
Prepared for submission to JHEP

Twistor Actions for Integrable Systems

Robert F. Penna

Institute for Advanced Study, Princeton, NJ 08540, USA

E-mail: rpenna@ias.edu

Abstract: Many integrable systems can be reformulated as holomorphic vector bundles
on twistor space. This is a powerful organizing principle in the theory of integrable systems.
One shortcoming is that it is formulated at the level of the equations of motion. From this
perspective, it is mysterious that integrable systems have Lagrangians. In this paper, we
study a Chern-Simons action on twistor space and use it to derive the Lagrangians of some
integrable sigma models. Our focus is on examples that come from dimensionally reduced
gravity and supergravity. The dimensional reduction of general relativity to two spacetime
dimensions is an integrable coset sigma model coupled to a dilaton and 2d gravity. The
dimensional reduction of supergravity to two spacetime dimensions is an integrable coset
sigma model coupled to matter fermions, a dilaton, and 2d supergravity. We derive Lax
operators and Lagrangians for these 2d integrable systems using the Chern-Simons theory
on twistor space. In the supergravity example, we use an extended setup in which twistor
Chern-Simons theory is coupled to a pair of matter fermions.
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1 Introduction

Many integrable systems can be obtained from dimensional reductions of the self-dual Yang-
Mills equations. This is a powerful organizing principle in the theory of integrable systems
[1–3]. Solutions of the self-dual Yang-Mills equations can be reformulated as holomorphic
vector bundles on twistor space. Thus many integrable systems can be realized as reductions
of holomorphic vector bundles on twistor space. Some of the features of integrable systems
that look mysterious on spacetime have natural and geometrical interpretations on twistor
space. For instance, it is often useful to organize the data of an integrable system by
introducing a formal, complex valued “spectral parameter.” In the twistor formulation, the
spectral parameter is just one of the dimensions of twistor space.

A basic object in the theory of integrable systems is the Lax operator. A Lax operator
is a Lie algebra valued 1-form, L, obeying the flatness condition dL`L^L “ 0. The flatness
condition encodes the equations of motion of an integrable system. The Lax operator can
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be reformulated as a p0, 1q connection, A, on twistor space. The flatness condition becomes
the partial flatness condition,

sBA`A^A “ 0 . (1.1)

This is the equation of motion of the Chern-Simons action

S “
1

2πi

ż

Ω^ CSpAq , CSpAq “ Tr

ˆ

A^ sBA`
2

3
A^A^A

˙

, (1.2)

where Ω is a meromorphic p3, 0q form. To get a sensible theory, we need boundary conditions
for A at the poles of Ω. Equation (1.2) is similar to holomorphic Chern-Simons theory,
except that holomorphic Chern-Simons theory requires a holomorphic1 Ω and there is no
holomorphic p3, 0q form on twistor space (absent N “ 4 supersymmetry [5]).

This action (1.2) first appeared in a recent seminar talk of Costello [6]. He used it
to study a four dimensional sigma model first studied by Losev, Moore, Nekrasov, and
Shatashvili [7]. As our work was nearing completion, there appeared a related preprint by
Bittleston and Skinner [8]. They use the Chern-Simons action (1.2) to study the relationship
between the self-dual Yang-Mills equations, 4d Chern-Simons theory [9–12], and integrable
sigma models.

We were led to study the twistor Chern-Simons action (1.2) as part of an investigation
into dimensionally reduced gravity and supergravity. The dimensional reduction of general
relativity from four to two dimensions is an integrable SLp2,Rq{SOp2q coset sigma model
coupled to a dilaton and 2d gravity. The 2d theory has an infinite dimensional symmetry
called the Geroch group which underlies many solution generating techniques in general
relativity [13–15]. Brietenlohner and Maison [14] found a Lax operator for this sigma
model. Mason and Woodhouse [16] reformulated the Lax operator as a p0, 1q connection on
twistor space. In Section 3 of the present paper, we will derive the Lax operator and the
Lagrangian from the Chern-Simons action (1.2).

The dimensional reduction of N “ 1 supergravity from four to two dimensions is an
SLp2,Rq{SOp2q coset sigma model coupled to a pair of matter fermions, a dilaton, and
2d supergravity. Nicolai [17] found a Lax operator for this sigma model. In Section 4,
we will derive the Lax operator and Lagrangian up to (and including) quadratic fermion
terms using an extended action in which (1.2) is coupled to a pair of matter fermions. We
comment on the extension to quartic fermion terms at the end.

The techniques developed herein apply to a wide range of integrable systems. In Section
3, we discuss one of the simplest integrable sigma models, the 2d principal chiral model in
flat spacetime, to emphasize this point. In the future, it would be interesting to explore
applications of twistor Chern-Simons theory to quantum integrable systems.

2 Twistors

This section is a review of twistor theory [2, 3]. We introduce twistor space, Z, as a bundle of
complex structures on Euclidean spacetime, R4. Then we explain how to recover spacetime

1The theory is fairly straightforward if Ω has first order poles [4], but the simplest p3, 0q form on twistor
space has second order poles.
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from twistor space as the parameter space of real twistor lines. In the last subsection, we
describe the action of infinitesimal spacetime conformal transformations on twistor space.

2.1 Twistor Space

Twistor space is a bundle of complex structures on spacetime. An almost complex structure
on R4 is a linear map on each tangent space that squares to ´1. For example, the actions
of

I “

¨

˚

˚

˚

˝

0 ´1 0 0

1 0 0 0

0 0 0 ´1

0 0 1 0

˛

‹

‹

‹

‚

, J “

¨

˚

˚

˚

˝

0 0 ´1 0

0 0 0 1

1 0 0 0

0 ´1 0 0

˛

‹

‹

‹

‚

, K “

¨

˚

˚

˚

˝

0 0 0 ´1

0 0 ´1 0

0 1 0 0

1 0 0 0

˛

‹

‹

‹

‚

, (2.1)

on R4 define almost complex structures. In this example, we also have IJK “ ´1. This fact
together with I2 “ J2 “ K2 “ ´1 implies I, J, and K all anticommute. It follows that

paI` bJ` cKq2 “ ´pa2 ` b2 ` c2q . (2.2)

This means the linear combination I “ aI ` bJ ` cK is an almost complex structure for
each triple pa, b, cq with a2 ` b2 ` c2 “ 1. We thus obtain a two-sphere of almost complex
structures on R4. Let ξ be the usual holomorphic coordinate on the northern patch of the
two-sphere. A convenient parametrization for this two-sphere of almost complex structures
is

I “
1

1` ξξ̄

`

p1´ ξξ̄qI` pξ ` ξ̄qJ` ipξ ´ ξ̄qK
˘

. (2.3)

The almost complex structures (2.3) have two properties that distinguish them from
other almost complex structures on R4. First, if g is the flat Euclidean metric then
I˚g “ g. Second, it is always possible to find an oriented orthonormal basis of the form
pe1, Ie1, e3, Ie3q. So these almost complex structures are compatible with the standard
metric and orientation.

