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1 Introduction

Recently, a general classification of cubic interaction vertices for massive higher spin fields in
flat three dimensional space has been developed in the light-cone formalism [1] (see also [2]).
As is well known, massless higher spin fields in d = 3 do not have any local physical degrees
of freedom and so they simply do not exist in the light-cone formalism. At the same time,
interactions between massless and massive fields can lead to highly non-trivial theories the
best known example being the Prokushlin-Vasiliev theory [3, 4]. Besides, the possibility to
construct non-trivial interactions for partially massless fields was discussed recently in [5].
In this paper we elaborate on the higher spin cubic interactions for massless, massive and
partially massless fields. We work in the gauge invariant frame-like multispinor formalism
[0 [7, 8, 9] (see [10] for review), combining Lagrangian and unfolded formulations.

One of the characteristic features of any gauge invariant description for massive fields is
the presence of the Stueckelberg fields. As it has been shown in the metric-like formalism for
d > 4 [11] this fact leads to the following two important results. At first, there always exist
enough field redefinition which allows one to transform any non-abelian interaction vertices
(i.e. those that deform both gauge transformations and the algebra) into the abelian ones
(i.e. those that deform gauge transformations, while the algebra remains abelian). At second,



using further (higher derivative) field redefinition one can bring the vertex into the trivially
gauge invariant form (i.e. expressed completely in terms of the gauge invariant objects of the
free theory). Recently, on the two simple concrete examples (massive spin-3/2 and massive
spin-2) we considered what happens if massless spin-2 field present in the system [12 [13].
In both cases we have found that there exist abelian vertices which are not equivalent to
any trivially gauge invariant ones. Moreover, these vertices are necessary to reproduce the
minimal gravitational interactions. One of the aims of the current work is to see what
changes in d = 3 where massless fields do not have physical degrees of freedom and all their
gauge invariant objects vanish on-shell.

This paper is organized as follows. We begin in Section 2 with massless higher spin
fields and show how the frame-like multispinor formalism allows easily reproduce the general
classification of cubic interaction vertices for the bosonic fields developed in [14], [I5] and also
extend it including fermions. As a bonus, in Section 3 we construct cubic interaction vertices
for massless higher spin supermultiplets corresponding to the simplest (1,0) supersymmetry.
These vertices correspond to the type II ones in the Metsaev’s classification of their four
dimensional cousins [16], [17] (see also [I8, 19] and references therein). Section 4 devoted to
the massive fields. In the first two subsections we construct a very simple gauge invariant
Lagrangians for bosons and fermions obtained from the initial ones by the (almost) maximal
gauge fixing. In both cases each Lagrangian can be associated with the set of self-consistent
unfolded equations. In subsection 4.3, both in Lagrangian and unfolded approach, we inves-
tigate cubic interactions for massive and massless fields. We consider all three possibilities:
two massive and one massless bosons; two massive fermion and massless boson; massive bo-
son and fermion and massless fermion. In all three cases we found that the gauge invariance
implies the following relation on masses:

M1 — Mg = (81 — 82))\, A= V —A

which does not depend on the massless field spin. At last, in subsection 4.4 we discuss cubic
vertices for the three massive fields. In Section 5 we consider partially massless fields. For
the case with maximal depth (the only one that has one physical degrees of freedom) we
consider their interaction with massless fields and show that both Lagrangian and unfolded
approach requires that spins of the partially massless fields must be equal. For the partially
massless fields with non-maximal depth we show that our gauge invariant formalism can be
rewritten in the simple and elegant form suggested previously in [5].

Notation and conventions We mostly follow our review [I0]. All objects are forms having
a number of completely symmetric spinor indices which we denote a(n) = (aas...q,).
A background AdSs; space is described by the frame one-form e*® and Lorentz covariant
derivative D normalized so that

DA DC* = = N2E%5(¢P
Also we use two and three-forms defined as:

X2 7 B joBpaB  pa@) p BR) _ geBes

In the main text wedge product sign A will be omitted.



2 Massless fields

This section is devoted to the massless higher spin fields and their interactions. This material
is rather well known, but in our gauge invariant formalism these fields serve as the building
blocks for the massive and partially massless ones.

2.1 Free fields

Massless spin-s boson is described by a pair of one-forms Q**=2) and f*=2) with 2s — 2
completely symmetric local spinor indices which we collectively denote as «(2s — 2). Free
Lagrangian (three-form) for the massless field in AdS; background looks like:

(—1)3£0 = (S — 1)901(25—3)56579&(25_3” + Qa(28_2)Dfa(2s—2)

s—1 a(2s—
( . ))\2fa(2s—3)ﬁeﬁ'yf (2 3)7' (1>

This Lagrangian is invariant under the following local gauge transformations:

+

2

50904(23—2) _ D,r]oz(2s—2)_i_)\Z

50]('&(25—2) _ Dga(2s—2)+6a6na(2s—3)6’ (2)

eaﬁga(2s—3)ﬁ

Y

where parameters 7, ¢ are zero-forms. One can construct two gauge invariant two-forms
(generalizing curvature and torsion in gravity):

2
Ra(2s—2) — DQa(2S_2)+>\Z€

Ta(2s—2) — Dfa(2s—2)+eaﬁQa(2s—3)ﬁ’ (3)

aﬁ fa(2s—3)ﬁ

)

which we collectively call curvatures.

One of the specific properties of the three-dimensional case is the possibility to sepa-
rate variables. Indeed, let us consider the following combinations of the fields and gauge
parameters:

Qt:xt(2s—2) _ Qa(2s 2) :l: 2fa (25— 2

a\aS— a(z28— )\ S
77:|:(2 2):17(2 2:}:2622 (4)
In the new variables we obtain:
s 1
(=1)°Lo = o3 [L4(4) — L)), (5)
where
a(2s—2 a(25—3)y
L4(Qe) = Qoo DA™ £ (5 — 1) 25" 05 (6)
Moreover, each Lagrangian £y is invariant under its own gauge transformations:
a(2s— a(2s— A a o(2s—
005 = Dyt & Dot (7)



The same procedure works for the gauge invariant curvatures as well:
a\aS— a\aS— )\ alz28—
RY*Y = pay* 2 4 5606@2 8, (8)

In what follows we work with the 4+ components only omitting the + sign.
Massless spin-(s + 1/2) fermion is described by one-form ®*2*~Y . Free Lagrangian in
AdS3 looks like:

—1)° 1 _ 2s
( Z) £0 — §(I>a(2s_1)Dq)a(2s 1) + ( 7

))\(I) (252 ﬁe q>a(2s—2)’y’ (9)
which is invariant under the following local gauge transformations:
— a(&S5— >\ (07 a(&S8—
50(1)04(23 1) — DC (2s—-1) + 56 ﬁC (2 2)5. (10)

Here one can also construct a gauge invariant curvature:

A

Fas=1) _ ppa(@s-1) 4 5eolﬁ(l)a(zs_2)/3 (11)

For the fermions we also use the + sign case.

2.2 Cubic vertices

In the metric-like formalism a complete classification for the bosonic cubic vertices were
elaborated in [I4], 15]. In this subsection we show how these results appear in the frame-like
formalism and extend them including fermionic fields.

