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1. INTRODUCTION

One of the most fascinating results in connection with open strings and D-branes is the
discovery [1,2] that for an abelian and constant field strength the o’ expansion at string tree
level can be summed up to yield the Born—Infeld theory [3]. The appearence of the Born—
Infeld lagrangian can also be understood in other ways, e.g., through the superembedding
formalism [4] or as a direct consequence of requiring the existence of deformed BPS conditions
[5]. This latter approach probably leads to very similar if not identical results as demanding
linear supersymmetry in ten dimensions. However, if one relaxes the condition of constant
field strength the theory becomes substantially more complicated. A closed form for the
lagrangian is not known in this case and the action has to be obtained order by order in
the number of derivatives correcting the original Born—Infeld action [6,2,7,8]. For a review of
these and other results regarding the role of the Born-Infeld theory in string theory, see ref.
[0]. Further interesting results in this direction using open-string-related quantities [10] can
be found in refs. [11,12].

The fact that non-abelian gauge theories are expected to describe a stack of coincident
D-branes [13] raises many questions concerning the non-abelian generalisation of the abelian
results alluded to above. As noticed by Tseytlin [14] a large class of the derivative terms is
accounted for by using a non-abelian Born—Infeld action defined in terms of a symmetrised
trace, STr, over the adjoint gauge group indices. In the non-abelian case, however, there
are to our knowledge no results indicating that the action of the full theory, without any
approximations, should be expressible to all orders in o’ in closed form similar to the abelian
Born—Infeld theory. Therefore it is of some interest to derive the full non-abelian D-brane
action order by order in the o' expansion. Doing this directly from string theory quickly
becomes rather difficult and it would be useful to find other means of obtaining these results.
There are several ideas on the market, most of which are in one way or another related to
supersymmetry. In the abelian case, many systems with Born-Infeld type actions and less
than maximal linear supersymmetry have also a non-linear supersymmetry that can be seen
to follow by a Goldstone mechanism [15] from a theory in which all supersymmetries are
linearly realised. Also the superembedding formalism [4] is known to give rise to non-linear
supersymmetries on the branes although in a much more indirect way [16], but, on the other
hand, in this approach x-symmetry arises very naturally [4]. For maximally supersymmetric
D-branes, their k-symmetric actions [17] can easily be gauge-fixed and seen to reduce to sys-
tems with maximal linear supersymmetry [18] in less than ten dimensions. The Born-Infeld
type actions obtained in this way can be immediately generalised to the ten-dimensional
abelian vector multiplet. In cases with maximal supersymmetry, however, non-linear super-

symmetries are harder to realise and are at this point very poorly understood.

In the non-abelian situation it is known that linear supersymmetry fixes uniquely the
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action not only at lowest order but also at order o/ at least if one starts from ST F* as done
in ref. [19]. The trace STr refers to the symmetrised trace in the fundamental representation
introduced in [6]. Later it was proposed by Tseytlin [14] that the non-abelian Born-Infeld
action might be of the same form as the abelian one, which is the case if a symmetric ordering
prescription is imposed by means of the symmetric trace. Later work has indicated that there
are deviations from the ST'r prescription [20,21], but the situation is still rather unclear.

One may also try to deduce the form of the non-abelian action by means of non-abelian
generalisations of other symmetries appearing in the abelian case, e.g., the non-linear su-
persymmetry or the x symmetry. Trying to use parameters valued in the adjoint of the
gauge group seems rather involved and would probably, if it could be realised, have very
interesting implications in connection with non-commutative space-times and matrix valued
coordinates [22] (see also the discussion in ref. [23]). An attempt to implement such ideas in
the case of k-symmetry is described in ref. [24]. A different approach, not directly related to
supersymmetry, to deduce the structure of non-abelian Born—Infeld theory is used in refs.
[25,26]. In these papers the authors exploit instead the background invariance related to the
Seiberg—Witten map [10].

In this paper we continue our investigations of the ten-dimensional non-abelian super-
symmetric Yang-Mills theory that we initiated in ref. [27]. Our approach relies on imple-
menting only the linear supersymmetry in ten dimensions which is done in a manifest fashion
through the use of superspace (see, e.g., ref. [28]). By solving the Bianchi identities (BI) for

*

the non-abelian superfield strength Fap * imposing no constraints except for conventional
ones [29] T, we managed in ref. [27] to solve the BI's and rewrite them as a set of algebraic
relations between the ordinary physical fields and a set of pseudo-auxiliary fields (here the
prefix ‘pseudo’ is used to emphasise the fact that these auxiliary fields are not sufficient to
construct an action). Some of these relations involve derivatives on the physical fields which
indicate that they will become field equations as soon as the superfield strength component
of lowest dimension, Fy,g, is given explicitly in terms of the physical fields. When we feed
such an explicit form of F,,3 through the solution to the BI’s the corresponding form of the

field equations is obtained.