It is not too hard to see that are no other almost complex structures on R4 that are
compatible with the standard metric and orientation. To see why, first observe that a
linear map on tangent space with j˚g “ g must be in SOp4q. Asking for the existence of
an oriented orthonormal basis of the form pe1, je1, e3, je3q implies all of the almost complex
structures we are considering are SOp4q conjugate (since they all look the same in the
standard oriented basis).

This conjugacy class of almost complex structures will be a quotient of SOp4q. To find
the quotient, we need to compute the stabilizer. In other words, we need to pick an almost
complex structure, j, and find all M P SOp4q with

j “M jM´1 . (2.4)

It is convenient to pick j “ K and represent the matrices with 2ˆ 2 blocks. The equation
to be solved becomes

˜

0 ´1

1 0

¸˜

A B

C D

¸

“

˜

A B

C D

¸˜

0 ´1

1 0

¸

. (2.5)
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In this equation, 0, 1, A, B, C, and D are regarded as 2 ˆ 2 matrices. The solutions are
the matrices

`

A B
´B A

˘

“
`

1 0
0 1

˘

b A `
`

0 1
´1 0

˘

b B, which we may as well call A ` iB. The
fact that the matrix we started with was in SOp4q implies A` iB P Up2q.

So the set of all almost complex structures on R4 compatible with the standard metric
and orientation is SOp4q{Up2q » S2. This is the two-sphere of almost complex structures
(2.3) we started with.

These almost complex structures are actually complex structures. Let px1, x2, x3, x4q

be Cartesian coordinates on R4. For each ξ P C, define a pair of complex coordinates on
R4 by

λ “ x1 ` ix2 ` iξ̄px3 ´ ix4q , (2.6)

µ “ x3 ` ix4 ´ iξ̄px1 ´ ix2q . (2.7)

Then pdλ, dµ) is an I-holomorphic basis for (the complexification of) each cotangent space
of R4. So the almost complex structures we are discussing are in fact complex structures.

None of these complex structures are more natural than the others. One of the key
ideas of twistor theory is to avoid making a choice of complex structure by studying the
bundle of all metric and orientation compatible complex structures. Thus the twistor space
of R4 is (as a real manifold)

Z “ R4 ˆ S2 . (2.8)

Z has a natural complex structure. The complex structure on R4 is I, which is now a
function of the S2 coordinate. The one forms

dλ “ dx1 ` idx2 ` iξ̄pdx3 ´ idx4q ` ipx3 ´ ix4qdξ̄ , (2.9)

dµ “ dx3 ` idx4 ´ iξ̄pdx1 ´ idx2q ´ ipx1 ´ ix2qdξ̄ , (2.10)

are holomorphic forms on twistor space if dξ̄ is holomorphic. So we endow S2 with the
opposite of the standard complex structure. Let ζ “ iξ̄. Then pλ, µ, ζq is a holomorphic
chart on the northern patch of twistor space (ζ P C).

Let rζ be the holomorphic coordinate on the southern patch of S2. Define

rλ “ x3 ´ ix4 ` rζpx1 ` ix2q , (2.11)

rµ “ ´x1 ` ix2 ` rζpx3 ` ix4q . (2.12)

Then prλ, rµ, rζq is a holomorphic chart on the southern patch of twistor space (rζ P C). On
the overlap region,

rλ “ λ{ζ , rµ “ µ{ζ , rζ “ 1{ζ . (2.13)

This result can be summarized by saying that Z is the holomorphic vector bundle Op1q ‘
Op1q Ñ CP1.

2.2 Real Twistor Lines

In the previous subsection, we constructed twistor space as the bundle of metric and ori-
entation compatible complex structures on flat Euclidean R4. Replacing the flat metric,
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g, with a conformally related metric, Ω2g, gives the same twistor space. So Z is really
associated to the conformal manifold pR4, rgsq, where rgs is the equivalence class of metrics
conformally related to the flat metric. In this subsection, we will describe how to recover
pR4, rgsq from Z.

Global sections of Z “ Op1q ‘ Op1q Ñ CP1 are defined by holomorphic functions, f
and rf , on the northern and southern patches of CP1, respectively, subject to

fpζq “ ζ rf

ˆ

1

ζ

˙

(2.14)

on the overlap region. Expanding in power series forces the global sections to be linear. On
the northern patch, they have the coordinate expression

λ “ a` bζ , µ “ c` dζ , pa, b, c, d P Cq . (2.15)

The parameter space of global sections is C4. Call these sections complex twistor lines.
A real structure on a complex manifold is an antiholomorphic involution. Twistor space

inherits a real structure from the fiberwise action of the antipodal map ζ Ñ ´1{ζ̄. Recalling
(2.6) and (2.7) gives the fiber action

pλ, µq Ñ

ˆ

´
µ̄

ζ̄
,
λ̄

ζ̄

˙

. (2.16)

This defines an antiholomophic involution and therefore a real structure. A complex twistor
line (2.15) invariant under (2.16) is called a real twistor line. The real twistor lines are

λ “ u` v̄ζ , µ “ v ´ ūζ , pu, v P Cq . (2.17)

Comparing with (2.6) and (2.7) gives u “ x1 ` ix2 and v “ x3 ` ix4. We thus recover R4

as the parameter space of real twistor lines.
Each point of twistor space lies on a unique real twistor line. This gives a nonholo-

morphic projection Z Ñ R4 sending each point in Z to the corresponding line. The point
pλ, µ, ζq lies on the line with

u “
λ´ µ̄ζ

1` ζζ̄
, v “

µ` λ̄ζ

1` ζζ̄
. (2.18)

This projection defines a nonholomorphic chart, pu, ū, v, v̄, ζ, ζ̄q, on twistor space that is
particularly well-suited for recovering spacetime physics.