Let us begin with the vertex for three bosons with spins s; 2 3. The most general ansatz
has the form:

Ly = g Qs ssnisn)- (12)
Here the §; must satisfy
So + 83 = 251 — 2, 81+ 83 = 259 — 2, 81+ 89 = 253 — 2 (13)
and this gives
S3 =81+ S9 — 53 — 1, Sog =81+ 83 — S — 1, S$1 =89+ 83 —s1 — 1. (14)

From the requirement 5; > 0 immediately follows that the three spins must satisfy a so-called
strict triangular inequality s; < s;11 + S;12. Note also that all 5; are simultaneously odd or
even, so that

(1) = (=1)* = (-1)™. (15)
Consider n3-transformations as an example:

(33)8(3 B A A
oLy = gQePEI o [Dnssas — 5656776(52—1)57(51) - 5676776(52)7(51—1)5]

= —gDQIEPEIIE) s + 92 DI s

A . ~a(33)B(32—1 §
—73291( DEE=DPOQIE) e Natsa— 1))

g)‘A (& S s 1
5 S GaBED O EI=IP s N —1)s- (16)
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To compensate for these variations we introduce the following corrections to the gauge trans-
formations:

ST = 05

v(81)
5193(252—2) _ 929?(§3)6(82)77?(81)B(§2)' (17)
They produce:
(281 2) (3 M
0Ly = 20— DA R R NERU RS
_'_2 (_1)§1 (282 ) QC‘!(SS B(82) DQ'Y(gl) . . R
92 AT 2 a(53)Th(51)B(52)
1:53
(251 ) a8 $ So—
+g1)\ﬁgl a(33)B(52— 156 Qo) (1)776( ? 1)p“y(§1)
(252 — 2)! a(83)B(3 §1—
I Mm%’a(ﬁsw(ﬁl—nae%ﬂl( DGy )
(281 - 2) a(83—1)py(8 §
1)\W91,a(§3—1)5(§2)565p92( s 1)775( 2)’Y(§1)
(259 — 2)! 5 alE3—1)pB(32) ~(5
92N (5, )la 1 et TP (18)
This gives:
89)1(83)! o (81)!1(82)!
n= CLCS g, ga=(-1 s B8 , (19)
2(52 —I—Sg). 2(81 —I—Sg).

Similarly for two other gauge transformations. All corrections correspond to the following
deformations of the gauge invariant curvatures:

AR a(2s1-2)  _ gQ (83)v(81) QO:(Sz )

1
ARQ a(2s2—2) _ 9291 (83)B(32 Qa(sl B(52) (20)
AR§(233—2) _ g3Q(11(sg (83 Qa(s1 B(ss)

The vertex constructed does not have any definite parity. So to compare our results with
the ones in the metric-like formalism, let us temporally restore components with — sign and
consider

Ly = g Q5P 6 Qs et + 90T Qs e (21)
We obtain:

Ly = (gs+g)QFPEQ Qs s
2

A% a(33)B(5 3 a(33)8(3 5
+z(§21( DOE) 16D sy Fapiaapien + FCTED £ Qs sanien)

—l—ff{(ss)g(sﬂ@’ym)a 53).f3.8(52)9(31)]
A

_I'(g-i- - g—)g[(Q(IN(SB (82 Q’Y(Sl a(33) f3 ,B(82)7v(51) + Qa(53 pls) f;(81)a(§3)93,5(§2)’7(§1)

4 fEPEIOIEN Qs ey en) + — fa(53 G2 130 sy Faptaamen]  (22)



Thus we obtain two independent vertices. The first one has three derivatives (and one
derivative tail); it is parity even/odd when sum of the spins is odd/even. The second one
has two derivatives (and zero derivative tail); it is parity even/odd when sum of the spins is
even/odd. These results are in complete agreement with the classification given in [I4] [15].

In the multispinor formalism it is easy to extend these results to include fermions. Let us
consider the case for one boson with spin s; and two fermions with spins ss + 1/2, 53+ 1/2.
Then the vertex appears to be:

as (8 51+1
Ly = g RIS B )04 (23)

where §; are the same as before.

In the frame-like formalism it is impossible to construct any vertices higher than cubic
ones. Thus to construct consistent model one has to find such collection of massless fields and
their cubic vertices that the gauge (super)algebra closes. One more specific properties of three
dimensional case is that there exist models with finite number of fields. The most simple and
rather popular with the algebra SL(n) [20] describes all integer spins 2,3, ..., n. It is possible
to truncate these models to even spins 2,4, ...,2n only [21], the algebra being Sp(2n). May
be the most simple examples including fermions [22] correspond to superalgebras OSp(1, 2n)
and describe even spins 2,4, ..., 2n and one half-integer spin n+ 1/2. The case n = 1 is just
(1,0) supergravity, while n = 2 describes AdSs hypergravity with spin-2 w®® spin-4 %)
and spin-5/2 ¥*®), Bosonic part of the vertex

g a o 10g o
Ly, = gwanBﬂywy + 39204(5)500672 ®) + ?Za(g) (3)26(3)7(3)2 (3)7(3) (24)

where § = v/10g, contains (2 —2 —2), (2—4 —4) and (4 — 4 — 4) subvertices, while fermionic

part

319

3ig o
R CCRR 0N (25)

L1 = 75 Voo 07 4

contains (2 —5/2 —5/2) and (4 —5/2 — 5/2) ones. All of them follow the general pattern
described above.

3 Massless supermultiplets

In four dimensions the complete classification of cubic vertices for the massless higher spin
supermultiplets were developed in the light-cone formalism by Metsaev [16] 7] (see also
[18, 19] and references therein). In this section we show that in three dimensions we can
construct cubic vertices corresponding to type II ones in Metsaev’s classification.

3.1 Free supermultiplets

We work with the supermultiplets for the simplest (1,0) global superalgebra. Recall that in
AdS3 by global supertransformations we mean such that their spinor parameter satisfies

A
D¢ + Eeaﬁgﬁ = 0. (26)



There exist two massless supermultiplets: with integer superspin (s, s + 1/2) and with half-
integer one (s,s — 1/2). All we need is their explicit supertransformations such that the
sum of the free bosonic and fermionic Lagrangians is invariant and the superalgebra closes
on-shell (for more details see [10] and references therein).

Integer superspin (s, s+ 1/2)

§QAPTR) = iy/25 — TN

1
5(1)04(23—1) Qa(2s—2) @ 27
NorE ¢ (27)

Half-integer superspin (s,s — 1/2)
i

5Qa(25—2) — \110(28—3) o
V25 —2 ¢
UGS = /35 30e90g, (28)

3.2 Cubic vertices

General procedure we use here is the same as we have already used in four dimensions [19].
Namely, having in our disposal three supermultiplets, i.e. three bosonic and three fermionic
fields, we can construct four elementary vertices: one purely bosonic and three with fermions
(schematically)

Ly~ gofh 82505 + g1 Po®3 + g2 P1 Q0 P5 + g3P1 P2 2s.

Thus we just have to adjust the four coupling constants so that the vertex be invariant under
the global supertransformations. There are three type II vertices in Metsaev’s classification:
type Ila with three half-integer superspins and type IIb,c with two integer and one half-
integer superspins. The difference for type IIb and type Ilc comes from the fact that the
number of derivatives in the four dimensional cubic vertices strongly depends on which fields
has lowest spin. In three dimensions the spin ordering does not matter and this leaves us
with just two possibilities, which we consider in turn.

Two integer and one half-integer superspins (s, 51+ 1/2), (s2,52+1/2), (53,53 —1/2)
In this case a candidate for the supersymmetric vertex looks like:

Ly = gD Qs s
+ig ANQ I RIE By s 1)
+z'gg)\<1>‘f(§3+1)6(§2)Qg(él_l)a(ggﬂ) W3 3(50)v(51 1)
+igs AP QIO s a6 (29)

Note that in this case we must have 8,5 > 1, 53 > 0. Let us calculate variations of the vertex
containing two bosons and one fermion:

1 5 5 1 a(83)B(82— 5
A, =[O0 GRS )]91(3)5(2 DI

Y a(53)V'3,8(50—1)7(5
i 1 V255 — 2 V255 — 1 (83) *3,6(82—1)( 1)(6



go§1 + gg(§3 + 1)
vV 283 — vV 281 —1
] 9151 9252 ]Q(lx(ég-‘rl)ﬁ(éz—l)gg(&—l)

\/282 \/281

S +]- g a(83)8(8 S1
[ 0V 28] — +(\/3227_)13](I) (83)5(52) CQ’Y( a(83) 935 (82)7(%1)

/7 8193 a8 § §
s — 2t I SPEIQENT ) Qa st ar-0sC”

(8 S 51—1)0
+[ ]91( P o= a(33) ¥3,8(32)7(51-1)Cs

a(s+1) V3 8(52—1)y (51 -1)5C°

This gives:

282—1
283—1

S9 (
g1 = =
(

(83 + 1)

;90

§1 (281 — 1)
92 = —(§3 T\ (255 — 1)90 (30)

V(251 — 2) (255 — 2)
g3 = - (35 + 1) 90

Now, calculating the variations with three fermions we obtain:

a(83+1)B(82—1)6 8
](I)l( 3+1)B(52—1) C5(I);/( 1)a(§3+1)®375(§2—1)7(§1)

AQ [ \/281 1+ \/ﬁ
53 —

+ A [—gov/25y — 1 + m
5 —

Three half-integer superspins (s;,s; — 1/2) In this case we consider

a(83-+1)8(52) (81— D)8
_ 985 e 33+1)8 2)(1);/( 1-1) a(33+1)65P3,8(52)7(51-1) = 0

L, = QOQ?(SSW(”)93(81)05(53)93,5(52)%51)
. o 8: S 51—1
+Zg1>\91( 3)8( 2)\11’2Y( 1 )a(ég)\I]37B(§2)'Y(§1_1)
. AWQ(§3)B(§2_1)QV(§1) . \I] . .
+1g2AYy 2 «83) *3,8(82—1)v(51)
. a(s§3—1)3(s S
+Zgg)\\I]1( 3—1)5( 2)\113( 1)0(53_1)9375(52)7(51)’ (31)

where 3153 > 1. All calculations are quite similar to the previous case, so let us provide
only the answer:

" V(252 — 2) (255 — 2)90
= V(251 — 2)(2s5 — 2)90 (32)

» V(251 — 2) (255 — 2)90



4 Massive fields

In this section we consider massive bosonic and fermionic higher spin fields. We work in the
gauge invariant frame-like multispinor formalism and mostly follow [10].

4.1 Free boson

For the gauge invariant description of massive boson we need a number of one-forms ()
fe@RY 1 <k < s—1, one-form A and zero-forms (B*® | 7%?) | ©). Free Lagrangian in AdSs
background has the form:

Lo = (=DM EQuro1yse” Q7T 4 Qo) D fV)]

k=1
+EBQ(2)Ba(2) — Ba(z)eo‘(2)DA _ Eﬂ'a(z)?Ta@) 4 7Ta(2)Ea(2)D(p
k+2 o i
+ Z k-i-l ( - )Qa(2k) f (2k) ‘l‘ Q 2% 65 f (2K)8 )]
+2a09a<2 DA — agfug B B + 2M st EY? A

M 3
3“0 fa E*@p + S 2po? (33)

+ 3 (1) by, fagan_rype?, fOERTY

Here the coefficients (a,b) are determined by the requirement that the Lagrangian must be
gauge invariant and appear to be:

2 _ kE(s+k+1)(s—k—1)

% T DG 2@ )M T R

ot = B Dppe e (34)
M?s? 2 2 212

b, = TACEAER M= =m"+ (s — 1)")\".

Gauge transformations leaving this Lagrangian invariant look like:

k + 2) ag_1 - bk _
5Qa(2k) - D a(2k) ( a(2k)B(2) a(2), a(2k—2) Yk a ca(2k—-1)8
] + 1 TREB) + W2k — 1) 1)6 n + 7€ 5€ :

k + 1)ak_1 _
5 a(2k) D a(2k) a(2k)B(2) ( a(2) ca(2k—2) a(2k— 1)
f 5 + apep2)§ Wk —1) 2k —1)° § +€e%pn

5002 — Dna@) + 3166(2)77a(2)5(2) + bleagfaﬁ

5 = DE*® 4 %™ + arep) € @PP 4 2002, (35)
§B*? = 2ag*®,  §A=DE+ Zeaméa@’,
ome® = @ga@)’ dp = —2MsE.

Unfortunately, in this general case it is impossible to make a separation of variables
similarly to the massless case. But this becomes possible after the partial gauge fixing.



Indeed, let us set ¢ = 0 and solve its equation:

1
p=0 = A= 2Ms ea(g)’]'('a(2) (36)
Resulting Lagrangian (after the rescaling = = 7T) acquires the form:
k+1 B Oo(2k—1) (2Kk) M?s® (2k—1)y
Ly = (= 1)* [kQuze-1)p” QP + Qoo DFOR) + ————— f1ype” [
2 (ok-1)8€ (o8) Tk f TR leekse
k42 o
(= EE 20 g 79 1 Qg ) (37
M2 2
+E By B*? — Bug B, D™ — 2agQs B, — ag fap E®, B + Eaoym®®,
Now let us introduce:
Ms
Qa(2k) — Qa(2k) 4+ a(2k)
* 2k(k 4 1) U
BS® = pe@ 4 %Wa@) (38)
and similarly for the gauge parameters Then we obtain:
‘CO 2M [‘C+(Q+>B+) ‘C—(Q—>B—)]> (39)
Lo = S (=1 " k(k 4 1)Qu apory DA + MskQy oo 1yge”, Q007
k=1
—2(k + 1) (k + 2)ax Qs om0 *P Q)
— By opE° DB + MSEBLOC(Q)Bi@) - 4aoﬂi,aﬁE%B§‘j. (40)
Each Lagrangian £, is invariant under its own set of gauge transformations:
k+2 Qe
a2k a2k a2k k—1 o a(2k—
5020 — ppaew : ), o) T (2)), a2k-2)
Ms a(2k—1)8
ii (0%
ok + 1) P ’
oS 2y @ = Dni@) + 3a165(2)77:|:(2)5(2) + —e ﬁmf, (41)

4
5Ba(2 = 2a077j‘:(2) .

As in the massless case, from now on we work only with 4+ components, omitting the + sign.
Now we try to construct a complete set of gauge invariant objects (we still call all them

curvatures though now they are two and one-forms). For the one-forms the structure of the

gauge invariant two-forms can be easily read from the structure of gauge transformations:

k+2) ag—1 -
Ra(2k) _ DQa(2k) ( Qa(2k)6(2) a(2)Qo¢(2k 2)
+ T akep(2) + 7]{;(2]{: — 1)6
Ms
a Qa(2k—l)ﬁ 49
TS ’ (42)
M

RO = DO 30,6500 ()+Tse 508 4 o B 5B
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But to construct a gauge invariant one-form for B we have to introduce an extra zero-form
Ba(4)

M
Ba(2) = DBa(2) — QCLQQa(z) + 3aleagBaﬁ + 7866(2)311(2)6(2)’ (43)

where we postulate
§B™ = 2qn~® (44)

Then to construct a curvature for B*% we need B*% and so on. The procedure stops with
the set of extra zero-forms with 2 <k <s-—1

§BR) = 2qn*3H) (45)

with their curvatures (one-forms) being:

Ms
Ba(2k) — DBa(2k) —9 Qa(2k) @ Ba(2k—1)5
o TnEr)
(k+2) (2K)B(2) =1 a(2) ga(2k-2)
B“ & B> 46
+ 3 ak€s(2) + R 2k — 1)6 (46)

With the help of all these gauge invariant curvatures, one can rewrite the Lagrangian in the
explicitly gauge invariant form:

- pk(k+1)

Rooy(opy BEER) 47
2@0 (2k) ) ( )

where coefficients are determined by the so-called extra field decoupling condition:

0Ly
5 Ba(2k)

A large number of fields involved in the description of free field make the investigation
of their interactions very cumbersome. To simplify investigations, we use the procedure
of (almost) maximal gauge fixing. In more details, let us use n®?® transformations to set
B*®) = ( and set to zero its gauge invariant one-form:

=0, k>1.

B2 —g = Q@ — —66(2)Ba(2)6(2)7 (48)
2&0
then it easy to check that
R2)  — _2—a1[65(2)DB 2)B(2) _ 2a0e5(2)02 2)8(2) 4 MsEg B (2)5(2)]
0

3a1  pa@)s(2)

_ 3w 49
2y ) , (49)

so that R*® is not an independent object and can be omitted. Proceeding in this way, at
the last step we set

a(2s— (25— SAs—2 a(2s—
B (25—4) - O = Q (2s—4) = meﬁ(g)B € 4)5(2) (50)
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Here also we find that sa
Ra(2s—4) _ 5—2 Ba(2s—4)ﬁ(2) 51
2(8 — 2)(1,0 66(2) ( )

is not independent any more.

