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ABSTRACT: In this paper we study eleven-dimensional supergravity in its most general
form. This is done by implementing manifest supersymmetry (and Lorentz invariance)
through the use of the geometric (torsion and curvature) superspace Bianchi identities.
These identities are solved to linear order in a deformation parameter introduced via the
dimension zero supertorsion given in its most general form. The theory so obtained is
referred to as the deformed theory (to avoid the previously used term “off-shell”). An
important by-product of this result is that any higher derivative correction to ordinary
supergravity of the same dimension as R*, but not necessarily containing it, derived e.g.
from M-theory, must appear in a form compatible with the equations obtained here. Un-
fortunately we have not yet much to say about the explicit structure of these corrections
in terms of the fields in the massless supermultiplet. Our results are potentially powerful
since if the dimension zero torsion could be derived by other means, our reformulation of
the Bianchi identities as a number of algebraic relations implies that the full theory would
be known to first order in the deformation, including the dynamics. We mention briefly
some methods to derive the information needed to obtain explicit answers both in the con-
text of supergravity and ten-dimensional super-Yang—Mills where the situation is better
understood. Other relevant aspects like spinorial cohomology, the role of the 3- and 6-form
potentials and the connection of these results to M2 and M5 branes are also commented
upon.
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1. Introduction

Our understanding of M-theory is still very limited, mainly due to the lack of powerful
methods to probe it at the microscopic level. One approach to encoding information about
M-theory is through its low energy effective field theory. The short distance properties are
then built into terms appearing as higher-order corrections to the leading terms given by
the action [fI]

S=53 / d'zy/—g (R— Hm"mHmnpq>

+ terms with fermions,
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which is of second order in #(derivatives)—|—%#(fermions). The ultimate goal is to be able
to derive the higher-derivative corrections, e.g. by means of a microscopic version of M-
theory. Since this is not yet possible, our aim here is instead to solve the superspace Bianchi
identities in order to obtain the most general form such correction terms can take restricted
only by supersymmetry and Lorentz invariance in eleven dimensions. To what extent such
an approach can capture main features of M-theory is an interesting question to which we
have no answer at this point.

The structure of these correction terms is in general extremely complicated. Powers of
the Riemann tensor of the kind R? and R* are basic examples which have been extensively
discussed in the literature, primarily in the context of string theory and ten-dimensional
effective actions, but also in the eleven-dimensional context relevant to M-theory. A recent
overview is given in ref. [P]. The existence of these terms can be inferred by a variety of
means in string theory (for a review see [J]), while in M-theory one must rely on anomaly
cancellation arguments [d, ff], or (superparticle) loop calculations [f, {l, §, B, [[d] in conjunc-
tion with results from string theory uplifted to eleven dimensions. Very recently, one-loop
calculations were performed directly in eleven dimensions [[J], using a generalisation of
Berkovits’ pure spinor approach [[J].

The methods used so far to deduce the explicit form of such corrections in eleven
dimensions produce only isolated terms out of a large number of terms making up the
complete superinvariants they belong to. For a discussion of superinvariants and a collection
of references, see e.g. [LJ]. Since it would be useful to have a better understanding of the
possible superinvariants, there has been a lot of work invested into the supersymmetrisation
of some isolated terms. In particular, the supersymmetrisation of R? and R* terms in ten
dimensions were considered already some time ago, see ref. [[4] and references therein.
More recently also terms related to R* in eleven dimensions have been investigated [[3, [5]
including a detailed study of superinvariants by lifting up results from string vertex operator
calculations to eleven dimensions.

Another approach would be to develop methods based on superspace in eleven dimen-
sions [, [[7 that incorporate supersymmetry in a manifest way. In ten dimensions N=1
supergravity has been constructed off-shell at the linear level in terms of a superspace la-
grangian [I§]. Such a formulation is useful when discussing superinvariants [[L9, R{], and
should in principle lend itself to a complete analysis of possible superinvariants and de-
duction of the corresponding higher-derivative terms in ordinary component language. The
situation in eleven-dimensional supergravity, or M-theory, is, however, completely different
due to the fact that an off-shell lagrangian formulation with a finite number of auxiliary
fields is not known and may not even exist. From a general counting argument by Siegel and
Rocek [I] we know that the latter is true for N=4 super-Yang-Mills in four dimensions
(and consequently also in ten dimensions) but that maximally supersymmetric supergrav-
ity passes the test. Similar arguments [P7] suggest that, at the linearised level and in the
absence of central charges, eleven-dimensional supergravity does not allow for an off-shell
lagrangian quadratic in the fields. The analysis carried out in the present paper will in
principle provide an independent check of that statement. In this respect the approach
advocated here is parallel to the discussion of ten-dimensional super-Yang—Mills theory



carried out in refs. 23] and [P4], which proves that an off-shell lagrangian based on these
fields does not exist.

In order to implement eleven-dimensional supersymmetry and Lorentz invariance,
which must be part of any M-theory effective action, in a manifest way, we will here
follow refs. 25, Bg] and define the theory in superspace by means of the superspace Bianchi
identities (SSBI’s). The latter are integrability conditions when the theory is formulated
in terms of superspace field strengths. By imposing constraints on the supertorsion com-
ponents of dimension zero the identities turn into non-trivial algebraic relations between
certain tensor superfields where some of the relations turn out to be equations of motion.
The outcome of the analysis of the SSBI’s depends in a crucial way on the choice of the
dimensionless components of the supertorsion; setting them equal to a Dirac matrix re-
produces uniquely the standard supergravity theory given above in eq. (1.1) as shown by
Howe in [27]. The goal in this paper is to complete the analysis of the Bianchi identities
started in [R] based on the most general torsion constraints given in [, 5] and obtain
the equations of motion of the deformed theory. Our main result is that we have managed
to reformulate the Bianchi identities to first order in a general deformation parameter, into
a set of algebraic relations between tensor superfields. These relations act as constraints
which any higher derivative correction must satisfy. Unfortunately, we cannot as yet derive
explicit expressions for the corrections in terms of the massless physical fields since we have
very little information about how to express the dimension zero torsion in terms of these
physical fields.

Ultimately, however, we must express the dimension-0 components of the supertorsion
in terms of the physical fields. As already mentioned, these components of the supertor-
sion are not arbitrary, but satisfy certain constraints and may be subjected to certain field
redefinitions, as explained in more detail in section 3. The problem of finding an explicit
solution to these conditions is equivalent to computing explicit representatives of a partic-
ular spinorial cohomology group. This procedure was carried out successfully in the case
of N =1, 10d SYM in [P9, B0, B1, B3, but the analogous problem in 11d supergravity,
where the R? terms enter at order ¢4, (see sec. [j for details), seems at present forbiddingly
complicated to carry out by brute force. Recently this analysis was carried out to order 6?13
by one of the authors in [BJ]. At this order there appears a superinvariant which turns out
to be topological in nature in that it can be redefined away by appropriately shifting the
flux quantisation condition of the 4-form.

Another approach to finding the explicit form of the torsion constraints, advocated
recently in [B4], is to use the superspace Bianchi identities for the antisymmetric tensor field.
This approach was applied with some success to ten dimensions some time ago [B3, in the
context of NV = 1 supergravity coupled to SYM, using in particular the SSBI for the 3-form
field strength H with an F? topological term dH = trF?2. In the work presented here the
eleven-dimensional 3-form potential emerges from the analysis of the geometric identities
via its own field equation and some (possibly anomalous) Bianchi identity, and should
not be introduced from the start. However, as pointed out in [@] the superspace Bianchi
identities for the 4- and 7-form field strengths do in fact relate the relevant dimension zero
torsion components needed in our analysis to perhaps even more basic negative dimension



components of the superspace 4-form field strength!. The fact that setting all negative
dimension components of the 4-form to zero implies via its own SSBI that no torsion
deformations are possible, was first noted in [24].

It was argued in [B4] that, under some plausible assumptions, the SSBI for the 7-form
field strength dH7 = %H4H4 + Xg, where Xg is the superform extension of the anomaly
term found in [ff], can be iteratively solved without ambiguities in a similar manner to
the ten-dimensional case discussed in [Bg]. This approach was therefore proposed in [B4] as
a systematic, albeit quite tedious, way to obtain information about the zero-dimensional
torsion components and, eventually, the lagrangian of the deformed theory. In contrast to
the situation in eleven dimensions, the problem simplifies enormously in ten dimensions due
to the fact that the equations can be solved without relaxing the on-shell torsion constraints
B7]. Work on solving the 7-form SSBI in eleven dimensions is in progress [Bg]. Starting
from the torsion SSBI (as in the present paper) and demanding that the anomalous 7-form
BI comes out of the analysis at the level of equations of motion at dimension 2, is expected
to reflect on the structure of the zero-dimensional torsion components [R6].

A proper understanding of the superspace torsion components is also vital when prov-
ing k-invariance for M2 and M5 branes coupled to background supergravity [B9, [Q, [f]] and
M-theory corrected versions of it. In fact, one should compare to the situation in ITA and
IIB string theory and the coupling to D-branes [, i3, B4, 5] Here it has been established
that there are higher-derivative background field corrections also on the world-volumes of
the branes, see e.g. refs. [i6, [i7] and references therein. World-volume corrections to the
M2 brane effective action at order 6‘}3 were recently computed directly in eleven dimensions
in [i§. The presence of such terms complicates the issue of k-invariance and it becomes
crucial to know the exact form of the supertorsion and to understand its relation to the
corrections both in target space and on the brane.

Another aspect of the higher-derivative corrections is that it is to a large extent unclear
how supersymmetry organises the infinite set of such terms into infinite subsets unrelated by
supersymmetry. From previous work [[[9] we know, both in ten and eleven dimensions, that
adding one bosonic R? or R* term generates an infinite set of other terms of progressively
higher order in the number of derivatives. This is clear in any on-shell theory, as discussed
in detail in the type IIB case in e.g. ref. [4]]. In the heterotic case in ten dimensions an
iterative procedure is needed also due to the fact that there is an implicit dependence on
the 3-form field strength in the supercurvature that appears in the SSBI, dH = tr(F?— R?),
used to define the theory in superspace [B6, p(]. This situation resembles the one for M-
theory under discussion in this paper apart from the fact that the corresponding SSBI for
the 4-form field strength is not added as a separate equation but will instead follow from
the geometric SSBI for the supertorsion [p1], R7).

It is expected that at higher orders there are terms which appear as a result of iter-
ation triggered by a lower-order term, as well as terms which are part of genuinely new
superinvariants. Of course, in order to determine which series of terms do actually occur in
M-theory, one has to invoke some microscopic description of the theory or rely on a com-

!Further comments on the relation between the SSBI for the superspace 4-form and those for the geo-
metric fields, can be found in section @



parison with string theory. In super-Yang-Mills in ten dimensions recent results [53,
indicate a situation with new superinvariants appearing at each higher order. Note that
if one chooses to truncate the theory to a certain number of fields, as is the case when
one considers linearised superinvariants, one generally finds that there are more indepen-
dent superinvariants (to that order in the number of fields) than when supersymmetry is
required to all orders in the number of fields.

This paper is organised as follows. In section two we set up the superspace formalism,
review the standard undeformed theory and the issue of the Weyl connection, and discuss
how to obtain the torsion constraints and in what sense they will produce the most general
deformed theory. The derivation of the deformed theory is then summarised in section
three, while the actual details will be spelt out in full detail in appendix B. Section four
contains some further comments and conclusions.

2. Superspace Formalism and Undeformed Supergravity

In this section we will review all the relevant formalism and the methods connected to
superspace geometry. This is meant to be a self-contained review of superspace geometry
with specific application to 11d supergravity. We will give a systematic account of super-
space, geometrical variables (vielbein, spin connection, torsion, curvature) and differential
calculus. We will discuss in detail the issue of torsion constraints, their classification in
terms of conventional and physical constraints, their implementation and significance, and
show how they affect the Bianchi identities in undeformed 11d supergravity. We find it
necessary to include this background, since much of the information, especially concerning
conventional constraints, is hard to extract from the existing literature and is mostly con-
veyed as folklore. This will set the stage for deforming the supergravity in the most general
way allowed by supersymmetry, which is the main subject of the paper.

2.1 Superspace Geometry

The superspace relevant to eleven-dimensional supergravity [, [[d, [7] has 11 bosonic and
32 fermionic directions. The (super-)vielbeins?, or frame 1-forms, are E4 = dZM Ep4,
where M = (m,pu) are coordinate basis (“curved”) tangent indices and A = (a,«) are
Lorentz frame (“inertial”, “flat”) tangent indices. Bosonic directions are denoted by Latin
letters and fermionic by Greek. ZM = (z™,0") are the superspace coordinates.

When dealing with differential forms and exterior derivatives on superspace, we use
standard superspace conventions. Since the fermionic property of some components and
differentials give signs depending on ordering, this is a convenient way of handling these
with a minimum of extra signs. The expansion of a form in components is always done
with the differentials in front and in reverse order as compared to the component field:

1 1
A(m) = —dZMm A A dZMlAMl___Mm = —EAm A LA EAlAAl,”Anm . (2.1)
m! m!

2Tn the following, we will often omit the prefix “super”, since it otherwise should be prepended to almost
all terms related to superspace geometry.



Taking care of the statistics of the building blocks then means that the components of a
wedge product A, A B,) of two bosonic forms come without signs as

(m +n)!
(Am) A Bm) ArcAmin = = Al An By A (2.2)
(or the same expression for the components in coordinate basis), where “[...)” indicates

graded symmetrisation. By letting the exterior derivative act by wedge product from the
(—

right, dA = AA d, its component expression is made to mimic the component expansion
of the ordinary bosonic exterior derivative, (dA)nar. v, = (0 + 1)0ar A, .. ar,), Which
facilitates a translation of identities for bosonic fields.

The superspace is equipped with a spin connection (2, which is a 1-form taking values
in the Lie algebra of the structure group. Working with spin connections (in contrast to
affine connections) is a necessary aspect of supergeometry, since the concept of metric is
confined to the bosonic directions (for this reason, the term vielbein is misleading; we will
use it anyway). The choice of structure group is of course an essential piece of input. We will
use the Lorentz group as structure group, with the 32 fermionic components transforming
as a spinor, so that Q,“ny). = 0, 0. = i(F“b)aﬁQab and Q.7 = 0 = Q.. We will later
comment on the enlargement of the structure group with a scale transformation, so-called
“Weyl superspace” [R7]. The choice of the Lorentz group as (a factor in) the structure
group is intuitively clear—there must be some input telling the fermions that they are
supposed to behave as spinors. We are not aware of any attempt to further modify the
structure group, and this is a question to which we hope to be able to devote a systematic
investigation in the future.

The spin connection is a priori completely unrelated to the vielbein, so the amount
of component fields (any field is of course a superfield, depending on all superspace co-
ordinates) is enormous. To take it down to the physical field content of the supergravity
theory, one has to make certain choices. Most of those amount to what goes under the
name “conventional constraints”. Among these are some of a type familiar from the Car-
tan formulation of ordinary gravity. Finally, a small set of choices, “physical constraints”,
must be made that have physical significance and determine the exact form of the equa-
tions of motion for the supergravity fields. The systematics of the these different types of
constraints are explained in detail in the following subsection.

The amount of deviation of the vielbein from being covariantly closed is the torsion,
which is a 2-form with an inertial tangent index, T4 = DE4 = dEA+ EB AQp? (note that
since derivatives act from the right, so does the connection). Torsion is a crucial object in
superspace geometry and supergravity, and does not vanish even in flat superspace. Many
components will be set to zero by constraints in the following subsection, and the remaining
ones constitute, together with curvature, the main tool of our calculations. Curvature is
defined as usual, RyZ = dQ4% + Q 4% A QePB. Torsion and curvature play the roéle of field
strengths in the theory, and obey the Bianchi identities

DTA = EB A R4,
DR P =0. (2.3)



The first of these plays a central part in the calculations of this paper, while the second
need not be explicitly solved since it is implied by the first one. This last fact follows from
a theorem by Dragon [f4] and relies on the structure group being the Lorentz group.

