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Abstract

In three dimensions, there are two types of N’ = 2 anti-de Sitter (AdS) super-
symmetry, which are denoted (1,1) and (2,0). They are characterised by different
supercurrents and support different families of higher-spin gauge models (massless
and massive) which were constructed in Refs. [I] and [2] for the (1,1) and (2,0)
cases, respectively, using superspace techniques. It turns out that the precise dif-
ference between the (1,1) and (2,0) higher-spin supermultiplets can be pinned down
by reducing these gauge theories to (1,0) AdS superspace. The present paper is
devoted to the (1,1) — (1,0) AdS superspace reduction. In conjunction with the
outcomes of the (2,0) — (1,0) AdS superspace reduction carried out in Ref. [3],
we demonstrate that every known higher-spin theory with (1,1) or (2,0) AdS super-
symmetry decomposes into a sum of two off-shell (1,0) supermultiplets which belong
to four series of inequivalent higher-spin gauge models. The latter are reduced to
components.
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1 Introduction

To study N-extended supersymmetric theories in d dimensions, it is advantageous

to deal with a formulation that permits some amount of supersymmetry to be realised
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manifestly. In general there exist two superspace settings to achieve this. One of them
makes use of the standard N-extended superspace (sometimes endowed with additional
commuting variables [4H6]) and provides a manifestly supersymmetric formulation. The
other employs a smaller N-extended superspace, with N <N , to keep manifest only N
supersymmetries. Both approaches have found numerous applications in the literature.
For instance, it is known that the geometric properties of general N’ = 2 supersymmetric
nonlinear o-models in Minkowski space M* [7] are remarkably transparent if these theories
are realised in N/ = 1 superspace [8,[9]. One of the two supersymmetries is manifest and
off-shell in this setting, while the second supersymmetry is hidden and on-shell (the com-
mutator of the first and the second supersymmetries closes only on-shell). On the other
hand, in order to construct general off-shell N' = 2 supersymmetric nonlinear o-models,
manifestly supersymmetric techniques are indispensable, and there exist two powerful
N = 2 superspace approaches: (i) the harmonic superspace [5,[10]; and (ii) the projective
superspace [6,[11L[12]. One of the conceptual virtues of these manifestly supersymmetric
formulations is the possibility to generate N' = 2 nonlinear o-model actions (and thus hy-
perkéhler metrics) from Lagrangians of arbitrary functional form. Analogous results exist
for general N' = 2 supersymmetric nonlinear o-models in four-dimensional anti-de Sitter
space (AdS,), which were originally formulated as off-shell theories in NV = 2 AdS super-
space [14]. This approach makes N' = 2 supersymmetry manifest, but the hyperkéahler
geometry of the o-model target space is hidden. Some time later, the most general N' = 2
supersymmetric o-models in AdS, were constructed using a formulation in terms of N' = 1
covariantly chiral superfields [I5,[16]. One of the two supersymmetries is hidden in this
approach, but the geometric properties of the N’ = 2 supersymmetric o-models in AdS,
become transparent. Specifically, the target space must be a non-compact hyperkéahler
manifold endowed with a Killing vector field which generates an SO(2) group of rotations
on the two-sphere of complex structures. The two o-model formulations developed in [14]
and [I5,[16] are related via the N' =2 — N =1 AdS, superspace reduction worked out
in [17].

Extended supersymmetric theories in AdS3 possess exceptionally many superspace
realisations. We recall that the (connected) AdS group in three dimensions is not a

simple group,

S0(2,2) = (SL(2,R) X SL(Q,]R))/Z2 , (1.1)

I This possibility was realised for the first time in an important paper [13], where it was demonstrated
that the most general interacting Lagrangian of the ¢™ hypermultiplet superfields can be treated as the

hyperkéahler potential parametrising the complete set of hyperkahler metrics.



and so are its supersymmetric extensions OSp(p|2; R) x OSp(¢|2;R). This means that
there are several species of N-extended AdS supersymmetry [18], which are known as the
(p,q) AdS supersymmetry types, where the integers p > ¢ > 0 are such that N’ = p + q.
In principle, field theories possessing the (p,q) AdS supersymmetry may be realised in
the so-called (p,q) AdS superspace [19], AdSBP9 | which may be viewed as a maximally
supersymmetric solution of the (p,q) AdS supergravity [18], with anti-de Sitter space
AdS3 being the bosonic body of the superspace More specifically, within the supergrav-

3P originates as a maximally symmetric

ity framework of [19,20] the superspace Ads!
supergeometry with covariantly constant torsion and curvature generated by a symmetric
real torsion ST/ = S7!  with the structure-group indices I, .J taking values from 1 to N.
It turns out that S?7 is nonsingular, and the parameters p and ¢ = N — p determine its
signature. Since the isometry group of AdS®P9 is OSp(p|2;R) x OSp(q|2; R) and since
S17 is invariant under its compact subgroup SO(p) x SO(q), the global realisation of the

superspace is

AdSBIPa) — OSp(p[2; R) x OSp(q|2; R)
SL(2,R) x SO(p) x SO(q)

(1.2)

In fact, starting from the superspace geometry of N-extended conformal supergravity [20]
and restricting the torsion to be covariantly constant and Lorentz invariant, a general AdS

superspace solution for A/ > 4 includes not only the torsion S?/, but also a completely

XIJKL _ x[IJKL]

antisymmetric curvature It turns out that the latter may be non-

0"/ which means p = A and ¢ = 0. Such solutions correspond to
exotic AdS superspaces, AdS‘;‘gJ(\[, for which the isometry group is, in general, a subgroup
of OSp(N|2;R) x SL(2,R). The superspace AdS‘;‘gJ(\/ is not conformally flat. All the

superspaces ([2)) are conformally flat, see [19] for the technical detailsH It should be
31,0)

zero only if S/ = §

mentioned that (1,0) AdS superspace (or simply ' = 1 AdS superspace, AdS!
AdS??) was introduced in [24].

Consider a (p, q) supersymmetric field theory formulated in AdSCIPD) with p+¢ > 3
and p > ¢. As argued in [25], it can always be recast as a supersymmetric theory realised in
(2,0) AdS superspace, with (p+¢—2) supersymmetries being hidden. In the case p+q > 3

3|p,q)

and p > ¢ > 0, every supersymmetric field theory in AdS' , can be reformulated as a

theory in (1,1) AdS superspace. Such reformulations were developed in [25] for general

2In order to realise field theories with the (p,q) AdS supersymmetry in AdS(?"p’q), for p4+ q < 4 one

can employ the off-shell supergravity methods developed in [20H22].
31t should be pointed out that the superconformal flatness of AdS superspaces in diverse dimensions,

including the d = 3 case, was studied in Ref. [23] where the coset spaces ([2]) with p + ¢ = 2 were briefly
discussed.



(p, q) supersymmetric nonlinear o-models in AdS3, with p + ¢ < 4. It is obvious that
the list of possible superspace embeddings can be continued. It is also clear that every
extended supersymmetric theory in AdSs, with p+ ¢ > 1, may be realised in N' =1 AdS

superspace.

This work is devoted to implementing the (1,1) — (1,0) AdS reduction of the (1,1)
supersymmetric higher-spin models in AdS3 (both massless and massive), which were
constructed in [I] as an extension of the earlier results in N' = 2 Minkowski superspace
[26] 8 There are two main motivations for this project. Firstly, the off-shell structure of
the half-integer superspin multiplets with (2,0) AdS supersymmetry [2] drastically differs
from that of their (1,1) counterparts [I] 1 Direct comparison of these theories is difficult in
a manifestly supersymmetric setting, since they are formulated in different superspaces,
AdSBI20) and AdSCGILY, respectively. However, both families of higher-spin theories can
be reformulated in the same (1,0) AdS superspace, and then the precise difference between
the (2,0) and (1,1) higher-spin supermultiplets can be pinned down. The (2,0) — (1,0)
reduction of the (2,0) supersymmetric higher-spin theories in AdS; [2] has already been
carried out in [3]. We will show that every massless higher-spin theory with (1,1) or (2,0)
AdS supersymmetry decomposes into a sum of two off-shell (1,0) supermultiplets which

belong to the four series of inequivalent higher-spin gauge models constructed in [3].

The second motivation for this work is quantum mechanical. All known off-shell
higher-spin A/ = 2 supermultiplets in AdSs3, with either (2,0) or (1,1) AdS supersym-
metry [IL2], are reducible gauge theories (in the terminology of the Batalin-Vilkovisky
quantisation [31]), similar to the massless higher-spin supermultiplets in AdS, [29]. The
Lagrangian quantisation of such theories proves to be a nontrivial procedure. In four
dimensions, the quantisation of the theories proposed in [29] was achieved in [32]. On the
other hand, all off-shell higher-spin N/ = 1 supermultiplets in AdSs studied in this paper
and [3], are irreducible gauge theories. They can be quantised using the Faddeev-Popov
procedure [33], as in the non-supersymmetric case, see e.g. [34]. This opens the possibil-
ity to develop heat kernel techniques for higher-spin theories in AdS®?, by extending the

four-dimensional results [30},3536].

This paper is organised as follows. Section 2 provides a succinct review of N = 1

supersymmetric field theory in AdSs. In section[3], we review the structure of the four series

4The massless higher-spin theories proposed in [I,26] have natural counterparts in four dimensions

[27H29], see also [30] for a review.
°It is pertinent to mention here that the (2,0) and (1,1) AdS supersymmetries support different

supercurrent multiplets [21].



of off-shell massless higher-spin N' = 1 supersymmetric models in AdSs constructed in
[3,37]. A formalism to reduce every field theory with (1,1) AdS supersymmetry to N’ = 1
AdS superspace is developed in section [4 This formalism is then applied throughout
sections [BH to carry out the (1,1) — (1,0) AdS superspace reduction of massless higher-
spin models with (1,1) AdS supersymmetry. These are detailed in sections BHG for the
half-integer (s+ %) superspin case, and in sections [[H&] for the integer (s) superspin case.
Our results are summarised and discussed in section [0, where we also analyse the difference
between the (2,0) and (1,1) higher-spin (massless and massive) supermultiplets. Our
spinor notation and conventions are collected in appendix[Al In appendix [Bl we study the
component structure of the off-shell massless higher-spin N’ = 1 supersymmetric models

in AdSs reviewed in section [3

2 N =1 supersymmetric field theory in AdS;

In this section we provide salient facts about the geometry of N'= 1 AdS superspace,
AdS?? and its isometries following [19]. We also recall certain duality transformations in
AdS?*2; following [3].

Let M = (2™, 6") be local coordinates parametrising AdS®?. The geometry of AdS??

is encoded in the set of covariant derivatives of the form
1
VA - (Va; Va) == EAMaM + §WAbchc y (21)

where E4M is the inverse vielbein and w4* the Lorentz connection. The explicit relation
between Lorentz generators with two vector indices (M), with one vector index (M,)
and with two spinor indices (M,g) is described in appendix [Al The covariant derivatives

obey the following algebra [24]
{Va,Vs} =2iV,p — di|p|Mys | (2.2a)
[Va, V] = [1l(7a)s" V5 [V Vo] = —4|p|* My - (2.2b)
In spinor notation, egs. (2.2bl) take the form
[Vag, V4] = =2|ple4@ Vg , [Vag, V] = 4|M|2<5v(aM6)5 + fé(ava) . (2:2¢)

Here |u| > 0 is a constant parameter, which determines the curvature of AdSs.

The parameter |u| in (2.2) was denoted S in [19]. However, in this paper we prefer to
make use of the notation |u| which is more appropriate in the context of the (1,1) — (1,0)
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superspace reduction, which will be considered later. It should be remarked that the
geometry of N/ = 1 AdS superspace can also be described by the graded commutation
relations which are obtained from (2.2)) by replacing |u| — —|u|. The two choices, S = |y
and S = —|u|, correspond to the so-called (1,0) and (0, 1) AdS superspaces [19], which are
different realisations of N’ =1 AdS superspace. The (1,0) and (0,1) AdS superspaces are
naturally embedded in (1,1) AdS superspace@ and are related to each other by a parity

transformation.

One may derive several useful identities:

1

VoV = iVas — 2i| | Mas + ieaw? , (2.3a)

VPV, Vs = 4i|u|Va , {V?V.} =4iluV,, (2.3b)

V2V, = 2i|u| V4 + 2V VP — 4i|u| VP M, (2.3¢)

[VQVB,V2] =0 = [Vag, V2] =0, (2.3d)

[V, 0] = 2|1|VasV? + 3|u*V,, . (2.3e)

where we have denoted V? = V*V, and O = V*V, = —gvaﬁvaﬁ. In particular, it
follows from the algebra of the covariant derivatives that

1
—ZV2V2 = 0 — 2i|p|V? 4 2|u| VP Myp — 2|2 M*® M, . (2.4)

This differential operator can be expressed in terms of the quadratic Casimir operator of
the N' =1 AdS supergroup [37]

1
Q= _ZV2V2 +1|p| V2, [Q, V4] =0. (2.5)

Given an arbitrary superfield F' and its complex conjugate I, the following relation
holds

Vo F = —(-1)OV, F | (2.6)

where €(F') denotes the Grassmann parity of F'.

According to the general formalism of [30], the isometry transformations of AdS®? are

generated by the Killing supervector fields,

£=¢PVp =€V, + €7V, (2.7)

6As follows from (@IJ), in (1,1) AdS superspace two subsets of covariant derivatives, (V,, V1) and
(Va, V2), form closed algebras of the type ([22), with the curvature parameter being |u| and —|ul,

respectively.



which by definition solve the master equation [19]
1
€+ 5 My, Va] = 0, (2.8)

for some Lorentz parameter (% = —(¢. It can be shown that the Killing equation (Z8)

is equivalent to the set of relations [19] (see also [37])

Vs =0, V&’ = —6ic” (2.9a)
Vo =0, V(™ = —12i[ule” (2.9b)

1
Vals = 5Cas + [l€as (2.9¢)

which imply

Vabo + Viéa = 0, (2.10a)
Vas€” +3[pléa =0, (2.10D)
(iVZ+12|pu|)éa = 0. (2.10c)

Thus, % is a Killing vector. Given a tensor superfield U(x,#) (with suppressed indices)

on AdS??, its infinitesimal isometry transformation law is given by
1
6eU = (£'Vo + V4 + §§“bMab)U : (2.11)

To study the dynamics of A" = 1 supersymmetric field theories in AdSs, a manifestly
supersymmetric action principle is required. Such an action is associated with a real scalar

Lagrangian L and has the form
S = /d3x d*0EL,  E'=Ber(E,Y). (2.12)

In what follows, we make use of the notation d*?z := d®zd?.
The component form of the action (2.12) is

1 . - m
S = 1 /d3x6(1V2 + 8|u])L ‘9:0 , et =det(e,™) . (2.13)
Here the component inverse vielbein is defined as e, (x) = E,"|p—o. Making use of the
N =1 AdS transformation law ;L = L and the identities (29) and (2I0), it can be

shown that the action (2.12) is invariant under the isometry group of AdS??.



To conclude this section, we review the duality transformation described in [3]. Con-
sider a field theory in AdS®P? which is formulated in terms of a real tensor superfield Van)

with the action
SV = / 22 E LV Vigm)) - (2.14)

We call VgV, ;) a longitudinal superfield, by analogy with a longitudinal vector field. The
theory (ZI4]) has a dual formulation that is obtained by introducing a first-order action

Shirst-order = / SR {c(zﬁ;a(n)) + i"+1wﬁ;a<n>zﬁ;a(n)} : (2.15)

Here Yg.q(n) is unconstrained and the Lagrange multiplier is
Wiam =1"" (V"’Vﬁ - 4i|/~t\<5}§) Vo) > V' Waiam =0, (2.16)
for some unconstrained prepotential W, (). Varying (215) with respect to W a(n) glves
Vﬁvwzﬁ;a(n) - 4i|/~b‘2v;oc(n) =0 = Ygam = inJrlvﬂvoc(n) ) (2.17)

thus Shrstorder Teduces to the original action (2I4]). On the other hand, integrating out

Yg:a(n) from Shgi-order leads to a dual action of the form

SJ'[\ILY;OC(”)] == /d32ZE£dua1 (Wg;a(n)) 5 (218)
which is invariant under gauge transformations
0o a(n) = 1"V lhan) - (2.19)

It is natural to call the gauge-invariant field strength Ws. o(») a transverse superfield, due
to constraint (Z.16]). The dual formulations (2.14]) and (2.I]]) are referred to as longitudinal
and transverse, respectively. In the n = 1 case, the duality transformation corresponds to
the standard duality between the N' = 1 scalar and vector multiplets in three dimensions,
see [38].

The above duality transformation naturally extends to Minkowski superspace M?? in
the limit || — 0. Therefore, given two dually equivalent theories in AdS®?, their flat
superspace counterparts are also dually equivalent. The opposite is not always true. For
instance, the flat superspace counterparts of the massless half-integer superspin models
(3.6) and ([B.10) are dual. However, these models are not dual in AdSs. The requirement
of gauge invariance uniquely fixes the actions ([3.6) and ([BI0) in AdS3?, including the

presence of certain |u|-dependent terms which are incompatible with duality invariance.

9



3 Massless higher-spin N = 1 supermultiplets

According to [3], for each superspin value § > 1, where § is either integer (5§ = s)
or half-integer (§ = s+ %), there exist two off-shell formulations for a massless A" = 1
superspin-§ multiplet in AdS3. In the flat superspace limit, these models prove to related
to each other via a superfield Legendre transformation. However, when uplifted to N = 1
AdS superspace, it becomes apparent that these duality relations no longer hold. In this
section, we review the explicit formulation of these respective theories, which were derived
in [3,37].

As is known, any massless multiplet of superspin § > 1 has no propagating degrees of
freedom, and the notion of superspin is purely kinematical. It is used by analogy with
massive supermultiplets. The concept of superspin is well defined in the massive case,
and we follow the definition used in [39] in the super-Poincaré case. Specifically, if n
is a positive integer, an on-shell massive multiplet of superspin n/2 is described by a
real symmetric rank-n spinor superfield, Hq, ..., = 7-_[,11,,,% = H(ay--an), Which obeys the
differential conditions [40]

D Hper oy =0, (3.1a)
—%Dmal,,an = moHa, 0, o==+1. (3.1b)

Here, m is a real constant of unit mass dimension, D,, is the spinor covariant derivative
of N' = 1 Minkowski superspace, and D* = D*D,,. The superfield H o, contains two

ordinary on-shell massive fields, which are

(bal...an = Hal...an‘ezo 5 ¢a1...an+1 = in+1D(a1Ha2---an+1)‘9=0 . (32>

n+1

Their helicity values are §o and "3=0, respectively, see [39] for the technical details.

An off-shell massless superspin-n/2 gauge theory in AdS; can be realised in terms of
two superfields, of which one is universally a superconformal gauge prepotential H, )
and the other is a compensating multiplet. Here H,,) := Ha,.. .0, = H(a;...a,) 15 a real

symmetric rank-n spinor which is defined modulo gauge transformations of the for
5<Ha(n) = 1”(—1)Ln/2JV(a1Ca2an) , (33)

where the gauge parameter (q(,—1) is a real unconstrained superfield, and |z| stands for

the floor function denoting the integer part of a real number x > 0.

"In the flat superspace limit this gauge transformation reduces to that introduced in [39,41].
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3.1 DMassless half-integer superspin theories

There exist two off-shell formulations for the massless superspin-(s + %) multiplet,

which are referred to as longitudinal and transverse.

