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KILLING SUPERALGEBRAS FOR LORENTZIAN FIVE-MANIFOLDS

ANDREW BECKETT AND JOSE FIGUEROA-O’FARRILL

AsstracT. We calculate the relevant Spencer cohomology of the minimal Poincaré superalgebra in 5 spacetime
dimensions and use it to define Killing spinors via a connection on the spinor bundle of a 5-dimensional
lorentzian spin manifold. We give a definition of bosonic backgrounds in terms of this data. By imposing
constraints on the curvature of the spinor connection, we recover the field equations of minimal (ungauged)
5-dimensional supergravity, but also find a set of field equations for an sp(1)-valued one-form which we
interpret as the bosonic data of a class of rigid supersymmetric theories on curved backgrounds. We define the
Killing superalgebra of bosonic backgrounds and show that their existence is implied by the field equations.
The maximally supersymmetric backgrounds are characterised and their Killing superalgebras are explicitly
described as filtered deformations of the Poincaré superalgebra.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The interplay between supersymmetry and geometry has a long and beautiful history, but it is fair to
say that we are still trying to understand which geometries can support supersymmetric theories. One
reason is that the very notion of “supersymmetric theory” is fluid. If we take the conservative stance that
a supersymmetric theory is a field theory invariant under some supersymmetry algebra, then the first
question one needs to answer is which are the possible supersymmetry algebras, to be followed by the
analysis of their unitary representations. The former problem has not been completely solved, whereas
the latter problem is largely unexplored.

There are two main classes of supersymmetric theories, depending on whether or not the supersym-
metry is local. The former are the supergravity theories, many of which are related to low-energy limits
of superstring theories, whereas the latter are the rigidly supersymmetric theories, which are the subject
of much study today due to their rdle in localisation in quantum field theory (see, e.g., [1]). The two
kinds of theories are closely related. Indeed, one way to construct rigidly supersymmetric theories, pi-
oneered by Festuccia and Seiberg [2] a decade ago, is to couple a supergravity theory (with an off-shell
formulation) to matter and then to freeze the gravitational degrees of freedom (i.e., the fields in the
supergravity multiplet) in such a way that some supersymmetry is preserved. This results in a rigidly
supersymmetric theory for the matter multiplet. Supergravity theories with an off-shell formulation are
rare, however, and hence it is desirable to find alternative means to constructing rigidly supersymmetric
field theories.

Whereas in the Festuccia-Seiberg approach it is neither essential nor indeed desirable for the fields in
the supergravity multiplet to be on-shell, but only for them to preserve some supersymmetry, in the
strict context of supergravity the interesting geometries are the supersymmetric bosonic backgrounds.
A bosonic background is a solution of the supergravity field equations where the fermionic fields have
been put to zero. Bosonic backgrounds have very rich geometries, being after all examples of (higher-
dimensional) general relativity coupled to matter.

A particularly interesting and rich subclass of bosonic backgrounds are those which preserve some su-
persymmetry. Since fermions are set to zero, the variation of any bosonic field under supersymmetry
is automatically zero, but not so for the variation of the fermionic fields. In particular, the characteristic
property of a supergravity theory is that the variation of the gravitino ¥ under a supersymmetry trans-
formation with spinor field parameter ¢ takes the form 5.¥ = Z¢, where 2 is a connection on spinors
which, on a bosonic background, includes terms depending on the additional bosonic fields in the su-
pergravity multiplet. For such a transformation to preserve a bosonic background, this variation must
vanish on that background; in other words, e must be parallel with respect to Z. The condition Z¢ =0,
possibly augmented by algebraic conditions coming from the supersymmetric variations of any other
fermionic fields in the supergravity multiplet, is the Killing spinor equation. The spinors ¢ obeying it
are called Killing spinors, because squaring such a spinor gives rise to a Killing vector field, known as
its Dirac current.

It is always the case, perhaps after imposing some additional conditions on the bosonic fields, that the
Dirac current of a Killing spinor preserves the other bosonic fields of the background, and hence it pre-
serves the connection 2. This implies that such Killing vectors preserve the space of Killing spinors,
together with which they generate a Lie superalgebra known as the Killing superalgebra of the back-
ground [3]. The Killing superalgebra is a useful algebraic invariant of a supersymmetric supergravity
background, and one consequence of the homogeneity theorem [4] is that it determines a (> %)—BPSl
background up to local isometry. This was proved in [5] for eleven-dimensional supergravity, but it
holds in general for any background for which the Killing superalgebra is transitive.

The construction of the Killing superalgebra suggests that all we need in order to identify which geomet-
ries can support rigid supersymmetry is a suitable notion of Killing spinor: one which guarantees that

i.e., any background where the dimension of the space of Killing spinors is more than half the rank of the spinor bundle.
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the Killing spinors generate a Lie superalgebra.” For example, in the standard Poincaré supersymmetry
on Minkowski spacetime, Killing spinors are parallel with respect to the spin connection, whereas in
AdS supersymmetry [7] Killing spinors are so-called geometric Killing spinors, satisfying Vxe = AX - ¢,
for some constant A related to the curvature of AdS. Geometric Killing spinors were also used in the
pioneering work of Blau’s [8] for the construction of rigidly supersymmetric gauge theories. Parallel
and geometric Killing spinors are intrinsic notions on any spin manifold, but the resulting theories are
not too different from Poincaré supersymmetry. To make further progress we need to consider other
notions of Killing spinors.

If we assume that the definition of a Killing spinor is that it be parallel with respect to a suitable connec-
tion in the spinor bundle (possibly augmented by algebraic — i.e., non-differential — constraints), then a
straightforward generalisation of the result in [5] for the Killing superalgebra of eleven-dimensional su-
pergravity backgrounds shows that the resulting superalgebra has a special algebraic structure. Namely,
it is naturally filtered in such a way that the associated graded superalgebra is a graded subalgebra of
the Poincaré superalgebra. We say that it is a filtered subdeformation of the Poincaré superalgebra.
Such deformations are governed by the (generalised) Spencer cohomology of graded superalgebras
[9,10], and so calculation of the relevant Spencer cohomology groups for the Poincaré superalgebra is
the first step in this analysis. The Spencer cohomology not only determines the filtered deformations of
the Poincaré superalgebra, it also gives the expression for the connection defining the notion of a Killing
spinor. In some cases, such as the D = 11 [11,12] and minimal D = 4 [13] Poincaré superalgebras, one
obtains precisely the connection % of a supergravity theory, but in other cases, such as the minimal D = 6
[14] Poincaré superalgebra, the Spencer cohomology is richer: additional bosonic fields may be turned
on, and the definitions of Killing spinors, supersymmetric backgrounds and Killing superalgebras may
be consistently generalised to accommodate them. The existence of such generalisations is intriguing,
not least because they provide curved backgrounds for rigidly supersymmetric theories which do not
appear to be attainable via supergravity.

In the present paper we discuss the Spencer cohomology of the minimal D = 5 Poincaré superalgebra.
Our motivation is two-fold. On the one hand, it is an intermediate case between two similar calculations:
minimal D = 4 and D = 6 Poincaré superalgebras, and provides a useful additional datapoint in fram-
ing a conjecture about the behaviour of Spencer cohomology under dimensional reduction. A second
motivation is that we may then go on to study supersymmetric reductions of the geometries admitting
maximal supersymmetry to four dimensions and perhaps in this way obtain novel four-dimensional
lorentzian and riemannian spin manifolds admitting rigid supersymmetry. This is the subject of ongo-
ing work.

We find that the relevant Spencer cohomology group H??(s_, s) is parametrised by a two-form, which
is expected from supergravity, and an sp(1)-valued one-form, which does not correspond to any su-
pergravity field. This is reminiscent of the Spencer data from minimal D = 6, which also includes an
additional sp(1)-valued one-form [14]. As in the 6-dimensional case, after using Spencer cocycles to
define a connection on spinors, by imposing a constraint (the vanishing of the Clifford trace) on the
curvature of that connection, the bosonic equations of motion for supergravity can be recovered along
with an additional set of field equations for the one-form.

This paper is organised as follows. In Section 2, we introduce our conventions and some identities be-
fore describing the minimal Poincaré superalgebra s in 5 dimensions as a graded Lie superalgebra. Our
calculation of the Spencer cohomology H*?(s_,s) is given in Section 3 and culminates in Theorem 9.
This data is interpreted geometrically in Section 4 by using it to define a connection Z on spinors, as
well as an associated notion of Killing spinors, in a suitable geometric setting (a bosonic background).
The curvature of Z is explicitly calculated in terms of the bosonic background fields and various con-
ditions on it are characterised. Theorem 13 characterises those geometries where the Clifford trace of

2For a different approach to this problem, based on the algebraic classification of supersymmetric extensions of known space-
time algebras, and the superisation of the corresponding homogeneous spacetimes, see, e.g., [6].
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the curvature vanishes, whereas Theorem 14 characterises those geometries with vanishing curvature.
Section 5 is concerned with Killing superalgebras: the spinorial Lie derivative is defined and some of its
properties described; some properties of Killing spinors are derived; then finally Killing superalgebras
are defined, and their existence is proven (Theorem 21). In Section 6, we describe the maximally su-
persymmetric backgrounds explicitly. As can be read in Theorem 23, these fall into two branches: the
first coincides with maximally supersymmetric supergravity backgrounds, making contact with known
results [15,16]; the second is characterised by the existence of an sp(1)-valued one-form. We determine
backgrounds belonging to the second branch, noting the resemblance to the 6-dimensional case [14],
and we describe the Killing superalgebras in both branches explicitly as filtered deformations of s. Ap-
pendix A is a compilation of combinatorial tensor identities used in geometric calculations.

2. THE POINCARE SUPERALGEBRA

In this section we set up our conventions and introduce the Poincaré superalgebra.