For completeness, and partially for use in the following subsection, we would like to
exhibit the symmetries of the theory. Under the local Lorentz symmetry (or, in general, the
structure algebra) with gauge parameter A, the connection transforms as 5, Q4% = DA4B,
while the vielbein, torsion and curvature transform covariantly, SAE4 = —EB A Ag4,
etc. Under diffeomorphisms generated by a vector field € = M9y, = €4E,4 any field
is transformed as A¢p = L¢¢, where L¢ = igd + dig¢ is the Lie derivative. In order to
covariantise this under the local structure algebra, this transformation is combined with a
structure transformation with parameter —i¢€, so that we instead consider Ag = L¢ +6_7;§Q.
The transformation rules of the geometric quantities under consideration are then

A¢EY = DEM i TH

AP =icRAP

AT = DigT + PR + EP NigRp? |

A¢RsP = DigR4P . (2.4)
All calculations are made with components that carry inertial indices, in order to have

access to the structure group and its invariant tensors (gamma matrices). This means that
exterior derivatives give rise to torsion,

(DA)any..a, = (n+1)DaAs, ay+ "5 Ts BApa, a - (2.5)

We end this section with a comment on the concept of dimension. It is natural to assign
to the superspace coordinates canonical (inverse length) dimensions (—1, —%) (for bosonic
and fermionic coordinates, respectively). This introduces a grading. All components of our
geometrical objects are conveniently labeled by their canonical dimension. Since an ordinary
bosonic vielbein, for example, is dimensionless, the vielbein 1-forms carry dimension —1
(E®) and —3 (E®). Their components have dimension 0 (E,,%, E,%), 3 (E;,®) and —3
(EL%). The torsion has components with dimensions running from 0 to % For dimensional
reasons, only the dimension-0 components (7;,3¢) can (and will) contain invariant tensors
of the structure group. Any calculation, like the main one of this paper, can be made
sequentially for increasing order of dimension, since there are no operators involved that
lower the dimension of component fields.

2.2 Conventional Constraints

As mentioned in the previous subsection, the constraints we will impose are of different
types. The property they have in common is that they are effectuated by fixing some com-
ponents of the torsion. This ensures the gauge covariance of the constraints, and therefore
of the resulting physical system. In principle, some of the constraints have the effect of elim-
inating certain superfluous components of the vielbein, i.e. components that after solving
the SSBI’s occur in combinations such that they can be removed by field redefinitions



(as can be seen by not enforcing these constraints). However, imposing them explicitly
in terms of vielbeins would be unfortunate, since such constraints would break diffeomor-
phism invariance. The vielbeins carry one coordinate index and one inertial index, and
the coordinate index can not be converted into an inertial index (the result would be the
unit matrix). The torsion components, on the other hand, carry an inertial index and in
addition two lower indices that can be taken in the inertial as well as in the coordinate
basis. All constraints are formulated in terms of the torsion, and in terms of components
with inertial indices only. Since such components are scalars under diffeomorphisms, this
is the only covariant procedure to impose constraints. As long as they are formulated in a
way that respects the local structure symmetry, all symmetries will be preserved.

Let us start by considering the conventional constraints [5, pg]. There are two kinds of
conventional constraints that can be associated with transformations of the spin connection
and the vielbein respectively, while the other is held constant. These two transformations
have the property that they leave the torsion SSBI in (P.J) invariant and therefore take a
solution of the SSBI’s into a new solution. This is the reason why we can use these kinds
of transformations in order to find an as simple solution to the SSBI’s as possible. The two
kinds of transformations clearly commute with each other.

The first kind shifts the spin connection by an arbitrary 1-form (with values in the
structure algebra) and leaves the vielbein invariant:

EA 5 EA

A A B A
QAB—>QAB+AAB} = T"—>T"+E>NAp”. (2.6)

This kind of redefinition serves to remove the independent degrees of freedom in €2, which
can be achieved by constraints on T as long as there are no irreducible representations
of the structure group residing in Q that do not occur in 7' (all structure groups under
consideration fulfill this requirement, as will be seen later). This shift is often expressed
as the torsion being absorbed in the spin connection. The canonical example is ordinary
bosonic geometry, where one gets Top® — Tap® + 24y ¢, where A is antisymmetric in the
last two indices, meaning that the transformation can be used to set the torsion identically
to zero, leaving the vielbeins as the only independent variables. In supergravity the analysis
is more subtle. Only certain representations in the torsion can be brought to zero.

The second kind of transformation consists of a change of tangent bundle, while the
connection is left invariant:

EA = EBMpA

QB 0B } = T4 T°Mp* + EP ADMp" . (2.7)
A A

Again, it is essential that one implements the constraints on the torsion. This will mean
that not all components in M can be used. In fact, the remaining degrees of freedom will
all reside in the component E,,* of negative dimension, as will become clear in section R.3.
The form of the transformation of 7" will in practice mean that the transformations have to
be implemented sequentially in increasing dimension, in order for the second term not to
interfere with constraints obtained by using the first term. We will do this in detail for 11d



supergravity below. This second kind of transformation has no relevance in purely bosonic
geometry—there M has dimension 0, and can not be used to algebraically eliminate torsion
components of dimension 1 (which are taken care of by the first kind of transformation,
anyway). It should also be noted that not all matrices M are relevant. If M is an element in
the structure group, the transformations in eq. (.7) can be supplemented by a transforma-
tion of the first kind from eq. (B-6) with suitable parameter (A = M~1dM + M QM — Q)
so that the total transformation is a gauge transformation.

2.3 Implementation of the Conventional Constraints

Having discussed the general aspects of conventional constraints and their associated trans-
formations, we would now like to go through the details for 11d supergravity.

The transformations (R.6) and (2.7) act in a highly non-linear way on torsion compo-
nents with inertial indices. This is because the inertial components even of an invariant
differential form change when the frame field is transformed. For example, the first term
in the torsion transformation of (R.7) reads

Tap® = (M )a® (M )P Tap McC + ... (2.8)

Instead of considering large transformations, bringing the torsion components in different
irreducible representations to their constrained values, we find it much simpler to treat
infinitesimal transformations. Then we just have to check that any transformation corre-
sponding to a conventional constraint acts by taking us out of the “constraint surface”; if
this is the case, the conventional constraint constitutes a valid choice.

We start by displaying a table of torsion components and transformation parameters
(A and M), classified according to dimension and further divided into irreducible repre-



sentations of the Lorentz group?.

Dim. Torsion A M
_% M,
0 T,5° (00000)&(01000)&3(20000) M, (00000)a(01000)a(20000)
@(10000)@(00100)&(11000) M,® (00000)a(10000)@(01000)
@©(00010)(10002) @©(00100)@(00010)G(00002)
% TopC (20001)2(10001)(01001) A,pC (01001)6(10001)6(00001) M,P (10001)4(00001)

®2(00001
T37 (00003)&(00011)& (00101
®2(01001)@3(10001)@3(00001

— — W —

1 TypC (11000)@(00100)@(10000) Ay (11000)6(00100)6(10000)
15"

[\SJ[eN]

Tabﬂy

Using a transformation parameter at a certain dimension affects the torsion compo-
nents at that dimension and higher, so we may implement the conventional constraints
sequentially in increasing dimension without the risk of subsequent transformations inter-
fering with conventional constraints already imposed.

At dimension —32, we have no torsion. Therefore, the transformation with M, is not

27
used. This means that we do not remove the degrees of freedom in E,,*. Note that we want
to avoid using a transformation to eliminate degrees of freedom at a higher dimension; this
is of course possible in principle, but would not lead to the algebraic elimination of entire
superfields.

At dimension 0, it is clear that the torsion components in (11000) and (10002) cannot
be algebraically removed, as they do not occur in M. We also note that the transfor-
mation To¢ — (M~1)0 (M~1)5% Ty g¥ My® is linear in the dimension-0 torsion, so it
will not be possible to set it to zero. Starting from the ordinary term 2I'C g, it is easily
seen that all representations except (11000) & (10002) are generated by a transforma-
tion. Out of the representations in the transformation parameter, some are still unused,
namely (00000) & (01000) & (00002). The (00000) will be interpreted later as correspond-
ing to a local Weyl (scale) transformation (when supplemented with the suitable trans-
formation of the connection). It is the combination M = 78,0, M,P = €°/26,° that
leaves I') 5 invariant. The (01000) is the combination (infinitesimally) M = 6,° + ¢ja°,
M.P =5,8+ z—:%(f‘“b)aﬁ jo? corresponding to a local Lorentz transformation. As argued in

3Representations of the Lorentz group Spin(1,10) are specified with standard Dynkin labels, where
(10000) is the vector and (00001) the spinor. Note that only the representations relevant for the conventional
constraints are explicitly displayed.

— 10 —



the previous subsection, such transformations, lying in the structure group, are irrelevant.
In conclusion, the general torsion at dimension 0 is

Taﬁc =2 (Faﬁc + %Faﬁdldechd%c + éraﬁdlmdsydlmd&c) ) (2’9)

where X and Y are in the representations (11000) and (10002) of the Lorentz group,
respectively, i.e., X[q,45,q) = 0, Xab,b =0, Yg,..a5,q) = 0, Yal...a4b,b = 0.

At dimension %, there is an overlap between the irreducible representations in A and M,
and one has to check that the corresponding transformations act on 7" in a non-degenerate
way. The choice of which representations to eliminate, among the ones multiply occurring
in 7', is not unique. Our choice is to eliminate one (10001) and one (00001) representation
in each of the Ty,°, T,57.

At dimension 1, finally, the conventional constraints are, as usual, T,;¢ = 0. This part
is identical to the elimination of 2 in bosonic gravity.

Once the conventional constraints have been fixed, using the transformations discussed
above, certain torsion components are constrained to vanish or to take certain values. The
torsion Bianchi identities, which are automatically satisfied when torsion is defined in terms
of vielbein and spin connection, then cease to be identities. In 11d supergravity, as in other
maximally supersymmetric theories lacking an off-shell supersymmetric formulation, the
Bianchi identities imply the field equations. The main philosophy of this paper is to turn
this property into an advantage. The set of physically distinct theories differ by the choice of
non-conventional constraints, as explained in the following subsection. Keeping the torsion
components connected to this last choice general does not take the theory off-shell, but
gives all allowed forms of the field equations. These components contain fields in a stress
tensor multiplet occurring in the field equations.

In conclusion, by using conventional constraints (for the case that the structure group
is the Lorentz group), the torsion is brought to the form
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dim 0: T,5¢ = 2<P“ﬁc

11000)
did (
AT as1% X, 4, (10002)
o (20001)
dim 3: Top® = Sp%a d (10001)
+2(F~(b5d))0¢n (00001)
+0;Sq
. 00003)
1 d 5] v (

Top? = 120F ; dZdl"'dE v (00011)
+24p 1. (Pdlng...dg,) (00101)
+L Fdl d5(1—‘d1d2Zd3d4d5)’y ~

C s g S '+ 3005 2y, 2(01001)
4—12F (P dods Zeyds 2 b = 10001)
+24I‘d1 ds (Pdl,,,d42d5)7 + Pilﬁ 2(Pd1 Zd2~)7 2( )

- /
+120Fd1 B A %fozlﬁdz (Cagyar Z')7 2(00001)
(2.10)
dim 1: Ty =0

1o (Do) g7 4% ) 2(00002)
+g(0NEB) Y Agydydga + 97 (Ca® )7 AY, g, 00
—|—§(Fd1d2) 'YAdldza + %(Fadldde)BVAZthds ;(8(1)(1)00;
H()g" Aga + 3 (Lo ) g7 AY 4, 2§10000)
(T ’YAd A ad8” (00000)
+(Ty) " (10002)
+%(Pd1 d5) 'YBdl..,d5,a (10010)

1 (di.. d4) "By, ..ds.a
+L ’ Lod, (10100)
) By (11000)
FHI) 0 B (20000)
+(I')57 By,a
) (01001)

dim %: Top” = tap” . (10001)
+2(Taty)” (00001)
+(Pabt)ﬁ/
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2.4 Physical (Non-Conventional) Constraints and Spinorial Cohomology

The form of torsion (R.1() arrived at in the previous subsection is actually the starting
point for the calculation of this paper, as it is presented in section . It is general enough
to contain any “deformation” allowed by supersymmetry, i.e., when substituted in the
torsion Bianchi identities it will contain components corresponding to the most general
stress tensor multiplet.

In order to arrive at a specific version of 11d supergravity, one has to make a few
more choices. It was shown in ref. [B7 that taking T,s¢ = 2I'C 5 at dimension zero gives
the superspace formulation of ordinary “undeformed” supergravity. In that paper, the
structure group was enlarged to include a Weyl (scale) transformation. As a byproduct of
our analysis, we will find the same result for the Lorentz group below.

There exists a very helpful method for determining exactly which torsion components
contain information of the deformation, i.e., which torsion components have to be subjected
to physical, or non-conventional, constraints, in order to put the theory on-shell expressed
in terms of the physical fields. This is the theory of spinorial cohomology, put forward
in the context of 10d super-Yang-Mills in ref. R, and further generalised in [BI], F7.
A purely tensorial definition, i.e., not relying on particular representations, was given in
B4]. We will not give a detailed account of the theory here. Its validity is general and
not confined to the supergravity considered in this paper. The statement obtained for 11d
supergravity is that the gauge transformation (diffecomorphism) parameter £ in (10000),
the vielbein E,® in (10001), the torsion 7,3 in (11000)@(10002) and the Bianchi identities
in (11001) & (10003) are part of a complex

¢ 2 E 35 17 5 B & (2.11)
(10000) — (10001) — (10002) — (10003) — (10004). .
N\ N\ N\
(11000) — (11001) — (11002). ..
\(12000)...

The operator A is a nilpotent fermionic “exterior derivative” given by the action of the co-
variant fermionic derivative together with a projection onto the relevant representations. Its
cohomology (seen as bosonic/fermionic components of superfields) describes gauge trans-
formations, physical fields and the stress tensor multiplet, respectively (the meaning of
cohomology at the level of Bianchi identities and higher has not been understood). The full
cohomology of 11d supergravity is summarised in the following table, where the entries are
denoted by the irreducible representations of the respective component fields, n denotes
the horizontal level in the complex (B.11) and the dimensions of the fields are given in the
vertical axis.
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n=>0 n=1 n=2 n=3 n=4 n=>5 n==~6

dim = -1 (10000)
1
-3 (00001) .

0 . (20000) .

1 (00001)

2 * (10001) * *

00010

1 * Ewooog * * *

3 00001

2 * * E10001§ * * °

(00000)(00002)
2 . . 00100)(01000 . . . .
10000(20000
g [ [ ] [ [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ]
00000) (00002
3 . . . 00100)(01000 . . .
10000(20000
7 00001
2 [ ] [ ] [ ] ElOOOl; [ ] [ ] [ ]
00010

4 [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] Eloooog [ ] [ ]
9 00001

2 [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] E]_OOO]_; [ ] [ ]
5) . . . o (20000) o .

% . . o . . (00001) .
6 . . . . . (10000) .
E [ [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ]

2

(2.12)
All information is thus contained in the lowest-dimensional superfield of each type. The
stress tensor fields, i.e., the deformations, are contained in the torsion representations
(11000) & (10002) at dimension 0. These are the ones encoding the exact form of the inter-
actions and, therefore, these are the ones that should be subjected to physical constraints.
The undeformed supergravity is thus obtained by imposing the physical constraint

Tos® =20 . (2.13)

2.5 Bianchi Identities and Undeformed Supergravity

Eleven-dimensional supergravity contains, in addition to the metric and the gravitino, a
3-form potential C' with field strength H = dC' and field equation d x H = %H N H.
These fields can be read off the table of spinorial cohomologies at n = 1, where the tensor
field enters via its field strength H, due to gauge invariance. We also find a spinor at
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dimension % and a vector at dimension 1, that will be interpreted as the Weyl connection.
Remember that spinorial cohomology is not a priori supersymmetric, in that it only encodes
objects of lowest dimensionality. Higher-dimensional Bianchi identities will restrict the
fields occurring. H may be promoted to a 4-form in superspace, but this is not necessary:
like all supergravity fields it is found in the geometric superspace variables. This subsection
contains a brief review of the Bianchi identity calculation in the undeformed case, with the
purpose of illustrating how the supergravity degrees of freedom arise, how the Bianchi
identities lead to the equations of motion, and to what extent the result is unique. Some
relevant equations for undeformed supergravity are collected in appendix A.