3.1.1 Longitudinal formulation

The longitudinal formulation is realised in terms of the real unconstrained dynamical

variables
[ _
V(s—l—%) - {Ha(2s+1)7 La(2s—2)} ) (34)

which are defined modulo gauge transformations of the form

5Ha(28+1) = iv(a1Ca2...ags+1) s (35&)
S
0Lo(2s—2) = _mvm%m(zs—m : (3.5b)

where the real gauge parameter (,(2,) is unconstrained. The unique gauge-invariant action
formulated in terms of the superfields (3.4 takes the following form

1

s 1
5) /ngQzE{ _ 5HQ(2S+1)QHQ(23+1)

S(“s-i-%) [Ha(2s+1), La(28—2)] = ( —
_%VBH@X(%)V?V'YH,W(QS) + gvﬁ_yHB’ya@s—l)vp(sHPM(%_l)
(25 — 1)L IV Hy 50060

i

+2(25 — 1) (La<2s—2>(iv2 — 4[p) Loz — <(s = 1)vﬁLﬁa<2s—3>v7Lw(ZS_3))

1
+‘M| (8 VﬁHﬁa(%)v“/H_ya(%) + 5(28 + 1)Ha(2s+1)(v2 — 41|/J‘)Ha(25+1)> } , (3.6)

where Q is the quadratic Casimir operator (2.5)). The action (3.6) was derived in [37].
In the flat superspace limit, |u| — 0, the action (3.6]) coincides with the model derived
in [39].

3.1.2 Transverse formulation

The transverse formulation is constructed in terms of the real superfields

V(Js_+%) = {Ha(2s+1)> Tﬁ;a(2s—2)} ) (37)

11



where Yg.q(2s—2) is a reducible superfield pertaining to the representation 2 @ (2s — 1)
of SL(2,R). The superfield T g,,(2s—2) can be decomposed into irreducible components by
the following rule

25—2
1 :
Tﬁ;a@s—?) = T(ﬁ;almazs—2) + 926 — 1 § :gﬁakﬁr%’yal---dk---a%fz : (38)
k=1

The dynamical variables (3.7) possess the following gauge freedom

6Ha(28+1) = iV(algag...a23+1) ) (39&)

1
P (V7 Gpae) + 25+ DV alarss)) (3.9b)

0T gia(25-2) =

where the gauge parameters (o(25) and 7q2s—2) are real unconstrained. The unique

quadratic action which is invariant under gauge transformations (3.9]) takes the form

1

s i
_> /dgzzE{ _ §Ha(28+1)@Ha(2s+l)

J_ J—
S(8+%)[Ha(23+1)7 Tﬁ;a(2s—2)] = <— 3

_%VBH AEINVEVT H o) + %VﬁvH oDV Hsaas1)
(25 = DI oy (25— Dl TECI0 0

—%(25 -1) <Qﬁ?a(2s_2)(26;a(23_2) — 2(s5 — 1)Qp, P Qs 7a(gs_g)>

+pl (Hoc(2s+1) (V2 — 4il1]) Hagasy + % VgHBO‘(QS)V”Hm(zs))} ’ (3.10)
where (g.,(25—2) corresponds to the real N =1 field strength

Qaes—2) = —1(V'Vs —4i[u|0s7) Tria@s—2) »  VQsa@s—2=0.  (3.11)

The above theory was introduced in [3].

3.2 DMassless integer superspin theories

Analogous to the half-integer case, there exist two off-shell formulations for the mass-

less superspin-s multiplet, which are referred to as longitudinal and transverse.

3.2.1 Longitudinal formulation

The longitudinal formulation is realised in terms of the real unconstrained variables
V(”s> = {Hawe) Vazs-2) | + (3.12)
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which are defined modulo gauge transformations of the form
5Ha(2s) - V(a1Ca2...a25) > (313&)

1
0Va(2s-2) = ?Svﬁgﬁa@s—m ) (3.13b)

where the gauge parameter (,(2,—1) is real unconstrained. The unique action which is

invariant under gauge transformations (3.I3]) assumes the form

Sl Hagas)s Vags—a] = (= %) / 4Pz B {%H‘l@s) (iV2 + 4]]) Hagos)
—%vﬁHﬁa@S—UWHm(%_D — (25 = WVEAVI Hy 05 ) (3.14)
(25— 1) (%va@s—?) (iV2 + 85| 1] ) Vi(as—2) + (s — 1)v5v5a<28—3>v7vm(23_3))} .

Up to normalisation, action (314 coincides with the off-shell N' = 1 supersymmetric

action for the massless superspin-s multiplet derived in [37]. Taking the flat-superspace
limit, action (B.I4]) reduces to the model derived in [39)].

3.2.2 Transverse formulation

The transverse formulation is constructed in terms of the real unconstrained superfields

V({;) = {Ha(2s)7 \Ilﬁ;a(2s—2)} ) (315)
which have the following gauge freedom

5H0¢(25) = V(algoaz...azs) ) (316&)
5\I]ﬁ;a(2s—2) = _Cﬁa(2s—2) + iVﬁna(2s—2) 5 (316b)

where the gauge parameters (y(2s—1) and 7,(2:—2) are real unconstrained. The gauge-

invariant action is given by

Lys 1 o(2s) (2
S({;) [Ha(2s)7 \I]B;a(2s—2)] = ( — 5) /d3|2ZE {iH (2 )(1V2 + 88|M‘)Ha(25)
_isvﬁHﬁa(%—l)V’YHFW@S_D _ (28 _ I)Wﬁ;a(2s—2)vfyH’YBa(2s_2)

i ca(2s— s—1 a(2s— ;
—5(2s - 1)<W5 P IW ages-2) + W, P va(2s—3)>

2125 — D0 Wiy | (317
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where Wg. o(25—2) denotes the real N =1 field strength
WB a(25—2) (vﬁ/Vﬁ — 41|/J,‘(55 ) y;u(25—2) VﬁWB;a(gs_Q) =0. (318)

For s > 1, the (-gauge freedom (B.16D) can be used to impose the gauge condition
25—2

\Ij(auaz---azsﬂ) =0 < \IJB (25—2) Zgﬁak‘:om---ak---azs 2 (3'19)

for some superfield ¢4 2;—3). The residual gauge freedom is characterised by

Ca(2s—1) = iv(a1na2...a2371) ) (320)

which means that 7,2s_2) is the only independent gauge parameter. As a consequence,

the model can be reformulated in terms of the following gauge superfields

{Ha(2s)> Qpa(2s—3)} ) (321)

which are defined modulo gauge transformations of the form
5Ha(2s) = _v(alagnag...azs) ) (322)
0Pa(25-3) = ivﬁnﬁa@s—g) . (3.23)

The corresponding gauge-invariant action assumes the following form

1\s
St Ha(zs), Pazs—3)] = (‘ 5) / e E {2Ha(2s (iV* + 8su]) Hogas)

—isVgH " DV H, 0,1y — 2(s — 1)@*® VIV Hy50(2-3)

1 a S— [0 S—
+-(s - 1)<8 (25 — 1)[u?0" P pq0s-g) + 2(25 — 3) |l 0™ IV 0u2s-3)

- (25— 1 a(2s—
_21()0 (2 3)@Qpa(25_3) + m(QS — 3)V6SOB (2 4)V2V7S0w(2s—4)
e (25— 8)(35 — 2|l V50"V 0,00
T o5 - 1(25 —3)(5 — 2) V" E IV 0 s 5)> } ' (3:24)

The above theory was proposed in [3]. In the flat-superspace limit, the action (3.24)
coincides with the N/ =1 model (B.25) presented in [I].

4 (1,1) — (1,0) AdS superspace reduction

In this section, we begin by reviewing the necessary aspects of (1,1) AdS superspace
which are then utilised to develop a consistent reduction procedure for field theories with

(1,1) AdS supersymmetry to N’ =1 AdS superspace.
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4.1 (1,1) AdS superspace: Complex basis

We summarise the key results concerning (1,1) AdS superspace [1,21] and superfield
representations of the associated isometry group OSp(1|2;R) x OSp(1|2;R), following the
presentation in [I]. The geometry of (1,1) AdS superspace, AdS®"! | can be described
using either a real or complex basis for the spinor covariant derivatives. In this subsection
we consider the formulation in the complex basis.

3/1,1

The covariant derivatives of AdS®!"Y have the form

DA:('DQ,'DQ,'DQ):EA—FQA, (41)

where M = (xm,ﬁ”,éﬂ) are local complex superspace coordinates, while E4 and 4

denote the inverse supervielbein and Lorentz connection,

0

Eq=E M M

1 1
Qu = §QAbCMbC = iﬁAﬁ’YMm : (4.2)

The covariant derivatives satisfy the following algebra

{D.,Dg} = —2iDyp , (4.3a)
{Da,Ds} = —4iiMos ,  {Da, D} = 4p Mg , (4.3b)
[Dus, D,) = —2ific,uDg) [Dag, D,) = 2ipe o Dsy (4.3c)
(D Dol = 4jitt (&30 Mays + 510 Map ) (4.3d)

with p # 0 being a complex parameter determining the constant curvature of AdSGILY,

The phase of p = |ule'? can be given any fixed value by a re-definition D, — €D, and
D, — e D, with p constant.

Let Gy be a symmetric rank-n spinor superfield. It is said to be longitudinal linear

if it obeys the following first-order constraint

Doy Gas.ans) =0, (4.4a)
which implies

(D? + 2np) Gomy = 0. (4.4b)
In the scalar case, n = 0, the constraint (4.4al) becomes the condition of covariant chirality,

D,G = 0.
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A symmetric rank-n spinor superfield I'y(,) is called transverse linear if it obeys the

first-order constraint
DT g0, =0, n#0, (4.5a)
which implies
(D* —2(n+2)p)Cam) =0 . (4.5b)

In the n = 0 case, the constraint (£5al) is not defined. However its corollary (4.5h) is

perfectly consistent,
(D* —4p)T =0, (4.6)

and defines a covariantly linear scalar superfield I'.

The constraints (4.4al) and (4.5a) may be solved in terms of prepotentials W, ,_;) and

Do (nt1) as follows:

Gam) = Di Yag...an) - (4.7a)
Latm) = D@ (gay..an) - (4.7b)

Provided the constraints (4.4al) and (4.5al) are the only conditions imposed on G, and
[ (n) Tespectively, the prepotentials W,,,—1) and ®,(,41) can be chosen to be unconstrained

complex. They are defined modulo gauge transformations of the form

5C\Il0c(n—l) = ,D(algocg...anfl) ) (48&)
55(1)‘1(”4'1) = Dﬂyg('ﬂll-navﬂrl) ) (4'8b)

with the gauge parameters (,(,—2) and {,(n42) being complex unconstrained.

One can define projectors P and Pllon the spaces of transverse linear and longitudinal

linear superfields, respectively. The projectors are

1 _
Pr=_—— (D?*+2 4.9
e T O (4.92)

1 52
Pl = —m(p —2(n+2)p) , (4.9b)

with the properties

(P =p:, (P)=p!, pIPI=PlP=0. (4.10)
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These projectors are three-dimensional (3D) cousins of those introduced by Ivanov and

Sorin [42] in the case of N/ =1 AdS supersymmetry in four dimensions.

Let Vo) (n # 0) be an arbitrary complex tensor superfield. It can be represented as

a sum of transverse linear and longitudinal linear multiplets [I]

1
2u(n+1)

1 _
Va(n) = - 7D7D(~/Va1...an) -

D, DMV, 4.11
2,&(77/"‘2) ( 1 2. n)“{ ) ( )

where indices placed between vertical bars (for example |y|) are not subject to symmetrisa-
tion. If we choose V() to be either longitudinal linear (Gy () or transverse linear (o)),
then the above identity produces the relations (L7al) and (4.7D) for some prepotentials
VU n—1) and @y, 41), respectively.

3|1,1)

The isometry transformations of AdS are generated by real supervector fields

M E 4 which solve the Killing equation

[A v %l“bMab, Del =0, (4.12)

where
A =MDy = \D, + 1D, + A\, D* , A=\ (4.13)
and [’ is some local Lorentz parameter. As shown in [21], this equation implies that the

parameters A\* and [*° can be uniquely determined in terms of the vector A%,

Ao = él‘)ﬁm L lap = 2D s (4.14)

and the vector parameter obeys the equation

D(a)\g.y) =0 <= Z_)(a)\gfy) =0. (4.15)

In comparison with the 3D A = 2 Minkowski superspace, the specific feature of AdSGIY

is that any two of the three parameters {Ans, Ao, lag} can be expressed in terms of the

third parameter. In particular,

i - 1
Mg = =D A = —D%l5 . 4.1
From (4.14) and (4.16) we deduce
DN\, =D A\ =0 . (4.17)

The solution to these equations is given in [21].
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4.2 (1,1) AdS superspace: Real basis

It proves beneficial to realise the (1,1) AdS covariant derivatives in a real basis when
performing the reduction procedure to N’ =1 AdS superspace. In accordance with [19],
the algebra of covariant derivative (4.3 can be converted to the real basis by (i) making
a convenient choice y = —i|u|; and (ii) replacing the complex operators D,, D, with
V! = (Vi Vv2) defined by

D, =—=(V4—1iV3) D=

64 \/§ o o) @ \/§

Furthermore, we introduce the real coordinates z™ = (2™, %) which are used to parametrise
(1,1) AdS superspace. Choosing to define V, = D,, it can be shown that the algebra of

(1,1) AdS covariant derivatives assumes the following form in the real basis (4.I8)

(VI4+iv3). (4.18)

(VL Vil =0, (4.19a)
(VL. V5l =2iVas —dilu|Mas ,  {V2,V2} =2iVas +4ilu[Mas ,  (4.19b)
Vo, Vi = |1l(70)a" V5 | Vo, V2] = =l (7a)a" V5 | (4.19¢)
[V, Vi) = —4[u[* My - (4.19d)

It is apparent from (@I9) that the operators V, and V1 possess the following properties:

1. These operators form a closed algebra given by
(VL. V5} =21V, — 4i|u| Mags (4.20a)
Vo, Vil = |1l(3)s" V5 [V, Vol = =4|p*Ma - (4.20b)

2. Relations (#:20) coincide with the algebra of covariant derivatives of AdS®2, eq. (2.2).

These properties imply that AdS3? is naturally realised as a surface embedded in (1, 1)
AdS superspace. One can make an appropriate choice in the real Grassmann variables
0 = (04.60%) such that AdS*? can be identified as the surface defined by 65 = 0 in
AdSGY | These properties enable the consistent reduction of any field theory with (1,1)
AdS supersymmetry to N'= 1 AdS superspace.

We now wish to recast the fundamental properties of the Killing supervector fields of
(1,1) AdS superspace ([AI3) in the real representation (A.I8]). The isometries of (1,1) AdS
superspace are generated by the (1,1) AdS Killing supervector fields,

A=V, =NV, + 9V T=12, (4.21)
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which are defined to satisfy the Killing equation

1
[A+ 5l“b.Mab, Vai=0, (4.22)

for some real Lorentz parameter [%° = —[*. It can be shown that equation ([£22) is

equivalent to the set of equations

1
VIN; = Slas + [ Xs VIN =0, (4.23a)
1

VI)2 = Slas = 1l has VIN =0, (4.23D)
Vélﬁ«/ = 8i\,u|€a(5)\%) 5 V%lgfy = —81|/J,‘8a(5>\2.y) > (423C)
Vi)‘a = 2i(7a)aﬁ)‘lﬁ ’ (423d)

and
Va>\b = lab y (424&)
VAL = (7)o" X5 . VA2 = —[l(7a)a” A5 | (4.24b)
Valve = 8|u*NapAq - (4.24c¢)

Equations (£.23]) and (4.24)) can be recast in the equivalent form

Viday =0,  Vilsgy=0, (4.25a)
Vi = %zag +lphas s VA = %zag — |1l Xag (4.25h)
Vi = Virs =0, v =0, (4.25¢)
A = % A = 12i|u|vgzaﬁ , (4.25d)
A = év;w = —121|M|V;zaﬁ . (4.25¢)
It follows from (A24al) that the parameter )\, is a Killing vector field
Vo + Vide =0, (4.26)

and relations (4.24D)) are Killing spinor equations.

4.3 Reduction from (1,1) to N'=1 AdS superspace

Given a tensor superfield U(z, ;) on (1,1) AdS superspace, where indices have been

suppressed, we define its bar-projection to AN/ = 1 AdS superspace by the rule

Ul = Ul(z,0r)lo,=0 (4.27)
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in a special coordinate system which will be described below. Given the (1,1) covariant

derivative in the the real representation (4.I8])

0 y
Vi=(V, V)= EAM8 w15 QAb M, | (4.28)
we define its A/ = 1 projection by the rule
V_A‘ = E_AM‘ —|— Q_Abc|Mbc . (4.29)

We use the freedom to perform general coordinate and local Lorentz transformations to
impose the gauge
Vi=V., Vil=V., (4.30)

where V4 = (V,,V,) is the set of covariant derivatives for AdS*?, see eq. ().
the chosen coordinate system, the operator VX does not involve any partial derivatives
with respect to 6. Thus for any positive integer k, it follows that (Vil...VikU )| =
VoV, Ul

We now consider the N' = 1 projection of the (1,1) AdS Killing supervector (Z21])
Al = €V, + €9V, + V2] | (4.31)
where we have introduced the AN/ = 1 superfields

=\, %= AT, e = A3 . (4.32)

Additionally, we define the A" = 1 projection of the Lorentz parameter [*° to be
¢ =1 (4.33)

It is important to note that the superfields (£¢, £, () parametrise the infinitesimal isome-
tries of AdS?2. Such transformations are generated by the Killing supervector fields,
£ =&V, + €2V, satisfying the N' = 1 Killing equation, eq. (Z.8). Indeed, the relations
(2.9) and (2.1I0) automatically follow from the (1,1) AdS Killing equations (4.25)), upon
projection. The parameter €,, which generates the second supersymmetry transformation,

has the property
Vata = —|1t|(a)a"€s - (4.34)
Given the transformation law of a tensor superfield U(x, 6;) on (1,1) AdS superspace
oAU = (A+ %l“bMab)U : (4.35)
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we find its projection to A/ = 1 AdS superspace to be

WUl =6U|+6.U|, (4.36)
where
1
6cU| = (fava +&%Vo + iﬁabMab)U\ , (4.37a)
5.U| = e*(V2U)| . (4.37b)

The first transformation (£37al) coincides with the infinitesimal transformation generated
by a Killing supervector in AdS®?, eq. (ZI1I). Thus, U| can be identified as a tensor
superfield on N’ = 1 AdS superspace. The other transformation corresponds to

the second supersymmetry transformation, which is generated by €.

4.4 The (1,1) AdS supersymmetric actions in AdS??

Every supersymmetric field theory in (1,1) AdS superspace can be reduced to N’ = 1
AdS superspace. In the following subsection, we explore the necessary mathematical
framework which will be employed to develop such a reduction procedure. As presented in
[20H22/25], manifestly supersymmetric actions in (1,1) AdS superspace can be constructed
by either

1. Integrating a real scalar Lagrangian £ over the full (1,1) AdS superspace,

/d% P20PIEL = 1—16 /d3xe (D? — 16i)(D? — 4@5‘

0=0

1 _ % P -
— [ (—DO‘ D2 6D, — Ep? — Ep2 iy )ﬁ‘ 438
/xe16< pu = U0t E )| )
with E~' = Ber(E4M).

2. Integrating a covariantly chiral Lagrangian L. over the chiral subspace,

1 _
/d?’x d*0€ L, = —2 /d?’xe (D?* — 16f1) L. o’ D,L. =0, (4.39)
=0
where £ is the chiral density. The two supersymmetric invariants are related by the
rule
_ 1 _
/d?’x d*0d*AE L = /d?’x d*0eL. , L.:= —Z(D2 —4p)L . (4.40)
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In (1,1) AdS superspace, every chiral action can always be recast as an integral over the

full superspace

1 ~
/ Pad9EL, = / Brd9 20 E L, (4.41)
We will use the notation d**z := d3z d26d?6 for the full superspace measure.

