arXiv:1006.0040v3 [hep-th] 29 Dec 2010

THREE-ALGEBRAS IN N =5,6
SUPERCONFORMAL CHERN-SIMONS
THEORIES: REPRESENTATIONS AND

RELATIONS

JONATHAN BAGGER!
and
GEORGE BRUHN?

Department of Physics and Astronomy
Johns Hopkins University
3400 North Charles St.
Baltimore, MD 21218, USA

ABSTRACT

In this work we present 3-algebraic constructions and representations for
three-dimensional N' = 5 supersymmetric Chern-Simons theories, and show
how they relate to theories with additional supersymmetries. The N = 5
structure constants give theories with Sp(2/V) x SO(M) gauge symmetry, as
well as more exotic symmetries known from gauged supergravity. We find
explicit lifts from N = 6 to 8, and N' =5 to 6 and 8, for appropriate gauge
groups.

'bagger@jhu.edu
2gbruhn@pha.jhu.edu


http://arxiv.org/abs/1006.0040v3

1 Introduction

Over the past few years, there has been an explosion of interest in three-
dimensional supersymmetric Chern-Simons gauge theories. Much progress
was sparked by the N' = 8 theory put forth in [1],[2],[3], and independently
in [4], that was proposed to describe the world volume theory of coincident
M2-branes [5, 6].

The theory contains 8 scalars, X!, which take values in the transverse
space, and a 16-component real fermion W, which is a two-component real
d = 3 spinor in one of the 8-dimensional spinor representations of the SO(8)
R-symmetry group; the supersymmetry parameter € is in the other. The
fields take values in a 3-algebra, defined by a totally antisymmetric triple
product, given by

[Ta’ Tb, Tc] — fabchd. (1)
The invariant, symmetric inner-product (7%, 7°) = h® raises and lowers
indices, so that £ is real and totally antisymmetric. The theory is gauged,
with gauge field 3
w1 = A e (2)
The gauge field is constrained, so the degrees of freedom balance between
bosons and fermions. The 3-algebra satisfies the so-called fundamental iden-
tity,

[T, T [T°, T, T°)] = [[T°T° T, T T+ [T [T T T T (3)
+ [T, T, [T, T°, T,

which implies that the gauge transformations act as derivations. These con-
straints define the A/ = 8 theory, of which there is only one (unitary) example:
fabed ~ gabed and h ~ §9°) for which the gauge group is SO(4).

More theories can be found by reducing the number of supesymmetries.
These include the ABJM theories, with N' = 6 supersymmetry and U(N) x
U(N) gauge symmetry [7], and the ABJ theories [8], with ' =6 and U(N)
x U(M) gauge symmetry, as well as N/ = 5 with Sp(2N) x O(M). Similar
theories were constructed in [9]. A classification of the possible N = 6 theo-
ries of ABJM-type was presented in [10].

None of these constructions made use of a 3-algebra, so it is natural to
ask whether they play any role in theories with N/ < 8. In fact, the most
general ' = 6 theory was constructed from a 3-algebra in [11]. One realiza-
tion gives rise to an A/ = 6 theory with SU(N) x SU(N) gauge symmetry;
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another describes the NV =6 U(N) x U(M) ABJ theories. It has recently
been shown that the SU(N) x SU(N) theory is related to the U(N) x U(N)
ABJM theory [12], so the 3-algebraic approach indeed describes the complete
set of V=6 ABJM and ABJ theories.

Given these results, one would also like to know the role that 3-algebras
play in A/ = 5 theories. The quaternionic unitary 3-algebras were classified
in [13], where it was found that they are in one-one correspondence with the
N =5 Chern-Simons theories presented in [9] and [14]. In this paper we take
a more direct approach and construct the most general three-dimensional
N = 5 superconformal Chern-Simons theories from first principles. We work
in components and close the supersymmetry transformations on the fields.
We find that the theories depend on real structure constants with four up-
stairs indices, satisfying N' = 5 versions of the fundamental identity. When
the structure constants obey f¢d = — fbacd — fedab they give rise to N =5
truncations of AV = 6 theories, with supersymmetry transformations given in
[11]. When they obey g®¢? = ghacd = gedab | ith glabeld — () the theories are
purely N = 5. For this case, our NV = 5 transformation laws agree with those
presented in [15]. Our results are in accord with the classification derived
in [13]. In addition, they clarify the connection between N' =5 and N’ = 6
theories and show that they both arise as independent solutions to a single
set of constraints.