The torsion Bianchi identity is DT4 = E® A Rg#, which in inertial components reads

3R[ABc)D = 3D[ATBc)D + 3T[ABET1|E|C)D . (214)

The procedure for solving the Bianchi identities is to consider this equation, starting from
the lowest dimension and moving upwards, decomposing in all occurring irreducible repre-
sentations of the Lorentz group. If a curvature is allowed to carry a certain representation,
the information contained in eq. (R.14) is the value of this curvature component. The only
conditions on torsion components come from situations where the curvature is constrained
by the structure algebra. The role of the structure group is double in this sense: a larger
structure group serves on one hand to eliminate torsion components via conventional con-
straints of the first kind, on the other hand it gives fewer restrictions on the torsion through
the Bianchi identities.
The complete set of torsion Bianchi identities is

] 1. — e
dim. 5 3(ap)n)® = 3D(aTom) +3T(ap Tiely) +3T(ap Tl
] . 6 — 5 e 5 &
dim. 1: 3(R(ap)n® = 3D(aTpy) +3T(as Tely) +3T(ap" Tiel)
I

2(¢c(a)5)d+(Raﬁ)Cd = 2D(aTﬁ)cd+DcTa,Bd+Taﬁe¢Ecd+TaﬁsT€Cd
+2T(aTe|g) +2Te(a" Tje )¢

dim. 3: (Rap)e®+2(Re(a)s)’ = 2D Ty’ +DeTop’ +Tap Tec® +Tap Tec®
270 Tie1p)’ +2Te(a  Tle )
?
d d d d d (2'15)
(ﬁbc a[b ] = D&i‘bc +2D[ch]a +2Ta[be%e\c] +7‘bCETEa
+2Ta[bsT\s\c]d+TbcsTsad
dim. 2 2(Rapp)e)’+(Roc)a® = DaToc® +2DpTeja’ +2Tafp Tieje)*+Fpe Tea®
+2Ta[b6ﬂs\c]6+TbcETsaé
?
3(Riab)c)® = 3D The) 43T b Tle|c) “+3Tab" Tie |4
dim. : 3(Rav)cl® = 3DaToe)* +3T1ab°Tie))* +3T1ab" Te e
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Here, we have striked out curvature components that vanish due to the bosonic property of
the structure group and torsions that have been set to zero using the ordinary bosonic form
of the first kind of conventional constraint, and indicated with arrows curvature components
that are related to each other due to the Lorentz condition. Of course both the structure
group and the vanishing of certain torsion components has a finer structure than can be
taken care of by dividing into bosonic and fermionic indices; it has to be accounted for
by performing a full decomposition into irreducible representations. Note that only (linear
combinations of ) equations without curvature contain information.

According to the previous subsection, the only physical constraint that has to be
imposed on the conventionally constrained torsion of eq. (R.10) is

Tos°|(11000)@(10002) = 0-
The Bianchi identity at dimension % therefore reads
d d

Let us compare the content of irreducible representations in this equation, obtained as
(10000) ® (00001)®=3, to the one in the torsion according to eq. (B.10).

equation: (10003)@®(11001)@(20001)a&(00003)&(00011)E(00101)@2(01001)@3(10001)@2(00001)

2.17
torsion: (20001)@(00003)6(00011)(00101)2(01001)e3(10001)e3(00001) 2.17)

From this comparison it follows that the Bianchi identities may set the entire dimension—%
torsion to 0, except for a spinor. Note that it does not prove that this actually happens;
in principle, and this will be the case for Bianchi identities at higher dimension, there can
be a linear dependence between equations in the same representation when expressed in
terms of the torsion components, leading to more solutions for the torsion than would be
guessed by counting representations. At dimension %, however, there is no degeneracy, and
everything except for a single spinor is set to zero. A detailed calculation shows that all
1

dlmen81on-§ components of the torsion in eq. (2.1() vanish except for the spinors S, Z and

' and that Z = 3 S — 445.

The procedure at dimension % illustrates the general method. At dimension 1, de-
composing in irreducible representations and taking into account the Lorentz condition,
gives the non-vanishing torsion components A, Aq, A, Agpeqd and A’ .. together with the

relations (only relations where curvature components are eliminated are displayed)

DS = —42244 |
DT,S = 644, = —64A!
DTS =
Dl gpeS =0,
DTUupedS = —1408(Aaped + 2A%0.4)
DT ppeqeS = 0 . (2.18)

Note that this implies D(QS’B) = 2I'} s Aa.
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In the following subsection, we demonstrate how the spinor S and the vector A, are
identified as spinor and vector components of a Weyl (scaling) connection, and how they
can be brought to zero by a conventional constraint. The rest of the discussion in the
present subsection is based on this being done.

The remaining calculation for the undeformed 11d supergravity is well known, and
we will not relate all details leading to equations of motion etc. In the absence of S, one
finds the only non-vanishing torsion components at dimension 1 to be Agpeq and AL, .,
with the relation Agpeq + 2A.,., = 0. This field is identified as proportional to the 4-form
field strength H of 11d supergravity (see appendix A), i.e., TpgY ~ (Fdld?dS)g'deldﬂSa —
%(Fadl“'d‘*) 3 Hyg, . a,- At dimension %, the torsion T,;" is the gravitino field strength, and
its gamma traces are set to zero as equations of motion, t,7 = 0, t¥ = 0. In addition, one
gets from the Bianchi identities information about how the gravitino field strength sits
inside the superfield H: Dy Hgpeq ~ (F[abfcd])a. At dimension 2, the Weyl tensor appears
in the representation (02000) and is expressible as (schematically) Dt + H?. The Bianchi
identities at this dimension imply the Bianchi identities as well as the field equations for
H together with the Einstein equations.

2.6 The Weyl Connection

Apart from the ordinary supergravity fields, the only freedom allowed by the torsion Bianchi
identities resides in the spinor superfield S at dimension % From the dimension—% Bianchi
identities it follows that it is constrained to obey the equation D(QS’ 8)—2IG, ﬁAc = 0. Letting
Vo = 8, Vy = —%Aa, and V = dZ4Vy, this equation is the dimension-1 component of
dV = 0. Indeed, without going into details, it is confirmed that the Bianchi identities at
dimension % and 2 imply that the 1-form V is closed. Modulo topologically non-trivial
configurations, V is exact, V = d¢, where ¢ is a scalar superfield of dimension 0.

We now recall that there was a scalar transformation among the ones connected to
conventional constraints that was never used. This “Weyl transformation” can be used
to shift ¢ to zero. In the present situation, where we have already chosen conventional
constraints at dimension % and higher, this has to be done carefully. The reason why we
always perform conventional transformations by increasing dimension was that they affect
torsion components also at higher dimension. Shifting ¢ affects the torsion constraints
already fixed, and has to be accompanied by new conventional transformations in order to
restore the constraints*. For example, at dimension %, all torsion is eliminated by a Weyl
rescaling with o = —g—gqb, followed by a conventional transformation of the first kind with
AS, = —%e‘ﬂf;ﬁDqﬁ)a and one of the second kind with M,? = ﬁe_% (T.D¢)P.

If ¢ is a non-trivial flat connection, it can no longer be set to zero, but it can be
shifted to a representative in its cohomology class. Such non-trivial Weyl connections have
been used to construct massive supergravity in lower dimensions [pg, fY]. Even though the
formulation due to Howe [27] with a structure group enlarged to encompass scalings is more
geometrical, the exact same statements hold true for the Lorentz group formulation: the two

AThere exists a choice of conventional constraints adapted to Weyl transformations, where this is not
needed. Unfortunately, this is not the convention adopted in this paper.
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versions are completely equivalent (recall the fact that a conventional transformation of the
second kind with values in the structure group can be traded for a gauge transformation).

An interesting question is whether the flatness of the Weyl connection remains in the
deformed theory. This question can equally well be addressed with or without a Weyl
component of the structure group. As we will see in section [, the answer is negative.

2.7 The 4-form

The 4-form field strength H occurs as a component of the torsion at dimension 1 in the
geometric approach to 11d supergravity pursued here. As is well known, it can also be
promoted to a 4-form in superspace, which we denote by the same letter. Its components
have dimensions ranging from —1 (Hygys) to 1 (Hgpeq). H can be expressed as the exterior
derivative of a superspace 3-form potential C, H = dC, so its Bianchi identity reads
dH = 0. Conventional constraints corresponding to redefinitions of the potential may be
imposed, analogous to the ones redefining the vielbein in section (P.g), whereupon the
Bianchi identities cease to be automatically satisfied.

The gauge transformations, field content and deformations are now related to coho-
mologies of another complex, namely that containing I'-traceless parts of n symmetrised
spinors:

.3 A 8 ¢ 5 H 5 Bl .. (2.19)
(00000) — (00001) — (00002) — (00003) — (00004) — (00005). . .
N\ N\ N\ N\
(01000) — (01001) — (01002) — (01003). ..
N\ N\
(02000) = (02001). ..

The non-conventional constraint that has to be imposed in order to obtain the unde-
formed supergravity is the vanishing of the dimension -1 components of H in the repre-
sentations (02000) & (01002) & (00004). The Bianchi identities then imply the equations of
motion for the fields.

The cohomology of the complex (P.19) is [B1]]
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dim = —3 (00000)
—% [ ] [ ]
-2 o (10000) o
—% L] L] [ ] L]
_ 01000
1 (] (] 3100003 . .
1
-3 . ° (00001) ° ° .
00000
O [ ] [ ] [ ] 00100 [ ] [ ] [ ]
20000
1 00001
2 L] L] [ ] 510001; L] L] [ ] L]
1 L] L] [ ] L] L] [ ] [ [ ]
3 00001
2 L] L] [ ] L] Eloool; L] [ ] L]
00000
2 [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] 00100 [ ] [ ] [ ]
20000
2 . . . . . (00001) . .
01000
3 L] L] [ ] L] L] EIOOOO; [ ] [
% L] L] [ ] L] L] L] [ ] L]
4 . . . . . ° (10000) .
% [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ]
5% . . . . . . . (00000)
11
7 L] L] [ ] L] L] L] [ ] L]
(2.20)

It is interesting to compare the cohomologies here, referred to below as “H-cohomology”
to the ones obtained for the geometric quantities stated in eq. (.19) (“geometric cohomol-
ogy”). Starting with the gauge transformations, we see that they, in addition to the spinor
and vector parameters of superspace diffeomorphisms, contain a 2-form of dimension -1,
which is expected. At the level of fields, the 4-form field strength in the geometric coho-
mology (that can only contain quantities invariant under 2-form gauge transformations) is
replaced by the 3-form potential. In addition, there is a scalar at dimension 0. The spinor
at dimension % is still present, but the vector is absent. At the level of the field equations,

we find representations fitting the Einstein equations as well as the gravitino equations
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both in the H-cohomology and in the geometric one. The representation corresponding to
the equation of motion for C' is present in both, and the Bianchi identity in (00002) has
gone away, which is consistent with the formulation being based on the potential instead
of the field strength.

In short, the differences between the two cohomologies are in part attributed to the
replacement of the field strength by its potential, in part to a difference concerning the
Weyl connections.

We should mention that although all fields are contained in the cohomology of the
3-form C, there is no existing formalism based solely on this field, without reference to
superspace geometry. One should therefore not a priori interpret components of the H-
cohomology not present in the geometric cohomology to constitute independent fields or
deformations. Similarly, a field or deformation occurring in the geometric cohomology but
not in the H-cohomology should not be ruled out by inspection only, since it may be present
without explicitly occurring in e.g. the H field.

In the undeformed supergravity, the components in (02000) @& (01002) & (00004) at
dimension —1 are taken to vanish. This is the non-conventional constraint. The scalar at
dimension 0 occurs because Hgpys is not invariant under Weyl transformations. It is not
possible to set it equal to 2(I'44)~s by a conventional transformation related to redefinitions
of C'. A conventional Weyl rescaling of the vielbein is needed for this.

It is clear that the cohomology in (02000) @ (01002) & (00004) in H,g.s is sufficient
to encode modifications to the equations of motion for all fields in 11d supergravity. A
detailed analysis of the superspace Bianchi identities for H up to dimension 0 has been
performed in ref. [B4].

It has been widely assumed, mostly for sesthetical reasons, that formulations with or
without explicit use of H should be equivalent. This is certainly the case for undeformed
supergravity. It is not obvious, however, that this statement remains true in the deformed
case. As we will see in the following section, the purely geometrical approach of this pa-
per allows for non-vanishing Weyl curvature, which is expressible in terms of the torsion
components in (11000) @ (10002) at dimension 0. On the other hand, the H-cohomology
does not contain the vector component of the Weyl connection. The geometric cohomology
contains the Bianchi identity for the H-field, and we are not guaranteed that a deformation
will allow for the identification of a globally closed 4-form, although this is of course not
excluded.

It was shown in [B4] that the system including the H field implies the Bianchi identities
in the geometric picture, up to dimension % Provided no new constraints arise at dimen-
sions higher than % (this is indeed the case at dimension 1 as we will see in the following
sections), this shows that the H field formulation implies the geometric formulation.

For the two formulations to be equivalent the converse should hold as well, and one
would expect to find integrability conditions on the X and Y tensors in (11000) @ (10002)
stating their integrability to the tensors in (02000) & (01002) @ (00004). As explained in
detail in the following section, so far we have not found any candidates up to dimension 1
for such conditions, other than the constraints in (11001) & (10003). However, it is not at
all clear that the latter can play this role.
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A conclusion concerning the equivalence of our geometric approach with the one con-
taining the superspace 4-form has to await further results at the level of the equations of
motion.

3. Deformed Supergravity

In this section we solve the SSBI’s by using the most general form of the torsion components,
subject to the conventional constraints analysed previously. In particular, this implies that
the zero-dimension component of the torsion includes the X and Y tensors introduced in
equation (2.9). Recall that X and Y are set to zero in the case of ordinary 11d supergravity
and as a consequence most of the torsion components are set to zero by the SSBI’s. As we
have seen in section R.J, the only components of the torsion that are not set to zero by the
SSBI’s correspond to the 4-form field strength H := Ay = —2A’( n and the gravitino field
strength t. The curvature tensor R appears at dimension 2.

In the deformed case, this is no longer the case: the SSBI’s will now solve for the
previously vanishing components of the torsion in terms of (derivatives of) X and Y. It is
by substituting X and Y into the SSBI’s and solving up to dimension 2, that one arrives at
the deformed equations of motion and, eventually, the lagrangian, after specifying X and
Y in terms of the physical fields. Clearly, in this approach the deformation is parametrised
by X, Y.

Eleven-dimensional supergravity has no coupling constant, since there is no scalar in
11d whose VEV could play this role. There is, however, the possibility of a low-energy
(curvature) expansion in the Planck length ¢p. It is believed that the first such correction
occurs at order 6?3, corresponding to the still undetermined R* superinvariant®. As has
recently been shown in [B3], at order 6?13 there appears a superinvariant which turns out
to be topological in nature in that it can be removed by appropriately shifting the flux
quantisation condition of the gauge field. More generally, let us introduce a deformation
parameter 8 and consider the tensors X and Y to be of order 8. The reader may want to
think of 8 as being proportional to E?D, but our analysis is valid irrespectively of the actual
value of 5. We treat the problem of solving the deformed Bianchi identities perturbatively,
to first order in . This means, in particular, that we ignore terms quadratic or higher in
X, Y 6. Furthermore the Weyl spinor S is also of order f, since it is set to zero by the
SSBI’s in the undeformed case. However, as noted in [27], this is only true for a simply
connected space-time manifold. We will henceforth assume this to be the case.

