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Abstract

We combine the theory of Cartan-Tanaka prolongations with the Molien-Weyl integral
formula and Hilbert-Poincaré series to compute the Spencer cohomology groups of the D = 11
Poincaré superalgebra p, relevant for superspace formulations of 11-dimensional supergrav-
ity in terms of nonholonomic superstructures. This includes novel fermionic Spencer groups,
providing with new cohomology classes of Z-grading 1 and form number 2. Using the Hilbert-
Poincaré series and the Euler characteristic, we also explore Spencer cohomology contributions
in higher form numbers. We then propose a new general definition of filtered deformations of
graded Lie superalgebras along first-order fermionic directions and investigate such deforma-
tions of p that are maximally supersymmetric. In particular, we establish a no-go type theo-
rem for maximally supersymmetric filtered subdeformations of p along timelike (i.e., generic)
first-order fermionic directions.
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1 Introduction

In the last few years, an interesting approach to investigate the bosonic backgrounds of supergrav-

ity theories emerged [IH§]: in particular, the Killing superalgebras of such backgrounds, which are

Lie superalgebras generated by the respective Killing spinors and Killing vectors, were put into

correspondence with filtered deformations of graded subalgebras of the Poincaré superalgebras.
For instance, the following result in the context of D = 11 supergravity was proved:

Theorem. [3] The Killing superalgebra of an 11-dimensional bosonic supergravity background is
a filtered subdeformation of the D = 11 Poincaré superalgebra.

The converse was then established in [5] for highly supersymmetric backgrounds, thus giving
rise to a bijective correspondence between the latter and a certain type of filtered deformations.

Theorem. [5]

(i) Let (M,g,F) be an 11-dimensional Lorentzian spin manifold with a closed 4-form F €
QY(M). If the real vector space of Killing spinors of (M,g,F) has dimension > 16 (i.e.,
strictly more than half the rank of the associated Majorana spinor bundle), then the bosonic
field equations of 11-dimensional supergravity are automatically satisfied.

(i) Any realizable (see [5] for details on this notion, which is of a cohomological nature) highly
supersymmetric filtered subdeformation of the D = 11 Poincaré superalgebra is a subalge-
bra of the Killing superalgebra of a highly supersymmetric D = 11 bosonic supergravity
background.



For applications of filtered deformations to supergravity and rigid supersymmetric field theo-
ries in other dimensions, see [112,910].

One of the objectives of the present paper is to investigate the subdeformations of Poincaré
superalgebras from a more comprehensive perspective. The main algebraic tool to classify filtered
deformations is the (generalized) Spencer cohomology, which we briefly describe here for the
D = 11 Poincaré superalgebra (see [3,0}[11] for a general introduction). Let V' be a real vector
space of dimension D = 11 endowed with a Lorentzian inner product 7 of signature “mostly minus”
and associated Clifford algebra C¢(V'). We let S be an irreducible C¢(V)-module and denote by
g := s0(V) the Lorentz Lie algebra, corresponding to the connected spin group G := Spin°(V').
The D = 11 Poincaré superalgebra p = py @ py is the Z-graded Lie superalgebra

p=po@p1©pa=so(V)aSaV, (1.1)
allowing for the following non-trivial brackets:

o [—,—]:po xp; = p;, which consists of the adjoint action of so(V') on itself and its natural
actions on V and S

o [—,—]:p_1 X p_1 — p_g, which is the Dirac current
k:S®S—=V

of a spinor s € S. It is an so(V')-equivariant symmetric map (unique up to scalings, since
S is so(V')-irreducible).

In particular, the even Lie subalgebra pg = s0(V') &V is the Poincaré algebra. We note that (ITI)
is compatible with the Z5-grading, in that pg = po @ p_2, p7 = p—1, and with the Lie superalgebra
structure, since [p;, p;] C pi4; for all i, j € Z, where we set p,, = 0if & # —2,—1,0 for convenience.
We also recall that n(k(s, s),v) = (s,v-s) forall s € S, v € V| where (—, —) is the so(V)-invariant
symplectic structure on S and - refers to the Clifford action. The space p_1; = S collects the odd
spinorial translations and p_o = V the even translations.

Denoting by m = p_; @ p_o the (2-step nilpotent) supertranslation ideal of p, we define the
Spencer cochains as the cochains of m with values in the whole Poincaré superalgebra:

crn - () o0 a2

where the symbol of exterior algebra has to be understood here in the supersense (cochains are
skew-symmetric as usual, except that they are symmetric on any pair of entries from m; =
S). In other words, we are considering the Chevalley-Eilenberg cochains with values in the
module p, where the action is defined via the adjoint representation [12]. We also remark that
the cohomology of relative cochains C*® (p, po; p) = Homy, (A®(p/po);p) = C* (m,p)™ selects the
Lorentz-invariant subcomplex of (2] given by the basic cochains; however, we do not restrict
our analysis to the trivial so (V')-modules in this paper.

The Zy-grading of m is extended to m* by duality (pj has the same Zy-grading of p;) and then
additively to any tensor product. Similarly, the Z-grading of p is extended to the whole C* (m, p)
by declaring deg(pj) = — deg(py) and then additively to tensor products. The space of Spencer
cochains can thus be decomposed accordingly:

C* (m,p) = P C** (m,p) . (1.3)

deZ
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Our first main result concerns the Spencer cohomology groups H%4(m, p) with form number ¢ = 2
and any positive Z-grading d. The “even” groups H%?(m,p), d = 2,4, were already determined
in [3)5], and the content of H??(m,p) appropriately identified with the bosonic content (besides
the metric) of Nahm’s D = 11 supergravity multiplet [13]. Even more remarkably, the explicit
expressions of the normalized cocycles in H*2(m,p) precisely match the Killing spinor equations
of D = 11 supergravity; in other words, they supply the supersymmetry variation of the gravitino
at the first-order [14] with a cohomological origin. For the relevance of the Spencer groups in
the context of geometric formulations of supergravity theories as target spaces of curvatures of
nonholonomic superstructures, we refer the reader directly to the introduction of [3] and [I5, §5.3].
All these facts motivated the need of a similar understanding for the “odd” groups H%2(m,p),
where only the cases d = 1,3 are potentially non-trivial by Z-grading reasons.

Theorem 1. Letp =po P p_1 S p_o=s50(V)BS PV be the D =11 Poincaré superalgebra and
C*®(m,p) the associated Spencer complex. Then:

1. HY2(m,p) = S as an so (V)-representation, in particular it is odd, non-trivial, irreducible;
2. H*?(m,p) = AV as an so (V)-representation, again non-trivial and irreducible but even;
3. H*?(m,p) = H**(m,p) = 0.

All the remaining Spencer cohomology groups H%?(m,p) with d > 5 vanish simply by Z-grading
TEasons.

The content of Theorem [ will first be motivated through the Molien-Weyl integral formula,
and then rigorously established through the approach of Cartan-Tanaka prolongations and com-
binatorial identities. In this latter approach, the realisation (L3]) is convenient, as it makes
the prolongation structure more transparent and allows for representation-theoretic techniques,
whereas another complex, isomorphic to the Spencer one, is more suited to the Molien-Weyl
techniques.

In order to introduce such complex, we call statistics the parity of the sum of the form number
q and Z-grading d, and refer to elements with an even (odd) statistics as bosonic (fermionic). In
particular, elements of V' and S* are bosonic, while elements of S and V* are fermionic. We note
that these are the conventions mostly used in the BRST community, to be compared with the
supergravity conventions introduced earlier:

‘ ‘ Z-grading ‘ Zo-grading ‘ Form Number ‘ Statistics ‘

Vv —2 even +0 bosonic
% +2 even +1 fermionic
S -1 odd +0 fermionic
S* +1 odd +1 bosonic
so(V) +0 even +0 bosonic

Table 1: Grading conventions.

See also e.g. [16] for a related discussion.

We let e (a =0,...,10) and ¥ (o = 1,...,32) be the differential forms of flat superspace
M = P/G with P the (universal cover of the) Poincaré supergroup and G = Spin°(V) as before.
They describe the usual vielbein and its supersymmetric partner, the gravitino, and can be



conveniently collected into the supervielbein £/ = {e?,1*}. The associated Z-grading is enforced
by assigning e* — u and 9* — t, as described in §21 Similarly, we denote by X; = {Lay, X4, ¢a }
the generators of p, so that a constant differential form w with values in p reads as

w=whx; e ANE (1.4)

where the coefficients w} ; are constant and Einstein summation convention has been tacitly used
(this will be the case throughout the whole paper). The commutation relations of the elements
of £ = {e?, ¢} follow from the supercommutativity rules and the statistics of V* and S*.

It is clear that the space Q° (m,p) of such differential forms naturally identifies with the space
C*(m,p) of Spencer cochains and it decomposes as in (L[3)) according to the Z-grading:

Q° (m,p) = P ** (m,p) . (1.5)

dez

The Spencer differential can be read on the space (L) via the structure constants fl~ ji of the
Poincaré superalgebra: it is defined on 1-forms ¥ via the Maurer-Cartan equations

(a97) (X,¥) = =T [X,Y] = v = ~Lfl v/ Ao, (1.6)
on vector fields Xj via the adjoint representation
(AX) (V) = - [X,Y] <= dxj=—fl 09, (1.7)

and finally extended to tensor products using the rule of signs (w.r.t. statistics, so d is a fermionic
operator). The associated cohomology is known as the Chevalley-Eilenberg cohomology of con-
stant forms, see e.g. [I7], and it naturally identifies with the Spencer cohomology H*® (m,p).

We will use the Molien-Weyl formula [I8,19] to compute the isotypic component of the
complex and its Euler characteristic, for any form number and for several isotypic components of
irreducible so(V')-modules. The formula is implemented on machines using the residue formula for
meromorphic forms. This important a priori information on the cohomology is elegantly encoded
in the Hilbert-Poincaré series: given an irreducible representation U of G (thought classically:
bosonic and of zero Z-grading), we define the multiparameter Hilbert-Poincaré U -series of the
space Q°*(m,p) by

Py(Q®%(m,p),u,t) = stim(Q'(m, P @ UG u™ ™ (1.8)

mn>—1

where “sdim” is the superdimension of a vector superspace and where the parameters ¢ and
are associated with the Z-grading and the statistics of the objects involved (for more details, see
§7). Collapsing the Hilbert-Poincaré U-series with the relation u = t? gives a series in ¢ that we
denote by
Py(Q*(m,p),u =t 1t) = Z sdim(Q%*(m,p) @ U ¢, (1.9)
de”Z
and call collapsed Hilbert-Poincaré U -series.
Theorem Ml of §2] gives a fairly general version of the Molien-Weyl formula for graded Lie su-
peralgebras. Here we only summarize the results in the case of the D = 11 Poincaré superalgebra.

We recall that an isotypic component of a given module is the direct sum of all its irreducible submodules of
fixed isomorphism class.



Theorem 2. The following Table [2 comprises the collapsed Hilbert-Poincaré U-series for the
space of Spencer cochains of the D = 11 Poincaré superalgebra for various choices of irreducible
representations U of G := Spin®(V):

Representation U | Dynkin label of U | dim(U) | Collapsed Hilbert-Poincaré U-series
S [0,0,0,0,1] 32 —t 13 —t5 7+ 19
(Ves), [1,0,0,0,1] 320 L3 5 — T 10
(A%V ®S), [0,1,0,0,1] 1408 —t3 45 — 17 4 1!
(A3V ® 9), [0,0,1,0,1] 3520 3 —t7 419
(A*YV ® 9), [0,0,0,1,1] 5280 B340 -7+ ¢°
(@*V®S8), 2,0,0,0,1] 1760 —t7 4+ t9
(®39), [0,0,0,0,3] 4224 —t3 5 — 7 — 9 41
(Ve AV eS8), [1,1,0,0,1] 10240 R

Table 2: Collapsed Hilbert-Poincaré U-series for D = 11 Poincaré superalgebra.

Here the lower indez , of a representation selects its irreducible component of the highest weight.
The collapsed Hilbert-Poincaré U-series is equal to Y ge7(—1)4x(HE®(m,p) @ U*)C ¢4, where x
1s the usual Euler characteristic w.r.t. the form number at fived Z-grading d. In other words, it
counts the Fuler characteristic of the U-isotypic component of the Spencer cohomology.