Not knowing the exact form of F,g, this program has to be carried out in an iterative
fashion order by order in «’. In order to find the most general form of the action compatible
with linear supersymmetry we thus have to construct all possible expressions at each order
in the o/ expansion of F,3. At order a'? this was done in ref. [27] proving that there is only

one relevant expression in

F.5 = él"‘;g“asJalmas (1.1)

* Here A,B,... refer to the combined (vector, spinor) indices (a,a),(b,8),..., see ref. [27] for conventions.

T This was also suggested in ref. [30].
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(the vector term is set to zero as a conventional constraint), namely*
Jzﬁ)cde = —%0&’2MABCD(/\BFfFabcdeI‘g)\c)Ff[;] . (1.2)

Here MAgcp is totally symmetric in all four indices and must be constructed out of the
invariant tensors of the gauge group. As we will see in section 4, this is a less restricted
form of the (unique) symmetrised trace, STr, appearing in string theory [6] at order a/2.
The above form of F,p has appeared in the literature before [30,19] but without proof of
its unique status at this order. In the latter of these references the argument was turned
around in the sense that the component action was constructed first by means of Noether
methods, and the result was subsequently used to derive the required form of Fi 3. However,
the symmetrised trace was used as input in the first step and the derivation of (1.2) was
therefore less general than the one presented in ref. [27]. The resulting component action is

derived in section 2, and presented here with explicit adjoint group indices A, B, C, .. .:

L' =20 a2
= —1GAGA 1 LiApyA
—6a?Mapcn [tr GAGBGCGP — L(tr GAGE)(tr GEGP)
_ QGAikGBjk(XCFiDjXD) i %GA ilDlGBjk(XCFiijD) (1:3)
+ 135 TP DX T i D'X7) + 5 (AT X ) (Dix T DixP)

+ &P ErGH T (X PTinx <) (XPTFXF)

— g5 /P erGAY (XBFklmXC)(XEFijkszF)} +0(a”®) .

The trace tr refers to the structure of the Lorentz indices. Note also that it is only in the
last two terms that the non-abelian structure is crucial since M4 gep is non-zero also in the
abelian case. As discussed in section 5, in the non-abelian case the number of independent
structures in M4 gcp depends on the gauge group.

This paper is organised as follows. In section 2 we insert eq. (1.2) into the equations
obtained in ref. [27] from the BI’s. The result is the equations of motion, which in section 3
are integrated to the complete action at order o’ including all fermionic terms required by
supersymmetry at this order. The answer agrees exactly with previously derived terms in,
e.g., ref. [19] where however the quartic fermion terms were not given. In section 4 we present

the form of the supersymmetry transformations to the order relevant for our purposes. We

¥ The overall sign is changed as compared to the expression given in ref. [27].
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2_corrected non-linear supersymmetry provided the gauge

also show that there exists an o
group has a U(1) factor and the parameter takes values only in this factor. The corrections
at the level considered are exactly the ones responsible for turning this symmetry from
an abelian one into an ordinary second supersymmetry. Interestingly enough, we find that
also the fields in the semi-simple part of the gauge group transform under this non-linear
supersymmetry. However, since the parameter is abelian this symmetry does not have any
implications for questions concerning non-commutative space-times. Section 5 is devoted to
an analysis of the possible ways of constructing M“ gcp, which turn out to be rather mildly
affected by requiring the existence of a non-linear supersymmetry. We collect our results and

some additional comments in section 6.