Let us now turn to the actual procedure of solving the deformed SSBI’s. Just as in
the undeformed case, we need to project onto each irreducible representation. This is most
conveniently done by appropriately contracting with gamma matrices. The computation is
straightforward and conceptually the same as in the undeformed case. It is however much
more tedious and we have found GAMMA [F]], 7] to be an extremely useful tool.

®Subject to some plausible assumptions, it was argued in [@] that there is a unique R* superinvariant
consistent with the C A Xg Chern—Simons term.

5Note that this an improvement on the analysis of [E7 @] where non-linear terms of the form HY and
bosonic derivatives of Y were ignored. In addition, in those references X was set to zero.
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The reader can find all the details of the calculation in app. B. Here we summarise a
few salient points:

e At dimension %, the BI’s impose constraints on the tensors X, Y. Explicitly these
read

Yall...as,b =0 )
1
Yallaz,b = ?Xélag,b ) (31)

where the superscript refers to the #-level of the corresponding superfield; our notation is
further explained in app. B. These constraints restrict the possible deformations, i.e., the
possible admissible expressions of X, Y in terms of physical fields. The problem of finding
the explicit form of X, Y which satisfy (B.1]) and are not removable by field redefinitions
of the form

[}

Taﬁ — Tgﬁ + D(a(SEB)a , (3.2)

is equivalent to solving the spinorial cohomology problem for the theory [B], f7]. The case
referred to here, i.e., when X, Y are functions of the physical fields of the theory, was
dubbed in [B4] ‘spinorial cohomology with physical coefficients’. This is to be contrasted
with ‘spinorial cohomology with unrestricted coefficients’, in which case X, Y are freely
given superfields. The latter cohomology is summarised, for the case of 11d supergravity, in
table (R-19) of section P.4. Spinorial cohomology with unrestricted coefficients is isomorphic
to pure spinor cohomology [24, [, which has recently found application in the covariant
quantisation of the superstring [[J].

e All the components of the dimension—% torsion are solved for in terms of (spinor
derivatives of) X, Y, except for the Weyl spinor S. However, this does not imply that S
is an extra degree of freedom, because its derivative D(QSB) (which is part of the Weyl
curvature) is completely determined in terms X, Y, by the dimension-1 BI. Explicitly

DT, S = 644, ,
11 ~ o
gDFabS = 4D Xy p + A" MY, e + 1640, + 7240,
11 ~ ) 1 L .
_Dral---ass = _4D6Ya1---a5,€ - 120A[a1a2a3ZXa4a5},i + _6[a1a2a3|i1---isAZ”2Z3|a4\YZ4mZ87|a5} :

8 3

(3.3)

Note that once the deformation is turned on, i.e., for X, Y # 0, the Weyl curvature ceases
to be flat.

e At dimension 1 the SSBI’s impose a number of equations which appear to be new
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constraints on X, Y. Explicitly

40 Xuars = 135 A 0 Vg 22 Xy = 2 X0

‘1‘% a21a2,b 3?(750 b (11000) ,
Aoyﬁim,b:;;A a(ltzzagb_%DXalaza&b 1g§OX31a2a3,b

- % zazag,b - % a21a2a3,b - 534—70 aiazasz,b

- 173@ atazas b (10100) ,
Aox® = Saox® e W oy AT e

e a4,b+§3Xi s+ X

- D2 s 22V aui %Yz’f..%b

-V s (10010) .
Aoy, - —X Aoy EXE L,

— Xa a5, Yfl asb 3Ya21’ asb
+5Ye s +4Yf{” wot g Dyam (10002) |,
DYq, ass 55AoXa1 a5+ 322040V sd0x2
+840X2 ) — TISOY2 .y — 7560Y1 s
+ 5880Y,Y .+ 6720Y,2" 4+ 5600Y,2"", (10002) , (3.4)

where the quantities involved are defined in app. B. However, all these should follow from

the d1mens1on—% constraints (B.J)). This is expected merely on the grounds of representation

theory. Namely, taking the tensor product of a spinor and the irreducible representations
1

occurring in the dimension-5 constraints, leads to a number of irreducible representations

occurring in the dimension-1 SSBI. These are exactly the ones we find above. Explicitly
(00001) ® (11001) = (11000) & (10100) @ (10010) & (10002) @ ... ,

(00001) ® (10003) = (10002) & ... .
(3.5)

In conclusion, no new constraints on X and Y occur at dimension 1.

e The fact that we find no new constraints on X and Y at dimension 1 is a strong
indication that the computation we have done is correct”, since any computational er-
ror generically introduces extra constraints. This also implies that there are no bugs in

GAMMA [5, FJ.

"The results in the previous publications [E7 @] are not entirely correct.
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e Apart from the purely geometrical description of 11d supergravity in terms of the
torsion, the system admits an alternative formulation in terms of a closed 4-form in super-
space. The SSBI's for the 4-form were analysed in detail in [B4] and constraints analogous
to (B.]) were derived. It was also shown how to make contact with the supertorsion for-
mulation, by deriving the expressions of X, Y in terms of the lowest, purely spinorial,
component of the 4-form. Furthermore it was shown that these expressions should auto-
matically satisfy the supertorsion constraints (B.J]). In other words, the 4-form formulation
implies the geometric one.

The converse is less straightforward: If the geometric and the 4-form formulations turn
out to be equivalent, the constraints (B.1) will be the integrability conditions for the system
to be equivalent to a closed 4-form in superspace. It is far from clear, however, that this
will turn out to be the case.

e The problem of computing explicit representatives of spinorial cohomology with
physical coefficients is extremely complicated in general, even at order E?D. It was argued
in [B4] that it would be advantageous to tackle this issue within the context of the 4-
form (or the ‘dual’ 7-form) formulation of supergravity. In order to arrive at the deformed
equations of motion and eventually at the lagrangian, one would still need to make contact
with the geometric formulation of the present paper. In this sense the two approaches are
complementary.

e It was argued in [B4] that no new constraints appear at dimensions higher than %
We have seen that this is indeed the case at dimension 1. We expect this result to hold at
higher dimensions as well. This means in particular that at dimension % the SSBI’s simply
solve for the corresponding components of the torsion. In practice, instead of continuing
our analysis of the SSBI’s at dimension % or higher, in order to arrive at the equations of
motion it is more convenient to simply substitute the explicit expressions of X, Y in terms
of the physical fields directly into the BI, along the lines of [B(].

Let us briefly review the procedure. As we can see from (.15) the dimension—% torsion
component is given by the spinor derivative of the dimension-1 torsion which is, in its turn,
given by two spinor derivatives on X, Y. Schematically:

Ty ~ DoT1 ~ D3X +D3Y . (3.6)

The relevant objects to compute are then D, X and D,Y. To first order in 3, this can
readily be done as follows. Recall that X, Y are assumed to be functions of the physical
field strengths of the theory H,t, R. The action of the spinor derivative on the latter is
known (from the undeformed theory) to lowest order in /. Schematically

Do H =t+0(B),

D,t =R+ 0H + H*> + 0O(p3) ,

DoR =0t + Ht + O(p) . (3.7)
As noted before, the tensors X, Y are of order O(3). Therefore the O(j3) terms in (B.7)
can be ignored as they would give rise to O(?) terms in D, X, D,Y.

In appendix B, we use the described method to compute some of the relevant SSBI’s
at dimension % and 2, leading to equations of motion.

— 24 —



4. Summary and conclusions

M-theory has, as far as we know, no coupling constants in which to do perturbation theory,
and is therefore often viewed as a non-perturbative second quantised theory without well
defined one-particle states. As a consequence, in order to avoid discussing the full theory
we must rely on some kind of low energy approximation. At low energies the theory has
eleven-dimensional supersymmetry and local Lorentz covariance, and one may ask which
generalizations of ordinary eleven-dimensional supergravity are compatible with imposing
only these symmetries. This may or may not yield a more general structure than a low
energy approximation of M-theory.

In this paper we implement these symmetries by the use of superspace. From the
supervielbein one defines in a standard fashion the supertorsion and super-Riemann tensors,
and derives their respective super-Bianchi identities which we refer to as the geometric
SSBI’s. This step has in fact introduced all three fields in low energy eleven-dimensional
supergravity; the elfbein, the spin % field and the three-index antisymmetric tensor gauge
field. This can be seen by setting the zero dimension torsion tensor equal to a gamma
matrix which turns the SSBI’s into the lowest order dynamical supergravity equations
corresponding to all the three fields [P7].

However, as explained in sect. P.3, by using only the freedom of performing field redef-
initions on the supervielbein and spin connection one finds that the zero dimension torsion
component is in the most general situation actually expressed in terms of two unspecified
tensor superfields, X and Y, in certain representations of the Lorentz structure group.

In section f we have taken a step towards solving the SSBI’s in terms of these two
tensors by presenting the solution to linear order in X and Y of all SSBI’s of dimension

% and 1. This solution is then used in order to obtain deformed equations of motion at

dimension % and 2. The problem of finding explicit forms of the equations of motion is
then shifted to finding out the structure of the tensors X and Y in terms of the physical
gauge covariant fields, i.e., the Riemann tensor etc. This is a very difficult problem, much
more complex than the corresponding problem in SYM, simply because the number of
independent combinations of fields in the appropriate representations is large, but once
the structure of X and Y are known the full theory is obtainable (as can be seen from the
formulas in app. B). The analysis of X and Y is a kind of spinorial cohomology problem,
discussed previously in the simpler case of super-Yang-Mills theory in ref. [29, B4, BZ. In the
case of supergravity some results were recently derived in ref. [BJ], where the cohomology
was solved to order Egjg. At this order the first possible non-trivial term appeared which turns
out to be purely topological in nature and related to the 4-form quantisation conditions
discussed by Witten in ref. [f4]. The often discussed R? terms are expected at order ¢%
and will require a substantial amount of work to analyse in full generality. Even the task
of just writing down an Ansatz for X and Y in terms of the physical fields (obeying the
undeformed field equations) looks formidable, since the independent combinations in the
representations of X and Y at this dimension are counted in thousands. We would like to
return to this in a future publication, but think that input of some other kind is needed to
avoid that type of brute force calculation.
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A different approach to finding the form of X and Y is to introduce also the superspace
BI’s for the gauge fields, either the one for the 4-form field strength only or in combination
with the SSBI’s for the dual 6-form potential. In the latter case the anomaly related term
(3X3g in the lagrangian can be most naturally introduced in superspace via the generalised
SSBI dH7 = %H4 A Hy + Xg. Once this is done the central role played by the dimension
zero torsion is taken over by the lowest dimension component of the the 4-form H,4, namely
H, .5 as discussed in detail in [B4]. Restricting this field affects the structure of the theory,
e.g., setting it to zero leaves the theory in the lowest second order form [2d]. More important,
however, is that the deformation in the geometric sector can probably more easily be derived
by relating it to the deformation in the gauge sector, as emphasised in [B4, Bg].

In fact, the geometric sector of the superspace version of the theory may be viewed as
secondary to the gauge sector. That is, since the supertorsion tensor appears explicitly in
the component equations of the gauge SSBI’s one can obtain the geometric deformation in
terms of the deformation in the gauge sector and consistency will probably also require the
geometric SSBI’s to be satisfied. The cohomology tables presented in sect. [l have a bearing
on this issue. As one can see by comparing the tables, the geometric and gauge systems
do not seem to be in a one to one correspondence, a fact that is not yet understood.
The differences were discussed in sect. P.7, where some of them where explained. Some
differences remain obscure, however, among them the question of the existence of a closed
4-form in the geometric formulation. Perhaps the most efficient way to proceed will in the
end turn out to be to use all the SSBI’s simultaneously, provided the discrepancies between
the cohomology tables are not a symptom of any deeper structural differences between the
two systems.
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A. Undeformed 11d supergravity in superspace

The nonzero components of the supertorsion and supercurvature of undeformed 11d super-
gravity are given by

Top® =2(I')ap

1 1
Tog" = ~35 ((Fde)BﬂyHabcd + g(rabcde)ﬁ’yHade> (A1)

(the field strength H is related to the torsion component A used in this paper by H = —6A)
and

1 d 1 def
Raﬁab = _g <(FC )aBHabcd + ﬂ(rabcdef)ocBHc

Roped = —(ToTea)a — (FeTpa)a + (FaThe)a - (A.2)
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Note that the Lorentz condition implies

1
RABaB = ZRABcd(PCd)aB . (A3)

The action of the spinorial derivative on the physical field strengths and their equations of
motion are given by

Do Hapea = _12(F[achd])a

1
DaTabB = ZRabcd(FCd)aﬁ - 2D[aTb}a5 - 2T[a|a6T’\b}eB

Do Raped = 2D Rojpjed — Tab Reacd + 2T(aja Rejpjea (A.4)
and
Do Hyege) = 0
D' H pope = —2(T1!)2€abcd1...dngl"'d4Hd5"'d8
(I*Top)a =0
Rap — %nabR = —1—12 <Hadngbdfg - %nabdegedege> : (A.5)

The above equations can be integrated to an action whose bosonic part is given by eq.

).

B. Solution of the SSBI’s

In this section we present the full details of our solution to the SSBI's at dimension %

and dimension 1, and partial results (deformations of the equations of motion) at di-
mension % and 2. The procedure was explained in the main body of the paper: the tor-
sion components are expanded in irreducible representations as in (£.10) of section P.5,
and substituted into the SSBI’s given in equation (R.I7). By appropriately contracting
with gamma matrices one then projects onto each irreducible representation. The fields
Haped = Aabed = —24% .45 tan”, Rabed, are the only ones that are non-zero in the ordinary
(undeformed) eleven-dimensional supergravity. All other superfields are of linear order in
the deformation parameter 3, as explained in section [J. In the following we discard terms
of order O(/3?). This is the only approximation we use.

A note on notation: A tilde denotes a spinor superfield (e.g. S ). A numerical superscript

n on the superfield A denotes a superfield A™ sitting at 6"-level in A.