2.1. Spinorial conventions. Let (V,1) be a five-dimensional (mostly minus) lorentzian vector space.
We will let b : V — V* denote the musical isomorphism sending v to v*, where

V(w) =n(v,w). (2.1)
We define so(V) to be the Lie algebra of n-skew-symmetric endomorphisms of V:
s0(V)={A:V = V|n(Av,w) = —n(v,Aw) VYv,w € V}. (2.2)

There is a vector space (in fact, an so(V)-module) isomorphism so(V) = A?V. If A € so(V), we define
wa € N2V by

AV =—L,WA. (2.3)
Conversely, if w € A2V, we define A, € so(V) by the same relationship: namely,
ApV =—L,w. (24)

It then follows that these two maps are mutual inverses: A, = A and wa, = w. Relative to an or-
thonormal basis e, for V, withn(e,, ey) =1,~, we find that

wa =3A"Ye, ANe,  where Ae,=e,AY, (2.5)
and indices are lowered and raised with n,, and its inverse n*".
We define the Clifford algebra C¢(V) by the Clifford relations (notice the sign!)
v-v=n(v,v)l. (2.6)

As areal associative algebra, C¢(V) = End(Z)®End(X’), where £ and I’ are two inequivalent irreducible
Clifford modules, which are two-dimensional quaternionic (right) vector spaces. They are distinguished
by the action of the centre of C£(V). The centre is spanned by the identity and the volume element,
defined by the Levi-Civita symbol €,,v,sr normalised to €g1234 = 1.

On the Clifford module £ the volume element acts like the identity endomorphism idy, whereas on X’
it acts like —idy/. In other words, the centre of C{(V) acts trivially on £ and non-trivially on Z’. We will
work with I from now on. We will also use the notation 1 for the identity endomorphism of Z.

Under the representation homomorphism C¢(V) — End(Z) the basis element e, is represented by the
endomorphism T,. These endomorphisms satisfy the Clifford relation

Tuly + Ty = 20,0 1. (2.7)

In addition, they obey
rprv = rpv + ML, (28)
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with T, = [, T\], et cetera. Since the volume element acts trivially and Hodge duality is implemented
by multiplication by the volume element, a basis for End(X) is given by (1, T, .v). Indeed, we have the
following useful identities in End(X) for the other skew-symmetric products of the I';:

1 oT T
Tive = —5€uvporl 77, Tivor = €pvporl and Mivpor = €pvporl. (2.9)

Lemma 1. The following identities between gamma matrices hold:

M.+ =51 MY =-101
M.y =-3ry AT Ty = 21, (2.10)
rur\/prLl = rvp %FMFWF“" = QFPU'

If A € s50(V), its action on ¥ is given by Clifford product with Jwa:
As=1wa s =1A"Tys. (2.11)

Let A denote a one-dimensional quaternionic (right) vector space, which we think as a two-dimensional
complex vector space. We can similarly think of £ as a four-dimensional complex vector space with a
quaternionic structure, so that the (complex) tensor product Z ®c A has a real structure and hence it is
the complexification of a real eight-dimensional representation we denote by S. As a real vector space,
S is just £ when we restrict scalars from H to R. Spinors in S are “symplectic Majorana” spinors and
we choose to view them as pairs s* € £, where A = 1,2, subject to a symplectic Majorana condition
which uses the symplectic structures on X and A, respectively, and which we will write presently. Let
us normalise eap so that €12 = +1 and €!? = +1. We raise and lower indices with € according to the
conventions: eapX®c = Xac and e*BXac = XB(, et cetera. The symplectic Majorana condition on the
pair s is such that

(s*)* = eanBs®, (2.12)
where B obeys
Bl =B (2.13)

and normalised to B'B = 1.

It follows that the gamma matrices preserve S, hence so does the 16-dimensional real associative sub-
algebra RI" € End¢(X) they generate. Note that this algebra is simply the image of C¢(V) under the
representation on ~. We denote by Endy A the real associative subalgebra of Ende A which preserves
the quaternionic structure on A. As a real vector space, Endy A = R1 @ sp(1). If we use the symplectic
form to lower indices and identify A* = A, we also identify Endec A = ®2A = ©2A @ A?A. Under this
identification, sp(1) is the quaternionic structure-preserving part of A and R1 = Re is that of A2A. We
can identify Endr(S) as the real subalgebra of End(Z ®¢ A) which preserves S, and it follows from the
discussion above that Endg(S) = RIT® (R1 @ sp(1)). The inclusion in one direction is clear; the other then
follows by a dimension count.

The symplectic structure C on X is real and satisfies

Cr,=rC = Cryy =-T,,C (2.14)
We define for sp,s% € £,
A= (s{\)T Cs5. (2.15)
Lemma 2. The following identities hold for all si*,s5" € L:
(1) 5385 =357,
(2) 5{Tusy = —55Tyst,

AP B _3Bp (A
(3) sPTuvss =S5yt
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This allows us to define a symmetric inner product on S:

(s1,82) = eapSysh. (2.16)
It follows from Lemma 2 that for allv e V,
(s1,v-s2) = (v-s1,s2), (217)
and from this it follows that it is so(V)-invariant:
(As1,82) = —(s1,As2), (2.18)

forall A € s0(V).
There are a number of bilinears we can make from spinors. If s € S, then we define

s = eaps’s®, k¥ i=eppsiTHst and w?’EV = §AFMSB. (2.19)

The map « : S — V sending s — «; defines the Dirac current of s to be the unique vector s € V such
thatforallv eV,

nks,v) = (s,v-s). (2.20)
Similarly, us = (s, s) more invariantly and also for allv,w € V,
wlBv,w) = 35 v, w] - 5", (2.21)

where [v, w] is the Clifford commutator. The following is the result of a calculation in an explicit realisa-
tion.

Lemma 3 (Reality conditions). For s symplectic Majorana, it follows that ps and « are real, whereas (wi')" =
w22 and (w}?)" = —w!2
The proof of the following Fierz identities is routine. We simply remark that tr 1 = 4 since we are working
in a four-dimensional complex vector space (with a quaternionic structure).

Lemma 4 (Fierz identities). Forall s7*,s8 € £,

s1'sh = —1sfsB1 — IsPTHsET, — T3P TMYSBT,. (2.22)
In particular, taking s, = so = s we arrive at
A<B _ _1_AB 1,_AB 1, AB
$75° = —ge Pl — g€t kg — Wi, (2.23)
where we define W = LB THY.

From this latter Fierz identity there follow some useful relations between the bilinears p;, k; and w28
defined above.

Lemma5. Lets € Sand let u, k and w™® be the corresponding bilinears. Then they satisfy the following relations:
(i) x-s? =pus?
(ll) 3|JSC + €ABU)CA .sB =0
(iii) wAB.sC) =0
(iv) wrB(k,—) =0

Proof. As a result of the Fierz identity (2.23) we find that

us© = eaps’sPs©
B 2.24
=eap (—Ee a1 — LeCrk — Lwh) . P (2.24)
= 1usC 4 L1k s€ — Leapw©h 5B

or, equivalently,
TusC — Lk sC +leapwtr-sP =0. (2.25)
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Similarly, by calculating - s© and using the Fierz identity (2.23), we arrive at

SpusC — Bk sC —Zeapw P =0. (2.26)

Adding equations (2.25) and (2.26), we obtain (i) and, plugging (i) back into either of those two equa-
tions, we obtain (ii). To obtain (iii), we calculate w”B - s© again using the Fierz identity (2.23), obtaining
WAP s+ LA sP 4 2eACSP 4 1A B =0 (2.27)
Using (i), we rewrite this as
wAP L sC + 1w sP 4 2eACUsP = 0. (2.28)
This equation decomposes into two equations by (skew-)symmetrising in AC. The skew-symmetric
component

wBA s 2eACUsE =0 (2.29)
vanishes identically by (ii), whereas the symmetric component
LwPAr €+ 1B A L P =0 (2.30)

is precisely (iii). Finally, to obtain (iv), we notice that forany w € V,

wAB(K,w) = %EA[K,W] . sB
=152k wosP —1shw .k sP (2.31)
= %K—SAW~SB — %EAV\% K- sB,
which vanishes by (i) and where we have used that:
Pk =(sMTCk=(sM)TkTC = (k-sMTC =73 (2.32)
O
It follows from (ii) and (iii) in Lemma 5 that wAB - s€ = —1 (s*eBC + sBeAC) = —21us(A€B)C. In addition,

it follows from (i) that n(k, k) = pu? > 0, so that « is causal: timelike if (s,s) # 0 and null if (s,s) = 0,
and it follows from (iv) that the elements of so(V) corresponding to w”? leave k invariant. We also have

wiPwh} =6u* > 0by (i), (ii), and a further application of the Fierz identity. There are other identities
which can be derived, such as
Wi Ko = —tueuvperw™P T (2.33)

The 2-forms w”® associated with s define spinor endomorphisms

AP = TP, (2.34)
whose commutators satisfy:
[(1)127 d)ll] — H(D117 [(I)lQ, &22} _ —H(I)22 and [a)ll7 &22] — —QH(DlQ, (235)

defining, for pu # 0, the complex Lie algebra s[(2,C). However, the symplectic Majorana condition on
s picks out a real form corresponding to the real 2-forms; using Lemma 3, this is the real span of the
following spinor endomorphisms:

L =30 +@%2), Ly=3id"-d?) and L3:=id' (2.36)

N[+

These satisfy

[Li, L] = peijeLy, (2.37)
for i,j,k =1,2,3. In summary we have proved the following.
Proposition 6. Let s € S and u, k and w™B be the corresponding bilinears. Then the 2-forms w”® define a Lie

subalgebra of the stabiliser of k in so(V) under the isomorphism so(V) = N?V. If k is null (equivalently, p = 0),
this subalgebra is abelian and if  is timelike, the subalgebra is isomorphic to sp(1).
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2.2. The Poincaré superalgebra. The Poincaré algebra p(V) is the Lie algebra of isometries of (V,n). It
is a 15-dimensional Z-graded Lie algebra with underlying vector space

p(V)=p_2&po=Vdso(V) (2.38)

and Lie brackets
[A,B] = AB—BA [A,v] = Av and v,w] =0 (2.39)
forallv,w e V,and A, B € so(V).
The d = 5 Poincaré superalgebra s(V) is the minimal superalgebra extending the Poincaré algebra of
V. In fact, the even Lie algebra s5 = p(V) is the Poincaré algebra. The odd subspace s; = S, the real
eight-dimensional Clifford module S. The underlying vector space of the Z-graded Lie superalgebra
5(V)is
5(V)=5 0®s5 1Dsg=VDS Pso(V) (2.40)
and Lie brackets given by those in (2.39) and
A,s] =1wa s v,s] =0 and [s,s] = Ks (2.41)

foralls € S,v € Vand A € so(V). In the remainder of the paper, we will denote the Poincaré superalgebra
simply by s, leaving V implicit in the notation.

3. SPENCER COHOMOLOGY

In this section we describe our calculation of the Spencer cohomology of the d = 5 Poincaré superalgebra.