2. INTERACTIONS AT O(a’?) FROM SUPERSPACE

In order to derive the field equations for A, and A* we must insert (suppressing both o’ and
M4 gep in the following)

Jabcde - 1O()\F[abc)‘)F‘de] + %(Arabcde'fg)\)ng - _%()\FfrabcdngA)ng (2-1)
into the following exact expressions obtained in ref. [27] by solving the superspace BI’s:

0= D"Fa — AToA — 8D Koy, + 36w, — 34\, Jo} — 20,70’ + 155 Jpcala "

+ 41_2 [Kbcdea JadeB] 42]:4! [Df']fbcdea JadeE]

(2.2)

and

0= ﬂ)‘ — 309 + %D“ja + 122.5!Fab0d6[)‘7 Jabcde] . (2'3)

Apart from F,, and A%, the quantities appearing in these equations all arise, as explained in
ref. [27], in the 6 expansion of Jypede; J's at first, K's at second, 9 at third, and w at fourth
order in #. Explicitly, their precise relations to Jypeqe are given by

ja = 161WFde€Dchdea )
jabc = _TIQFdEDJdeabc - Téélr[abrdej'gDJ\deng ) (24)

Javede = DJavede + 2Ll I D) pg1cae) + 31  abeal 7" DI £ ghije) »

Kab = 535 (DT D) Jegean

Koped = %‘O(DF[ang)J‘fglbcd] )
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Yo = —goarsilabe” Taea’ DigDy Dy J**0¢ (2.6)
and finally
« 5 cdef
Wa = 40321»4!»5!ngfrge]fDaDﬂDvDéJb del (2.7)

Here we have adopted the notation that keeps track of M4 gop and possible structure
constants f4 g without having to write them out explicitly: AL(™) X means %fABC)\BI‘("))\C
and makes sense only for n = 1 and n = 5, while {\, ja} instead means fABC)\ij. In
the case of two bosonic quantities, or one fermionic and one bosonic quantity, the anti-
commutator indicated by the curly bracket is exchanged for an ordinary commutator bracket
as in e.g. D%\ J,peqe]. At some places in the formulse below we use the curly bracket
notation just as a way to keep track of structure constants. E.g., the very last term in Kgp

given below in eq. (2.11) should be read as —%MABCDJCDEF(/\BFabi)\C)()\EFZ—)\F).

Before we start analysing the consequences of eq. (2.1), we must make sure that at order
0 in Japede,
DJapede = Jabede + 101—‘[achde] + 5F[abche] ) (28)

the field in the irreducible representation (00030) vanishes [27]: i.e., that Jabede = 0, where
jabcde is T-traceless, must follow as a direct consequence of (2.1). Computing the result of
acting with a fermionic covariant derivative on (2.1) and using the lowest order relations
DN\ = %(I‘ij)aﬁﬂj and Do Fyp = 2(T'[qDyA)a, we find trivially that the representation
(00030) does not occur in the tensor product of the constituent fields, which implies that the
condition is satisfied modulo terms of order o/* and higher.

We can now proceed to derive the lagrangian at order o/?. The calculation can be
simplified as follows. We start from the A\ equation above, obtain its explicit form to order
a'?, and derive the action from which it follows. The pure F terms not obtainable this way
can be derived by acting with a fermionic derivative on the field equation for A% keeping only
the pure F* terms. Thus we will actually not make use of the 4, equation (2.2) at any point

in this paper.

Concentrating on eq. (2.3) we first rewrite it using the following equation also obtained
in ref. [27]:

FabDl{ab = _%1/) + gDaja + ﬁrabcde[/\ Jabcde] . (29)

Elimination of v gives
0=DPA\+2DJ, + AT DKy + 155 TN, Jubede] - (2.10)

When acting with spinor derivatives on Jgpeqe to derive the expressions for ja and Kp,
we find that terms of different powers of o’ are produced. Higher order terms arise, e.g., by
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using equations like Ay = Fop — %K ab, where Ay, comes from expanding Do A\? in terms of
tensors, Do A\? = AdP + %(Fij)aﬁAij + Q—Z(Fijkl)aﬁAzjkl, and the leading term in K,y is of
two higher powers of o/ than Fy;. Dropping all but the leading terms in o/ we find:

Ja = _%FiijlFaijkl)\ + %Falesz]k)\
- %FijFijFa)‘ + 2FajFijFi/\
+ f TN DA = g5 ADF ATy Did + g (TG ATD,A
+ BFI(AT 04 D\) + 2 (AL, Dy))
+ %Fai(/\FbDi/\) 4 %Fai(/\FiDb/\) + %Dan‘j (AT4i;0)
+ 5o ATTF XN, Tapiji A} — 755 (ATap M){N TiA}

In deriving the final form of the equations of motion one needs to rearrange a number
of trilinear A terms in order to have a minimal set of linearly independent terms. We refer to

the appendix for the Fierz identities needed. For the complete equation of motion for A at

12

order «o’“ one finds

0= DA+ BFIFNT ;DX + 24F " FI*T;, DA
— WFI D FIFDjp A + AFIR D Fyp A
— L(D'ALji DINTYR N — 2(D; AT D TR A (2.12)
+ TATTRN) B TN 4+ S(ATPRN) [F, T
+ 2 Fy (TR T A — BT TEAIT 0 A + F7{\ TN

Since this equation is still written in terms of superfields we need to set § = 0 in order to
extract the corresponding component field equation (which is identical to the above equation).
Having done so, we now turn to the construction of the action that gives rise to this field

equation.