2.3 Conformal Transformations

This subsection describes the action of infinitesimal spacetime conformal transformations
on twistor space. The results are summarized in Table 1. The conformal group of R4

is SOp5, 1q. R4 is the parameter space of real twistor lines, so the action of conformal
transformations on real twistor lines is immediate. The problem is to extend this to an
action on twistor space itself.
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Recall that a complex twistor line has the coordinate expression (2.15)

λ “ u` v̂ζ , µ “ v ` ûζ , pu, v, û, v̂ P Cq . (2.19)

The conformal structure on the moduli space of complex twistor lines, C4, is fixed by
the requirement that two points in C4 are null separated if and only if the twistor lines
they represent intersect. This endows the moduli space of complex twistor lines with the
conformal structure of the flat metric

ds2 “ ´dudû` dvdv̂ . (2.20)

Real twistor lines have û “ ´ū and v̂ “ v̄. Plugging these equations into (2.20) gives the
expected flat conformal structure on R4. Infinitesimal conformal transformations are given
by conformal Killing vectors.

Let F be the space whose elements are pairs, pL, pq, where L is a complex twistor line
and p is a point on L. There are many ways to lift a conformal Killing vector, X, to a vector
field, X2, on F because there are many ways to choose the action of X2 on p. However, in
general, X2 will not have a well defined push forward to twistor space along the projection
pL, pq Ñ p because the action of X2 on p can depend on L. The key to lifting the action
of X to twistor space is to choose X2 such that the push forward to twistor space is well
defined.

Concretely, let
X “ aBu ` bBv ` âBû ` b̂Bv̂ (2.21)

be a conformal Killing vector of C4. An element of F is labeled by five parameters,
pu, v, û, v̂, ζq. Let

X2 “ aBu ` bBv ` âBû ` b̂Bv̂ `X
ζBζ (2.22)

be one choice for the lift of X to F . We want to choose Xζ such that the push forward of
X2 to twistor space along pL, pq Ñ p is well defined. This projection, pL, pq Ñ p, is given
by

pu, v, û, v̂, ζq Ñ pλ, µ, ζq “ pu` v̂ζ, v ` ûζ, ζq . (2.23)

The fibers of this projection have tangent vectors

` “ Bv̂ ´ ζBu , m “ Bû ´ ζBv . (2.24)

So the push forward of X2 to twistor space will be well defined if rX2, `s “ rX2,ms “ 0

modulo linear combinations of ` and m.
A short calculation using the conformal Killing equation gives

rX, `s – QBu , rX,ms – QBv , (2.25)

where – means equality modulo linear combinations of ` and m, and

Q “ ´Bv̂a` ζpBua´ Bv̂ b̂q ` ζ
2Bub̂ . (2.26)
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X X 1

x1Bx2 ´ x2Bx1 ipλBλ ` ζBζq

x1Bx3 ´ x3Bx1 ´1
2

“

pµ´ ζλqBλ ´ pλ` ζµqBµ ´ p1` ζ
2qBζ

‰

x1Bx4 ´ x4Bx1 ´1
2 i
“

´pµ´ ζλqBλ ´ pλ´ ζµqBµ ´ p1´ ζ
2qBζ

‰

x2Bx3 ´ x3Bx2 ´1
2 i
“

pµ` ζλqBλ ` pλ` ζµqBµ ´ p1´ ζ
2qBζ

‰

x2Bx4 ´ x4Bx2 ´1
2

“

pµ` ζλqBλ ´ pλ´ ζµqBµ ` p1` ζ
2qBζ

‰

x3Bx4 ´ x4Bx3 ipµBµ ` ζBζq

Bx1 Bλ ´ ζBµ

Bx2 ipBλ ` ζBµq

Bx3 ζBλ ` Bµ

Bx4 ´ipζBλ ´ Bµq

xiBi λBλ ` µBµ

2x1xiBi ´ px ¨ xqBx1 λ2Bλ ` λµBµ ` pµ` ζλqBζ

2x2xiBi ´ px ¨ xqBx2 ´i
“

λ2Bλ ` λµBµ ´ pµ´ ζλqBζ
‰

2x3xiBi ´ px ¨ xqBx3 λµBλ ` µ
2Bµ ´ pλ´ ζµqBζ

2x4xiBi ´ px ¨ xqBx4 ´i
“

λµBλ ` µ
2Bµ ` pλ` ζµqBζ

‰

Table 1. Conformal Killing vectors and their lifts to twistor space.

Q is constant along ` and m. So setting Xζ “ Q gives rX2, `s – rX2,ms – 0. This means
X2 has a well defined projection to twistor space, namely

X 1 “ pa` ζb̂`Qv̂q
B

Bλ
` pb` ζâ`Qûq

B

Bµ
`Q

B

Bζ
. (2.27)

The components of X 1 are constant along ` and m and therefore functions of pλ, µ, ζq alone.
X 1 is the lift of the conformal Killing vector X to twistor space. The conformal Killing
vectors of R4 and their lifts to twistor space are listed in Table 1.

3 Chern-Simons Action

The Penrose-Ward correspondence relates integrable systems to holomorphic vector bundles
on twistor space. Under this correspondence, the Lax operator becomes a p0, 1q connection,
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A, on twistor space obeying the partial flatness condition

sBA`A2 “ 0 . (3.1)

Here and in what follows, we are dropping the wedge product symbol for brevity. Equation
(3.1) is the equation of motion of the Chern-Simons action

S “
1

2πi

ż

ΩCSpAq , CSpAq “ Tr

ˆ

AsBA`
2

3
A3

˙

, (3.2)

where Ω is a p3, 0q form. There is no holomorphic p3, 0q form on twistor space so we will
choose, in some sense, the next best thing,

Ω “
dλ dµ dζ

ζ2
. (3.3)

Ω has second order poles at ζ “ 0 and ζ “ 8 (recall 2.13). To get a sensible theory, we
need boundary conditions on A at the poles of Ω.

3.1 Lorentz invariance

The poles of Ω break 4d Lorentz invariance. However, it turns out that Ω is compatible
with 2d Lorentz invariance. So the Chern-Simons action we are discussing is a reasonable
starting point for 2d integrable models.

Let us elaborate on this point in a simple example. Consider the nonholomorphic
twistor coordinates pu, ū, v, v̄, ζ, ζ̄q defined by (2.18). Recall u “ x1 ` ix2 and v “ x3 ` ix4

and suppose we dimensionally reduce along x2 and x4 to get a 2d theory with spacetime
coordinates x1 and x3. The spacetime Killing vector

X “ x3Bx1 ´ x1Bx3 ` x4Bx2 ´ x2Bx4 (3.4)

lifts to the twistor space vector field (see Table 1)

X 1 “ µBλ ` λBµ . (3.5)

After dimensional reduction, X is the generator of the 2d Lorentz group (which in this
example is just SOp2q). On twistor space, X 1 has no component along Bζ , so it acts trivially
on the poles of Ω. Thus Ω is compatible with 2d Lorentz invariance in this simple example.
All of the other examples we will discuss work similarly.