In what follows we also present explicit 3-algebra representations for var-
ious N' = 5 theories. We recover all the examples discussed in [9, 14, 13].
We find an Sp(2N) x SO(M) theory of ABJ-type, with matter fields trans-
forming in the bifundamental representation of the gauge group, as well as
an SO(4) x SU(2) theory with one free parameter. We also find more exotic
theories with gauge groups Gy, x SU(2), with bifundamental matter, and
SO(7) x SU(2), with matter in the 8-dimensional spinor representation of
SO(7). These theories can also found using the “embedding tensor” approach
tod =3, N = 8 gauged supergravity in the conformal limit [16, 17], or using
N =1 superspace, as was done in [18].

Finally, in this paper we also show how to lift certain theories with A’ =5
and N = 6 supersymmetry to N = 6 and N = 8. We first lift the N' = 6
theory with SU(2) x SU(2) ~ SO(4) gauge symmetry to N' = 8. We then lift
the Sp(2N) x SO(2) invariant ' = 5 theory to N/ = 6. As a third example,
we lift the N' = 5 theory with SO(4) x SU(2) gauge symmetry to N’ = 6
at one point in its parameter space. At that point, the gauge symmetry is
reduced to SO(4) = SU(2) x SU(2), as required for N’ = 6 supersymmetry.
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The layout of the paper is as follows. In the next section, we review
the 3-algebraic construction of the N' = 6 theories. We present specific
representations of the various gauge groups that arise, and we demonstrate
the lift to N' = 8. We then turn our attention to /' =5 and construct the
most general theory based on a 3-algebra. We find the fundamental identity,
and solve it in terms of structure constants of two different kinds. We discuss
explicit representations, and present the lifts from A" =5 to N/ = 6.

2 Review of the N' = 6 Construction

In this section, we review the relevant features of the construction in [11].
We start by decomposing the SO(8) global symmetry into SO(6) x SO(2)
= SU(4) x U(1). The matter fields are a scalar Z2 and a spinor W 4,, both
with U(1) charges +1, together with their conjugates Z% and ¥4¢ where
A =1,...4 is the SU(4) index and a spans a representation of some gauge
group. The 3-algebra structure constants f%.; are no longer necessarily real
or totally antisymmetric, but satisfy f%.q = —f%.4 = "% = f5. The six
supersymmetry parameters ¢47 are antisymmetric in A and B, and obey the
reality condition
gAB — %EABCDECD. (4)
The N = 6 supersymmetry transformations on the scalar and the fermion
are

5261? = 'igAD\I[Dd7
§Upy = A'eapD,Z] (5)
+ [ ZA 7B Z%epp + [0 Z2 2B Z¢ e ap,

where the gauge-covariant derivative on the scalar is defined by

D, 7} =0,7) — A, 472 (6)

The transformations on the scalar close according to the supersymmetry
algebra,

01,00) 24 = v* D, Z4 + A4 24, (7)
where :
vt = %§D7“€1CD (8)
and
Ay = ieG epp [Py 26, (9)
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where the antisymmetrization is done without a factor of %

The transformations on the fermions close similarly,
[01,09) W pg = V"D,V pg + A4 (10)
provided the equations of motion are satisfied:
Eps = YD, Vpg—2faVp. 2 75, (11)
+ [V paZP Z5 + eapep [ eaVZLZY = 0.
Finally, the gauge field transformations
0A, g = —if® (P, U Z8 + Epory, VO ZP) (12)
close as follows,
[61,62]Ay%a = Dy(A) + 0" Fpa + O(Z*), (13)
provided the field strength obeys the following condition:
Fo.% = _a,ulel/ad + &jzzluad + AuabApbd — Auabz‘iubd
= —cun (DY Z] 2 — Z7 D Z5; — iP5 ) [ (14)
Canceling the O(Z*)-terms leads to the A' = 6 fundamental identity,
TSl Paa+ fawfPga+ fra  fa + frg™ [ 0a = 0. (15)

The fundamental identity ensures that the gauge transformation acts as a
derivation. With these ingredients, it is not hard to construct the N' = 6
Lagrangian, written in terms of the 3-algebra. In the next section, we discuss
representations of the N' = 6 gauge groups.