B.1 The dimension-1 SSBI’s

The SSBI at dimension % reads

d d E d
0= Riap)" = DTpy” + T(ap” TiEN" (B.1)
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It decomposes in irreducible representations as

(00001)®+3 © (10000) =
x (00001) @ (00003) & (00011) @ (00101)@
x (01001) @ 3 x (10001) & (10003) & (11001) & (20001) (B.2)

Since the SSBI involves the fields at §!-level in X and Y, we also need to expand D, X, az,b
and D,Y,, 45 into irreducible tensors. Explicitly:

DYy, sy =5 ( Y]

az...as)b

+PbYa1 a5>
6
1 1 1
+ 10 <F[ala2Ya3a4a5]b + Pb[al Yaz...ad + ?}/[[11...[14770«5117)

12
1 1
+ 10 (F[a1a2a3Ya4a5]b + Pb[alag Ya3a4a5} + 7 [a1Fa2Ya3a4ad]>

18
+5 <F[a1...a4Ya15}b + Fb[amzasyalws] + 7 bla Fa2‘13ya14ao}>

24
+ <Fa1...a5Ybl + Pb[al...a4Ya15] + 777b[a1 a2a3a4Y1}>

+ Yo asp+ 50 Ya, . as),p T 1017 Y, b

a1a2 -~ azaqas

+ 10P[a1a2a3Ya4a5]7b + 5P[a1...a4Ya5]7b (B3)

and

3
DXayazb =2 (Fchluaz T Xlg]b) <F0102Xb Dyfa, X } + 10X[a177t12} >

+ ZF[alX;ﬂ Xllaz b - (B4)
The inversions which we will need later are
10
1
X, = 1287I‘”DXUCL ,
4 1 ..
X;1a2 = 117(F DXaiazi — _F[a1IUDXijv|aﬂ) )
1 10, 3
Xaras = 777 (T'DXiar,0) + 55 (@1 DXijla)) »
., (B.5)
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1

Yall.. as — 195 (PZDYal .as5 1 P[alijDYag...as]i,j 2 [alaQZ]kDYa3a4ad}2],k
1 1
+ Er[mazaawk DY, asas|ijk,l + 24F[a1 a4Z]klmDYa5}ijkl,m) )
1 4 3
Yall .ag T 312 (FZ)DYal agij T F[al ZJkDY azazaqlij,k — 1_0F[a1a2 ZJMDY azaqlijk,l
- 1_5F[a1a2agwklmDYa4]ijkl m) )
3 3 -
Yallazag = 936 (FZ]kDYauzzagz] k — [ ijlDYagag}zgk,l - _Or[alazljklmDYag}ijkl,m) )
1 2
1 kel jklm
Ya1a2 = 3510 (FZ] DYamzzykl + 5P[a12] DYQQ]Z]k)l m) ;
1 )
Yal = mrwklmD}/ijklm,a ’
1 6
1 _ kel klm
ai,a2 ~ 5616 (Fl] DY]k:l(al,az) 35F(a1‘l‘7 DY]k‘lm ‘az)) s

c

(B.6)

where the ellipses stand for the irreducible representations which drop out of the SSBI’s

and will not be needed in the following. Plugging the above and the explicit expressions

for the torsion components (2.10) into the SSBI, we get

Zal ab — _5Ya11 ..as’
~ 13
al...a4d — _7Ya11 ..a4
~ 39
Zal a3 — _ﬂYall...aga
~ 1 255
Zah = gX;b 112 b
~ 17 25
Z/ab = _gXéb 1_6Ya1b7
5 693, 198
“T4607 " 11507
o 221 741,
“T 0200 1610 7
~ 923 221
I aslog
T . 115Ya’
- 3 -
Z =—_5,
88
. 1 -~
Z'=——5
4477
Yall asb = 0,
1.4
Ya1a2 b — 7Xa1a2,b7
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B.2 The dimension-1 SSBI’s

We now turn to the SSBI’s at dimension 1. There are two such equations, namely

Roge” = 2D (o Tp)” + DeTop® + Tug" T + 2T, " Tip)p)* (B.20)
é 4 E )
Riapy)” = Dalsy)” + Tap Tipp” - (B.21)

These decompose as

(00001)®+? @ (10000)®2 = (00000) & 3 x (10000) & 3 x (01000)a
2 x (00100) & 2 x (00010) & 3 x (00002)e
2 x (10002) & 2 x (10010) & 2 x (10100)&
2 x (11000) & 2 x (20000) & . .. (B.22)

and

(00001)®+3 ® (00001) = (00000) & 2 x (10000) & 3 x (01000)&
3 % (00100) @ 3 x (00010) & 4 x (00002)c
3 x (10002) & 2 x (10010) @ 2 x (10100)a
2 x (11000) & (20000) & . .. | (B.23)

respectively. We will need the §%-level expansion of Xab,er Yabede,f- We have

(00001)®=2 ® (10002) = (01000) & 2 x (00100) & 2 x (00010) & 2 x (00002)
5 x (10002) & 4 x (10010) & 3 x (10100)&
2 x (11000) & x (20000) & . .. (B.24)

and

(00001)®22 © (11000) = (01000) & (00100) & (00010) & (00002)
2 x (10002) @ 2 x (10010) & 2 x (10100)&
2 x (11000) & % (20000) & .. . . (B.25)

— 30 —



Explicitly we expand
D[aDB]Yal .as,b

10
= F[awzeyéam}be + Fb[al az asle T ?nb[al I, a23a4a5}6162
6 (F[al~~~a4616263Ya5]be162e3 + I‘b[awwz’)elews ai/as}eleze:; + ?nb[alra203“4elme4 azs/]el...m)
+ Dlarasas Yarasjpe T DolarasYonasasle — gnb[alrazaae Y2 tleres
+ %(Fal...arelem’ybelegeg + Dylareas Y2 s — gnb[alfa,..%]el “aYZ )
+ Clayazas Yaraslp + Dolaras Yasasas] — gnb[al Lazas Y gasle
+ %(Falmaselezybem + Thfayas Y rer — gnb[al L D

6
+ F[a1 a4Yar}b + Fb[a1aza3}/a4a 5] + 777b[a1FCLQCLSCL4 a5]e

2
+ §(F[ala2|ele2y1ezla3a4a s 1 Fb[al\ 2Y1ez\a2 L })

2/
* 2 (P[ala2|ele2Ye e2lazasas],b + P[alaﬂ 162Y61625\asa4 as) * ?nb[alr@‘616263}21626:)"&3&4’&5})
1 2 2
+ ﬁ (P[al...a4|el 64Y61/./..64|a5],b + Fb[a1a2a3‘el 64Y61// 64‘(14,&5])
1 2 2
4 ﬁ (P[alma4|61 64Ye ///64|a5] . 4 F[al a4|€1 64Y 1//le4b ‘ad
24 .
+ gnb[alrazagadmmeo 621,./.,.65,\115})
4 Ya21””a5,
3 2
+ Tayaz)” Ye|a3a4a5} b+ Lbfay|” Ye\az as] ~ 14l Lyt 2Ylezlaz’)am%]
5)
+ F[aulz\ Ye|a3a4a5} b + F[a1a2| Yb\a3a4 as] ?le[a ‘12|6162Y;162|¢13¢147045]
1
+ 6 (P[al...a4‘616263}221,2263|a5} + Fb[a1a2a3‘6162e3}221,2263‘a4,a5}
1 2
B 2_877b[a1ra2a3a4|61 64Yelu 64,\‘1’})
1 2 2 5 2
+ 6 (F[m...a4\616263Ye1lgze3|ar} bt F[a1...a4\616263Ye1,g263b las] — ?nb[alrawwﬂq 64Yelm 64,\11’})
2
+ F[alazas\ v clasas)b T Fb[a1a2| 6\a3a47a5] 7nb[a1Fa2a3|ele2Y51€2|a4va5]
2 2
"‘F[alazag\ey lasas],b — F[awzagl Yeb/\a4,a5] - ?nb[mPaQa:’)le ? e1/ezla47a5]
1
* 6 (Fal---areleze3 Ye21/é263,b + Pb[al~~~a4\616263ye21,22637|a5})
6 2
+ F[a1a2a3Ya4a 5],b + 777b[a1ra2a3| Ye\a47a5]
1 2
+ 5 (Fal...a5elezyle2 b+ I‘b[a1 .a4| 162Ye1,627|a ])
4 2
+ F[a1a2a3a4 ar] b + 777b[alra2a3a4| Y ‘a ]
... (B.26)
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and

1
§D[o¢DB} Xalaz,b

= %(F[aleIGZEBng}belezeg — Ty 2B X erenes — 70"l T X e en)
%(F[alel”Xi]belez — Dy X erer — 130 M T X g ees)
+ %(Pala2ele2Xl?elez — Dy, L2 X ey + %nb[alrag]ele263Xezlegeg)
F Tasas XE = Ty, X2 1o g 2 X,
X2, ot~ T X i )
+ 150 (Taa™ axz B s A
+ %(T[a1\616263){@21@2@3\@],17 — Ty 29X elanasl — %nb[aﬂ X7 erlaa)
+%@[F”@@m%mw+F[FQ@@QQWM+1WMT1“XiQMM
+ %(P[al\eleQXezleﬂag] b= Do X oy g + 310nb[al|F616263Xe216263,|a2])
l(r[aﬂeleQXez/eﬂag] b+ Tlar| X b jan) — 1%%[@\T616263X621/6263,\a2})
+ ;(Falaflerelez b= Doar| X2, ey an])
Xa1a2 b
+Tayas° X@ — Dyjay” X Jaz]
o (B.27)

Let us also note that

1 ctj
~(Dlay ]kl)aﬁA;jkl} Xelas) b

2D DgyXayazp =2 [Q(Pij)aﬁAij[allc 6

g 1
+ |:2(FZ])Q5AZ][)C - E(FbCZ]kl)aﬁAz]kl} aiaz,c

—2(1)ap Dy Xara0,0 (B.28)
and
2D Dpg)Yay..a5. 25[( D) asAijlar) — (T[an )aBAZJkl} clas...as],b

+ |:2(FU)CVBAijbC _ E(I\bCUkl)aﬁA;jkl} Ya1...a5,c
— 20 )ap DYy asp - (B.29)

We are now ready to project onto each irreducible representation.
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The singlet
From the 1st SSBI we get
(T°)*° Rogpe = —140804 . (B.30)

From the 2nd SSBI we get

3(Te)*(T°)s" Riagy)’ = ;(Pbc)aﬁRaﬁbc
= 9856A + 14D“S,, . (B.31)
Egs. (B-30, B-31) give,
DS = —4224A . (B.32)
The vectors
From the 1st SSBI we get
(T*)*’ Rogha = 2DT,S + 12804, + 1284/, (B.33)
(T)* Ropac = 2DT,S + 14084, (B.34)
(B.35)

0 = 0%(T0)*’ Ragpe = 22DT,S — 12804, + 1284, .

From the 2nd SSBI we get

3T (Tea)s Riapy)’ = 8(I")* Ragab
= 20DT,S — 102404, + 12804/, , (B.36)

3(La)*?05" Riapy)’ = (") Rapan
= 34DI', S — 12804, + 21764/, . (B.37)

From eqgs. (B.33-B-37) we get

DI,S = 644, ,
Al =—A, . (B.38)
The 2-forms
From the 1st SSBI we get
960

(F[al\b)aﬁRaﬁb\az] = 2Dra1a2‘§ - ﬁDeXamz,e
209664 _ o 29952 _,
- —Yalag

115 ara2 23
64 . . 2288 .. .
_ gAll...MY%lmu[al’aQ] + 69 A/““'MY;

1...4[a1,a2]

— 128440, + 115241 (B.39)
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-~ 224
(F[01|C)aﬁRaﬁ|02]C =2Dlg,a,5 — gDeXCuCLQ,e

209664 _ 29952
115 Cme

9% .
- 2—314’“---24}@1.,.@-4[@17&2] — 128044, 4, , (B.40)

Y2

aiaz

0= 0" (Tayay)*® Ragbe = 22D1“a1a2§ — 64D X gy 09
32 ..
A21 24Y“ iafar,as] + ?Alll"'l4}/;1...i4[a1,a2}
— 256Aa1a2 11524] ,, - (B.41)

From the 2nd SSBI we get

3(Caras) 65" Riapr)” = —2(Tay)”)* Ragbia)
_ %Xﬁm + 1522296 Yiias

— 256Aq; 4, — 1152,4;1@2 , (B.42)

i1...i4]a1,a2]

3(F[a1)aﬁ( GQ]) R(aﬁﬁ) =0
14 ~ 3072
— ﬁDFasz + 2—53D6Xam2,6
2875392 X2 1198080
1265 a1a2 253
3 3200

3 A21 Z4}/;,1 z4[a1,a2] 759
— 2048A44,0, — 11524, (B.43)

Y2

aiaz

1i1...14
a4 Yn Ji4la1,a2)

3(Fe)aﬁ (Feamz)éwR(aﬁv)é = 14(F[a1 Ib)aﬁRaﬁb\az}

126 ~ 398848
= —DT'y, S l)e)(a az,e
11 1022 3289 1

10639872 _, 14685696 _
o83 aaz 953 Yara,

13536

+32141'1"'@'4}/;'1...2'4[&1,(12}+%A/Zl o i1...i4[a1,a2]

— 2304444, — 103684, . . (B.44)
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From eqs. (B.39-B.44) we get

11 ~ .
gDFabS = 4D Xop p + A1Y, iap + 1640, + T24L,

Aoy = 555232 (163607 Xy, ; + 1289A" Y, 101)
18
o X2 Y2
7705 (87 ab + 365 ab) ’
11 i
= Tgo70s (10960 Xap g + 88TAM1Y;, i (o)

2
+ ﬁ(1907X§b —2131Y7) ,
ABY ey = —2AT1Y,

21...i4[a,b] .

(B.45)

—92A4A'

91...94"

Note that the last line is redundant, as it is implied by the zeroth order equation A4;, ;, =

The 3-forms
From the 1st SSBI we get

2

36[a1a2ul...igA““'“Y“”“,\ag] + 1924 4, 0y Xij as)

(Pal asas bc)oaﬁ Raﬁbc = -

8 L L ..
+ 1—56[a1a2|Z~1___i9A/“"'MYZS"'ZQ7‘a3] — 1152A”]

[araz| Xij,jas]
— 716844, azas

(B.46)
92 o »
(P[a1|)agRaﬁ\a2a3} = _Ee[alm|i1~~~i9A/“.“MY%.“ZQJCLS] — 64AY [a102|Xijv|03}
— 128Aa1a2a3 . (B.47)
From the 2nd SSBI we get
1
3(1“[(11)aﬁ(ram])évR(awé - —15(F[a1|)"BRama2a3} + —(ralawaC)aﬁRaﬁbc
2
~ 139776 146432
= 2DFG102GSS - T 21(12(13 - T a21a2a3
1597440
e Y2 vas — 192040, g0, + 10244, 4. ..
2 o 576 ..
+ Be[maﬂh...igAll...Z4YZ5“.297|CL3} + 2_3AZJ [a1a2\Xij,|a3}
2 o »
+ @e[alagﬁl...igA/“.“MY%mw,\03] +192A4'9 [alaz\Xij,\ag] ) (B48)
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« « 1 c\
3(F[a1a2) B(Fag})(;/R(aﬁﬁ/)& = (F[a1|) ﬁRaﬁ|a2a3] + §(Fa1a2agb ) BRaBbc

= DS + X iy~ TV
- %Yf{azaa + 12840, aza5 — 10244 4, ..
- 135%«12\il---z'gA“"'i4Yi5"'i97Ia31 + 72;284,4%[%@2@@‘%}
%%wz\il...z'gA'“”“Y“"'ig,\aa} + 1924 (0051 X jas) »
(B.49)
3()(Tearazas)s” Riapy)” = =24(T1a;)*” Raplasas] + 2(Tarazas™) ™ Ragbe
= P05+ P2y~ Y2
— M?%Yj’am — 307240, azas + 102404, .0,
+ %ﬁ[alazul...igAil"'i4Yi5“'i9,|a3] - %Aij[am\ ij,|as]
— %%az‘il___,~9A”'1---"4Y"5---i9M — T68A" 403 Xij. as] -
(B.50)
A useful identity is
Carasagiy..ig ATPIIY 1T = —%E[alag\il...z'gAil"'i4Yi5"'i97|a3} . (B.51)
From egs. (B.46-B.50) we get,
Al azas = Adrazas »
Agiazas = _%Aij[alaﬂXﬁ,\aﬂ + %E[aum|i1...igAi1mi4Yi5mig,\a:ﬂ
DTy 45055 = %z‘lij[alaﬂ){ijm} - %E[am\il...igAil"'i4Yi5"'i9,\ag]
- %(7239X§1a2a3 +5540Y,2 0, + T1100Y.Y,, ) (B.52)
by imposing the conditions
AY (1001 X as) = — 24" (03051 X ag)
6[a1a2|i1...igAilmuYiE)mig,\ag} — _26[a1a2|i1...igAlilmuYiE).“ig,\ag] 7

which are implied by the zeroth-order equation A, .0, = =24}, 4,
The 4-forms
From the 1st SSBI we get

(Fa1a2a3a4bc)aﬁRaﬁbC = _512Aijk[a1|}/;jk|a2a3,a4] + 1024A/ijk[a1\Yijk|a2a37€b4]
— 5376A’

aja2a3a4
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64 .. 128 ..
(F[alaz\)aﬁRaﬁ|a3a4] = ?Aljk[al\njk\azag,a4] - TA/ZJk[a1\Y;jk\a2a3,a4]

+ 12840, anasas - (B.54)

From the 2nd SSBI we get

1
3(P[a1)aﬁ(razagad)({yR(aﬁ—y)é = §(Fa1a2a3a4bc)aﬁRaﬁbc
2080512 2 1400320 v2
- 1265 a1a2a3a4 253 aiazazaq
6266880 _ ., 774016 . . .
253 mazasas WAM%B la1|Yiviis|azas.as)
660480 ,. . . 14 -
_ 3989 A/211223[al\n1i2i3|a2a3,a4} + ﬁDFa1a2a3a4S

+ 1792 A0y azasas + 8964% 4 oiar s (B.55)

1

3(F[a1a2)a6(ra3a4})6’YR(0¢5’Y)6 = _14(F[a1a2\)aﬁRaﬁ|a3a4] + §(Fa1a2a3a4bc)aﬁRaﬁbc

2080512 1400320 _

- WX‘”“Z%‘“ Wyalazauu
6266880 _ o 488960 . . .