We remark that the irreducible representations in Table 2] precisely exhaust the irreducible
representations that appear in the space of Spencer cochains for the form number ¢ = 2 and
positive odd Z-grading d, relevant in view of Theorem [II For completeness, we also considered
the case of the trivial representation U = C and determined its collapsed Hilbert-Poincaré U-
series, which is —1 — t% + ¢®. Theorem B] above can thus be regarded as an extension of some
of the recent results on Lorentz-invariant scalar cocycles obtained in [20] for “Free Differential
Algebras” [21H26] (FDAs, or, more precisely, super semifree differential graded-commutative al-
gebras). The analysis of the obtained collapsed Hilbert-Poincaré series is shown to agree with
the content of Theorem [l Moreover, representatives for the cohomology classes of H2(m,p)
obtained through the different approaches are shown to be equivalent, see Propositions 4 and [7]
and the discussion in Remark [7}

The final objective of the present work concerns filtered subdeformations F' of p = p_o @
p_1®Dpo =V dSdso(V). By parity consistency, the (filtered) deformations of Lie superalgebras
are usually understood as even, cf. [11]. In particular, the corresponding infinitesimal deforma-
tions are cocycles that represent an even cohomology class of a Spencer cohomology group. Odd
infinitesimal deformations have been scarcely considered in the literature, often under the sim-
plifying assumption that they integrate to a full deformation using a single odd parameter — any
such odd infinitesimal deformation is trivially unobstructed to a first-order deformation. In §5l
we give a novel construction, making more general the notion of odd deformation thanks to the
introduction of multiparameters, thus enriching the category of filtered deformations. While it
is customary to think of A*TW — p* = p ® A*W as a (representable) functor from the category



of finite-dimensional exterior algebras to the category of Lie superalgebras, our construction is
different and it is closer in spirit to Fialowsi’s notion of deformations (see, e.g., [27]). In fact, we
generalize that notion to embrace Lie superalgebras and filtrations. We consider maximally super-
symmetric filtered subdeformations of p whose infinitesimal deformation is odd of Z-grading 1,
i.e., an element of HY2(m,p) = S. We first study the Jacobi identities in complete generality and
then restrict to the case of filtered subdeformations with timelike nilpotent infinitesimal direction.
We stress that the former is a genericity type assumption (if the odd infinitesimal deformation is
generic, then it is timelike), while the latter is a technical assumption of cohomological nature,
see Definition [6] Remark @ Building on the previous sections, we finally arrive at the following
main theorem of §5 which is a result of no-go type.

Theorem 3. Let F be a mazimally supersymmetric filtered subdeformation of p* = p @ A*W. If
the infinitesimal odd deformation of F is generic and nilpotent, then F' is isomorphic (as filtered
Lie superalgebra) to a first-order odd filtered subdeformation. The result holds for any dimension
of the finite-dimensional auxiliary vector space W.

See Theorem [flfor a more detailed statement. In particular, the locally homogeneous Lorentzian
manifolds underlying such filtered subdeformations are necessarily flat (the subspace b ®@AZW of
the even part (f)A)() is closed under Lie brackets and graded, so the Riemann curvature vanishes).
This result indicates that odd filtered subdeformations of p with non-flat underlying Lorentzian
manifold, if they exist, are obtained by either relaxing the genericity assumption — hence, by con-
sidering infinitesimal odd deformations that are in the lightlike orbit of the projectivized action
of G := Spin°(V') on P(S) — or the nilpotency type assumption (or both). This study and the
associated interpretation of the resulting superalgebras F' in terms of supergravity backgrounds
(with the additional spinor field in the spectrum of degrees of freedom) will be the context of a
separate work. Lastly, let us notice that in the case of a dynamical gravitino, a finite-dimensional
W is no longer suitable. Indeed, the spacetime components of the gravitino field are supposed
to be anticommuting for any position in spacetime, which forbids a finite-dimensional A*W as
underlying algebra. However, in the present paper we only consider background solutions and
not dynamical fields.

The paper is organized as follows: In §2we streamline the necessary mathematical background
on the Molien-Weyl formula and prove Theorem [l This is a fairly general result of independent
mathematical interest that holds for any finite-dimensional Lie superalgebra with a consistent Z-
grading. In §3] we discuss the applications of §2] to the case of the D = 11 Poincaré superalgebra,
determine the associated Hilbert-Poincaré series of Theorem [2] and anticipate the content of
Theorem [Il in the component approach. We then devote §l to the complete proof (see Theorem
and Theorem [6]) and to some preliminary results that will be useful in §5l Finally, we devote §5l
to the study of the maximally supersymmetric filtered subdeformations of the D = 11 Poincaré
superalgebra with non-trivial infinitesimal odd deformation and establish the main Theorem [7l
We give our conclusions and future developments in §6l

2 Molien-Weyl formula

2.1 Invariant supersymmetric polynomials

Let GG be a finite group and W a finite-dimensional linear representation of GG, over the field C of
complex numbers. If C[W] := @*W* is the space of polynomials on W and C[W]¢ = (@*W*)¢



the space of G-invariant polynomials on W, then the Hilbert-Poincaré series

P(CW]%,t) := > dim(C[W]) t" (2.1)

n>0

is the generating function for C[IW]¢ endowed with its standard Z-grading C[W]% = @©,,>0C[W]$
with components C[W]G = (@"W*) (in other words, it provides with the dimension of the space
of invariant polynomials at order n). Note that usually there are no bounds on the powers of the
t’s. The Hilbert-Poincaré series can then be computed by means of the Molien-Weyl formula

1

P(C[W]G,t) = @gesz7

(2.2)

see, e.g., [18[19128,29].

We now consider a representation of GG on a vector superspace W = Wy @ Wy, where Wj is the
bosonic subspace and W7 is the fermionic one, and the space C[W] := @*W™* of supersymmetric
polynomials on W, understood w.r.t. statistics. In other words, the symbol of symmetric algebra
on W* = (W*)g@ (W*); = Wi @ W is meant in the “supersense”, using the supercommutativity
rules applied to the even statistics of W7 and the odd statistics of W5 1t is Z-bigraded

D CWlnn (2.3)

m,n>0

with graded components C[W ], ,, = ATWE ® O"WY, where the symmetric and exterior algebra
symbols are meant in the classical sense. Note that C[W],,, is bosonic (fermionic) when m is
even (odd) and that G preserves the decomposition (Z3]) and thus also the statistics, since it is a
classical group. We shall introduce two different parameters u and ¢ to parametrize elements in
the subspaces W* and W7, respectively, and give the following:

Definition 1. The Hilbert-Poincaré series of the space C[W]S of G-invariant supersymmetric
polynomials on W is defined as

P(CW]%, u,t) : = > sdim(C[W]%n) u™t" (2.4)

m,n>0
where sdim(U) = dim(Ug) — dim(Uy) s the superdimension of a vector superspace U = Uy & Uj.

It is immediate to see from the definition of superdimension that

P(C[W]%, u,t) = Z (=™ dim(C[W]SL,n)um t". (2.5)

m,n>0

Moreover, the Molien-Weyl formula extends to the identity

det
PEWI®, |G| 2 det‘;//l = tj)) (2.6)

where the unusual minus sign in front of the parameter u in detyy, (1 —ug) is due to the fact that
we are considering superdimensions and that W is fermionic. Put it differently, W is actually
parametrized by —u and the Molien-Weyl formula (2.6]) is obtained from classical arguments in-
volving dimensions followed by replacing v with —u.



Interestingly, the computation of the sums in (2:2)) and (26]) can be restricted to the conjugacy
classes of the finite group G. If we consider G to be a complex linearly reductive connected group,
instead of a finite group, the sum in the Molien-Weyl formula is replaced by an integral:

dety; (1 — ug)

PEWI® ut) = | 4 1)

du, (2.7)
where K is the maximal compact subgroup of G with corresponding normalized Haar measure
dp (that is, [, dp = 1). The integral (Z7)) may be simplified further. We let D = (C*)" be
a maximal complex torus of G and T = (S1)" a Cartan subgroup, namely a maximal compact
subgroup of D with normalized Haar measure dv. Here and in the following » = rk G denotes the
rank of G. Since the integrand is invariant under conjugation, Weyl integration formula [19,29]
allows to integrate only on the Cartan subgroup and rewrite the above formula as

dety (1 — ug)

PECWI%ut) = | detyy- (1 — tg)

¢(g)dv, (2.8)
where the integration is performed over the Cartan subgroup 7" and ¢ : T' — R denotes the weight
function of Weyl — In other words, the integration measure du restricted to T' coincides with ¢dv.
As we shall see, it is possible to express Weyl weight function in terms of the positive roots of G.
The integration can be performed by introducing a set of complex coordinates z = (z1,. .., z) over

the Cartan subgroup T = (S!)", with each coordinate z; defined on the i*"-copy of unit circle S.

Notably, any z € T acts diagonally on W = Wg® W7 and detw;, (1-ug(z)) = H?mll WO(l um;(z)),

dety; (1 — tg(z)) = H;hniwl(l — tn;(z)), for certain Laurent monomials m;(z) and n;(z) in

Z1,...,2r, which we will soon make explicit.
From now on we assume for simplicity that G is semisimple. By using Weyl character formula
and the residue theorem as in for instance [I8], §4.6], one obtains

T

detW ug(z)) el dz;
P(CIW]C, u, 1) _fém 1 724 Tt (T () T (=) [ =2, (2.9)

men+ bl 2miz;
" dz;
with dv = H ' and
baie 2miz;

o(z) = [ (1—2%

aEAT
r (2.10)
- 11 (1-11).

aEAT =1

where AT is the finite set of positive roots of the Lie algebra g of G, and the n;(a) € Z are the
components of the root o € AT expressed as linear combination of the fundamental weights of g.

Concerning the integrand, we use the following notion: for a (finite-dimensional) classical
representation U of G, we consider its character xi : 7' — C as xu(z) = Try [g9(2)], g = g(2) € T.
It can be expressed as the sum of Laurent monomials

=Y (2.11)

ANEAY

where Ay is the set of weights of the representation U counted with their multiplicity (of course,
o i)
z

one has to take into account both the vanishing and nonvanishing weights), and 2* = []/_; 2",



where the n;(\) € Z are the components of the weight A expressed as linear combination of
the fundamental weights. One then constructs the bosonic plethystic exponential as follows (the
subscript “B” indicates that we are dealing with the bosonic part):

PEB[XU( ) —Emp

s Sl

AEAY n= 1
_ 1 (2.12)
H)\EAu(l - tZA)
1

= detu(1—t9(=))

corresponding to the denominator of (29]) (except the measure dv and Weyl weight function
¢(2)). This formula is suitable for a conventional representations. However, the fermionic version
has to be modified to the following fermionic plethystic exponential (see for example [30,31]):

PEp[xu(z)u] : = Exp |— Z Z —u"

AEAY n= 1

_ H (1 _uz)\) (2.13)

AEAY
= dety (1 — ug(2)),

where a minus sign in the definition of the bosonic plethystic exponential ([212]) has been inserted.
This corresponds to the term in the numerator of (2.9)).

In a more general setting, one can consider a decomposable representation W = ®M+NW
into sum of representations of definite statistics, and thus use different parameters u = (ul, cee UDT)
and t = (t1,...,tN) to parametrize them. Definition [I extends immediately as follows.

Definition 2. The Hilbert-Poincaré series of the space C[W]¢ of G-invariant supersymmetric

polynomials on W is the series in the parameters u = (uy,...,up) and t = (t1,...,tN) given by
P(C[W]%, u,t) = Z sdim(C[W]%n) L T e R Al (2.14)

m=(mp)M

n:(n(])‘]}rzl

my,n >0

where, as already explained, sdim is the superdimension.

Of course a formula analogue to (2.3)) still holds in this context (but we will not write it down).
The integrand of (Z9) generalizes directly to

2

PE[u,t)( H PE [xw, (2 H W, (2)t1] (2.15)
I=1 J=1

where we omitted the B, F' subscripts. In the following, we will also omit such subscripts, since
the statistics of the variables under consideration will always be understood from the context.
Putting all together, we arrive at



Proposition 1. Let G be a complex linearly reductive connected semisimple group of rank r and
W = EB%;N Wik a representation of G that decomposes into representations of definite statistics.
Then

P(CIW]C, u,t) = 721{{ 7|§ _ PElA)6G) (2.16)

T

dz;
where the measure dv = H 5 ; and the weight function of Weyl ¢(z) = [[pea+ (1 — 2%).
i=1 <Mt

By knowing the powers in u and ¢ and with some additional work, the explicit form of invariant
polynomials can often be inferred — we will illustrate this strategy with examples in §3l In fact,
the Molien-Weyl formula allows to restrict the number of possible invariant polynomials to check,
simplifying their quest.

2.2 Spencer complex and Euler characteristic

Ultimately we want to consider supersymmetric polynomials on m with values in the Poincaré
superalgebra p, so certain modifications to §21] are required: our supersymmetric polynomials
are not scalar-valued and, secondly, we are not restricting our analysis to the Lorentz-invariant
ones.

To this aim, it convenient to first recall [I8, Remark 3.4.3, pag. 85], which does not invoke
any superstructure at all and is recasted here in a form suitable for our purposes:

Proposition 2. Let G be a complex linearly reductive connected semisimple group of rank r and
W and U two representations of G. Then the Hilbert-Poincaré series of the space (C[W]® U)¢
of G-invariant symmetric polynomials on W with values in U is given by

1

G 4 = e -1
PUEWI U = f of o[ 0)] et -
=fof PRI
where the measure dv = ﬁ dz,?i -, the Weyl weight function ¢(2) = [l,ea+ (1 —2%), and finally

o 2miz;
xvu : T — C is the character of U.

A number of observations are in order. First, if the representation U of G is self-dual (which
is always the case if G is a classical group of type B,, C, or an exceptional group but type Fs),
then the character contribution yy(z71) equals xy(2). Secondly, the vector space U in Prop.
is trivially parametrized, namely it carries no dependence w.r.t. ¢: of course, this can be changed
at will, but provided the range of the powers of the parameter in the definition of the Hilbert-
Poincaré series is adjusted accordingly. Finally, we make a simple but relevant observation for U
irreducible: P((C[W] ® U)%,t) measures the dimension of the space of G-invariant polynomials
on W with values in U and this is, at the same time, the multiplicity of the representation U* in
C[w].