3.1. The Spencer complex. Lets_ :=s_; & s_» denote the negative-degree subalgebra of the Poincaré
superalgebra. We define CP(s_;s) = Hom(APs_, s), where /\P is taken in the super-sense. The direct sum
C*:= D, CP(s_;s) becomes a differential complex relative to the Chevalley-Eilenberg differential of s
relative to its module s. We extend the Z-grading of s to C* in the natural way and, since s is Z-graded,
the differential has degree 0 hence the Chevalley-Eilenberg complex decomposes into subcomplexes of
a fixed degree: we let C4P(s_;s) denote the p-cochains of degree d and 9 : C4P(s_;5) — CHPTl(s_;5)
denote the restriction of the Chevalley-Eilenberg differential. We are interested in calculating H??(s_; s).
The relevant spaces of cochains are:

C?(s_;s) = Hom(V,s0(V))
C?2(s_;s) = Hom(A?V, V) ® Hom(V ® S, S) ® Hom(®?2S,s0(V)) (3.1)
C?3(s_;s) = Hom(e?S ® V, V) ® Hom(&3S, S).
As usual, the Spencer differential 9 : C*!(s_;s5) — C>2(s_;s) is injective and hence H*!(s_;s) = 0.
Moreover, H22(s_;s) = 27?2, where
HP? =kerm NZ22, (3.2)

where Z?2 is the space of Spencer cocycles in C*?(s_;s) and 7y : C%2(s_;5) — Hom(A?V, V) is the natural
projection onto the first summand. In other words, cohomology classes in H??(s_;s) are in bijective
correspondence with normalised cocycles B +v € Z?2, where : V® S — Sand v : ©®?S — so(V).
There are two components to the cocycle condition: one in Hom(®?S @ V, V):

Y(s,s)v+2[s, B(v,s)] =0, (3.3)
and one in Hom(®?3S, S)

Y(s,s)s + B([s,sl,s) =0, (3.4)
forallve Vands € S.
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3.2. Solution of the first cocycle condition. We define 8, € End(S) by . (s) = B(v,s) forv € V and
s€S. Welet B, := B, and parametrise 3, as follows:

(Bus)® =Aus® + B s+ CunMsP + D Bel™sC + 3B oMPs® + 1F 0P el PsE, (3.5)

where By, D, Fuvp € sp(1). In particular, with all lowered A-indices, these components are symmetric
in those indices. The first cocycle condition (3.3) becomes

¥(s,8) v + 25" T (Bvs)® = 0. (3.6)
The skew-symmetric part in pv expresses y(s, s) in terms of 3, whereas the symmetric part constrains f.
Lemma 7 (First cocycle condition). The solution of the first cocycle condition (3.3) is given by

(Bus)® =BuPcsC + Cuns® + 2DPelus® + 2B, o IPs® + 2FPB T8¢

Y(s,8)uv = 2uCpy — EDABWLY + 2By pk® + ey, TR wiT (37)
for some C € A2V and E € A3V.
Proof. Symmetrising the first cocycle condition in pv results in
0 =eanS™ (Tu(Bvs)® + Ty (Bus)®), (3.8)

which expands to

0= 2K(uAV] + 2PLC(|,LV) + DupAwa//\f + D, A wﬁf + 2E(|,LV)pr

1 AB 1 AB
TZ‘FVPO-AB(UT& — Z(ZVQGTZ'FP_QUAB(,UTa . (39)

1€upo
Since this equation holds for all s € S, the terms in y, k* and w{} must separately vanish. The p-term

simply says that C,.v) = 0, so that C € A?V. (We do not distinguish between V and V*.) The k-terms
result in the equation

0=Euve + Evip +MupAv +MvpAp. (3.10)
Adding the cyclic permutations of this equation and using that E,.,, = —E, v, we find that
NuvAp =0 = A, =0, (3.11)
and hence that E,v, = —E. ., which says that E € A%V. Finally, the w-terms result in
0 =DyeNey + Dyveney — DMy — DyvaNey — 3 €ppore Fv o — S€vpore Fu®7, (3.12)
where we have omitted the sp(1)-indices. Tracing with n*¥ we find
Dire) = f€xevoaF 7, (3.13)

whereas tracing with n¥* yields
5Dyue —Dnpe + 3€uep0cF P7 =0, (3.14)
where we have introduced D := n*¥D,,,. Breaking up into symmetric and skew-symmetric parts, we
find
D) = znueD and  Diug) = —q5€uepocf? ™ (3.15)

Taking these equations together with equation (3.13), we conclude that D ., = %me and €0 FP7" =
0, so that the A3V component of F vanishes. Back into the w-equation (3.12), we find

eu(JUT&vaG + €vch£Fupg =0. (3.16)
Contracting with €Y™¢*F  we arrive at
16FH“B + 465,]:\/\/“ - 4631:\/\/[5 =0 = Fuvp = % (T]p.va _nuva) P (317)

where we have defined F, := F,,. Collecting these results together, we arrive at the expressions for 3
and vy in the statement of the lemma. d
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3.3. Solution of the second cocycle condition. The second cocycle condition (3.4) becomes
iy(s, $) v THYs® + k" (Bus)® =0, (3.18)
where y(s, s),v and (B,s)? are given in Lemma 7.
Lemma 8 (Second cocycle condition). The second cocycle condition reduces to
D®c =0, B.Pc=—-31F.Bc and  Euvp=1leunpoCoT (3.19)
Proof. From the expressions for § and y in Lemma 7, the second cocycle condition (3.18) can be written
as
(OPc + k"W, Pe + 2P DR 82) s =0, (3.20)
where we have introduced the shorthands
©Fc = $C,y THY8E + D% — JFBel™
WP i=Eunel™P8¢ + BB + 2F.Pc 4+ Cun 52 (3.21)
OhY, = §€*YP7"F, apTor.
We expand p, k and w in equation (3.20) to obtain
(eas?sPO D + eaps sPY, Cp + 137, sPDLL85) sP =0 (3.22)
and we polarise away from the diagonal:
(eAsS1520 D + eapSITHs5 W, T + 551 Ty s DREOD) 55
+ (eaBS5s5O D + eapSHTHsEW, “p + %52 TSy (D;‘ééc) sP (3.23)
+ (eaBST's50 D + €apSITHsSEY, Cp + 251 TV s5 QR 05) s =0,
where in the last line we have used the symmetry properties of Lemma 2. We write this as an endo-
morphism acting on s¥:
(eaBSTs5O D + eapsTHsE W, Cp + 357 Ty sSORY S5
+ 2eApO BTy sy +2eap Y, CpsTSATH + O sTs0 Ty sy = 0. (3.24)

This is true for all s3, hence the endomorphism in parenthesis has to vanish for all s; and s,. Being
symmetric in s; and sy, it is uniquely characterised by its values on the diagonal, so we can simply take
s1 = sp = s and rewrite the second cocycle condition as

EABS SBGCD+6ABSAF“SB‘¥ Ch+141 sAFwsB(D”VSC
+2eap©@CpsP3hsD +2eap VW, CpsBATH + OSSN, = 0. (3.25)

We use the Fierz identity (2.23) in the last three terms and we collect terms in 1, k and w together, each
of which must vanish (as an endomorphism of S) separately, resulting in three equations:

50p + ¥, “pM* + 2er 0N =0, (3.26)
5Y. b + O pl + ¥ pluy + 2e* ORIy, =0, (3.27)

and
DLEOD + 5ep(A® p) THY — JW, S (aep)pM TP — 18 PR TH e = 0. (3.28)

We notice that the p-equation (3.26) is the Clifford trace of the k-equation (3.27): indeed, contracting
equation (3.27) on the right with I'* we obtain equation (3.26). Therefore the p-equation is redundant
and we concentrate on the other two equations.

The k-equation can be rewritten as

By aB + OBy + Wig My + SO, =0. (3.29)
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Upon substituting the expressions for ©, ¥ and @ into this equation, we first symmetrise in AB (dropping
the indices) and using the Clifford relations we arrive at

5(Bu+ 3Fu) + (BY + 2FY)Iuy + 2D, =0, (3.30)
which results in
Dap=0 and  Bhy=—-1Fh;. (3.31)
If instead we skew-symmetrise in AB we arrive at
5(Epvel™? 4 Cuy ™) + $Cyp TP + (Y Tor + C)P) Ty = 0. (3.32)
Contracting with I'* on the right and simplifying we find
3Cuv = €uvporEPTT, (3.33)

which can be inverted to write
Epvp = iewpﬂc‘". (3.34)

Re-inserting this back into equation (3.32), we find that it is identically satisfied.
One can check that the remaining equation (3.28) is identically satisfied. O

In summary, we have proved the following
Theorem 9. As a module of so(V) @ sp(1), we have the following isomorphism:
H*?(s_;5) = (ANPV R A?A) @ (Ve 02A), (3.35)

where to a class (Cyvean, Fag) € H:? there corresponds the cocycle (B,y) € Hom(V®S, S) @ Hom(®?2S, s0(V))
given by

Bv,s)P =4v-C-s® —3C.v.sP — v . FPc sC = 2FPc v s©
oTp AB (3.36)

1 oT 1
Y(s,8)uv = 2UChy + 5KP€0vporCTT + €0V T FAgWor -

This is not far from the naive dimensional reduction of the result in [14]: the self-dual 3-form reduces
dimensionally to a 2-form (C,.v) and a 3-form (E,.,) which are related by Hodge duality and the sp(1)-
valued 1-form gives rise to an sp(1)-valued 1-form (F,*p) and an sp(1)-valued scalar, which is missing
from the five-dimensional calculation. The precise behaviour of the Spencer cohomology under dimen-
sional reduction lies beyond the scope of this paper and will be addressed in a separate paper.