3. THE ACTION

To systematise the integration of the equation of motion to a lagrangian, we enumerate the
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possible terms in the equation of motion,

Ey = F9FMT 1D\

Ey = FYFIRT DN

Es3 = FUDiFI*T 0\

Ey = FI*D;Fj T\

Es = (D'AT;;, DIV A
Eg = (DAT; DTk

E7 = AR ) [F™ Tiirim]
Eg = (A\IR ) [FL T
Eg = (AT*)\)[E;;, TN,
E1o = Fij {\, T\ T\
Ep = FIOLTEAIT 1N
Erg = FI9{\TA5N

and write the equation as 0 = DA + 27112:1 Zp Fp, with the numbers x,, given in eq. (2.12),

_ (28 164 17 9411 5 19 . .
(w1, m12) = (5,24, -8, %, — 550 — 50, 5, 35 15> — 19 1)- We also write the lagrangian as

10
£ = pure F-terms + %)\ﬂz\ + Z amZLm (3-2)

m=1

where

L = FIFF (D1 D™N)
P = FO FIR(AI;D; )

Ly = FUDiFIR (AT 0)

Ly = FIF;(ADPA) |

&5 = FIDFF(A\Ti50) |

Zs = (\LURN)(DAT . D)) |
L = (AT9*\) (DAL D)
Ly = (AT \)(D'\Tyijkm D™N)
Lo = FIOAT )N TFAY
Lo = FINTH™ NI\ Tijrim A} -
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The system of equations for determining the a,,’s from the x,’s is over-determined, unless
two relations hold among the x,’s, namely, 12x5 — g + 8xg = 0, x5 — 192219 — 4x12 = 0.
This consistency check is satisfied by the z,’s in eq. (2.12). The solution is

(a17 o -7a10) = (_%7 127 _%7 _1_537 _%7 _3_107 _%707 5_(1)7 %) . (34)

The only terms in the lagrangian that are not derivable from the equation of motion for A
are the ones containing only F'. They are quite easily calculated by taking a spinor derivative
on the equation of motion for )\, keeping only pure F-terms, and found to be —6[tr F* —
1(tr F%)?], as expected from string theory scattering amplitudes [6] (the traces are over
Lorentz indices with F' seen as a matrix; the adjoint indices are as usual suppressed). The
complete lagrangian at O(a/?) is thus

&L =—LFIF; + I\
+a? [—G(tr F* - %(tr F2)2)

— SFTFM (AT jjim D™ N) + 12F 7% (AT D;\)
— SFILD IR (AT 5 A) — B FUF(APA) — L FU D FR (AL 50) (3:5)
— 2 (ALY (DAT 6 D'X) — 2(AT* ) (D; AT Dy \)

FBFIOTGN T + & FI AT (A, Tin Al + 0(0”)

Some of the terms, namely those that contain lowest order field equations, may be removed
by field redefinitions. One may consider redefinitions of the forms

A =x+a?[aGPGyx + BGIGH T jux]

i, .6
Aa - Ba + ’704/2(;1] (Xrain) ) (3 )

where G is the field strength of B. The effect of these redefinitions of the physical component
fields could also be obtained by redoing the superspace calculation using a new conventional
constraint in I‘g‘ﬁFaﬁ corresponding to changing the vector potential, together with a re-
definition of the spinor that goes into ' ®# Fig. If one wants to continue the calculations to
higher order in o', it may be more convenient not to perform them. The redefinitions shift

the coefficients a,, as da; = (8, dazg = —20, das = «, das = —25 — 7, dag = %7. By choosing
o= %, = %, v = —g, we remove the terms .4, %, and %, which are the ones containing
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the lowest order equations of motion, from the lagrangian. We then obtain the lagrangian in
its simplest possible form at this level:

L =20 4 o292
=—1GYGy + $xPx
— 6|t G* — L(tr G2)?
= 2G"G7F (xTiD;x) + 3G DiG™* (xTijx) (37)
+ 125 07 X) (DixTije D'X) + 5 (X7 X) (DixTj D x)
4

1
lGl] .. Fk _ LGU Fklm T.. 0 13
50 G (XLig )06 T XS = 550G O™ X)X TDigrim X} | + O(2”) .