The main result of §2 is Theorem M discussed later on. The general setting is as follows:
p = pg @ pi is a finite-dimensional Lie superalgebra endowed with a Z-grading p = @gezpq that
is consistent, namely pg = Bgezpoq and p; = BgezPad+1, M = Pg<opq is the negatively-graded
part of p, W = Wy @ W3 is a finite-dimensional representation of m endowed with a consistent
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Z-grading, i.e., W = ©qczWq with Wi = ©aczWaq, Wi = GaczWaai1, and pgy - War C Wy g for
alld',d” € Z,d < 0. For all d > 0, we parametrize elements with Z-grading 2d by the parameter
uq and elements with Z-grading 2d — 1 by the parameter t;. We remark that this prescription
covers all the subspaces p* ,;, Waq, and, respectively, the subspaces p* ,;. 1, Wag_1; in particular
it fully parametrizes m*. In order to fully parametrize also W, we parametrize elements in W
by ug := 1 and, for all d > 0, elements in W_o; and W_s4.1 by i and, respectively, %. We
let M be the number of parameters in v = (uy,...,up) and N the number of parameters in
t = (t1,...,tn). Finally, we denote by G the connected and simply connected Lie group with Lie
algebra g := pg.
Now, let
Clm] := 0*m" = A®mj ® ©°*m] (2.18)

be the space of supersymmetric polynomials on m with the natural Z-multigrading

Clm] = @ Clmlpmn

m=(mp)M
n:(n(,){]\le (219)

myp,n >0

C[m]m,n = Amlp’ig QK- Q AmMp*,QM oM pil ROl p*,gN+1 R

where the latter symmetric and exterior algebra symbols in (Z.19]) are meant in the classical sense.
We then consider the space of Spencer cochains Q2°*(m, W) := C[m] ® W on m with values in W,
together with the Z-multigrading

CmW)= B QW) (2.20)
m=(mp)M

n=(n i,
mp,ny>—1

where now the indices start from —1, because W is allowed to have non-trivial negative compo-
nents. We fix an auxiliary irreducible representation U of G thought classically, i.e., bosonic and
of zero Z-grading, and define the multiparameter Hilbert-Poincaré U-series as follows.

Definition 3. The Hilbert-Poincaré U-series of the space Q*(m, W) of Spencer cochains on m
with values in W is the series
Py(Q*(m,W),u,t): = P((Q*(m, W) ® U*)G,u,t)
= Y sdim(Q(m, W)y @ U uf™ - ulf et Y

m=(mp)pL,

(2.21)

=),
mp,njy>—1

where sdim is the superdimension of a vector superspace. Collapsing the Hilbert-Poincaré U-series
with the relations ur = t*!, t; = t2/71, gives a series in t that we denote by

° 42 _ . d,e *\G 1d
Py(Q*(m,W),u = t*,t) —désdlm(ﬂ (m, W)@ U")“t?, (2.22)

and call the collapsed Hilbert-Poincaré U -series.

Remark 1. Choosing U = C to be the trivial representation, one gets the Hilbert-Poincaré series
Pc(Q*(m, W), u,t) = P(Q*(m, W), u,t) of the space of G-invariant Spencer cochains.

11



Remark 2. We note that Q®*(m, W),,,, and also Q%*(m, W) are not of a definite statistics in
general, i.e., each splits into the non-trivial direct sum of its bosonic and fermionic components.
The series thus counts the “supermultiplicity” of the representation U in the space of Spencer
cochains: bosonic (fermionic) representations contribute positively (negatively) to the multiplicity
and there might be cancellations. A straightforward analogue to formula (23] does not hold in
this context and it will be replaced by part 2 of Theorem M below.

In order to state the main Theorem Ml of this section, we only need to introduce one last
notion.

Definition 4. The weighted character of the representation W = Wg® W7y of G with consistent Z-
grading W = @qezWy is the formal series Flu,t] : T — C inu = (u1,...,up) andt = (t1,...,tN)
given by

=D ta XWay = 2 td XWayoy + XWo = D = XWonior + D 1 X Wy s (2.23)
d>0 d>0 d>0 d>0

where xy : T — C is the character of the (underlying classical) representation U.

Note the additional minus sign for characters of fermionic representations Wo;_1 and W_o4,1,
which is due to the fact that we are dealing with superdimensions.

Theorem 4. Let p = Bgyezbg be a Lie superalgebra with a consistent Z-grading and G the
connected and simply connected Lie group with Lie algebra g = po. Let W = DgezWy be a
representation of the negatively-graded part m = @gcopqg of p with a consistent Z-grading and
C*(m, W) the space of Spencer cochains. If G is semisimple, then, for any irreducible classical
representation U of G (i.e., bosonic and with zero Z-grading), we have:

1. The Hilbert-Poincaré U-series of Q*(m, W) can be computed by means of the Molien- Weyl
formula

P (9 (m, W), u,t) = f‘izléi' ]{ X Pl PER ) ) v, (224)

where the measure and Weyl weight function are given by

o(z)= J[ A-2%), (2.25)

aEAT

and where xy : T — C is the character of U, Flu,t] : T — C is the weighted character of
W as in Definition[f] and PE(u,t) is the plethystic exponential of W as in §Z.1

2. The Hilbert-Poincaré U-series Py (Q*(m, W), u = t2,t) collapsed at u = t* coincides with

Py(Q®(m,W),u = t>t) = Z(_1)dx(9dv°(m, W) @ U*)Y
deZ
=Y (1) (H*(m, W) @ U*)“t
dezZ

where x is the usual Euler characteristic w.r.t. the form number, and it can be computed
using the Molien-Weyl formula Z24)) with u = t2.

12



Remark 3. The Euler characteristics computed in part 2 of Theorem M] is well-defined, since it
is at a fixed Z-grading: the vector spaces involved are finite-dimensional and in finite number.

Proof. The first claim is the combination of the results of Proposition[Iland Proposition[2], together
with the simple observation on characters that yp«(271) = xu(2).
For the second claim, equation (Z22]) reads as

Py(Q(m,W),u=1+1) =Y sdim(Q**(m, W) ® U*)“ ¢

dezZ

=3 (dim(©g*(m, W) ® U")% — dim(Q;l"(m, W) U*)© ) ¢
dezZ

=> > (- D dim(Q4(m, W) @ U*)% ¢
dezq>0

— Z X(Q%*(m, W) @ Ut
deZ

where we used that the statistics is the parity of the sum of the form number ¢ and Z-grading d.

Since x(24*(m, W)®U*)% is nothing but the Euler characteristic of the U-isotypic component
of the Spencer complex at a fixed Z-grading, it coincides with the Euler characteristic of its
cohomology, by G-equivariance, complete reducibility, and the standard telescopic argument. [J

3 Hilbert-Poincaré series of the D = 11 Poincaré superalgebra

In this section, we apply the Molien-Weyl formula to D = 11 flat superspace M = P/G. Let us
first introduce the necessary ingredients and then focus on the analysis of the emerging results.
3.1 The D =11 ingredients

The flat superspace M = P/G can be dually described in terms of the supervielbein £/ = {e®, 1},

satisfying the Maurer-Cartan equation

a_ %@rw, dy® =0, (3.1)

where d is the usual exterior differential, the bar symbol is the symplectic duality (or Dirac
conjugation) on the D = 11 Majorana spinor representation and the capital Greek letter T’
denotes the D = 11 Dirac matricesd. (Recall that our analysis in §2 works at the complexified
level, so there is no loss in generality here.) The symplectic duality is explicitly given by ¢ = 97 C,
with 7' denoting the transpose and C the D = 11 charge conjugation matrix, which satisfies

r’'—-_cr,ct, cr'=c't=-c. (3.2)

The Spencer differential also acts on the generators of the Poincaré superalgebra X; = {Lap, X4, ¢a }
as in ([L7), which, in the case at hand, yields

i, 1_
an = O, dqa = 5(1/}Fa)aXa, dLab = X[aeb} - 5(] Fab¢7 (33)

2Here, a,b,... =0,1,...,10 are vector indices, o = 1, ..., 32 spinorial indices, and ¥* is a Majorana gravitino.
For simplicity, in the following we will frequently omit writing the spinorial index.
3The convention is that {I'®, T'*} = 2°®, where 7 is the flat metric on V = R"'® with mostly minus signature.
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which complement the Maurer-Cartan equations (3I]). As explained in §2.2] we assign parameters
[€?] = u, [V =t, and [Xo] =u"!, [qa] =71, [Lap) = 1.

The semisimple connected group G is of type Bs, with Cartan subgroup 7' = (S1)® of rank
5 and all representations completely reducible and self-dual. Two key ingredients for the Molien-
Weyl formula are the characters xy : T — C and xg : T' — C of the representations V' and S,
respectively. They are given by

xv(z) =
xs(z) =
n
n
n

22

5 Zo 23 24 1 Z1  Zo  Z3 24
I+=+zn+—+—+—+—+—+—+—+ 5, (3.4)
Z4 Z1 292 z3 21 zZ9 z3 24 z5
2521 2571 237571 2571 2371 z4%1 2421 21
+ + + + =
292 z3 Z924 Z4 2925 22%5 Z3%5 z5
<5 2225 25 2225 2325 <325 25 22 z3
—+—+ =+ + + + =4zt =+ —
z9 z3 z3 Z4 2924 Z4 zZ4 z5 2925
z3 24 2924 24 24 1 ZoZ5 2925 2375
— + + =4 =+ + +
25 2275 2325  R3%5 25 25 2371 R4%1 z421
25 22 23 2224 24
—+ + + . (3.5)
21 2521 2521 237521 2521

Using (2.12)-(213) and (34)-([B1H), one can compute the associated plethystic exponentials

PE[xv(z)u] =

PE[xs(2)t] =

Den =

I 1-w-0-0(1- 0w (-2) (-2

AEAY

(1-22) (1) (1) (1 1) (1_u_224)< _U_Z§>,
z3 29 24 z3 Z5 24

1 _ 28282828 236
[Deag(l— tzM) Den

(t — z5) (tz1 — 25) (tzo — 25) (tzg — 25) (tzg — 25) (tz5 — 1) (tz5 — 21)
(tzs — 2z9) (tzs — 23) (tzs — 24) (tzo — z125) (tz3 — 2125) (tz4 — 2125)
(tz125 — 22) (tz125 — 23) (tz125 — 24) (tz3 — 2225) (tz123 — 2225)

(tzg — 2925) (tz124 — 2925) (tzoz5 — 23) (tzoz5 — 2123) (tze25 — 24)
(tzozs — 2z124) (tzg — 2325) (tz124 — 2325) (tzoz4 — 2325) (L2325 — 24)
(tzszs — z124) (tzgzs — 2224) (tzozg — 212325) (tz12325 — 2224) -

Another ingredient needed for the implementation of the Molien-Weyl formula is the Haar measure
dulr = ¢dv, associated with the maximal compact subgroup K of G as in (2.9)-(2I0):

1

dplr = 5 5mms (01—

27252525 %5

z1) (1 — 22) (21 — 22) (z% - 22) (21 — 23) (22 — 23) (2122 — 23) (22 — 2123)

X (z% — 2123) (20 — 24) (23 — 24) (2123 — 24) (23 — 2124) (2223 — 2124) (2123 — 2224)

X (2’32, — 222’4) (2’3 — Zg) (24 — 2’52]) (2’12’4 — Zg) (24 — leg) (2224 - leg) (2124 - 2’22’52])

2

1
X (2’324 - z2z5) (z2z4 — 232'52]) (zi — 2323) ——dz1dzodzzdzgdzs

where the factor ——s—s—s—
#17273%4%5

the normalized Haar measure dv = H

(2mi)°

is an overall contribution arising from the Weyl weight function ¢ and

5
d .
“i onT.

i1 ™25
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Since we will consider cochains with values in the Poincaré superalgebra p =V @ S @ so(V),
we have to consider the weighted character

1 1
Flu, () = 1xv(2) — 1x5(2) + xan)(2) (3.0
where xy and xg are as in (34]) and (8.3 and

2 2 2
21 Z521 Z521 Z321 Z3%1 2421 2421 Z1 2921 Z1 Z3%1 Z3%1

Xoo)(2) = =+ + + + =+ + R i Hl H el S
Z9 2924 zZ4 22 z5 2223 z3 22 z3 z3 2924 Z4
2
Z421 2421 2325 2225 29724
+ . T +—+ +2+—+ S i
Z925 25 z3 29224 2324 Z4 4 zZ9 zZ9 23 z3
1 29 22 z 2 232 292 22 22 z
3 2 3<4 274 2225 5 2
+ —+ o+ =+ =+ = 2+ 5 5+ 2+5+ + =
zZ9 z3 2924 Z4 24 Z32 5 25 2’22’5 2’32’5 5 2421 Z421 Z1
2
z3 z3 Z924 Z4 z5 Z9 29223 z3 z29%24 Z4
+ —+=+ + + + + + + + t L2

2921 Z1 Z321 Z321 Z321 Z321 Z421 zZ421 252)21 Z%Zl Z1 Zl

is the character of the adjoint representation. The multiparameter Hilbert-Poincaré series for the
space of G-invariant Spencer cochains is defined as in Definition ] and Remark [Il and it can be
computed via the Molien-Weyl formula

P(Q* (m,p)C,u,1) = iém 2 fzsl FluiPElxyul PE[xstidlr (37)

thanks to part 1 of Theorem M and the fact that all the representations of the group G are
self-dual.
3.2 A warm up: the trivial representation

Before focusing on Spencer cochains in non-trivial irreducible representations, let us set the stage
by discussing the Hilbert-Poincaré series for Lorentz-invariant cochains.