Instead of reducing the above supersymmetric actions to components, we wish to
obtain a prescription which allows for their reduction to A/ = 1 AdS superspace. The

supersymmetric action in AdS®? is described by a real scalar Lagrangian L
S = /d32zEL: %/dgxe(iv2+8|u|)L\9:0. (4.42)
The action (#38) reduces to AdS®? as follows
S = /d3|4zE£ - —% /d3|2zE {(V2)2 + 81|,u\}£

By making use of the Killing equations (A.20) and (4.34), it can be shown that the action
(443) is invariant under (1,1) AdS isometry transformations given by equation (4.36]).

: (4.43)

In the remainder of this paper, we will carry out the (1,1) — (1,0) AdS superspace
reduction of the massless higher-spin supermultiplets, and show that the reduced actions

coincide with those presented in section [3

5 Massless half-integer superspin: Transverse formu-

lation

In (1,1) AdS superspace, there exist two off-shell formulations for the massless multi-
plet of half-integer superspin-(s -+ %), with s > 2 [I]. These two theories, which are called
transverse and longitudinal, prove to be dual to each other. In the following section, we

develop the (1,1) — (1,0) reduction procedure for the transverse formulation.

5.1 Transverse formulation

According to [1], the transverse formulation for the massless superspin—(s+%) multiplet

is described by the dynamical variables
N _
V(8+%) = {‘5;:)01(28)7 F0c(25—2)7 Foe(2s—2)} ’ (51)
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where $q(25) = H(ay...a,) 15 an unconstrained real superfield, and the complex superfield
La@2s—2) = I'iay...a0,_s) is transverse linear (A5a). The superfields $a(24) and T'y2s—2) are
defined modulo gauge transformations of the form

5)\57.)0425) - ﬁ(al)\az...azs) - D(alj\az...azs) = ga(2s) + ga(2s) 3 (52&)
1 - - s - _
5)\Fa(2s—2) == —E,Dﬁ (D2 -+ 2(28 — 1)#))\50{(25_2) = 25 1+ 1'D6Dﬁ/g(g,ya(25_2)) s (52b)

where the gauge parameter A\, 2s—1) is complex unconstrained. By construction, the com-
plex gauge parameter gq(2q) = @(alka%a%) is longitudinal linear (4.4al). Note that gauge
transformation (5.2al) indicates that the superfield $),(2s) corresponds to the N’ = 1 super-
conformal gauge prepotential [26]. Up to normalisation, there exists a unique quadratic
action which is invariant under the gauge transformations (5.2]). This action takes the

form
_ 1\s
Sé+%)[ﬁa(2s), La@s—2): La@s—2)] = < - 5) /d3|4ZE {23(25 - 1)ﬂﬂ5§a(2s)5§a(28)

1 a(2s B a(2s B » R
+§~6 2 ),Dﬁ(Dz - 6/11),D5573a(2s) + 57) (2 )<Da1Da2Fa3...a25 - Dalpazrag...ags>

2s —1_ 25+ 1
+7Fa(2s_2)ra(2s—2) +
s 2s

<Fa(2s—2)ra(2s_2) + fa(2s—2)fa(2s_2)> } ) (53)

The above construction does not take into consideration the case where s = 1, since
the transverse linear constraint (£.5a)) is ill-defined for n = 0. However, corollary (4.5h)
is consistent for n = 0 and defines a covariantly transverse linear scalar superfield (4.5al).
So I' and I' can be interpreted as compensators, which have the corresponding gauge

transformations

0x9ap = Diars) — Dialg) ; (5.4a)
1 _ _
S\ = —ZDB(DQ +20) s , (5.4b)

as a result of (5.2). It is simple to show that constraint (A5D]) is consistent with the
variation (5.4D). Choosing s = 1 in (5.3)) yields a gauge-invariant action which can be
identified as the linearised action for non-minimal (1, 1) AdS supergravity [21].

5.2 Reduction of gauge prepotentials to AdS?P

We wish to reduce the gauge prepotentials (5.1) to /' =1 AdS superspace. We start

by reducing the superconformal gauge multiplet $),(25). Converting the longitudinal linear
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constraint of g.(s) ([@.4a) to the real representation (18] yields

Vz(mgaz---azsﬂ) = iVl(mgaz---Ocst) . (55)

Performing a Taylor expansion of gu2s)(0") about 62, and using (5.5), we find the inde-

pendent 62 -components of gq(2s) to be

Ja(2s)| V¥ gsa@s—1)] - (5.6)

The gauge transformation (B.2al) allows us to impose the gauge conditions
Naeol =0, V00| =0 (5.7)
In this Wess-Zumino (WZ) gauge, we stay with the unconstrained real A' = 1 superfields

Ha(25+1) - = ivz(alﬁaz---azsﬂ)‘ ) (5.8&)

TV 0000] (5.8b)

The residual gauge freedom which preserves gauge conditions (5.7]) are described by the

Ha(2s) L=

unconstrained real ' = 1 superfields

1 _
ga(2s)| = _§Ca(2s) ) Ca(2s) = Ca(2s) ) (59&)

2s+1 _
TSCOC(2S—1) ) Coa(2s—1) = Ca(2s—1) . (59b)

From (5.9), we can readily determine the gauge transformations of (5.8))

V¥ gsa@s—1)| =

5Ha(2s+1) = iv(a1§a2...a25+1) ) (510&)
5Ha(2s) = V(a1Ca2...a25) . (510b)

Next, we wish to reduce I'y(25-2) to N’ = 1 AdS superspace. The superfield I'y(5_2)

obeys the transverse linear constraint (4.5al), which takes the following form in the real

representation (A.I8))
VT s02s-3) = VYT s00253) - (5.11)

It follows that I a(23_2)(91 ) has two independent 6% -components
F01(28—2)| 5 Vg(alraz...agsflﬂ . (512)

Utilising the gauge transformation of I'y(55-2) (5.2D) and the real representation (ZIg)),
we find

1s
25 +1

0la(25-2) = (VLBVZV - Vﬁy) 9Brya(2s-2) 5 (5.13a)
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S _ _
Vg(alér‘m---‘msfl) = 25 + 1 (Vlﬂv(alfygaz---azs—l)ﬁ’y - (45 + 1)‘M|Vlﬁgﬁa(2s—l) (513b)
_ . _ 1 _
+ Vﬁ’yvlﬁgwa@s—l) - lvﬁﬁyvzﬁg’ya@s—l) - §(Vl)2vzggﬁa(2s—1)

- (23 + 1)i|:u|vzﬁgﬁa(2s—1) - ivgfyvz(a1ga2...a25,1)ﬁfy) .

From (5.13)), we can immediately read off the gauge transformations of the complex N' = 1

superfields (5.12)

i s
0T wi2s—2| = —=V?Ca0095— — V(s a2s 5.14
(25-2)| 5V Gpa2s-2) + 225 £1) Coya2s—2) » (5.14a)
S . .
Vz(a151—‘a2-..a2371)| = 2(28 +—1) (IVBV(alvgaz...agsl)ﬁ-y +1V5'YVBC-W(25_1) (514b)

2s+1

- (45 + 1)i|:U"VBCBa(2S—1) + <(28 + 1)i|/~l"ga(2s—1)

. 1
+ 1v(a1ﬁCa2...a2571)B + §V2go¢(2s—1))) .

Let us express the N' = 1 superfields (5.12)) in terms of their real and imaginary parts,

F(:1:(25—2)| - _La(2s—2) - iSVa(2S—2) 5 (515&)

1 )
V20 Toscn | = §<q>a(25_1) +1Qa(25_1)>. (5.15b)

It then follows from gauge transformations (B.10) and (5.14) that we are in fact dealing
with two different gauge theories. The first model is formulated in terms of the real

unconstrained gauge superfields

V(”SJF%) = {Hu@s11)s La(2s—2), Pa2s—1) } (5.16)

which are defined modulo gauge transformations of the form

5H0&(2S+1) = iv(algag...a23+1) ) (517&)
S
0La(2s—2) = —mvm%w(%—z) , (5.17b)
is
5(1)‘1(25_1) - 25 + 1 (vﬁv(aﬂcaz...azsfl)ﬁw — (4s + 1)|,U|Vﬁ<5a(28_1) (5.17¢)

— VOV sCaen)

where the gauge parameter (,(2s) is real unconstrained. The other gauge theory is con-

structed in terms of the superfields
V(”s) = {Ha(2s)a Va(2s—2)> Qa(2s—1)} ) (518)

25



which possesses the gauge freedom

5Ha(2s) = V(algag...ags) s (519&)
1
5Vo¢(25—2) = ?Svﬁgﬁa@s—m ’ (519b)
i
5Qa(2s—1) = (28 + 1)|:u|<a(2s—1) + V(alﬁgag...a%,l)g - §V2<a(23_1) s (5.190)

where the parameter (,(2:—1) is real unconstrained. Applying the superspace reduction
procedure to the action (53] yields two decoupled A/ = 1 supersymmetric theories, each
formulated in terms of the gauge fields (5.10) and (5.I8) respectively
Sé-l—%) [f.)oa(2s)> F()1(28—2)) 1:‘oa(25—2)] = S(IL+%) [Ha(2s+1)a La(2s—2)a (I)a(2s—l)]
+ S(”S) [Ha(2s)7 Va(2s—2)7 Qa(2s—1)] . (52())

Explicit expressions for the decoupled supersymmetric actions are given in the following
subsection.

5.3 Massless higher-spin A/ = 1 supermultiplets

The first of the decoupled N' = 1 supersymmetric actions, which is realised by the
dynamical variables (5.16]), takes the following form

INCA
S(“s-i-%)[Hoc(?s-i-l)v La2s-2); Pages—1] = <_ 5) <_ §) /d32z s {2HQ(28+1)@HQ(2S+1)

—8(s — 2)(2s + 1)[u>H*® ) Hyapp1) + (25 + 1)i|p| H*® V2 H 41
—4(28 + 1)‘M|Hﬁa(2s)vﬁ'yH’ya(2s) - iHﬁa@s)szﬁﬁ/nya@s) _ 4Hﬁﬁ/a(2s_1)vﬁy®a(2s—l)

. — 3 - 2 N
—8IH AN 5 Vs Laas o) — 6L F 2V Dy, 55 o) + géa(% a5

81 a(2s—
gy (205 = D08 = DI Ly
—45(45% — 35 + 1)| | L** ™ Lyas 9y — (35 — 1)iL“(25‘2)V2La(25_2))} . (5.21)

Upon inspection, it is apparent that the superfield ®,(2,_1) is auxiliary. So by making use

of its equation of motion,
(I)a(2s—1) = _SVB’YHB'ya@s—l) - 4i3v(a1 Laz...a2371) ) (522>

we can eliminate the auxiliary field ®,2s—1) from the action (521)). It can be shown that

the resulting action coincides with the off-shell N' = 1 supersymmetric action for massless
half-integer superspin in AdS; (3.6]).
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The other A/ =1 theory is formulated in terms of the gauge superfields (5.18))

1\s
S(“g)[Ha@s)aVa(2s—2)>Qo¢(2s—1)] = (_ 5) /d322’ E {2|M|Ha(28)Ha(25)

i — ol 28—
+§H°‘(2S>V2Ha(zs) +2sHP @DV Voo g) — HP V500551

1 ~a(2s— 1 28—
+§Q @5V Q0 @s-1) + 2s — 1 <4S(S — 1)’V 003
+45(25% — 25 4+ 1) || VOV, 9,_9) +15(25% — 25 + VOBV, )

+(2s — 1)va<2s—2>v596a(28_2)>} : (5.23)
The superfield €221y is auxiliary, so upon elimination via its equation of motion
Qa(2s—1) = _iVBHBa@s—l) - iV(ozl Vag...agsfﬂ ; (524>

we find that the resulting action coincides with the off-shell A/ = 1 action massless
superspin-s multiplet in AdSz (3.14).

5.4 Second supersymmetry transformations

As discussed in subsection 4] by construction, the N' = 1 reduced actions (5.21)
and (5.23)) are invariant under the second supersymmetry transformations (4.37D). For

convenience, we recall the form of these transformations
SU| = e*(VEU)| (5.25)

where U(x,0") is a NV = (1,1) superfield, with indices being suppressed. The second
supersymmetry tranformations act on the N' =1 fields (5.16) and (5.18) in the following
fashion

5657.)04(23)| = _iEBHﬁa@s) ) (526&)
55Vgﬁﬁﬁa(2s—l)| - 2i€5HBo¢(2s—1) ) (526b)
56Ha(2s+1) = _Qe(alHag...ags+1) s (526C)
i

OcHa2s) = 3 ((23 + 1)|ul€” Hpaas) — eBVBVHW@s)) : (5.26d)

1 2s
OcLa(2s-2) = —565 pa(zs—2) + 5 — (5= 1)€(ay V Vo 0n. 28 (5.26e)
5 = Log & °L f
eVa(2s—2) = ge Ba(2s—2) — m(s - ]-)E(alv ag...025-2)8 (526 )
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1 .
0cPo(2s-1) = 25 1 <2s(25 — 1)’V Vas..ane 1) + 1561 V:Vas ane 1) (5.26g)

+ 4s(45” = 3s + 1) ule(a, Vas.az-1) + (28 = D)0y Vs a0, 1)8
— 4s(s — 1)6(alva25Va3...a2371)6> )
0e8a(25—1) = _ﬁ <2(23 — 1)66V5(a1 Lay..ane_y) + 1€, V2La2"'a23*1) (5.26h)
+4(45* = 35 + 1)|plé@ Las az—1) + (25 = 1)e(, V as. 02,15
— 4(s— 1)e(alvafLa3...azsfl>ﬁ> :

It is apparent from (5.26a) and (£.26D) that the second supersymmetry transformation
(5:28) breaks the WZ gauge conditions (5.7), which we recall for convenience

~6a(2s)| =0, Vgﬁﬁﬁa(2s—1)| =0. (527)

In order to resolve this, it is necessary to supplement the variation (5.25) with the e-

dependent gauge transformations:

Og()a(2s) = Ya(2s)(€) + Ja(2s)(€) (5.284)
S ™~ —
Og(oLa(2s—2) = 25 + 1D6D795m(2s—2)(6) . (5.28b)

The modified second supersymmetry transformations now take the following form

5eﬁa(2s) = 09 a(2s) T 0g(0)Na(2s) > (5.29a)
5eroz(2s—2) = 56Fa(2s—2) + 5g(e)ra(2s—2) . (529b)

The sole purpose of introducing the e-dependent gauge transformations (5.28)) is to restore

the original Wess-Zumino gauge (0.27)). Fixing the form of the N' = 1 components of
Ga(2s)(€) a8

i
ga(2s)(€)‘ = §€BH5Q(QS) ) (5.30a)

V¥ gga(as-1)(€)] = i€’ Haa(ae 1) , (5.30b)

ensures that (5.29) takes us back to the original gauge (5.217). The transformations (5.29)
act on the AN/ = 1 superfields by the rule

56Ha(2s+1) - _2€(a1Ha2...a25+1) 5 (531&)

~ 1 .
SHa) = ~ 1351 <1eﬁv2Hﬁa(23) + 4560, V7 Hay .y (5.31b)
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+ 2(2s + 1) (4s + 1)|ple” Hpagas) — 2€ﬁvﬁwH-ya(2s)> )
i 2s

A i
OcLa(2s-2) = —5€ Qpa(as—2) + 57—=(5 = 1)e(as V Vas _ans 28 (5.31c)
2 2s — 1
s
+ 25 + 1€6VA/H6704(23—2) )
. i
0Va(as—2) = — € ®paas—2) — ———(5 — 1)€(0, VP Lay..a 5.31d
(25—2) 286 Ba(2s—2) 8(28— 1) (S )6( 1 2...a25-2)3 ( )
i s
+ mGBV7 Hp sa(25-2)
. 1 ‘
0ePo(25-1) = 55— 1 (28(28 — 1)65%(&1\/&2___&2871) + 1se(a1V2Va2,,,a2871) (5.31e)

+ 45(482 —3s+ 1)‘/"L|€(alv012---012571) + (25 - 1)€(alvBQa2ma2571)g
S
— 45(5 = De(ar Vas Vayon 18 ) = 52 7€ (405 + Dl Hpogoumn

+ QV(al’yHaz...azs,l)B'y - iv2Hﬁa(2s—l)) 5

~

6EQOC(2S—1) = -

s (2(23 — 1)PVsas Lag..cm 1) + i€ V2 Ly, .cn ) (5.31f)
+ 4(4s* — 354+ 1)1l €(r Las..ane 1) + (25 — 1)€(a1s VP Py ans 1)
— 4(5 — 1>€(a1va25La3...a25—1)ﬁ) + 2s 4 165 (2(28 - 1)|,LL‘V7H57,1(23_1)

— V"V Hoy. )6 + VPY&V“/HBCM(?S—U) :

6 Massless half-integer superspin: Longitudinal for-

mulation

In this section, we develop the superspace reduction procedure for the longitudinal

formulation, following the prescription advocated in section [l

6.1 Longitudinal formulation

For s > 2, the longitudinal formulation for the massless superspin-(s + 1) multiplet is

described in terms of the variables

VH ) = {S/’Ja(2s)7 Ga(2s—2)7 Ga(2s—2)} . (61)

(s+3

Here, the real superfield £,(2s) is identical to that of (5.1), and the complex superfield

Go(25—2) 1s longitudinal linear (#4al). Modulo an overall normalisation factor, the longi-
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tudinal formulation is uniquely described by the action

l a _ 1ys 1 a(2s
S(S_i_%)[ﬁa@s)a Ga(2s—2)> Ga(2s—2)] - ( - 5) /d342 E {gﬁ (@ )DB(D2 - 6#)1)557.)04(23)

1 _ _
+23(S - 1)#:&5&(28)5&(25) - _([Dﬁa Dﬂy]ﬁﬁ’ya(2s—2))[pé’ Dp]ﬁ&pa(2s—2)

16
S —
_‘_5(2)6757)5701(28 2))D6p~66pa(25—2)
2s — 1. (25— = I ~eos—
+ 2s <1,D5'y~66ﬁ/ (25-2) (Ga(2s—2) - Ga(2s—2)) + gG @ 2)Ga(2s—2)>
25+ 1, o ios ~a(25—2) A
—=a (G Gop g + GO 2)Ga(2s—2>)} : (6.2)

which is invariant under the gauge transformations

5}\‘5;.')05(28) = ,D(al)‘ag...azs) - D(al ;\012...0525) = goc(2s) + ga(2s) ; (63&)
1, ' _
5>\Ga(23_2) = —Z (D2 — 48#)@6)\&(23_2)5 + 1(8 — I)D(QI'DIBV‘)\a2_._a2372)57
S = .
= (28 n IDBD7 + 13D57> GBra(25—2) (6.3b)

where Aq(25—1) is complex unconstrained and go(2s) is longitudinal linear, as in (52a).

In the case where s = 1, the compensator G is covariantly chiral. If we introduce the
field redefinition G = 30 in action (6.2), along with choosing s = 1, then the model can
be shown to coincide with the linearised action for minimal (1,1) AdS supergravity [21].

In the case s = 1, the gauge transformations (6.3)) yield
0x9ap = Diarp) — Dialg) (6.4)
1 -
G = —1(192 —4p)DP\s . (6.5)

It is an easy exercise to show that 0,G is covariantly chiral.