3 N =6 Representations

A representation of the 3-algebra can be constructed from rectangular M x N
matrices, X,Y, Z, as follows:

(X,Y:Z]=XZ'Y - YZ'X, (16)

where ZT is the conjugate transpose of Z. This can be interpreted as a
gauge transformation on Xy, acting via left and right multiplication, with
X carrying bifundamental indices d and [,

Xa = [X,Y:Z]a
= XaZ™Yy — Ya Z™ Xy, (17)

bt



In this case, the 3-algebra structure constants are given by
P o = 03020,6] — 62056707, (18)

The structure constants have the correct symmetries and satisfy the N' = 6
fundamental identity.

Using (9), it is a simple matter to determine the gauge theories that are
constructed in this way. For this particular 3-algebra, we find

074 =Ny 74 = z'ngguBEzgzgkzi - z'ggEs”BEZngjzg, (19)

The matrix /~\“idl is anti-Hermitian, with a nonvanishing trace for M # N
and a vanishing trace for M = N. As expected, these N/ = 6 theories have
U(N) x U(M) and SU(N) x SU(N) gauge symmetry. The original U(N) x
U(N) ABJM model can be recovered by gauging the global U(1) symmetry,
as was done in [12].

A second choice of structure constants is given by
fabcd = Jachd + (5352 - 535£)a (20)

where J% = i(02 @ Iy« ) is the antisymmetric invariant tensor of Sp(2N).
The fe.4 also obey the fundamental identity and have the correct symme-
tries. As before, we close the algebra to find the gauge transformation on

Z,
07 = Nz = g eypn(Z] 28 + T T2y 26) 2

— ieh enppZy 262 (21)

This transformation is a sum of two parts. The first is of the form ¢'Z A=
ANy Z4; the second is a phase. It is easy to see that JuA.J = A'?,, so the
gauge group is simply Sp(2N) x U(1).

4 Lift: N =6 —> N =38

From the above construction, it is possible to find an explicit lift from the
N = 6 theory with SU(2) x SU(2) gauge symmetry to the unique N' = 8
theory. We begin by writing the matter fields Z2, in SO(4) notation,

Zi = Z3404°, (22)



using the ordinary Pauli matrices of [19] (except taking o° — i0? = ig° to
make the gauge space Euclidean). Because of the well-known identity

(7(1 b=c —c bfa)o'za

0%’ — 0’0 —9gabedzba

d >

the representation of the SU(2) x SU(2) transformation given in (16) exactly
reproduces the 3-algebra of the N' = 8 theory, with f%¢4 = %< (we absorb
the constant of proportionality into £%¢4).

In this notation, we start with the original N" = 6 supersymmetry trans-
formations presented above, parametrized by 42, and construct two addi-
tional supersymmetries, parametrized by a complex spinor 7 of global U(1)
charge 4+2. The most general supersymmetry transformations consistent with
these assignments are

675 = ieMPWpy 410,77

6V = AteapD,ZA + ©yy"nD,ZY, (23)
4 Wl g A 7B 7 e ap — e ZAZB 7. ap
— @3EadeZfZAbZDCT] + @4€ABCD€“den*ZfZ5ZCC,

for some complex numbers ©1, ©,, O3, ©4. Note that since the gauge group
is SO(4), the gauge indices can be raised and lowered at will.

Imposing the supersymmetry algebra on the scalar transformation leads
to ©1 = O3 and ©; = O,. In particular, we find

61,007 = D2+ R 24
where )
2 _ . — *
e 56230’7“6130 + l|@1|277[2"7u771} (25)
and
A — Z’gngel]BEe“deZfZCc + 3i@45[2BC77T}5adeZIFZCC

+ i@1ﬁ[2€ﬁ08ab6dZBbZCc + i|@1\277[277ﬁ5ab0d2523c- (26)

Anti-Hermicity of the generator A% requires ©, = —30;. This leaves only
©; independent; it can be absorbed into the parameter 7.



With these results, the supersymmetry transformations are
675 = ey +inly
oY, = "YMEADDHZAd + ’YM??DuZJC:l)
+ el zA7B 7 e ap — e ZAZB 756 ap
— 5“deZfZAbZDC77 — %5ABCD5“M7)*Z;‘Z£ZCC. (27)
Closing on the fermion gives

01,00)Upa = v"D,VUpg+ A%¥p,
) )
—+ aggBel]CDEBd — ZE::QBE’}/MelBE’YuEDd (28)

+ iifaenopES — 5 (i) + 7"y ) Eoa,

as required, where Ep, denotes the fermion equation of motion (11). The
same calculation also fixes the transformation of the gauge field,
SA M = —ieeper, WP ZE — ie™eP Y, U Ze,

+ iy, U gy Z8 + ie iy WP Zg,. (29)

Closing on A, imposes the constraint (14).