Proposition 3. The explicit expression of the Hilbert-Poincaré series of the space of G-invariant
Spencer cochains of the D = 11 Poincaré superalgebra is given by

PO (m, )%, ut) — ﬁ(u 1) [T 10 (= (=t )

+ t4<u10+u9—u8—|—u7—u6—|—2u5—2u4—|—u)
+ t2(—2u10+u9—u8+u7—3u6+u5—u4+u3—2u2—1)
+ u(u10+u8+u6+u4+u2+u+2)}. (3.8)

The collapsed Hilbert-Poincaré series is thus given by P(Q®*(m,p)%, u = t2,t) = —1 — 15 + 18, with
the following non-trivial FEuler characteristics of the Spencer cohomology:

X(H%* (m,p))¢ = —1,
X(H% (m, )" = ~1 (3.9)
X(H®*(m,p))% = +1.
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Proof. The first two claims follow from the computation of ([B.7) via the residue formula and
setting w = t?. The last claim follows from the fact that the collapsed Hilbert-Poincaré series
coincide with 3" yc7(=1)%x(H®%*(m,p))“ t¢, which was established in Theorem Fl O

Equation (3.8) describes the possible Lorentz-invariant objects constructed in terms of the
ingredients discussed above, i.e., the Lorentz-invariant Spencer cochains on m with values in p.
For instance, the factor 1/(1—t%) stands for the powers of the invariant cochain ¢T gpegeththT %)
(which is a scalar commuting cochain, and therefore it can appear with any power).

The non-trivial Euler characteristics (8.9) immediately enforce the existence of at least three
non-trivial Lorentz-invariant cohomology classes — Since G = Spin®(V') acts completely reducibly,
one can always choose a Lorentz-invariant representative for each of the Lorentz-invariant classes.
The interpretation is the following:

—1: wh) = X,e® — qu,
—t: w®) = (X,e® — qp) A (YT eqpe’e?)

+t8 . w® = izEFabcdeiﬁe“ebecedXe—{—;(@Fabweaeb) A (@chiﬁLCd—lOi qlepe) . (3.10)
Then, we see that

w® = 20® A WY (3.11)

WO = T gpeaerbe®ee e X 43w A (YT oqp L4—10i GT etpe”) (3.12)

where the Lorentz-invariant scalar 4-form w§4) = %@Fabwe“eb had been already discovered in [20]

and its closedness therein established.
It is immediate to check that w(® is closed and, finally, we also note that

dw® =—2¢T pege T heeCe? X
_ 1 _ _
30 0 [0t (Xt = S0ty ) =5 (STawXe! + aiTev)| =0, (313
thanks to the Fierz identity

AT T 4+ BT opythp D% + C Tapeqerpp %) = 0, A—10B—-6-5!C=0. (3.14)

3.3 Analysis of the Hilbert-Poincaré series

Let us discuss here the Hilbert-Poincaré series for different irreducible representations of the
simple Lie algebra of type Bs. In particular, let us denote by X[q,, .45 : T — C the character of
the respective irreducible representation U. By defining a formal linear combination of all such
characters

A= Z )‘(al,...,ag)X[al,...,%} ) (315)

[a1,...,a5]EN®

with coefficients Ay, .. 45 either 0 or 1, one can keep track of the different representations. Indeed,
by part 1 of Theorem [l the Molien-Weyl formula reads

Py(Q%(m,p),u,t) = %le-i- j£|z51 A(2) Flu, t](z) PE[xvul(z) PE[xst](z) du|T . (3.16)

However, since we are only interested in Spencer cochains with form number ¢ = 2, we can restrict
the number of possible Ay, 4s)-
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Lemma 1. The irreducible modules U that appear in the space Q%(m,p) of Spencer cochains for
the form number ¢ = 2 and positive odd Z-grading d are exactly those considered in Table [ of
Theorem [2.

We will not display the relevant characters since they are rather cumbersome, but instead
include them into the Mathematica Notebook attached to the arXiv version of the paper.

The complete computation of the Hilbert-Poincaré series (3.16]) is then obtained by automatic
evaluation on a computer, after a long analysis of the poles and residues, and the full result is
summarized in Theorem [2

Remark 4. It is interesting to note that all coefficients in Table [2] are either 0,+1 and that
all the series truncate at the maximal power t'!. This truncation seems to suggest that the
subcomplex of the Spencer complex that is formed by cochains that vanish when all entries are
in V is exact, so that the cohomology of the Spencer complex does not change by quotienting it
by this subcomplex. If this were the case, then the Spencer cohomology would be isomorphic to
the cohomology of the quotient complex A*V* ® p and therefore vanish eventually. However, this
subcomplex is not exact for some Z-gradings in general and there is also a Z-grading mismatch
since deg(V) = —2 (and not deg(V') = —1). The reason behind this truncation phenomenon does
not appear therefore obvious and it might deserve a more conceptual understanding.

Let us consider the special case of U = S given by the 32-dimensional spinorial representation.
In this case, we set all A, . q5) = 0 except Ag,0,0,1) =1 and arrive at

Ps(Q*(m,p),u=1t>1) = —t +15 -t — 7 +1°. (3.17)

By part 2 of Theorem [4], we have non-trivial Euler characteristics of the S-isotypic component of
the Spencer cohomology at various gradings:

X(H"*(m,p) ® §*)¢ =

X(H?*(m,p) ® §*)¢ =

X(H**(m,p) ® §%)° = +1, (3.18)
X(H™*(m,p) @ 5) = +1,

X(H”*(m,p) ® §*)¢ =

The first Euler characteristic in (3.I8) gives a cohomology contribution in H%?(m, p). In order to
describe this class, we introduce the following forms

w1 = DaqyI®

wy = TapqpT*"p

w3 = Tay.as T %59,
wy = P Xae",

ws = Capth X %" .

Among these five quantities, the closure condition will kill two of them, and out of the remaining
three, two of them are exact as a variations of

x1 =Tage®,  x2 = Lyl (3.19)
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More explicitly,

] 35 19 1
dxi = Swi+ws—ws),  dyxz = —ws - W1 T g2 T megws- (3.20)

Proposition 4. The combination

3a a
~ - = 21
w0 = awq + bwy + cws b 59’ c 1320 (3.21)

is a non-trivial cohomology representative inside the group H2(m,p).

Proof. Closedness is a consequence of the Fierz Identity

a(Tale)’ (,CT gy + b(Laple)’ (,CT a3 + ¢(Tay asTe)’ (;CTiafs ® = 0, (3.22)

while the fact that @ is non-exact follows since the differential of every combination of x1,xo
contains one X*“, whereas w; 2 3 do not. O

The above discussion shows that H?(m,p) contains at least the irreducible component S.
If the differential were generic, the only other irreducible representation to consider would be
U= (V®AV®LS), However, a simple check reveals that such a module is not present in form
number g = 2. Thus, we anticipate the following:

H"(m,p) = S .

As emphasised above, this result holds if the differential were generic: this is a delicate argument
that will be confirmed in Theorem [B] of §4.2.2] via representation-theoretic techniques.

A similar discussion can be performed for the group H>2(m,p). However, in order to do
so, we need an expression of the Hilbert-Poincaré series which is more transparent w.r.t. the
form number. To retrieve information about the latter, we may add an auxiliary parameter p
(in physical terms, called a “fugacity”) to the plethystic exponentials PE[xyu] — PE[xyup],
PE[xst] — PE[xstp], so that the Molien-Weyl formula reads

Bo(CHmpustop) = f o o) Flu () PEDwl(2) PELstal() dplr - (329

We may then evaluate (323 at u = t? and efficiently select the contributions of the collapsed
Hilbert-Poincaré U-series at a fixed Z-grading. In our case of interest according to Lemma [I we
set

A = X0,0,0,0,1)X[0,0,0,0,1] + A(1,0,0,0,1)X[1,0,0,0,1]

+ )\(0,1,0,0,1)X[0,1,0,0,1} + >\(o,0,1,0,1)X[0,0,1,0,1] (3 24)
+ A(2,0,0,0,1)X[2,0,0,0,1] + A(0,0,0,1,1)X[0,0,0,1,1]
+ A0,0,0,0,3)X[0,0,0,0,3] T A(1,1,0,0,1)X[1,1,0,0,1]

and select the contributions that are linear and cubic in ¢, namely the coefficients ¢ and 3 in the
expansion of Py (Q®(m,p),u = t2,t,p).
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Proposition 5. We have that

PA(Q5*(m,p),u = t2,t,p) = (2p — 5p” + 20%) A (00001
(2p — 5p* + 3p”) Ar0001)
(p — 30> + 2*) Ao1001)
(- p +p°)A (00101) (3.25)
(— %) A(20001)

(— P +p ))‘ 00011)

(— %) A(00003)

p

)\(11001)

and Pp(Q3*(m,p),u =t t,p) = (— 3p* + 11p® — 9p* + 2p5))\(00001)
+ (= 4p” +15p° — 14p* + 4p°) A10001)
+ (= 3p” +12p° — 14p* + 4p°) A 1001
+ (- >+ 8p° — op* + 3p5))\(00101) (3.26)
+ (= p? + 6p* — 8p" + 39°) A a0001) '
+ (
+ (
+ (

5p° — p* + 3p°) Aooorn)
3p® — 7" + 30°) A (o003)
—p® +5p° — 8p" + 4p°) A11001) »
respectively.
Remark 5. Of course, setting p = 1, we obtain the coefficients of the Hilbert-Poincaré U-series
at power t and t3:

Py(CH*(m,p),u = t%,t) = —X(o001) + A(11001) »
Py(C**(m, p),u = t2,£) = +X(00001) + A10001) — A01001) T A00101) + A00011) — A(00003) -

which is in agreement with Theorem [21

The only Spencer 2-cochains at degree t3 schematically read eeq and ey’ L and are both odd and
both separately not closed. For this reason, they can only belong to the irreducible representations
(A2V ® 8), and (®35),, as shown in Table 2l From (3:28), we immediately see that the Spencer
cochains in the latter representation only appear starting from form number three and can then
be excluded. Therefore, only (A?V ® S), remains. Since the differential of the second cochain is
the only one containing the structure ¥y L and since the latter can be shown to be non-vanishing
in this representation, we anticipate that there does not exist a closed combination of two-form
Spencer cochains in any irreducible representation. This result suggests that

H32(m,p) =0,

and it will be rigorously proven in Theorem [@] of §4.2.31
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4 Fermionic Spencer cohomology of maximally supersymmetric
subalgebras of the D = 11 Poincaré superalgebra

The deformations of algebraic structures, such as Lie superalgebras, are typically governed by
some cohomology theory. For Lie superalgebras, it is the cohomology of the Chevalley—FEilenberg
complex of the Lie superalgebra with coefficients in the adjoint module [12,[32,[33]. In the case
of a graded Lie superalgebra (such as the Poincaré superalgebra (ILI])), the Chevalley—Eilenberg
differential has zero degree and the complex splits in the direct sum of sub-complexes labelled by
the degree. In studying filtered deformations of graded Lie superalgebras, we are interested in
deforming the Lie bracket by terms of positive degree. Furthermore, for graded Lie superalgebras,
we may often pass to the Spencer complex corresponding to the negative part, as defined later.
A first step in this deformation process is therefore the calculation of the cohomology of the
positive-degree Spencer complex.

In the first section §4.1] we give some basic definitions and collect first results on the Spencer
cohomology of maximally supersymmetric graded subalgebras of the D = 11 Poincaré superal-
gebra. The second section §4.2] is dedicated to the proof of Theorem [ and it splits into three
subsections: a preliminary section, a section focusing on normalization conditions for cocycles in
degree 1 and the group H'?(m,p) and, finally, a section on the group H*?(m,p).

4.1 The deformation complex

Our aim is to consider Z-graded subalgebras h = h_o & h_1 @ by of the Poincaré superalgebra
p = p_o@®p_1 P pg that are maximally supersymmetric, namely satisfying h_y = p_; = S.
Because the supertranslation ideal m of p is generated by S (the Dirac current is a surjective
map, since p_o = V is an irreducible so(V)-module), such subalgebras in fact differ from p only
in zero degree, that is, h C p with by C pp and b; = p; for j < 0.

We shall seek in §0l for the filtered deformations of h. By parity consistency, the (filtered)
deformations of Lie superalgebras are usually understood as even, cf. [I1]. In particular, the
corresponding infinitesimal deformations are cocycles that represent an even cohomology class of
a Spencer cohomology group. Odd infinitesimal deformations have also been considered in the
literature, under the simplifying assumption that they are integrated to a full deformation by a
single odd parameter ¢ belonging to some auxiliary exterior algebra A® := A®(W). By nilpotency,
t> = 0 and every odd infinitesimal deformation is trivially unobstructed. In §5l we shall give a
novel construction, making the notion of odd deformation more general thanks to the introduction
of multiparameters, and thus enriching the category of filtered deformations. For this, we will
now pin down in §4 the relevant Spencer cohomology groups, and establish in particular one of
our main results, that is Theorem [I1

The cochains of the Spencer complex of h are linear maps APm — b, where A®m is meant
here in the super sense using the Zs-grading (the cochains are skew-symmetric as usual, except
that they are symmetric on any pair of entries from m; = S). One extends the degree in h to
such cochains by declaring that b} has degree —j. Since the Z- and Z; gradings are compatible,
even (odd) cochains have even (odd) degree. It is not hard to see that the p-cochains of highest
degree are the maps APV — B, which have degree 2p. The p-cochains of lowest degree are those
in ®?S — V, which have degree p — 2, and then those in ®?S — S and ®?~1S @ V — V, which
have degree p — 1.