253 Y iz1a2a3a4 - 3989 Ahrizis a1|YVi1i2i3\a2a3,a4]

2228480 . . . 14 )
WA/“ZWS [al‘YiIiﬂS‘“W&ad ™ ﬁDFa1a2a3a4S

+ 896A;1a2a3a4 ) (856)

3
3(F6)aﬁ (Fea1a2a3a4)57R(aﬁ“{)5 = _42(F[a1a2\)aﬁRaﬁ|a3a4] + §(Fa1a2a3a4bc)aﬁRaﬁbc

2080512 _ o 7001600 _ o
= =5 4+ ——Y
253 a1a2a3a4 253 alja2a3aq
31334400 3449088 . . .
253 2;102030«4 + WAHWZS [al\Yi
907520 ,. . . 70 -
3989 Altrats [a1\}/;'1i2i3\a2a3,a4} + ﬁDPa1a2a3a4S
+ 3584 A4, aza3a0 + 98564, 4asas - (B.57)

1i213|az2a3,a4)

From eqs. (B.53-B.57) we get

1 ~
Aa1a2a3a4 = _2A;1a2a3a4 - mDPawzaaazxs
1161 _, 5470 _
- T65 ajazazas T?l ajazas3aq
24480, 21783 i

1771~ 1920394 46046

111213 S _ 1111213 L
A [a1|YZ1Z223\a2a37a4] =24 [a1IYZ1Z223\a2a37a41 :

al‘YYilizi3|a2a3,a4} ’

(B.58)

Note that the second equation is implied by the first one.
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The 5-forms
From the 1st SSBI we get

- 69888 49920
by P x2 2
(Plosazasasl”)"* Rogas] = 2DTor .58 = 72X + 67 Vo
99840 1536

161 al .as + EDeYal...tmﬁ

2272

+ 12814[11,,.(15 - 1035€[a1a2a3|11 28A21Z223

94...98
| 4‘Y ,|CL5}

+ 25614[@1 a2a3 Xa4a5} )

2656 oy ig..0
+ 76840, a5 T To35 lararaslin.is A jag V™ Jag)

442883 :
B P iy (B.59)

23 la1az2a3 asas],i o

~ 69888 49920
(F[a1a2a3a4|c)a6Ra5|as]C =2DT4.055 = 115 21""15 + 161 @195

99840 64
— Y2 DV a5

161 ~* 115
224
+ 896Aa1___a5 + 345 [[11[12[13‘21 .18

— 768A[a1 asas Z")([744[15} 77:

1 2[3 2428
A YRS

832 - . 3072 .
- Ee[mazag|i1-..isA/Z”223\a4\YZ4---18,|a5} - 23 A[alazagl asasl,i >
(B.60)
0= 0"(Tay..a5) P Rappe = 22DT 4,0z S + 64DY,, s
32 o
+ 64014[11...[15 - 9 E[a1a2a3|11 ZgA 1 223| |YZ4“.ZS,‘II5]
+ 1280A[a1a2a32Xa4a5},i
32 - .
- 76844:11 as T 36[a1a2a3|i1---isA/mﬂ3\a4\YZ4mZ87Ia5}
— 1280A[a1a2a3 Xa4a5},i . (B.Gl)
From the 2nd SSBI we get
3(F[a1 )aﬁ(ra2a3a4a5})5’yR(aﬁy)6 = _3(F[a1a2a3a4|C)aﬁRo¢6|a5]c
10 ~ 466176 9795840
S 5) x2 T y?
1 aes® g Raras 1771 s

9553920 179456

1771 % 16445

430432 i1 igd g0
+ 166414&1“.&5 + me[awz%lh.._isx‘v”z“|a4‘Y’4""87|“5]

+ 25614[@1 az2a3 iXa4a5] 7i

e
D Yal...as,e

135584 i i ig..0
_ 768A;1 as T me[m@%|i1...i8A/211223‘M\Ym...zs"%}
6217472 ;
“3359 Munaaas' Xasasli (B.62)
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3(F[a1az)a6(Faaaws])éwR(aﬁv)é = _(P[alazaamlc)aﬁRaﬁ\as}c

~ 69888 49920
:2Dmh%5—fﬁ;X;ﬂ,% V5

o1 Yovas
99840 1536
= o Yaras 5 D Vovane
2272 o
+ 12840105 — 35 Clarazaslin.is A7 ag Y Jag)

+ 1792414, apas Xasas) i

2656 L o
+ 76814;1“.&5 + —1035E[a1a2a3|i1...i8A/2”2ZS\a4\YZ4"'28,|a5}
26368 )
23 /[0,10,20,3Z aqas|,i » (B63)

3(Pe)aﬁ(rea1a2a3a4a5)57R(a6’y)6 = _20(F[a1a2a3a4|0)aﬁRama5]c
60 = 2380800 _, o 65280000 _

= ﬁDPal...ass + 253 ai...as - 71771 ai...as
44313600 vy 217600 _,
1771 ai...as 3289 aj...as,e

99520 i1io0 ig..0
+ 3840Aa1...a5 + Wﬁ[awz(w\h...igA 172 3‘a4|Y 4 87‘a5]
_ 7680A[a1a2a3iXa4a5],i

20736
- 9216"4111[15 - %6[[11@2@3‘7:1"'1'8

29383680 , i

1111213 i4...18
AR 0 Y Jag)

~ g0 Almazas Xasasli > (B.64)
aB sy o __ c\ap
3(Fa1a2a3a4a5) 05 R(ocﬁ'y) - 5(F[a1a2a3a4| ) Raﬁ\as}c
386 = 258816 _ o 10387200 _ ,
=1 Plovad ~ o Xaras ¥ 77y Yaros
8371200 _ , 342272
1771 al/"'as 3289 Da..a5.¢
123680 . o
+ 64044, a5 — me[a1a2a3|i1...is‘42”2l3|a4|YZ4m28,\a5]
+ 128044, 4305 Xagas),i
119456 o o
- 768A;1--~05 20601 6[a1a2a3|i1...i8A/2”223‘a4‘YZ4m287|a5}
4747520 ;
— / ¢ (B.65)

W [a1a2a3 aqas)yi *
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The following identities are useful

111213 i4...18 _ Y 119213 "\ Ji4...07
A a4Y as] — 4621---17[a1---a4|‘4 JY

5

= Zeil...ig[alaza:;
15
Zeil...i7[a1...a4
3
- _562'1...7;6(11...(15
5}

- 567:1...1'7[[11...[14‘

Eil...ig[alazag J|as]

Ail...i4 Yis...ig

aq,as)

A

11927V .43...16,07
as] YJ

A2122jkyjk231415,26
111213J V. 1415%6,17
A Y] |as] . (B.66)

From egs. (B.59-B.65) we get

11
Aaiazasases = Tga567

120

+ 20033 DeYa1~~~a576 + 53935 (4151X31[15 + 8150Ya21a5 + 15325Y[121/CL5) s

A;1a2a3a4a5 = _m(2569320A[a1a2a3 Xa4a5},i - 78196[a1a2a3|i1...i8A 12 3|a4|Y * 8,‘[15])

e 2 2
- D Yal...as,e + 10787 (4732Xa1...a5
11

~ . 1 L L
gDPal...arS = _4D6Ya1...a5,e - 120A[a1a2a32Xa4a5],i + §€[a1a2a3|i1...isA2”213|a4|YZ4m28,\a5]

(10272A1, azas Xasas)i — 29€(arasasfis...is A2 10 Y4 |0s])

—25(343Y,2 4+ 73Y7?

ai...as a1...a5)) )

— 40Aq, ayasasas + 484! (B.67)

alaza3a4as

and

) ) 111213 i4...18 _ ) ) 111213 i4...18
€larazagliz...ig A jas] Y Jas] = —2€[a azaslis...is A laa] Y Jas]

A[alagangm;ad,i = _2A/ iXa4a5Li . (B68)

[a1a2a3

Note that the last two equations are redundant, as they are implied by the zeroth order
relation

Ay iy = —24] (B.69)

1...i4 °

The (20000) ’s.
From the 1st SSBI we get

33792 56320
TT[(T'4®)*® Rogbe] = 2—3)(37%, + Tij — 12808,
992 . . 4544
+ ﬁA, Y iaah) T WD Xe(ab) » (B.70)

33792 56320
T 37b + 2—3Ya2,b - 128Ba7b
6512

— EA L 4}/;1.“1-4([17{,) + 20—714/ ! 4Yz'1...i4(a,b)
17792

+ - 207 DeXe(a,b) ) (B71)

I[(Ta®)*’ Rager) =
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where we have denoted by II the projection onto the hook-irreducible part. See app. C for
a detailed discussion.
From the 2nd SSBI we get

BI[(Fa)* (Ts)5” Riagy’] = —21[(Ta)*” Ragtc]

2 21
_ 552396 X2, - 9 60 2= V2 4 23048,
3616 . 6144
ﬁfl’ ! 4Yz'1...i4(a,b) ez D Xe(ap) - (B.72)
Implementing the zeroth-order relation A,, 4, = 2A{11 ay We get
1021 . . 349 48 80
b = ————=A"MY —— DX, —X? . B.73
b 36432 1-a(ed) ¥ q55 (@) + 53 Xao + 53¥a (B.73)
The (11000)’s
From the 1st SSBI we get
64 2
H[(Fb)aﬁRaﬁamz] = 64Ba1a27b + ?A © Xa1a2,b + EA, © Ya1a2,b 5 (B'74)
« 1 «
I[(Cfay ) Raglazpp] = —511[(Ty) ® Roparas]
6400 o 256
= 64Bala27 - W aras,b E aiaz,b
14080 89600
69 alag,b - 2—3 aias,b
3008 2
- WA Xa1a2, @A, 0 Ya1a2,b ’ (B'75)

where

- 1112 1112
Ao Xalag,b = Aamz ! Xi1i2,b - Ab[all Xi1i27|a2}
/ R 11...1 / 21...1
Ao Yalag,b = €qjaz 119 AL ers...iQ b— Eb[a | 1 QA Y;

i1...44 i1...3a L i5...99,|az] *

(B.76)
From the 2nd SSBI we get

3H[(Pb)a ( a1a2) R(aﬁ’y) ] = —18H[(Pb)aﬁRaﬁa1a2]
76800 1024
= —2304Ba1a2,b + 2—3 31a27b Y ajaz,b

56320 1075200
T aiaz,b 23 aias,b

256 8

+ 5340 Xareah ~ 7035

A oYy a0 (B.77)

3H[(Pb[a1)a ( ag]) R(aﬁfy) ] - H[(Fb)aﬁRaﬁalaz]
— 128Baya, — 217600 _ o 269824

TR0 et gagg Naiaad
468480 o 19532800

3289 ~@e2b 3989  “aiazb

172928 508
~ 9367 Ao Xyianp+ 40365A Yora0p - (B.78)
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We get

1327 2080 .4 616 _
Baiaz b = 5g1mag0? © Yaread + 37 Xanans ~ 397 Xarand
3040 _ , 10640 _ ,
BT Ve~ gg1 Yesead
11 120 80
Ao Xajaph = mA, © Yo 09,6 + WXczuaz,b - ﬁXgiamb
280 3360
7 a21a2, - 17 Ya21/a2,b 3 (B.79)
The (10100) ’s.
From the 1st SSBI we get
o 128 1 i
H[(Pb[all) Raﬁlazas}] = 7Ba1a2a3,b - 32(D[01Xa2a3},b - §77b[alD Xflzas},i)
64 (1) 16 ) 32 1)
* ?A ° Yfllflzas,b N ?A ° Ya1a2a37b + ?A/ ° Yalaws,b ’ (B'SO)
H[(F[alaz\)aﬁRaﬁmS]b] = H[(Fb[al\)aﬁRaﬁmQag]]
B _% _ 4864 _, _ 8192 _ o,
- 3 aijazaz,b 115 ajazasz,b 345 ajazas,b
2048 14848 _ o, 35840 _ 5,
- Y aiazas,b w aiazas,b T aiazas,b
1504 1 .
- Y(D[alXazag],b - §nb[a1DZXa2a3},i)
32 (1) 2608 (2)
+ ?A o Yalagag,b - 621 Ao Yalagag,b
1504 (1) 5696 (2)
~ 50 A Yarmans o7 A0 Yamsans (B.81)
where we have defined
) . o 1 .
Ao Y¢7«(1¢3«2¢137b = A[al|2122Z3Y21i2i3|a2a317b + Abmthizig[alazv%} - §nb[a1\A“”'Z4Yi1...i4|a2,a3}’
Ao Ya(lizag,b = 5A[al|m223Yi1i2i:’)|112¢13]7b - 2A[t11|le223n1i2i3b|027as] + 3Ab112213n1i2i3[a1a2,a3} :

(B.82)

Note that indeed there are two (10100)’s in the decomposition of the tensor product
Agy as @ Yp,  bs.c ~ (00010) ® (10002).
From the 2nd SSBI we get

BTI[(T)*” (Tayazas)s” Riapy)’] = =61 [(Toja, ) Raslazas)]

8036352 _ , 15357952 _ o
= —2304Bqg, a5a3,b + Toads mamasd T eim o azas.b
2082816, 14513152 _,, 43868160 _ .,

W aiazasz,b W ajazaz,b W ajazas,b

149568 1 :
W(D[al Xasas)p — g"blax D' Xoya4),i)

19240y M 404000 0 o)

ajazasz,b 9867 © ajazas,b
113472 , (1) 273664 , 2)
53 Ao Yalawg’b ~ 3989 Ao Yalawg’b , (B.83)
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BIT[(Tyay ) (Tagas))s” Riapr)’] = =161 [(Tyja,)*’ Raplagas]]

_ —%B _ 20556288 2 _ 22386688 _ o,
3 aiazas,b 16445 ajazas,b 16445 ajazas,b
3188736 1773568 48384000
_ T Ty p T Py b — 2O y 2 )

3289 ~ma2asb T 3989 Teieresd T gogg T mexs,

488192 1 .
3289 (D[alXagag],b - §le[a1D Xagag],i)
CagAoy) B0, e
ajazasz, 9867 ai1aza3,
20356 gy 109032 4y (B.84)
253 arazasb 3989 aazas,
Implementing the zeroth-order relation Ag,..q, = =247, ,, we get
495 W 351 2916 _, 167 o,
Bala2(137b = mA ° Ya1a2a3,b + mDXalma&b + mXaumag,b + @Xamzaa,b
17, 3287, 540,
ﬁ alazag,b_ @ a1a2a3,b ﬁ a1a2a3,67
@ 3Bl 405 1080 ., 1080
A o Yalagag,b - EA o Yalazag,b - ?DXalaﬂlSyb - 37 aiasas,b 37 Xa;agag,b
1080 , 540 _ 17280,
- 3—7 alagag,b - ? allagag,b - 7}/&1,:120,3,%) ? (B85)
where
1 )
DXalazag,b = D[alXagag],b - §77b[a1D Xagag],i . (B86)
The (10010)’s.
From the 1st SSBI we get
- 43008
H[(Pal...a4 ) BRaBbc] = 896Ba1...a4,b - ﬁXgl...azl,b — 512 3;..114,6
87040 122880 _ ,, 378880,
W ai...aq,b + W ai...aq,b 483 Yal...a4,b
BI200 g 2088, ) 19456
483 ai...aq, 69 ai...aq,b 115 aj...aq,b
+ 39680A’ oX(l) _ 13568A’ OX(Q)
69 aj...aq,b 115 aj...aq,b
_ 1984A . Y(l) 4 1312A . Y(Q) .
1035 arask T 37057 7 Taras,
560 ., () 64 ./ 2
- W‘A ° Yal...a4,b + EA ° Yal...a4,b
9344 .
ﬁ(D }/7:[11...0,4,{) - D }/;b[al...,a4]) I (B87)
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43008