3.2 Boundary conditions

The first integrable model we consider is the 2d principal chiral model (PCM), one of the
simplest integrable sigma models. To describe the boundary conditions for this model, first
define w “ x1 ` ix3 and sw “ x1 ´ ix3. The chart pw , sw , x2, x4, ζ, ζ̄q is convenient for
dimensional reduction. Reducing along x2 and x4 gives a 2d theory with coordinates w and
sw .
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We need to ensure that ΩCSpAq has no poles at ζ “ 0 and ζ “ 8. Write2

A “ AwsBw `A
swsBsw `Aζ̄dζ̄ . (3.6)

The required boundary conditions are

ζ “ 0 : Aw “ Opζq , A
sw “ Opζq , Aζ̄ “ Op1q , (3.7)

ζ “ 8 : Aw “ Op1{ζq , A
sw “ Op1{ζq , Aζ̄ “ Op1{ζ2q . (3.8)

We also require gauge transformations to vanish at ζ “ 0 and ζ “ 8. These conditions
ensure that ΩCSpAq is smooth3.

We assume further that A is trivial on real twistor lines. This is a standard part of
the Penrose-Ward correspondence. It is a natural condition on A because real twistor lines
correspond to points in spacetime and we are ultimately interested in recovering spacetime
fields. Note that sBw “ sBsw “ 0 on real twistor lines, so this assumption guarantees the
existence of a Lie group valued function, σ̂, such that

Aζ̄ “ σ̂´1Bζ̄ σ̂ . (3.9)

σ̂ is ambiguous up to left multiplication, σ̂ Ñ gσ̂, by a Lie group valued function, g “
gpu, ū, v, v̄q. To fix this ambiguity, set σ̂ “ id at ζ “ 8. Then the value of σ̂ at ζ “ 0

defines a Lie group valued function, σ. We assume without loss of generality that σ̂ is
independent of arg ζ4.

3.3 Solution

For dimensional reduction, we drop all dependence on x2 and x4. So σ “ σpw , swq and
σ̂ “ pw , sw , |ζ|q. The solution of Fζ̄w “ Fζ̄ sw “ 0 that is compatible with the boundary
conditions is

A “ σ̂´1
sBσ̂ ` σ̂´1A1σ̂ , (3.10)

A1 “
i

ζ ´ i
pBwσqσ

´1
sBw ´

i

ζ ` i
pB

swσqσ
´1
sBsw . (3.11)

A clearly satisfies the boundary conditions (3.7)–(3.8). A and A1 are gauge equivalent, so
it is enough to check the equations of motion Fζ̄w “ Fζ̄ sw “ 0 for A1. The poles at ζ “ ˘i
look like they might spell trouble, but sBw „ pζ ´ iq and sBsw „ pζ ` iq, so Fζ̄w “ Fζ̄ sw “ 0.

The Lax operator is defined to be

L ” A1wdw `A1
swdsw (3.12)

“
i

ζ ´ i
pBwσqσ

´1dw ´
i

ζ ` i
pB

swσqσ
´1dsw . (3.13)

2The p0, 1q forms appearing here are sBw “ 1
2

1
1`ζζ̄

ζ´i
´i

`

dλ̄` idµ̄` piu´ vqdζ̄
˘

and sBsw “

1
2

1
1`ζζ̄

ζ`i
i

`

dλ̄´ idµ̄´ piu` vqdζ̄
˘

.
3Note that sBw sBsw dζ̄ “ ´ i

2
p1` ζζ̄q´2ζ̄2

p1` ζ2
q Ω̄ is itself a smooth form

4After a gauge transformation, AÑ g´1
sBg` g´1Ag, and Aζ̄ “ pσ̂gq

´1
Bζ̄pσ̂gq. Our boundary conditions

require g “ id at ζ “ 0 and at ζ “ 8, but g is otherwise arbitrary. So we can assume σ̂ is a independent of
arg ζ.
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L is a family of one-forms on spacetime labeled by a parameter, ζ, the spectral parameter.
L is defined using A1 rather than A because the Lax operator is simplest in the gauge with
Aζ̄ “ 0. In this gauge, the Chern-Simons equations of motion Fζ̄w “ Fζ̄ sw “ 0 imply that
Aw and A

sw are independent of ζ̄.
The Chern-Simons equation of motion BwA

1
sw´BswA

1
w`rA

1
w , A

1
w̄s “ 0 implies the flatness

condition
dL` L2 “ 0 (3.14)

for the Lax operator. The equations of motion of the PCM can be obtained by expanding
(3.14) in powers of ζ. The existence of the Lax formulation implies the integrability of the
PCM.

Reinserting A into the Chern-Simons action gives the action of the PCM. It is conve-
nient to write

A “ A0 `A1 . (3.15)

where

A0 “ σ̂´1
sBσ̂ , (3.16)

A1 “
i

ζ ´ i
σ̂´1pBwσqσ

´1σ̂sBw ´
i

ζ ` i
σ̂´1pB

swσqσ
´1σ̂sBsw . (3.17)

A0 obeys the Chern-Simons equation of motion sBA0 ` A2
0 “ 0, and A3

1 “ 0. The Chern-
Simons functional reduces to

CSpAq “ ´
1

3
TrpA3

0q ` 2 TrpA0A
2
1q ` TrpA1

sBA1q ´ sBTrpA0A1q . (3.18)

The first three terms do not contribute to the action. The calculations are similar in all
three cases, so we will only bother to discuss the first term. The integral to be evaluated is

´
1

6πi

ż

dλ dµ dζ

ζ2
TrpA3

0q . (3.19)

The integrand is

TrpA3
0q “ 3sBw sBsw dζ̄ Tr

 

σ̂´1pBζ̄ σ̂qrσ̂
´1pBw σ̂q, σ̂

´1pB
sw σ̂qs

(

. (3.20)

The p0, 3q form appearing here is

sBw sBsw dζ̄ “ ´
i

2
ζ̄2 ζ2 ` 1

p1` ζζ̄q2
Ω̄ . (3.21)

So the integral we are discussing is

1

4π

ż

Ω Ω̄ ζ̄2 ζ2 ` 1

p1` ζζ̄q2
Tr

 

σ̂´1pBζ̄ σ̂qrσ̂
´1pBw σ̂q, σ̂

´1pB
sw σ̂qs

(

. (3.22)

The volume form is

Ω Ω̄ “ ´
p1` ζζ̄q2

ζ2ζ̄2
du dū dv dv̄ dζ dζ̄ , (3.23)
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so the integral is

´
1

4π

ż

du dū dv dv̄ dζ dζ̄

ˆ

1`
1

ζ2

˙

Tr
 

σ̂´1pBζ̄ σ̂qrσ̂
´1pBw σ̂q, σ̂

´1pB
sw σ̂qs

(

. (3.24)

Let ζ “ ρeiϕ. Then the integral over ϕ vanishes because σ̂ is independent of ϕ in these
coordinates. Similar calculations show that the second and third terms in (3.18) do not
contribute to the action either.