The differential has degree 0, so the complex breaks up into the direct of sum of finite com-
plexes for each degree. The spaces in the complexes for small degree are in Table [B} we shall be
interested in p = 2 in the remaining of the paper, which corresponds to infinitesimal deformations.
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p
deg | 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
S— S 2
0 bo VoV oS >V
S—bho| ©25—S 3
1 V=85S |5V -V 5=V
2 Vb | SOV S @%g;jv o185 5V
AV 5V
SV S— S
3 @V;?O<yS®V%S §§®;%V @58 =V
ANVeS—=V
%S ®V — b ®1S = ho 58 — S
4 AV =y | AVRS =S| oSV =S S BV >V 088 -V
AV -V AV @28 =V

Table 3: Even and odd p-cochains of small degree.

Let C%P(m,B) be the space of p-cochains of degree d. The Spencer differential
9 : C*P(m,h) — CH*+ (m, p)

is the Chevalley—Eilenberg differential for the Lie superalgebra m relative to its module h with
respect to the adjoint action. As usual, we denote by Z®(m, ) (respectively, B®*(m, b)) the space
of Spencer cocycles (respectively, Spencer coboundaries); they are bigraded and

H%(m,b) := Z(m, ) /B (m,b).

We shall first relate the groups H%2(m, ) to the groups H%?(m,p) for small positive degrees,
but, in order to do so, we have to remind certain deep results from [3]. The group H*?(m,p) is
canonically identified with the collection of all cochains a+ 3+~ € C%2(m,p), where a : A2V — V,
B:V®S =S v: 6% — s0(V), such that a = 0 and 9(B + ) = 0, cf. [3]. Moreover
H?*2(m,p) = A*V as an so0(V)-module, with the closure condition expressing 4 and « in terms of
© € A*V: we have 8+ = B¥ + ¥, where

B (v,8) = 5(v-p—3p-v) s, (4.1)

v¥#(s,s)v = —=2k(5¥ (v, s),s) , (4.2)
forall s € S, v € V [3[6]. This yields a canonical identification H*?(m,p) = {89 +~% | ¢ € A1V }.
Proposition 6. We have the following natural identifications of Spencer cohomology groups
0{Xs:8 —s0(V)}

0{Xgs:S5 —ho}

H?*?(m, ) = {ﬁ“& + % | € A*V with v¥(s,s) € by for all s € S}
H>*(m,b) = H>*(m, p) 1 C>*(m, )
H'?(m, ) =0

H2(m,b) = H"(m, p) @

and the Spencer differential O is injective on the spaces of 1-cochains C1:*(m,p) and C%1(m,p).

21



Proof. From Table [§l we immediately see that C%2?(m, h) = C12(m,p), so Z12(m, h) = Z12(m, p).
We now use that the component 9 : C*!(m,p) — CH2?(m,p) of the Spencer operator is injective.
(This is a non-trivial fact, which follows from the classification of maximal prolongations of
Poincaré superalgebras in [34]: the first Cartan-Tanaka prolongation is non-zero in only a few
cases, but in such cases the zero-degree level necessarily has to include the grading element Z.
Hence the first prolongation p(;) = Z Li(m,p) of p is trivial.) Then

H"2(m,p) = Z"2(m,p)/C" (m,p)
H"2(m,h) = Z"%(m,p)/C"! (m, ) ,

and

H"Y2(m,b) = H"?(m,p) & C'(m,p)/C"! (m, b)
=~ H"?(m,p) @ (s0(V)/ho) ® S*

proving the first claim. The injectivity of @ on C?!(m,p) is proved in [3, Lemma 2], while the
identification

~ {BY +~4¥ +0Xv |y € AV, Xy : V — s0(V) with 7% (s, s) — Xy (k(s, s)) € bo}

2,2
H=(m,b) 0{Xy :V = bo}

(4.3)

and the claim on H*2(m,h) are proved in [3, Prop. 8], thus we omit the details. We now
decompose any element w € ®2S into w = —3%(00(1) +w® + w(5)) according to ®25 = AV @
A2V & APV, where w(@ € A9V for ¢ = 1,2, 5; the overall factor of —% is introduced so that w®)
coincides exactly with the Dirac current of w. We may then write

N2 (W)v, w) = En(1rwe, @) + Ln(tpe, * o,w®)

for all v,w € V, see [6, Eq. (9)], where x is the Hodge star operator on V. The condition
“vP(s,s) — Xy (k(s,s)) € ho for all s € S” decouples then into
Xy (M) € o
,Yso(w(Z) + w(5)) €ho,
for all w € ®2S. This and (&3] give the desired identification on H??(m,h).

The claim on H®?(m,b) is straightforward once we note that H>2(m,h) = Z>2(m, ) for any
maximally supersymmetric subalgebra h of p, since there are no coboundaries. U

4.2 Proof of Theorem [1] (stated on page 3)
4.2.1 Normalization conditions for 2-cocycles in Z-grading 1

The collapsed Hilbert-Poincaré series at degree 1 as determined in ([3.25]) of Proposition [l suggests
that the group H'?(m, p) is non-zero, including at least an so(V')-module that is isomorphic to S.
See also the Table 2] of Theorem [2 with the additional observation that the module [1,1,0,0,1]
is not present in form number ¢ = 2, but only in form number ¢ = 3. We first show that this is in
fact the case and give a simple description of cohomology representatives for this so(V)-module.
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Proposition 7. The group HY?(m,p) D S* = S as an so(V)-submodule. More precisely, we may
choose representatives as follows: any element ¢ € S* determines uniquely the cocycle € + €,
where €% : %S — S and € : S ®V — V are given by

£%(s,5) = —2¢(s)s ,

4.4
e (s,v) = —2¢(s)v , 44

forallse S andveV.

Proof. Let Z be the grading element of p = pg P p_1 Dp_2, which acts with eigenvalue k on pg. It
can be identified with the dilation element in co(V'), in particular it does not belong pg = so(V).
First of all, we have

Z%2(m,p) D BY?(m,p) + 9(RZ ® S*)
= 9(s0(V)® S*) +9(S @ V*) + 9(RZ @ S*)

and the sum is direct, since the Spencer operator 9 : Ct!(m,p ®RZ) — C12(m,p ®RZ) extended
with dilations is injective. (This follows again from [34]: the first prolongation of p@®RZ is trivial.)
Therefore B2(m,p) = d(s0(V) ® S*) @ 9(S ® V*) and H"?(m,p) DORZ @ S*) =2 S* =S, O

Remark 6. As established in the proof of Proposition [7, the representative e + ¢ = 9(Z ® ¢),
where Z is the grading element of p. In particular, this cohomology contribution would disappear
if we were to consider the conformal extension p&RZ = co(V)®SEV of the Poincaré superalgebra
p instead of p itself.

Remark 7. Under the natural identification C*®(m,p) = Q°®(m,p) the representative ([@4]) would
read as (up to an overall factor)

& = (g + Xae®), (4.5)

and therefore it does not coincide with the expression (321)) of §3, which lives in ®2S — S and
has vanishing S ® V' — V component. The contradiction is only apparent: the space B%?(m,p)

of coboundaries includes two modules isomorphic to .S, which can be used to modify cocycles at
will. Indeed,

33 9 1
°y () — d _2 — e — b = — = — 4
w w ( X1 XQ)’ a 16, 32’ c 640’ ( 6)

for the coefficients a, b, ¢ appearing in (B.21]) fixed as above.

We depart with a technical but useful representation-theoretic observation. With a little abuse

of notation, we let
Cl:VesS—S

VRS V.S

(4.7)
Cl: A>VeS—=>V®s

v/\w®sn—>%(v®w-s—w®v-s),

be the natural so(V)-equivariant Clifford multiplications with kernel (V ® S), and (A%V ® S),
respectively. By composing them, one also gets the so(V')-equivariant full Clifford multiplication
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A’V ®S — S that sends any vAwW®s to vAw-s := %(v-w—w-v) -s. Its kernel is isomorphic to the
direct sum of (V ® S), and (A%2V ® S),. We now explicitly detail the natural so(V)-equivariant
embeddings that are sections of the projections (£7]). To this aim, we fix an orthonormal basis
{ei}ti=o,...10 of V and let the I';’s be the associated Gamma matrices acting on the spinor modul

As usual, we will tacitly use Einstein’s summation convention on indices.

Lemma 2. The maps

1 VRS > A VS

92 . 1 »
v®s»—>—§(v/\ei®l’l-s)—|—%(ei/\ej®l’”-v-s)

are 50(V')-equivariant sections of the projections [&T)). In particular, they are injective maps and

their images are the unique so(V)-submodules S into V® S and V ® S into A2V ® S, respectively.

By composing them, one also gets the so(V)-equivariant section v : S — A2V @ S of the full

Clifford multiplication, which sends any s to _Th)ei Nej @ T . s.

Proof. Equivariance of the maps is clear by construction. To verify that ¢ : S — V® S is a section
is sufficient to note that Cl(1(s)) = —7 Cl(e; ® I+ s) = =L - TP - s =5, for all s € S.
Now Cl: A2V ® S — V ® S sends —%(v/\ei@)l’i-s) to

1 . . 1 ) )
—§(U®I’i-l"-s—ei®v-1’l-s):—5(—1lv®s+ei®FZ-v-5—|—277(v,el)ei®s)
1 .
:—5(—9v®s+ei®1“’-v-s)

1 .
:v®s—§e,~®f’l-v-s

and %ei/\ej(gl”j-v-sto

1 - | 1 ) )
@(%@Fj-f’”-U-S—€j®Pi-P”-U-S):ﬁ(loei@)rl-v-s—i—l%j@l”-v-s)

1 ,
:§ei®l’l-v-s,
where we used that ijij = FjFiFj +Fj77ij =9I 4+TI% = 10T and [;T'Y = —I;IV* = —10I'Y. This
shows that Cl(z(v ® s)) = v ® s. Finally, the last claim of the lemma is straightforward. O

We are interested in Spencer 2-cocycles of degree 1, modulo exact cochains. In this regard,
we stress again that the first prolongation p(;) = Z5Y(m, p) of p is trivial [34], so 9 : CbY(m,p) —
C1%(m,p) is injective. We now conclude this preliminary section by further strengthening this
result, at the same time rephrasing the study of the cohomology group H'?(m,p) as the study of
the cocycle conditions on certain normalized cochains (in other words, we first use the freedom
in coboundaries to normalize cochains).

“The convention in §lis that {T';,T;} = —2n;;, where 7 is the flat metric on V = R>!® with mostly minus
signature. It differs slightly from those of §3]because here it is more convenient to work in a purely real framework.
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We recall that ©25 = AV @ A2V @ A5V decomposes in a unique way as an so(V)-module,
since each isotypic component is multiplicity free. This is also recasted in the well-known Fierz
Identity in D = 11 supergravity

_ 1/ _ e
55 = —§<(SF£5)F4 + 5GP 8) 0y, + HET8)T0, ) (4.9)
which expresses the rank 1 endomorphism ss of S in terms of Gamma matrices, for any s € S.

Here we abbreviated the symplectic dual (s, —) of a spinor s € S simply by 5. For more details,
see, for instance, [3, Appendix A].

Proposition 8. The cohomology group HY?(m,p) can be identified with the space of cocycles
e4eec CY2(m,p), where e : ©28 = S, €: S®@V — V, that satisfy the normalization conditions
€|A1V =0 5 (410)

1(es€(v), w) = n(zse(w), v) (4.11)

forallse S, v,weV.

Proof. We let

7 : CY2(m,p) — Hom(A'V, S) @ Hom(S, so(V))
€+ € — glp1y + Skewy ()

be the natural projection of C%2(m,p) given by restriction of elements ¢ : ®28 — S to AV C
%S and skew-symmetrization in V of elements € : S ® V — V. Our normalizations (ZI0)-
(@II) can be enforced if the composition 70 d : Cb!(m,p) — Hom(A'V,S) & Hom(S,s0(V))
is an isomorphism. Since the domain and codomain of 7 o @ are both abstractly isomorphic
to (A2V ® S9), ®2(V ® S), @ 2S as so(V)-modules, it is enough to show injectivity, and, by
s0(V)-equivariance, this can be verified separately for each isotypic component.

The coboundary of an element ¢ = a +b € Cb'(m,p), with a: V — S and b: S — so(V), is
given by the formulae

dc(s,s) = 2b(s)s — a(k(s,s)) ,

oc(v, s) = K(s,a(v)) — b(s)v,
where s,s1,s2 € S and v € V. Here k(s, s) is the usual Dirac current.
The isotypic component (A2V ® 9),
If b: S — so(V) is an element of (A%2V ® S), then

(modb)(s,s) =0

automatically for all s € S, because Hom(A'V,S) has no submodule isomorphic to (A%?V ® S),.
On the other hand (7 0 9b)(v,s) = —b(s)v =0 for all s € S, v € V, directly implies b = 0.

