases in which an off-
shell formulation is not yet known. In particular, in the context of the hidden gauge structure
underlying FDAs, some hints may come from the geometric formulation of supergravity based on
the so called Maxwell superalgebra. Indeed, on one hand, the latter can be viewed as the hidden
superalgebra underlying a supersymmetric FDA in four spacetime dimensions [46] involving a
3-form gauge potential, and, on the other hand, its dual Maurer-Cartan formulation involves two

extra 1-form fields (besides V* and 1) which could be interpreted as auxiliary fields to go off-
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shell. They are a bosonic 1-form field A%’ = — A" and a Majorana spinor 1-form ¢. Furthermore,
following the approach of [17] (see also [48,49]), in [50] it was proved that the inclusion of these
fields by means of boundary terms in flat supergravity allows to restore supersymmetry when a
nontrivial spacetime boundary is present. Subsequently, in [51] their role as auxiliary fields for
the bulk theory was elucidated: From the analysis of the equations of motion of the bulk plus
boundary Lagrangian it emerged that, in this context, the field equations of these fields implement
the Bianchi identities of Lorentz and supersymmetry, associated with w® and 1. The deepening
of this study is left to future endeavours.

Although off-shell N' = 1, D = 4 supergravity is an already well-known theory, in this paper we
have provided a new interpretation of torsion and higher forms in this simpler case. What we have
mentioned above, and in particular the study of the hidden gauge structure of supersymmetric
FDAsS, could reveal useful in the off-shell formulation of more complicated theories, in the presence
of hypermultiplets (and hence nonlocality), for which an infinite number of auxiliary fields is

needed and where the most fruitful approach so far has been that of the harmonic superspace [24].
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A Conventions and useful formulas

Let us collect here our conventions and some useful formulas that we have used to derive the
results obtained in the present paper.

We work with a mostly minus spacetime signature 7,, = diag (+, —, —, —) and with Majorana
spinors, satisfying 1 = ¢T C, where C is the charge conjugation matrix. The symbol D = d — w

denotes the Lorentz-covariant derivative. In particular, we have

Rab = dwab _ wac A wa,

DV =dV?® —wi AV, (A.1)

1
Dy = dip = 0™ Aot

where R is the Lorentz curvature and w® = —w®® the Lorentz spin connection. The matrices

CYa, Cap, and Cy57y4p are symmetric, while C', Cvs, and Cvy57, are antisymmetric. The gamma
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matrices in four spacetime dimensions obey

Va1 =205 [Yas W] = 2%, V5 = —10717273 5

W=, Wiw=r (=1,23), A=,

Cabed?™ = 2%abY5 5 YabVs = VsVabs VaVs = —V5Va s

T Y™ =0, Y ¥mY® =0, YaYea¥ =4Ved; Ym YY"

Y Ya=4, WP =-3" =3, w®=-12,
Aabre — gnlagble 4 nabe _ o laghle | jeabodn
Ay — _onlagble | nabe — g lagble 4 jeabed,
YabVed = 1€abeays — 401 APy — 2085 .
We also report the following useful Fierz identities:
b = iwﬂv% - é%b%“b%
Yoty =0,
Yab®bPy*Peh =0,
together with the following irreducible representations:
51(112) = QWEW%%
=) = VP + 1,

which satisfy %5?12) =0, %E?é’) = 0. Furthermore, we have

VPPV = —y PPrapth = —5 Y YD yar st = Z2

Finally, some useful spinor identities are
v = (1) ey,
(9)E =~ (=1)" (S,
P(AS)E = (1P E(AS)p,

(A.6)

(A7)

(A.8)

where (S) is a symmetric matrix, (AS) is an antisymmetric one, and ¢ and £ denote, respectively,

a generic p-form spinor and a generic ¢g-form spinor.
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