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Abstract

We construct a gauge theory based in the supergroup G = SU(2, 2|2) that generalizes

MacDowell-Mansouri supergravity. This is done introducing an extended notion of Hodge

operator in the form of an outer automorphism of su(2, 2|2)-valued 2-form tensors. The

model closely resembles a Yang-Mills theory—including the action principle, equations of

motion and gauge transformations—which avoids the use of the otherwise complicated com-

ponent formalism. The theory enjoys H = SO(3, 1)×R×U(1)×SU(2) off-shell symmetry

whilst the broken symmetries G/H , translation-type symmetries and supersymmetry, can

be recovered on surface of integrability conditions of the equations of motion, for which it

suffices the Rarita-Schwinger equation and torsion-like constraints to hold. Using the mat-

ter ansatz—projecting the 1 ⊗ 1/2 reducible representation into the spin-1/2 irreducible

sector—we obtain (chiral) fermion models with gauge and gravity interactions.

Keywords: Supergravity Models, Supersymmetry Breaking, Classical Theories of Gravity, Gauge Sym-

metry
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1 Introduction

Yang-Mills theories have an important rôle in physics. They are a paradigm of mathematically

interesting objects which play an essential rôle in the standard model, accurately describing

the electroweak and strong forces. The relevant force at large distance—gravity—is described

by the Einstein-Hilbert action which represents a different paradigm of predictive field theory.

Besides their apparent dissimilar structure, these field theories have another important dif-

ference. The fundamental fields of gravity—in the first order formulation—are the vielbein and

the spin connection, associated to local translations and Lorentz transformations, respectively.

However, only the Lorentz (structure) group is a gauge invariance of the Einstein-Hilbert ac-

tion, while local translation invariance is a broken symmetry [1]. Lorentz invariance does not

require additional conditions and is therefore called an off-shell symmetry. In order to enforce

local translation invariance of the action, it is necessary to appeal to the so-called torsion con-

straint, which is a consequence of the field equations and it is therefore referred to as an on-shell

symmetry. In contrast, Yang-Mills actions are invariant with respect to the entire symmetry

group, requiring no additional conditions on the dynamical fields.

In pure supergravity [2, 3]—composed by the Einstein-Hilbert and the Rarita-Schwinger

actions—supersymmetry remains on-shell [4] up to a torsion constraint, T a ∼= ψ̄γaψ, like in

first order gravity. The introduction of auxiliary fields [5, 6] makes it possible to realize the

off-shell fermionic symmetry (for further details see e.g. [7, 8, 9]).

Leaving aside the introduction of auxiliary fields, on-shell and off-shell symmetries play

different roles in (super)gravity. As is well known, off-shell symmetries can be represented by

a principal bundle. Broken off-shell symmetries on the other hand, which are preserved when

some constraints are imposed, could be understood as sections of an associated vector bundle.

Indeed, as both on- and off-shell symmetries form a group, there is a natural representation of

the structure group on the generators of infinitesimal on-shell symmetries.

Symmetries that are realized on the surface of the field equations and which belong to

certain Lie (super)group that also contains (unbroken) off-shell symmetries are often referred

to as “on-shell symmetries”.1 The equations of motion provide sufficient but not necessary

conditions for these symmetries to hold; the consistency conditions (cf. , Υ̃ = 0 in section

2), provide necessary conditions for the invariance of the action and they can be therefore

1The expression “on-shell symmetry” appears to us as vacuous, since any transformation of a field δA leaves

invariant the action on-shell. Instead of on- and off-shell symmetries, we prefer to refer to them as unconditional

or conditional symmetries, respectively.
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called symmetry constraints. The symmetry constraints are, in general, less restrictive than

the equations of motion and we shall refer to the symmetries that arise when these constraints

hold as conditional symmetries.

The MacDowell-Mansouri approach [10] of pure SUGRA shows clearly this pattern. Their

supergravity action principle is a quadratic form of the gauge curvature for a osp(4|1)-valued
connection, however, this bilinear explicitly breaks the OSp(4|1) symmetry leaving unbroken

only the Lorentz subgroup. The translation symmetry is broken and the corresponding “dual”

symmetry constraint holds on the surface of the torsion constraint. Supersymmetry is also

broken and the dual symmetry constraint appears as a product of the torsion and the fermion

curvature, which is therefore automatically satisfied also imposing the torsion constraint.

In this paper we examine a gauge theory that realizes once more these ideas, now for the

extended supersymmetry SU(2, 2|2). The bosonic subgroup is given by SO(4, 2)×U(1)×SU(2),

associated to the spin connection, two transvection (i.e. non-commutative translation) type

fields, dilation, the electroweak-like gauge fields and N = 2 supercharges, associated to two

spin-3/2 gravitino fields.

As we shall see, our model extends the MacDowell-Mansouri formulation of pure supergrav-

ity [10] and the Yang-Mills action for U(1) × SU(2) internal gauge fields. Thus both, gravity

and U(1)×SU(2) interactions, are unified in a single action principle. In contrast to the usual

N = 2 supergravities [11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17], where vector and matter multiplets are re-

quired, our model is built upon the gauge fields of the su(2, 2|2) connection only. In addition,

instead of Majorana supercharges we consider Dirac supercharges that make the R-symmetry

manifest.

An advantage of our approach is that we can make extensive use of differential geometry

techniques which allows a homogeneous treatment of pure supergravity and internal Yang-Mills

theories. Computations of gauge transformations of the action or the obtention of the equations

of motion are greatly simplified, resulting in compact expressions, closely resembling those in

standard Yang-Mills theories.

The paper is organized as follows: In section 2 we present the general framework in which

our work is situated and we summarize briefly the main result. In section 3 we introduce the

notation. In section 4 we present the Lagrangian of our theory, find the field equations and

symmetries. In section 5 we explore the supersymmetric ground states and the perturbation

theory around them. In 5.5 we construct models for spin-1/2 fermion matter fields using the

matter ansatz. Section 6 contains the conclusions.
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2 Conditional symmetries

In this section, we present the general scheme of our model without technical details. This

theory will be built from a Lie (super)algebra-valued connection one-form that contains all

the fields appearing in the action, as in a standard gauge theory. More precisely, let g be a

super algebra, A ∈ g the gauge potential, and Spt[A] the corresponding action principle. The

variation of the action with respect to the A reads,

δSpt =

∫

δAMΥM + b.t., (2.1)

where M labels the (super)algebra generators and the differential operator ΥM = ΥM[A] is

“dual” to δA. The action is invariant under the proposed variation if ΥM = 0, which defines the

field equations of the system. In what follows we shall often omit the ∧-product of differential
forms, and assume that the (anti)commutator [ , ] is graded with respect the form degree and

statistics of the fields, consistently with the Lie (super)algebra under consideration.

For gauge transformations the transformation parameter takes the particular form δAM =

(Dλ)M, where D is the covariant derivative. Clearly the action remains invariant for “Killing

vectors” parameters λ, Dλ = 0, or when λ is in the kernel of Υ̃. When this is not the case,

upon partial integration (2.1) yields,

δλSpt =

∫

λMΥ̃M + b.t., (2.2)

where the dual differential operator Υ̃M
∼= (DΥ[A])M is dual to the parameter λM. It turns

out that Υ̃ = 0 is an integrability condition for the equation of motion Υ = 0 and, at the same

time, an indicator of whether the parameter λM generates a symmetry or not.

Consistently with our previous definition, an off-shell symmetry is the one for which Υ̃M ≡ 0

is an identity. Reciprocally, a conditional gauge symmetry is one for which Υ̃M does not vanish

identically, but needs to be imposed as a constraint Υ̃M = 0. Thus, the index M in (2.2) can

be restricted to run over the off-shell broken symmetry generators only.

Geometrically, the distinction between off-shell and conditional symmetries can be under-

stood as follow. Let g ∋ A be the Lie (super)algebra generating the a Lie (super)group

G—which combines off-shell and conditional symmetries—and let h be the algebra of off-shell

symmetries generating the subgroup H ⊂ G. The broken gauge symmetries are those in the

coset G/H, spanned locally by the vector subspace f ⊂ g. Denoting by h the Lie subalgebra

corresponding to the subgroup H, we can decompose g = h⊕ f, where the direct sum is a vector

space direct sum. The differential operators Υ̃M dual to the generators of h vanish identically

whilst those dual to the generators of f do not.
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Since [h , f] is a subset of f the gauge fields valued in the algebra elements f transform as

vectors under the endomorphisms generated by the unbroken symmetry algebra h. Effectively,

the gauge fields components in f can be regarded as fiber bundle sections. The group H is the

real structure group of the fiber bundle. From this perspective, the group G puts together the

structure group H and fiber sections, unifying the H-principal bundle and the associated fiber

bundle with sections in f. For a more rigorous exposition of these subjects see e.g. [18, 19].