The above transformations are manifestly SU(4) x U(1) covariant. How-
ever, they must also be covariant under SO(8), the N' = 8 R-symmetry
group. As a check, therefore, we compute their transformations under the
twelve remaining generators of SO(8)/(SU(4) x U(1)), which we denote g7,
with U(1) charge 2. The transformations are

526? = gABZBa

1
Vg, = —§€BCDE9DE‘I’GC
* 1 *
01 = "+ 5 Paipm (30)
1
on = —agABé?AB,

consistent with the fact that Z4, U, and 4P live in different SO(8) repre-
sentations. The transformations (30) close into SU(4) x U(1), as required
by the SO(8) algebra. Moreover, it is not hard to show that the super-
symmetry transformations (27) and (29) are covariant under (30), as they
must be. Thus, for the case of SO(4) gauge symmetry, the supersymmetry
transformations (27) and (29) do indeed lift the N' = 6 theory to N/ = 8.
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5 N =5 Construction

In this section, we proceed along similar lines to construct the most general
N =5 theories that make use of a 3-algebra. We start by decomposing the
SO(8) global symmetry into SO(5) x SO(3) = Sp(4) x SU(2). We take the
eight scalar fields to have the index structure X7, where A = 1,..,4 and
i = 1,2 are indices that refer to the Sp(4) R-symmetry and the global SU(2),
respectively; the index d spans a representation of the gauge group. The
Sp(4) indices are raised or lowered with the Sp(4)-invariant tensor,

wAB _ i(O’Q ® I2X2)AB’

for which w4Pwpe = —§4. Here and elsewhere we adopt the convention
X4 = wABXp, X4 = —wapXP for any symplectic structure. The super-
symmetry parameters are real spinors {47, antisymmetric in A and B and

traceless,
waptt? =0, (31)

so the €48 are in the 5 of Sp(4). The superpartner fermions are real spinors
as well, with index structure W 4;,.

The most general supersymmetry transformations are of the following
form,

SXA = i€ T py (32)
0Wpy = ’V”fADDqucll
+ wppbace  (f ™ aX G X X5+ g aX W X5 X5,
+ wAchDEjk(habchzéXﬁ,Xkc + jabchI?aleXjC;)’

C

where the Levi-Civita tensor €7 raises and lowers the SU(2) indices. With-

out loss of generality, we may take g*¢; and j%; to be symmetric in a and c.

abc

The tensors ¢?¢;, h®¢;, and j*¢, are fixed by closing the supersymmetry

algebra on the scalar,

01, 09) X3 = v" D, X713 + A%y X2 (33)
with v = £8%y1¢ po. We find
fabcd — 29cabd — hacbd — 2jcabd’ (34)
which implies
~ -
AadX{i = 5Ejknggl}cpwEBfabchﬁX&Xg. (35)
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Because of conflicting symmetries, A% vanishes, so no gauge transformation
appears in the closure of the algebra.

With these conditions, the fermion supersymmetry transformation be-
comes

VWpg = 7“§ADDNX£
+ ¥ (wpplac + wacksp)

1
(P XEXEXA — L P XEXEXS). (0)

Closing this transformation leads to a trivial theory. All interaction terms
cancel in the equation of motion. Indeed, upon closer inspection, it is pos-
sible to show that the interaction terms in the fermion transformation (36)
also vanish, as indeed they must.

To find a nontrivial N/ = 5 theory, we need to impose a less restrictive
global symmetry group. Therefore, in what follows, we will take the global
symmetry group to be the R-symmetry group SO(5) = Sp(4). Since Sp(4)
C SU(4), we can carry over many results from N = 6.

We start by examining the supersymmetry parameters. We write the
N = 6 parameters ¢4 in terms of the N' = 5 parameters 47, together with
a real R-symmetry singlet spinor 7, as follows:

cAB Ay ABy
cap = &ap — iwapn. (37)

In an N' = 5 theory, the Sp(4) indices are raised and lowered using the
antisymmetric tensors w?? and w4 p, respectively. For the ' = 5 parameters
£ap, this convention is consistent with the SU(4) R symmetry of the N' = 6
theory:

é-AB CL)ACCUBD&CD

1
_ 5(WACWBD — wAPLBC _ yABLCDYe

1
= §5ABCD§CD- (38)
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The sign change in the singlet follows from the group theory,

CUAB’I] = CUACCUBDCUCDT]

1
(wACwBD _ WAD,BC _ wABwCD>

2

1
= —éeABCDwCDn. (39)

wep

It is also necessary for the closure of the supersymmetry transformations, as
can be checked for the free case.