6.2 Reduction of gauge prepotentials to AdS??

The reduction of the superconformal gauge prepotential $,(25) Was addressed in section
Bl We need only reduce the compensator Gy 2s—2) to N =1 AdS superspace. We start
by converting the longitudinal constraint of G 2s—2) (@42 to the real basis (£.18))

Vz(alGC‘Q---C‘stl) = ivl(alGOtznastl) . (66)

Performing a Taylor expansion of Gus-2)(87) about 62, and using (6.6), we find the
independent 62 -components of Ga(2s—2) to be

Ga(2s—2)| ’ VzﬁGﬁa(2s—3)| . (67)
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Utilising the gauge transformations (6.3D]) and the real representation (£Ig)), we find

is
0Gas-» = 527 (28V6 Ty Vg”)aam@s_z) : (6.82)
S .
VzﬁéGga(2s_3) - ﬁ <218V6’\/Vg6 - VB'YVLJ) gﬁﬁéa(28—3) . (68b)

We can use the residual gauge freedom (5.9) to compute the gauge transformations of the
complex N = 1 superfields (6.7)

2

s i
5Ga(2s—2)| = 25 1 1vﬁfygﬁwa(2s—2) - §V6Cﬁa(2s—2) ) (6.9a)
. is
VI 5Guern| =18V o + gy VY sy - (6D

It is useful to separate the complex superfields (6.7)) into real and imaginary components

Ga(2s—2)‘ = _28La(2s—2) - isva(2s—2) ) (610&)

1 :
VggGga(23_3)| = 5 <(I)a(25_3) ‘|— IQa(Qs_g)) . (610b)

It then becomes apparent from gauge transformations (5.10) and (6.9) that we are in
fact dealing with two different gauge theories. The first gauge theory is formulated in

terms of the dynamical variables

V(Hs_i_%) = {Ha(28+1)7 La(2s—2)7 (I)a(2s—3)} ) (611)

which are defined modulo gauge transfomations of the form

6Ha(2s+1) = iv(algag...a28+1) Y (612&)
S
0La(2s-2) = _mvm%m(zs—m , (6.12b)
is
0Pa25-3) = 25 + 1va5(ﬁw5a(2s_3) . (6.12c)

The other gauge model is described in terms of the superfields

V(”s) = {Ha(2s)a Va(2s—2)> Qa(2s—3)} ) (613)
which possess the following gauge freedom

0Ha(2s) = V(a1 Ca.an) » (6.14a)
1
WVaize-2) = 52V Coatze2) (6.14D)

31



59(1(23—3) - 25vﬁvgﬁfya(2s—3) . (6140)

After carrying out the reduction to N' = 1 AdS superspace, the action (6.2) decouples
into two N = 1 theories, which are formulated in terms of superfields (G.11)) and (G.13)
respectively

S|(|s+%) [S/’Ja(%)v Ga(2s—2)7 Ga(2s—2)] = S(”s—l—%) [Ha(2s+1)7 La(2s—2)7 (I)a(2s—3)]
+S(”s) [Ha(2s)a Va(2s—2)> Qa(2s—3)] . (615)

In the following subsection, we provide the explicit forms of the decoupled N = 1 actions.

6.3 Massless higher-spin A/ = 1 supermultiplets

The first N' = 1 gauge theory, described in terms of the dynamical variables (6.11]),
takes the form

NS/ i
SEL+%)[Ha(2s+1>>La(zs—2)> Do2s-3)] = <— 5) (- g) /dgzzE {QH“(QS“)@HQ(%H)
+(25 + 1)i|p| HO V2 Hy 0511y — 4(25 + 1)| | HP*CIV 5V H 05y — iHP*PIVAV 37 H, o0
—8(s — 2)(2s + )| P H*® ™ H o511y — 25V 5, HP UV  Hs o 1)

4
—— (16i| pl(25° = 25 + 1)L Lya, ) + 4(25% — 1) LIV Lyg,-9)
S —

+16i(s — 1)’ LPCINV VL oy gy + 2i(28 — 1)V 5, HOPUCDY L 00 o)

4i _ 1 (25—
‘|‘;(S _ 1)L5a(2s 3)V6®a(23—3) + ;(S _ 1)(1) (2 3)(1)11(25—3))} . (616)

The action (6.I0]) is invariant under the gauge transformations (6.I12]). We can eliminate
the auxiliary field ®4(2,—3) from (6.16]) by using the equation of motion

D2s-3) = —21V" La(as_3) - (6.17)

The resulting action, up to an overall factor, then coincides with model (3.6]).

The other A/ = 1 model which is constructed in terms of the dynamical variables
([6.13) assumes the form

1\ s
Sto) [ Hagze): Va(zo-2); Qa2s-)] = —( - 5) / 2z B {(S — D)|pl H*®) Hoay)

i 1 B 2
—ZHa@s)v?Ha(Qs) + 5Hﬂa@s UV Hyngas—1y — (28 = DV H IV (410, Vi)
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71 1 alas— a(2s—
4(25 — 1) (218V BV g 05m9) — 4(s = 1)(4s = VIV 00, 5
+85(4s” — 3s + 1) u|VoE V559 + 8(s = VIV 10,0 4

i
—?(s — 1)90‘(25_3)Qa(25—3)>} ; (6.18)

which is invariant under the gauge transformations (6.14)). It is evident that the superfield

Qo (25—3) is auxiliary, so upon elimination via its equation of motion
Qa(2s—3) = _4i82vgvﬁa(2s—3) ’ (619>

one obtains the action (3.14)).

6.4 Second supersymmetry transformations

Let us note that the reduced actions (6.15)

SI(IS+%)[ﬁa(25)7Ga(2s—2) Ga@s—2)] = S” +1 [Ha2541)> La(2s—2), Pa(2s—3)]

2

S” [ a(2s)s V(2s—2)>Qa(2s—3)] 5 (620)

are invariant under second supersymmetry. More explicitly, the second supersymmetry
transformation acts on the dynamical superfields (6.11) and (6.13) by the following rule

5657304(23)| = _iEﬁHﬁa@s) ) (621&)
55Vgﬁﬁﬁa(2s—l)| = 2i€5Hﬁa(2s—l) 5 (621b)
56Ha(2s+1) = _Qe(alHag...ags+1) s (621C)
i
OcHa(as) = —5 ((23 + 1)|ul€” Hpa2s) — eBVBVHm@s)) , (6.21d)
1 i(s—1)
_ __ B
55[’06(25—2) 6 Vv BVQ(QS 2)) + 28(28 _ 1)6(0619@2---0125—2) ’ (6'216)
B (3 — 1)
0Va(2s—2) = 26"V (3La(25-2)) — 5(2s = 1)€(a1 Poy.aze ) » (6.21f)
1 .
56(I)a(2s—3) = 95 _ 166 <23(2S - B)V(alﬂyvag...agsfg)ﬁ’\/ - 1sv2vﬁa(2s—3)
+ 48V 5"V, 2s—3) — 45(45° — 58 + 2)| 11| Vaa(as—3)
— 2(s = 1) V(55 3)) (6.21g)
56Q(X(2S—3) - 9g _ 166 (218V2L6a (2s—3) — 48(28 — B)V(alﬂyLag...ags,g)B—y

— 85°Vp" Lyg(as—3) + 85(4s> — 55 + 2)|u| Lga(2s—3)
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+ 2(s = )V (s®agas) ) (6.21h)

It is evident from the variations (6.2Ial) and (6.21D) that second supersymmetry is not
compatible with the imposed WZ gauge conditions (5.27). Recall that the longitudinal
and transverse formulations are both constructed in terms of the real superfield $,(2s),
which is defined modulo gauge transformations (5.2a). We used this gauge freedom to
impose (B.27)) in both theories.

Using a similar approach as in subsection [5.4], the WZ gauge conditions (5.27)) in the
longitudinal formulation can be restored provided we accompany the second supersym-

metry transformations with the following e-dependent gauge transformations:

Og(e)Na(2s) = Ja(2s)(€) + Ja(2s)(€) , (6.22a)
) = .
59(6)Ga(2s—2) = (25 T 1’DB,DFY -+ IS,DB'Y) ggfya(gs_g) (6) y (622b)
where
i
Ja(2s)(€)] = §€BH5Q(QS) ) (6.23a)
Vgﬁgﬁa(%—l)(@‘ = —i¢’ Hga(as-1) - (6.23b)

The modified second supersymmetry transformations now read

Sef)a@s) = 565&(28) + 5g(e)~6a(2s) ) (624&)
geGa(2s—2) - 56Ga(2s—2) + 5g(e)Ga(2s—2) . (624b)

The transformations (6.24)) act on the N = 1 superfields (6.11)) and (G.I3) as follows

OcHa(ast1) = =26 Hoonan) (6.25a)
b Hao) = —m (1€V2 Haa(oo) + 45¢(0, V" Hety a0 (6.25b)
+2(25 + 1)(4s + 1) |l e® Haas) — zeﬁvgva@s)) ,
SeLas—) = —%eﬁv(gva@s_z)) n %e(mﬁawm) (6.25¢)
- m€BV7Hﬁva(2s—2) :
0Via(25-2) = 26°V (5 Laas—2y) — %E(al@az,,,%z) (6.25d)
— %Engﬂmaa(zs—z) :
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dePa(as-s) = g€’ (25(25 = 3) Vi, Vas s — 15V Vo) (6.250)
+ 452V6’yvfya(2s—3) - 45(482 — 05+ 2)|IU“|VBQ(2S—3)
452
- 2(s - 1)V(6Qa(zs—3)>) Ry €’V Hya(2s—3) -
5690(28—3 = — <2ISV Lﬁa 25—3) ( )V(alﬂyLaz...agsfg)ﬁw (625f>

— 85’V Lyn(as—3) + 85(45% — 55 + 2)| | Lga(2s—3)
+ 2(8 — 1)V(ﬁ(1>a(23_3))) EBVPY V Hﬁﬁ/g)\a(gs_g) .

25+ 1

7 Massless integer superspin: Longitudinal formula-

tion

In [1], two dually equivalent off-shell formulations, called transverse and longitudinal,
for the massless multiplets of integer superspin were developed in (1,1) AdS superspace.

In the following section, we reduce the longitudinal model to A" = 1 AdS superspace.

7.1 Longitudinal formulation

Given an integer s > 1, the longitudinal formulation for the massless superspin-s

multiplet is realised in terms of the following dynamical variables
V(Hs) = {Ua(2s—2)> GO!(28)7 G7(1(25)} . (71)

Here Uy 2s—2) is an unconstrained real superfield, and the complex superfield G4 is
longitudinal linear. The dynamical superfields Uy 2s—2) and G 2s) are defined modulo

gauge transformations of the form

5LU04(25—2) = DBLBa(28—2) - @BLB(X(ZS—Q) = ’704(25—2) + Ya(25—2) 5 (72&)

1 ) o
5LG0!(25) = __D(al (D2 - 2(25 + 1):“) Laz~~~a2s) = D(a1Da27a3ma2s) . (72b>

2
Here the gauge parameter Ly(2,—1) is an unconstrained complex superfield, and v* a(25-2) .—
D LP*(25=2) ig transverse linear.

Modulo an overall normalisation factor, the longitudinal formulation for the massless
superspin-s multiplet is described by the action
1\s

_ 1 A
S|(|s) [Ua@s-2); Gas)s Gagzs)] = ( B 5) /d3|4z B {§Ua<zs_2)m(p2 = 61)DyUa(2s-2)

35



s _ _ _ s
o(25—2) ('DﬁD“/ _ Dﬁery ) a(2s)
cye G pya(2s-2) Ghra@s-2) ) + 576" Gags)
S a(2s ~o(25) A o o(2s—
+2(28 T 1) (G (2 )Ga(gs) + G (2 )Ga(2s)> + 23(3 + 1)M,UU (2 2)Ua(2s—2)} : (73)

which is invariant under the gauge transformations (7.2)).

7.2 Reduction of gauge prepotentials to AdS??

We wish to reduce the gauge superfields (Z.I)) to N' =1 AdS superspace. We start by

reducing the superfield U,s—2). Converting the transverse linear constraint of v,(2s—2)

(4.5a) to the real basis (4I8]) gives
VgB’yﬁa(Qs—?)) - iVlB'yBa@s—?)) . (74)

Taking a Taylor expansion of y,2s—2)(#") about 62, then using (Z.4), we find the indepen-

dent 62 -components of Ya(2s—2) to be
7&(25—2)|7 Vg(alf}/ag...agsflﬂ . (75)

The gauge transformation ((T.2al) allows us to choose the gauge conditions
Un2s—2)] =0 . (7.6)

It must be noted that the gauge condition ([[.0]) is less restrictive than those proposed
in the analogous reduction procedure performed in Minkowski superspace, as given in
appendix B of [I]. This was done in order to ensure that one of the decoupled N' = 1
actions coincides with ([B.I7). It can be shown that if one chooses to impose the same

gauge conditions as detailed in [I], i.e
Ua(2s—2)| =0, Vg(aang...a2571)| =0, (77)

then one will obtain a A = 1 action which would instead coincide with ([3.24)).

The residual gauge symmetry which preserves the gauge condition ([7.0]) is described
by the real unconstrained ' = 1 superfield

1 _
7a(2s—2)| = _§Ca(2s—2) ) Ca(23—2) = Ca(23—2) . (7-8)

We now wish to reduce the superfield Ga(gs) to N = 1 AdS superspace. Converting
the longitudinal linear constraint of Ga(gs) (44al) to the real basis yields

Vg(méaz---azsﬂ) = _iVl(mGaL--azsﬂ) : (7'9)

36



Upon reduction to N' = 1 AdS superspace, it follows from constraint (7.9) that Ga(gs) has

two independent 62 -components:

Gages)| VG gas-1] - (7.10)

Making use of the gauge transformations (7.2D)) and the real representation (ZIS]), we
find

6@05(28) = 1<Vl(o¢1 V2a2 + V(a1a2)7a3...o¢23) 5 (711&)

= 1

VG pa(2s-1) = g@sv(alﬁ V2 Yasome9) + (45* = D]l V01 Yasoay  (7-11D)
+ 2i(8 + 1>Vﬁ(al Vlﬁfya2ma2$71) + 615(28 + 1)|/~L‘Vl(a1fya2ma2$71)

1 .
+ _(28 + 1)(Vl)2vg(a1va2---a2571) - 21(3 - 1)V(a1ﬁvlaz7063---062371)B> .

[\]

Using the residual gauge freedom ([7.8]), we can directly compute the gauge transformations

of the N = 1 superfields (ZI0) from (Z.IT))

_ 1 . .
G o 20)| = 3 <V(a1a2Ca3.._a28) +2iV(q, (Taz___azs) + lTaz,,,azs))) , (7.12a)

V¥5Cpa(2s—1)| = 5

1
s

(28(28 + )|tV (01 Cageane—) + (5 + 1) V(00 Vs a0e 1) (7.12D)
+ (45° = 1)|p| (Ta@s—1) + Ta(zs—1)) + %(23 + 1)V (Ta@s—1) + Ta(s—1))
+ (25 = DV (Taaccns + Foncrns) = (5= DV (e Varonvanr)a)
where we have defined

Vz(a17a2---0c2371)| = Ta(2s—1) T i7~735(25—1) . (713)

It is useful to decompose the complex ' = 1 superfields (Z.10) into real and imaginary

parts
_ 1 .
Gas)| = =5 (Hae) = 2iHa() (7.14a)
Vzﬁéﬁa(2s—1)| = qt>oz(2s—1) - 2iQa(2s—1) . (714b)

The gauge transformations of these four real N' = 1 superfields immediately follow from

gauge transformations (T.12)

5Ha(2s) - v(alpag...ags) ) (7158;)
5Ha(2s) = v(alTaz...azs) 5 (715b)
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0®a(2s-1) = _8_13 (2(25 ~ DV (1 Pas.cns s + 2(45” = D1l pagzs—ry  (7-15¢)
(254 DiV2p0(20m1) = 8145 = )11V 0y Gorn )
08 (2s-1) = _8_15 (2(25 ~ DV (e Tas a0, )5 + 2(45% = DlplTa@ery  (7.15d)
+i(2s + 1)V27‘a(23_1)> ,
where we have introduced the gauge parameter redefinition

Pa(2s—1) ‘= 27201(28—1) + iv(oq gocz...oczsfl) : (716>

We are now left with the remaining unconstrained real N' = 1 superfields

uﬁ;a(2s—2) = iV%Ua(2s—2)| y (717&)

1
Va@s—2) == —g(vg)wa@s_m : (7.17b)

Utilising the gauge transformations ([7.2al), in conjunction with the residual gauge sym-
metry (.8) and defintion (7.13), we find that the superfields (7.I7)) possess the following

gauge freedom

51/{5;11(23—2) - —Pﬁa(23_2) + iVBCQ(QS_Q) s (718&)
1
5Vo¢(25—2) = %VBTBQ(%—@ . (718b)

It then becomes apparent from gauge transformations (Z.I5) and (ZI8) that we are
dealing with two different gauge theories. The first of these gauge theories is formulated

in terms of the dynamical variables
V({;) = {Ha(2s)7uﬁ;o¢(2s—2)7 (I)a(2s—1)} ) (719>
which are defined modulo gauge transformations
5Ha(2s) = v(alpaz...ags) s (720&)
U0 (25-2) = —PBa(2s—2) T1VCa(25-2) 5 (7.20b)
1
0oz = —5= (225 = VV0 Pasaas s + 2045 = Dltlpaasry  (7:200)
(25 + 1iVpa(as1) = 845> = 1|1V Canane ) ) -
The other gauge model is described by the superfields

V(”s) = {ga@s)a Va(2s—2)> Qa(2s—1)} ) (721)
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which possesses the following gauge freedom

6}}@(28) = V(alTag...ags) 5 (722&)
1
5Va(2s—2) = gvﬁ’rﬁa@s—m s (722b)
1
00 (25—1) = % (2(23 — 1)V(a1ﬁTa2...a25,1)5 + 2(4s* — 1)| | Tags—1) (7.22¢)

+1(2S + 1)V2’Ta(25_1)> .

Applying the reduction prescription to the action (Z.3)), we obtain two decoupled N' = 1
supersymmetric actions, which are formulated in terms of superfields (I9) and (Z.21])
respectively.

Sl(ls) [Ua(2s—2)> Ga(2s)a Ga(2s)] = S(J;) [Ha(2s) ) uﬁ;a(2s—2)> q>a(2s—1)]
+ S(”S) [f{a@s)a Va(2s—2)> Qa(2s—1)] . (723)

The explicit form of the A” = 1 decoupled actions are provided in the following subsection.

Let us point out that there also appeared a new off-shell formulation for the massless
integer superspin multiplet in (1,1) AdS superspace [I]. This formulation proves to be a
generalised version of the longitudinal action (7.3]), for the gauge-invariant action involves
not only Uy (2s—2), Ya(2s—1) and \Tfa(gs_l), but also new compensating superfields. Further-
more, the prepotential W, p,_1) (associated to the longitudinal linear field strength Ga(23)>,
enjoys a larger gauge symmetry, which is that of the superconformal complex superspin-s
multiplet [I]. Upon reduction to N/ =1 AdS superspace, we found that this new formu-

lation decoupled into two A/ = 1 supersymmetric higher-spin models which coincide with
the right-hand side of eq. (T.23)).