As a result, we obtain really minimal Lagrangian (rescaling B~(2s—2

) for convenience):

—1)%
( ) L = 90(28_2)DQ0¢(25—2)_‘_MQa@s_g)BeB’yQa(%—?))’y

s(s—1)
. B8 a(2s—3)y Ms o(2k—2)
Ba(2s—3)ﬁE ’yDB + (S — I)EBa(2s—2)B
—2mQ(25—3)5 B°, B 737 (52)
where
. 2
m = m.

(s—1)
This Lagrangian follows the general pattern for the gauge invariant description for the mas-
sive fields. Indeed, it is invariant under the only remaining gauge transformations:

M
5Qo¢(25—2) - D a(2s—2) a a(2s—3)8

5Bo¢(25—2) _ mna(2s—2)‘ (53)

Y

Moreover, we still have a couple of gauge invariant curvatures:

M m
Ra(2s—2) _ DQa(2s—2) a Qa(2s—3)ﬁ . Eo Ba(2s—3)6
TP 20 —1) " ° ’
M
Ba(2s—2) _ DBa(2s—2) . mQa(2s—2) + 2(8 — 1)60630(28_3)5' (54)
They satisfy the following differential identities:
M m
DRa(2s—2) - _ o Ra(2s—3)ﬁ . E“ Ba(2s—3)ﬁ
2(s—1)° 7 2(s—1) " ’
M
DBa(2s—2) - ~Ra(2s—2) . o Ba(2s—3)ﬁ. 55
" 2s—1)" ”° (55)

Naturally, these curvatures appear in the variation of the Lagrangian under the arbitrary
variations of 2 and B fields:

0L ~ Ras-200%® ™2 4 B, o, 357, 6B, (56)

At last, but not least, the Lagrangian can be nicely rewritten in the explicitly gauge invariant

form: 1
R (25 8a(25—2) ) 57
2m (25-2) ( )

L~

12



With this Lagrangian formulation we can associate a self-consistent set of unfolded equa-
tions (compare [23] 24] 25]):

M ~
0 = DQa(2s—2) o Qa(2s—3)ﬁ . Ea Ba(2s 3)
+2(s—1)65 2(3—1)
M
0 = DBa(2s 2) ~ Qa(2s 2) ‘l‘ 2(8 — 1)6(153&(25—3)6 + 6ﬁ(2)Wa(28_2)B(2), (58)
0 = Dwa(2k) Wa(2k +Oék€ Wa(2k 1B +B ea(2 Wa(2k 2

where Wk k > s is an infinite set of gauge invariant zero-forms and

Ms (k* — s%) M?

2k(k+1)’ B = T 2(4k2 — 1)[ 12 - N, (59)

ap —

Note, that the equations for W (%) have exactly the same form as in the general case [24] 25]
and this serves as an additional conformation that after all these gauge fixing we still have
one physical degree of freedom.

4.2 Free fermion

For the gauge invariant description of massive spin-(s + 1/2) fermion we need a set of one-
forms ®*¢+1) (0 < k < s — 1) and zero-form ¢*. Free Lagrangian looks like:

1 ! 1 1
250 _ Z(_1)k+1[§q)a(2k+l)D(I)a(2k+l)]+§¢aEaﬁD¢B
k=0
s—1
+Z(—1 Lok ®oin-1)p2) € PO 4o, B 5¢°
k—l—l a(2k)y 3d0 fe%
+Z —cba(we ) E¢a¢ (60)
where
(25 +1) 2 2 Lio,o
dp. = ———M M* = — =)
ST T me (s = 5N
2 (s+k+1)(s—k) 2 2)‘2
M* — (2 1)"— 1
C Sk ekr 1 M R, (61)
)\2
c® = 2s(s+1)[M?* - Z]

This Lagrangian is invariant under the following gauge transformations:

dk Ck _
5 (I)a(2k+l) - D a(2k+1) o ~a(2k)B a(2) ra(2k—1)
0 ¢ T ¢ TRk D ¢
+epriepe)(PERTAR) (62)
000" = coC”.

13



As in the bosonic case, to construct a complete set of the gauge invariant curvatures:

dy,

fa(2k+1) — D(I)a(2k+1) fel (I)a(2k)ﬁ
RGN
Ck a(2) g (2k—1) Pa2k+1)8(2)
F* = D®* + doeaﬁq)ﬁ + Cleg(g)q)aﬁ@) — COEa5¢ﬁ,
C* = D¢ — co®* + doe®58° + crep @, (63)
d
Ca(2k+1) _ D¢a(2k+1) . Coq)a(%—l—l) + (2]{; i 1)€a6¢a(2k)67
C — [e%
I E— N CL) + Crprepe) PRI,

K2k 1 1)
we have to introduce a number of extra zero-forms ¢**+t1) 1 < k < s — 1, where
5¢a(2k+1) — COCa(2k+1)- (64)

Such Lagrangian can also be rewritten in terms of the curvatures:

s—1 i

Ly = Z(—l)k2—00 a2k CO Y, (65)

k=0
where coefficients are again determined by the extra field decoupling conditions:

0Ly

W — 0, ]f > O (66)

As in the bosonic case, we now apply the (almost) maximal gauge fixing. We begin by
setting

c
Pr=0 = = C—leﬁ(maﬁ@) (67)
0
and checking that
c
F¢ = —0—165(2)6a6(2). (68)
0

Proceeding in this way, at the last step we set:

g =0 = e = Dl gee6) (69)
Co
and check that c
(25— s—1 a(2s—
Fol2s=8) — _ - es() CHE P (70)

2s5—1

Thus we obtain the minimal Lagrangian (rescaling ¢**=1 for simplicity):

—1)° 1
L = Ly DO 26,0,y 27, D

1
—47’71(I)a(28_2)5E6y¢0‘(25_2)7

M

2(2s+1
_'_7(1)&(25—2)66 g

B pa2s=2)y _
K (25 —1)

ME¢Q(2S—1)¢Q(2S_1)7 (71)

14



where
m

n=,/—. 72
TV s - (72)

This Lagrangian is still invariant under the only remaining gauge transformations:
50(1)01(28—1) _ Dga(2s—1) +

Y

a ra(2s—2)8
@s—1)°

50¢a(2s—1) _ mga@s—l) (73)
Also, we still have a couple of gauge invariant curvatures:

M
(2s — 1)

Ca(2s—1) — D¢a(2s—l) _Cs_lqyx(%—l) +

403—1
(2s — 1)

6015’ ¢a(2s—2)ﬁ (74)

Fa(2s—l) — D(I)a(2s—l)_|_ eaﬂq)a(2s—2)ﬁ_

Ea6¢a(2s—2)6’
M
(2s — 1)

satisfying the following differential identities:

Df-a(2s—1) - (2 M l)eaﬁf‘a(2s—2)5 _
S —

DCQ(2S—1) — _Cs_lfa@s—l) .