In order to illustrate these aspects we shall consider briefly Yang-Mills theories and the

MacDowell-Mansouri approach [10] for N = 1 (super)gravity. In the first case, the action

reads,

SYM =

∫

tr F ∗ F , (2.3)

where F = dA+A2 is the 2-form field strength of the gauge connection one form A ∈ g and ∗
is the Hodge dual operator. The variation of the gauge field δA and the gauge transformation

δA = Dλ yields respectively (2.1) and (2.2) with dual differential operators,

Υ = D ∗ F , Υ̃ = [F , ∗F ] . (2.4)

For general Yang-Mills theories [F , ∗F ] ≡ 0 and the whole symmetry group G is preserved

off-shell.

Next, the MacDowell-Mansouri action is given by

SMM =

∫

FMQMNFN , (2.5)

where now the field strength F is valued in the algebra g = so(3, 2) for first order gravity, or in

g = osp(4|1) for pure supergravity. Appealing to the standard nomenclature, in the first case,

G = SO(3, 2) and A = 1
2ω

abBab+ e
aBa; in the second case, G = OSp(4|1) and A = 1

2ω
ab Bab+

eaBa + Qα ψ
α. In both cases QMN is a Lorentz invariant tensor but it breaks explicitly the

transvection symmetry generated by Ba, and it also breaks the supersymmetry transformations

generated by Q. It can be shown that for the Lorentz transformation parameters the dual

constraint vanishes identically, whilst for supersymmetry the dual constraints (see e.g. [20]),

Υ̃ ∼= Fa γaDψ = 0 , (2.6)

where Fa is the transvection-valued component of the field strength, γ is a Dirac matrix and

Dψ is the covariant derivative for the so(3, 2) connection acting on the gravitino field in the

Majorana representation. Although (2.6) admits different solutions, it is often solved using the

more restrictive field equations. Indeed, the equation obtained by extremizing the action with

respect to the spin connection yields,

Υcd
∼= ǫabcd Fa eb = 0 , (2.7)
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implying, for invertible vierbeins (ebµ), the torsion constraint

Fa = 0 . (2.8)

Here Fa consists of the vierbein torsion in pure gravity, and in the case of supergravity it also

contains an additional 2-form fermion-current. Hence on the surface of the constraint (2.7)

the action is invariant under local supersymmetry transformations. Alternatively, when the

gravitino field strength Dψ vanishes, or when it is in the kernel of Fγ, supersymmetry also

holds.

The constraint dual to the transvection transformation parameters is

Υ̃ ∼= 1

2
ǫabcd Fbc Fd − Dψ γa iγ5Dψ = 0 , (2.9)

which, using the torsion constraint (2.8), reduces to

Dψ γa iγ5Dψ = 0 . (2.10)

This constraint can be satisfied for example if

iγ5Dψ = ϕDψ + ϕ′ ∗Dψ, (2.11)

where ϕ and ϕ′ are scalar fields. This is because (Cγa)αβ is symmetric in its spinor indices,

where C is the conjugation matrix, whilst the products (Dψ)α(Dψ)β and (Dψ)α ∗ (Dψ)β are

antisymmetric. Conditions (2.11) can be fulfilled by configurations that are not necessarily

solutions of the field equations, but it can be checked that on-shell configurations do satisfy

the constraint (2.10). Indeed, the Rarita-Schwinger equation obtained by varying with respect

to the gravitino,

/eDψ = 0 , where /e := γae
a, (2.12)

implies that (2.10) holds. In order to prove this, we can use the equivalent form of the Rarita-

Schwinger equation in four dimensions (see (C.7)),

(iγ5 − ∗)Dψ = 0 , (2.13)

which is in the class of (2.11) for ϕ = 0 and ϕ′ = 1. Hence, both local supersymmetry and

transvection invariance are conditional symmetries of N = 1 supergravity.

In this article we consider an N = 2 supergravity model following the same pattern, unifying

the MacDowell-Mansouri supergravity and the non-abelian U(1) × SU(2) Yang-Mills theory.

Our action principle can be expressed in the Yang-Mills fashion,

S := −
∫

str F ⊛ F , (2.14)
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(cf. [21] in the pure gravity case) where F = dA+A2 ∈ g = su(2, 2|2), str is the supertrace

and ⊛ combines the standard Hodge operator and an involution of the superalgebra su(2, 2|2).
The explicit form of ⊛ is given in Eq. (4.3).

The field equations and corresponding consistency conditions that follow from (2.14) can

be written as

Υ ∼= D ⊛ F+ = 0 , Υ̃ = D2
⊛ F+ = [F , ⊛F+] = 0 , (2.15)

where D is the su(2, 2|2) covariant derivative and F+ is the su(2, 2|2) curvature with the terms

along transvection generators removed. The removal of the transvection terms is prompted by

the ⊛ operator, which is necessary in order to recover the pure (super)gravity sector.

The gauge transformation of the action, (2.2), takes the form

δS := −
∫

str λ [F ,⊛F+] + b.t. , (2.16)

hence the su(2, 2|2) symmetry holds on the surface of the non-trivial components of the inte-

grability condition Υ̃ in (2.15). As we shall see [F ,⊛F+] vanishes trivially except for the terms

along transvection generators and supercharges, analogously to N = 1 supergravity. Thus, the

group G = SU(2, 2|2) breaks into H = SO(3, 1)×R×U(1)×SU(2) off-shell symmetries while

transvections and supersymmetry are conditional symmetries.

In what follows we present these results in detail.

3 Mathematical setup

Here we introduce the su(2, 2|2) superalgebra, the gauge connection and the field strength.

3.1 Superalgebra representation

In this section, we consider su(2, 2|2) as spanned by

{Bab ,Ba , B̃a ,B5
︸ ︷︷ ︸

so(4,2)

; B6 ,BI
︸ ︷︷ ︸

u(1)⊕su(2)

; Qα
i , Q

i

α
︸ ︷︷ ︸

supercharges

} . (3.1)

This representation will allow us to handle complex gravitino fields charged under U(1)×SU(2)

interactions (see the appendix A for more details).

Here the so(4, 2) generators are labeled by spacetime indices (a, b) in the range 0, 1, 2, 3,

su(2) indices (I) in the range 7, 8, 9, and spinorial labels (α) in the range 1, ..., 4, whilst there
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is single u(1) generator with the label 6. Hence the whole set of internal symmetry generators

are labeled by Latin letters, r, s, ..., in the range 6, 7, 8, 9, Br ∈ u(1)⊕su(2). The supercharges
isospin labels i = 1, 2, transform in the fundamental representation of su(2)⊕ u(1).

The adjoint action of the bosonic generators, denoted B, onto the fermionic generators

[Qα
i ,BM ] = (BM )α j

i β Q
β
j , [BM ,Q

i
α] = Q

j
β (BM )β i

j α , (3.2)

provides the fundamental representations of the spacetime symmetry algebra so(4, 2) and the

internal symmetry algebra u(1) ⊕ su(2), by means of the structure constants BM , where the

indices M ∈ {a, [ab], r} label Lorentz vectors/tensors and internal symmetry generators. Other

(anti-)commutation relations can be found in (A.11)-(A.15).

The constant of structures BM can be expressed in terms of tensor products involving 4×4

spinor representations for spacetime symmetry generators,

so(4, 2) : (BM )α j
i β = δi

j ×
{1

2
(γab)

α
β ,

1

2
(γa)

α
β ,

1

2
(γaγ5)

α
β ,

1

2
(γ5)

α
β

}

, (3.3)

or from 2× 2 matrices for internal symmetries

u(1) ⊕ su(2) : (BM )α j
i β = δαβ ×

{

− i(12×2)i
j , − i

2
(σI)i

j
}

, (3.4)

where γ’s are Dirac gamma matrices and σI are the Pauli matrices (A.8). We shall denote the

adjoint representation

ρ(BM ) = BM , (3.5)

simply by ρ-representation.