The isotypic component 2(V ® S),

Thanks to Lemma[2 maps a:V — S and b: S — so(V) that belong to the component (V ® S),
can be written as

2 A
a=s,0e" V9, b:—gek/\e’®(l“i-tk,—>:S—>50(V),
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where s, tr € S for all kK =0,...,10, and for which the Clifford multiplications are vanishing;:
Cle* @ sp) =T -5, =0 Clle* @t)=T% -1, =0. (4.12)
Letting ¢ = a + b, we compute
Oc(eg, s) = k(s,alep)) — b(s)es

. 2 . 2 .

= (s, - sp)e’ + §<Fi by, s)€" — §(Fz “ti, s)€’
.2 .2 .
= —(T; - sg,8)€" + §<Fz‘ “ty, s)e" — §<Fz “t;,5)€"

and take the scalar product with e; to get —(I';-s¢, s)+2(I'j-t¢, s)—2(I'-t;, s). Skew-symmetrizing
in the indices £ and j and eliminating s finally yields —I'j - s, + 1 - s; + %Fj “ty — %Fg -t;, whose
vanishing is

4 4
I’j-(—Sg+§tg)zre'(—8j+§tj), (4.13)

for all 4,7 =0,...,10. It is not difficult to check that this is equivalent to the condition s, = %tg.
On the other hand, we may also compute

Jc(s, s) = 2b(s)s — a(k(s, s))

2 .
= —§I”“ 5@ (D -t s) — (5,70 - s)sy

2 .
= §F’” 5@ (5,1 - tg) — (5,1 - s)sy

2 .
= §Fk2 . ((SE)FZ' . tk) — (Est)s@ ,

where we used that the spinorial action of so(V) is half the Clifford multiplication of A2V, under
the natural identification s0(V) & A2V. Using the Fierz Identity () on s3 and retaining only
the contribution in A'V C ®2S, we finally arrive at

12 ,.
dc|pry (s,8) = —(30%s) (50 + 3—2§Fk2F5FZ~ “ty)

1
= —(3T"s)(s¢ + 7T To - tr)

1
= —(EFZS) (Sg — gtg) ,
where we used the identities T*T',I"; = T*I"I",T; + n* T, I'; = OT*T'y + T,I'* and I';, Ty = —I' T, —
2n¢x, and the second trace condition in (@I2)). The vanishing of this term for all s®s € A'V C ®25
is equivalent to the condition s, = %tg.
In summary, we arrived at the conditions sy = %tg and sy = %tg, thus sy = t;, = 0 for all

£ =0,...,10. In other words, a = b = 0 and 7 o 0 is injective on the isotypic component
2(V®58),.

The isotypic component 2.5

The strategy is similar to the previous case. By Lemma[2 any s,5 € S determine mapsa: V — S
and b: S — so(V) given by

1 , 1 i~
a:—ﬁfi-s®el, b:—foei/\ej®<r”'sa_>‘
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Letting ¢ = a + b, we compute
dc(er, t) = r(t, aler)) — b(t)es
1
<F Pg S t>€ +

r
55< bs t>

1
11<S tyey + —

Fig - S, t> <ng S t>

1y
11 95
and take the scalar product with e; to get & (I'j-s, t)— = (s, t>77g]+515 (L¢;-5,t). Skew-symmetrizing
in the indices £ and j and eliminating t gives 1—11F]g s+ == z5L'¢; - 8, whose vanishing is s = 5s.

On the other hand,
c(t,t) = 2b(t)t — a(k(t,t))

1 1
TV .E BTyt 4 — (T BT -
T &t (T4 -5

_ L nri s+ Larior,
_110F” ((tO)r s)+11(tr INEE

Using the Fierz Identity (&3) on ¢ and retaining only the contribution in A'V C ®25, we finally
arrive at

1
dc| 1y (t,t) = —m3—2(trf NEFRVIKE S+ 17 (trét)rg-s

1 70 )
T, -5 —tr%r :
= o3 W e 5+ 7 () -5,

where we used that I’Z]Fgl“ij = —70T',. The vanishing of this term for all t © ¢t € A'V C ©28 is
equivalent to the condition 328 +s5=0.

In summary, we have the conditions s = 5s and 23 + 5 =0, thus s = s = 0. In other words,
a=0b=0and 7o d is injective on the isotypic component 2S. U

We shall study the maps € + ¢ € C12(m,p), where € : ©2S — S and ¢ : S® V — V, which in
addition satisfy the cocycle condition

k(s,e(s,s)) + B(e(s,s),s) =0, (4.14)

for all s € S. We may assume that 15¢ : V' — V is symmetric in V for any fixed s € S and that
glary = 0, under the natural identification ®28 = A1V @ A2V @ A°V. In fact, these assumptions
are precisely the normalization conditions (£.I0)-(£IT]) from Proposition [§l Furthermore, remov-
ing the non-trivial contribution £? + ¢? to H%?(m,p) that we already isolated in Proposition [T,
we may also assume w.l.o.g. that 1;¢ : V. — V is traceless in V for any fixed s € S. Referring to
such cochains as “normalized”, we have proved the following.

Corollary 1. The group H%?(m,p) is isomorphic as so(V)-module to the direct sum of S and the
space of normalized cocycles, namely the space of maps € + € € CY2(m,p) that satisfy the system
of equations

e[ary =0,
n(se(v), w) = n(ise(w), v)
n(1se(e;),et) =0,
k(s,e(s,s)) + B(e(s,s),s) =0,

forallse S, v,weV.
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4.2.2 The group H?(m,p)

Our goal is to show that the space of the normalized cocycles as detailed in Corollary [l is trivial.
We depart by partly polarizing (@I4]) and taking the scalar product with a generic v € V' to get

2(e(s,t),v-s) + (e(s,8),v - t) + 2n(e(r(t, s),s),v) +n(e(k(s,s),t),v)
=2(e(s,t),v-8) + (e(s,8),v-t) + 2n(e(v,s),k(t, s)) +n(e(v,t), k(s,s)) (4.19)
2(e(s,t),v-s) + (e(s,s),v-t) +2(t,e(v, s) - s) + (s,e(v,t) - s)

where we used that 15¢ : V' — V is symmetric in V. Fixing an orthonormal basis {e; }i—o,... 10 of
V' with associated Gamma matrices [';, we may write

1 1
t) = e~ (3T, t) + €775 = (3T, st
5(87 ) € 2(8 L142 )+€ 5!(8 Ly--Ls )7 (4.20)

e(v,5) = e; @ ¢/ (v)()s) ,

for all s,t € S and v € V. Here each of the elements ‘12, gf145, €;j is in S, for any fixed indices.
As already explained, the spinors €;; are symmetric traceless in the indices ¢ and j.

Lemma 3. The cocyle condition (£19) on normalized cochains is equivalent to the vanishing of

- 2 1 ——
(™2 8)ST iy + E(Eml'“mﬂ“js)gl“ml...mS + §(§P51528)8€1€2Fj+
1 L o - (4.21)
g(grgl...g5s)a€1"'f51“j + 2(eijs)§1“,~ + (Efgs)efj

forallj=0,...,10, and s € S.
Proof. This is obtained by substituting [£20) into (£I9) with v = e; and abstracting t € S. O

Using the Fierz Identity (£9) in (£2I]) and abstracting the independent contributions in
®28 =2 A'W @ A2V @ APV, we arrive at three separate equations, which we now detail.

The contribution coming from s ® s € A'V C 28

This identity reads as

1 S 1 —
_ ﬁ&mlmQFjrﬁrmlmg — 3—2§em1'"m5fjl‘gl‘ml_.m5 — ﬁQEZngFZ' + % =0
and, upon dualization, it becomes
1 mimse 12 mi--ms 1 7 4
3—2Pm1m21“gl“j5 + ﬁyfml...ml“gl“jg — 3—22F2‘Pg€ j € = 0. ( 22)

The equation holds for all indices j,¢ = 0,...,10.
The contribution coming from s ® s € A2V C 28

This identity reads as

1 12 1 _—
— 3—25m1m2PjP3152Pm1m2 - ——5m1"'m5FngngPml...m5 + e’fgngPj — §2elj1“glbl“i =0

32 5!
and, upon dualization, it becomes
1 mimse 12 mi-ms 1 b 4.9
3—2lem2rglg2rj6 + 3—2§Fm1...msrg152rj6 - Fjeflb - ﬁQFirgl&E j= 0. ( . 3)
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The equation holds for all indices j,¢1,¢> =0, ..., 10.
The contribution coming from s ® s € A’V C 28

This identity reads as
! s 12 . 1, —
— 3—26 1 QFngl___gsrmlmQ — 3—256 1 5Pngl...g5Pml...m5 + 6@1...g5rj — 3—226 jrgl...g5ri =0
and, upon dualization, it becomes
1 12 1

a5 lmima Loyt Ti€™ ™ + = =iy s Doy g, T €™ — Tyggy g — 32

32 32 5! 2Ll 4¢3 =0

(4.24)
The equation holds for all indices j, ¢1,...,¢5 =0,...,10.

The system of equations (4£.22))-([@.24]) looks rather beautiful and challenging. Although there are
several ways to simplify the system from the representation-theoretic point of view, we haven’t
been able to find a sufficiently clear and complete proof that avoids discussing too many subcases.
It is therefore a matter of calculating the resulting expressions using our favorite explicit realiza-
tion of the Clifford algebra and see that € = € = 0 is the only solution to the system; the explicit
verification can be found in the Mathematica supplement accompanying the arXiv posting of this
article. This proves:

Theorem 5. The group H'2(m,p) = S as an so(V)-module.

As already advertised at the beginning of §4.2] this is coherent with the result on the Euler
characteristic x (H"*(m, p)® S*)% = 41 obtained in §3 using the Molien-Weyl formula, rigorously
setting the result suggested in §3.31

4.2.3 The group H>?(m,p)

We here deal with Spencer 2-cochains o+ of degree 3, where o : V®S — so(V) and 7 : A2V — S.
Since there are no Spencer 1-cochains of degree 3 (see (3.26]) and Table[3]), the cohomology group
H32(m,p) coincides with the space of Spencer 2-cochains satisfying the cocycle conditions
o(k(s,s),s) =0,
k(s,T(v,w)) = o(v,s)w — o(w, s)v (4.25)
T(k(s,8),v) = —20(v,s)s ,
for all s € S, v,w € V. We note that the space where the component 7 lives is isomorphic as an
s0(V)-module to A2V®S = (A2V®S),d(V®S),®S9, thus it consists of 3 irreducible components,

while the space where o lives is much bigger and it consists of 10 irreducible components. However
the following result cuts down a lot of the freedom.

Proposition 9. If o+ 7 is a Spencer 2-cocycle of degree 3, then T uniquely determines o via any
of the last two equations in (L20). Explicitly, if f :=150 : V — s0(V) and g := 1,0 : S — so(V),
then

277<f(v)w,u> = —<T(u,v),w : 5> - <7’(u,w),v : S> - <T(v,w),u : S> , (4.26)
2<g(r)s,t> = —<T(I€(t,7“),1)),8> + <T(/<;(s,t),v),r> - <T(I€(T, s),v),t> , (4.27)

forallr,s,t € S and u,v,w € V. In particular the group H>?(m,p) is isomorphic to a submodule
of PV ®S=(NV®S),o(Ves),ds.
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Proof. The last two equations in ([{25]) can be rewritten as

7(k(s,8),v) = —@(1,0)(s,5) ,
k(s, 7(v,w)) = —P(150) (v, w) ,

for all s € S, v,w € V. Here @ is the Spencer operator of the linear Lie algebra so(V) acting
on the purely odd S (i.e., symmetrization) and on the purely even V (i.e., skew-symmetrization),
respectively. It is well-known that the first prolongation of so(V') is trivial in both cases (for the
first case, note that so(V') C sp(S) and that the first prolongation of sp(S) on the purely odd S
is trivial by [35, Thm. 5.1]). Then 7 determines f = 1,0 : S — s0(V) and g = 150 : V — s0(V),
respectively, and any of the two suffices for our first claim. The expressions ([£20)-(Z.27) can be
verified by checking the last two equations in (£25]), due to uniqueness of f and g (alternatively,
they can be obtained by direct combinatorial arguments, but we will not do it). The rest is
clear. O

Remark 8. Although we will not need this fact, it is worth to note that the first cocycle condition
in ([@27) is redundant, as it follows directly from the other two:

—2/{(5,0(1&1, 5)5) = K(S,T(H(S, S),w)) = o(k(s,s),s)w — o(w, s)k(s, s)
= o(k(s,s),s)w — 2/{(0(10, s)s, s) ,
from which o(k(s,s),s)w =0 for all s € S and w € V, i.e., o(k(s,s),s) =0 for all s € S.