The terms up to quadratic in fermions agree with previous calculations [19], while the quartic
fermion terms have not previously been given in the literature. We want to stress the fact that
the calculation is exact at this order. It does not in any sense assume that “DF' is small”,
a kind of assumption that is consistent in an abelian theory where it allows a consistent
truncation to slowly varying fields, but not in a non-abelian theory, where commutators of
covariant derivatives give field strengths. Derivative corrections to the abelian Born—Infeld
action are discussed in refs. [8,12], but for the non-abelian case there seems to be no previous
results known at order o' that incorporate all possible derivative terms.

4. LINEAR AND NON-LINEAR SUPERSYMMETRY

Our formalism is manifestly .4° = 1 supersymmetric, so there is in principle no need to check
invariance under linear supersymmetry. However, in this section we will investigate the pos-
sibility of having o’-corrected non-linear supersymmetries. The presence of such symmetries
would indicate that the non-abelian theory could be viewed as embedded into a theory where
all supersymmetries are linearly realised. The appearence of non-abelian parameters in this
case would require the introduction of non-abelian 6 coordinates in the latter theory which is
a delicate enterprise (for a discussion of this and related issues, see ref. [24]). Here, however,
the parameter of the non-linear supersymmetry takes values only in the abelian part of the
gauge group, so the non-linear supersymmetry found here, although indicating the possibility
of embedding the theory into another theory, does not mean that this latter theory should
be expressible in terms of non-abelian coordinates.

In order to be able to discuss the relation between the linear and non-linear supersym-
metries, we first derive the former. Since linear supersymmetry transformations are defined
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as translations along the anti-commuting directions of superspace, see e.g. ref. [28], they read,
using a parameter £ with a tangent space spinor index, d.(¢)g—o = —(Eo‘f)a¢)9:0. Here we
use the following conventions: D, is the ordinary flat superspace covariant derivative, without
any connection term, i.e., {ﬁa, ﬁﬂ} = —T,5°0. = —21"3[360. The gauge-covariant derivatives
are D, = 8, — Ay, Do = Dy — Ag, and commute to [Da,Dp} = —Tap®Dc — Fap, where
the connections and field strengths act in the appropriate representation (in this paper, all
fields carry the adjoint representation). A gauge transformation with parameter A is denoted
TIA].

Of course, one may freely accompany J. by a gauge transformation. For the multiplet at
hand, it is convenient to add a gauge transformation with parameter A = e*A,, and define
Q. = 6. 4+ T[e*A,] in order to turn D into a gauge-covariant derivative D. This leads to the
following simple transformation rules for the component fields (“6 = 0” suppressed):

Qe Ay =%Foo = (eTo)N) = 7(eJ,) |

Qs A= —EaDa/\ = %(Eg - 25—8Kij)Fij5 - i(2Kijkl + %Dmeijkl)FijklE .

(4.1)

The supersymmetry algebra is ensured by the Bianchi identities. Consider [Q., Q] A,. Tt is
obtained as

Qa ! (E/aFaa) - (E < 8/) = _2EQEIBD(0¢*F\¢1\L‘3)

. . . 4.2
— —50‘5’5(2F3[3Fia + D, F,p5) = —2(el"e")0; A + Dy (2(81”5’)/11- — ao‘a’ﬁFag) , (4:2)

where the dimension 2 Bianchi identity is used in the second step, so that the linear super-
symmetries commute to a translation and a gauge transformation for any F,gz,

[Q-, Qo] = —2(eTe")0; + T[2(eTe") A; — 50‘5’5Fa/3] ) (4.3)

On any tensor, the same algebra may of course be derived directly from the algebra of
Q. = —e“Dy + T[e*Ay] = —e*D,,.