Introducing the Killing form KMN normalized by,

str (BMBN ) = KMN , (3.6)

the anti-commutator [Q,Q ]+ can be cast in a compact form using the representation ρ of the

bosonic subalgebra and the inverse Killing form KMN ,

[Q,Q ]+ = KMN BM BN , (3.7)

where the BM s are given in (3.3)-(3.4). Note that the su(2, 2|2) contains the subalgebras,

so(3, 2) = {Bab ,Ba} ∼= sp(4) , (3.8)

so(4, 1) = {Bab , B̃a} , (3.9)

iso(3, 1)± = {Bab ,B± a} , B± a :=
1

2
(Ba ± B̃a) , (3.10)

which are isometries correspondingly of anti-de Sitter, de Sitter and Minkowski spacetimes. In

the latter case we have two options, iso(3, 1)+ or iso(3, 1)−, for Poincaré subalgebras.
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3.2 The gauge potential

The gauge potential (connection) is of a one-form valued in the superalgebra (3.1),

A : = A+Ψ−Ψ ∈ su(2, 2|2) , (3.11)

A : = AMBM , (3.12)

which we have decomposed in its fermion sector containing the gravitino supercharge-valued

field, Ψ := ψα
i Q

i
α and its conjugate Ψ := ψ

i

α Q
α
i , and the bosonic sector containing spacetime

(W) and internal (U) symmetry components,

A = W +U , (3.13)

W = 1
2ω

abBab + paBa + p̃ a B̃a + hB5 ∈ so(4, 2) , (3.14)

U = U rBr ∈ u(1)⊕ su(2) . (3.15)

Here ωab is the Lorentz connection, pa and p̃ a are respectively AdS4− and dS4− type transvec-

tion gauge fields (cf. respectively (3.8) and (3.9)), h is the dilation gauge field, U6 is the u(1)

electromagnetic gauge field and U I are SU(2) gauge fields.

Using the adjoint representation ρ (3.5), which does not affect the field coefficients, we can

map the bosonic gauge connection A to its adjoint action A := ρ(A) upon the gravitino fields,

A =W + U , W = ρ(W) , U = ρ(U) ,

W = Ω+ P + P̃ +H , U = U rBr , (3.16)

where

Ω =
1

2
ωabBab , P = paBa , P̃ = p̃ aB̃a , H = hB5, U rBr = U6B6 + U IBI . (3.17)

3.3 The field strength

The covariant derivative associated to the gauge connection (3.11) acts on su(2, 2|2)-valued
differential forms as

DΦ := dΦ + [A , Φ] . (3.18)

We also introduce the covariant derivative, with respect to the bosonic gauge connection (3.13),

D := d + A . (3.19)
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The su(2, 2|2) field strength, F := dA+AA, has components

F =
1

2
FabBab + F aBa + F̃ aB̃a + F5B5 + FrBr +Q

i

α Xα
i − X i

α Q
α
i , (3.20)

where

Xα
i = (Dψ)αi , X i

α = (Dψ)iα , (3.21)

Dψ = dψ + (W + U)ψ , Dψ = dψ + ψ(W + U) (3.22)

The covariant derivative D = d+W+U is induced by the action of (3.19) on supercharge-valued

gauge fields X = DΨ−DΨ, where DΨ = QDψ and DΨ = (Dψ)Q.

We identify three main sectors of the gauge curvature:

F = F− I+X , (3.23)

F := D2 = FM BM , I := [Ψ ,Ψ] = IMBM , X := Q X − XQ , (3.24)

respectively the bosonic gauge field strength, the gravitino (bosonic) 2-form current, where

IM = KMNψBNψ, (3.25)

Iab = −1
2ψB

abψ , (3.26)

Ia = ψBaψ , Ĩa = −ψB̃aψ , (3.27)

I5 = ψB5ψ , (3.28)

I6 = 1
4ψB6ψ , II = 2ψBIψ . (3.29)

Thus, the boson and fermion components of the curvature are respectively,

F|BOS = FMBM = F− I , F|FER = X . (3.30)

For future reference, we shall use the “evaluate” symbol to project the superalgebra-valued

differential forms on particular elements of the algebra, namely, |BOS and |FER to be the projec-

tions onto the bosonic and the fermionic sectors, |ST and |INT the projections onto the spacetime

and internal generators, |L, |T and |D the projections onto Lorentz, transvection and dilation

generators.

Thus the boson components of F|BOS can be subdivided in their spacetime and internal type

of components, F|ST and F|INT, respectively given by,

F := F|ST + F|INT , F|ST = dW +WW , F|INT = dU+UU . (3.31)
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The 2-form current I = I|ST + I|INT is decomposed similarly.

In more detail we have,

F|L =
1

2
F abBab , F|T = F aBa + F̃ aB̃a , F|D = F 5 B5 , F|INT = G6B6 +GIBI , (3.32)

where

F ab = Rab(w) + papb − p̃ap̃b , Rab(w) := dwab + wacwc
b , (3.33)

F a = DΩp
a − hp̃a , F̃ a = DΩp̃

a − hpa , (3.34)

F 5 = dh+ pap̃a , (3.35)

G6 = dU6 , GI = dU I + UJUKǫJK
I , (3.36)

and for the gravitino currents,

I|L = 1
2 I

ab Bab , I|T = Ia Ba + Ĩa B̃a , I|D = I5 B5 , I|INT = I6 B6 + II BI . (3.37)

In the adjoint representation (3.5) we write, from (3.32)

F := ρ(F) = FMBM , I := ρ(I) = IMBM (3.38)

In what follows we shall also use gauge-field symbols as labels in the covariant derivative in

order to specify the gauge connection being used,

DW = d+W , DU = d+ U , DΩ = d+Ω , DΩ+H = d+Ω+H .

3.4 Γ–gradding

The matrix

Γ =




γ5 04×2

02×4 02×2



 . (3.39)

induces a natural graded structure on the bosonic generators of su(2, 2|2),

[B−
M ,Γ]+ = 0 , [B+

M ,Γ] = 0 , (3.40)

where B− = Ba , B̃a, and B+ = Bab , B̃5 ,Br .

The grading (3.40) of the bosonic component of any differential form Θ ∈ g is preserved

in the representation ρ. Since ρ(Γ) = γ5, we have [ ρ(Θ|−
BOS

) , γ5]+ = 0, [ ρ(Θ|+
BOS

) , γ5] = 0.

Thus we can also decompose the differential forms valued in fundamental representations of
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the bosonic gauge algebra accordingly. In particular, for future reference, the gauge connection

decomposition reads,

A− =W− = P + P̃ , A+ =W+ + U = Ω+H + U . (3.41)

Henceforth all differential form Θ ∈ g can be decomposed as follows,

Θ = Θ+ +Θ− , (3.42)

Θ− = Θ|T = ΘaBa + Θ̃aB̃a , Θ+ = Θ|+
BOS

+Θ|FER , Θ|+
BOS

= Θ|L +Θ|D +Θ|INT .

Hence the denoted +–component contains all the generators of the corresponding gauge algebra

excluding transvection generators. The −–components refer therefore only to the transvection

components. In particular, the transvection term of the field strength is given by,

F− = (F a − Ia)Ba + (F̃ a − Ĩa) B̃a , F− = (F a − Ia)Ba + (F̃ a − Ĩa) B̃a . (3.43)

4 Lagrangian, dynamics and symmetries

With the necessary ingredients at hand, we can proceed with the generalized Yang-Mills action

(2.14). The corresponding Lagrangian density, built from the field strength F (3.23), is given

by,

L := − str

(

F ⊛F
)

. (4.1)

In order to use standard deferential geometry techniques, as in Yang-Mills gauge theories, ⊛

must produce an authomorphism of the complexified su(2, 2|2) two-form curvature: ⊛F ∈
sl(4|2,C). In order to operate similarly to the regular Hodge dual in Lorentzian signature, we

shall also require ⊛2 = −1 on the 2-forms. Although there are several options, we shall choose

here the following action of ⊛:

⊛F =
1

2
(⊛Fab)Bab + (⊛Fa)Ba +⊛(F̃a)B̃a + (∗F5)B5

+ (∗Fr)Br +Q ⊛ X − (⊛X )Q ,

(4.2)

where

⊛Fab =
1

2
ǫabcdFcd , ⊛Fa = −iF̃a , ⊛F̃a = −iFa , ⊛F5 = ∗F5 ,

⊛Fr = ∗Fr , ⊛X = iγ5X , ⊛X = X iγ5 .
(4.3)