4. ZERO-CURVATURE EQUATIONS

In this section we interpret the cohomological calculations of the previous section geometrically. The
first step is to re-interpret the Spencer complex geometrically and we do this in Section 4.1, arriving
at a connection Z on spinor fields, whose curvature we calculate in Section 4.2. The final aim of this
section is to derive the conditions for maximal supersymmetry, which at least locally is tantamount to
the flatness of 2. We do this in two steps: in Section 4.3 we impose the vanishing of the Clifford trace of
the curvature, which in the supergravity context often coincides with the bosonic field equations, and
finally in Section 4.4 we derive the conditions for vanishing curvature. In Section 5 we will show that the
Z-parallel spinor fields generate a Lie superalgebra at least when the curvature of & is Clifford-traceless
and in Section 6 we will study the geometries on which Z is flat.
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4.1. Setup. We shall fix a five-dimensional lorentzian spin manifold (M, g) and let V be as in Section 2;
that is, V is a five-dimensional lorentzian vector space we may identify with R*. The spin bundle
Spin(M) is a principal Spin(V)-bundle which comes with a bundle morphism Spin(M) — SO(M) to
the oriented orthonormal frame bundle, covering the identity and agreeing fibrewise with the standard
2-to-1 covering homomorphism Spin(V) — SO(V). The principal bundle SO(M) is a G-structure with
G = SO(V) and therefore comes with a soldering form which restricts pointwise to a vector space iso-
morphism T,M — V. These isomorphisms assemble to a bundle isomorphism between TM and the
“fake tangent bundle” SO(M) xgo(v) V, which is the associated vector bundle of SO(M) corresponding
to the vector representation of SO(V). Using this construction, we may locally write the components of
tensor fields on M as if they were tensors on V using the orthonormal basis on V. This may be equival-
ently viewed as working in a local orthonormal frame on M.

Since we are interested in spin manifolds, the relevant principal bundle is Spin(M). Any associated
vector bundle to SO(M) can be interpreted as an associated vector bundle to Spin(M) via the bundle
morphism Spin(M) — SO(M), but there are of course also associated vector bundles to Spin(M) which
do not arise in this way: namely, those involving spinorial representations.

As in Section 2.1, let £ denote one of the two inequivalent Clifford modules of C{(V). It becomes a
Spin(V)-module by restriction. Let $ := Spin(M) Xgpin(v)  denote the corresponding spinor bundle.
It is a complex rank-4 vector bundle with a quaternionic structure | and an invariant symplectic inner
product (¢,T) + &7 inherited from £. We introduce an auxiliary trivial® complex rank-2 vector bundle
2 =M x A. It too has a quaternionic structure j and a symplectic inner product (-, -) inherited from A.
We will make a global choice of symplectic frame ey, e for 7 such that (ea, eg) = eap, Where eap is as
in Section 2.1. On the tensor product bundle S¢ := $ ® ¢ we have an invariant real structure | ® j. Its
real sub-bundle S is the real rank-8 vector bundle associated to Spin(M) via the representation S, whose
complexification S®r C = Z®¢ A. Any spinor section s of S¢ or S may be expanded relative to the global
frame ex as s = s* ® ea, where in the case of S the s* are subject to the reality condition (2.12). The
symplectic inner products on $ and .7 combine to an inner product on S¢ given by (s, s2) = eaps7's?,
which is real when restricted to S. We shall refer to sections of S¢ as (symplectic) Dirac spinor fields
and to sections of S as (symplectic) Majorana spinor fields.

In summary, with any representation W of Spin(V) made out of V and S (via tensor product and tak-
ing duals) we can associate a vector bundle Spin(M) xgpin(v) W in such a way that to any Spin(V)-
equivariant linear map ¢ : Wi — W, between two such representations, we associate a corresponding
bundle morphism Spin(M) xgpin(v) Wi — Spin(M) Xgpin(v) Wa. Since the cochains in the generalised
Spencer complex are Spin(V)-modules and the differential is Spin(V)-equivariant, we may interpret the
Spencer complex as a complex of the associated vector bundles and, in particular, as a complex on their
spaces of smooth sections, and similarly for its cohomology.

In this way, for example, the component 3 of the Spencer cocycle in equation (3.36) can be interpreted
as a section of the vector bundle associated to the representation Hom(V, End(S)), which is the bundle
of one-forms with values in End(S). This is the bundle on whose space of sections the affine space of
connections on S is modelled on and therefore we may understand 3 as the difference between two such
connections. The natural connection on S is the spin connection V — that is, the one induced from the
lift to Spin(M) of the Ehresmann connection on SO(M) which induces the Levi-Civita connection on
TM — and therefore we may interpret the cocycle component 3 as V — Z for some connection Z on S.
The cocycle component f depends on the additional geometric data parametrising the relevant Spencer
cohomology, namely a two-form C € Q%(M) and an sp(1)-valued one form F € Q!(M, sp(1)).

Thus let us define a (bosonic) background (M, g, C, F) to be a spin manifold (M, g) with the structures
described above along with the forms C € Q*(M) and F € Q!(M;sp(1)). It will be useful in places to view
the components FA of F in a symplectic frame for 7 as 1-forms on M. The End(S)-valued one-form §3

31t could be interesting to relax this condition, gauge the R-symmetry and introduce a connection on a possibly non-trivial
R-symmetry bundle, but that lies beyond the scope of the present paper.
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corresponding to the Spencer cocycle in equation (3.36) is given by
Bxs=31X-C-s—3C-X-s— X -F-s—3F-X-s, (4.1)
where s is a Majorana spinor field, X is a vector field, - denotes both the Clifford multiplication of forms

and the Clifford action of forms on spinor fields, and F also acts via the sp(1) action on I'(S) to the right.4
With the conventions chosen above, in components we have

(Bus)* = %C“B (epaporl ™" + 8Mualp )sh + LFA, (FWX — 2nwx)sB. (4.2)
We define the superconnection & on S by
PDxs = Vxs — Bxs, (4.3)
where V is (the spin lift of) the Levi-Civita connection, X € X(M) and s € I'(S). In components,
(Zus)* = Vus™ = 1C% (epaporl ™ + 8nuall ) s™ — $F % (Mo — 2Npua)s®. (4.4)

Let us remark that, contrary to what one might have suspected, the sp(1)-valued one-form F does not
correspond to the difference between two connections on the auxiliary bundle #. If that were the case,
the term 1F*A,T  in the expression for 2 would be absent, while its presence suggests a mixing of
local Lorentz and R-symmetries.

Definition 10. A Killing spinor (field) on a background (M, g, C,F) is a spinor field s € T'(S) which is parallel
with respect to the superconnection 9; that is, if it satisfies the Killing spinor equation

Vs = Bs. (4.5)

A background (M, g, C, F) is supersymmetric if it admits a Killing spinor, and maximally supersymmetric if
its space of Killing spinors has maximal dimension.

The notion of “maximal dimension” in the definition above arises because a set of linearly independent
sections has linearly independent values at all points; hence such a set has size at most rank S = dim S.
The following proposition gives a necessary condition for maximal supersymmetry.

Proposition 11. If a background (M, g, C, F) is maximally supersymmetric, it is flat with respect to the super-
connection: the curvature tensor R?, given by

R7(X,Y) = Dix.v) — [Zx, Zv] (4.6)
where X,Y are vector fields, vanishes. The converse holds if M is simply connected.

Proof. Clearly from the definition, R? annihilates Killing spinors. If there are rankS = dim S linearly
independent Killing spinors, at any point x € M their values span the fibre Sy, thus R? must annihilate
all spinors at x, hence RZ vanishes.

Conversely, assume M is simply connected and Z is flat. Any choice of a spinor at any point determines a
Killing spinor by parallel transport, and furthermore, parallel transport of a basis at any point determines
dim S linearly independent Killing spinors. O

Determining the curvature tensor will allow necessary (and sufficient, in the case of simply-connected
backgrounds) conditions for maximal supersymmetry to be found. It is also possible to recover the
bosonic supergravity equations by imposing a weaker restriction than the vanishing of the curvature,
namely the vanishing of its Clifford trace: I'VR?,,, = 0. Indeed, after finding R?, our approach will be
to calculate its Clifford trace and derive necessary and sufficient conditions for this to vanish, which will
simplify the vanishing curvature calculation.

4We abuse notation in that on the right-hand side we should have the metrically dual one-form X" and not the vector field, but
we trust this ought not be a cause of confusion.
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4.2. Determination of the superconnection curvature. From the definition of the curvature of the su-
perconnection and the Riemann curvature R, we have

RZ(X,Y) = Dix.v) — [Dx, 7]
=Vixvi— Bx,vi — [Vx; Vvl = [Bx, Bv] + [Vx, Byl + [Bx, VvI (4.7)
=Rx,y — Bx,v] — [Bx,; Byl + (VxBy) — (VvBx),

where we recognise that this is an equality of endomorphisms of the spinor bundle so that locally,

= 1Ry o780 — [By, BvI™ g + 2V (B, g (4.8)

We'll expand each of the 8 terms in turn. The components ,*; of  are defined by (B, s)* = B, "5s®.
The differential term, straightforwardly, is

v[uBVJAB = _%ecxﬁcﬂr[uvv]c“ﬁ FGTéé + V[HCV]Gr(yéé - %nc[uVV]FTABrGT - %V[HFVJAB' (49)

RZ M. =

For the commutator [, Bv] = 2(B(.B~)), we first compute
BB B
= HCPCY (€,0porl T+ 8Mualp ) (Evysal ™ + 81,y T5) 08
+ 167 P g (M — 2ua) (Np — 21vp)

+ 35 C P g [(Cuapor ™ + 8Muals ) (Nvy = 20vy) + (Ny = 20wy (Evapac™™ + 8“”"”?4”1'@

We will refer to the collections of terms in this expression proportional to CC, FF and CF as [CC], [FF] and
[CF] respectively. Expanding [CC] and for now omitting the 8%, after a long calculation we have

FCPCY e aporCvysal T T + 81 € aporl T Ts + 8N €vysalp T + 641, 1., T Ts ]
=51C"P O e aporryoaal ™™ + §C*F (Copevapor + Crpluapor)
+5C,.C.% — L CoPC, (4.11)
+ 1(3C,10 ConlT — (CpioCo®T,  — € CooT, ) — $CBC T, )
+3CP(C e —CY )T

v

reot

€

vapByT nxpyt

We have written the above expression so that terms symmetric in pv appear first, followed by the skew-
symmetric terms. We will do the same with [FF] and [CF]. For the former, after another calculation gives

LreA PP Mg — 2nveTua — 2Nualyp + Myuative]
_énuv [FOU FB]A F(XB %{Fua FV}AB - %ﬁnuv(F(Xch)AB

— 35 Fa, Fpl g Ty P — F5 (F¥Fa) 5Ty + 35 [Fu B

(4.12)

35 [(FVF™ = 2P F ) g M — RGP+ PR AT

where we have separated terms which are explicitly symmetric, skew-symmetric and of indeterminate
symmetry in pv. Turning finally to [CF], we have

31_2CMSFYAB [(euocﬁmrm +8nualp ) (rvv o 2”\/7) + (rw o 2T]w) (evocriﬂrﬂ + 8T]chrf5 )]
= 5 €upornC PP G, + 3F e Co 1) 7" — 2CPF ey japorl " + Co(uFy) 6T (4.13)
+3 C“ﬁ ( p.vcx[S(yFT B +T]0' [ vJoc(SyT AB)FGT (CP-V o +nG[HCVJ£XF‘XAB)rG'

We now have all of the terms of the commutator [, 3+]. This has two A-indices, and after lowering
both, it can be separated into symmetric and skew-symmetric parts with respect to these indices. The



FIVE-DIMENSIONAL KILLING SUPERALGEBRAS 15

symmetric partis proportional to e and the skew-symmetric part takes values in sp(1). We must therefore
determine the symmetry of the A indices in each term. The following lemma addresses this.