The only nonzero contribution to the action comes from

´
1

2πi

ż

dλ dµ dζ

ζ2
sBTrpA0A1q . (3.25)

This is a boundary term and the only contribution is from the pole at ζ “ 0. The trace is

TrpA0A1q “ ´ Tr

„

i

ζ ` i
pBw σ̂qσ̂

´1pB
swσqσ

´1 `
i

ζ ´ i
pB

sw σ̂qσ̂
´1pBwσqσ

´1



sBw sBsw

` Tr
“

σ̂´1pBζ̄ σ̂qdζ̄ A1

‰

. (3.26)

Recalling (3.21), the action becomes

1

4πi

ż

Ω Ω̄ ζ̄2 ζ ´ i

p1` ζζ̄q2
B

Bζ̄
Tr

“

pBw σ̂qσ̂
´1pB

swσqσ
´1
‰

`
1

4πi

ż

Ω Ω̄ ζ̄2 ζ ` i

p1` ζζ̄q2
B

Bζ̄
Tr

“

pB
sw σ̂qσ̂

´1pBwσqσ
´1
‰

. (3.27)

Expanding the volume form using (3.23) gives

i

4π

ż

du dū dv dv̄ dζ dζ̄
ζ ´ i

ζ2

B

Bζ̄
Tr

“

pBw σ̂qσ̂
´1pB

swσqσ
´1
‰

`
i

4π

ż

du dū dv dv̄ dζ dζ̄
ζ ` i

ζ2

B

Bζ̄
Tr

“

pB
sw σ̂qσ̂

´1pBwσqσ
´1
‰

. (3.28)

The only contribution is from the pole at ζ “ 0, where σ̂ “ σ. The result is
ż

du dū dv dv̄ Tr
“

pBwσqσ
´1pB

swσqσ
´1
‰

, (3.29)

The field σ “ σpw , swq is a function of w “ x1 ` ix3 and sw “ x1 ´ ix3 only. Integrating
over x2 and x4 gives the action of the 2d PCM5.

3.4 Dimensionally Reduced Gravity

Dimensionally reducing general relativity with respect to a time translation and a rotation
gives the Breitenlohner-Maison (BM) model [14, 17]. It is an SLp2,Rq{SOp2q coset sigma
model. The solution space includes black holes. For example, the Kerr metric is stationary
and axisymmetric, so it is a solution of the BM model. The BM model is defined on a flat

5This is the PCM without Wess-Zumino term. It is useful to compare our (3.11) with equations (10.6)-
(10.8) of [12]. Our setup is analogous to their setup with z0 “ i and z1 “ ´i. In this case, the coefficient
of the Wess-Zumino term in their setup is proportional to z0 ` z1 “ 0.
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Euclidean half-plane. In the black hole spacetime, the half-plane is a slice at fixed time
and azimuthal angle. In this subsection, we derive the Lax operator and action of the BM
model from the Chern-Simons action (3.2)–(3.3) on twistor space.

As before, consider the nonholomorphic chart pu, ū, v, v̄, ζ, ζ̄q on twistor space. Intro-
duce a new chart, pw, w̄, θ, t, ζ, ζ̄q, by setting

u “ reiθ , v “ z ` it , w “ z ` ir . (3.30)

We are going to dimensionally reduce with respect to θ and t. Write

A “ AwsBw `Aw̄sBw̄ `Aζ̄dζ̄ . (3.31)

To ensure that ΩCSpAq is nonsingular, we choose the boundary conditions

ζ “ 0 : Aw “ Opζq , Aw̄ “ Opζq , Aζ̄ “ Op1q , (3.32)

ζ “ 8 : Aw “ Op1{ζq , Aw̄ “ Op1{ζq , Aζ̄ “ Op1{ζ2q . (3.33)

The requirement that A is trivial on real twistor lines fixes

Aζ̄ “ σ̂´1Bζ̄ σ̂ . (3.34)

As before, set σ̂ “ id at ζ “ 8 and let σ be the value of σ̂ at ζ “ 0. For dimensional
reduction, assume σ “ σpw, w̄q and σ̂ “ σ̂pw, w̄, |ζ|q are independent of θ and t. To get
the BM model, further assume that σ and σ̂ are positive definite and symmetric (σ “ σT )
SLp2,Rq matrices.

Define z “ e´iθζ. The boundary conditions and the Fz̄w “ Fz̄w̄ “ 0 equations of motion
imply

A ” A0 `A1 , (3.35)

with

A0 “ σ̂´1
sBσ̂ , (3.36)

A1 “ ´
i

z` i
σ̂´1pBwσqσ

´1σ̂sBw `
i

z´ i
σ̂´1pBw̄σqσ

´1σ̂sBw̄ . (3.37)

The Lax operator is

L “ ´
i

z` i
pBwσqσ

´1dw `
i

z´ i
pBw̄σqσ

´1dw̄ . (3.38)

Getting the equations of motion of the BM model from the Lax operator requires some
care. The spacetime Killing vectors, Xt “ Bt and Xθ “ Bθ, lift to

X 1t “ iBµ ´ iζBλ , X 1θ “ iλBλ ` iζBζ (3.39)

on twistor space (see Table 1). The orbits of X 1t and X 1θ are the surfaces with

w ” µ` λ{ζ “ 2z ` r

ˆ

1

z
´ z

˙

“ constant . (3.40)
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This fixes the position dependence of the spectral parameter, z, to be

dz “ ´
z

2ir

ˆ

z´ i

z` i
dw ´

z` i

z´ i
dw̄

˙

(3.41)

The equations of motion of the BM model are obtained by computing dL ` L2 “ 0 using
(3.41) and expanding in powers of z.

Reinserting (3.35)–(3.37) into the Chern-Simons action produces four possible terms,

CSpAq “ ´
1

3
TrpA3

0q ` 2 TrpA0A
2
1q ` TrpA1

sBA1q ´ sBTrpA0A1q , (3.42)

As before, the only nonzero contribution comes from the fourth term. The final result is
the spacetime action

4

ż

du dv dū dv̄ Tr
“

pBwσqσ
´1pBw̄σqσ

´1
‰

, (3.43)

Integrating over t and θ gives the BM model with spacetime coordinates w “ z ` ir and
w “ z ´ ir.