Variations of the signs of the ⊛ operator on particular sectors of the curvature that may lead

to different models. We shall discuss briefly two additional cases in sections 5.4 and 5.5. For

more details see Appendix B.
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Collecting only bosonic terms in Lbos and fermion terms in Lfer, is composed as,

L = Lbos + Lfer (4.4)

Lfer = 4ψ

(

iγ5W
−D +

1

2
(∗ − iγ5)(F |D + F |INT)− iγ5

1

2
F− − 1

4
⊛ I+

)

ψ . (4.5)

In components the bosonic component of the Lagrangian reads,

Lbos :=
1

2
Rab(w)pcdǫabcd +

1

4
pabpcdǫabcd +

1

4
Rab(w)Rcd(w)ǫabcd

− dh ∗ dh− 2dh ∗ pap̃a − pap̃a ∗ pbp̃b −
1

2
F I ∗ F I − 4dU0 ∗ dU0 ,

(4.6)

where

pab := papb − p̃ ap̃ b . (4.7)

The Lagrangian contains boson and fermion kinetic terms at exception of the transvection

gauge fields, couplings of fermion-currents and field strengths (Pauli couplings) and four-fermion

self-interactions. It can be shown that the terms containing the transvection-like component

of the curvature (3.43) cancel out from the Lagrangian (4.1) as a consequence of the ⊛ action

(4.3) along these terms. Hence the absence of F |T Pauli couplings and Kinetic terms is natural.

The absence of F |L Pauli couplings in (4.5) is consequence of a cancelation of the identical

terms provided by the boson gauge curvatures and the fermion gauge curvatures.

4.1 Field equations

The equations of motion are given by the vanishing condition of the variation of the action

with respect to the gauge connection A,

δL = −2 str

(
δA D ⊛ F+

)
− str d(δA ⊛ F+) , (4.8)

where F+ = F+ − I+ +X from definition (3.42).

From (4.8) the equations of motion reads

D ⊛ F+ = 0 . (4.9)

In an extended form the equations of motion (4.9) are given by:

δw :

ǫcdab

[

(DΩp
a − Ia )pb − (DΩp̃

a − Ĩa )p̃b
]

= 0 . (4.10)
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This equation is equivalent to

ǫcdab

[

(F a − Ia )pb − (F̃ a − Ĩa )p̃b
]

= 0 , (4.11)

since the components hp and hp̃ in the definitions (3.34) cancel.

δh :

d

(

∗F 5 − i

2
ψψ

)

= 0 . (4.12)

δp :
1

2
ǫabcdp

b(F cd − Icd)− p̃a ∗ (F 5 − I5)−Dψiγ5Baψ + ψBaiγ5Dψ = 0 . (4.13)

δp̃ :
1

2
ǫabcdp̃

b(F cd − Icd)− pa ∗ (F 5 − I5) +Dψiγ5B̃aψ − ψB̃aiγ5Dψ = 0 . (4.14)

δU r :

DU

(
∗F|INT + I′|INT − ∗I|INT

)
= 0 , (4.15)

where I′|INT := ψiγ5B
rψBr =

1
4ψiγ5B6ψB6 + 2ψiγ5BIψBI .

δψ : (

iγ5W
−D +

1

2
(⊛ − iγ5)(F

+ − I+)− 1

2
iγ5(F

− − I−)− 1

2
iγ5I

)

ψ = 0 , (4.16)

or alternatively,

(

iγ5W
−DΩ+U + iγ5(W

−)2 +
1

2
(∗ − iγ5)((F − I)|D + (F − I)|INT)

−1

2
iγ5(DΩW

− − I−)− 1

2
iγ5I

)

ψ = 0 ,
(4.17)

where I is given in (3.38).

δψ : Similarly,

DψW− iγ5 +
1

2
ψ(⊛− iγ5)(F

+ − I+)− 1

2
ψ(F− − I−) iγ5 −

1

2
ψIiγ5 = 0 , (4.18)

or alternatively,

(DΩ+Uψ)W
−iγ5 + ψP 2iγ5 +

1

2
ψ(∗ − iγ5)

(

(F − I)|D + (F − I)|INT
)

− 1

2
ψ(DΩW

− − I−)iγ5 −
1

2
ψIiγ5 = 0 .

(4.19)

In (4.17) and (4.19) we observe that the terms including the gauge field H in the covariant

derivative DΨ and in F− = dW− + [Ω +H,W−] cancel each other.
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4.2 Integrability conditions and conditional symmetries

Acting once again with the operator D on (4.9) we obtain theintegrability condition

[F , ⊛F+] = 0 . (4.20)

Note that more generally, the system of equations

DB = 0 , [F ,B] = 0 , (4.21)

where B is a generic differential form and F is the curvature for the connection in D, is self-

consistent by virtue of the Bianchi identity, DF ≡ 0. In fact, acting once more with the

covariant derivative produces no new constraints on B. In the same sense, the equations of

motion (4.9) and their integrability conditions (4.20) are also self-consistent.

It can be verified that all the components of the commutator (4.20) along the subalgebra

h = so(3, 1)⊕ R ⊕ u(1)⊕ su(2) , (4.22)

vanish identically,

[F , ⊛F+]|L ≡ 0 , [F , ⊛F+]|D ≡ 0 , [F , ⊛F+]|INT ≡ 0 . (4.23)

Hence, the non-trivial components of (4.20) are along transvections and supercharge generators;

[F , ⊛F+] ≡ [F , ⊛F+]|T + [F , ⊛F+]|FER , (4.24)

where

[F , ⊛F+]|T = [F− , ⊛F+ ] + [X , ⊛X] , (4.25)

[F , ⊛F+]|FER = Q ρ(F|BOS iΓ−⊛F+ )Dψ +Dψ ρ( iΓF|BOS −⊛F+ )Q . (4.26)

Therefore, (4.20) is equivalent to the system
(

Fb (⊛F)b
a + F̃a ∗ F5 + 2Dψ iγ5B

aDψ
)

Ba

+
(

F̃b (⊛F)b
a + Fa ∗ F5 − 2Dψ iγ5B̃

aDψ
)

B̃a = 0 ,
(4.27)

Q ρ
(

{F|D + F|INT } (iΓ − ∗) − iΓF−
)

Dψ

+Dψ ρ
(

(iΓ− ∗) {F|D + F|INT } + iΓF−
)

Q = 0 .
(4.28)

Alternatively, the supercharge-valued constraint can be expressed as

Q
(

{ (F − I)|D + (F − I)|INT } (iγ5 − ∗)Dψ + (F− − I−) iγ5Dψ
)

+
(

Dψ (iγ5 − ∗) { (F − I)|D + (F − I)|INT } +Dψ iγ5 (F − I)|INT
)

Q = 0 .
(4.29)
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An su(2, 2|2) transformation of the connection gauge field (δA = Dλ) and its curvature

(δF = [F , λ]), implies that the Lagrangian changes as

δλL = 2 str

(
λ [F ,⊛F+]

)
+ b.t. (4.30)

From (4.23) we know that (4.30) vanishes identically for λ ∈ h, hence (4.22) is a genuine

gauge (off-shell) symmetry of the system. As for transvections and supersymmetry, they are

conditional symmetries, i.e. subjected to their dual symmetry constraints (4.27) and (4.28)

respectively.

5 Ground states and effective theories

We have not yet established the relation between the symmetric tensor gµν , used to build

the Hodge dual necessary for the Yang-Mills action, and the transvection gauge fields in the

W− = P + P̃ component of the gauge connection.

So far, we have assumed, as in Yang-Mills theories, that the symmetric tensor gµν is a

prescribed function, like a fixed parameter of the action, not dynamical field. It is therefore

not varied in the computation of field equations and the symmetry transformations of the

Lagrangian. In this picture, the expected correspondence of the type eaµ ∼ paµ, e
a
µ ∼ p̃ a

µ, so that

gµν = eaµe
b
ν ηab, should be established a posteriori, as part of the solutions around a ground

state.

In order to avoid the emergence of new fields related to the basis-change matrices,

δpa

δeb
,

δp̃a

δeb
, (5.1)

that could spoil Lorentz invariance, they must be proportional to the only available invariant

tensor of rank 2, the Kronecker delta. Hence, following [22, 23], we consider a ground state

sector in which the transvection fields are chosen as,

pa = α+e
a , p̃ a = α−e

a , (5.2)

with constants α±.