7.3 Massless higher-spin N = 1 supermultiplets

The first N' = 1 supersymmetric action which is described by the dynamical variables
(T.19) takes the form

1\°1 C B (25—
S(J;) [Ha(2s)>uﬁ;a(2s—2)a (I)a(2s—1)] = (_ 5) 1 /d3|2ZE{ - 12/{67 2 2)DZ/{5;a(2s—2)

1 so(25— 1 yolas—
—51/15 o2 Q)VQVBWV;Q(zs—z)+§(28—3)IM|UB CCIITU g 0 (25-2)
+2(s — 1)U 2 CINVUY g 0sms) + (457 — 1) | UP DU 0050

—8i(s — 1)|ulUs,” U 253
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2s
2s+1
+v2(I)Ba(2s—2) +2i vﬁfyq)a(2s—2)’y

—4S|/J,‘VWH»Y§OC(25_2) + 21(28 + 1)|/~L‘(I)Boc(2s—2))

uﬁ%a(25_2) ( — QVFY(;V,YH(;QQ(QS_Q) + V’Y(SV6H75Q(2S—2)

S
N o a(2s)y72
BTG =T ( (35 + 1) HO®)V2H 0,

+23(4S + 1>Ha(2s_1)ﬁvﬁﬁ/Ha(2s—l)'y + 1652HQ(2S)V(Q1 (I)az...azs)

—8is®* NP, 5, 1) — 45(45? + 35 + 1] M\HWS)HQ(QS)) } : (7.24)

It is apparent that the superfield ®,(2,_1) is auxiliary, thus, upon elimination via its

equation of motion,

Bors1) = (21(23 +1)(452 = D)|pllage-ry + (457 = 1)V Uneery  (7.25)

i
s

- 2i(452 - 1)Vﬁ(a1uﬁ;a2ma2$71) + 882V6Hﬁ0¢(23—1)) )

we arrive at the resulting action

1\°1 is(s — 1
S(J;) [Ha(2s)7uﬁ;a(2s—2)] = ( — 5) 1 /d3l2zE{ — —2(3 — 1)Ha(2s)v2Ha(28)
25* 4s%(s — 1)
25 —1 25 —1
—25 Y%=y (V(éHal...agwa - QVBHwa@s—z))
4s(s —1)
25 —1
+ua(28_1) ( - 215Dua(2s—1) - Sv2vﬁ(a1ua2ma2s71)ﬁ
(s —1)(2s —3)
25 — 1

HO‘(QS_l)BVBVHa(zs—l)y — |,u|Hoc(2s)Ha(28)

Z/{A;)\a(%_g)VB’YV&Hﬁ“{Ja@s—@ - 8S2|:u| uﬁ;a(2s—2)vaﬁ/Ba(2s_2)

—1(8 — ].)V(QIOQVBVUQS...Q2371)57 ‘l— 21 v(oqagVagﬁu’y;oq...azsfl)ﬁ“/

(s—1)(2s+1)
* 25 —1
_418(23 - 1)|M|vﬁ(a1uaz---a2sf1)ﬁ + 2i(8 - 1)(25 + 1)|M|V(alazuﬁ;a3---azsq)ﬁ

V2V(a1a2u6;a3...a2571)ﬁ - 8(28 + 1)|M|V2ua(25_1)

—2is(2s — 1)(2s + 1)m|2ua(25_1))

.)\a(2s—3) 9 (S - 1)(68 - 5)
s < ERNCTENIE

(s —1)(2s —3) /.. ;
— (21(8 — 2)Vﬁwv(alazué’a3---(12573)575

(25 —1)2
278 v (S_ 1)(28+1)
+VV (alu a2~~.a2373)57) + (23 _ 1)

Duﬁ;ﬁa(%—i’))

|IV2UP go25-3)
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-1 .
—21238 — (452 + 165 — 17)|u|* U” 5a(25_3)) } : (7.26)

Here we have made use of the notation Uys—1) = Ularian..a0,_1)- 1t 1S a tedious but
straightforward exercise to verify that the above N/ = 1 action coincides with the trans-
verse formulation for massless superspin-s multiplet given by (B.I7). To prove this, one
first needs to introduce the A/ = 1 field strength W, a(2s—2) associated with the prepoten-
tial Up.a(2s—2),

Weia@s—2) = —I(V'Vs = 4i|p|65") Uysazs—2) . VWaia@s—2y =0.  (7.27)
The action (T.26]) can then be written more compactly as
INs (0 2s 32 | N
S(S [ a(2s) Z/{Ba(2s 2)] = <— 5) (25_ 1) /d ZE{2H (lv ‘|‘8S|ILL|) a(2s)

sV HP POV H s 1) — (25 — WWHAEANVIL g 600 o
i , s—1
—5(2s-1) <W6 CTDWs a(2e-2) +

Wﬁ Pa(2s= 3)W " ya(2s— 3))
—2i(2s — 1) |y uﬁ%“%—?)wﬁ;a(%_m} : (7.28)

which is exactly (8:I7) modulo an overall normalisation factor.

The other decoupled N/ = 1 action which is formulated in terms of the dynamical
variables ([.2I]) assumes the form

- 1\°
S(HS) [Ha(2s)a Voc(2s—2)> ro(2s—1)] - < B 5) /d32ZE {2S2Va(2s Y (1V2 + 4|’u|) a(25-2)
452
23 T lva(2s 2) (VBFYHBVQ(QS 2) + 2v QBOC 252 )

S
sy 12025 — 1)
—418(8 + 1)Vgﬁﬁa(2s_l)vﬁ{ﬁ.ya(25_1) — SSﬁa(zs)V(alQa}”azS)

+1615290‘(2s‘1)9a(23_1)>} : (7.29)

(25 + 1)2ACI GV + dlja]) Hogay

It is clear from the action (Z.29) that the superfield Q4 9,1y is auxiliary. Integrating it
out by using its equation of motion,

1 ~
90(28—1) = 4_8 <(4$2 — ].)V(alvag...ags,l) - vﬁHﬁa@s—l)) s (730)

we find that the resulting action, modulo a normalisation factor, coincides with (3.14)).
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7.4 Second supersymmetry transformations

We begin by computing the second supersymmetry transformations (5.25) of the su-

perfields (Z19) and (Z.21))

56Ua(2s—2)| = _ieﬁuﬁ;a(2s—2) > (731&)
651/{530!(28—2) = 4365‘/&(23—2) ) (731b)
1
55‘/‘3‘(25_2) = 4_8 <(2S - 1)|M|€Buﬁ;a(28—2) - Eﬁvﬁ’yuy;a(Zs—Q) (7310)
+ 45 = DIl ascn 23
B ~ 8is
55Ha(25) = —92¢ V(gHa(gs)) — 25 1 1€(a1 02...025) (731d)
~ 1 2is
0cH (26 = §EBV(ﬁHa(23)) + me(aléa%a%) , (7.31e)

55(1)(1(23—1) = 482 + 3s + 1)‘M|I:Iﬁa(23_1) —+ iv2ﬁga(25_1) (731f)

1
2(25 + 1)66 (2(

- 2(45 + S)Vﬁ’yﬂﬁa(%—l) - 2(25 - 1)v(a1’yﬁa2ma2$71)ﬁ“f
+ 88v(ﬁQa(2s—1))) 5

1 .
025 1) = _meﬁ (4(452 + 35+ 1)|p|Hpa@s—1) +1V° Hpagos—1)  (7.31g)

— 2(4s +3) Vg  Hya(2s-1) = 2(25 = )V (0, Hay s, 1)8y
+ SSV@‘P(a(zs—l») :
It is clear from the variation (7.3Tal) that the second supersymmetry transformation

(525) breaks the WZ gauge (7.6). To restore this gauge condition, it is necessary to

supplement the second supersymmetry transformation with the e-dependent gauge trans-

formations:
Oy Ua(2s-2) = Ya(2s-2)(€) + Fa(2s—2)(€) , (7.32a)
050G a2s) = Doy Das Vaus...20) (€)
= i(Vl(oa Vgaz + V(alag)’yag...ags)(e) ) (732b)
with ]
i
’704(25—2)(5)‘ = 5652/[5;&(25_2) . (733)

The modified second supersymmetry transformations have the form
éeUa(2s—2) = 55Ua(2s—2) + 57(5)Ua(2s—2) ’ (734&)
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~

0eGa(2s) = 0cGazs) + 0y Gaas) - (7.34b)
They act on the N' = 1 gauge superfields (7.19) and (Z.2I)) by the rule

Olhs.a(as—2) = 45€5Va(2s_2) 5 (7.35a)
A 1
0cVa(2s—2) = 3 (2(23 + 1)|pl€"Up.a(25-2) + 26°V 5 U, 025 -2) (7.35b)

- 8(5 - 1)|/~L‘€(a1uﬁ;a2-..a2372)5 + i€ﬁv2uﬁ§0¢(25—2)> )

OcHa(as) = —2€°V (5 Ho(20)) — %qaﬁag...azs) :
O Ho(as) = %eﬁv(ﬁHa@s)) + 2821+5 (01 Pag.aze) F 1111100 Uas. ) (7.35¢)
0P a(2s 1) = meﬁ (2(432 + 35 + 1) || Hpags—1) + 1V Hpagas—1) (7.35d)

— 2(4s +3)V" Hya(2s-1) = 2(25 = 1)V (0, Has...an. 1)y
+ SSV(BQQ(ZS—l))) J

0 Qa(as_1) = 45% + 35+ 1) || Hpazs—1) + 1V Hgag2s 1) (7.35¢)

_meﬁ («
— 2(4s +3)V" Hya(2s-1) — 2(25 = 1)V, " Hay..a0, 1)

+ 8sV(5(I>(a(2s—1))>

+ 4%((25 + 1) |p|€”V glagas—1) + (s + 1€ V(o ViU, ar 1)
+2(s = Dl le(ar Vasll  ag.ane-1)s = (5 = D)egVia, " Vasll oy aze 1)y
+ (65° + 35 + 2)|M|€Bv(a1uﬁ;a2-'“25*1)> '

8 Massless integer superspin: Transverse formula-

tion

We now apply the same reduction procedure to the off-shell transverse formulation for

the massless multiplets of integer superspin.
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8.1 Transverse formulation

For any integer s > 1, the transverse formulation for the massless superspin-s multiplet

is realised in terms of the following dynamical variables

V({;) = {Ua(28—2)7 Foc(2s)> f04(28)} . (81)

The real superfield Uy 2s—2) is the same as in (Z.I) and the complex superfield I'q2s)
is transverse linear. The transverse formulation for the massless superspin-s multiplet
was derived by performing a superfield duality transformation on the longitudinal model

reviewed in section [7l Thus, it can be shown that the transverse action takes the form

1

Sé) [Ua(2s—2)7 F04(23)7 1t‘oz(2s)] = ( - 5) /d3|42 E {25(5 + 1)MﬂUQ(2S_2) Ua(2s—2)

1 _ _
+§Ua(2s—2)va(fD2 _ 6/JJ)D'yUa(2s—2) — o -02s—2 D25 1025 (Fa(2s) _ Fa(2s))
2s —1
16(2s + 1)
+[Da1 ’ T)az] [Jos--a2s [D(al , 'Z_)az] Uas...a23)>

2
2s — 1

(SSDalaz Ues--azs D(a10¢2 erg--.tms)

fwa(2s) Fa(2s) +

o (TP 95 + T*IT 4 o)) } : (8.2)

which is invariant under the gauge transformations

5LUa(2s—2) = DﬁLﬁa@s—z) - @ﬁiﬁa@s—z) = Ya(2s-2) T Va(2s-2) > (8.3a)
1 - - 1 _ _
5LFQ(28) = —Z('D2 + 43M>D(a1La2...ags) + 5(28 —+ 1)D7D(.ya1 Laz...azs)
1 _ 1
= §D(01D027a3~~~azs) - 5(25 - 1)D(a1a2”)/a3...a25) ) (83b>

where the gauge parameter Lq(2s—1) is complex unconstrained and the superfield v4(2:—2)

is transverse linear, as in (.2al).

8.2 Reduction of gauge prepotentials to AdS??

We begin by reducing the real superfield Uy (2s—9). Following the prescription endorsed

in section [1 we have the freedom to impose the gauge condition

Ua(23_2)| =0. (8.4)
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The residual gauge symmetry which preserves this gauge is described by the real uncon-
strained N/ = 1 superfield

1 _
%(28—2)| = _§Ca(2s—2) ) Ca(2s—2) = Ca(2s—2) . (8-5)
As a result of choosing the gauge condition (8.4]), we are left with the remaining indepen-

dent N = 1 superfields with respect to Uyas—2)

uﬁ;a(2s—2) = iV%[]cu(2s—2)| ) (86&)
i

Va(2s—2) = S5 (Vg)2Ua(2s—2)| : (86b)

Using (8.3a) enables the computation of the corresponding gauge transformations

MU.a(25—2) = —25Pga(2s—2) + 1V 5Ca2s—2) +1(25 — 1)V (5Ca(25-2)) 5 (8.7a)

1
5Va(2s—2) = gvﬁTﬁa(2s—2) ) (87b)

where we have introduced the following definition

Vz(alf}/ag...azs,l)‘ = Ta(2s—1) + i57104(23—1) ; (88)

and gauge parameter redefinition
pa(2s—1) = 7-o¢(2s—1) + iv(oq gocz...oczsfl) . (89)

It is immediately obvious that the gauge transformation of g, (2s—2) does not coincide
with its analogue from the longitudinal formulation (.I8al). Addressing this, we introduce
the following N/ = 1 superfield redefinition
2s — 1

2s

Upaas—2) = Uga(s-2) — Upa(2s-2) - (8.10)

By using the gauge transformation (8.7al), it can be shown that Z;{ﬁ;a(gs_Q) possesses the

desired gauge freedom

51;155(1(28—2) = —PBa(25—2) + iVﬁCa(2s—2) . (811)

Next, we wish to go about reducing I'q(2s) to N = 1 AdS superspace. We begin by
converting the transverse linear constraint I'o2s) (52 to the real representation (.I8)

VT gp05-1) = iV g0025-1) - (8.12)
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Taking a Taylor expansion of I'y(25)(6') about 62, and using constraint (812), we find that

the independent 62 -components of Lo (2s) are

Fa(2s)‘ ’ Vz(a r )| . (813)

1+ 02...02541

Using the gauge transformations (8.3D]) and the real representation (I, we find

1 .
0l 2s) = _§Vl(mvzaﬂa3,,,a25) — 15V (0100 Vas..ans) 5 (8.14a)
1 .
Vz(a15Fa2...a23+l) = _§V(a1a2vla37a4...a25+1) — 18V(a1a2vga37a4...a25+1) . (814b)

Making use of (814 and the gauge freedom (8] allows us to directly compute the gauge
transformations of the A” = 1 complex superfields (8.13)

i S . S
5Fa(2s)| = —§V(a17'a2...a23) + §V(a17_a2...a25) — iv(a1a2<a3...ags) , (815&)

i

4v(a1ocz Vas goa4---oczs+1) - isv(oqaz Tagz...azs41) (815b>

2 ~
+ s v(alazTas~~~azs+1) .

Vz(al 5F052---Oé2s+1) ‘ =

Let us split the complex N/ = 1 superfields (813) into real and imaginary parts
1 -
Laeol = 3 <8Ha<2s> - 1Ha(25>) ) (8.16a)
Vz(a1ra2---azs+1)| = cI><3c(2s—|—1) - i59()1(2‘«;-1-1) . (8.16b)

The gauge transformations of these four real N’ = 1 superfields can be read off from the

gauge transformations (8.14))

5Ha(2s) = V(alpag...ags) s (817&)
51:{0:(23) = V(alTag...ags) > (817b)

i
5(I)a(2s+1) = Szv(alagpag...ags+1) - 1(482 - 1)V(a1agva3ga4,,,a2$+1) 5 (817C)
5Qa(2s+1) = Viaiaz:Tas..anss1) - (8.17d)

It then follows from gauge transformations (8.7D), (R11]) and (8I7) that we are indeed
dealing with two different gauge theories. The first of the models is formulated in terms

of the dynamical variables

V({;) = {Ha(2s)7z;{6;oc(2s—2)7 (I)a(2s+1)} 3 (818)
which are defined modulo gauge transformations

5Ha(2s) = v(alpaz...oczs) 5 (819&)
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MUpa@s—2) = —Ppa2s—2) + 1V sCa(2s—2) , (8.19D)

1
- _(452 - 1)v(a1azvasga4---oczsf1) : (819C)

5(I)o¢(25+1) = 82V(o¢1a2pa3...a25) 4

The other gauge theory is described by the superfields
V(Hs) = {ﬁa@s)u Va(2s—2)7 Qa(2s+1)} ) (820>

which has the corresponding the gauge freedom

6[j[0‘(25) = V(OélTOlz---azs) ) (8.21&)
1

6Va(2s—2) = %vﬁTﬁa@s—m 5 (821b)

0a(25+1) = V(arazTas..azes1) - (8.21c)

From the perspective of N/ = 1 AdS superspace, the reduction of the action (8.2)) gives rise
to two decoupled supersymmetric actions, which are formulated in terms of superfields

(BI8) and (820) respectively

Sé) [Ua(2s—2)7 1—Woz(2s)7 f104(23)] = S(J;) [Ha(2s) s Z/Nlﬁ;a(2s—2)7 (I)a(2s+1)]
+ S(”s) [Ha(2s)a Va(2s—2)> Qa(2s+1)] . (822)

We provide the explicit realisations of these two N' = 1 decoupled actions in the following
subsection.

8.3 Massless higher-spin A/ = 1 supermultiplets

The first of the decoupled N = 1 supersymmetric actions which is formulated in terms
of the dynamical variables (8.I8]) takes the form

- 1\°1 _— . ~
Sto)Hazs) Usia(zs—2), Pazsi)] = (— 5) 1 / Pz B {U“(% ) ( — 2is(4s — 1)BlUq(2s-1)

V2V (il ns 118+ 415(5 = 1)?V (010 VP Uy s 1187 — 5(25 + 1) 1| VWUagas-1)
2i(s — 1)(2s — 3) (s—1)(2s+1)

* 2s —1 2s — 1

_4i8(23 - 1)|M|V(alﬁaa2---oczsf1)ﬂ + 2i(s - 1)(23 + 1)|M|V(alazaﬁ;a3---azsf1)ﬁ

1 2is(25 — 1)(2s + 1)(4s — 3)|M|2z,?a(25_1))

v(a1a2vasﬁu’y;a4...a25,1)ﬁfy +

V2v(a1a2uﬁ;a3ma2s71)ﬁ

~ (25— (s=1)(6s—5) _~_ (s—1)(2s+1) -
+U, " (21 25— 1)2 DU ya(25-3) + @5 — 1) VU o 25-3)
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s—1)(2s—3) /.. o .
_( (QS)E 1)2 ) (21(8 - 2)Vﬁ/év(mazu)\’as...azsfs)’y&\ + VQV"’(MZ/{‘;’%“%#S)%)
2i(s — 1)

2s — 1

(45% + 165 — 17)| u|2zfﬂ?w(28_3))

8s a(2s (25—
(25 +1)2(25 — 1) (3(253 — 25 — 1)|p|H*C )Ha(QS) + 5%(s + 1) HP? I)VB'YHW(QS_U

4%(252 — 1) H*®IV? Hpa0) + (25 + 1) H*PIVPD g0 + 2i(25 + 1)<I>a<2s+1><1>a(28+1))

8  ~ 0.
+728 i 11/{0‘(25 b <SV6’YVBH’\/Q(2S—1) - Svﬁ’yv(al Hag...ags,l)ﬁ«/ + 8(28 + 1)|,U|VBHBQ(QS_1)
. (s —1) ~ za2s—
+i(2s + 1)VB”‘I’BW(25—1)) + %UB;B ¢ S)VﬁyvéHﬁvéa(%—S)} ’ (8.23)

which is invariant under the gauge transformations (81I9). It is apparent that the super-

field @y (2541) is auxiliary, so upon elimination via its equation of motion,

1 ~ .
(I)a(28+1) = _Z ((432 - l)v(a1a2ua3---a2s+1) + IV(OCIHQZ---0525+1)> ) (824)

one arrives at the action, which, up to an overall normalisation factor, coincides with

The second N/ = 1 gauge theory formulated in terms of the dynamical variables (8.20)

1

assumes the form
Sty Hag2s): Vatzo-2) Qagasin)] = (- 5) / &Pz B {482(8 + D[V TPV 0, ) (8.25)

+25(s — DVAEBBG IV o0 3y — 2sVOETAVI Hy 00 o) +is? VORIV 5, o)
1

- 4is%(2s + 1)QEHDQ . 25(4s + 1) H> V7 VH oo
2(23+1)2(2s—1)(18(s+ ) (2541 +25(4s + 1) B Hya(2s-1)

—isH*®IN2H 05) — 4545 + 35 + 1) | H*®) Hp ) + 85%(25 + 1)ﬁa<28>vﬁ95a@s)) } :

The superfield Q0 (2441) is auxiliary, so integrating it out using its equation of motion,

Qa(2s+1) = _iv(alHag...ags+1) s (826)

we obtain action (3.I4]) up to an overall normalisation factor.