H[(Fal...mc)agRchb] = 128Ba1 ..a4,b 115 X21 .aa,b 512Xa1 .aq,b
87040 _ , 122880  , 378880,

61 Yor-ank T 61 o1 arars 483 Yol and
51200, 10240 . ) 15872 . ()
W all.,{.a4,b 69 A Xa,1 a4b 5 A Xal tl4,
4352 1) 233728 , 2)

+ 69 A Xa1 a4b+ 115 A oXal...a4,b

224 1) 5728 2)
1035A0Ya1...a4,b 3105A0Ya1...a4,b
592 (1) 2368 , (2)

~ 7035 O Yot~ o357t © Yerand
62336 , . .
+ W(Dlmal...azl,b - DZYVib[m...,ad) ) (B88)

where we have defined

) . . 9
Ao Xél?__a4,b = A[a1a2a3|2Xi\a4},b + A[alazag\ZXib,|a4] + 1_677 (a1 Aazag\ XZ] |aa]

2 4 , 1 . .
Ao Xél?__a4,b = gA[alagag\ZXi|a4],b + gA[a1a2a3|ZXib,\a4} + §Ab[a1a22Xa3a4},i
5 ..
+ Enb[al Aa2a3|inj,|a4} (B89)
and
Ao Ya1 asb * H(Eb[amz\ll ZSAZ'N'QZ'S\03|Yi4~~i8,\a4])
2 L .
= _geb[alagllmlgAag‘i1i2i3§/i4...ig,‘a4] + g6[0,1[12[13“---ZsAa4]i1i2i3}/i4...ig,b
- ge[alaza;g‘Zl'"28A6i1i2i3}/;4...i8,|a4] + gnb[al6(12(13|21“-Z9Ai1...i4}/i5...ig,‘a4]
Ao Ya(1) asb H(E[alawsil'“iSAadhizisY;@---i&b)

3

_z 1118 N " = i1...18 Y
5Eb[a1a2 Aa3\212223YVZ4...18,\a4] + 56[0,1(12(13 Aa4]111223y;4...28,b

1 o 3 o
+ ge[alazag\21...ZSAbi1i2i3n4...ig,|a4] + ﬁnb[aleazag\“...ZgAil---i4}/;5...i9,\a4] . (BQO)

In deriving (B.87, B.8§) we have used the relations

1

i1...99 % . R i L= i1...09 A, . . .
€laiaz| Azl...24}/]a3}25...,19 - 56[a1a2| Azl...14§/;5...zg,\a3]

4 o .
= _§€a1a2a321"'ZSAi1i2i3]§/}'i4---,is (B~91)

— 44 —



and

where

Aov® = Laoy® Laoy®

5 15
AoY® = 34071 y Aoy ®

4 4

G _ _2 L = (2)
AoY 5AoY +15AoY
Aoy ® — 240y
5

Aoy ® = _40y®

5

Aoy® = 2oy Loy
5

5
AoY® = iAoYm
Aoy 10) ngy()

Aoy = ;AOY( )

Aoy (2 = §Aoy<> (B.92)
AOYa(f) asb H(Eb[alazag ' 7Aja4]z'1¢2in3 ir)
Ao Ya(14)..a4,b = (€fayasas| " Abirigis Yiy...is as])
Ao Ya(ls)..a47b = T(€ay..an" " Abirin” Yiig...i7)
Ao Ya(lﬁ) and = W(Ehfaran)™ " Aiy i Vi iglas,aa])
AOYa(f)..m,b = (€[ayanas)™ " Aiy...ia Vis...is|aa].p)
Ao Ya(18) asb H(E[alaz%lll WA i1Yis...igb,|as])
Aoy and = WEfarazas ™ Aivinis” Yilasia...iz)
Ao Y = Moy A Vit iy
Ao Ytz(lll..)a4,b = H(Eb[alazag\ i7A]i1i2i3}/}i4...i7,|a4])
Ao Ya(112..)a4,b = T(€ay..as" Aiyigis? Yiig.inp) - (B.93)

Note that there are only two independent A oY structures, as can be seen from the fact

that
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From the 2nd SSBI we get

3H[(Fb)a6 (Fa1...a4)6’yR(a6y)6] = 2H[(Fa1...a46)aﬁRa6bC]

786432 _, 66048 _
= 2304Bal~~~a47b - 16445 ai...aq,b W a;...a4,b
24975360 _ , N 27985920 Lo,
23023 CL1...[I4,b 23023 CL1...[I4,b
62423040 o, 25651200,
23023 ~@-awb 93093 Tar.asb
3348480 () 19915776 @
- AoX T A0 X
3289 © O Caread T Togags © 0 tarand
2998784 1 15641088 @
- Ao X! P Ao X
3289 °Caast T Tigags 4 Naranh
39232 ) 153152 D)
% Aoy ittty |
o867 4 Meranh  Tggpp5  © teranh
139712 1) 24064 )
il P 7 ety U
16445 O Tarand T Jgg5” © Tarand
179456 , ;
16445 (D }/;al...a4,b -D }/;b[al...,a4}) ) (B94)
(0 3 C\ (&,
3H[(Fb[a1) B(Fa2a3a4])57R(aﬁfy)5] = §H[(Fa1ma4 ) BRaBbC]
26102784 _, 197376 _,
= —192Bg, .asb — 6445 Nar-asb T 13 o anh
6059520 _ N 23101440 _ ,,
23023 CL1...[I4,b 23023 CL1...[I4,b
43576320, 62284800
23023 ~@aab T 93093 Tar-ab
4500480 (1) - 14462208 | (@) b
3289 ai...as, 16445 ai...as,
_ 1488768\, ) b 23135616 ,, (2 b
3289 ai...as, 16445 ai...as,
44592 (1) 6832 (2)
iy W 7 22 Aoy
16445 Tar-onh T Tgg5 7 Yarand
6008 1) 11488 @)
— Aoy —— Aoy,
16445 ° " eraak T Tga7 © ° taranh
111808, ;
- 16445 (D }/;al...a4,b - D Yvib[ay..,ad) . (B95)
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Implementing the zeroth-order relation A,, 4, = 2A{11 ay We get
5052 ) 401 1) 577 )
Bal~~~fl47b = 4255A ai...aq,b + 2042400A o Yal...a4,b - 170200A ° Yal...a4,b
63 3808 991 6780
- ﬁDYal a47b+ M aj...aq,b ﬁ ai...aq,b 5957 a1 .a4,b
9860 8800 _ 5, 2540 _ o,
5957 o, 5957 @-anb T pg57Taranb
m ) 119 (M) 217 ) 7
Ao Xal...a4,b - ﬁA ° Xal...a4, 88800A 0 aj...aq,b 66600 ai...as,b mDYal---a%b
60 _ o 60 _ o 30 60 . o 20 o
37Xa1 .aq,b 37Xai .aq,b ﬁ a1 .aq,b 37Ya1/ .aq,b 37Ya1// .a4,b
37Ya21’” b (B.96)
where
DYal...a4,b = Dinz’al...a%b - Di}/ib[al...,mﬂ . (B97)
The (10002)’s
From the 1st SSBI we get
8960 4480
H[(Pal---asc)aﬁRaﬁbc] = _768Bal---a57b - W ai...as,b 23 X[g; .as,b
13440 21760 17920 _ o,
- 2—3 ai...as,b 2—3 ai...as,b 2—3Ya1...a5,b
10240 21 8960 21
- 2—3Ya1...a5,b E a1...as,b
8320 1) 53120 2)
- 69 Ao Yal...as,b ——Ao Ya1 .as,b
20480 1) 81920 )
- 69 A/ o Yal...as,b - 69 A © Yal...as,b
4
- @(Em .as 16 D21}/;2 .6, b+€b[a1 a4\ Dny;g 26,\%})
440 L
* ﬁ(eal %21 ZGAgl Z4Xi5i67b+Eb[al---a4|21”'ZGA;'L--MXisie,\as]) )
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8960 4480
H[(Fal...%c)aﬁRaﬁcb] = _128Ba1 .as,b — 23 X31 .as,b + WXgi...as,b
13440 21760 _ 5, 17920 o
23 al as,b 2—3 ay...as,b Yal .as,b
B 10240 _ o, 8960Y2,,,,
23 ai...as,b 69 ai...as,b
50560 (1) 35200 2)
+ WA Yal .a5,b 69 —q Ao Yal .as,b
145600 (1) 104000 (2)
- 69 Ao Yal...ag,,b - 69 Ao Yal...a5,b
104 i g
- ﬁ(eay..a@ D Yz 26b+6b[a1 a4| D Y;Q 16, ‘as])
80 .
Ty 9 (€ar.. 0521 Z61421 24X%267b+€b[111 a4\ Z6142'1~~~i4‘Xisl'67|a5})
20 i1...i6 A/ i1...56 A/
- ﬁ(eal...ao Azl Z4Xi57:67b + €blay...aq] Ail...i4Xi5i6,\a5]) )
(B.99)
where we have defined the two irreducible-hook combinations
1 o o
Ao Ya(1) as,b T A[alaz\“lzifhiz\%mas] b+ Ab[al\“lzyviliﬂaz...,as]7
(2) — i1
Ao Yal...as,b = A[alaZ‘21Z2Y21i2b‘030«470«5] Ab[al\ 2112|02 -as]
4 o
+ ?nb[alAag\212213}/;11'22'3\(13(14@5} . (BlOO)

Note that indeed there are two (10002)’s in the decomposition of the tensor product
Agy as @ Yp, bs.c ~ (00010) ® (10002).
From the 2nd SSBI we get

BI[(T)*’ (Tay..a5)5 Riagy) ] = =21 [(Tay..a5)*” Ragbe]

990720
= 2304Bal~~~a57b + 3289 aj...as,b
1388800 _,, 162560
W CL1...CL5,b - 3289 CL1...[I5,b
42984960 _ ., <+_7398400),Z,
23023 ~@esb T 3989 Tar-asb
49612800 Lo 212480 5
23023 @30 3989 Ta1-asb
51200 ) 4968960 @
T 399 A0 Yarast ~ a9 A0 Yaran
197760 , 1) 836480 , (2)
" aam0 4 O Yo T sy A0 Yares
2720
M(eal...ad” ZGD Y22 16,b+6b[a1...a4| D Yzz 16,\%])
2020
_W(eal”'%” ZGAgl Z4Xi5i67b+6b[a1---a4|21 26A21 24Xi5i6,\a5])’

(B.101)
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8
I [(Tia )’ (Tay. a5))s” Riapy)’ | = _EH[(Fal...asc)aﬁRaﬁbC]

1024 2936832
= TBal...%,b W‘Xgl...a&b
3376128 ., 5394432,
3289 alm“&b*__Tiiif_yzlm“&b
18696192 _ 1069056 _
WYCL;...C%J) + 3289 Yallf..[l5,b
13953024 5, 531456 10
23023 ~ @asb 3989 Ta1-asb
8192 1) 2085888 (2)
T A0 Yaash T g A0 Yarn
657920 , (1) 936448 , (2)
3980 ' O Yornash ” g9 4 O Yariass
8512 o o
- m(Eal-..asll.“ZSD’il}/iz...iﬁ,b + Eb[al...a4‘21.“Z6D’i1}/iz...i6,|a5})
7840

i1...96 A/ o i1...%6 A/ o
A'l...i4X1526,b + €blay...aq] A'1...i4XZ526,\a5]) )

W(em---as 1 1
(B.102)

311 [(Fa1...a5 )aﬁ (Fb)éﬂyR(aﬁy)é] =211 [(Ff11~~~a5 c)aﬁRaﬁbc]

2434560 _,
= 256Ba1...a5,b + W ai...as,b
| 2083680 5, BOTTGO,
3289 aj...as,b 3289 ai...as,b
40680960 . o, 3609600 v
W ai...as,b 3289 ai...as,b
43407360 _ 5, 3755520 _ 5,
- 7Ya1...a5,b - 7Ya1__.a5,b
23023 3289
192 18124
Aoy Aoy ®
209 1.::05, 3289 145
4 272
BO%A%KQ%b—a)7mA%K9%¢
3289 3289
B M(Em...as e 6Di1Yi2mi67b + €blai...a4| ' 6Di1}/;2"'i67|a5})
13480

i1...%6 A/ o i1...76 A/
(Eal---as Ai1...i4X7«5167b + €bla...aq| Ai1...i4Xi5i67|a5}) :

(B.103)

897
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Implementing the zeroth-order relation A,, 4, = 2Afl1 ay We get

65 295 (1) 20 o 30 o
Ba1...a57b = _WA o Xa1~~~a5,b 966A Yal...as, 23Xa1 .as,b 23Xa; .as,b
15 165 15 55 5
+ 23 021 asb 161 a21, asb T og 1121” asb 161Ya21”/ asb T 6Ya21””t157 ’
(2 _ 1) 2 2
A [¢] Yal...ag,,b = —2016A Xa1 'a57b —A Ya1 a57 X ai...as b - Xa; ad,b
5 10
Ya21 a‘” 3y2/ as b+5y21// as b+4y2///a b+ 3 Ya21////ao7b,
DYa, ass A 0 Xayazp +3220A0Y )~ 840X2 |, +840XZ
— 7980Y o ash — TO60Y 4+ B880Y,Y 4 6720V, 4 5600V,
(B.104)
where
DYal...a5,b = 6al...a(,“ ZGD }/;2 26,b+6b[a1 a4\ DnY;g Jg,las] >
Ao Xal...aS,b = Eal...a52 10 Ail...i4X7,016,b + €blas.. a4\ Z6A21...Z4Xi5i6,|a5} . (B105)
B.3 The dimension—% SSBI’s
We consider now the SSBI’s at dimension %, which read
2Ra[bc}d = DaTbcd + 2D[ch]ad + 2Ta[bET’\E\C]d + TbcETEad (B 106)

2Rq(57)" = DaTpy +2D(5T)0" + 2To(s" Ty’ + Ty " Tid’

In an unconstrained superfield in the representation 4290, there are two spinors at level
6. The index structure of the SSBI’s at this level also contains two spinor equations. By
contracting the first of the SSBI’s with 5§Fb we find

IR 13 . . . .
—(I")a"Rgep® = — 5 T8 )adiy iy — o (TH2E5M)q Al i
5 o i 35
+ (T S)adi i — 15 (D 18) 0 AL 4,
+13D'S;, — 10 S,
- o 1 . ..
— 220t + 2(T*81%2) X, 00 1 + 6(r“-~-14t’516)QYZ-I,,,Z-M-S. (B.107)
Contracting with T'*°? we get
- . 1 . .o
2(1"") o’ Rgpea = —1980t0 — A(TFE12)0 X iy ke — 5 (T 15%) Vi, igig- (B.108)

3

Contracting the second of the SSBI's with C,s(I'*)?" and taking the Lorentz condition into
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account, we get

1
5 TN Rgped + (I")a” Rpo” =

+ 22Dy A — 20T D), A; 4+ 2(T2 D), Ay i,

L 1
+ (FZlZQZSD)OcAilizZB - g(

—2(I"D) A} — 9(T'2 D), Al
7 1

E(Fn Z4D) A/

1. 24_E

8

217,2 3

13 13

_(FZ”ZBSM)O&AZ'L.M -
7

"c,o

w

Contracting with (T%),s(I;)?" we get

3(0%N,P Raped — 8(I") o’ Rpe® =

— 220Dy A 4 160(I" D)o A; + 16(T2 D), Ai i,
+ 6(Pi1i2i3D)aAi1i2i3 -

1 . .
— G D)ads

32

3
_ 52

(le 22 7,3 D) A/

119213

4
- g(rll'“us)m‘lil...u -
+ 32(Fi1"'i42,)a14i1mi4 + 64(Fi1i2i32/14)a14i1 4

3 (F7,17,223 524) Al

= SO 8) 0 iy + 15 (T8).