Lemma 12. [F,,F,], is symmetric in AB and {F,,, F\} ,  is skew-symmetric.

Proof. The result follows immediately from the fact that F takes values in sp(1). Alternatively, we can
show this purely by an exercise in indices: note that Fap is symmetric in AB and consider the product
F.F, with lowered indices:

(FuFv) A = Fp.ACFvCB = eDCFp.ACFvDB = _€CDFVBDF|,LCA = _FVBDFuDA =—(FVFulgas (4.14)
we thus have

(FuFv))as = (FvFydas = —(FuFv))BAs (FiuFv)as = —(FnFudas = (FiuFv)BA, (4.15)

hence the result. O

We now evaluate the commutator. Since [B ., B+v] = 2(B(.B+)), only the pv-skew-symmetric terms of [CC],
[CF] and [FF] contribute. Organising the terms of the commutator by their A-symmetry but suppressing
those indices for convenience, the commutator [, ] is

(6,0 Cre 441, CyaCe™ = C¥P Cptqniye )€ + & (Mg {Futs Fe} — (FFan oy ) |7
+ CapyonC P C el Mgy [Fur:Fe) = (€uvapoCPFe —NoueuiapyCEPF) T (416)

+ |:_1L6€|,Lvoc(56[F‘Xa FB} + CI,LVFO' + no[quJochx} I+ %[Fp.; Fv]

An explicit expression for the curvature of the superconnection in terms of C and F can now finally be
found by substituting equations (4.9) and (4.16) into equation (4.8). For the sake of readability, we will
first define some new notation. It will be useful to denote the components of R? as follows:

R@pVAB = %LLL‘VO'TABFUT + ]\/lp.vv:r/\BrU + Np.vABv (417)

where
L=1"eap + L33 N e Q2 (M;APTM) L9 € Q2(M; A2TM @ sp(1))
M=M"ers +MSy M" € Q2(M;AITM) M@ € Q2 (M;A'TM @ sp(1)) (4.18)
N=N"'eap +NJz N 'ecQ?(M) N® e O%(M;sp(1)).

Said another way, L, ;.aps M voap and N, op are skew-symmetric in pv, and L, ;.43 is also skew-
symmetric in ot; L and L® are respectively the skew-symmetric and symmetric parts of L (with respect
to A-indices).

Since it is skew-symmetric, the anticommutator {F, F,} can be written in terms of its trace: {F,,F,},5 =
Fu, Ty} ceas. Letus define Fy, - F, = FAPF o = —(F.F, ), and F? = F*-F,. Note that F,, -F, = F, - F,
SO

{Fu,Folapg = —(Fu - Fy)eas and (FaF¥)ap = —3Feas. (4.19)
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We thus have
L wvoe = 3 [Ruvor = (6C,10Cpuiet + 2,410 Cpua Cr ™ = 21y €l Co * = € Cog oMo ) (4.20)
€aporn VvIC™F + 7 (ﬂmc(ﬁv\ “F) =My o (Fluy - Fa) = FQWu[amvm)} '

M o = —€apyol  CPCY, +2V,Cp (4.21)
Ny =0 (4.22)

L wvoe = % (Mt [Fivis Fet] =yt [Fluts Fa] ) + $€vapioC*F Fog (4.23)
ooy CPF g CPF) (b -t ¥Fy)  (424)

Mo = € vapo [F FP] = CuvFo — Mg oo P (4.25)
N® ., =—ZFu, Fl = Vi Fy (4.26)

This explicitly gives the superconnection curvature R? in terms of the background fields. We now go
on to show how equations of motion and maximal supersymmetry conditions can be extracted from the
curvature.

4.3. Clifford trace of superconnection curvature. In this section we seek to compute necessary and
sufficient conditions for the Clifford trace of the curvature I'VR? ,, to vanish identically as a one-form
with values in End(S). To this end we will make use of some of the identities from Appendix A.

Theorem 13. Let (M, g, C, F) be a 5-dimensional background with superconnection & given by equation (4.3).
The Clifford trace of the curvature TYR? ., vanishes if and only if the following equations hold:

VCop = 5€uapysCHPCT? (4.27)

CWF“ =0 (4.28)

VisCpy =0 (4.29)

+ (6C,CL* —an“B C(Xﬁ) —3((Fu-Fy) —m,F?) =0 (4.30)
VuF, = —3€,,0p,C*PF (4.31)

[F;u Fvl=0. (4.32)

Equation (4.29) is simply dC = 0, or C is closed, consistent with C being the field strength tensor of
a one-form potential as in supergravity. Equation (4.28) is simply ¢, C = 0. Equation (4.27) is the
Maxwell-like supergravity bosonic equation of motion, while if we set F = 0, equation (4.30) becomes
the Einstein-like equation. Equation (4.31) provides a third equation of motion wherever F # 0. Writing
A-indices, we also learn that each F, is a Killing vector field and (from equation (4.32)) that the F,
commute everywhere under the sp(1) commutator.

Proof. Using L, M, N as defined above,

vpP 1 vOoT vioprT] vo vo v
™R uv (QLLLVO'T(F +2ﬂ r )+Mpvo(r +T] )+Np.vr ’ (433)

_ietxﬁya—rl—po‘ﬁy + MuUT)rUT + (Lp“occ p.o‘)rc + Mufx“
For the first term we have
A A KA
L stapy) = 3Cu1aChyl + 4 (napy VuC™ = €ariap VviC), (4.34)

A A
LQH[(XBYJ = inu[cx [FB7FY]} + %euKMchCK Fv] - %nu[oceﬁv]K?\pCK FP 4 %nu[cxvﬁFYJ’ (4.35)
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thus
LAH‘XBY = _%e CxCPY — lv uCor — %nu VYCh/l'f]7 (4.36)

apyorp
F(X’FB] ICO'TFP._'_ C ulo 'c] T]LL[GCT]YFY_ %euaBUTV“FB- (437)

1
~1€apyor
_1 © «By _ 1

1€apyorl u = 16€uoc(36'f[

The trace in the second term is

N, o = 3[Ry + (6C «Co™ —MueC*PCrp) — 2((Fu - Fo) =M uaF?) + 2€apy VECPY], (4.38)
L2, % e = SIFu, Fol = 2€,0apy CPFY + (o VaF* + 3V, Fo). (4.39)
We also need
M ot = — 3 €apyioCr CPY + $€0py0c C* W CPY + V, Cor + Vg Cap, (4.40)
MM = —Lenpy s CPCY +VC,,, (4.41)
M lor = T6€uorap [ FP] = ClioFay + 3110 Cata P (4.42)
M@ %, = C, o F™ (4.43)
It follows immediately from equation (4.33) that T'YR?,,, vanishes if and only if
_ieanGTL/\u“BY + MAMGTJ =0, _iecxﬁchL@u(XBy + MQu[GT] =0,
LN e =0, L9, % e + N o =0, (4.44)
M5, =0, M® %, =0.
Expanding each of these out, we obtain equations (4.27) and (4.28) as well as
—1€apyorCu CPY = €0y 10 Cr“CHY + 3V, Cory = 340V Cly =0, (4.45)
Ruo + (6CqCo® —Mu6CPChp) — 2((Fu - Fo) —MuoF?) + 3€10apy VICPY =0, (4.46)
—3ClocFu = 3MuieCay Y — §€papo VIFP =0, (4.47)
B[P Fol = 1V Fg) = 2epi0apy COPFY + 4 (1, VaF™ + 3V, o) ) =0. (4.48)

We'll tackle these equations by splitting each of them into irreducible so(V)-module components. Taking
equation (4.45) first, its full skew-symmetrisation is

T€apyiorC CPY + 3V, Cyry =0. (4.49)

ul [ Con)
The first term vanishes identically by (A.4) from Appendix A, so this is equivalent to equation (4.29).
The trace of (4.45) is
$€r0pys CPCY —VC,, =0, (4.50)

which gives us equation (4.27) again. What remains of (4.45) after subtracting off the skew and trace
partsis

- iecxﬁyo’rcu“CBY €lLapyl O‘CT C inu[oeﬂr]cxﬁyéchBCYB = 05 (451)
which using the tensor identities (A.4) and (A.5) from Appendix A is trivial. The skew-symmetric part
of equation (4.46) gives equation (4.29) again. The symmetric part is equation (4.30). The totally skew-
symmetric part of equation (4.47) is

-3¢, — te€orap VIFP =0. (4.52)

c’ru

The trace gives equation (4.28) again. The remaining part vanishes identically. The skew-symmetric
part of equation (4.48) is
B[Fy, Fol — 1V Foy —

n'o

C*PFY =0, (4.53)

le
8 TnoaPy
and the symmetric part is

3 (Mo VaF™ 37 Fy) ) = 0. (4.54)
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Tracing this equation gives V4F* = 0, which can be back-substituted to give V(,,F5) = 0. Thus contract-
ing equation (4.52) with e***°T yields equation (4.31). Substituting that equation into equation (4.53)
finally produces equation (4.32). O

4.4. Flatness of the superconnection and maximal supersymmetry. We now turn to finding conditions
on (M, g, C,F) equivalent to the vanishing of the curvature of the superconnection, which by Proposi-
tion 11 is necessary for the background to be maximally supersymmetric. We will prove the following
theorem.