The field equation for the spin connection,

ǫcdab

(

Fapb − F̃ ap̃ b
)

= 0 , (5.3)

is an algebraic equation. When the system of equations (5.3) is non-degenerate, the Lorentz

connection can be solved in terms of the transvection gauge fields pa, p̃a, and the gravitino

currents Ia and Ĩa.
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In the ground state (5.2), for non degenerate (4.7)

pab = (α2
+ − α2

−) e
aeb , (5.4)

the equation (5.3) can be reduced to the torsion constraint

T a =
α+I

a − α−Ĩ
a

α2
+ − α2

−

, T a := DΩe
a . (5.5)

Hence decomposing the spin connection in a torsionless component (such that DΩ(e)e
a = 0)

and the contorsion, Ω = Ω(e) +K, we obtain the solution

Ωab
ν (e) = 2e[a|ρ∂[νe

|b]
ρ − ecνe

[a|µe|b]ρ∂µe
c
ρ , Kab

µ = −1

2
eaνebρ(Tµνρ − Tνρµ + Tρµν) , (5.6)

where Tµνρ = T a
µν eaρ.

5.1 N = 2 supergravity ground state

Imposing Majorana reality conditions on the gravitino fields, and setting α− = 0, the solution

(5.6) produces

Fa = F a − Ia = 0 , F̃ a = F̃ a − Ĩ a = 0 . (5.7)

Using this back in the transvection symmetry constraint (4.27), we are left with

Dψ iγ5B
aDψ = 0 , Dψ iγ5B̃

aDψ = 0 , (5.8)

which can be alternatively written as

DψB(iγ5 − ∗)Dψ − (Dψiγ5 − ∗Dψ)BDψ = 0 , with B = Ba, B̃ a . (5.9)

Now using (5.7) in the supersymmetry constraint (4.28), we get

{ (F − I)|D + (F − I)|INT } (iγ5 − ∗)Dψ = 0 ,

(Dψiγ5 − ∗Dψ) { (F − I)|D + (F − I)|INT } = 0 .
(5.10)

Since (5.9) and (5.10) can be factorized by the Rarita-Schwinger equations (C.7),

(iγ5 − ∗)Dψ = 0 , Dψiγ5 − ∗Dψ = 0 , (5.11)

the torsion constraints (5.7) and the Rarita-Schwinger equation (5.11) provide enough condi-

tions for transvection symmetry and supersymmetry.

We stress that (4.27) and (4.28) could be solved by more general methods, which can allow

complex gravitino configurations and non-trivial field strengths.
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5.2 Gravitino ground state

The supersymmetry constraint (4.29) can be fulfilled also in the gravitino vacuum configuration

Dψ = 0 , Dψ = 0 . (5.12)

Since D2ψ = Fψ we also need

Fψ = 0 . (5.13)

In particular, the case F = 0 implies that all the bosonic curvatures (3.33-3.36) must vanish:

0 = Rab(w) + papb − p̃ ap̃ b , (5.14)

0 = DΩp
a − hp̃ a = DΩp̃

a − hpa , (5.15)

0 = dh+ pap̃a , (5.16)

0 = Gr . (5.17)

From (5.14) solutions interpolating Anti de Sitter and the de Sitter spaces can be achieved

with a suitable choice of the parameters α+ and α− in (5.2). The flat case, Rab(w) = 0, occurs

for α2
+ = α2

−. This case, however, is degenerate since (5.4) vanishes, which is reflected also by

the fact that the Einstein Hilbert term drops out from the Lagrangian (4.6). Replacing (5.2)

in the torsion-like conditions (5.15) this yields,

α±DΩe
a − α∓he

a = 0 , (5.18)

which, in the non-degenerate case α2
+ 6= α2

−, requires h = 0, DΩe
a = 0, and spacetime to be of

constant curvature,

Rab(w) + (α2
+ − α2

−)e
aeb = 0 . (5.19)

5.3 Effective Lagrangian

With the transvection fields at their ground states (5.2), the theory (4.1) yields the effective

Lagrangian2 take the form

Leff = − str F◦ ⊛ F◦ , (5.20)

with F◦ = dA◦ +A2
◦ built from the 1-form

A◦ =
1
2ω

abBab + α+e
aBa + α−e

a B̃a + hB5 + U rBr + ψα
i Q

i

α − ψ
i

α Q
α
i . (5.21)

2By effective we simply mean that the theory can be expanded around the ground state (5.2).
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The field equations for (5.20) are obtained from (4.10)-(4.19) taking into account the de-

pendence on the vierbein, implicit in (5.2),

δeLeff = α+ δe
a ∂L
∂pa

+ α− δe
a ∂L
∂p̃ a

+ δea
∂L
∂ea

. (5.22)

Here the partial derivatives indicate functional derivative w.r.t. the explicit dependency on the

variables p and p̃. The first two terms on the right hand side of (5.22) are obtained from the

sum of the field equations (4.13) and (4.14) multiplied by α+ and α−, respectively. The third

term is obtained from the Yang-Mills terms,

LG = − str (G ∗G) , G = F|D + F|INT . (5.23)

Hence

δeLG = −
∫

d4x e δeaµ V
µ
a , (5.24)

where

V µ
a := str

(

GλρG
λρeµa − 1

4
GλρG

λµeρa

)

. (5.25)

Here eµa is the inverse of the vielbein and we have also introduced the inverse metric tensor

gµν = eµaeνb η
ab to raise the 2-form indices of G.

With a slightly different parametrization of the linear correspondence (5.2),

pa = α(1 − τ)ea , p̃ a = ατea , (5.26)

so that W− = 1
2α((1− τ)− τγ5) /e, the Lorentz curvature reads

F ab = Rab(w) + α2(1− 2τ)eaeb . (5.27)

Thus, τ interpolates between anti de Sitter for τ ∈ (−∞, 1/2) and de Sitter for τ ∈ (1/2,∞),

and gives the degenerate case for τ = 1/2. The effective Lagrangian (5.20) reads

Leff

bos
=α2

(1

2
− τ
)

Rab(w)ecedǫabcd + α4

(
1

2
− τ

)2

eaebecedǫabcd

+
1

4
Rab(w)Rcd(w)ǫabcd − dh ∗ dh− 1

2
F I ∗ F I − 4dU6 ∗ dU6 ,

(5.28)

Leff

fer
= 4ψ

[

i/eα

(
π+
2

−
(1

2
− τ
)

π−

)

DΩ+U +
α2

4

(1

2
− τ
)

iγ5/e
2

+iD/e α

(
π+
2

−
(1

2
− τ
)

π−

)

+
1

2
(∗ − iγ5)(F |D + FU )−

1

4
⊛ I+

]

ψ .

(5.29)

In the fermionic sector, π± = (1 ± γ5)/2 are the chiral projectors. We observe that the

Lagrangian (5.29) breaks partity (asymmetric chiral terms) and it has a bi-parametric Newton

constant.
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Note that the fact that for τ = 1/2 the gravity sector in (5.28) decouples is consistent

with the fact that pure Yang-Mills theories provide a good approximate description of internal

interactions at short scales, with no need of gravity.

For positive cosmological constant (τ > 1/2) the Lagrangian (5.28) produces ghosts modes

for gravitons, since the Einstein-Hilbert term has the opposite sign. In section 5.4 an alternative

Lagrangian is proposed where this is fixed.

5.3.1 Standard normalization of the Lagrangian

The standard Einstein-Hilbert and Yang-Mills Lagrangians,

SEH =
1

2κ2

∫
1

2

(

Rab(w)− λ

3!
eaeb

)

ecedǫabcd =
1

2κ2

∫

d4x e (R − 2λ) , (5.30)

SYM = − 1

2g2
SU(2)

∫

GI ∗GI − 1

2g2
U(1)

∫

G6 ∗G6 , (5.31)

are contained in the effective Lagrangians (5.28)-(5.29) for τ ∈ (−∞, 1/2),

1

κ2
= 2α2(1− 2τ) , gSU(2) = 1 , gU(1) =

1

2
√
2
≈ 0.35 . (5.32)

The Gravity coupling κ is bi-parametric and from the first relation in (5.32) α has the units of

the inverse of the Newton constant GN since κ2 = 8πGN .