For gauge groups containing a U(1) factor, the undeformed action has a second, non-
linearly realised supersymmetry:

Sy Ag =0

— 5,5/20, .
577/\—77} [77 77] (4-4)

with 7 taking values in the u(1) subalgebra. We want to examine what happens to this
symmetry when higher order corrections are turned on. Let us denote the above undeformed
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transformation (5,(70). We then expect that §,, if it remains unbroken by the a’?-corrections,
receives modifications a’2(5,(,2). Invariance means that 57(70),?' ) must be canceled against

67(72).,2”'(0) = (D,;G7" + %{X,I‘ix})é,(f)Bi + 57(72)X$X ) (4.5)

We therefore calculate 57(70).2 '(2), and find that it is of the form (4.5) modulo total derivatives
This property is highly non-trivial, and relies on the precise numerical coefficients in the
action at order o’? (it requires three linear relations between the six coefficients of terms in
&' containing x). The modified transformations* are read off by comparing 5,(,0)92” ') to eq.
(4-5):

0y Bq = —6a [QGai(ﬁFiX) -GV (WFain)} ;

6 =1 — 60”2 [3GYGijn + $GYGHT am

_ 3 (4.6)
—2(nI"x) Dix + 5 (n7* X)Ti; Dy x
+ ROTOTPX - 00T px] |
or, in terms of the original variables A and A:
0yAq = —60 [2Fm—(nfi)\) — Lpi (nFm—j/\)] ,
S\ =1 — 60’2 {%F”Fim + HFIFMT (47)
47

=2 N) DA + 1 (nT7* ALy DA
+ LTI P - %(nrijkx)rijkm] .

The commutator of two non-linear supersymmetry transformations is read off directly from
the transformations (4.6) or (4.7):

(61, ] Ag = =240 (T ) Fi (48)
(6, 6] = —240 (T ) DA | +

modulo field equations. Remember that the coeffients M apcp are still present and sup-
pressed. Redefining the transformation parameter as o = 24/3ua’n, so that o, like €, has

* The terms in the transformations containing Ipx or IPX are only relevant for the invariance of the action,
not for the supersymmetry algebra, which only closes on shell. The linear supersymmetry transforma-
tions do not get corrected by such terms since they are derived from the superspace formulation, and
thus are on-shell transformations.
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mass dimension —3, gives a standard supersymmetry algebra:

(S, o] = =2(0T"0")0i + T[2(eI"0") Ai] (4.9)

provided that when we decompose the adjoint indices as A = (0, A’), 0 denoting the U(1)
factor, Mapcp satisfies Mogog = p, Mooarpr = pdarpr. A straightforward but non-trivial
calculation also shows that the commutator between a linear supersymmetry (from eq. (4.1))
and a non-linear one yields a gauge transformation,

[QE,SQ] = [ 2\/—#0/ (51—‘19)55 + \/—( Pijk@)()‘rijk)‘)]v (4-10)

modulo field equations (we have satisfied ourselves with doing the calculation acting on A,).
The shorthand notation of this equation is the same as in the action: quadratic expressions
are contracted with d4p, so the first term is an U(1) gauge transformation, quartic ones
with Mapep, so the second one contains Myspc. Unlike the ordinary (undeformed) super-
Yang-Mills, where the non-linear supersymmetry is abelian, the o/-corrected theory may
be seen as a theory with partially broken .#” = (2,0) chiral supersymmetry where X is the
Goldstone fermion. Starting from the 4" = (2,0) supersymmetry algebra and reintroducing
the o rescaling of the S generators, n ~ o/ ~'g, we can understand the supersymmetry of
the undeformed super-Yang—Mills theory as a contraction as o/ — 0 of the 4 = (2,0)
supersymmetry algebra.

5. THE STRUCTURE OF THE ORDER «/?> INTERACTIONS

The tensor Mapcp is totally symmetric in the four adjoint indices. Table 1 (last column)
gives the number Py of linearly independent invariant tensors of this kind for simple algebras.
For all algebras, there is always the tensor 6 4pdcp), and in the cases where the number is
1, this is the only possible form of M. Algebras of su(N) type, N > 4, have in addition the
tensor d4 gPdo pyE, and for sp and so algebras there is a quartic invariant that can not be
expressed in terms of a d-symbol with three indices (it can be taken as T'r (T s TpTcTpy)).
50(8) has one more quartic invariant corresponding to the pfaffian. Linear supersymmetry
does not restrict M further, so in the cases where P, > 1 the coefficients of the different
possible invariants are unrelated.