Theorem 14. Let (M, g, C,F) be a 5-dimensional background with superconnection & given by Equation (4.3).
If it is maximally supersymmetric then C =0 or F =0, and

(1) If C =0and F = 0 then the Riemann curvature vanishes.
(2) IfC=0and F # 0 then F = ¢ ® r for some parallel one-form ¢ and some v € sp(1), and the Riemann
curvature is given by

Ruvor = @ 1oM)yjx) — (ﬂu[g@\w@r] _T]v[(y(plu\(p'c])- (4.55)
(3) IfF =0and C # 0 then C is a closed 2-form such that
VoCiuv = 510 V*Clapy] = 1Mofu€viapys CF T, (4.56)
and the Riemann curvature is given by
Ruvor = 2Cuy Cor +2C 16 Cly iy + 20416 Clvag Cu ™ = 20310 C o Cr™ = C*F Cop Moy - (4.57)

Proof. The curvature R? ,, vanishes if and only if each of the components, given by equations (4.20)-
(4.26), vanishes separately. We first simplify the problem by noting that if R? vanishes, in particular
its Clifford trace vanishes, so we may use the conditions derived at the end of the previous subsection.
We will also need some of the identities of Appendix A. Indeed, using [F,,,Fy] = 0 and C.«F* = 0, the
vanishing of M® and N© gives

ViuFyy =0 and CuvFs =0, (4.58)

n'v

so in particular, either F = 0 or C = 0 and since we already have V(,F,) = 0 from the zero Clifford trace
equations, F is parallel. Now L® = 0 exactly. Using dC = 0 and equation (A.4), the vanishing of M" is
equivalent to

VGCI»W = %eaﬁypvcaﬁcym (459)

and then using equations (A.5) and (4.27) (which is in fact the trace of equation (4.59)) yields equa-
tion (4.56). Now using equation (4.56), L = 0 if and only if

R},LVO'T = 2Cp.vCGT + 2C|,L[GC\V\TJ + 2nu[6C|voc| CT]‘X - QHV[GCWMCTJCX — CO‘B C“BHH[GH\V\TJ

(4.60)
_ i(np—[(y (F\v\ : FTJ) _nv[G(Flp—\ “Fay) = F2T]P'[GT]‘V‘TJ)7

which we note can be traced to give equation (4.30). For the F = 0 case, we get equation (4.57). Finally,
for the C = 0 case, since both VF = 0 and [F,,,Fy] =0, F = ¢ ® 1, for some one-form ¢ and some fixed
r € sp(1). In components, F}® = ¢, 148, so F, - F, = @@, 1*Prap. We have r*Prap = —tr(rr), where
this trace is taken in the vector representation of sp(1) = su(2) on C?, and is therefore negative-definite.
We can assume without loss of generality that r # 0 (by choosing ¢=0 if F = 0), and then by rescaling r
and ¢ we can also assume that r*Brapg = — tr(rr) = 4, yielding equation (4.55). O
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5. THE KILLING SUPERALGEBRA

In this section we define and prove the existence of the supersymmetry algebra of a supersymmetric
background. To do so, we will need the notion of the spinorial derivative, for which we will give a
definition and state some properties. We will also need to upgrade our definitions of spinor bilinears
from Section 2.1 to bilinears of spinor fields and derive some of their differential properties.

5.1. The spinorial Lie derivative. Throughout, let (M, g) be a spin manifold with an associated spinor
bundle S.

Recall that for any vector field X, VX defines an endomorphism on the C*(M)-module of vector fields
X(M) by Y = VyX; VX is a section of End(TM) with components (VX)", = V,X". Furthermore, VX
is actually a section of so(TM) if and only if X is a Killing vector field (this follows directly from the
definition), in which case VX has the action on spinors (VX)s = —1V,X,I'*Vs. This allows us to make
the following definition.

Definition 15 ( [17,18]). The spinorial Lie derivative of a spinor field s along the Killing vector field X is
given by
Zxs =Vxs—(VX)s. (5.1)

Locally, we have
Pxs =Vxs+ %VHXVFHVS. (5.2)
This obeys the Leibniz rule: for a smooth function f and a spinor field s,
Zx(fs) = Vx(fs) — (VX)(fs)
= X(f)s + fVxs — f((VX)s) (5.3)
= X(f)s + f %xs.
We will not prove the following lemma; we refer the reader to [17,18].

Lemma 16. The spinorial Lie derivative obeys the following properties:
(1) Representation of the Lie algebra of vector fields on spinor fields:

L Lys :ngys + A Lxs (54)

for all Killing vectors X,Y and all s € T(S),
(2) Leibniz rule with respect to the Clifford action:

LD 5) = (LKD) s+ D - (Lys) (5.5)

for all Killing vectors X and all ® € Q*(M), s € T(S),
(3) Compatibility with the Levi-Civita connection:

xVys =V vs + VyZLxs (5.6)
for all Killing vectors X and all Y € X(M), s € T(S).
We have an additional result for backgrounds.
Lemma 17. If (M, g, C, F) is a 5-dimensional background with superconnection 7,
LxDvs = Dgyvs + Dy Lxs — (LxB)vs (5.7)
for all Killing vectors X and all Y € X(M), s € T'(5).
Proof. Using Lemma 16 and the definition of Z,
LxDys = LxVys — Lx(Bys)
=Vaevs+ VvLxs — (LxB)vs — Peyvs — ByZLxs (5.8)
= Dpvs + Dy Lxs — (LxB)vs,

hence the result. O
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5.2. Spinor field bilinears. We now “geometrise” our definitions of the spinor bilinears equation (2.19).
For s € T(S), we define us € C*(M), ks € X(M) and w2? € Q2?(M;C) as follows:

s = (s,5), g(ks,X) = (s,X-s), WP (X, Y) = 357X, V] - (5.9)
forall X, Y € X(M). It is then useful to define the (linear) Dirac current map « : ©®*TI'(S) — X(M) by
g(k(s1,s2),X) = (51, X s2), (5.10)
and we note that clearly ks = (s, s).
Lemma 18. The Dirac current map is equivariant under the action of Killing vector fields via .Z;
ZxK(s,s) = 2k(ZLxs, s) (5.11)
for all spinor fields s € T'(S) and Killing vector fields X.

Proof. First, note that since k is symmetric in its arguments, it is sufficient to prove the result on the
diagonal since the full result then follows by a polarisation identity. Hence, X be a Killing vector field, Y
a vector field and s a spinor field. Then locally,
Y- ((VX)s) = =YV X, TATHs
= —1lV\V X, PWYs — LYRv X s (5.12)
= —%e)‘“"‘”Y)\VuXVFM -5 — %(VyX) .S
and so, since (s, 5.s) =0,
(s, Y- (VX)s) = =2 (s,(VyX) - s). (5.13)
Using this and the definition of the Dirac current, we have
9(Zxk(s,s),Y) = X(g(k(s,s), Y)) — g(k(s,s), ZxY)
g(VXK(S S) ) (K(Sa ) VXY)_Q(K(&SL[XaY})
= 29(k(s, Vxs), Y) +g(k(s, s), VyX)

=(s,2Y - (Vxs) + (VyX) - s) (5.14)
= (s,2Y- (Vxs — (VX)s))
=2<S,Yn§/ﬂxs>

= 2g(k(s,Zxs)),Y),

hence the result, since Y is arbitrary. a

We also “geometrise” the y component of a Spencer cocycle as follows. The map v : ®2S — so(TM) is
defined via the first cocycle condition (3.3):

v(s,s)X = —2k(s, Bxs) (5.15)
forall s € T'(S) and X € X(M). In components, this is given by (3.36).
5.3. Properties of Killing spinors. From now on, we work with a background (M, g, C, F). We are now
almost ready to define the Killing superalgebra of such a background. However, we will see that in order

for its bracket to close, the Dirac current of a Killing spinor must be a Killing vector which preserves the
background fields C and F. The following proposition will help to show this.
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Proposition 19. Let s € T'(S) be a Killing spinor field, and for notational convenience fix p, k, w to be the Dirac
bilinears of s. Then the following identities hold:

Vil =2Cuak™ + $F A pw P (5.16)
Viky =Yuv(s,8) = 2Cuvk + 2 €uvapy COPKY + Lepvapy FXapwPYAPE (5.17)
AB
Vuw,/,\f = eaﬁvu[vC“Bwa] + eocBYVPC(Xu"UBYAB - %euVPCXBFW\BKB + %nu[VFp]ABH 1
F (A B)C F (A B)C fo(A B)C (5' 8)
+ [v pr]p. My cWyp ~ Iulv pr]fx )
and in particular
A
vvwe‘? — %ep(xﬁyécaﬁwyéAB + FpABu_ %FV( prvB)C (519)
Vinwis = —teuvpapF kP, (5.20)

Proof. Each of these identities follow from the Killing spinor equation. We have
Vo (52s8) = Vs sB 4+ 52V,sB = 5BV, s* + 57V ,1sB = 254V sB) = 2517 (8,5)P, (5.21)

which is equivalent to

Vot =2eA525" (Bus)®, (5.22)
and substituting in equation (4.2) for p yields equation (5.16). Similarly, we have
Viuky = 2ea85" Ty (Bs)”, (5.23)
which, using cocycle condition (3.3) gives equation (5.17), and
Vawh? = 2577, (Bs)®, (5.24)

which after expanding and evaluating the resulting products of I'matrices yields equation (5.18). The
expression Vw”B has three components — the trace, skew-symmetrisation and the elbow — which we
will treat separately. The trace part gives the divergence of w*®, while the skew-symmetrisation gives
its exterior derivative

AB
Vin@ie = €apyiuv C P WY [P 4 eapyiun CX PV — Feyy pap FHAPKP, (5.25)

of which the first two terms cancel identically by equation (A.2), giving equation (5.20). O
We highlight one of these identities in particular.
Corollary 20. If s is a Killing spinor field, the gradient of its Dirac current is given by

Vk =—y(s,s). (5.26)
In particular, « is a Killing vector.
Note that this is a direct consequence of the cocycle condition equation (3.3).

5.4. Existence of Killing superalgebras. We can now construct the supersymmetry algebra of a super-
symmetric background (M, g, C, F). For such a background, we denote the space of (symplectic Major-
ana) Killing spinors by Ky; that is,
R ={s e I'(5)| Zs =0}, (5.27)
and we also define
ﬁ@ :{XGX(Mngg :fxczang:O}, (528)
the space of Killing vector fields which preserve C and F. We define the bracket [-,-] on & = R5 ® £1 by
extension of the following:
e the usual Lie bracket of vector fields on £5 ® &5, [X,Y] = %Y,
e the Dirac current on &1 ® 87, [s, s] = ks,
e the spinorial Lie derivative on 85 ® 1, [X, s] = Zxs.
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Theorem 21. If (M, g, C,F) is a background such that TYR? ,, = 0, then (8, [,-]) as described above is a Lie
superalgebra.