We next consider the fields. The 4 of Sp(4) is obtained from the 4 and
4 of SU(4) by imposing a reality condition. For the case at hand, we impose
the following constraints on the fields of the N' = 6 theory:?

Zj = —JabwABZbB

T Al /e (40)
Here wup is the antisymmetric Sp(4) invariant tensor, while J,; is an in-
variant (antisymmetric) tensor of the gauge group, with J,,J% = —d¢. The
minus sign in the second term renders the constraint consistent with the
N = 5 supersymmetry transformations. The constraint is inconsistent with

the transformation parametrized by 7, so it explicitly breaks N/ = 6 super-
symmetry to N' = 5.

With this constraint, we can write the A/ = 5 supersymmetry trans-
formations entirely in terms of the fields Z(f and VUp,. The most general
transformations take the following form,

52&? - ’iEAD\I’Dd
SWpy = apD,Z4 + [0 22 2P ZC¢pewan
+ f30 22 ZP 28 € apwpe, (41)

where, without loss of generality, we take f2¢; and f2¢,; to be antisymmetric
in their first two indices. Closing on the scalar gives

01,0025 = "D, Z3 4+ A"y Z2, (42)

with . )
ANy =1 SbchchCchf[lz)FfuBF’ (43)

30ur constraints differ by a critical sign from those in ref. [15].
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where

aoc 1 ca ac
1bd:§( 2b d—fz bd)- (44)
This implies
SWpy = apDuZ5 — 30022 2P 7% ¢powan
+ 3022 2] ZE Eapwic (45)

Closing on the fermion gives

01,09)¥pg = v"D,¥pg+ A%Vp,
1

_ i
2€ﬁC€2]ADECd + — (& &) Epa,

4

with the following fermion equation of motion:

Epa = 7"D,¥pqg
— [ (U ZAZE + U Z ZP ) wup
4 28 (U W ZAZC + U0 Z2Z N wpe = 0. (46)

With these assignments, the gauge field transforms as
0A % = —i(f9%q+ 3% )wPEEpe, Vi ZE. (47)
Closing on the gauge field imposes additional constraints:

d d
2abcg( 5 gf + f2eg f)ZfZéBZCCZé)WADWBC

d d 3
(13" + 157 ) 20 2y 72 20 € Egen = 0. (48)
These two constraints must be satisfied by the /' = 5 fundamental identity.
Up to now, we have worked in complete generality. To proceed further,
we impose symmetries on the structure constants f§*;. The most obvious

choice is
2abcd — fabcd — _fbacd — fcdab’ (49)

as in N/ = 6. With this choice, the calculations work out just as before. In
particular, the conditions (48) are satisfied by the N' = 5 restriction of the
N = 6 fundamental identity:

Jgj(fabfgfthd 4 fagfdfhbjc + fahfgfjbdc 4 fangfbhjd) = 0. (5())

In this case, the supersymmetry transformations are those of ref. [11].
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A second and more interesting choice is to take

2abccl — gacbd o gbcad’ (51)

where
gacbd — gcabd — gbdac (52>

so fabed has all the right symmetries. As we shall see, this choice generates
N =5 theories that are not restrictions of N' = 6. The conditions (48) are
satisfied if*

g(acb)d =0 (53>

and
Jgj<gafbggjchd+gafgdghjbc+gafhggjdbc +gafgcgbjhd) = 0. (54>

This is the N' = 5 fundamental identity, which was also found in [14] by
taking the conformal limit of three-dimensional gauged supergravity.

Substituting g®¢; for f¢¢; in (41), (45) and (47), we find the N = 5
supersymmetry transformations
674 = &Py
Wpy = V&apD,Z3 — g™ aZ2 ZP ZE ¢ppwac
+ 29"y ZAZE 78 € scwpp
0A 4 = 3ig" W P Epc U m 2 . (55)

These transformations close into a translation and a gauge variation, with
parameter

. 3t =
Rty =~ 020 28 wpof Eupr. (56)

These are the same transformations that were found, starting from different
assumptions, in ref. [15].