3.5 Lorentzian Signature

So far we have been working in Euclidean signature. In the remainder of this section, we
briefly discuss Lorentzian signature.

Complexified spacetime, C4, is the moduli space of complex twistor lines. Euclidean
spacetime, R4, is the moduli space of real twistor lines, with respect to the real structure
(2.16). To get Lorentzian signature spacetimes, we need to change the real structure. The
new real structure is

pλ, µ, ζq Ñ

ˆ

µ̄

ζ̄
,
λ̄

ζ̄
,

1

ζ̄

˙

. (3.44)

This is an antiholomorphic involution on twistor space and therefore a real structure.
Complex twistor lines are given by

λ “ u` v̂ζ , µ “ v ` ûζ , pu, û, v, v̂ P C4q . (3.45)

A complex twistor line is invariant under (3.44) if and only if

û “ ū , v̂ “ v̄ . (3.46)

Plugging (3.46) into the complexifed Minkowski metric (2.20) gives the split signature
metric on R2,2. This becomes R1,1 after dimensional reduction.

Unlike the real structure (2.16) introduced earlier, the new real structure has fixed
points. The fixed points have |ζ| “ 1 and λ “ µ̄ζ. The space of fixed points is ZR “ R2ˆS1.

Let pλ, µ, ζq be a point in twistor space with |ζ| ‰ 1. Then pλ, µ, ζq lies on a unique
invariant twistor line (3.46) with moduli

u “
λ´ µ̄ζ

1´ ζζ̄
, v “

µ´ λ̄ζ

1´ ζζ̄
. (3.47)
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This defines a nonholomorphic chart pu, ū, v, v̄, ζ, ζ̄q on twistor space which is singular at
|ζ| “ 1.

Let u “ t ` iz and v “ reiθ. Define x˘ “ t ˘ r. The chart px`, x´, z, θ, ζ, ζ̄q is
convenient for dimensional reduction. Dimensionally reducing along z and θ gives the
Lorentzian version of the BM model. The sigma model coordinates are x˘.

The Chern-Simons action is the same as before,

S “
1

2πi

ż

ΩCSpAq , Ω “
dλ dµ dζ

ζ2
, CSpAq “ Tr

ˆ

AsBA`
2

3
A3

˙

. (3.48)

The boundary conditions are

ζ “ 0 : A` “ Opζq , A´ “ Opζq , Aζ̄ “ Op1q , (3.49)

ζ “ 8 : A` “ Op1{ζq , A´ “ Op1{ζq , Aζ̄ “ Op1{ζ2q . (3.50)

Define ζ ” e´iθζ. The general solution is A “ A0 `A1, where

A0 “ σ̂´1
sBσ̂ (3.51)

A1 “ σ̂´1

„

1

ζ´ 1
pB`σqσ

´1
sBx` ´

1

ζ` 1
pB´σqσ

´1
sBx´



σ̂ . (3.52)

Reinserting A into the Chern-Simons action gives the 2d action

S “ πi

ż

du dv dū dv̄ Tr
“

pB`σqσ
´1pB´σqσ

´1
‰

. (3.53)

This action governs the dimensional reduction of general relativity to two spacetime dimen-
sions in the case for which the 2d spacetime has Lorentzian signature.

4 Chern-Simon-Matter Action

Dimensional reducing N “ 1 supergravity from four dimensions to two dimensions gives a
supersymmetric version of the BM model. The physical degrees of freedom are described
by an SLp2,Rq{SOp2q coset sigma model coupled to a pair of matter fermions. Nicolai
[17] found a Lax operator for this model. In this subsection, we derive the Lax opera-
tor and action of the Nicolai model from a Chern-Simons-matter action on twistor space.
The Chern-Simons-matter action is defined by coupling (3.2)–(3.3) to a pair of fermions
supported on branes in twistor space.

The Chern-Simons part of the action is

S “
1

2πi

ż

ΩCSpAq , CSpAq “ Tr

ˆ

AsBA`
2

3
A3

˙

, Ω “
dλ dµ dζ

ζ2
. (4.1)

This has the solution (3.35)–(3.37)

A “ σ̂´1
sBσ̂ ` σ̂´1A1σ̂ , (4.2)

A1 “ ´
i

z` i
pBwσqσ

´1
sBw `

i

z´ i
pBw̄σqσ

´1
sBw̄ . (4.3)
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σ is a positive definite, symmetric SLp2,Rq matrix.
It is convenient to write

σ “ UTU , (4.4)

where U is an SLp2,Rq-valued field. Note σT “ pUTUqT “ UTU “ σ. Of course, U is not
unique. Indeed, we can rotate U by

δU “ ´hU , (4.5)

where h is an sop2q-valued field. Under this sop2q action,

δσ “ δpUTUq “ ´UThTU ´ UThU “ 0 , (4.6)

because hT “ ´h.
The Lie algebra, g ” slp2,Rq, decomposes as

g “ h‘ k , (4.7)

where h “ sop2q and k is the orthogonal complement of sop2q in g. Note

rh, hs Ă h , rh, ks Ă k , rk, ks Ă h . (4.8)

Write
´ psBUqU´1 “ Q` P , (4.9)

where Q P h and P P k. Under the action of (4.5), Q transforms as an SOp2q gauge field,

δQ “ sBh . (4.10)

In the next subsection, we are going to couple Q to a pair of fermions with an SOp2q global
symmetry.

4.1 Coupling to Fermions

First, consider the free fermion action

1

4

ż

pδz“i Ω Ω̄q sχIγwBwχ
I . (4.11)

χI “ χIpw, w̄q are a pair of Majorana fermions (I “ 1, 2). The delta function, δz“i, localizes
the integral to a brane at z “ e´iθζ “ i in twistor space. The integrand is independent of
t and θ, so we could integrate out those directions and obtain a 2d action.