Proof. Throughout, let s be a Killing spinor field and let p, k and w”® be the bilinears associated to s.
First, note that the super skew-symmetry of the bracket follows directly from the definition. We will
next show that £ is closed under the bracket operation. First, we have .#g = 0 by Corollary 20. Using
the Cartan formula for the Lie derivative, we have

L.C = diC + 1,dC, (5.29)
but by equation (5.16), 1,C = —1dp — Lip, , wAB, s0
ZC=—1dip,, w™? +,.dC. (5.30)

In components, the first term is proportional to

AB AB AB
v[u(wﬂp FPAB) = (v[uw\/]p )FpAB +pr| (vu]FpAB)

3 AB 1 AB AB (5-31)
=2 (v[uvaJ )FPAB - §(pruv )FpAB T Wyl (vuJFpAB)-
Using equation (5.20), the first term in this expansion vanishes identically:
%(v[uva]AB)FpAB = —§euvpap(F? - F)P =0, (5.32)

because F? - F* is symmetric. Substituting equation (5.18) into the second term of equation (5.31), three
terms vanish by symmetry, leaving

B AB B BC
—3(Vowpiy )Fag = —3 [ecxﬁvp[uC“BFXBwv]p + epvapy CHFap P A% + [vaF[H}Bva]p}' (5.33)

Thus

ABTP - P 1 YO ) wAB
Vi (wv]p F AB) _(V[P—FAB - Eecxﬁvp[uc(XBFAB)wap

1 P AB 1 BC
- §€HV£XBYC“0FAB(’UBY —32 [FP’F[P—]BC('UVJP'

(5.34)

Thus %, C vanishes when I'"R?,,, = 0 by Theorem 13. Since each F , ; is a one-form, we can also use the
Cartan formula for its Lie derivative:

ZFap = dicFag + tdFas, (5.35)
which in components gives
(ZLeFaB)w = Vu(KFoap) + K'ViFiag — K VuF ap = (VukY)F ap + KV Fuap- (5.36)
Using equation (5.17), the first term on the right hand side is

YuvF ag = 2C W F agp + %euvanC“BFvAB KY + %euvprVFvABF(XCDwBYCD

5.37)
5 c (
= 2C,wF Ak + 3€uapys CPF AR K® + geuapor [FX FP] T a0 g,
where the second equality arises as follows: we have
(o B _ ple Bl _1 EFpla B _ 1 B
Pl o =F Al ool = 3€ape FrgpF o = —1ean [F%, FPl ., (5.38)
[ B 1 EFgl Bl 1
FoamF o = 3e8ce™ FO Py = —fesc [F,FP L0, (5.39)

and so
FoasFep = —1(ean [F*, PPl g +esc [F*FP] ), (5.40)
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Fb!

and finally symmetrising in AB gives F'*, ;F*' . = s€cia[FFPl 5, We thus have

C
(ZeFas)y = 2C F aph+ (VsFuap + 5€uapys CoPFY 45 ) K® + fepapor [F FP ] A0 5. (541)

By Theorem 13, this vanishes if I'YR? ,, = 0. We have thus shown that [f1, 8] C £5. One can easily
verify that [Rj, 85] C Rg. We must show that [R1, K] + [Ry, 1] C &1, thatis, Zxs € R for all K € K5 and
s € R1. By Lemma 17, for all X € X(M) we have

DxLxs = Dix 18 + LxDxs + (L B)xs = (ZxB)xs, (5.42)

where we have used Zs = 0, but using the expression (4.1) for f and the Leibniz rule for the Lie deriv-
ative with respect to Clifford multiplication, we see that Z«x 3 = 0 for all K € &;. Thus Zxs € R1.

It remains to be shown only that the Jacobi identity is satisfied. For three Killing vector fields this is clear
because the bracket is simply the commutator. For two Killing vector fields X,Y and a Killing spinor
field s,

[s, X, YII + DX, [Y, sl = [Y, [s, X]] = =L vs + LxLys — Ly Lxs, (543)

so the Jacobi identity follow from .# being a Lie algebra representation of vector fields on spinor fields,
which follows from Proposition 16. By symmetry, for the case of one Killing vector field and two Killing
spinor fields, we need only consider the identity where both spinor fields are the same:

(X, [s, s]] + s, [s, XI] — [s, [X, sl] = [X, k(s, s)] — (s, Zxs) — k(s, Zxs), (5.44)

which vanishes by Lemma 18. Finally, for three Killing spinor fields, again we need only consider the
case where they are all the same; using Corollary 20 this reduces to the vanishing of

[[s,s],s] = Ls=Vs—(Vk)s = Bs +7v(s,s)s, (5.45)

which is simply the cocycle condition (3.4). 4

We can now finally state the definition of the Killing superalgebra.

Definition 22. The Killing superalgebra of a background (M, g, C, F) with TYR? ., = 0 is the Lie superalgebra
R = Ry ® K1 where

R ={Xe X(M)| ZLxg=2xC=2F=0} (5.46)
is the space of Killing vector fields which preserve C and F,
R ={s eT'(5)|Zs =0} (5.47)
is the space of Killing spinor fields, and the bracket [-, ] is defined above.

In the proof of Theorem 21, the vanishing Clifford trace of the curvature is used to show that the algebra
closes. One might ask whether this is necessary; that is, do Killing superalgebras only exist for back-
grounds which satisfy the equations of motion? Recalling Theorem 13, note that equations (4.27) and
(4.30) were not necessary to close the algebra. Thus, if F = 0, dC = 0 is sufficient to close the algebra. This
is the case in 5-dimensional supergravity: C is (proportional to) the field strength of a Maxwell field and
hence closed, so there may exist ”off-shell” supersymmetric bosonic backgrounds. On the other hand,
if C =0, VF = [F, F] = 0 suffices.

5This reflects the Hodge isomorphism A2 ®2 A = ®2 A with respect to the inner product on ®2A induced by the symplectic
product on A.
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6. MAXIMALLY SUPERSYMMETRIC BACKGROUNDS

Throughout we work in a maximally supersymmetric background (M, g, C, F) which we assume to be
connected. We seek only to classify the geometries up to local isometry, so we also assume that M is
simply connected. Under this assumption, maximal supersymmetry is equivalent to the vanishing of
the curvature R? of the superconnection, so Theorem 14 gives necessary and sufficient conditions for
maximal supersymmetry. We now work with local coordinate frames rather than local orthonormal
frames, still using Greek indices.

6.1. Maximally supersymmetric supergravity backgrounds. Taking F = 0 reduces the problem to the
determination of maximally supersymmetric geometries in minimal 5-dimensional supergravity. These
are already known in the literature. They were constructed directly in [15] and via quotients from the
maximally supersymmetric backgrounds of (1,0) six-dimensional supergravity in [16]. They are given
by

the near-horizon geometry of the BMPV black hole [19],

AdSs3 x S% and AdS, x S3, which also arise as limits of the BMPV near-horizon solution,

a particular Cahen—Wallach pp-wave [20],

a 5-dimensional analogue of the Godel universe.

In addition, in [15] there are three further candidate geometries which, as the authors already speculate,
are in fact locally isometric to cases already listed above. This is easy to check by calculating their Killing
superalgebras and showing that they are isomorphic to the ones above and observing, as was shown
in [5] in the context of eleven-dimensional supergravity but holds more generally, that for a (> 3)-BPS
background, the Killing superalgebra, which is transitive, determines the geometry up to local isometry.

6.2. Maximally supersymmetric backgrounds with F # 0. By Theorem 14, the geometry is given by a
nonzero parallel one-form ¢ (which we now regard dually as a vector field) and the Riemann curvature
is constrained by equation (4.55), which in a coordinate frame reads

R},LVO'T - (P29p[09ﬂv —PuPleYr]v + POvPic9rtipu- (61)
The Ricci and scalar curvatures are then
va = %((ngpv - (pp.(pv) and R= 6(P2, (62)

and the Weyl tensor vanishes, so the metric is conformally flat. It is also locally symmetric (hence sym-
metric, since M is simply connected): VaR,vor = 0 since V¢ = 0. Another consequence of ¢ # 0 being
parallel is that it is nowhere vanishing and ¢? is constant — in particular, the scalar curvature is constant.
The geometry is thus determined by the causal type of ¢.

6.2.1. Spacelike . When @2 < 0, ¢ defines a distribution of rank 1 in TM which is preserved by the
holonomy of V since ¢ is parallel. The rank-4 perpendicular distribution is also preserved by holonomy,
and the metric is nondegenerate on either distribution. The de Rham-Wu decomposition theorem then
allows us to decompose (M, g) as a product (N, gn) x (R, —dx?), where (N, gn ) is a 4-dimensional lorent-
zian manifold and x is the standard coordinate on R. We then define the symmetric tensor

PuP
hp,v = gpv - :)2 ~ (63)

so we can write the curvature tensors as
Ruvor = @ My oMy
Ruv = 5@y (6.4)
R =602

The pullback of h to N coincides with gn. Since (N, gn) is a lorentzian symmetric space with constant
negative scalar curvature, it must be AdS, by a result of Cahen and Wallach [21,22].
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6.2.2. Timelike ¢. We can treat this similarly to the spacelike case. Here, we get a decomposition (R, dt?) x
(N, —gn) where t is the standard coordinate on R and (N, gy) is a riemannian manifold. Note that the
pullback of h coincides with —gn. The sectional curvature of (N, gn) is a constant, so it is S$%.

6.2.3. Null @. In this case, the de Rham-Wu theorem cannot be used since the distribution defined by ¢
is degenerate. The geometry here is a Brinkmann pp-wave space — a lorentzian manifold with a parallel
null vector field. The curvature tensors reduce to

Ruver = —(QH[G(PM(PT] - gv[g(Pm\(PT]) (6.5)

Ruv = _% PuPvy

and R = 0. Thus (M, g) is a scalar-flat lorentzian symmetric space; by the Cahen-Wallach theorem [21,22]
it is a Cahen-Wallach pp-wave CWj;(A). Such a space has a coordinate system (x™,x~, x!,x%,x3) in which
the metric is given by

ij=1 i=1

3 3
g=2dx"dx™ — (Z Aijxixj) (dx™)? — Z (dxi)Q, (6.6)

where A € ®?R3. We take ¢ = 9., to be the distinguished parallel null vector field. This metric is scalar-

flat for any A, and the non-vanishing components of the Riemann and Ricci tensors are R;_j— = A;; and
R__ = Zij:l nYA;;. The non-vanishing components of the Weyl tensor are given by the trace-free part

of A: namely,

3
Wi =Ay—3| D n"Au |y (6.7)
k,1=1
We already saw that the Weyl tensor for the maximally supersymmetric geometry vanishes, so we have
Ayj = any; where a = % Zil:l N*'Ax1. Now, comparing with equations (6.5), we find that a = —%. We

have thus shown the following.