8.4 Second supersymmetry transformations

We begin by computing the second supersymmetry transformations of the real N' = 1

fields (BIR) and (8:20)

2(s—1) -

56Ua(2s—2)| = _2i3€BZ/~{Ba(2s—2) + 25 — 1 €(a1uﬁ;0¢2ma2s—2)ﬁ ) (827&)

48



561;{5;11(25—2) = 2(28 — I)EBVQ(QS_Q) — 4(8 — 1)6(0{1‘/&2.“&2372)5 s (8.27b)

1 ~ ~3-
OcVae) = 5 <s(23 — )|l Upagzs—2) + (s = Dl ple, U 0y cnn)p (8.27¢)
~ s—1
— SEBVBVU,W@S_Q) + Sy

2 )
5o 7V Hos a0 (8.27d)

252 5
mE(alv HOC2---QZS)B y (8276)

GBVﬁ(aluﬂy;ag...azsfg)’y) )

55Ha(25) = _QiEBQBa@s) -

5EHOC(2S) = 2166(1)501(28) +

1 -
5E(I)a(2s+1) - §€Bvﬁ(a1Ha2“~a2s+1) - Se(alvﬁgaz...azsﬂ)ﬁ (8-27f)
1, S
+ m 1€(a1v Hag...a25+1) - 4S€(alva2 HOCB---025+1)B

+ 4(452 + 55 + 2)|,U|€(a1[j]a2...ags+1)) )
1

1
55905(28+1) - _§€Bvﬁ(a1Ha2...ags+1) + gﬁ(al vﬁq)az...azs+1)ﬁ (827g)

1 .
- m <1€(a1 vzHaz...aQSJrl) - 4S€(a1va25Ha3...a25+1)5

+ 4(452 + 5s + 2)|M|€(Q1Ha2...a23+1)> :

It is clear from the variation (827al) that the second supersymmetry transformation
(5:25)) breaks the gauge condition (8.4]). We should then supplement the second super-

symmetry transformation with the e-dependent gauge transformations:

Oy Ua(2s-2) = Ya(2s-2)(€) + Fa(2s-2)(€) (8.28a)
1 _ i
57(6)1—‘&(28) = _D(mpaz'yag---azs)(e) — (25— I)D(a1a27a3---azs)(€) ) (8.28b)
2 2
with (s — 1)
. ~ 1(S — ~ 3.
704(23—2) (€)| - 1865“50{(25—2) - 25 — 1 E(alu@ag...a%,z)ﬁ . (829)

The modified second supersymmetry transformations have the form

SeUa(2s—2) = 0cUn25-2) + 0y(e)Un(25—2) (8.30a)
0l a2s) = 0l agas) + 50 Ta2s) - (8.30b)

They act on the N' = 1 gauge superfields (818) and (8.20) by the rule

SE B;OC(25_2) = 2(25 - 1)65‘/06(28—2) - 4(8 - 1)6(011‘/052...0525,2)5 ) (8318;)

A 1 -
55Va(2s—2) = —= 2(28 -+ 1)‘/L|€BU5Q(23_2) + 2€ﬁV5ﬁ{U»ya(25_2) (831b)
4
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. ~ s—1 ~ .
+ i€"VUsa(2s2) — S( ) (2065 = D)|ple(, U 0y a3, )8

(2s — 1)
+ 265Vﬁ(ala%az...a2572)’y _I' ie(a1vzz/~{ﬁ;az---a25—2)ﬁ)) )
2
25 +1

25> ) -
s + 1e(a1V5Ha2ma2$)ﬁ + 4182|u‘6(alz/{a2ma2s) (8.31d)
2is

+ 2182€BV(a1a2ua3...a25)5 - 25 — 1
R 1 =~
56(1)a(25+1) - §€BV6(051HOC2--.0628+1) - SE(alvﬁgaz---ast)ﬁ (8.31¢)
+ # (16 V2[j[ —4s€i,. V B[j[
4(28 -+ 1) (a1 Qa2...02541) (a1 Vas ag...02s+1)B
+ 4(482 + 5s+ 2)‘M|€((x1ﬁ02---025+1)> )

A 1 1
5690‘(23"'1) = _iegvﬁ(alHoQ---aZs{»l) + ge(alvﬁ(bag...ags+1)ﬂ (831f)

1 ,
o m (16(01V2Ha2...025+1) - 486(0&1 VOCQBHOCB---OCQS+1)B

56Ha(25) = —2i€ﬁQﬁa(28) - E(alvﬁﬁazma%)ﬁ y (831C)

Seﬁa@s) = 2166(1)604(23) +

(s — 1)€(a1vaza3u6;a4.--azs)ﬁ )

1 -
+ 4(432 +9s + 2)|M|€(Q1Ha2...a25+1)> - §€Bv(a1a2Vaaua4mazs+1)ﬁ
1

M(S - 1>€(0c1vazagva4z;{g;a5"'azs+l)ﬁ .

— |/J‘ € vaguocg.--0525+1) +

9 Discussion

This section provides a summary of the results obtained in sections BH8, where we
carried out the (1,1) — (1,0) AdS superspace reduction of the four massless higher-spin
multiplets with (1,1) AdS supersymmetry.

It is useful to recall from section [3] that there exist four off-shell series of massless
higher-spin A = 1 multiplets in AdS; (two series for each half-integer (§ = s + 3) and

integer (§ = s) superspin § > 1):

S(Ils+%) [Ha(2s+1)7 La(2s—2)] ) S(J;_;,_%) [Ha(2s+1)7 Tﬁ;a(2s—2)] ) (91&)
S(”s) [Ha(2s)a Va(2s—2)] ) S(J;) [Ha(2s)> \Ijﬁ;a(2s—2)] . (91b)

As demonstrated in [3], the models S(”s-‘,-%) [Ha2s41)s La(2s—2)) and S(J;Jr%) [Ho2s+1): T 8ia(25-2)]

are dually equivalent in the flat superspace limit. However, this duality no longer holds
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in AdS®2. The same feature characterises the two formulations for the massless inte-
ger superspin multiplet: S [ a(2s), Y ga(2s—2)] 1s dual to S I [ a(2s), Va(2s—2)] only in flat
superspace. In appendix IEL we study in detail the component structure of these four
massless N/ = 1 supersymmetric higher-spin gauge models in AdS;. Upon elimination of

the corresponding auxiliary fields, the results are as follows:

S(J;+%)[Ha(2s+1)7 Tﬁ;a(2s 2 ] Sbos[ (2542)> (I)B'y (25— 2)] (92&)
S(2s+1 o [ a(2s+1)s Ya(25—1)» ya(2s—3)] .
S(|L+%)[Ha(2s+l)7La(2s—2)] = Sffs“ [Pa(2s+2) Ya(2s—2)] (9.2b)

5(284_17_) [ha(2s+l)a Ya(25—1), ya(2s—3)] .
25 — s
5(2 [ a(2s)s ya(2s—4)] (92C)

S(J;) [Ha(2s) ) ‘;[]ﬁ; a(2s—2)] =

(2s+1,—
+ S " [ a(2s+1)5 Ya(25—1)» ya(2s—3)] .

1 s
Séls) [Ha(28)7 Va(2s—2)] = < -

5) /dgllf € {ha(28) h,a(gs) + 28(28 — 1)ya(28_2)ya(23_2)}
+ G

a(2s+1)5 Ya(2s—1)5 ya(2s—3)] . (92d)

Let us consider the bosonic sector. The action Sy [ha(25+2), (I)ﬁ%a(gs_g)] is dual to the
Fronsdal action SIE}SH) [ha(25+2), ya(gs_g)] in the flat-space limit, see eq. (B.43]). The actions
SES“’ [Na(25+2) Ya(2s—2)] and SE(?S) [Pa(2s) Ya(2s—1)] correspond to the Fronsdal actions in
AdS3 describing massless spin-(s+ 1) and spin-s fields, respectively. Although the bosonic
fields ho(2s) and yo(2s—2) in eq. ([@.2d)) are pure auxiliary, the action is still consistent with
the fact that the (Fang-)Fronsdal action in three dimensions has no propagating degrees
of freedom. In the fermionic sector, our results agree with the fact that there are two

(25+1,+) 2s+1,—
St and St

AdS; extensions of the (Fang-)Fronsdal action, S . They are related

to each other by the replacement |u| — —|u|.

Sections [ and [@ detail the (1,1) — (1,0) AdS superspace reduction of the transverse
and longitudinal formulations for the massless half-integer superspin multiplets, respec-
tively. In (1,1) AdS superspace, these off-shell formulations are dually equivalent. When
reduced to A" = 1 AdS superspace, we found that the actual difference between the two
models lies in the structure of auxiliary superfields. Let us refer to eq. (5.20) which
shows that the transverse formulation gives rise to two decoupled N’ = 1 supersymmetric

theories:

S(LJF%)[SBQ(?S)’Fa(2s—2)7fa(2s 2] S” [ a(2s+1)5 La(2s—2)7q)a(2s—1)]
S” J[Ha@s): Va(2s-2), Qas—1)] - (9.3)
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In the longitudinal case, from eq. ([6.I5]) we have that

S|(|8+%)[ﬁa(2s)>Ga(2s—2)’G (2s-2)] = 5, )[Ha(23+1)>La(2s—2)a(I)a(2s—3)]
+S(”)[Ha(28)=va(2s 2); la(2s-3)] - (9.4)

We further showed that the superfields ®,(25-1), Qa(2s-1), Pa(25-3), Qa(2s—3) are all auxil-
iary. Once they are eliminated, each formulation then leads to the same A/ = 1 super-

symmetric higher-spin actions:

S” [ a(2s+1)> La(2s—2)]
Transverse: [ﬁa (255 Ta2s—2)s Ta(2s-2)] < H (9.5a)
S(s) [Ha(2s)> Va(2372)] s

I _ S” [ a(2541), La(2872)]
Longitudinal S( [f)a 25), Ga(2s-2), Ga2s-2)] < (9.5b)
S(“s) [Ha2s), Va(zs—2)] -

Sections[fland § concern the (1,1) — (1,0) AdS superspace reduction of the longitudinal
and transverse formulations for the massless integer superspin multiplets, respectively.
In (1,1) AdS superspace, they are dual to each other. As in the half-integer case, we
demonstrated that upon reduction to N'=1 AdS superspace, these formulations differ by
the structure of the auxiliary superfields. As shown in eq. (.23]), the longitudinal model
is equivalent to

S” [U (25—2)> Ga(2s)7é ] S(s[ a(2s)s Z/{B a(25—2) (I)a(2s—l)]
+S [~a(2s)7vo¢(2s 2)» Qa(2s—l)] . (96)

On the other hand, eq. (822) shows that the transverse model yields

SL [U (2s-2)> La(2s), T ] S(s[ a(2s) Z/{B s(25—2) (I)a(2s+1)]
+S| [~a(2s) Va2s—2), Qa(2s+1)] - (9.7)

The superfields @, 2s-1), Qa(2s—1), Pa(2s+1)s Qa(2s+1) are all auxiliary and thus can be inte-
grated out from their corresponding actions. We showed that the resulting N' = 1 actions

are the same in both formulations:

n _ SL [ a(2s)s \IIB a(2s— 2)]
Transverse: S(S) [Ua(Qs—Q)a Fa(Qs)a Fa(QS)] < ! (988“)
S [ a(2s)s Va(25—2)] s
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B S(J;) [Ha(Zs)a \Ilﬁ;oa(Zs—Q)}
Longitudinal: S‘(‘S) [Ua(gs,g), Ga(gs), Ga(gs)] < | (9.8b)
S(S) [Ha(23)7 Va(2372)]'

We are now in a position to compare the above (1,1) — (1,0) AdS reduction results
with the N' = 1 supersymmetric higher-spin gauge theories obtained via (2,0) — (1,0) AdS
reduction [3]. There exist two off-shell formulations for massless half-integer superspin
multiplets with (2,0) AdS supersymmetry, which are not dual to each otherl They are
known as type II and type III series [2]. Upon reduction to N' = 1 superspace, type II
series yields

SH 1 [Ha(Zs-l-l)a La(28—2)]
Type II: Sng%)[ﬁa(zsy La(25-2)) < G2 (9.9)
S(J;) [Ha(2s)7 \Ijﬁga(2s—2)] .

On the other hand, type III series leads to

- S(J;+%) [Hoc(Qs—l—l)a T,B;Oc(Zs—Q)]
Type III: S(SJF%)[ﬁa(zs), %a(2s—2)] (9.10)
S(HS) [Ha(25)7 Va(?s—Q)] .

We point out that unlike the situation for the (1,1) AdS multiplets, the N’ = 1 models
obtained from the (2,0) — (1,0) AdS reduction do not involve any auxiliary superfields.
Additionally, reductions of the (1,1) AdS multiplets only produce three of the four series
of off-shell N' = 1 multiplets, with the exception of the transverse half-integer model,
S(J;Jr%) [Ha2s41)s T;a(2s—2)]- The latter can only be derived via (2,0) — (1,0) AdS reduction
of the type III series. This formulation corresponds to the linearised supergravity model
(for s = 1), which does not admit a non-linear extension [21I]. In accordance with (9.2al)
(and the component analysis in [B.3]), the bosonic sector of S(J;+%)[Ha(25+1),TB;Q(QS_Q)]
does not correspond to the standard Fronsdal action, but its dual version. However, this

duality is only present in the flat-space limit.

The dualities relating the four N/ = 1 supersymmetric models in the flat limit, || — 0,
deserve further comment. In flat superspace, one may take any of the above N/ = 2
superfield formulations and construct several dual models. This can be done by replacing
its N' = 1 sector(s) by its dual versions. For concreteness, let us consider the transverse
formulation for the massless half-integer superspin, eq. (@.5al), in flat superspace. We
denote the flat superspace action by Sé I )[Sﬁa(gs),Fa(gs_g),fa(gs_g)]ps. We can dualise

one of its N/ = 1 sectors, or both. This procedure gives us four different gauge theories:

80ff-shell construction for the massless integer superspin (2,0) multiplets remains an open problem.
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(i) SEL%)[Ha(st), Lea(2s-2)]rs + 5”5) [Ha2s), Va(zs—2)lFs

(ii) SELJF%)[Ha(st), La@s-2)rs + Sig [Hazs)s Vs, a2s-2) s
(iii) S(J;_,_%)[Ha@s-l-l)a T3, a(25—2))Fs + 5”3) [Hag2s): Vagas—2)lrs
(iv) S(J;+%)[Ha(2s+1)7 Y3 a(25—2)]Fs + S(Jg) [Ha2s), ¥ a(2s—2)]Fs -

Case (i) describes SéJr%)[ﬁa(gs),Fa(2s_2),fa(23_2)]ps. Cases (ii) and (iii) correspond to

S?H_l)[ﬁa(gs),20(28_2)]FS and Sgﬂrl)[ﬁa(gs),‘I]a(gs_g)]ps, respectively. At this stage, it is
2 2

unknown if there exists a ' = 2 superfield formulation which leads to the two transverse

models described by (iv). This will be an interesting open problem to investigate further.

The massless higher-spin N/ = 1 models (@) do not have any propagating degrees
of freedom. However, they can be deformed in order to generate off-shell topologically
massive higher-spin supersymmetric theories. There has been recent progress made in the
construction of these off-shell theories with various supersymmetries. It is based on the
approaches developed in [39] for A =1 and in [26] for /' = 2 Poincaré supersymmetries.
They were later extended to AdS; for the following cases: N =1 [3,87], N = (1,1) [1]
and N = (2,0) [2]. The gauge-invariant actions for such massive multiplets are obtained
by adding a superconformal and massless higher-spin action together, following the phi-

losophy of topologically massive theories [43-46].

For a positive integer n, the conformal superspin-§ action in AdS?? [37,139,41] is

n

SSe [ Hom) = —W/dBQZEH Wy (H) - (9.11)

Here H,,) is the superconformal gauge prepotential and We,)(H) is the higher-spin
N = 1 super-Cotton tensor. The latter possesses the defining properties of being (i)
gauge-invariant, 0 W, = 0; and (ii) transverse, V/Wsq, ., = 0. The action (O.IT)
is invariant under the gauge transformations (3.3). The explicit expression for Wy, (H)
was given for the first time in A/ = 1 Minkowski superspace in [39,41]. A few years
later, it was generalised to an arbitrary conformally flat superspace in [47] by using the

formalism of A/ = 1 conformal superspace [48]. Recently, the closed form expression for
Wam)(H) in AdS?? has been derived in [49].

In accordance with [3}[37], there exist four off-shell formulations for topologically mas-
sive higher-spin N/ = 1 multiplets in AdSs. For a positive integer s, there are two off-shell
gauge-invariant models for a topologically massive superspin-(s + %) multiplet in AdSs:

(s+3)
Stuy ) Hags), Lagas—2)|m] = £5505™ Ha(zsn) (9.12a)
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IS s Fa o]

(s+3)
S(J;+%)[Ha(2s+l)a Tﬁ;a(2s—2)‘m] = ’KLSSCS2 [Ha(2s+l)] (912b)
+m28_1S(J;+%)[Ha(2s+l)a Tﬁ;a(2s—2)] .

Here k is a dimensionless parameter and m is a real massive parameter. For a topologically

massive superspin-s multiplet in AdSs, we have the following models:

Sys) [Ha(zs), Va(25_2)|m] = Sés(gs [Ha(2s)] + m25_15ys) [Ha(gs), Va(25_2)] , (9.13&)

S

S(J;) [Ha(2s): Vg:a(25-2)[m] = Sé(%s [Ha2s)] + m28_1S(J;) [Hag2s): Vias—2)] - (9-13b)

Another way of deriving the four massive N' = 1 models, (0.12)-(Q.13)), is by performing
either a (1,1) — (1,0) or (2,0) — (1,0) AdS reduction of the off-shell topologically massive
higher-spin supersymmetric theories presented in [I] and [2], respectively. In what follows,
we will recall the structure of off-shell massive higher-spin supermultiplets in (1,1) AdS

superspace [I] and take a closer look at their reduction.

Given a positive integer n, the superconformal higher-spin action in AdSGHY [1,26]
37,60] is given by

n

1 a(n
Sscs[Ham)] = S /d“zEﬁ ( )Qﬂa(n)(ﬁ) , (9.14)

where £)4(n) is the superconformal gauge multiplet, and o) ($) is the higher-spin A" = 2
super-Cotton tensor. The action (0.14)) is invariant under the gauge transformations

339a(m) = Diar Aas.an) = (=1)" Dy Aas...an) 5 (9.15)

where Ay (,—1) is unconstrained complex. To check the gauge invariance, one needs to make
use of the properties that W) () is (i) transverse linear, DPWsa,..cnr = D*Weay.a ) =
0; and (ii) gauge invariant, xWa(n) = 0. In A = 2 Minkowski superspace, the closed form
expression for W) ($) was given for the first time in [26], and a much simpler expression
was derived in [50]. It was generalised to an arbitrary conformally flat superspace in [47]

by using the formalism of A/ = 2 conformal superspace [4§].
In (1,1) AdS superspace, let us consider the two dually equivalent off-shell formulations

for a massive superspin-(s + 3) multiplet [1]:

Sé+%) [ﬁa@s)u F0c(25—2)7 lt101(28—2) ‘m] = KSSCS [S;Ja(%)] (916&)

—|—m28_18€;+%) [ﬁa@s)a 1—‘04(23—2)7 Fa(25—2)] )
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SI(IS+%) [ﬁa@s)u Ga(2s—2)7 Ga(2s—2) ‘m] = KSSCS [S;Ja(%)] (916b)

—l—m28_18|(|s+%) [ﬁa@s)a Ga(23—2)’ Ga(25_2)] )

The superconformal action Sgcs[$a(2s)] is given by (Q.14), for the case n = 2s. The trans-
= o I -

Verse Sé-l—%) [S/’Ja(2s)7 Fa(2s—2)7 F04(23—2)] and 10ng1t11d1nal S(s—l—%) [S/’Ja(2s)7 Ga(2s—2)7 Ga(2s—2)] ac-

tions are given by (5.3]) and (G.2)) respectively.