6 N =5 Representations

In this section we construct N' = 5 gauge theories, built from symmetric
structure constants g“de, with gauge transformations

. 3i .
62 = AaZ;} = = 54" a2 2 wpedh e Z;. (57)

4We thank José Figueroa-O’Farrill and Paul de Medeiros for emphasizing the impor-
tance of (53).
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We will see that there are a host of such theories, including some with free
parameters or exceptional gauge groups, in stark contrast to N/ = 6 or 8.

We start by constructing a set of g2 that lead to an Sp(2N) x SO(M)
gauge group. There are four combinations of the invariant tensors of Sp(2/NV)
and SO(M) that have the symmetries (52):

g(lzz:bj:ckdl _ (5a05bd o 5ad5bc)Jiijl (58)
gglb]ckdl _ (Jikjjl 4 ij:Jil)(sab(scd
géi)azbjckdl _ (5a05bd + 5ad5bc)(Jiijl + ijjil)’
where i, 7,... = 1,... 2N are Sp(2N) indices, and a, b, ... = 1,... M are SO(M).

From them, we must select linear combinations that satisfy (53) and the fun-
damental identity (54).

In fact, there are just two linear combinations that do the job:

aibjckdl  __ aibjckdl atbjckdl

9 = 0 — 9 (59)
aibjckdl (+)atbjckdl (—)aibjckdl

g = g3 + 93 :

Let us focus in detail on the first case. The structure constants are
gaibjckdl — (5ac5bd o 5ad5bc)Jiijl o 5ab5cd(Jiijl + J]kal) (60)
They give rise to the following gauge transformation:

31 -
VAR —§§£F§1}BFWDCZ£ZSZZA% (61)

31 -
—gf[g)FfuBFchkaZ;?del-

The two terms are Sp(2/N) and SO(M) transformations, respectively, with
matter fields in the fundamental representations of each [8, 14, 18].

For the second case, the structure constants are simply
gaibjckdl — Jl'ijléaCébd 4 Jilekéadébc (62)

The indices are in standard direct product form, so the theory has gauge
group Sp(2M N), with matter fields in the 2M N dimensional fundamental
representation.

14



For the special case of SO(4) x Sp(2) >~ SO(4) x SU(2), it is possible to
add another term to the structure constants [14, 18]:

aibjckdl __ aibjckdl aibjckdl abed 117 Tkl
g* e = g1 — 95 + as™ I, (63)

where £%¢? is the totally antisymmetric SO(4)-invariant tensor. The result-

ing g¥%ekdl satisfy (53) and the fundamental identity, for any choice of the
free parameter a. The gauge group closes into SO(4) x SU(2) for o # oc.
In the next section, we will see that this example, in the limit @ — oo, has
gauge group SO(4). In this limit, it lifts to N’ =6 and 8.

There are also two “exceptional” theories with N = 5. The first arises
from the tensor

gaibjckdl _ gin‘bjckdl . ggibjckdl 4 ﬁcabcd Ji Jkl’ (64)

where a,b,... = 1,... 7 and ¢,7,... = 1,2 are SO(7) and SU(2) indices, re-
spectively. Here C%“? is the totally antisymmetric tensor that is dual to the
octonionic structure constants C.y,,

aoc ]' aocae
Cabed = 31 bedel9 0, 1y (65)

[For a concise introduction to G, SO(7) and the octonians, as well as a host
of useful identities, see Section 2 and Appendix A of [20].] The tensor (64)
satisfies (53) and the fundamental identity for =0 or 8 = 1. When § =0,
the g¥%kdl are just the Sp(2) x SO(7) structure constants discussed above.

When S = %, the gauge group is Go x SU(2). In this case, the structure
constants take the form

gaibickdl _ (gacgbd _ gadghe | %Cabcd)Jiijl — gabged( ik gil 4 yik Jily - (66)
where 7, j,... = 1,2. The gauge transformation is then
§zAd = pfeidigA
with
At — %S[QFSI]BFWDC(;adZIPiZbCl (67)

3t - 1 .
_Zg[[Q)Fgl}BFWDC((Sab(SCd o 5a05bd + §Cabcd)ijleZl§ZCC];.
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The first term is clearly an SU(2) transformation. The second is a Gy C
SO(7) transformation, as can be seen by recognizing that the operator

1 1
Piimd — g <5ab50d . 5a05bd + 5Cvabcd) (68)
is a projector from the adjoint 21 of SO(7) to the adjoint 14 of G,

Pebedcy . = 0. (69)

In this way we construct the N' = 5, Gy x SU(2) gauge theory from a 3-
algebra, recovering the result found in [14, 18].