468—1
(2s — 1)

e gCH 20, (75)

chuﬁcroz(2s—2)ﬁ7

M
(2s—1)

Variation of the Lagrangian under the arbitrary variations of ® and ¢ has the form:
OL ~ Fo@s—1y0P*® ™ 4+ 4C, 052y B° 67, (76)

while the Lagrangian can be rewritten simply as

1
~ a(2s—1)
L —2 — a(2s_1)C . (77)

Here there also exists a set of self-consistent unfolded equations (compare [25]):

M des
0 = D(I)a(2s—1) o q>0c(25—2)6 . s—1 EQ a(2s—2)B
Tas— Gs—1)C o :
0 = D¢o¢(2s—1) o Cs_lq)a@s—l) + eaﬁ¢a(2s—2)ﬁ + 66(2)‘/@(28—1)5(2)’ (78)

(2s — 1)
0 = Dva(2k+1) + 65(2)‘/04(2]6—1—1)6(2) + akeaﬁva@k)ﬁ + Bkea(2)va(2k—1)’
where V1) 'k > s is an infinite set of gauge invariant fermionic zero-forms, while

(2s+1)M
(2k + 1)(2k + 3)’

(k—s)(k+s+1), M A

P =~ 2%k(k + 1) [(2k+1)2_4]'

(79)

A =

Let us stress once again, that the equations for V' have the same form as in the general
formalism without any gauge fixing.
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4.3 Two massive and one massless fields

In this subsection we consider possible cubic vertices for two massive and one massless fields.
Let us begin with the purely bosonic case: two massive bosons with spins s; o and one
massless boson with spin s3. Any consistent non-abelian corrections to the gauge transfor-
mations must be related with consistent deformations for all gauge invariant curvatures [9]
(schematically):

ARl ~ QQQg + 6BQQ3, ABl ~ BQQg,
ARQ ~ 9193 + 63193, ABQ ~ BgQg.

The main consistency requirement here is that the deformed curvatures 7%1,2 =Ri2+AR 2,
Bi2 = Bis + AB;  transform covariantly:

Ry ~ Raomz + eBans, 6By ~ By,
O0Ry2 ~ Rans+eBins, 0By ~ Bins.

Due to the presence of zero-form fields, there exists a pair of possible field redefinitions:
Q= Q1+ IilBQQ;;, Oy = Qy + HQBng.

It appears that using these field redefinitions one can completely remove all possible non-
abelian corrections. Taking into account that in three dimensions it is not possible to
construct any trivially gauge invariant vertex (simply because it must be four-form as a
minimum), the only remaining possibility is an abelian vertex:

L, = gB?(SS (32 87(81 a(§3)9375(§2)7(§1)‘ (80)

Here 5; are the same as in the massless case and it means that three spins s; 93 also must
satisfy a strict triangular inequality. Consider variation of the vertex under the gauge trans-
formations of the massless field:

1 (S S S A
5551 = B (53)8(5 BW( Y @) [PN8(a)y (61 — 5(6136775@2—1)5»,@1) + e, N(sa)r(51-1)5)]

= i RYEIBI e en) — e BT RS

o(83)718(52)7(51)

M, o 1pa(s3—1)58(32) (33)8(52—1)5
Fom BT BT P)B3 ™ asayM(san(an)
M a(83)8(8 §1—1)6 k) 8
(289 — 2)8 B sy = e’ BE T atss s teanion

>\ aé B(s 3
_531( DPEIBICD 0y (€828 -1v(31) + €4 8621051 -1)5)-

Terms with the R;2 vanish on-shell or, if one likes, can be compensated by the abelian
corrections to the gauge transformations:

59?(2&—2) -~ Bgr(ﬁs)“/(ﬁl)77taz(§z)fy(§l)7

a(2s1—2 oS S alé
592( 1-2) Bl(s)“/( 2)77 (1)’7(§2)7 (81)
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which correspond to abelian deformations for curvatures:
AR(;@Sl—?) N B§(§3)7(§1)Q§(§2)7(§1)7
AR§(281_2) N B?(§3)7(§2)Q§(§1)7(52). (82)
As for the terms quadratic in B, we use the fact that on-shell
BE2) g 0 WO25-2080),

Then these terms are reduced to

(251 —2)" " (285 —2)
(3342)8(3 3

= [My — My — (51 — so) WP CTPEp0E0 M6 (s)- (83)

A ~ A a(83+2)6(s §
A~ M2+($1—82)§]W1(3+ PEWTE s M)

Thus the gauge invariance imposes the relation on the masses:
Ml - M2 = (Sl - 82))\. (84)

In the same way one can construct cubic vertices for two other cases: two massive fermions
and one massless boson

a(S3+1 S 3
Ly = gCreetReren Qs s (85)

or massive boson and massive and massless fermions
(33)8(3 3141
Ly = gBrEPEICIEH s s (86)

with the same relations on the masses.

Note, that for the first time a simple example of such mass relation appeared in our
construction of unfolded formulation for massive higher spin supermultiplets [25]. There
we consider deformations of the unfolded equations for massive boson (M, s1) and massive
fermion (M, s9) in the presence of a background massless spin-3/2 field:

A
0= Dd + 5%@@ (87)

For the gauge invariant part of the unfolded equations such ansatz has the form:

0 = DWQ(2k) +€B(2)WQ(2k)ﬁ(2) _'_akeaﬁwa@k—l)ﬁ +ﬁkea(2)wa(2k—2)

‘l‘fk,oq)ﬁva@k)g + fk7lq>ava(2k—1)’ (88)
0 = Dva(2k+1) + 66(2)Va(2k+1)5(2) _'_,ykeaﬁva@k)ﬁ + 5kea(2)va(2k—1)
+gk70®ﬁwa(2k+l)ﬂ + gk71q)awa(2k). (89)

Self-consistency of these deformations requires
1
32281—|—A, M2 :M1+A)\, A:i§, (90)
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the solution being;:

k¥ s
Jro = fo, frq = ?%[Ml F kAl fo, (91)
k.0 = Yo, gkl =+ (k£ +1) [My %+ (k + 1)A]go. (92)

T 2(k+1D)(2k+ 1)

This construction can be easily generalized to the massless fermion with arbitrary spin s (see
Appendix A). We have found a complete solution for the case s = g and obtain the same
relations as in ([@0) but with A = +1, +3.

It is instructive to compare our results with what happens in the Prokushkin-Vasiliev
theory [3, 4], describing interaction of higher spin massless fields with massive spin 0 and

spin 1/2. The unfolded equations for these massive fields [26] in our current notation look
like:

0= DWOc(2k) + 66(2)Wa(2k)6(2) +6kea(2)Wa(2k—2) (93)
1 2 2 2
. I
0= Dva(2k+1) + 66(2)‘/@(216-1-1)5(2) + Oék€aﬁva(2k)6 + ﬁkea(2)va(2k—1) (94)
m 1 9 o, A2
- - m?— 2k 12D
%= GRE D@t T Tamrge TR

Trying to solve consistency relations given in appendix A iteratively by [ already at [ = 2
we have found that the solution exists only when

mo? = m? — m\ — 2)\2 (95)

It is crucial that this relation does not depend on the spin of the massless fermion so that
the whole infinite set of massless fields with different spins can simultaneously interact with
one and the same massive supermultiplet (%, 0). Recall that the same relation we have found
for this massive supermultiplet in [25].

Similarly, one can consider interaction for massless boson with two massive bosons (see
Appendix B) or two massive fermions. Let us provide here a couple of explicit examples.

For the massless spin 2 and two massive bosons with arbitrary masses and spins one can
consider

0 = DWft(%)Jreﬁ(z)sz(%)B(z) _i_al’keaﬁwloz@k—l)ﬁ_'_Bl’kea(z)wla(%—m
+ 10 Ws P 4 fa QoW 4 Qe@ g e (96)

and similarly for the second boson. We again obtain the same relations with A = 0, £1,

where
A =0:
A

fro = fo, frag = ap + 5 fr2 = Br: (97)
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(k F 51)

fro = fo, fk,lziFm[MlekA]fo,
k —1)(k
fra = E;§(4k2>(_ ;FSI)[MlﬂFk‘AHMle(k‘—l))\]fo- (98)

We have found a complete solution for the massless spin 3 and indeed found A = 0, £1, £2.

4.4 Three massive fields

In this subsection we consider cubic vertices for three massive fields. Again we begin with
the purely bosonic case. First of all note, that here we have a number of possible field
redefinitions

Q= O+ IingBg + IingQg

and similarly for two other one-forms. As in the previous case, using these redefinitions one
can completely remove all possible non-abelian corrections to the gauge transformations.
Further, any abelian vertex of the form BBS2 by using the substitution

Qa(2s—2) = _i[Ba(2s—2) . DBa(28—2) . M

m 2(s—1)

and differential identities for the curvatures can be shown to be equivalent to the combination
of the trivially gauge invariant ones and abelian vertices of the form BBB, which can not be
made gauge invariant. This leaves us with the only possibility — trivially gauge invariant

vertex:

6(163@(28—3)5]

Ly = gBy B By panen) (99)
Similarly, for two massive fermions and one massive boson we can construct:

a(83+1)3(s S
L) = gcl( 3+1)5( 2)C;( 1)a(§3+1)83,6(§2)7(51) (100)

In both cases a strict triangular inequality must hold. Each term in these vertices are
separately gauge invariant so one can freely consider both + and — components combining
them into parity even/odd combinations similarly to the massless case.