As pointed out in [1], it is expected that the topologically massive actions (0.1Gal) and
(O.16D)) describe the on-shell massive supermultiplets in (1,1) AdS superspace [40]. Given
a positive integer n > 0, a massive on-shell multiplet of superspin (n + 1)/2 is realised in

terms of a real symmetric rank-n spinor T,,(,) constrained by

DTy 1 =D Toyo, 15 =0, (9.17a)
(%D‘@V v m)Tal...an ~0. (9.17b)
It may be shown that
1 _ 2
GD”’DY) T, = (D“Da —|—2(n+2)|,u\2>Ta1...an . (9.18)

One can also construct a massive model which leads directly to the equations (O.17]),

as an extension of the flat-space bosonic constructions of [51.52]. It is given by

" K a(n 1 »
Smassive[ﬁa(n)] = _WE /d34ZEQU ( )(ﬁ){m+ ipﬁyp-y}.ﬁa(n) . (919)

The action ([@I9) is invariant under gauge transformations (@.I5). To check gauge in-
variance, one makes use of the properties that W, ($) is (i) gauge-invariant; and (ii)
transverse linear, D*Wsa, a1 = D Wsay..an, = 0. The action ([@I9) becomes super-

conformal in the m — oo limit.

We now turn to describing the (1,1) — (1,0) AdS reduction of the massive models
(@I0). The reduction of the massless transverse (5.3]) and longitudinal (6.2)) formulations
was achieved in sections [il and [ respectively. Thus, we need only carry out the reduction
of the superconformal action. The superconformal gauge multiplet $),(25) was reduced in
section 5.2. Upon reduction, the superfield $,(2,) is equivalent to two unconstrained real
N =1 superfields (5.8), defined modulo gauge transformations of the form (5.I0). Since
W, (25) is a real transverse linear superfield, it follows that 2,(2,) is equivalent to two real
N = 1 superfields, defined as:

1
_v(alwaz---azsﬂ)(ﬁ)‘ . (9.20)

Wae (H) = =Waeo (D), Waestn(H) = 5
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Here each of the N' = 1 superfields are transverse linear and gauge invariant. Applying
the reduction procedure to the superconformal action (@.I4)) yields two decoupled N = 1
supersymmetric theories

_1 ° : ol zS
Sscs[Daas)] = —(28—+)1 /d3|22E {HCIW 00 + IH P IW, 001} (9.21)

These two gauge-invariant theories can be identified as the N' = 1 superconformal actions
in AdS; (@.I1)), for the cases n = 2s and n = 2s + 1 respectively. Recalling the reduction
results (9.54)), it is apparent that both (9.16a)) and (9.16h) decouple into two off-shell topo-
logically massive A/ = 1 theories: S(|L+%)[Ha(2s+1), L 25-2)|m| and S(”s) [Ho25): Va(as—2)|m].
Thus, the (1,1) — (1,0) AdS reduction of (Q.IG) is only able to generate two of the

gauge-invariant formulations for topologically massive N’ = 1 supermultiplets, given by
egs. (O12)-(@.13).

In (2,0) AdS superspace, the following off-shell gauge-invariant massive models were

proposed [2]:

S?s—l—%) [ﬁa@s)a 20!(28—2) |m] = /’{'SSCS [ﬁa(%)] + mzs_lgg_i_%) [ﬁa(2s)> ’ga(2s—2)] ) (922&)

Sgl_i_%) [ﬁa@s)u sIjoa(2s—2) |m] = KSSCS [S;Ja(%)] + m23—1821+%) [S/’Ja(%)v m01(28—2)] . (922b)

Here

—1)
Sscs[ﬁa(zs)] = —(2$—+)1 /d3|4ZE53°‘(25)Qﬂa(2s) (H) (9.23)

is the superconformal higher-spin action [1], with QW (24) () = Wa2s) () being the higher-

spin super-Cotton tensor in (2,0) AdS superspace.
The (2,0) AdS analogue of the model (9.19), which was described in [2], takes the form

1

i K a(n i N
Smassive[ﬁa(n)] = _WE /d3|4zEﬂﬁ ( )(f_)){m + §DVD7}ﬁa(n) , (924)

where D,, D,, denote the spinor covariant derivatives of (2,0) AdS superspace. One can
then obtain the following set of constraints describing an on-shell massive superspin-
(n + 1)/2 multiplet in (2,0) AdS superspace:

DTy s =DTpy oy 15 =0, (9.25a)
(%DVDV + m) Tore =0 (9.25h)

We note that the models (@.19) and (@.24) are not dual to each other since they have dif-
ferent types of supersymmetry, namely (1,1) and (2,0) AdS supersymmetry, respectively.
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Recalling the reduction result (0.9), it is clear that (0.22a)) decouples into two off-
shell massive N/ = 1 models: S}L%)[Ha@sﬂ),La(25_2)|m] and S(J;) [Ha2s): Vg, a(2s—2)|m].
On the other hand, it follows directly from (@.I0) that the reduction of (9.22D)) leads to
S(J;Jr%)[Ha(st),Tﬁ;a(zs—2)|m] and SQL)[HQ(QS),VQ(QS_Q)M]. Thus, the (2,0) — (1,0) AdS
reduction of ([9.22]) allows us to recover all four off-shell gauge-invariant formulations for
topologically massive AN/ = 1 supermultiplets, which are described by (0.12) and (Q.13).

It is worth pointing out that there also exists an on-shell construction of gauge-
invariant Lagrangian formulations for massive higher-spin A/ = 1 supermultiplets in R?!
and AdS; [53H55], extending previous works on the non-supersymmetric cases [56,57].
These frame-like formulations are based on the gauge-invariant approach (also known
as the Stueckelberg approach) to the dynamics of massive higher-spin fields, which were
proposed by Zinoviev [58,[59] and Metsaev [60]. As demonstrated in [53H55], in three
dimensions it is possible to rewrite the corresponding Lagrangians in terms of a set of
gauge-invariant curvatures, resulting in a more elegant formulation. An interesting open

problem is to understand if there exists an off-shell uplift of these models.
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A 3D notation and AdS identities

Our 3D notation and conventions correspond to [20]. The 3D Minkowski metric is

Nay = diag(—1,1,1) and the Levi-Civita tensor is normalised as €°12 = —ggyp = 1.

The SL(2,R) invariant tensors

0 —1 . 0 1 . .
W:(lo)’ EBZ(—lo)’ e¥ens = 0 (A1)

are used to raise and lower the spinor indices:

¢a - 5aﬁ¢ﬁ 5 wa - Eaﬁ'lvbﬁ . (AQ)
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We make use of real Dirac y-matrices, v, := ((%)aﬁ), which are defined by

(%l)ozﬁ = 567(7&)&7 = (_i02703701> . (A?))

They have the following properties:

YaVo = Nabl + EabcV (A.4a)
(7")as(7a)” = —(0405 + 0505) (A.4b)
5abc(7b)aﬁ(76)v6 = ey(a(Va)p)s + €5a(Va)B)r > (A.4c)
tr[Ya Vv Yd] = 20abNea — 2MacTdy + 2TadNbe - (A.4d)

A three-vector x, can be equivalently realised as a symmetric second-rank spinor z,s
defined as

a 1 «
Tap = (V")apTa = Tpa ,  Ta = —5(%) 2o . (A.5)
The relationships between Lorentz generators with two vector indices (Mg, = — My, ),

one vector index (M,) and two spinor indices (M,z = Mz, ) are:
1 1
Mab = _5abc]\4c > Ma = §€abchc s Maﬁ - (’ya)aﬁMa s Ma = _5(7a)aﬁMa6 . (A6)
These generators act on a vector V, and a spinor ¥, by the rules

Mab‘/c - 2nc[a%] 5 MCMB\II“/ = 57(04\1]5) . (A7>

The (brackets) parentheses correspond to (anti-)symmetrisation of tensor or spinor

indices, which encode a normalisation factor, for example
. 1 . 1
‘/[alaz...an} = E Z Sgn(ﬂ-)‘/:lﬂ(l)...aﬁ(n) ) ‘/(oal...an) = E Z Vaﬂ(l)...aﬁ(n) ) (A8>
7T€Sn 7T€Sn
with S,, being the symmetric group of n elements.

We provide a summary of essential identities for (1,1) AdS covariant derivatives, which
we denote by V!, = (V,, V1), where I = 1,2. Making use of the algebra in the real basis
(419), we can derive the following results:

1
ViVi =iVas — 2i[u[Mas + 5aag(vlﬁ , (A.9a)
VYWV = 4ilu| V] [V V| = 2|pleasVhy) (A.9b)
{(VH?, Vo) = 4ilu| Vv, (V& 0] = 2[uVas VY + 3|ul* V5 | (A.9¢)
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(VH2VLE = 2i|u|VE + 2V s VY — di|u| V¥ M, (A.9d)

]_ . (6% «

_Z(VLY(VLY = 0 = 2i|u[ (V4 + 2|u[ V¥ Mo = 2|p|?M* Moy | (A.9e)
1

VEVE = iV 4 2ilulMas + 52as(V2)” (A.9f)
VHVEIVE = —4i|u|V, [V2, V5] = —2|pleas V2 | (A.9g)
{(V2)27V%¢} = _41|/’L‘V% ) [V%n ] = _2‘M|VQBV25 + 3‘M|2Va ) (Agh)
(V2)2V2 = —2i|u| V2 4 2iV sV 4 4i|u| V¥ M, | (A.91)
]_ . % «, 3
—1(VAA(V)? = B+ 26| (V%) = 2| V' Mo = 2{p[* M Mos (A.9))

B Component structure of N/ = 1 supersymmetric

higher-spin actions in AdS;

In this appendix, we study the component structure of the longitudinal and transverse
formulations for both the half-integer and integer superspin multiplets which are reviewed
in section Bl In accordance with (4£42)), any N/ = 1 supersymmetric action in AdS3 can

be reduced to components by the rule
1 3. (2
S:Z/d zre(iV +8|,u|)L‘6:0 : (B.1)

In what follows, we will denote the torsion-free covariant derivative on AdS3 by ©,. It
is related to the vector covariant derivative V, in (2] by the simple rule ®, := V,|s=0,

provided an appropriate Wess-Zumino gauge chosen.

B.1 Fronsdal-type actions in AdS;

We begin by reviewing the AdS3 counterparts of the (Fang-)Fronsdal actions in AdS,
[61,162], mostly following the presentation in [37].

The Fang-Fronsdal action in AdS, [62] is first-order in derivatives. It can be generalised
to AdSs using two different gauge-invariant actions, Sgg” and Sg};’_). Given an integer

n > 4, such a model in AdS; is realised in terms of three real fields

(TL:I: {h, )y Ya(n—2)5 ya(n—4)} ) (B2>

which are defined modulo gauge transformations of the form

5h0¢(") = 9(041042)‘a3--.an) ) (B.3a)
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1
5ya(n—2) = Eg(alﬁ)\ag...an,g)ﬁ + |M|)\a(n—2) 3 (ng)

5ya(n—4) = gﬁﬁO\B'ya(n—él) . (B3C)

Here, the gauge parameter A,(,—2) is real and unconstrained. Modulo an overall constant,

the corresponding gauge-invariant action is

n,& ln a(n— a(n—
St = S / dre {hﬁ "D hamon) + 2(n = 2)y* " VD g0
a(n— 2”(” _ 3) a(n—
+4(n = 2y" "D e + = 1T Y00

_ (n—3)(n—4) Ba(n—5
m—1)n—2)7

ol n(n—3) ,m_
_472,(72, — 2)y ( 2)ya(n—2) _ gy ( 4)ya(n_4))} ) (B4)

)gﬁ’yyva(n—& + ‘:u| <(n - 2>h'a(n)ha(n)

n—1

Only the action ST was considered in [37]. Both actions S& " and S0 are the d = 3
counterparts of the Fang-Fronsdal action provided n is odd, n = 2s 4+ 1, with s > 2 an

integer.

It must be noted that the action (B.4]) can be expressed in a more compact way in

terms of a reducible frame field,

h’ﬁ’ﬁa(”—?) = (vb)ﬁ'\/hb;a(n—m ) (B5)

which is defined modulo gauge transformations of the form

5’7’57;0("—2) = 95’7)‘06("—2) + (n - 2)|:“‘ (5B(a1 Aaz---anfz)'y + 57(a1)‘a2---an72)6) . (B’6>

The corresponding gauge-invariant action takes the form

n,+ " ;a(n— ;a(n—
Str = S+ /dgife {hm D5 hsam-2) = (0= 2)|ul (BT PR a0
+2h5%a(n_3)Bh“/5;a(n—3)6)} _ (B.7)

In the flat-space limit, the action (B.7) reduces to the model considered by Tyutin and
Vasiliev [63] (see also [37] for a review). Ref. [57] also made use of the action (B.7))
in the frame-like formulation, but only a particular choice of sign was considered. In
order to relate the action (B.) to (B.4), it is necessary to decompose the dynamical field
hg..a(n—2) into its irreducible components. The irreducible fields contained in hgyqmn—2)

can be defined as follows:
ha(n) = h(alocz;a3...an) ) (B8a)
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1
Ya(n—2) ‘= Ehﬁ(al;az...an,g)ﬁ ) (B8b)

Ya(n—4) ‘= hﬁw;ﬁya(n_zl) . (B.SC)

The gauge transformation laws for these fields, which follow from (B.f]), are given by those
in (B.3). Upon expressing the action (B.7) in terms of the fields (B.g)), it can be shown
that the resulting action coincides with (B.4]).

The Fronsdal action in AdS, [61] is second-order in derivatives. It can be generalised

to AdSs as follows. Given an integer n > 4, we introduce two real dynamical variables

Ve = {hawm), Yam—1) } - (B.9)

which are defined modulo gauge transformations of the form

Oham) = D(arazAas...an) - (B.10a)
n—2
0Ya(n—1) = n_ lgﬁuﬁw(n—ﬂt) ; (B.10b)

with the gauge parameter A\ (,—2) being real unconstrained. Modulo an overall constant,
the gauge-invariant action is given by

i’I’L

n a(n n a(n—
S = W/d%e{h " Qha) = 705 h DM hgsanyy  (B.11)
n—3
— Y TIDTD hgssran-a) = 2n(n = 2)|uf* B g

_n—3

- <2ya(n_4) Qa(n-1) — 4(n” + 2) |1y " Vya(n-a)

(n—4)(n—5)
4(n —2)

Dsy” 'Ya("_(ﬁ)@&AyaAa(n—ﬁ)) } ,
where Q is the following Casimir operator of the AdS group SO(2,2):
Q :=9"D, — 2|u*M"" Mg, , [Q,D,]=0. (B.12)

The model (BI)) is the d = 3 counterpart of the Fronsdal action provided n is even,
n = 2s, with s > 2 an integer.

B.2 Dual formulation of the Fronsdal-type action in Minkowski

space

Here we introduce a one-parameter family of dual formulations for the flat-space coun-
terpart of the model (B.II)). These results will be important for our analysis in the next
subsection.
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Let us consider the flat-space limit of the model (B.11))

in

(n) 1 3 1 aln n a(n—2) 9o\
¢ = g | {5 0 = G0N P
n—3/n _ a(n—
+ <§86 Yyln 4)8&}1575,\@(71—4) — 077y 4)8B~/ya(n—4)
(n—4)(n—15) ol
_ O 9,y ( 6)595/\%/\&(”_6)) ’ (B.13)

where 0,3 are the partial derivatives of three-dimensional Minkowski space. This action

is invariant under the gauge transformations

5)\ha(n) = a(alag)‘ag...an) ) (B14a)
n—2
ONYa(n-a) = P 1567)\&,&@_4) . (B.14b)

Both fields ha(ny and ya -4y appear in (B.13) with derivatives,

i’I’L

S = S / &*x L(08hatn), 052 Yatm—v)) - (B.15)

and therefore a duality transformation may be performed upon each of them. Here we

will only dualise yq(n,—4) and keep hq(n) intact

We may think of 0g,ya(n—4) as a longitudinal tensor field, by analogy with a longitudi-
nal vector field. Our dual formulation for (B.19) is obtained by introducing the following
first-order action

i’I’L

3
Strst-order = on/2]+1 /d xr {ﬁ(aﬁvha(n)a %Bv;oc(n—4)>

—(n = BHT Iy oy (B.16)
where we have introduced the Lagrangian

1 a(n n a(n—
L(Osyham): Hoyiam-) = 507 h W0y han) = 5038720 hiragn )

n—3/n coln— ;a(n—
+T (5%5% ( 4)85)\hﬁ’y6)\a(n—4) — ey, a(n—4)

+AHP 6’\0‘("_6)7'[5/\; Bra(n—6) T B Hay; 0N 5’\‘”("_6)> (B.17)

9The gauge transformation law (BI4al) allows us to interpret hq () as a conformal spin-2 gauge field,
while (B.14D) is compatible with the interpretation of y,(,_4) as a conformal compensator (following the
modern supergravity terminology). Performing a duality transformation on yq,—4) is equivalent to the

introduction of an alternative conformal compensator.
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which involves the real coefficients A and B constrained by

(n—4)n-5)

A+ B=—
* i(n—2)

(B.18)

The field Hg; an—sa) in (B.16)) is unconstrained and the Lagrange multiplier Fay: a(n—a) s
given by

Fhyatn—a) = 8(5‘5(1%)5; aln—4) T aﬁﬁ/FBv;a(n—@ =0, (B.19)
for some unconstrained prepotential ®.s. o(n—1). Varying the first-order action (B.I16) with
respect to %=1 gives

a(cgﬁr}'['y)ﬁ;oz(n—@ =0 - Hﬁﬁ/;a(n—4) = aﬁ’yya(n—4) ) (BQO)
and hence, Sgrst-order Teduces to the original action (B.IH), in accordance with (B13) and

. On the other hand, we can integrate out Hg. o(n—4) using its equation motion,
Bry; a(n—4)

0
Wﬁ(gcﬂha(n)v Hé)\;a(n—4)) + Fﬁfy;a(n—4) =0, (le)

which is equivalent to

B S\; S
Hﬁfy; a(n—4) — 5 <5B(a15|~/|a27{ ’ Qs...ap—4)0 + 5~/(a15\ﬁ|a2H ’ ag...an,4)5)\>
n

2

This equation allows us to express Hgy; a(n—4) i terms of hg(ny and Fjy, qm—a):

n
~AH(ar0z:05.cn-py = 70" Poxpratn—) = 5 Fsyam-a) (B.22)

n SA
Hpran—a) = m{")‘ haxpratn=s) = 2Fayany

6

)
+c1(A) (5B(a1F a2; 05...0m—1)76 T Ex(ar £ az;a3---an74)55)

+02(A) (85(a1€‘7‘a2F6)\; Q3...0m—4)0A + E»Y(OCIEWOQFM; a3...an,4)6>\) } s (B.23)

where we have defined
_ 24A(n—4)
al) =@ —)
(n—4)(24 24+ B(n = 3)) + (n — (B — A)(n +2(A - 2)))

ca(A) = — (B.24b)
(n+2(A - 2))<(n—4)(n— 5— B(n—3)) — 2,4)

(B.24a)

Substituting (B.23) into Sgrst-order results in a dual action

iTL

S8 [han): Prssam—1) = SO / d*z Lagal (aﬁvhoc(n)’FBv;a(n—Ax)) : (B.25)
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We have obtained an one-parameter family of dual actions.