If the algebra is not simple, more possibilities arise. Of particular interest is the situation
when g = g’ ®u(1), which is the case for multiple branes, g = u(N) ~ su(N)@®u(1). Then, we
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decompose the adjoint index as A = (0, A’), 0 denoting the u(1) part, and the possibilities

are
!
MA/B/C/D/ = ad(A/B/E dC'D')E/ —|— b5(A'B/5C'D') s

Moarpcr =cdapcr,

Mooarp =ddarp (5-1)
Mogoar =0,
Moooo =t -

Any values of a,b,c,d, ;u are consistent with linear supersymmetry. If one in addition de-
mands the second non-linearly realised supersymmetry, one has to, as we saw in the previous
section, take d = p # 0 in order for these supersymmetries to commute to a translation. The
remaining constants are unspecified. The “symmetric trace” prescription of Tseytlin [14], used
without referring to string theory, becomes identical to our Magcp o Tr (T(ATsTcTp))-
However, in string theory the trace is by necessity in the fundamental representation which
implies that, for su(NN), the generators satisfy

TA/TB/ = %614/3/ —+ %(dA/B/C —+ fA/B/C )TC/ s (52)

and hence Mpcp contains a specific combination of all terms in eq. (5.1): a =1, b = %,

c= \/LN’ d=pu= %. These restrictions are consistent with the condition we obtained from

non-linear supersymmetry namely p = d.

Lie Algebra g| Ps Py
Ay - 1
Agy 1 1
Ap,n>3 1 2
B,,n> - 2
Cp, n> - 2
Dy - 3
D,,n>5 - 2
exceptional - 1

Table 1. The number of singlets in the totally symmetric product of 3 and 4 adjoints (could
be enlarged to include higher Casimirs).
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6. CONCLUSIONS AND COMMENTS

In this paper we have derived the a/?-corrections (linear supersymmetry does not allow any
corrections at order o’ [27]) to the supersymmetric Yang—Mills theory in ten dimensions. The
corrections obtained are the most general ones compatible with linear supersymmetry which
is implemented by the use of superspace. As shown in previous work [29,27] the superspace
Bianchi identities can be solved in full generality in terms of the component fields of a self-
dual five-form superfield Jypeqe- By expressing this superfield in terms of the physical fields,
Fup, \*, and covariant derivatives, D,, we derived in sections 2 and 3 the action resulting
from the a2 terms in Jupeqe N0t removable by field redefinitions of the superfield A,. The
action includes quartic fermion terms not previously given in the literature as well as a precise
account of the freedom left after imposing (linear) supersymmetry.

This remaining freedom is given by M4 o p which is symmetric in all four adjoint group
indices and should be constructed from the invariant group tensors dap, dapc and fapc.
This is elaborated upon in section 5. Each independent way of writing M4 gop corresponds
to a new supersymmetric invariant that most likely will be given by an infinite power series
in o/. This phenomenon will probably repeat itself at higher orders producing leading terms
in an infinite set of new invariants, but it should be stressed that it can not be excluded that
no additional freedom (i.e., new invariants) arises at higher orders. It is also important to
note that the non-linearities of the theory will in general cause the superinvariants to mix at
non-leading orders.

However, the derivation of the action order by order in o is a rather lengthy iterative
process that contains some interesting aspects that could change this picture. One such
feature of the solution to the superspace Bianchi identities obtained in [27] is that it requires
the the tensor field in the irreducible representation (00030) of Spin(1,9) at first order in
the § expansion of Jgpcqe to vanish. This is the only non-trivial test of a non-vanishing Fi,g
defining the theory. This starts to affect the analysis at order o/ where one has to make sure
that the terms that are allowed by group theory actually vanish. At order o/, one has in
addition to prove that the terms that do not vanish are exactly the ones that cancel the o/*
terms found in the analysis of the (00030) condition in this paper (see comments in section
2). This analysis may turn out to provide rather severe restrictions at higher orders. Also,
as we will discuss in a forthcoming publication [31], although there is a rather large number
of possible terms contributing to Jupeqe at order o/ most of them seem to be removable by
field redefinitions of A, similar to the ones utilised in this paper at order /2. This amounts
to identifying elements in the spinorial cohomology discussed in refs. [27,32] when expressed
in terms of fields in the vector multiplet.

Although the Born-Infeld action for a constant and abelian field strength does not
contain any terms of odd powers of o, such terms will most likely appear as soon as either of
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these restrictions is lifted. Derivative corrections to the abelian theory have been discussed by
several authors, see, e.g., refs. [8,11,12] showing that a3 terms actually do not arise. In the
non-abelian case, the situation is unclear even for the o/® order terms (an early superstring
computation of such terms can be found in ref. [33]). Applying our methods to this case will

hopefully clarify the situation.