An important remaining open question is the relation of such vertices with the classifi-
cation obtained recently in [I] (see also [2]).

5 Partially massless fields

To discuss the partially massless fields let us return back to the initial Lagrangian ([33]) for
massive boson. It is unitary not only in AdS; and flat Minkowski spaces, but in d.S3 space
as well, provided

M?=m®— (s —1)’A > 0. (101)
At the boundary of the unitarity region lives the only partially massless field which has one
physical degrees of freedom. Inside the region we find a number of partially massless fields
described by a set of one-forms Q%) fak) ¢ — 1 —t < k < s — 1, where ¢ is a depth
of partially masslessness (we define depth so that ¢ = 0 corresponds to the massless case).
These fields do not have any physical degrees of freedom and must be considered separately.
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5.1 Maximal depth

2)

Here M = 0 and zero-forms 7**) and ¢ decouple. The Lagrangian becomes:

Ly = Z(_l)k-i-l[k‘Qa(zk_l)ﬁeﬁ_yQa@k—l)’Y + Qa(2k)Dfa(2k)]

:_JIEBQ(Q)BO‘(Q) — Bye®@ DA
+ Z k—l—l @Qa(zm fa (2k) 4 Q, %) €A(2 fa (2k) 6(2)]
+2aOQa(2)e @A — agfapE®, B, (102)
where
ol = k(k+1)(s—|—k‘—|—1)(s—k:—1)A’
2(k + 2)(2k + 3)
ap? = WA. (103)

The gauge transformations are the same as before (but without 7 and ¢). The gauge
invariant two-forms now:

k+2)

()(2k)B(2) =1 a(2)a(2k-2)
T !

) (]{7 + 1)ak_1
Kk —1)(2k — 1)

Ra(2k) — DQa(2k)+ ares o)

Ta(2k) — Dfa(2k) + akeﬁ(2)fa(2k)ﬁ(2 6a(2)foc(2k—2) + 6a6Qa(2k—1)B

Y

R*® = DO 4 3a1e402) QPP (104)
T2 _ Dfa(2)+eaﬁgaﬁ +aleﬁ( )fa(2)5(2)+2aoea(2) A,
R = DA+—ea ) fo@ 2 B

As for the one-forms, we obtain:

B*® = DB*® —24e0"® + 3a,e409B*PP)

_ _ k+2)
Bk _  ppRek) _ 9, ok k-1 a(2) Ro(2k—2) ( Ba(2k 05)
QAo _'_7]{7(2]{3— 1)6 + 2 ake B(2) 2€l
Ba(2s—2) — DBa(2s—2) —9 Qa(2s—2) As—2 a(2)Ba(2s—4).

o oD@ -3¢

There also exists a set of self-consistent unfolded equations [24], namely, all curvatures except
B225=2) are zero, while

0 = DBo2s=2) _ 9, (a(2s-2) As—2 (2) ga(2s—4) Te2s—=2)B(2)
QAo + (8—1)(28—3)6 —|—65(2) ,
0 = DWQ(2k) + 65(2)Wa(2k)ﬁ(2) + ﬁkea(2)Wa(2k—2)’ (106)
where ( 2)
-5
=——"A. 107
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Two partially massless and one massless fields. First of all let us note that in this
case we have twice as many one-forms as Stueckelberg zero-forms so our trick with maximal
gauge fixing can not be straightforwardly applied here. Leaving the general analysis to the
future work, we assume that in this case non-abelian corrections can also be transformed
into abelian ones by appropriate field redefinitions and consider the following ansatz:

El = gB?(SS)B(SQ)B;(SI)a(ég) f3,6(§2)’y(§1)7 (108)

where §; are the same as before and the spins s; again must satisfy a strict triangular
inequality. Taking into account that

As—2

a(2)Ba(2s—4) ~ 0
(s—1)(2s—3)"

DBa(2s—2) _ _2a0Ra(25—2) .

the only non-zero on-shell contribution appears to be:
5£1 ~ 8(136(83)6(82)83(81)05(53)(666776(52—1)67(51) + e’yénﬂ(§2)’y(§1—l)5) (109)
From the unfolded equations it follows that B2~ s e W(2=252) 50 we obtain:
a(334+2)B(s E
OLy ~ (51— o)W Mo (n)- (110)

Thus gauge invariance requires that the spins of the two partially massless fields must be
equal s; = s9. Indeed, this is just the particular case of the general relation (84]) when
M, = My = 0. Anyway, the result is rather strong, so as an independent check we again
consider the deformation of the unfolded equations for the partially massless fields due to
the massless spin-s field satisfying (n = 2s — 2)

A
0 = DQa(n) _ Zeozﬁfoz(n—l)ﬁ
0 = Dyfe 4 exz0on=18 (111)

The most general ansatz for the parity even deformation has the form:

0 = DWf‘(%)%—eﬁ@)Wf‘(%)B(z)+517ke W2

n/2
n/2—1
+ Z gk,lQa(2l+1 (n2i— Wa(2k 2l-1)B(n—21-1) (112)

=0

Self-consistency of such deformations provide a large number of equations on the parameters
fr1 and gx; which can be solved iteratively on [ (see Appendix C). For [ = 0 they give:

n
fr+1,0 = fro0, Jk+1,0 = k.0, k41,0 = §fk,0

so we set n
Jro=Jfo=1, Ieo =5
21



Equations with [ = 1 for the field f look like:

2
n
0 = 2fip11— 2k —1)Bip + 2k — 14+ n)Bs kyny2 + gf\

2k +n)(2k +n —1 kn
0 = frr11 +E(2k—1)B1% — ( i 5 >ﬁz,k+n/z 1 —A

0 = fir1q = fra + Bk — Boksn/2

For fi 1 from the first equation the second one satisfies identically, while the third one requires
S1 = So
Similarly, equations for Q with [ = 1 look like
0 = gy —n(k—=1)B1k +n(2k =3 +n)Bok—14n/2/2 — gfk,l

3n
0 = Gr+11— g1+ 7(51,k - ﬁ2,k—1+n/2)
n(k—1)(2k —1) (2k+n—2)(2k+n—3)
9 Bk — 1

0 = gr+11 Bok—14ns2 + (2k — 1) fra

and again solution exists only when s; = s5. Let us provide here complete solutions for a
couple of simple cases.
Massless spin 2 In this case equations are:

0 = DWPEH 4 epqWEPR o g ca@ppph=2)
+ froofa Wa P ”+gk,om5W2 R84 f DO h2) (113)

and the solution:
freo=gro =1, fr1 = DB
Massless spin 3 Now we have
0 = DI/Vl Ky e )W a(2k)5(2) _'_ﬁkea(2)Wla(2k—2)
+fr0/5) W 3HP +f L) o k28 +f A oEk=1
+ 100" B(B)W;(% DBE) 4 Qa(3 R a(2k—3)8 (114

and obtain:
Jro=fo=1, Jen = 2[(k 4+ 2)Bry1 — (= 1)54], fr2 = 6Bkbr—1
k0 = 9o = 2 fo, r1 = 65