As described above, the one-parameter first-order action (B.I6) is equivalent to the
original model (B.I5). The action (BI6]) is invariant under the gauge A-transformations
(B.14a), which act on Hgy; a(n—a) and Pgy, a(n—sy as follows:

n—2
5)\7'[57;05(71—4) = n— 18578@)\@&(”_4) s (B.26a)
2
xBiyatns = s ((2n = 5= 2B(n — 2)) 9" Ayatn-ss
—(n—4—-2B(n— 2))8(%%&2,“%4)5%) . (B.26b)

The dual action (B.23]) is also invariant under the gauge p-transformation,

5pq)'y§; a(n—4) = Oy§Pa(n—4) = 5pFB'y;o¢(n—4) =0, (B27a“)
Sphatns) =0 . (B.27b)

We emphasise that the parameters A and B are constrained by (B.I]).

B.3 Transverse formulation of the superspin-(s+ %) multiplet

The transverse formulation of the massless superspin-(s + %) multiplet is described by
the action (B.I0), which is invariant under the gauge transformations (3.9). The gauge

freedom (B9) can be used to impose the following Wess-Zumino gauge
Ha(2s+1)‘ =0 ) VﬁHBa(%)‘ =0 ) Tﬁ;a(2s—2)‘ =0 ) VBTB;O!(28—2)‘ =0. (B28)

The residual gauge freedom preserving the gauge conditions (B.28) is given by

V(a1 Casazsi) = 0, ‘ (B.29a)
V¥ags| = —82181 (Vo "Cancnnp +2(s + DlptlCas)| - (B-29D)
Vna@2s—2)| = VgNa@s—2))| = —ﬁvvgﬁw(%_m , (B.29¢)
Va(2s—2)| = — o 1+ 1vﬁvcﬁm(23_2)| . (B.29d)

This implies that there are three real independent gauge parameters at the component
level, which we choose as

is
2s+1

5&(25) = goa(2s)‘ ) )‘a(2s—1) = VﬁCBa(2s—1)| y o Pa(2s—2) = _na(2s—2)| . (BSO)
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The next task is to identify the remaining independent component fields of H, o441y and
Y 5.0(25—2) in the Wess-Zumino gauge (B28)).

Let us consider the fermionic sector. We begin by decomposing the superfield T g.q(25—2)

into irreducible components

25—2

Tﬁ3a(25_2) = Yﬁa(25—2) + Z gﬁakZal...dk...ags,g 5 (Bg]_)
k=1

where we have introduced the irreducible superfields

Ya(2s—1) = T(al;ag...agsfl) 5 (B32a)

1 .
9 _ ITB’Ba(gs_g) . (B32b)

Za(2s—3) =

We find that the remaining independent fermionic fields are given by

1

ha(2s+1) = ZV2Ha(2s+1)| > (B33a)
i

Ya(25-1) ‘= §V2Ya(28—1)‘ ’ (B33b>
is

Ya(2s—3) = 5(25 — 1)V Zo2s-3)] (B.33c)

Their gauge transformations are

5ha(2s+1) = Q(CHOQ)\CVS...O{25+1) s (B34a)
1

5ya(2s—1) = 723 n 1@((11&)\&2,”@2571)5 + |,U|)\a(25_1) R (B34b)

5ya(2s—3) = QBFY)\BVQ(%—?)) . (B34C)

Upon the component reduction of the action (3.I0), we find that the fermionic sector
coincides with the Fang-Fronsdal-type action, Sést+1,+) given by (B.4).

We now turn to the bosonic sector. To start with, we point out that the fourth
condition in (B28) is equivalent to

VT ya@s-2)| = Vo Tgas-2)] - (B.35)
We then choose the following independent bosonic fields

ha(2s+2) = _v((leOLQ...OL23+2)‘ s (B36a)
Ppyiazs-2) = Vg Tyaes—2)| = Vg Tiaes-2)] - (B.36b)
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Upon the component reduction of the action (B.I0), we obtain the bosonic action

1ys 3

1
Sbos = ( - _> /dgx € { - Zha(2s+2) thx(25+2) + _QBV}ZB’YQ(%)@(SP}MPOC(?S)

2 16
]' ya(28— 1 ;o (48—
_'_1(28 _ 1)F(6% (2 2))©5Ah676)\a(25_2) — 1(23 - 1)Fﬁ% (2 2)Fﬁ—y;o¢(25—2)

1 (25—
+§(8 —1)(2s — D)8 By osms)’

1 s o(aS—
_5(25 - 1)|/~L‘ (ha(28+2)©(0c1ﬁhocz---azsﬁ)ﬁ - (3 - 1>(I)B% @ 2)©5Aht5>\6'ya(25—2)
_2Fﬁfy;o¢(2s—2) (I)B'y;a(2s—2) + 8(8 _ I)Fﬁ’ﬁ a(2s—3) B(I)5'y; a(2s—3)6
=25 = 1)(25 = 3)Fp N0 5,

35
2 o 1 2 o 1 < a(23+2)h
Hs = D@5 = 1) (e

"‘(3 + 1)@57;0&28_2) (I)ﬁ«/;a(2s—2) + 2(232 — S+ 3)(1)57;(1(23_3) B(I)fy& a(2s—3)5

+(s —2)(2s — 3)@B,Y;W@S—”‘)<I>‘”?5M(23_4)) } , (B.37)

where we have introduced the field strength Fj..,(2s—2),

Fﬁﬁ/;a(2s—2) = Q(ﬁééﬁ/)5;a(2s—2) . (B38)
The bosonic action (B.37) is invariant under the gauge transformations

5ha(2s+2) = Q(alaggag...ags+2) s (B39a)

5(I)ﬁ~/;a(2s—2) - gﬁ’ypa(2s—2) + 2(3 - 1)|,“J| <€ﬁ(a1pa2...a2572)fy + gﬁ(alpaz...ag‘;,z)ﬁ)
1

(25 +1)(s+1) ((S + 2D (5" Esaczs—2) + (8 = DD (e €z ane2)0

25+ 1)(25 + 1)|lamaze2)) - (B.39b)

From (B.391), it can be shown that the field strength transforms as

O Faze) = —2(5 = 11t (2aat (D01 Pas 215 + Disl(ea Psse- ) (B.40)
_4|ILL|€(6|(a1p052.--052572)|7)>

1 1
B (28 + 1)(8 + 1) (5(8 + 2>©ﬁ“/©5p£5pa(28—2) + (28 + 1>Q£’\/Ba(28—2)

+(5 = 1)D (510 D by...cm_a)msp T 2(5 + 1)(25 + 1) D (5°E, ya2s-2)s
—4(s = )5+ 1)(25 + Dl Epras)
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Thus, the field strength Fj,.q(2s—2) is invariant under p-gauge transformations (B.39H),
0pF3y;a(25—2) = 0, only in the case |u| — 0.

The complete component action of our transverse half-integer model takes the form

S(J;_;,_%) [Ha(2s+1)7 Tﬁ;a(2s—2)] = Sbos [ha(2s+2)7 (I)B'y;a(2s—2)]
+ 512‘2;4_1’4_) [h'a(2s+1)7 Ya(25-1); ya(2s—3)] . (B41)

By applying the duality transformation described in subsection [B.2] it can be shown that
the flat-space counterpart of (B.37) is the dual formulation (B.23]) of the Fronsdal action
Sﬁ“’ (B.13) provided we fix the coefficients A and B as

1 3
A——§(s—1) : B_E(S_l) : (B.42)
That is, the dual action given in (B.25) coincides with the bosonic action (B.37) in

Minkowski space

25+2
Sbos[ha(2s+2)7 (I)B’Y§a(25_2)] /=0 = /(\ " )[ha(2s+2)7 (I)B'y;a(2s—2)] . (B43>

However, it must be noted that this duality does not hold in the presence of a non-
vanishing AdS curvature, since (B.37) cannot be written solely in terms of the field

strength Fjg. o(25—2).

B.4 Longitudinal formulation of the superspin-(s + %) multiplet

The longitudinal formulation of the massless superspin-(s+ %) multiplet is described by
the action (B.6]), which is invariant under the gauge transformations (B.5). The component
structure of this model was studied in [37] only in the flat superspace limit. Here we extend
these results to AdSs.

The gauge freedom (3.9) can be used to impose the following Wess-Zumino gauge
H, |=0 VP Hpogas)] =0 . (B.44)
a(2s+1) ) Ba(2s)

The residual gauge freedom which preserves the conditions (B.44]) is described by

O = V(Oc1<0¢2...a25+1)| ) (B45a)
2is
vzga(gs” = _8 +1 (V(alﬁca2ma2s)ﬁ + 2(8 + 1)‘M|Ca(2s))‘ . (B45b)
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These conditions imply that there are only two independent gauge parameters, which we
define as follows:
is

A _nl. B.46
P 1V CBa(2s—1)] (B.46)

a@s) = Cas)l s Aagzs—1) 1= —

Upon imposing the gauge (B.44]), we are left with the following component fields:

hatstt) = 7V Hagsrn)] (B.47a)
ha(zs+2) = =V (a1 Hag..a0012)| 5 (B.47b)
Ya(2s—2) = —4La(25-2)] (B.47c¢)
Ya(2s-1) = (25 + 1)iV(a, Lay...an. )| 5 (B.47d)
Yo(2s—3) = 2iV5L5a 25-3)| » (B.47e)
Foos-9) == —v2 o(25—2)] - (B.47f)

Upon component reduction of the higher-spin model (3.0), we find that the theory

decouples into bosonic and fermionic sectors. The bosonic action is given by

1\s 1 1
Shos = ( - 5) /dgl)ﬁ e { — Zho‘(%”) Qho2s42) + g(s + 1)D g, AP DA gy 04

1 _ 1 -
—|—§(28 — 1)y°‘<25 2)96796Ah5,y5)\a(25_2) + E@S - 1)(3 + 1) *(2s=2) an(2s 2)

1 (25— 4 a(2s—
—i—g(s —1)(2s — 1) PP 7y o0 5 + E(S +1)(2s = DFE I Fo0 )

1 (25— (25—
—|—Z(S —1)(25 — 1)|ply? 3)@57%(](25—3) +2(s — 1)(2s — 1)|u| F*© 2)ya(2s—2)

1
255+ 1) R D hogayiz) — 5(25 = 1)(s + )]l 2>ya<zs-2>} . (B
The bosonic field F2,—9) is auxiliary, so upon elimination via its equation of motion

S
Fa(2s—2) = - )(S - 1)9(01163/&2...042372)6 - 1‘N|ya(28—2) ) (B-49>

8(s+1

we find that the resulting action coincides with the massless spin-(s + 1) action, SIE?SH),

which is obtained from (B.II)) by setting n = 2s + 2.

It can be shown that the fermionic action emerging from the reduction procedure

(25+1,—

coincides with the Fang-Fronsdal type action S (M) Therefore, our component

actions take the form
S” [ a(2s+1)5 La(2s—2)] = S]g‘2s+2) [ha(2s+2)> ya(2s—2)]
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+S]g‘2]§+l’_) [h'oc(2s+1)7 Ya(25-1)> ya(2s—3)] . (B50)

Comparing (B.50) with (B.41]), it is seen that the fermionic sector resulting from the
reduction of the longitudinal model is given by Sg;ﬂﬂr) [Pa2541) Ya(25—1)» Ya(2s—3))- In flat-
space, the two bosonic actions, Sﬁ“’ [Na(25+2) Ya(2s—2)] and Spos[Pa(2s+2)s Payia(2s—2)]5 are
related to each other by a duality transformation as described in subsection B.2. The

fermionic actions are now given by SéstH), thus they coincide identically.

B.5 Transverse formulation of the superspin-s multiplet

The transverse formulation of the massless superspin-s multiplet is described by the
action (BI7) and is invariant under gauge transformations ([B.IG). The gauge freedom

(BI8) can be used to impose the following Wess-Zumino gauge conditions:
Ha(QS)‘ =0 ) vﬁHBa(%—l)‘ =0 ) \Ilﬁ;a(2s—2)‘ =0 ) VB\IIB;Q(28—2)‘ =0. (B51)

The residual gauge symmetry preserving (B.51)) is given by

V(a1Ca2...ags) =0 5 (B52a)
2i(2s — 1

V2(a(2s—1)| = —7(28“ )(V(alﬁcaz,_,a%,l)g + (25 + 1)|plCagas—n)) |, (B.52Db)

Vana@s—2)| = VigNa@s—2))| = —1ga(2s-2)] - (B.52¢)

v277a(2s—2)| = _ivﬁgﬁa(2s—2)| . (B52d)

Thus, there are three real independent gauge parameters, which we define as

504(23—1) = Ca(2s—1)| y  Pa(2s—2) ‘= _7704(23—2)| ’ (B53a)

25 —1
" VPCsas-2)| » (B.53b)

)‘a(25—2) =

We now wish to find the remaining independent component fields of Hy2s) and Wg.q(2s—2)
in the Wess-Zumino gauge (B.5I). The last Wess-Zumino gauge condition (B.5I)) yields
the relation

VVUoa@s-2) = V4, ¥pas—2) - (B.54)

Thus, we choose to describe the bosonic sector in terms of the independent fields

i
Xa(2s) = ZV2H0¢(25)| s (B55a)
Coras-2) = VeUasa)| = VieUaaesa| - (B-55b)
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Upon the component reduction of the action (B.I0), we obtain the bosonic action

Iy s—1 (25—
Shos = —2(25 — 1)( - 5) /dgi’f e {ﬁXu(zs)Xa(Zs) + PP X 0s)

+%Fﬂ%a(2s_2)FB*y;a(2s—2) + 2_13(8 _ 1)Fﬁ%a@s—g)ﬁnyé;a(%_g)5

+2(s — 1)|p| @72 X g 0g 9 + (25 — D) PP 2D 00, )

+2(s — 1)|p| FPE 505000 5)° + g(s — 12| PP 0@ 0053
+25(s = 1) |pP @By 05 g) 4 25(s — )] P07 5050000 5)°

2 (25—
+g(8 . 1)2(8 . 2)‘Iu|2q)ﬁ%a(2s 3)5(1)5(%(1(23—3))5} ’ (B56)
where we have introduced the field strength Fj..o(25—2),

Faya(ze-2) = D(s"®y)sia(2s-2) - (B.57)

It can be shown that the action (B.56) is invariant under the gauge transformations

6Xa(25) = ©(a1a2>‘a3...a25) ) (B-583)
0Pgria(25-2) = DpyPazs—2) T 4(s — L) 1le(s)(a1 Pas...ase—a)l) (B.58D)
4
o8~ De@i@Aazana)i -

The field X2, is auxiliary, so upon elimination via its equation of motion

25 —1
Xa(2s) = _2(8 — 1) (Fa(2s) + 2(3 - 1)|,u|q>(a1a2;a3...ags)) ) (B59)
we obtain
2s —1 1\s
Spos = 7( - —> / d3 FAreCs-ap, .
b s(2s — 2) 2 e Arie(2s=2)

+25(s — D) FP0@ 8 B s 005 4 (25 — 3) (s — 1) Fan, D00 F 5y 0y
—4(s — 1)*|uf? <3 Oy (0s ) + 2 DT By 0 )

—(25 — 3) D, Brya(2s—4) GoX; 5>\a(2s_4))} . (B.60)
We can express the field ®g..q(2s—2) in terms of its irreducible components

ha(2s) = Paragias..az) (B.61a)
Ya(25—2) ‘= ®B(a1;a2...a2372)6 s (B61b)
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2(s—1)

95 — 1 (I)ﬁ%gfya(gs_él) . (B61C)

Ya(2s—4) ‘=

The gauge freedom (B.58D) can be used to gauge away Ya(2s—2). It follows that the
remaining fields, (B.61al) and (B.61d), have the corresponding gauge transformations

5ha(2s) - g(alagpag...ags) ) (B62a)
2(s — 1
0Ya(2s-1) = %@mpﬁm(zs_@ : (B.62b)

Hence, by rewriting (B.60) in terms of the irreducible fields (B.6Ia)) and (B.61d), the

resulting action proves to coincide (up to an overall factor) with the massless spin-s
action (B.II)).

The study of the fermionic sector requires the decomposition of the reducible super-
field W, (25—2) into irreducible parts. This procedure is completely analogous to that of
the prepotential Y g,q(2s—2) (B3I). In this case, we find that the remaining independent

fermionic fields are given by

ha(2s+1) = —iv(alHQQ..,a25+1)| ) (B.63a)
i

Ya(2s—1) = ZV2YCM(2S—1)| ) (B.63b)
i

Za(2s—3) = 5(28 - 1)V2ZO!(28—3)| . (B630)

Upon the component reduction of the action (B.I7), it can be shown that the fermionic

action obtained coincides with the Fang-Fronsdal-type action, Sﬁf“’_) (B.4). As a re-

sult, we find that the action corresponding to the transverse formulation of the massless

superspin-s multiplet in AdS3 decomposes into

25 —1
-1

+ SézFSJrL_) [Pa(2s11), Ya(25-1)5 Yo(25-3)] - (B.64)

2s
S(Jé) [Ha2s): Y5 a(25-2)] = Sé‘ )[ha(2s)a Ya(25—1)]

B.6 Longitudinal formulation of the superspin-s multiplet

The longitudinal formulation of the massless superspin-s multiplet is described by
the action (B.I4) and is invariant under gauge transformations (813). This formulation
corresponds to the massless first-order model, whose component reduction in the flat-

superspace limit has been studied in [37].

72



The gauge freedom (B.13]) can be used to impose the following Wess-Zumino gauge
Ha@s)) =0,  VPHgaos 1) =0,  Vapso|=0. (B.65)

The residual gauge symmetry which preserves the gauge transformations (B.63)) are

0= v(algag...azs)‘ s (B66a)
0= VBCBOC(2S—2)| ) (B66b)
21
v2@1(28—1” = _28 + 1(25 - 1)(V(a1ﬁCﬁa2mazs—1) + (25 + 1)‘M|Ca(2s—1))| . (B66C>

The relations (B.66) indicate that there is only one independent gauge parameter, which

we choose to define as:
6(1(23—1) = Ca(2s—1)| . (B67)

Thus, we are left with the remaining independent component fields in the gauge (B.44):

ha(2s+1) = '—iV(QIHagmaQSHﬂ , (B.68a)

Ra(as) i= iV2Ho¢(25)| ; (B.68D)
Ya(25-2) ‘= iV2Va(2s—2)| (B.68¢)
Ya(2s—1) 1= %V(QIV@___QQH)I , (B.68d)
Yo(zs—3) = —2i8V Vinias_3)| - (B.68e)

It is easy to see that the gauge transformation laws for the bosonic fields are
6}7'04(23) =0 ) 5ya(2s—2) =0. (B69)

Upon reduction of the higher-spin model (B.6]), it can be shown that these bosonic fields

appear without derivatives and hence, they are pure auxiliary fields. Indeed, we find that

1ys B
Sys) [Ha(2s)> Va(2s—2)] = < - 5) /dgllf e {ha(28)ha(25) + 28(28 — ]_)ya(2s 2)ya(2s—2)}
+Slg21j+l7+) [ha(28+1)7 Ya(25—-1), ya(2s—3)] . (B?O)

Unlike the reduction of the transverse superspin-s multiplet described by (B.64]), here the

fermionic action comes with a positive sign in the |u|-dependent terms, Sﬁf*l’”.
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