Theorem 23. Let (M, g, C,F) be a maximally supersymmetric 5-dimensional background. If F = 0 then (M, g)
is a maximally supersymmetric background of minimal 5-dimensional supergravity. If F # 0 then C = 0 and
F = ¢ ® r for some one-form ¢ and some v € sp(1), and up to local isometry,

e If 2 >0, (M,g) =R x S*, where S* is the round sphere with scalar curvature 6¢? (radius ,/%),
o If 2 <0, (M,g) = AdSy x RO, where AdSy is the 4-dimensional anti-de Sitter spacetime with scalar
curvature 6 (cosmological constant A = 3 ¢?),

e If 9?2 =0, (M, g) is a Cahen—Wallach pp-wave with coordinates (x*,x~,x',x?,x3) in which ¢ = 9

and ; ;
g=2dxtdx™ —1 (Z(xiF) (dx)2=) (dxt)?. (6.8)
i=1 i=1
We note that this result here is (up to a rescaling of ¢ and r) precisely the 5-dimensional analogue of
Theorem 27 part (ii) in [14].

6.3. Killing superalgebras. In this section we will explicitly describe the Killing superalgebras of the
maximally supersymmetric backgrounds as filtered subdeformations of the five-dimensional minimal
Poincaré superalgebra. As explained in [5] in the context of eleven-dimensional supergravity, the Killing
superalgebra is generated by sections of a supervector bundle & = &; ® &7, where

&g =TM @ s50(TM) and &1 =S, (6.9)

which are parallel relative to a superconnection & which agrees on sections of &5 with the Killing trans-
port connection [23,24] and on sections of &7 with the connection given by equation (4.3). There might
be in addition additional (tensorial) constraints on the sections of &.



26 BECKETT AND FIGUEROA-O'FARRILL

For the case at hand, the Killing superalgebra is a filtered Lie superalgebra whose underlying vector
spaceis V@ S @ b, where h C so(V) is a subalgebra. The Lie brackets of the Killing superalgebra are
defined by

[57 S] = K(S) -H/@(S, S) - }\K(S,S]

[A,B] = AB — BA 7
h
A,s]=1wa s c
27A [\)75] — [33)5 + %w)\v .S (610)

[A,v] = Av+ [A, A ] — Aay
~—

[V7W] =AW —Av+ RV, W) + D\w Awl — }\?\\,w77\wva

ev €h

forallA,B € b, s € Sand v,w € V. Here B® +v? is the normalised cocycle (with « = 0) where @ stands
for the generic additional fields (here C and F) and h = so(V) Nstab(®) is the Lie algebra of the stabiliser
of ® in SO(V). In addition, R is the Riemann curvature tensor, induced from a map A?V — so(V). Finally,
A:V — s0(V) is defined only up to a linear map V — b, so it is to be thought of more precisely as a linear
map V — so(V)/h.

6.3.1. Killing superalgebras for maximally supersymmetric supergravity backgrounds. For these backgrounds,
the normalised cocycle is given by equation (3.36) with F = 0. In components, we have

By = £Co (Mulor — 3ToxTy)

yﬁjv =2uCyy + %ewpUTK"C‘”. (6.11)
Letting y(s,s) :=v®(s,s) — Ac(s.s), we find that
Vv = 20C 0y + 3€uvpork?CTT — KPAp Ly, (6.12)
where A,y = —Apvy. Demanding that y(s,s) € b is tantamount to demanding the vanishing of the
Clifford commutator
Y THY, Cor M7 = 0, (6.13)
since that is, up to inconsequential factors, the action of y(s, s) on C. It is clear that if we define A by
Mos = €pproeC™, (614)

then y(s, s) € h, where v, = 2uC,.. We remark that A is h-equivariant, so that the h component of the
[A,v] bracket in equation (6.10) is absent.
Defining B, = B + %w;\v, we see that in components

Pu= Bg) + %)‘ucrrm
= 3C*P (MTap — 3TapTu + €porapl”™) (6.15)
=1C* e apoM + Cun ™.
Now a(v,w) := A,w — A,V is given in components by
Apvp = —€pvporCoT. (6.16)

Defining p : A*V — s0(V) by p(v,w) := R(v,w) + Ay, A\w] — Ax(v,w), We can write the Lie brackets of the
Killing superalgebra as follows:

[A,B] = AB—BA [s,s] = k(s) +v(s,s)
[A,s] = %w,\ .S [v,s] = Bys (6.17)
[A,v] = Av v, wl = a(v,w) + p(v, W),

and determine p by the Jacobi identity and check that it maps to . Most of the components of the Jacobi
identity are already satisfied by construction:

e [h,h,—] because V@ S & | is an h-module,
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[h, S, S] because vy is h-equivariant,

[h, S, V] because f is h-equivariant,

S, S, S] because of the Spencer cocycle condition, and

the V-component of [S, S, V] because of the Spencer cocycle condition.

We will use the [S, V, V] Jacobi to define p and then check that p is h-equivariant and maps to § which
means that the [, V, V] Jacobi is satisfied. Finally, we have to check that the h-component of the [S, S, V]
Jacobi as well as [V, V, V] Jacobi are satisfied.

The [S, V, V] Jacobi says that for allv,w € Vand s € S,

v, w, sl] — [w, v, s]] = [[v,w], 5] (6.18)
which is equivalent to
%wp(v7w) ; [B\H Bw} - Boc(v,w] . (619)

This requires that the RHS should belong to A%V C C{(V), which can be checked to be the case. In
components, the above condition is

%pp.vocﬁ F‘XB ; [Bp.; Bv] - (vapf)p (620)
and after a short calculation (which we omit) results in
Puvap = 4Cuvcoc[3- (621)

It follows that p is h-equivariant and moreover that it lands in . Therefore the [f, V, V] Jacobi is satisfied.
It is straightforward, if somewhat tedious, to check that the rest of the Jacobi identity is satisfied.

In summary, the Killing superalgebra of a maximally supersymmetric background (M, g, C) of minimal
5-dimensional supergravity is the filtered Lie superalgebra with underlying vector spaceg =V &S @b,
where ) = so(V)Nstab(C), whose brackets are given forall A,B € h, s € Sand v,w € V by equation (6.17),
with

Kpvp = _euvchCGT
=1le CHPTOT 4 Cpn T
Bp. 1%uapot TRY (622)
Yuv = QHCuv

Puvap = 4C|,LV Coc(S .

6.3.2. Killing superalgebras for maximally supersymmetric backgrounds with F # 0. For these backgrounds,
C =0and F = ¢ ® r where ¢ is a parallel vector field (or one-form) and r € sp(1) is a fixed element of
the R-symmetry Lie algebra. The normalised cocycle B® +y® can be read off from equation (3.36):

BV, s)* =—g(v- @ +3¢-v) - 1hps®

[} 1 oT, . P AB (623)
Y (S,S)uv = Z€uvp @ TABW -

It follows that y(s,s) € h = so(V) N stab(e): indeed,

Vi@ = 1070 ey, Trapwie =0, (6.24)

by symmetry. This means that we can choose A = 0 and hence « = 0, 3 = B® and v = y? and the Lie
brackets of the Killing superalgebra are given by

[A,B] = AB—BA [s,s] = k(s) +y(s,s)
[A,s] = Fwa -s [v,s] = Bys (6.25)
[A,V] = Av [V7W] = p(V,W),

subject to the Jacobi identity, which will determine p.
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Asin the case of the supergravity backgrounds, most of the components of the Jacobi identity are already
satisfied. The [h, V, V] component will follow from the h-component of the [S, S, V] Jacobi. Indeed, this
component says that

p(v. K(s,s)) = 2 (B(v,5),5). (6:26)
If we can solve this equation for p, which basically means that the RHS only depends on «(s, s) and not

on either pnor w”B, then p is indeed h-equivariant, since so are p and v, and p maps to b, since so does
7v. The other two Jacobi components which need to be satisfied are the [S, V, V] component:

Bv, B(w,s)) = B(w,B(v,s)) = [p(v,w),s] (6.27)
and the [V, V, V] component:
o, v)w + p(v, wu + p(w, w)v = 0. (6.28)
We actually prefer to derive p from the [S,V, V] Jacobi and check the other two. A straightforward (if
tedious) calculation shows that
Puvor = @7 GuloGey — Pu@loGrly + PvPlo Gl (6.29)

agreeing, as expected, with the Riemann tensor (6.1). It follows that p is h-equivariant and we check that
it does map to h: indeed, a short calculation shows that p,vs-¢® = 0, with terms cancelling pairwise.
Similarly, one checks that p;,¢x = 0, which shows that the [V, V, V] Jacobi is satisfied and, finally, that
equation (6.26) is too.
In summary, the Killing superalgebra of the maximally supersymmetry backgrounds with C = 0 is given
by equation (6.25) with h = so(V) N stab(¢) and

BLLAB = _%(pv (rprv + 3rvrp) T'AB

(6.30)
Yuv = ieuvpcﬂr@pwc—t
where we have introduced the shorthand ws := rap w/E and where p is given by equation (6.29).
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AprPENDIX A. TENSORIAL IDENTITIES FOR 2-FORMS

We collect here some identities which are required for various calculations in the main body of this
paper. Let (M, g) be a 5-dimensional lorentzian manifold and let A,B € Q?(M). We work in a local
orthonormal frame, starting with the identity

CapyinvAy “BFY + ZeuvpapA*BP =0, (A1)
which can be verified by contracting the left hand side with e*¥?°7. It then follows that
€apyivAp “BPY + eapyuivA*PB )Y = 0. (A2)
We can then show that
Evpapy (Ap(XBBV + A“BBuy’) v Eplapys AP BT =0 (A3)
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by contracting the left hand side with €¥?™ and using equation (A.2). In particular, we have

eO(f)Y[p.VAp]O(ABY == 0, (A.4)
€apyvoAu APY + 3N, €o1apys AP AT = 0. (A5)
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