Fixing an orthonormal basis {e;}i—o,.. 10 of V and a basis {¢q}a=1,...,32 of S as usual, we may
write

1

o= §eg A emagmkg ®ef® qB )
1 S

T= §qa7'o‘ij Qe ANel |

and rewrite ([E20)-E2T7) choosing s = ¢, v = €;, w = €, u = e, and, respectively, r = ¢,
v=¢€p, S=1t= 55% into

201ji0 = —T" k@3l jqa + 77 kG100 — 77T ko | (4.28)
1
—§ngm(§rzms) = 2(3T7%g, ) T54p5° — (T98)Tgp - (4.29)
Substituting ([A28)) into (£29]) yields

1
_5( - TBZP(%quV) + Tﬁmé(%rp(%/) - Tﬁpm (@Pfq'y)) (grﬁms) = 486T5qp(grqq'y) — 2qup(§qu)

= —47% pla(s5) gy — 274p (5T'%s)

which is an equation on 7 only, for all s € .S and indices p =0,...,10, v =1,...,32. Substituting
the Fierz Identity (&3] and abstracting the independent contributions in ©25 = A'V@A2VBA®V,
we arrive at three separate equations (however, we won’t make any use of the contribution coming
from s ® s € A1V C ©2%5, so we omit it).

The contribution coming from s ® s € A’V C 28
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This identity reads as
T qal s T =0,

for all indices p =0,...10 and puy,...,u5 = 1,...,32. In particular, we may multiply by ['#1Hs
from the right and, using that T';,...,;T9'#17#5 = 50400, arrive at 7%4,1'q, = 0. This exactly
means that 7 : A2V — S is in the kernel of the Clifford multiplication (&), thus 7 € (A2V ® S),.

The contribution coming from s ® s € A2V C 28

After abstracting ¢, and dualizing, we get

1
7 050 mas — P melpas + 72 pmleqs = —gTaquszmqa
1
= _gTaqp (Fémrq + 277qu€ - 2"7€qrm) do
1 1
= ZTﬂmeZQ5 + ZTﬁZmeQB )

where we used that 7 € (A2V ® S),. In other words %TﬁgmeQ5 — Tﬁmgl‘p% + %Tﬂpmfg% =0
and multiplying by I'? from the left we get

0= %Tﬂgprper5 + 11Tﬂmgq[3 + %TﬂpmrprgQ5

B 8

= —37%mq5 + 1177 05 — 378 emas

where we used that ')y, = —I'yI', — 2n, and 7 € (A?V ® S),. Hence
1478 pgp =0 =17 =0
—o0=0
thanks to Proposition @ We thus proved the following:

Theorem 6. The group H3%(m,p) is trivial.

5 Maximally supersymmetric even/odd filtered subdeformations
of the D = 11 Poincaré superalgebra

5.1 Preliminary definitions

We shall here seek for filtered deformations of maximally supersymmetric Z-graded subalgebras
h = h_oBh_1Pho of the Poincaré superalgebra p = p_o®p_1Bpg as of §4 By [I1], these are the Lie
superalgebras F with an associated compatible filtration F®* = ... = F 2> F 15> F'>50=...
such that the corresponding Z-graded Lie superalgebra agrees with . Any such filtration F* is
isomorphic as a vector space to the canonical filtration of h given by F* = h for all i < —2, F' =
for all ¢ > 0 and

F2=h=bho@db @by, Fl=b @by, F'=p.

The Lie superalgebra structure on F satisfies [F?, F/] C F*J and the components of the Lie
brackets of zero filtration degree have to coincide with the Lie brackets of . This is the classical
approach to filtered deformations that covers the standard (i.e., even) infinitesimal deformations.
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For our purposes, given any real Lie superalgebra g = gg @® g7, we consider the tensor product
g = g®r A* = A®* ®g g of g with an auxiliary finite-dimensional exterior algebra A® := A®(W),
endowed with its natural structure of Lie superalgebra given by the decomposition

' = gded . o = Mg e Mee) , o = (Aeg o A @)
and the Lie bracket
[6X, Y] = (—1)Xlely [x V],

for all the homogeneous X,Y € g, and #, s € A®. Note that this is a Lie superalgebra over A®,
in the sense that the Lie bracket is A®-linear, with the usual rule of signs w.r.t. Zs-grading at
hand (explicitly, [6X, Y] = (=1)IX2l4 [ X, V] for all homogeneous X,Y € g* — not only in g
—and #, & € A®). However, the even and odd parts of g are not modules over A®, but only over
A3

While one typically regards A® — g" as a (representable) functor from the category of finite-
dimensional exterior algebras to the category of Lie superalgebras, our construction is different
and it generalizes Fialowsi’s notion of deformations (see, e.g., [27]) to embrace Lie superalgebras
and filtrations. Concretely, a finite-dimensional vector space W and A® := A®*(W) have been
fixed once and for all, with the forthcoming constructions and results a priori depending on this
choice. We also recall that calculating the deformations involves, at first-order, the cohomology
of the Spencer complex of h: the relevant groups have in fact been determined in §4l, see the
combination of Theorem [Il and Proposition [6l

Definition 5. A filtered deformation of § is a Lie superalgebra structure on h™ = b Qg A® which
is A®-linear and such that:

(i) It is compatible with the filtration F®* = --- D> F~2 > F71 5 FO 5 ... of b by A*-modules
given by F* = b2 for alli < =2, F* =0 for all i > 0 and

F2=pt=phept ooy, Fl=pleny, F=np;
(ii) The associatd Z-graded Lie superalgebra over A® agrees with h™;

(iii) The components of Lie brackets of non-zero filtration degree are multiparametrized compat-
ibly with the filtration of b and the natural filtration of the exterior algebra A®, namely:

— the degree +1 components are elements

e A ® Hom(0?%S, S), €€ A' @ Hom(S @ V, V),

i € A' @ Hom(ho @ V, S), b e Al ® Hom(hy @ S, ho); (5.1)
— the degree +2 components are elements
a e A @ Hom(A%V,V), B e A2@Hom(V @ S, S), 52)
7 € A% @ Hom (28, by), 6 € A* @ Hom(hy @ V, ho);
— the degree +3 components are elements
o€ A} @Hom(V ® S, ho), 7 € A*> ® Hom(A%V, S); (5.3)
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— the degree +4 component is an element
p € A* @ Hom(A?V, by). (5.4)

By A°®-linearity, we can describe a filtered deformation according to Definition Bl by the fol-
lowing brackets:

(B0, bo] C ho

[ho, VIC V& (A ® 8) & (A @ by)

[h0,5] € S @ (A" @ o) (5.5)
[S,5] c Ve (A ®8)® (A ® ho) '
V.S]c (A e@V)® (A2®8) @ (A® @ h)
V,VIC(A2@V)a (A2®S)a (A @ b))
and the condition that the associated graded Lie superalgebra is isomorphic to h* means that
the components of the brackets with coefficients in R = A° should not be modified from the ones

in b.

It is convenient to adopt the following Sweedler-like short-cut notation. We write € = te,
a = t2a, 6 = t30, p = t'p, and similarly for the other components (5.1)-(54). Here t* simply
indicates homogeneous elements of degree k of the exterior algebra, but the components of the
Lie bracket are not necessarily decomposable elements of A®* ® Hom(A2h,h). For instance, ¢ =
30 = % Do tijk @ 0% for basis elements tiji of A3, and components ¢¥* € Hom(V ® S, bg).
5.2 The Jacobi identities

The Lie brackets of a filtered deformation of b are given by equation (5.5) in terms of (1)-(4) of
Definition Bl The only additional conditions come from demanding that the Lie brackets (&.0]) do
define a Lie superalgebra, i.e., they come from imposing the Jacobi identities for h*. There are ten
such identities and to go through them systematically, we use the notation [ijk], i,7,k = 0,1,2,
for the identity involving X € h_;, Y € h_;, Z € h_y.

The [000] Jacobi

This is automatically satisfied because b is a Lie subalgebra of so(V).

The [001] Jacobi

Using that the action of hy on S is the restriction to hg of the spinor representation of so(V'), we
are left with the equation

0([A, B, s) — 0(A,Bs) + 0(B, As) — [A,0(B, s)] + [B,0(A,s)] = 0 (5.6)
for all A,B € hgand s € S.

The [002] Jacobi

Using that the action of hy on V' is the restriction to by of the vector representation of so(V'), we
are left with the equations

i([A, Bl,v) — i(A, Bv) + fi(B, Av) — A(fi(B,v)) + B(ji(A,v)) =0, (5.7)
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5([A, B],v) — 6(A, Bv) + 6(B, Av) — [A, §(B,v)] + [B,6(A,v)] = 0(A, fi(B,v))
—0(B,1i(A,v)) , (5.8)

forall A,BebhyandveV.

The [011] Jacobi

Using that the Dirac current s : ©2S — V is so(V)-equivariant, hence ho-equivariant, we are left
with the equations

20(A, s)s — fi(A, k(s,8)) = (A-8)(s,s) , (5.9)
8(A, k(s,8) + (A-7)(s,s) = 20(0(A, s),s) — (A, &(s, s)) (5.10)

for all A € hg, s € S.

The [111] Jacobi
The Jacobi identity says that [[s, s],s] = 0 for all s € S, and it expands to

€(k(s,s),s) + k(E(s,s),s) =0, (5.11)
B(k(s, ), s) +7(s,s)s = —E(&(s, s), 5) , (5.12)
5(k(s, ), s) = —0(3(s, s), s) — (E(s, 5), 5) (5.13)

for all s € S.

The [112] Jacobi

After a somewhat lengthy calculation, this Jacobi identity reduces to

a(k(s, s),v) + 26(s, B(v,s)) + (s, s)v = 2€(s,e(s,v)) — €(E(s, 5),v) , (5.14)
(1(s,8),v) + 26(v, 5)s = —fi(3(s, 5),v) — B(E(s, 5),v)
+28(s,é(s,v)) — 22(s, B(v, 5)) , (5.15)
P(i(s,9),0) + 0(A(s,5),v) + 29(s, B(v, 5)) = =G(E(s, 5),v) + 26 (s, €(s,v))
—20(5(v,5), 5) (5.16)

forall s € S, veV.

The [012] Jacobi

In this case, we have

(A-€)(v,s) = k(p(A,v),s) — (A, s)v, (5.17)
(A-B)(v,8) = 8(A,v)s = E(i(A, v), ) — i(A, €(v, ))
—(B(4,s),0) (5.18)
(A-5)(v,s) = 0(3(A,v),s) —d(B(A, s),v) — (A, (v, s))
+ (A, 0),5) = 0(A, B(v,5)) | (5.19)

forall A€ bhy,veV and s € S.



The [022] Jacobi

Here

(A-@)(v,w) — (A, v)w + (A, w)v = (i A, v), w) — €(fi(A, w),v) ,

(A 7)(v,w) + (A, &(v,w)) = Bv, A(A,w)) = Bw, i(A,v))
+ (A, 0),w) — BE(A ), 0) |

(A-D)(v,w) + 6(A, alv, w)) + (A, 7(v,w)) = (v, Al A, w)) — &(w, fi(A,v))
+0(6(A,v),w) —4(d(A4,w),v) ,

for all A € hg and v,w € V.

The [122] Jacobi

This Jacobi identity expands to the following conditions

k(s,T(v,w)) —d(w, s)v + & (v, s)w + €(s, a(v,w)) = a(e(s,v), w) — a(e(s,w),v)
+e&(B(w, s),v) — (B, s),w) ,
pv,w)s + B(w, B(v,5)) = B(v, Bw, s)) = =B@(v,w), s) + (s, (v, w))
— T(€(s,v),w) + T(e(s,w),v)
+ (0 (v, s),w) — (@ (w, s),v)
3(s,7(v,w)) = 3(a(v,w), s) — (v, w), 5) = p(E(s, v), w) — p(e(s, w), v)
+5(w,B(v,5)) —5(v, B(w, s))
+ 65 (w, s),v) —0(5 (v, ), w) ,

for all s € S and v,w € V.

The [222] Jacobi

(5.20)

(5.21)

(5.22)

(5.23)

(5.24)

(5.25)

Finally the last component of the Jacobi identity expands to the following three Bianchi-like

identities:

6([5(?1},11,)?} - a(vva(wvu))) = 6(6(1),7/:( )))

)
v, 7 ( )))
)

for all u,v,w € V. (The symbol & denotes the cyclic sum over u, v, w.

5.3 Analysis at filtration degrees 1 and 2

(5.26)
(5.27)
(5.28)

Now, it is well-known that the restriction to m of the first non-zero contribution of a filtered
deformation is a cohomology class in positive degree which is ho-invariant (see [1I, Prop. 2.2]).

This is true also in our more general framework, as we now explain.

Equation (5.I1]) is separately satisfied for the different components of € = te and & = te, thus

yielding the identity

e(k(s,s),s) + k(e(s,s),s8) =0,
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for all s € S. This is the condition that e+¢ € C1%(m, h) is a Spencer cocycle. Similarly, equations
(5.9) and (5.I7)) are satisfied separately for all the components and say that A-(e+¢) = 9(140+14p),
which is a Spencer coboundary for all A € hg. In the case of a coboundary, the contribution can
be absorbed component by component via a redefinition of the complementary subspaces in the
chain of filtrands (the proof of [I1, Prop. 2.3] extends verbatim to our case). All in all, we are
interested in the cohomology class of € +¢ € C'12(m, ), which follows from Propositions [6] and [Tt

Corollary 2. Let F be a filtered deformation of b = h@rA®. Then its infinitesimal deformation
ete=e?+¢+0Xg = 0(Z® @)+ 0Xs, where Z is the grading element of b, ¢ € S*, and
Xs 1S —s0(V) is defined up to elements in the subalgebra ho of so(V'). Explicitly

e(s,s8) = —2¢(s)s + 2X(s) ,
€(s,v) = =2¢(s)v + X;(v)
forallse S,veV.
We collect some further important consequences of these results.
Proposition 10. Let F be a filtered deformation of b™ = h ®@r A®. Then:
(i) ho C stabgvy (),
(ii) the component u of filtration degree 1 vanishes,
(iii) the component 0 of filtration degree 1 satisfies 140 = A - Xg for all A € by.