The fermions have an SOp2q global symmetry, with infinitesimal action (ε P R)

δχ1 “ εχ2 , (4.12)

δχ2 “ ´εχ1 . (4.13)

So we can couple the fermions to Q, the SOp2q gauge field introduced in the previous
subsection. We do this by promoting Bw Ñ Dw, where

Dw ” Bw `
3

2
Qwε

IJχJ . (4.14)
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The SOp2q charge is set equal to 3{2 to get the Nicolai model. We have suppressed an sop2q

Lie algebra index on Qw. In this formula, Qw is the component of Qw with respect to the
sop2q basis element

`

0 1
´1 0

˘

.
We define a Chern-Simons-matter action by coupling the Chern-Simons action (4.1) to

a pair of fermions supported on branes at z “ ˘i:

S “
1

2πi

ż

ΩCSpAq `
1

4

ż

pδz“i Ω Ω̄q sχIγwDwχ
I `

1

4

ż

pδz“´i Ω Ω̄q sχIγw̄Dw̄χ
I . (4.15)

Ω is regular at z “ ˘i, so we do not need to impose any boundary conditions on the fields
and gauge transformations at the brane. There are two gauge fields in the Chern-Simons
matter action, Q and A. The action is invariant under gauge transformations of either field.
The fermions and D are inert under gauge transformations of A. The fermion Lagrangian is
manifestly invariant under gauge transformations of Q. Note that the action (4.15) is only
defined on the subset of configurations for which σ is a symmetric matrix and for which
the gauge field is trivial on twistor lines. This is in contrast to the action without matter
fields (3.2), which could be defined without these additional assumptions.

The solution (4.2)–(4.3) of the bosonic theory needs to be modified in the extended
setup. In the next subsection, we derive the modified solution and use it to get the Lax
operator of the Nicolai model. In subsection 4.3, we derive the action of the Nicolai model
by reinserting A into (4.15).

4.2 Dimensionally Reduced Supergravity

To begin, it is helpful to rewrite the uncoupled solution (4.2)–(4.3) in terms of P andQ, since
Q is what couples to the fermions. First, use the basic identity psBσqσ´1 “ ´2UTP pUT q´1

to eliminate σ. Then make a gauge transformation to eliminate factors of UT . Let A2 “
pUT q´1

sBUT ` pUT q´1A1UT . The result is

A2 “ Q´
z´ i

z` i
PwsBw ´

z` i

z´ i
Pw̄sBw̄ . (4.16)

In the coupled theory, A2 becomes

A2 “ Q´
z´ i

z` i
PwsBw ´

z` i

z´ i
Pw̄sBw̄ ` rA , (4.17)

where rA is a sum of fermion bilinears. We expect rA P sop2q because the fermions couple
to A through Q P sop2q. We also assume rAζ̄ “ 0, and write rA “ rAwsBw ` rAw̄sBw̄, because
otherwise A would be nontrivial on real twistor lines.

Note that A and A2 are gauge equivalent but only A (and not A2) obeys the boundary
conditions (3.32)–(3.33). Therefore, in the next subsection, when we compute the dimen-
sionally reduced action, it is important that we reinsert A (and not A2). However, in the
present section, we are going to compute equations of motion. The equations of motion are
the same in either gauge (at least up to boundary terms which, in the present work, we
ignore). So we will compute the equations of motion using A2.
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To compute Ã, reinsert (4.17) into the coupled action and solve the δQw and δQw̄
equations of motion, using the boundary conditions (3.7)–(3.8). First consider the Chern-
Simons term,

1

2πi

ż

ΩCSpA2q “
1

2πi

ż

Ω Tr

ˆ

A2sBA2 `
2

3
pA2q3

˙

. (4.18)

We can discard the cubic term because A2
ζ̄
“ 0. The kinetic terms containing Q are

TrpQsB rA ` QsBQ ` rAsBQq, because P is in the orthogonal complement of sop2q. The sBQ

terms vanish because Q is independent of ζ̄. We are left with

1

2πi

ż

Ω TrpQsB rAq “
1

2π

ż

Ω Ω̄ z̄2 z2 ` 1

p1` zz̄q2

´

QwBz̄ rAw̄ ´Qw̄Bz̄Ãw

¯

. (4.19)

sop2q Lie algebra indices have been suppressed from the final expression for brevity.
Now return to the action of the coupled theory (4.15), and vary with respect to Qw

and Qw̄, to obtain the equations of motion

i

2π
pz` iqBz̄ rAw “ 3δ´i sχ

1γwχ
2Y 3 , (4.20)

i

2π
pz´ iqBz̄ rAw̄ “ 3δi sχ

1γw̄χ
2Y 3 , (4.21)

where Y 3 “
`

0 1
´1 0

˘

is the generator of sop2q and we are using the shorthand notation
δ˘i “ δz“˘i. These equations are solved by

rA “ 3
z

pz` iq2
sχ1γwχ

2Y 3
sBw ´ 3

z

pz´ iq2
sχ1γw̄χ

2Y 3
sBw̄ . (4.22)

The factors of z in the numerators have been fixed by the boundary conditions (3.7)–(3.8).
The Lax operator is

L ” A2wdw `A
2
w̄dw̄ (4.23)

“ Q´
z´ i

z` i
Pwdw ´

z` i

z´ i
Pw̄dw̄ ` 3

z

pz` iq2
sχ1γwχ

2Y 3dw ´ 3
z

pz´ iq2
sχ1γw̄χ

2Y 3dw̄ .

(4.24)

As in the BM model, the spectral parameter is position dependent, with

dz “ ´
z

2ir

ˆ

z´ i

z` i
dw ´

z` i

z´ i
dw̄

˙

. (4.25)

This is essentially the Lax operator discovered by Nicolai [17] (the main difference is that
we are in Euclidean signature and Nicolai [17] studied the Lorentzian signature version).

4.3 2d Action

Reinserting A into the Chern-Simons-matter action (4.15) gives the action of the Nicolai
model. We work up to (and including) quadratic fermion terms. We comment on quartic
fermion terms at the end.
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Define jw “ 3sχ1γwχ
2Y 3 and jw̄ “ 3sχ1γw̄χ

2Y 3. The gauge field is

A “ A0 `A1 `A2 , (4.26)

where

A0 “ σ̂´1
sBσ̂ , (4.27)

A1 “ ´
i

z` i
σ̂´1pBwσqσ

´1σ̂sBw `
i

z´ i
σ̂´1pBw̄σqσ

´1σ̂sBw̄ , (4.28)

A2 “
z

pz` iq2
σ̂´1UT jwpU

T q´1σ̂sBw ´
z

pz´ iq2
σ̂´1UT jw̄pU

T q´1σ̂sBw̄ . (4.29)

ReinsertingA into the Chern-Simons-matter action (4.15), we obtain bosonic terms, quadratic
fermion terms, and quartic fermion terms. We consider each case separately.