The second exceptional theory has SO(7) x SU(2) gauge symmetry with
matter transforming in the spinor 8 of SO(7) [14, 18]. To find the structure
constants, we start with the tensor

gaibjckdl — 5ab5cd<Jiijl + ijjil) + ,}/F%)nl—\fgnjujkl (7())
where a,b,... = 1,...8and i, j,... = 1,2, and % = %(men—FnFm)ab is built
from the SO(7) gamma matrices. The g*®/*¥ have the correct symmetries
and satisfy the fundamental identity for v = —é, in which case the structure
constants become

gazbjckdl — 5ab50d<JlkJ]l + J]lel) . _Fab ch JZ]JM. (71>

6 mn— mn

The gauge transformations reduce to

sZAd  _  jaidl Z;%, (72)
where
ABd = _%g[l;pgl]BFWDcéadeBiZbCl (73)
+%E£F§1}BFwDCFanFbenﬂkJ”Z,iji.

We see that the gauge group is SO(7) x SU(2), with the matter fields in the
spinor representation of each.

7 Liftss N=5—->N =6

In this section, we lift two theories with N = 5 supersymmetry to N/ = 6,
along the lines of the lift from N' = 6 to N' = 8. In particular, we lift the

16



N =5 theories with Sp(2N) x SO(2) and SO(4) x SU(2) gauge symmetry
to N = 6 theories with Sp(2N) x U(1) and SO(4) gauge symmetry, respec-
tively. As we showed previously, the latter theory can then be lifted to N = 8.

To carry out the lifts, we first define unconstrained complex-conjugate
scalars Z4 and Z4, consistent with the constraint (40):

ZA = Z4+iZ4
zZ4 = 729 —iz% (74)
Supersymmetry then requires that the superpartner =4, be defined as follows:

SAa = \IjAa1+Z.\IIAa2

E*Aa — \I,Aal —i\I’Aa2. (75>

The indices 1 and 2 refer to either SU(2) or SO(2), while a refers to SO(4)
or Sp(2N), respectively. The constraint (40) allows us to write the complex-
conjugate expressions in terms of the original fields. Note that this procedure
only works when one of the A' = 5 gauge groups is SU(2) or SO(2).

We first consider the theory with Sp(2/V) x SO(2) gauge symmetry, where
a,b,... = 1,... 2N are Sp(2N) indices, and i, j,... = 1,2 are SO(2). The
conjugate scalar Z4 takes the form

2% = —wapJ®(Z —iZL), (76)
and likewise for the conjugate spinor Z*4%. With these definitions, it is

straightforward to check that the N' = 5 transformations, with
gaibickdl _ _g ((5ik5jl _ gilgiky Jabjed _ 5id ki jac gbd 4 JbCJad)) ’ (77)
coincide with the N' = 6 transformations, with
Fog = T Jeq + (5205 — 6567), (78)
for five of the six supersymmetries.

To find the sixth, we plug e4p — —iwapn into the transformations (5)
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and collect terms. After some calculation, we find:

62y = —wPnUpg
Vpa = —W“wADnDMZC’;}
+ if*ca(wapwep — wacwsp)
X (€ik€j1 + €jk€i + iél-jekl)ZfiZnggcn
A S = pabed(py G, 7B ﬁ,y“\I,Bcng)(éjkEil + gty (79)
where € is the antisymmetric, invariant tensor of SO(2). This is the extra

supersymmetry transformation that lifts the A/ = 5 theory with Sp(2N) x
SO(2) gauge symmetry to the N' = 6 theory with Sp(2N) x U(1).

Finally, we consider the A/ = 5 theory with SO(4) x SU(2) gauge sym-
metry, with g2+l given in (63), in the limit o — oo. In this limit, the
structure constants reduce to

gaibjckdl — O[&adeEijEkl, (80)
where a,b,... = 1,... 4 are SO(4) indices, and 1, j, ... = 1,2 are SU(2), and €
is the antisymmetric, invariant tensor of SU(2). We first compute the gauge

transformation. Using (43), we find
67y o & &prwpce™ et 25 2070, (81)

This is a pure SO(4) gauge transformation; it suggests that the SO(4) X
SU(2) invariant A/ = 5 theory, in the « — oo limit, can be lifted to the
SO(4) theory with A/ = 6 and 8.