5.2 Non-maximal depth

Recently, a very simple and elegant representation for partially massless fields of non-maximal
depth in AdSs were suggested [5]. The aim of this subsection is to show that this represen-
tation can be reproduced starting with our gauge invariant formalism. First of all we have
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to move to AdS. These partially massless fields are non-unitary there, so if we formally set
A = —)\? we obtain non-hermitian Lagrangian. To avoid this, we use the same trick as we
have already used in our construction for the partially massless supermultiplets in AdSy [27].
Namely, we switch off alternating signs for the kinetic terms. Then we obtain the Lagrangian
(n=s—t—1):

s—1

Ly = Z [k‘iQa(%—l)gﬁ’B.yQa(%_l)'y + Qa(%)Dfa(%) + bkfa(%—l)ﬁeﬁryfa(%_l)'y
k=n
k42 N )
_( . )akQa(%)ﬁ(g)eﬁ@)f (2k) 4 a1 Qa(2r) €502) f (2k)ﬁ(2)]’ (115)
where all coefficients are real and such that
e G V(e BV IR G
2+ Dk +2)@E+3) CESIE

This Lagrangian is invariant under the following gauge transformations:

k+2) -1 - by, -

690!(2]{,‘) - D o(2k) ( a(2k)B(2) a(2),,a(2k—2) YK o ca(2k—1)8

U T ks + wah—nC " +ees ;
(k‘ + 1)ak_1

5fa(2k) — Dé-a(2k) . akeﬁ(2)£a(2k)ﬁ(2) + ea(2)£a(2k—2) +€aﬁ7]a(2k_1)ﬁ,

k(k—1)(2k—1)
while the gauge invariant two-forms look like:

RAE)  _  poek) _ (k+2)

_ by,
Qo(2k)B(2) k-1 @) qak-2) | %k
akeﬁ(g) + ]{2(2]{7 — 1>€ + ]{7

_ k + 1)ak_1 _
a2k) D a(2k) @ Qa(2k 18 a(2k)B(2) ( a(2) pa(2k 2).
T f +e 8 akeg(g)f +k‘(k‘—1)(2k‘—1)e f

€agfa(2k_1)ﬁ

)

Now to separate the variables we introduce:

SnA

ro(Qk:) _ Qa(2k) +
* 2k(k + 1)

fa(2k) (116)

Working with the + components and omitting the + sign we obtain:

R poak) _ (K Z 2)akeﬁ(2)9a(2k)ﬁ(2)
k-1 2) ) (2k—2) SNA a a(2k-1)8 117
- )° U TS (117)

As an illustration let us consider the simplest case t = 1. In this case we have only two
fields Q%2572 and Q*?s=% with curvatures

RoEs=2) _  poal2s-2) | : i;l;; 3)%60(2)90(28—4) n ES — i; %eaﬁga@s—?))ﬁ’
s — s — S —
28059 A A
Ra(2s—4) — DQa(2s—4) . (Ssa_ 22) 566(2)911(23—4)5(2) + (S j 1) §€aﬁQa(2s—5)ﬁ’ (118)
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where we explicitly show multipliers % so that

s (s—2)(2s—3)
o= . 119
=2 2s(s — 1) (119)
Now we show that both these curvatures can be combined into

Re25=3).6 _ p(e(2s—3)8 | %eayga(zs—ﬂt)w _ éeﬁwﬁo‘(%_?’)”. (120)

For this we introduce an ansatz:

Qa(2s—3),ﬁ _ Qa(2s—3)6 + K1QQ(2S_4)EQB (121)
Let us begin with the Q*25=2) contribution (here and further on all calculations are up to
A)-
5):
AO _ 6(17{2&(25—4)67 o 667Qa(25—3)7 (122)
Using an identity:

6057901(28—4)5’)/ o (28 . 3)65790(28—3)7 — Eaﬁew(z)ga@s—él)'y@)’
we can rewrite this contribution as

(s —2) N _ 1

Ap = a Qa(2s 4)8~ B8 Qa(2s 3)y 123

SEE PO (123)

The coefficient before the first term is exactly what we need, while for the second contribution
be correct we must have

50‘564,(2) O(2s=4)7(2)

(S — 1) = —K1 (S — 2)as_2 - K1 = —m (124)

Now we consider Q*25=4) contribution:

Al _ 6(179(1(28—5)78&6 . 26&69@(28—4)

(125)
Using one more identity:
60790(28—5)75a6 — 2e0(2)(2s-5)8 _ 2(s — 2)606Qa(28—4)’
we obtain
Ay = 5 i 1)6‘“79‘1(23_5)760‘5 — ﬁ(ea(zma(zs_@ﬁ + B Qe2s=4), (126)

Taking into account that

2 . 2a5_2

(s—1) (s—1)(2s—3)

we find that both coefficients are correct.
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Now we turn to the general case and show that the whole set of the gauge invariant
curvatures can be packed into

RO2s=2-0),8(t) _ p()e(2s—2-1)6(1) 4 %eaVQa@s—i%—t)mB(t) _ %eﬁvga(%—?—t)ﬁ(t—l)x (127)

For this purpose we introduce the following ansatz:

t
Qa(2s—2—t),6(t) _ Qa(2s—2—t)ﬁ(t) + Z HlQa(28_2_t_l)B(t_l) (&j()lﬁ)l7 (128)
=1

where (£%%)! denotes a product of [ copies of £*. It is enough to consider a contribution for

one particular field Q®?s=2-2)_ For convenience, let us explicitly show the terms we have to
reproduce:
Ra(2s—2l) = .+ 2a5 11 60;(2) Qa(2s—2—2l) 4. (129)
(s—=0(2s—20—-1)
1)
Ra(2s—2—2l) - S(S «a Qa(2s—3—2l)ﬁ 130
L) TPy (130)
pots—i— _ 262D 0 e (131)
(s=1-2)"°

This particular contribution appears to be:
Al — [60790(2‘9_3_"’_1)766_” o 667Qa(25—2—t—l)5(t—l—1)7](gaﬁ)l
_Qleaﬁga(2s——2—t—l)ﬁ(t—l) (6aﬁ)l—1 (132)

Further on we omit common multiplier (€)', Using a pair of identities

ea’yQa(2s—3—t—l)'yB(t—l) EQB Q(t — 1+ 1)eoc(2)Qa(2s—3—t—l)ﬁ(t—l+l)

—(28 —9_t— l)eozﬁQoz(2s—2—t—l)ﬁ(t—l)7
eﬁ’yQa(2s—2—t—l)B(t—l—1)’y€aﬁ — —2(28 —1—t— l)66(2) Qa(2s—l—t—l)6(t—l—l)
+(t o l)eaBQa(2s—2—t—l)B(t—l)

Y

one can straightforwardly show that

Al . = [plea’yQa(2s—3—t—l)B(t—l)'y + pgEBPYQQ(2S_2_t_l)B(t_l_1)7]6(15
_9]pB (25 —2—t—1)B(t—1) (133)
where (25—t —1—1) (=14 1)
s—t—1— -+
P11 == P2 =

(s—=1)(2s =2l —1)’ (s—=0)(2s—=2l—1)

can be rewritten as:

Ay = - I(2s —t—1-1) (o) Qot2s-3-1-DB(-1+1)
’ (s—10)(2s—20—1)
_'_eaﬁQa(2s—2—t—l)B(t—l) _'_65(2)Qa(2s—1—t—l)ﬁ(t—l—1)]. (134)
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To correctly reproduce the term in (I29) we must have

I(2s—t—1-1) 205 11
—Kj = KRj—1 .
(s—=0(2s—20—-1) (s—=0(2s—20—-1)
This gives us a recurrent relation on k;:
As—1—1
= —K_ . 135
TR T ) (2s —t— 1 1) (135)
Taking into account that ko = 1 we found a solution
t—D1(2s—2—t—1)!
_ (1) —1om- 136
f= ) s 2 =) m[Ila ! (136)

This leaves us with (omitting the last £2°)
Al 5 = (1 . pl)6a’yQa(28—3—t—l)’yB(t—l) . (1 + p2)667Qa(25—2—t—l)5(t—l—1)’y.