4.3.1 Bosonic Terms

The bosonic terms are the same as in the BM model (see subsection 3.4). They come from
the term

´
1

2πi

ż

ΩsBTrpA0A1q , (4.30)

in the Chern-Simons action. Expanding this out, obtain

´
1

2πi

ż

ΩsBTrA0A1 “´
1

2πi

ż

ΩsB

ˆ

i

z´ i
Tr

“

pBwσ̂qσ̂
´1pBw̄σqσ

´1
‰

sBw sBw̄

˙

´
1

2πi

ż

ΩsB

ˆ

i

z` i
Tr

“

pBw̄σ̂qσ̂
´1pBwσqσ

´1
‰

sBw sBw̄

˙

. (4.31)

The factors of pz ˘ iq´1 can be pulled outside of the sB because they are multiplied by
sBw sBw̄ „ pz` iqpz´ iq. The resulting integral has residues at z “ 0 and z “ 8. The residue
at z “ 8 does not contribute because σ̂ “ id there. The end result is

4

ż

du dv dū dv̄ TrPwPw̄ , (4.32)

where we recall u “ reiθ, v “ z ` it, and P “ ´1
2pU

T q´1psBσqσ´1UT . Integrating over t
and θ gives the BM action. The spacetime coordinates are w “ z ` ir and w̄ “ z ´ ir.

4.3.2 Quadratic Fermion Terms

Inserting A (4.26)–(4.29) into the Chern-Simons action produces seven quadratic fermion
terms. They sum to zero. Here are four of them:

1

2πi

ż

Ω Tr
`

A1
sBA2 `A2

sBA1 ` 2A0A1A2 ` 2A0A2A1

˘

. (4.33)

A2 is a sum of fermion bilinears. The nonvanishing AAA terms each contain a factor of A0

because this is the only piece of the gauge field with a component along dζ̄.
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The terms containing jw̄ are

i

z` i
Tr

ˆ

σ̂´1pBwσqσ
´1σ̂Bz̄

ˆ

z

pz´ iq2
σ̂´1UT jw̄pU

T q´1σ̂

˙˙

´
z

pz´ iq2
Tr

ˆ

σ̂´1UT jw̄pU
T q´1σ̂Bz̄

ˆ

i

z` i
σ̂´1pBwσqσ

´1σ̂

˙˙

´
2iz

pz` iqpz´ iq2
Tr

`

pBzσ̂qσ̂
´1pBwσqσ

´1UT jw̄pU
T q´1

˘

`
2iz

pz` iqpz´ iq2
Tr

`

pBzσ̂qσ̂
´1UT jw̄pU

T q´1pBwσqσ
´1
˘

(4.34)

When Bz̄ acts on z{pz´ iq2 or on i{pz` iq, we obtain a term proportional to

Tr
`

pUT q´1pBwσqσ
´1UT jw̄

˘

“ ´2 TrpPwjw̄q “ 0 , (4.35)

which vanishes because P is in the orthogonal complement of sop2q. So we can pull z{pz´iq2

and i{pz` iq outside of the Bz̄’s. The resulting expression sums to zero because the trace is
cyclic. The terms in (4.33) containing jw work similarly.

This eliminates four of the quadratic fermion terms from the Chern-Simons action. The
remaining three sum to a total derivative,

1

2πi

ż

Ω Tr
`

A0
sBA2 `A2

sBA0 ` 2A2
0A2

˘

“ ´
1

2πi

ż

ΩsBTrpA0A2q . (4.36)

We used the fact that A0 is pure gauge to set sBA0 ` A2
0 “ 0. It is not immediately

obvious that this integral vanishes because there could be contributions from the poles at
z “ 0, z “ 8, and z “ ˘i. The pole at z “ 0 does not contribute because it gives terms
proportional to TrpPwjw̄q “ TrpPw̄jwq “ 0. The pole at z “ 8 does not contribute because
σ̂ “ id there. The poles at z “ ˘i are more tricky. Nothing we have said so far forces them
to vanish. However, we can eliminate them by demanding that σ̂ “ id at z “ ˘i. This
is legal because the only boundary conditions on the gauge transformations are at z “ 0

and z “ 8. We are going to make this choice, and set (4.36) to zero. It is an interesting
problem, which we leave for the future, to understand if the dimensionally reduced action
could have additional quadratic fermion terms in a different gauge.

4.3.3 Result

The 2d action picks up quadratic fermion terms from the fermion part of the twistor action
(4.15),

1

4

ż

pδz“i Ω Ω̄q sχIγwDwχ
I `

1

4

ż

pδz“´i Ω Ω̄q sχIγw̄Dw̄χ
I . (4.37)

Combining these terms with (4.32) gives the action of the Nicolai model up to (and includ-
ing) quadratic fermion terms:

S “ 4

ż

du dv dū dv̄

ˆ

TrPwPw̄ ´
i

2
sχIγµDµχ

I

˙

, (4.38)

where µ “ w, w̄. The coordinates are u “ reiθ, v “ z ` it and w “ z ` ir. The integrand is
independent of t and θ, so we can integrate over those directions and get a 2d action.
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4.3.4 Comments on Quartic Fermion Terms

In our calculation, the only quartic fermion term comes from

1

2πi

ż

Ω TrpA2
sBA2q . (4.39)

The integrand contains

z

pz` iq2
Tr

ˆ

σ̂´1UT jwpU
T q´1σ̂Bz̄

ˆ

z

pz´ iq2
σ̂´1UT jw̄pU

T q´1σ̂

˙˙

sBw sBw̄ dζ̄ (4.40)

and a similar term with w and w̄ interchanged. Distributing Bz̄ using the product rule gives
terms proportional to Trpjwjw̄pBz̄σ̂qσ̂

´1q “ 0 and Trpjw̄jwpBz̄σ̂qσ̂
´1q “ 0, which vanish

because jw, jw̄ P sop2q (recall that Pauli matrices satisfy Trpσaσbσcq “ 2iεabc). We also get
a term containing Bz̄rzpz` iq´2s. This term looks divergent but it gives a finite contribution
because it is multiplied by sBw sBw̄ „ pz` iqpz´ iq.

The end result is
´

ż

du dv dū dv̄Trpjwjw̄q . (4.41)

This is not the quartic fermion term of the Nicolai action. Recall that the quartic fermion
terms of the supergravity model are fixed by supersymmetry and we have not imposed
supersymmetry in the twistor setup. It might be that we need to impose supersymmetry
on the twistor side to get the correct quartic fermion terms in the action.

The story at the level of the equations of motion is simpler. Nicolai [17] has shown that
the flatness condition for the Lax operator correctly reproduces the equations of motion,
including quartic fermion terms, despite the fact the Lax operator (4.23) only has quadratic
fermion terms. In other words, the quadratic fermion terms in the Lax operator and the
integrability of the model completely fix the quartic fermion terms in the equations of
motion. It would be interesting to find a similar principle at the level of the action. Can
the quartic fermion terms in the action be fully fixed by the quadratic fermion terms in the
action and integrability? We leave this interesting open question for the future.
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