Proof. As already observed at the beginning of §5.3] the infinitesimal deformation is hg-invariant
as a cohomology class: A - (e +¢) = 0(140) + O(rap) for all A € ho. Using Corollary 2 and the
fact that the operator 9 : Ctl(m,p ® RZ) — CH2(m,p ® RZ) is so(V)-equivariant and injective
(as we already explained in §4], injectivity follows from the results of [34]), we then infer
D(140) + Dap) = A- (e +2) = A- (3(Z ® §) + 0Xs)
=0(Z®(A-¢) +0(A- Xg)
140 =A-Xg,

= § 1Al =0,

for all A € hg. This proves the three claims. O

Our infinitesimal analysis on the equations (5.9), (511I), (5.I7) has the following consequences:
the Jacobi identities (5.6]) and (5.7]) are automatically satisfied, while (5.8) and (5.20) simplify to

d([A, B],v) — 6(A, Bv) + 0(B, Av) — [A,6(B,v)] + [B,d(A4,v)] =0,

(A-a)(v,w) — (A, v)w + 6(A,w)v =0. (5.29)

Proposition 11. Let F be a filtered deformation of h™ = b Qg A®. Then there exists a linear
map Xy : V — s0(V) such that

a(v,w) = Xyw — Xy,v , (5.30)
3(A,v) = [A, Xo] — Xao, (5.31)

for allv,w € V and A € by.
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Proof. Tt is well-known that any a : A’V — V can be expressed as o = @Xy for a unique
Xy V. — s50(V), where here @ is a component of the classical Spencer operator in pseudo-
Riemannian geometry (from a more geometric perspective, the map Xy encodes a linear choice
of Killing vector fields acting simply transitively at a fixed point, see e.g. [5, §3.2]). This is (5.30]).

The second equation in (5:29) then reads A - Xy = @(246), and by so(V)-equivariancy and
injectivity of @, we arrive at A- Xy = 146. This is (5:31]). It is now a simply check to verify that
the first equation in (5.29)) is automatically satisfied. O

It is now a good place to list all the remaining Jacobi identities from §5.2

5(A, k(s,8) + (A-7)(s,s) = 20(0(A, s),s) — (A, &(s, s)) (5.32)
B(k(s,s),s) +7(s,s)s = —E(E(s, 5), 5) , (5.33)
5(k(s,s),s) = —0(3(s, s), s) — A(E(s, ), ) , (5.34)
a(k(s,s),v) + 2k(s, B(v, s)) + (s, s)v = 2e(s, (s, v)) — €(E(s, ), v) , (5.35)
7(k(s, 5),v) + 26 (v, s)s = —B(E(s, s),v) + 2B(s, e(s,v))
— 28(s, B(v, 5)) , (5.36)
P(r(s,5),v) +8(3(s,5),v) +23(s, B(v, 5)) = =5 (E(s, 5),v) + 26 (s, &(s,v))
—20(5(v,s),s), 5.37
(A-B)(v,8) — 6(A,v)s =0, 5.38)
(A-5)(v,5) = 0(5(A,v),s) — 3(6(A, 5),v)
— (A, (v, 5)) — (A, B(v, ) , (5.39)
(A-7T)(v,w) =0, (5.40)
(A-D)(v,w) + 6(A, a(v,w)) + (A, 7(v,w)) = 6(3(A,v),w) — 6(6(A,w),v) , (5.41)
k(s,T(v,w)) —a(w, s)v + a(v, s)w = a(e(s,v),w) — a(e(s,w),v)
+e(B(w,s),v) — e(B(v, s),w)
+ e(s,a(v,w)) , (5.42)
v, w)s + B(w, B(v, s)) — Bv, Bw, s)) = —B(@(v, w), s) + (s, 7(v,w))
—7(e(s,v),w) + 7(e(s,w),v) , (5.43)
A(s, 7(v,w)) = 5(@(v, w), s) = O(B(v,w), 5) = pE(s, v), w) = pE(s,w),v)
+6(w, B(v,5)) = (v, B(w, 5))
+0(6(w, s),v) — 8(G(v, 5),w) , (5.44)
S (p(w,u)v — a(v, a(w,u))) = &(e(v, 7(w, u))) , (5.45)
&(7(v, aw,u)) = ~&(Blv, 7w, u))) | (5.46)
SO (p(w,u),v) — pv, &l(w,u))) = &(G(v, 7(w,u))) , (5.47)

forall A,B € hg, se Sandv,we V.

Definition 6. The first-order infinitesimal direction of a filtered deformation F of b = h @r A®
is called nilpotent if the right hand sides of the equations (5.32), (5.33) and (B.35]) vanish.

Remark 9.
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(i) This definition is of cohomological nature. It says that the bracket 4 la Nijenhuis-Richardson
of the first-order deformation components ¢, ¢, i, 8, which is always cohomologous to zero
in H*3(h,h) (see, e.g., [27]), it is actually required to vanish. While this is not a generic
assumption, it is still satisfied in many natural cases, as we now explain.

(ii) It is not difficult to see that the right hand sides of the equations (5.32]), (£.33]) and (5.33])
depend quadratically on ¢ and Xg, but with the contribution quadratic in ¢ that is absent.
In particular, if Xg vanish, the filtered deformation is automatically nilpotent. The filtered
deformation is automatically nilpotent also in the case where the deformation is decompos-
able, i.e., the Lie brackets are decomposable elements of A®* @ Hom(A?h, ). This follows
from the expression of the components €, ¢, 6 of degree 1 in terms of ¢ and Xg given in
Corollary 2] and Proposition [[0f one has to choose qS = t¢ and Xg s = tXg for the same
t € AL

Proposition 12. Let F be a filtered deformation of b = h@r A®. If the infinitesimal first-order
deformation is nilpotent, then:

(i) o+ B+ =p?+~¥+0Xy where f¥ and ¥ are as explained in §§.1};

(ii) ho C ﬁfabso(v)(tp).

By absorbing exact contributions in the chain of filtrands, we may assume w.l.o.g. that Xy = 0,
hence o = § = 0 as well, and B = B¥, v =~¥.

Proof. Equations (5.33]) and (5.38) reduce to the cocycle conditions on a + § + 7 studied in [3],
so a+ f+v=p%Y4+~% 4+ 0Xy as first claimed. Using then that A - Xy = 146 for all A € by,
the equations (5.32) and (5.38) read A - 7% = A- % = 0. In other words y4¢ = 4¢ = 0 for all
A € b and, using the explicit expression of 5% given in [3], we finally get A - ¢ = 0.

Finally, we note that Xy : V — b thanks to Proposition [6] so the contribution dXy can be
absorbed via a redefinition of the complementary subspaces in the chain of filtrands. O

This subsection concludes the analysis of all the Jacobi identities of filtration degree 1 and
2. In a nutshell, for nilpotent deformations, the identities are equivalent to the cocycle and bo-
invariance conditions for elements of the Spencer cohomology groups H d’2(m, h) with d =1,2. It

remains to study the equations (5:34)), (5.36), (5.37), (5-39)-(G47) at filtration degrees > 3.

5.4 A no-go theorem

To move forward, we will restrict to the case where the Lie subalgebra hy C so(V') is compact. We
refer to such filtered subdeformations as with “compact stabilizer”. In this case, we have the bo-
stable orthogonal decomposition V = U @ R¢ and any ¢ € A*V decomposes into ¢ = & A ®3 4 d4,
where ®3 € A3U and ®* € A*U. We note that, in the context of the present paper, this is an
assumption of genericity type: if the infinitesimal first-order deformation ¢ € HY2(m, h) = S is
in the timelike orbit of the projectivized action of G = Spin®(V') on P(S) (the unique open orbit),
then hg is compact: it stabilizes ¢ by Proposition [I0] and the timelike Dirac current £ = k(¢, ¢).

Proposition 13. Let F be a filtered deformation of b = h @r A® with compact stabilizer and
with nilpotent infinitesimal first-order deformation. Then ¢ =0, and § = v = 0.

Proof. We have that 49(s,s) € ho C stabge(y) () N stabg,vy(¢) for all s € S by Proposition
and that n(v?(w)v,w) = %n(zvzwap,w@)) + %U(%Zw *,w®) for all w € ©28 = A'V @ A2V @ APV
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and v,w € V by [6, Eq. (9)] (see also the proof of Proposition [f]). Consider the so-called “Dirac
kernel” ® := A2V @& A°V C ®2S and note that v¥(D) is a Lie subalgebra of by [5, Lemma 18].
Hence

0 = n(y?(w)v,€) = §n(wtep, ) + §nuve x 9,0
= (& &) (31 %, 0 @) + Fn(, k0", w®))

for all w € ® and v € U. Here % is the Hodge star operator on the Euclidean vector space U.
Choosing w € AU € ® and w € A°U C ®, we arrive at ®3 = 0 and ®* = 0, respectively. O

It remains to deal with the components o, 7 of degree 3 and p of degree 4, and the analysis
at filtration degrees > 3.

Theorem 7. Let F be a filtered deformation of b = h@rA®. If F is with compact stabilizer and
the infinitesimal first-order deformation is nilpotent, then F' is isomorphic to a filtered deformation

with all vanishing higher degree components (B.1)-(B.4l), except for the degree 1 components €, €,
6, which are as in Corollary [@ and Proposition [IQ for (¢, Xs) € H“%(m,b).

Proof. Since a = 8 =~ = 0 up to isomorphisms thanks to Propositions 12 and [I3] the equations
(534), (536), (5.42) of filtration degree 3 reduce to the cocyle conditions on the maps 7 and o
studied in §£231 We have Z32(m, h) = H>%(m,h) = 0 due to Proposition [fl and Theorem [6, thus
7 =0 = 0. Finally p = 0 from either (5.37) or (5.43]) and the Theorem is proved. O

In particular, F'is isomorphic to an odd deformation of the first-order. We need to emphasize
that the result is independent from the choice of the finite-dimensional auxiliary vector space W':
it holds for any dimension of W.

6 Conclusions

In Theorem [ we provided the classification of the Spencer cohomology groups H%?2(m,p) in all
positive Z-gradings, where p is the D = 11 Poincaré superalgebra and m its supertranslation
ideal. We then studied the collapsed Hilbert-Poincaré U-series of p in detail: they are computed
by means of the Molien-Weyl formula and the main result is summarized in Theorem[2. Theorem
Mis an independent mathematical result regarding the applications of the Molien-Weyl formula for
general graded Lie superalgebras. We then studied the integrability of maximally supersymmetric
filtered subdeformations of the D = 11 Poincaré superalgebra, establishing the no-go Theorem
[ for those subdeformations whose infinitesimal odd direction is generic and nilpotent. Our
result can also be regarded as an extension of the fact that all the D = 11 bosonic supergravity
backgrounds with 32 Killing spinors feature a non-compact stabiliser (see, e.g., [3, §4.3]) and
underlines the importance of generalizing the analysis performed in §i] to the case where the
infinitesimal odd deformation is not generic, i.e., it is in the lightlike orbit on P(S). Another
interesting research line would be to investigate the existence of such kind of odd deformations
in lower dimensions, which, to our knowledge, has not been considered in the literature. For
example, we plan to perform our analysis for N' = 1 D = 4 supergravity. In that case, the analysis
of the Hilbert-Poincaré series would be much easier and the integrability of the corresponding
odd cocycles more tractable too.

The results in Table Bl provide some information on cocycles at form number ¢ > 2. One
could expect Spencer cocycles of this kind, which necessarily exist, to deform the Poincaré super-
algebra into strongly homotopy Lie algebras. The relation between these and the supergravity
backgrounds is yet to be studied.
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Another open question, which requires a better understanding, is the possible relation be-
tween the Spencer cocycles in H?(m,p) and the spinorial 1-forms in the spectrum of D = 11
supergravity, appearing when strictifying the Ls-algebra to an ordinary Lie superalgebra (named
D’Auria-Fre algebra, see [26] for the original derivation and [36H39] for the group-theoretical role
played by the extra 1-form spinors). In particular, it would be interesting to understand the
relationship with the FDAs approach and compare the normalization conditions on Cartan super-
connections recently prescribed from Spencer cohomology in [I5] with those traditionally obtained
in the rheonomic approach via Lagrangian principles. Similar additional spinorial contributions
also appeared in [40L41], where it was argued that they can be eliminated in a conformal frame-
work. This claim has a very neat interpretation in terms of Spencer cohomology (see our Remark
[6)), but we shall stress that those contributions are not trivial in a non-conformal framework and
thus further investigations are desirable.

At last, on a different note, the techniques developed in [20] in the supergravity context and
refined here in §2 could be useful within the gauged supergravity context and, more specifically,
in the duality covariant approach [42,[43]. The latter indeed requires the introduction of higher
forms and an associated tensor hierarchy [44-47], naturally encoded in a FDA, which could more
naturally be understood in superspace through the Molien-Weyl integration formula.
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