Another intriguing feature of the corrections obtained here is that they allow for a
second non-linearly realised supersymmetry provided, as explained in section 4, only a minor
restriction is imposed on M Apep. This restriction is compatible with the one obtained
from string theory. It would be very interesting to investigate how this non-linearly realised
supersymmetry generalises to higher orders, and to see if it can be understood as resulting
from embedding the theory in a similar theory where all supersymmetries are linearly realised
along the lines of ref. [15]. For non-abelian theories such embeddings have not yet been
studied in any detail. However, some results that might be related to non-linearly realised
symmetries with non-abelian valued parameters can be found in refs. [22,23,24]. What our
work explains is how a non-linear supersymmetry with an abelian parameter can be made
to act on non-abelian fields in a non-trivial manner extending the linear symmetry to an
A = 2 supersymmetry. It is clear that from the perspective of .4 = 2 supersymmetry,

2 considered in the present paper are special—it is exactly this

the corrections at order o
modification that changes the algebra from a “trivial” abelian shift in the spinor to an
ordinary supersymmetry algebra, indicating that the theory may be embedded in a theory
with linear .4 = 2 supersymmetry with the u(1) part of A as the Goldstone fermion. We
find it very striking that the requirement of non-linear supersymmetry contains practically no
information on the structure of the interactions not already implied by linear supersymmetry.

It will be interesting to examine whether this statement continues to hold at higher orders.

APPENDIX A: SPINORS AND FIERZ IDENTITIES

We use real chiral (Majorana-Weyl) spinors throughout the paper. The two chiralities are
distinguished by subscript for the (00010) representation (e.g. D) and superscript for the
(00001) (e.g. A*). The I-matrices are thus not Dirac matrices but “Pauli matrices”; we use

the same notation I" for I'gp and I'® ab,

In deriving the final form of the equations of motion one needs to rearrange a number of
trilinear A terms. For this purpose the following Fierz identities are quite useful. The general
identity

(AA{N), BA} = AN T'AYBL AN + 55 {\, T7¥ ™ XY BT A (A1)
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leads to the various Fierz identities

(AL {A), Ty A} = 35 {A T'A T apid + gg {A Tapiju AYT7EN

(AT*{N), Tapid} = {A DA Ty A = 3{A T A Tapid + g {4, Tapige AJT7EN

(ALapi {), T'A} = {A P ATy A + H{A DA anid — g5 {A, Tapigu AT 75N
(T35t {A), T A} = T{ALT A Capid — g{A, TapigrAJTIP N
(ATYE{A), Tapiji A} = 42{0, T ATy A = Z{A DA api A — ${A, Tapije ATV
(ALapijn {A), T7"A} = 42{0, DAL A + Z{A DA Tapid + §{X Capijr AYTVFN

(A.2)

Eq. (A.1) is most easily derived by recalling that (AA{\), BA} means (\*ANP)(BAY), —
(A ANC)(BAB),, (the B and C indices are contracted by a structure constant, but it is only
the symmetry that is relevant here), and then use the following expansion of the product
of two spinors anti-symmetrised in the adjoint indices and hence symmetrised in the spinor

indices:
APAT = H(0)as(APTGAY) + gt (D°9) s (AP T e A7) (A-3)
where the coefficients follow directly from the trace formula for chirally projected 16 by 16
I'-matrices:
(L) (T)ap = 160, (A.4)
and

(I—\al...ay))aﬁ(rblmbs)aﬁ — t’f‘(%(i + f\ll)f\al...a5f\b1...b5)
=16- 5'5;)11112155 + 166a1"'a5b1___b
(0 09) 0 (D, 1) = tr(B(1 = PH)Fes-oafinto)

=16 - 510,772 — 1695,

v (A.5)

where tr refers to traces over non-chiral 32 by 32 I' matrices.

Other useful Fierzes, involving expressions like (A\['"DJ\)T; D; A which with an explicit
M becomes MA5cp(AET!DIN);D; AP, are:

(AL'DINT;DjA = & (DAL DINT RN
(AL'DIN; DA = % (DA DINTPRN + L(DAD; D TR

2 ’ A6
(/\FZJle/\)Fijle/\ _ —%(Dl/\rijle)\)F”k)‘ , ( )

(ALY DINT 15 DA = — o (D'AT 15 DINT RN + 3 (DA D A)TR N

where we have used also the lowest order field equation DA = 0.
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