In addition, there is a new abelian term in (5.28) corresponding to the (non-compact sym-

metry) dilation gauge field h,

Sdil = − 1

2g2
D

∫

dh ∗ dh , (5.33)

therefore gD = 1/
√
2. Hence we have the hierarchy gU(1) < gD < gSU(2). Note that the dilation

gauge field h is not minimally coupled, but it has a Pauli coupling to the gravitino.

For τ = 0 and with a rescaled gravitino field, the standard Rarita-Schwinger action is

contained in (5.29) in the form,

SRS = − 1

κ2

∫

ζiγ5/eDζ =
1

κ2

∫

d4x e ζµγ
µνλDµζν , ζ =

ψ√
α
. (5.34)

For more general values of τ , from the presence of the chiral projectors, the gravitino field

should be decomposed in its chiral sectors, which will therefore appear with different weights.
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5.3.2 Limiting chiral model

We can obtain fixed chirality gravitino models from the model (5.20) in the limit, α → 0,

τ → −∞ while

α2
(1

2
− τ
)

=
1

4κ2
(5.35)

is kept fixed. Hence we obtain in the bosonic sector (5.28),

Leff

bos
=

1

4κ2
Rab(w)ecedǫabcd +

1

16κ4
eaebecedǫabcd (5.36)

−dh ∗ dh− 1

2
F I ∗ F I − 4dU6 ∗ dU6 +

1

4
Rab(w)Rcd(w)ǫabcd , (5.37)

whilst for the fermion term (5.29), redefining ζ = π−ψ/
√
α, we get the Rarita-Schwinger action

for a chiral field with a torsion-coupling,

Leff

fer
= +

i

κ2
ζ

[

/eDΩ+U − 1

2
D/e

]

ζ . (5.38)

5.4 Alternative ⊛s operator and the de Sitter sign fix

The wrong sign in the Einstein-Hilbert term in (5.28) for τ ∈ (1/2,∞) can be fixed by redefin-

ing the action of the generalized Hodge dual operator on the Lorentz component of the field

strength: ⊛F|L → − ⊛ F|L. This leads to the wrong sign of the Einstein-Hilbert term in the

anti de Sitter sector. The Pauli-like term ψF |Lψ produced by the terms str (F|L ⊛ I|L) will

not cancel the identical term produced by the fermion sector strX ⊛X. Hence, in order to

prevent the new Lorentz-Pauli coupling we need to flip also the sign of the ⊛ operator on the

fermionic curvatures: ⊛X → −⊛X.

Different choices for the operator ⊛ can be selected by introducing the ad hoc sign function,

sτ =

{

1 , τ ∈ (−∞, 1/2]

−1 , τ ∈ (1/2,∞)
, (5.39)

such that,

⊛sF|L = sτ (⊛F|L) , ⊛sX = sτ (⊛X) , ⊛s(F|T + F|D + F|U ) = ∗(F|T + F|D + F|U ) , (5.40)

which produces the alternative Lagrangian,

Lalt := − str F+
⊛s F+ , (5.41)

suitable for both, negative and positive curvature backgrounds. Since (τ − 1/2) sτ = |τ − 1/2|,
the new bosonic and fermionic components of the Lagrangian Lalt = Lalt

bos
+ Lalt

fer
are given
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respectively by,

Lalt

bos
=α2

∣
∣
∣
1

2
− τ
∣
∣
∣Rab(w)ecedǫabcd + sτ α

4

(
1

2
− τ

)2

eaebecedǫabcd

+ sτ
1

4
Rab(w)Rcd(w)ǫabcd − dh ∗ dh− 1

2
F I ∗ F I − 4dU6 ∗ dU6 ,

(5.42)

and

Leff

fer
=4ψ

[

sτ i/eα

(
π+
2

−
(1

2
− τ
)

π−

)

DΩ+U +
α2

4

∣
∣
∣
1

2
− τ
∣
∣
∣iγ5/e

2

+sτ iD/e α

(
π+
2

−
(1

2
− τ
)

π−

)

+
1

2
(∗ − sτ iγ5)(F |D + FU )−

1

4
⊛s I

+

]

ψ .

(5.43)

Now the Einstein-Hilbert term sign is always correct and only the cosmological term in the

gravity side flips sign.

The chiral models are obtained as before in the limits α→ 0, τ → ±∞, while keeping fixed

the value (5.35). From (5.42) this yields

Lalt

bos
=

1

4κ2
Rab(w)ecedǫabcd +

s±∞

16κ4
eaebecedǫabcd (5.44)

+
s±∞

4
Rab(w)Rcd(w)ǫabcd − dh ∗ dh− 1

2
F I ∗ F I − 4dU6 ∗ dU6 , (5.45)

where s±∞ = ∓1, and in the fermion sector (5.43), redefining ζ = π−ψ/
√
α gives

Lalt

fer
=

i

κ2
ζ

[

/eDΩ+U − 1

2
D/e

]

ζ . (5.46)

5.5 The matter ansatz

In [24] a mechanism to incorporate Dirac fermion (0-forms) in a supersymmetric gauge connec-

tion was introduced, such that the corresponding 3D Chern-Simons supergravity action pro-

duced, instead of a Rarita-Schwinger term, the Dirac action minimally coupled to a Maxwell

gauge field and gravity, with a torsion-dependent mass. This approach, referred to as un-

conventional supersymmetry, has been used to build several models in 3D [25, 26], including

interesting applications in condensed matter systems [27, 28, 29, 30, 31]. Extensions of these

ideas to four dimensions can be found in [32, 23].

In unconventional supersymmetry (for a review see [33]) a spin-1/2 field is introduced

directly in the supersymmetry gauge connection, not as a fundamental gravitino field but

combined with the vielbein in the form,

Ψ := Q (/eξ) , Ψ = (/eξ)Q , (5.47)
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where ξ is a fermion 0-form. Hence, instead the action principle for a spin-3/2 field the results

is a spin-1/2 action principle. This justified to denote (5.47) as the matter ansatz.

In reference [23] an unconventional supersymmetry model was proposed in four dimensions

based in the superalgebra su(2, 2|2) and a Lagrangian of the type (4.1), with the fermion sector

replaced by the matter ansatz (5.47). Similarly, here when the matter ansatz (5.47) is used in

(4.1), one obtains the descendant Lagrangian

Lm-ans := − str

(

Fm-ans ⊛ Fm-ans

)

. (5.48)

In this Lagrangian the fermion field strength (3.20) is given by X := Q
i

αD(/eξ)αi . Hence one

would obtain a theory for U(1) × SU(2)–minimally coupled matter fermions governed by a

Dirac action, with additional torsion and Pauli couplings, and four-fermion self-interactions.

As in [23], it can be shown that the coupling constants gU(1) and gSU(2) for the matter fields

ξ respect the electroweak hierarchy gU(1) < gSU(2), however their values (5.32) are somewhat

higher than those of the standard model (gSM
U(1) ≈ 0.34, gSM

SU(2) ≈ 0.66 [34]). Moreover the

Weinberg angle does not correspond to the standard model value.

The model (5.48) would differ from that in [23] because the operator ⊛ used there acts on

the fermion component of the curvature with the opposite sign. As a consequence, in [23] there

is an additional coupling of the fermion field and the Lorentz curvature with respect to the one

here.

Without further additions, the theory obtained in this way hinges on the identification

between transvection and vierbein fields. Hence, considering the ground states (5.2), we can

obtain a theory of fermions coupled to gravity and gauge fields in a more standard fashion

applying the matter ansatz (5.47) in (5.29) and (5.43), or in the chiral-model limits (5.38) and

(5.46). In particular a matter–anti-matter symmetry breaking of fermions can be fine tuned

using the parameter τ in (5.29) and (5.43). Instead in (5.38)-(5.46) the chirality of the fermions

is fixed. See [23] for further discussions.

6 Conclusions

We have constructed a N = 2 supergravity model based on the G = SU(2, 2|2) symmetry,

whose precise correspondence with the usual N = 2 supergravities [11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17]

is far from obvious. The gauge symmetry of those models and ours is similar, but there are

several important differences as well: We do not include matter fields, all our fields come from

the gauge connection. We treat the gauge fields pa and p̃a, associated to the transvection sector
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of the superalgebra, on equal footing, whilst in the previous approaches the second frame-like

field is resolved in terms of the remaining fields, invoking certain additional constraints (see

e.g. [11, 12]). Instead of two types of gravitino fields, our gravitino is complex and charged

with respect to U(1)× SU(2) interactions governed by the standard Yang-Mills theory.