4
3

7
_ le..
G

26

2 i §), Ay, i, (T

Z(F2124
6

(D45 D) Al

Pil"'i4D)aAi1___i4 —

_(Pi1i2i3D)

1. Z

A/

11...04 "

_(Fil...i4D)aAi1mi4
—20(I'" D), A 4 54(T"2 D),

4 D) A/

7. Z4

19213 5@)

S)a Al

+ 32Tzt A, i+ 112(T0 14 7)),

— 320(I™ i Z4) AL

— 128(T% Z%2%ia)  A)
+ 7040%,

g

-4

+ 320(ri1i222324)
+ 16251 Al

11...04

21-- Z4

11...04

1 .
E(F““'%D)QAil...is

(B.109)

Al

71 22

(B.110)

where we have used the conventions I'gi2345678910 = —1 and €g12345678910 = 1 and also the

relation

_ 1
Toyay = — (=10 2)/2ﬁ6a1 -
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Combining the above equations, eliminating fija, we finally get

—38060f, = — 440D, A + 280(I"" D)o A; + 68(T2 D), Ay s,

o 22 4 ..
+28(I""*" D)o Aiyigis — g(rll'“MD)aAil...u - g(F“stD)aAil...ig,
. o 16 . . .
— 80T D)o} + 2T D) Al , — = (P9 D)o 4]
7 o o
+ g(F“‘““D)aAél...u — (I D)o Aj iy — 65(I"228") Ay i,
o 92 . .~ 259 . . -
FIBIIEIS AL = (S Ay + o (T 8)a Al
+ 96(P1124 Z/)aAil,,,i4 + 192(Fi1i2i3Z/i4)aAi1___i4 + 96(F2122 Z/i3i4)aAi1___i4
+336(T 4 2) g Af,;, — 960(T12BZ14) A} +960(T" 2 Z%8) Af
— 384(D Z2isia) (AL 4+ 4A8ZI AL — 182D'S;, + 1401 S,. (B.112)
B.4 The dimension-2 SSBI’s
We consider now the SSBI’s at dimension 2, which read
Riap® = DTy + Tiap " Ty (B.113)

Rab.yé = QD[QTbh(S + l)fyTab(S + TabEﬂEl'yé + 2T’Y[QET|E|I’]6 ’

We will focus on the representations associated with the Einstein equations, (00000) and
(20000), the 4-form equation of motion, (00100), and the 4-form BI, (00002). Only the
second SSBI in contributes to these representations and the first SSBI will therefore
not be analysed below.

The (00000) and (20000).
The second SSBI contains one (00000) and one (20000). They are obtained by contracting
with (I'pe)s” and symmetrising in ac,
16R ;"0 = —288D(, Apy — 3214 D'A; + 32D By, o) + 100 Do — 9DT (4t
+ 2500, eyia — 18T (o)’ + 1402, T yin + 282°T (uteys — AZ{," T oyia

- 14Z~/ir(a£c)i - 32A(ai1i2i3AC)i1i2i3 - 64A,(ai1i2i3A,c)i1i2i3 + 1677acA;1-..i4A,i1mi4
64 L 40 o
+ 3 Alalirinia B o) + 3 A4 B e - (B.114)

The (00100) ’s.
The second SSBI contains three (00100)’s, which are obtained by contracting with (I'c)s”
and antisymmetrising in abc,

0= _64D[aAbc] - DF[abe} - ZDF[abfc} - Dl“abchr 45’[[10[7%6]& - QST[aEbC]
— 25T aptei — 25 [oLobeji — 252710 ool — 422 g — 182, Focja — 352 Tl

64 . .. o 64 o 64 . .
— ?A[allwlgAbc]iligig + 64A[abm2A/ + ?A[a\ilizigB“mlg\b,c] - EA’[G“WSA’

clitiz bcliiigis
1

. . 111...54 All5...18
- _eabczl...mA A -

¥ A/il".i4Bi5...i97|c} , (B115)

Ee[ab\il...ig
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(Fbcd)g'Y and antisymmetrising in acd,

. 32 . ~ ~ ~
0 = —256D,A! g 32D Ajgea + gDZBwM + 2DTteq) — 5DL (gctg) — 8DT geqt

— 851, tedjo + AST (ot ea) + 138 T et — 5621, “teaja + 80 Zjue “Tajio — 28ZT (4l cqy
+40Z,'Teta; + 282 Tigelt i + 202, “teqja + 142'T ot eq) + 821, Tt gy — 102" T (gl i
128

. N 64 o
— 384A" Ageqi — 64A1," " Acgpiyi, + 314[@2”22314261]1'”2@ - TA[ac“mSAfﬂiligig
- a8 A S
+ 192A/[a2”2A/cd]i1i2 B 7Al[alll223B\i1i2i3|C,d} - §€a0di1---isAll.“24‘4/25.“28
4 T
= 5 Claclir g A" B g (B.116)

and with (T%.4. )57,

fede + 6DT g0 — 42DT (gt + 56 DT cget — 7221 ge)o — 96 Z(ca “Tejia

— 32Zc4e " iy — 60 2Tt ge) — 14421 'T gt ey — 482100 T tiyig + T22'T (gl

— 12272  get iy — 4821 T goptiiy — 12cha£de]a +30Z'T | g + 482[’cil“dfe],~

+ 122" T eglegi + A2 T cgetiyiy — BBAAL 2 Agejiyiyiy + B3T6A ALy, + 23044117 Aleliris

0= —448D"' A’

- oy 16 o
+ 2304A[0d’”2AIe]i1i2 + 25614[0“’2’3B|ilizi3\d,e] + 560d6i1...iBA“"'MA/ZE‘"'Zs
16 - ) o o
- gecdmd---isAmmMA/%“-Zs - Eecdeil---isAn”zzg]Bumzs J 1280A,[CZ”223A:1€]Z'17;27;3
+ 1152Afcd"”'23|,~1,~2‘,e] . (B.117)

The (00002)’s.

The second SSBI contains three (00002), which are obtained by contracting with (I'cge)s”
and antisymmetrising in abcde,

0= 64D[aAbcde] + Dr[abcfde} + 2Dr[abcd7§e] + Drabcdeg - 26§[arbcfde] - 2gr[abcfde]
+ 8OZ[abcat~de]a + GOZ[abFCtNde] + 84Z[al“bcfde} — 142F[abcfde] + 122[’@1“056[6}
- 302[/arbct~de] + 7Z/F[abc£de} + 384A[aAbcde} - 384A[abiAcde]i - 192A[abci1i2 Aiie]iliz
- 64A[abi1i2 A/ + 192A[abcine} i 384A/[abi ,cde}i + 128A,[abi1i2 Bcde]h,iz

cdeliiiz )2

11121 114...0 11121 24...0
— ~€labed)iy...ir| AP g AT — —€lape)iy.ig| AT PP a B g
9 45
8 . Aliaia flis..ie 8 Ali1--i4 Bisieir B.118
- geabcdezl...m - §€[abcd|i1...i7\ e ( : )
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(Tede £)s7 and antisymmetrising in abcdef,

0 = 64D, Apedes] + DT (abedtes) + 2DT apedel ) + DT abedest — 265U bcal ey
- 25F[abcdt~ef] + 482[abcdat~ef]a - 64Z[abcrdt~eﬂ + 1202[abrcdt~eﬂ - 482[arbcdt~eﬂ
— 1420 gpedtes) + 247y Veates) — 24Z[ Docates) — Z'Tfabedtef) — 5124 ab Acde s
512

+ 512A[abciA2lef]i _ 128A[abi1i2 Bcdef}ilﬂé + 512A,[abA/cdef} + T [abcinef],i

39 . 39 o o
= 75 Clabediin.in AT e AT = S Claediy g AT e AT

64 R o
- geabcdefh...isA/“ZZJA,mM%j - ge[abcd\il...i7\A”lmMBZdZGZ?e,f] ) (8119)

and with (I'%.40¢)s? and antisymmetrising in acdef,
f
32 . 4 o - -
0= 192D[a /cdef] — ?DZBacdef,i — 1_5€acdef“"‘Z6Di1A;2...i5 — 4DF[a6dteﬁ + Dr[acdetﬂ

+ 6 DT qcgest + 335 Teates) + 45T jueates) + Sja, Tedel i + S'Tiacaet 11 + 64Z(0catefa
— 32Zgcae "t flo — 14421 Dt e gy + 64Z)40q'Tet i — 1442, T cat ey — 96 Zae ' Tact g1
+ 4021 (qegles) + 4821 Tedet i — 122" Tigeaet g1i + 482, Lates) — 2421, Teater)
— 202" Tjgeates) — 1620, T eacl iy — 22" Tjgeacl i + 115241 Al g, — 102441, Al 1,
— 128406 Agefliyiy + 1536 Ataca’ AL gy; + 256 A1, 12 Al i) + 896400 Begy i
8 16

- geacdefil...igAilizA/ig.niG - Eeacdefil...igAilmuA/iSiG
16 o 112 o
_ 5E[acde\il...i7|A21mZ4BMGZ7,f} _ 4—56[acd‘i1...’i8|A/“22236B24-“Zs7.ﬂ , (B‘120)

where we have used (B.66)) and the following identities

111213 1141516 | __ 11...24 Alt5617
Eabcdeil...igA 1A j = _Ze[abcdﬁl...iﬂA A e] »
111213] At4l5%6 . _ i1...i4 Atsigi7
Eabcdeil...isA TA j = _Ze[abcdﬁl...iﬂA A e] — 0,
1111213 141516 _ 111...14 PI5LELT
6abcdeil...igA 'B J = _Ze[abcdﬁl...iﬂA B el

11121 lig.. 47 111213 141516 |
€labed|i ...in| A 7P e AT = ge[abcdeﬁl...is\A 128D g A6 5

1112 13..07 __ 11127 1i3...%6 .
€labed|i ...ir| A" P e ) A = €labedeli ..ig| A" A0

€labedliy..in| A BT g = _ge[abcde\il...igA 18] B S
111 /13141 11 113...1
€abede fir...is A" AT = = €abedeli gl AT AT
o 111213 Aliatisie
_2€[abcde\i1...i6\A A" fl (8121)
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and

1i1...0 li5i61 _ 1i1121: 1i4151
€labed]iy...in] AT AT gy = _ge[abcde\il...igA HIZI8T ATAISI6 5
iyiniaj 4fiaisi _ liginik Aliisis
€labede]iy ..ig AT AT 4 gy = _geabcdefil...isA”u] AT
rivi liz..i liviej  pliz..i
€labed|ir ...iv| A P e AT = €abedeliy..ig) A AT
) ) A/ilizj A/i3~~~i6, _ 2 . . A/ilizjkA/i3i4i5 . (B 122)
€labcdeliy .. ig) £ j= 3€abcdef21...25 jk - .
C. Decomposition of tensor-spinors
ecomposition of tensor-spinors o e es an
D posit ft P f the typ . d
O O
1. Consider a general (=reducible) rank-n antisymmetric tensor-spinor in D dimen-
sions, V>, . We want to decompose it into irreducible (I'-traceless) representations. An

irreducible rank-n tensor spinor is obtained from a reducible one as

n
V,al...an = Z Nn,pr[al...aprblmbp‘/Y\bl...bp\ap+1...a7l] ) (Cl)
p=0
p(p+1) n
1T
where Nn,p = ( )p! D2('5~2p+1) .

p
If we define the expansion of V' in irreducible representations as

n n ~
Val...an = Z <p>r[a1...apvap+1...an} 3 (CZ)

p=0

the I-traces of V are

1
Vapyr...an = _lral'”apval---apap+1---a7l

n—p (C.3)

p(p—1) n—p\/(D—-2n+2p+r -

- (_1) ? Z ( r > < P F[ap+1~~~ap+7"V“p+7"+1---“n} :
r=0
Subtracting the I'-trace leaves only the first term in the sum:
pe=1) (D —2n + 2p\ ~
v/ap+1___an =(-1)"2 < ) )Vapﬂ...an , (C.4)

or, explicitly, using ([C.1):

& B G VN o D B S 19 vy
Ap+1.--an — (D—2n+2p) Z rl (D—2n+p+r+1) [apti-..ar
p r—=p

Fblmbrv|b1...br

Iar+1---an] )

(C.5)

rT=p
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which of course coincides with (C.1]) for p = 0.

2. Consider the tensor product of an irreducible hook tensor, i.e., a tensor of the type
Ual...an,a : U[al...an,a] =0, Ual...anflaa =0, (CG)

with a spinor. The I'-traceless part is

n
! _ bl...b
Ual...an,a = 5 kn,pr[al...apF pU\bl...bp\ap+1...an],a
p=1

n
by...b
+Zl”77’ra[alm%flr ! pU‘bl---bP‘ap---anflvan}
p=1

(c.7)
+ Z Mn,pNaja; Faz---apflrblnhbp U\b1...bp\ap---anf1,an}
p=2
—[ay ...anal
where
kn,p = Nn,p )
D — 1H)(D -2 1) — 1
lnp:(_l)n+1( n -+ )( n+ ) (n+ )pan’
’ (D+2)(D—n+2) ’
n(D=2n+p+1)(n+1)(p—1)
Mpp = (—1) (C.8)

(D+2)(D—n+2) P

(at p = n, only the combination %H(nknn + (=), ,) = %Nmn enters).
The vanishing of the completely antisymmetric part implies that I'-traces only have to
be taken on ag ... a,, and I'-tracelessness in these indices implies I'-tracelessness in a. The
tracelessness wrt the vector indices survives after a multiple I'-trace, but the vanishing of
the antisymmetrised tensor does not, so in order to get an irreducible representation out
of a I'-trace on U one has to divide it into an antisymmetric part and an irreducible hook,

and subtract the I'-traces of both. Explicitly:
_ 1 ai...a
Uqapyy...an,a = EF pUal...an,a (Cg)

splits into

Uayyi...an,a = Vapii...ana T Wapii..an,a s (ClO)

where

Vapi1...ana = u[ap+1...an,a] )

Wapyy...an,a = Uapir..an,a — Wapiy...an,d]

n—p _ 1
=+ (ttap 1amsa + (D" P gy 0 0) (C.11)
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The tensor uflp 1...an,a 18 defined using the subtraction of I'-traces according to (C.1) and
(CA), and consists of two irreducible tensors v’ and w'. One obtains:

1 _

/ YLyt 1 (1) () r pbrbry C.12

Uap+1---ana_z(_) EW [ap+1-.-ar b1...br]ar41...an,a] (C.12)
r=p r—p

On the other hand, an expansion of U in irreducible tensors is defined by

n—1 n
Ual...an,a = < >F[a1...apWap+1...an},a

p=0 \P
" ) N ~

+ Z <p> (Fa[m...apﬂvap---an} +(=1) 1F[a1___apvap+1man}a (C.13)
p=1

(n+1)(p—1)
D—-—n+1

Nalay Faz...ap,1 f/ap...an})

Performing the I'-traces on this expansion yields (the second eq. directly from (C.4),

the first after some computing)

, :(_1)n+1+p(p;1) (D+2)(D—n+p) D—2n+2p—2 7
ap+1..-Gna (D—?”L—I—l)(D—QTL—I—p— 1) p Ap+1..-Gna >

pp=1) (D — 2n + 2 T
/ — (_1) 2 < p> Wap+1..-an7a

Ap41...0n,a p

v,

(C.14)
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