Using the last identity

(t _ l)6a79a(2s_3_t_lhﬁ(t_l) _ (28 —92_t— l)6679a(2s_2_t_l)6(t_l_1)7
+5a6€7(2) Qa(2s—3—t—l)ﬁ(t—l—1)~/(2) ’

we obtain:
s(s—t—1)
(s=D(s—1-1)
(2s—1-1)
(s—=1—-1)(2s=20—-1)

JAVES [eaVQa@s—g—t—l)vB(t—l) _l_657Qa(28—2—t—l)6(t—l—l)—y]

60{5 ey(2) Qa(2s—3—t—l)ﬁ(t—l—1)~/(2) )

Here the first coefficients is exactly what we need for (I30), while to reproduce (I31]) we
must have

(25 — 1 —1) B 2(s — 1)
Ml -D@s—20—1) s _g)

Using explicit expressions for x; and a,_s it is straightforward to check that this equation is
fulfilled.
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A  Massless fermion and massive boson and fermion

Let us consider massive boson (M, s1) and massive fermion (M,, s9) interacting with mass-
less spin-s fermion satisfying

A
0= D™ 4 56“5@("—1)5, n=2s—2
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Deformation for the bosonic equations has the form:
0 = Dwa(2k) + 66(2)Wa(2k)5(2) + oy keaﬁwa@k—l)ﬁ + 51 k6a(2)wa(2k—2)

+ Z fk,lq)a(l)B(n—l)va@k_l)ﬁ(n_l) (137)
=0

The consistency requirement leads to the number of equations which can (in-principle) be
solved iteratively by [:

=0
0 = fkrio—Jfro =  fro=Jo
0 = 2frr11+ 2k +n)agpsm-1y/2 — 2kary, — %A
0 = frrr1 = fea + 01k — Q2pg(n-1)2
1<l<n-1:
0 = 2fiqra41 + [(2F =20+ n)ag piy(n-1)/2 — (2k — 20)ay s, — n%]sz
—1(2k = 1) Br ke fr—10-1 + 12k = 2L+ 1 4+ 1) Bo i (n1) /2 fri—1
0 = frrrirr — fran + U+ D(ark — @2 p—14(n-1)/2) fra
+l(l ; D Bk fr—11-1 = B2 k—i+(n+1) /2. k1-1] (138)
0 = 2fip1001— CE=1+1)2a1, — N fiy + 2k =12k — 1+ 1)1k fr—11-1
—(2k =2l +n+2)(2k = 2l +n + 1) B p—i-(n+1)/2.Sk0—1
l=n:

n
0 = (01, — a2k—(nt1/2) fon + 5[61,kfk—1,n—1 — Bok—(n—1)/2frn—1]

0 = 2ok —A)fin + (25 —n)Brife—1m—1 — 2k — 1+ 2) Bok—m—1)/2kn-1
0 = Brrfe-in = Bok—(n-1)/2 kn

Similarly, deformation for the fermionic equations can be written as:

0 = Dva(2k+1) + 66(2)Va(2k+1)ﬁ(2) + keaﬁva@k)ﬁ + 52 kea(2)va(2k—1)

4 zn: (I)a(l)ﬁ(n_l)Wa(2k+1—l)ﬁ(n—l) (139)
1-0

and their consistency leads to:
[=0

0 = Grt10—Gko, =  Gro= 90

0 = Gr+1,0— Gk + Qo) — 1 k+(n+1)/2

n
0 = 2gp410+ 2k + 1+ n)apymenyz — (25 + Dagp — 5
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1<l<n-1

A
0 = 2gk+17l+1 + [(2/{7 +1-—-2l+ n)o&l,k_l+(n+1)/2 — (2]{7 +1-— 21)0&271f — n—]gm

2
(2K + 2 = 204+ 1) B1 -1 (n43)/20k1—1 — L2k + 1 = 1) Bo ke Gr—1,—1
0 = Gry1i41 — Giirr + (L + 1) (2 n — Q1 k—i4(nt1)/2) Ik,

I(l+1
+ ( 9 )[beta2,k9k—1,l—1 - ﬁl,k—l+(n+3)/2gk,z—1] (140)

0 = 29k+1,l+1 — (2]{? + 2 — l)(2a2’k - )\)gk,l + (2]{? +2— l)[(Qk‘ +1-— l)ﬁlkgk_u_l
—(2k =21 +n + 3)(2k — 21 + 1 + 2) B1 k—14(n+3)/29k,1-1]

n
0 = (02k — Q1 k—(n-1)/2)Gkn + §(ﬁz,k9k—1,n—1 — B1k—(n—3)/2Gkn—1)

(2agk — N gkpn — 2k +1 = n)Bokgr—1,n—1 + (25 + 3 — 1) B1 k- (n—3)/20k,n—1
0 = BorGr—1,n — Bri—(n—1)/29kn

B One massless and two massive bosons

Deformation for the first boson:

0 = lea(%)_l_eﬁ(z)wla(%)ﬁ(ﬂ +a1,k€a5W1a(2k_l)B+ﬁ1,k6a(2)Wfé(2k_2)

30 foa Q0O gy WD (141)
1=0

Consistency requirement leads to:
0 = ferio—Jfro = Jfro=Jfo=1
A
0 = 2fk+171 + (2]{2 + n)ag,kﬂ/g — 2]{2041,k — TLE

0 = fig11 — foaq +a1p — Q2 pqn/2

0 = 2fk+1,l+1 - (2]{7 —1 + 1)(20&1’k — A)fk,l + (2]{7 - l)(2]€ —1 + 1)51,kfk—1,l—1
—(2k =2l + n 4+ 2)(2k — 20 + n+ 1) B j—i14n/2 k-1
0 = ferrirr — frogrr + (Do i feg — @2 p—19n/2f0)

I(l+1
( 7 )[51,kfk—1,1—1 — Bok—1+14n/2fr1-1] (142)

_|_

A
0 = 2fk+1,l+1 + [(2]{7 — 21 + n)ag,k_“_n/g — (2]{2 — 21)0&171f — ng]fkl
=12k = D) Brpfr—1,0-1 U2k =20 + 1+ 1) Bo kig14n/2fri—1

ar g — A frn — 2k = 1) Brifro-10-1 + (26 =14 2)Bokr1-n/2frn—1
2(0n ) — Q2 k—i4n/2) fon + 2Bk fe—1n—1 — B2pr1—n/2.frn—1]
0 = 51,kfk—1,n - 52,k—n/2fk,n
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C One massless and two partially massless bosons

Deformation for the first partially massless one:

0 = DW® £ egqW PR L g eo@pph=?)
n/2
n/2—1 . l
a a(2k—21-1)B(n—21—-1
+2992l+1n21w( )B( )
=1

Terms with the £ field lead to:
Jerio=/fro =  fro=0
1<i<n/2

0 = 2fk— (20 —=1)[(2k — 21 — 1)B1 k-1 fr—21-1
nA

—(2k — 4l + 14 n)Bs g —or114n/2 e—20-1] + ——Gr-11-1

4
0 = figu— foa + 120 = 1)[Brrfr1i-1 — Bok—21424n/2.fr0-1]
2k —4l+n+2)2k—4l+n+1
0 = fk,l - ( )é ))52,k—2l+1+n/2fk—1,1—1
A

+(k =12k =2l = 1)B1 g1 fr—2y-1 — (k= 1) = 5 Jk=11-1

0= Bl,kfk—l,n/2 - B2,k—n/2fk,n/2
Terms with the Q¥ field lead to:

n
9k+1,0 — gro = 0, Jk+1,0 — §fk,0 =0

1<i<n/2-1

(143)

n
0 = gra =12k =1 —=1)B1k—19k—20-1 — (2k — 4l — 1+ n)Bo k—214n/20k—1,1-1] — §fk—1,l

0 = Gry10— Grg 120+ 1) [Bikgr—1,1-1 — Bok—2414n/29k,1-1]
2k — 4l +n)(2k —4l+n—1
0 = Ggri— ( ) 5 )ﬁz,k—2l+n/29k—1,z_1

+(2/{5 -2l — 1)(]{3 - — 1)517k_1gk_2,l_1 + (2]{3 — 2 — 1)fk_171

BrkGk—1,n/2-1 = B2k—nj24+19kn/2-1 = 0, B2, k—n/2419km/2—1 — frmy2 =0
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