Our approach can be construed in the context of the group theoretical approach of su-

pergravity [35, 36, 37]. Here, the transvection symmetry and supersymmetry are both broken

off-shell, but they can be regarded as conditional symmetries valid if the integrability conditions

of the field equations hold.

The ground state (5.2), in which the transvection fields are proportional to the frame

fields generically corresponds to (anti-)de Sitter vacuum. The effective theory around this

vacuum contains N = 2 pure supergravity configurations, with Majorana fermions satisfying

the Rarita-Schwinger equation interacting with standard Einstein-Hilbert gravity, U(1)×SU(2)

gauge fields and the frame field satisfying the regular torsion constraint.

In the bi-parametric class of effective models obtained around those ground states, the

parameter τ determines simultaneously the chiralities of the gravitino, the gravitational cou-

pling constant and the cosmological constant. Therefore this parameter controls the balance

of the matter—anti-matter modes, simultaneously with the gravity coupling and the cosmo-

logical constant. In the degenerate limit τ = 1/2, the gravity Lagrangian drops out and only

the Yang-Mills terms together with a chiral Rarita-Schwinger action remain. These features

are inherited by the model of spin-1/2 Dirac (chiral) field obtained by means of the matter

ansatz discussed in section 5.5 (cf. [23]). Hence, this supergravity theory can produce models

of a realistic sort in two steps: firstly expanding around the transvection ground states (5.2),

secondly projecting to the spin-1/2 component of the gravitino by means of the matter ansatz.

The existence of two types of frame fields, pa and p̃ a and the breaking of (off-shell) transvec-

tion symmetry and supersymmetry, suggests the existence of a larger framework where a sponta-

neous symmetry breaking mechanism would fix the values of the transvection fields. References

[38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43] have explored different ways of implementing possible scenarios and may

serve as an inspiration in the search of such a mechanism.

Our construction can be extended to other gauge supergroups such as SU(2, 2|N) or

OSp(4|N), where the same pattern of field equations, integrability conditions equivalent to

symmetry constraints, and conditional symmetries can be seen in the sequence:

δ

∫

strF ⊛F = 0
EoM−→ D ⊛F+ = 0

Integrability−→ D2
⊛ F+ = [F ,⊛F+] = 0 .

We leave these extensions as well as those to higher dimensions, the search of solutions and the
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analysis of quantum aspects, for future works.
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A Representation of su(2, 2|2)

For the sake of definiteness, here we use the following representation for the Gamma matrices:

γa =

(

0 σa

σ̄a 0

)

, π± :=
1± γ5

2
, γ5 := iγ0γ1γ2γ3 =

(

−1 0

0 1

)

, (A.1)

where σa = σ̄a = {1 , ~σ} are the Pauli matrices and {γa, γb} = 2 ηab, with Minkowski metric in

the signature η = diag(−,+,+,+).

The representation of su(2, 2|2) superalgebra used in this article is constructed as follows

(for more details see [44][45]). The sl(4|2,C) is the set of matrices of M4|2(C) with vanishing

supertrace and su(2, 2, |2) is defined as the real form of sl(4|2,C),

φ(X) = X , φ : X 7→ −A−1X†A (A.2)

where φ is associated to the real structure with

A =




iγ0 04×2

02×4 iσ0



 , (A.3)

Using this definition, one obtains the following basis:

Bab =

[
1
2γab 04×2

02×4 02×2

]

, B5 =

[
1
2γ5 04×2

02×4 02×2

]

, (A.4)

B a =

[
1
2γa 04×2

02×4 02×2

]

, B̃a =

[
1
2γaγ5 04×2

02×4 02×2

]

, (A.5)

B6 =

[

i14×4 04×2

02×4 2i12×2

]

, BI=7,6,9 =

[

04×4 04×2

02×4 −1
2 i(σI)

t

]

, (A.6)

(O1)
α
i =

[

04×4 Eαi

−Eiβ(γ0)
α
β 02×2

]

, (O2)
α
i =

[

04×4 iEαi

iEiβ(γ0)
α
β 02×2

]

(A.7)
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where we σ’s are relabeled Pauli matrices,

σ7 := σ1 , σ8 := σ2 , σ9 := σ3 , (A.8)

and Eiα denotes the elementary matrix having a non vanishing component 1 only in the (i, α)

entry.

The O1 and O2 generators are not preserved by the adjoint action of the su(2) generators,

they do not span su(2) singlets. This is why we use instead the generators:

Qα
i =

[

04×4 04×2

Eiα 02×2

]

, Q
i

α =

[

04×4 Eαi

02×4 02×2

]

. (A.9)

Now these generators do not satisfy A.2, so they do not belong to (Real form) su(2, 2|2).
However, one can show that if the gauge fields coefficients of Q and Q are Dirac conjugate of

one another, then the corresponding difference is part of the algebra:

Qψ − ψQ ∈ su(2, 2|2) . (A.10)

Hence the gauge connection A (3.11) belongs to su(2, 2|2) since it satisfies the reality condition

(A.2).

The commutation relation of the bosonic subalgebra read:

[Jab,Jcd] = −ηacJbd + ηadJbc + ηbcJad − ηbdJac . (A.11)

[Ba,B5] = B̃a , [B̃a,B5] = Ba (A.12)

[Ba,Bbc] = ηabBc − ηacBb , [B̃a,Bbc] = ηabB̃c − ηacB̃b , [Ba, B̃b] = ηabB5 , (A.13)

[BI ,BJ ] = ǫ K
IJ BK , I = 1, 2, 3 . (A.14)

The commutation of bosonic and fermionic generators, [B , Q] and [Q , B], are given in (3.2)

with constants of structures (3.3) and (3.4).

The anti-commutation relation of read,

[Qα
i ,Q

j
β]+ =

(

(Ba)α j
i βBa − (B̃a)α j

i β B̃a − 1
2(B

ab)α j
i βBab + (B5)

α j
i βB5

)

+
(

2(BI)
α j
i βBI +

1
4(B6)

α j
i βB6

)

.
(A.15)

The supertrace str is defined in term of the trace tr of block-matrices as,

str M = trA4×4 − trD2×2 , M =




A4×4 | B4×2−− −−
C2×4 | D2×2



 , (A.16)
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which provides the Killing metric elements,

str (BabBcd) = 2(ηadηbc − ηacηbd) , str (BaBb) = − str (B̃aB̃b) = ηab

str (B5B5) = 1 , str (B6B6) = 4 , str (BIBJ ) =
1

2
δIJ ,

str (Q
j
β Q

α
i ) = − str (Qα

i Q
j
β) = δji δ

α
β .

(A.17)

The inverse Killing form obtained from here, can be also obtained from the commutation

relation (A.15) and (3.7). The fact that the anticommutation of the supercharges can be

written using the inverse Killing form is a peculiar property of the algebras su(2, 2|N).

B Construction the Lagrangian and the ⊛ operator

In order to construct the Lagrangian (4.1) we require that the choice of the ⊛ should be such

that:

i) str (F|FER ⊛ F|FER) contains Rarita-Schwinger terms.

ii) str (F|ST ⊛ F|ST) contains Einstein-Hilbert terms.

iii) str (F|INT ⊛ F|INT) contains the Yang-Mills term.

iv) The action does not contain torsion kinetic terms.

Inspecting these terms we observe that the goal is achieved with the following actions of

the generalized Hodge operator, specified on the different sectors of the field strength:

1) ⊛X = iΓX+XiΓ = Qiγ5X −X iγ5Q.

2) ⊛F|L = iΓF|L .

3) ⊛F|INT = ∗F|INT.

4) ⊛F|T = iΓF|T = −iF̃ aBa − iF aB̃a. Here, even though ⊛ produces imaginary factors, in

the Lagrangian these terms will cancel out.

5) In addition we choose ⊛F|D = ∗F|D upon the dilation sector. The option ⊛F|D = iΓF|D
does not belong to the algebra hence it is discarded. The option ⊛F|D = iF|D yields an

imaginary term in the Lagrangian, hence we avoid it.
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The ⊛ operator will act in the same way on any g-valued 2-form, in agreement with their

su(2, 2|2).

The requirements above are satisfied by the choice (4.3), which with more details read,

⊛F =
1

4
(F ab − Iab)ǫabcdB

cd − i(F̃ a − Ĩa)Ba − i(F a − Ia)B̃a + ∗(F 5 − I5)B5

+ ∗ (Gr − Ir)Br + iQγ5X − iXγ5Q . (B.1)

The option used in (5.40) also fulfills the requirements.