We now construct the lift. We start by defining the complex-conjugate
scalars Z2 and Z¢%. For the case at hand, we find

Zpa = —iwap(Z8 —iZ5), (82)

and likewise for the spinor =*4?. As above, it possible to show that the

N = 5 transformations with

gaibjckdl — —§8ab6d6ij€kl, (83)
and the N/ = 6 transformations with
fabcd — Eabcd’ (84)
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coincide for five of the six supersymmetries.

The sixth supersymmetry is derived in the same way as before. Plugging
eap — —iwapn into (5) and collecting terms, we find:

5Z£ = —wADﬁ\IIDdl
Vpa = —M“wADnDMZC‘;
+ 26" wapwep Sl Zy Zy Zgn
SA, M = 2™y, Uy, Z5. (85)

Note that the interaction term explicitly breaks the SU(2) symmetry. The
transformation is just what we need to lift the A = 5 theory with SU(2) x
SO(4) gauge symmetry to the NV = 6 theory with SO(4) gauge symmetry.
In Section 4, we proved that this theory can again be lifted to N' = 8.

It is worth emphasizing that these lifts arise from N = 5 theories that are
not simply N = 6 theories with a reality constraint. Instead they arise from
purely N/ = 5 theories, using very special properties of the gauge groups in
question.

8 (Conclusions

In this paper, we constructed the most general three-dimensional N = 5 su-
perconformal Chern-Simons gauge theory from first principles. We identified
the 3-algebra, found the fundamental identity, and constructed various rep-
resentations of it. We used 3-algebras to demonstrate how certain theories
can be lifted to N’ = 6 or 8 for an appropriate choice of gauge group.

Our results confirm that 3-algebras provide a powerful approach to
superconformal Chern-Simons theories in three dimensions [18]. They unify
and simplify the construction of theories with N' > 5. The number of su-
persymmetries is determined by the structure of the underlying 3-algebra.

Antisymmetric structure constants, with fe¢d = — fbacd — fedab give rise to
N = 6 theories, corresponding to U(M|N) and OSp(2|N) in the Kac classi-
fication [21]. Symmetric structure constants, with ge¢d = gbacd = gedab oy

N =5 theories, corresponding to OSp(M|N), D(2|1; «) and the exotic pair
F(4) and G(3).

Perhaps our most surprising result is that theories with different gauge
groups can be continuously connected through their 3-algebras. How does
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this occur in an M2 brane construction? We have seen that the N = 5 su-
persymmetric SO(4) x SU(2) theory can be continuously deformed to the
N = 6 SO(4) theory, changing both gauge group and the number of su-
persymmetries along the way. It is surely of interest to find the M theory
realization of this phenomenon.
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Appendix

The theories we consider are constructed in three dimensions, with +# =
{io?, o', 03}, with Minkowski metric n** = (—, +, +). Therefore, {y*,7"} =
+2n*. In three dimensions, the Fierz transformation is

() = 5 Cwx — 5 (o). (56)

We use the symmetrization conventions FABGCIP = pABGCD _ pACGBD
and FABGOD = pABGCED L pACGBD for any parameters F, G, and indices
A, B,C, D. We adopt the convention X4 = w48 Xp, X4 = —wapX? for any
symplectic structure.

Throughout the paper, we denote spinors that are R-symmetry singlets
by . Those in the 6 of SU(4) are denoted by £4Z; those in the 5 of Sp(4) are
denoted by ¢42. We note the following useful identities, which hold for both

AB £4B although they are presented for the latter, with the appropriate

e and
definition of ¢4B¢D.

1. B
afch%&cz) 5y = fﬁCWVfZ]BC (87)
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261“p = £5"&upEds — £4 EypEds

+ 17 €rdp — " Eyprdh

1 ~ _ _
§€ABCD§FF’Y;L§2EF = &anVué2cp + SappVus2Be

— Epppuéaac

SABCD _ AC,BD _  AD BC _  AB CD

(88)

In our calculations concerning (G5 and the spinor representation of SO(7),
we made considerable use of the representations and identities listed in [20].

The SO(7) gamma matrices are
mab — j(Cmab 4 gmaghs _ gmbgasy
They lead to the SO(7) generators
[rmnab _ cmnab | comnaghs _ cmnbgaS | gmagnb _ smbgna

which require the following SO(7) identities:

Cabeocde — _Cabcd + 5a05bd o 5ad5bc
Cacdcvbcd — 65ab
Cabpq Cpqc — _4crabc.

The O are the structure constants for the octonian algebra, and

1
Cabcd — 5 Eabcdefg Cefg )
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