Since the ⊛ operator removes the transvection type of terms from the Lagrangian, (4.1)

can be alternatively written as,

L = − str F+
⊛ F+

= − str (F+ − I+)⊛ (F+ − I+)− str X⊛X .
(B.2)

Here we can see why the imaginary components of ⊛, on transvections, do not produce imagi-

nary terms in the Lagrangian.

Since the supertraces of the bosonic generators (3.6) produce the Killing form of the bosonic

subalgebra, and since ⊛F is in the algebra by construction (see (4.3)), the bosonic Lagrangian

is equivalent to,

Lbos := −(F+)N (⊛F+)N , (B.3)

where (F+)N := (F+)MKMN . For the fermionic component we get,

Lfer = 4ψ

(

iγ5W
−D +

1

2

(
⊛F+ − iγ5F

)
− 1

4
⊛ I+

)

ψ − d ( 2iψγ5Dψ ) . (B.4)

Noticing that iγ5F = iγ5F
+ + iγ5F

− and that ⊛F+ = iγ5F |L + ∗F |D + ∗F |INT, the Lorentz

components of the Pauli terms in (B.4) cancel out,

⊛ F+ − iγ5F = (⊛− iγ5)F
+ − iγ5F

− = (∗ − iγ5)(F |D + F |INT)− iγ5F
− . (B.5)

Thus we can write Lfer as in (4.5).

C Forms of the Rarita-Schwinger equation

Here we follow reference [46]. Let B be a spinor 2-form satisfying,

/e ∧ Ω = 0 . (C.1)
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Then it follows:

γµ ∗ Ωµν = 0 , ∗Ωµν :=
1

2
e ǫµνλρΩ

λρ , (C.2)

γµνλΩνλ = 0 , (C.3)

γµΩµν = 0 , (C.4)

(iγ5 − ∗)Ω = 0 . (C.5)

From (C.1), equivalent to γ[µΩνλ] = 0, we demonstrate these identities performing the

following operations:

• ǫρµνλγ
[µΩνλ] = 0 ⇒ (C.2)

• from (C.2) using identity iγ5γµνλ = −e ǫµνλργρ ⇒ (C.3)

• γµγ[µΩνλ] = 0 and (C.3) ⇒ (C.4)

• we multiply (C.2) and (C.4) by γλ and iγ5γλ respectively, then we add the both terms

and anti-symmetrize the 2 free indices to obtain,

γ[λ|γ
µΩµ|ν] + iγ5γ[λ|γ

µ ∗ Ωµ|ν] = Ωλν + iγ5 ∗Ωλν = 0 , (C.6)

which is equivalent to (C.5). In particular these results are valid for Ω = Dψ, hence,

/eDψ = 0 ∼= (iγ5 − ∗)Dψ = 0 . (C.7)
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[25] P. D. Alvarez, P. Pais, E. Rodŕıguez, P. Salgado-Rebolledo, and J. Zanelli, Supersym-

metric 3D model for gravity with SU(2) gauge symmetry, mass generation and effective

cosmological constant, Class. Quant. Grav. 32 (2015) no.17, 175014. doi:10.1088/0264-

9381/32/17/175014

[26] L. Andrianopoli, B. L. Cerchiai, R. D’Auria, and M. Trigiante, Unconventional

supersymmetry at the boundary of AdS4 supergravity, JHEP 1804 (2018) 007.

doi:10.1007/JHEP04(2018)007

[27] L. Andrianopoli, B. L. Cerchiai, R. D’Auria, A. Gallerati, R. Noris, M. Trigiante, and

J. Zanelli, N -extended D = 4 supergravity, unconventional SUSY and graphene, JHEP

2001 (2020) 084. doi:10.1007/JHEP01(2020)084

[28] A. Iorio and P. Pais, Time-loops in Dirac materials, torsion and unconventional Super-

symmetry, PoS ICHEP 2020 (2021) 669. doi:10.22323/1.390.0669

[29] A. Iorio, Analog hep-th, on Dirac materials and in general, PoS CORFU 2019 (2020) 203.

doi:10.22323/1.376.0203

[30] A. Gallerati, Supersymmetric theories and graphene, PoS ICHEP 2020 (2021) 662.

doi:10.22323/1.390.0662

[31] A. Gallerati, Negative-curvature spacetime solutions for graphene, J. Phys. Condens. Mat-

ter 33 (2021) no.13, 135501. doi:10.1088/1361-648X/abd9a2

[32] P. D. Alvarez, P. Pais, and J. Zanelli. Unconventional supersymmetry and its breaking,

Phys. Lett. B 735 (2014) 314. doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2014.06.031

33



[33] P. D. Alvarez, L. Delage, M. Valenzuela, and J. Zanelli, Unconventional SUSY

and Conventional Physics: A Pedagogical Review, Symmetry 13 (2021) no.4, 628.

doi:10.3390/sym13040628

[34] P. Langacker, The Standard Model and Beyond, Boca Raton, USA: CRC Pr. (2010), chap-

ter 8.

[35] Y. Ne’eman and T. Regge, Gravity and Supergravity as Gauge Theories on a Group Man-

ifold, Phys. Lett. 74B (1978) 54. doi:10.1016/0370-2693(78)90058-8

[36] A. D’Adda, R. D’Auria, P. Fre, and T. Regge, Geometrical Formulation of Supergrav-

ity Theories on Orthosymplectic Supergroup Manifolds, Riv. Nuovo Cim. 3N6 (1980) 1.

doi:10.1007/BF02724337

[37] L. Castellani, P. Fre, and P. van Nieuwenhuizen, A Review of the Group Manifold Ap-

proach and Its Application to Conformal Supergravity.,Annals Phys. 136 (1981) 398.

doi:10.1016/0003-4916(81)90104-4

[38] K.S. Stelle and P.C. West, Spontaneously Broken De Sitter Symmetry and the Gravitational

Holonomy Group, Phys. Rev. D 21 (1980) 1466. doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.21.1466

[39] K.S. Stelle and P.C. West, De Sitter Gauge Invariance And The Geometry Of The Einstein-

Cartan Theory, J. Phys. A 12 (1979) L205. doi:10.1088/0305-4470/12/8/003

[40] J.G. McCarthy and H.R. Pagels, General Relativity as the Surface Action of a

Five-dimensional Gauge Theory, Nucl. Phys. B 266 (1986) 687. doi:10.1016/0550-

3213(86)90192-6

[41] F. Wilczek, Riemann-Einstein structure from volume and gauge symmetryPhys. Rev. Lett.

80 (1998) 4851. doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.80.4851.

[42] J. Magueijo, M. Rodriguez-Vazquez, H. Westman, and T. Zlosnik, Cosmological signature

change in Cartan Gravity with dynamical symmetry breaking, Phys. Rev. D 89 (2014)

no.6, 063542. doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.89.063542

[43] T.G. Zlosnik and H.F. Westman, A first-order approach to conformal gravity, Class. Quant.

Grav. 34 (2017) no.24, 245001. doi:10.1088/1361-6382/aa944f

[44] V.G. Kac, A Sketch of Lie Superalgebra Theory, Commun. Math. Phys. 53 (1977) 31.

doi:10.1007/BF01609166

[45] M. Parker, Classification Of Real Simple Lie Superalgebras Of Classical Type, J. Math.

Phys. 21 (1980) 689. doi:10.1063/1.524487

34



[46] S. Deser, J.H. Kay, and K.S. Stelle, Hamiltonian Formulation of Supergravity, Phys. Rev.

D 16 (1977) 2448. doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.16.2448

35


	1 Introduction
	2 Conditional symmetries
	3 Mathematical setup
	3.1 Superalgebra representation
	3.2 The gauge potential
	3.3 The field strength
	3.4 –gradding

	4 Lagrangian, dynamics and symmetries
	4.1 Field equations
	4.2 Integrability conditions and conditional symmetries

	5 Ground states and effective theories
	5.1 N=2 supergravity ground state
	5.2 Gravitino ground state
	5.3 Effective Lagrangian
	5.3.1 Standard normalization of the Lagrangian
	5.3.2 Limiting chiral model

	5.4 Alternative s operator and the de Sitter sign fix
	5.5 The matter ansatz

	6 Conclusions
	A Representation of su(2,2|2)
	B Construction the Lagrangian and the  operator
	C Forms of the Rarita-Schwinger equation

