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1. Introduction

Although the Ramond-Neveu-Schwarz (RNS) formalism for the superstring has an

elegant structure with N = 1 worldsheet supersymmetry, the construction of vertex op-

erators for spacetime fermions using this formalism is quite complicated. This makes it

difficult to use the RNS formalism to compute scattering amplitudes involving external

fermions or to describe Ramond-Ramond backgrounds [1].

After adding extra worldsheet variables to the RNS formalism which are spacetime

spinors, it was recently shown how to construct simple vertex operators for the spacetime

fermions and make spacetime supersymmetry manifest while preserving N=1 worldsheet

supersymmetry [2–4]. This new formalism involves features of the RNS, Green-Schwarz-

Siegel [5] and pure spinor [6] descriptions of the superstring and was called the B-RNS-GSS

formalism.

An important open problem in superstring theory is to prove equivalence of the RNS
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and pure spinor descriptions, and the B-RNS-GSS formalism will probably play a useful

role as a bridge between the two descriptions. The pure spinor description has the ad-

vantage over the RNS description of manifest spacetime supersymmetry and can easily

describe general D=10 supergravity backgrounds. As shown in [7], nilpotence and holo-

morphicity at the classical level of the pure spinor BRST operator in curved heterotic

and Type II supergravity backgrounds imply that the heterotic and Type II backgrounds

obey the N=1 and N=2 D=10 supergravity equations of motion.

In this paper, the B-RNS-GSS formalism will be defined in a curved heterotic su-

pergravity background and nilpotence and holomorphicity of the BRST operator at the

classical level will similarly be shown to imply the N=1 D=10 supergravity equations

for the background. In the B-RNS-GSS formalism, the BRST operator has the standard

form of an N = 1 worldsheet superconformal field theory, Q =
∫
(cT + γG+ γ2b− bc∂c),

and nilpotence and holomorphicity of Q follow from requiring that G and T generate an

N = 1 worldsheet superconformal algebra. It should be possible to generalize these re-

sults to Type II supergravity backgrounds as well as to the computation of α′ corrections,

however, this will be left for later work.

In Section 2 of this paper, we review the B-RNS-GSS formalism in a flat background.

In Section 3, we construct the worldsheet action and BRST operator in a curved heterotic

supergravity background. In Section 4 we compute the constraints on the background

superfields implied by requiring that
{
G,G

}
= −2T . In Section 5 we show that these

constraints imply that the BRST charge is holomorphic. In Section 6 we analyse the

results from the previous sections. More precisely, we show that the constraints found in

Section 4 are the D=10 N=1 supergravity and super-Yang-Mills equations of motion. In

Section 7 we recast the problem in N = (1, 0) superfield language. Finally, the appendices

contain the conventions and formulas which will be used throughout the paper: Appendix

A compiles the supergeometry conventions, whereas Appendix B and C compile the rele-

vant equations for the
{
G,G

}
= −2T and holomorphicity computations respectively.

2. Review of the B-RNS-GSS formalism

The first step to constructing the B-RNS-GSS formalism is to add the spacetime

spinor variables (θα, pα) and (Λα, wα) for α = 1 to 16 to the RNS worldsheet variables

(xm, ψm, b, c, β, γ; b̄, c̄, ρA) with the worldsheet action

S = SRNS +

∫
d2z(pα∂̄θ

α + wα∂̄Λ
α)

and the left-moving BRST operator

Q = QRNS +

∫
dz(Λαpα),
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where (θα, pα) and (Λα, wα) are left-moving fermionic and bosonic variables of conformal

weight (0, 1). Using the usual quartet argument, the variables (θα, pα,Λ
α, wα) decouple

from the BRST cohomology so the physical superstring spectrum is unchanged.

The second step is to perform a similarity transformation on all worldsheet variables

as O → e−ROeR where

R =

∮
dz
[(Λγmθ)

2γ
ψm + cwα∂θ

α
]
. (2.1)

After the similarity transformation, the worldsheet action and BRST operator have the

manifestly spacetime supersymmetric form

SR−RNS−GSS =

∫
d2z
(1
2
ΠmΠ

m
+Bhet +

1

2
ψm∂ψm + dα∂θ

α + wα∂Λ
α+

+b∂c+ β∂γ + b∂c +
1

2
ρA∂ρA

)
,

(2.2)

QB−RNS−GSS =

∮
dz
(
cTB−RNS−GSS − bc∂c + γ2b+ Λαdα + γψmΠm + γ2∂θαwα

+
1

2γ

(
ΛγmΛ

)
ψm

)
,

(2.3)

where ρA are the right-moving fermionic variables of conformal weight 1
2

in the fundamen-

tal representation of E8 × E8 or SO(32),

Bhet ≡
1

4
(∂θαΠm −Π

m
∂θα)(θγm)α , (2.4)

Πm ≡ ∂xm−
1

2
(∂θγmθ), Π

m
≡ ∂xm−

1

2
(∂θγmθ), dα ≡ pα−

1

2

(
∂xm−

1

4
∂θγmθ

)(
γmθ

)
α

(2.5)

are defined as in the Green-Schwarz-Siegel formalism, and the stress-energy tensor is

TB−RNS−GSS = −
1

2
ΠmΠm − dα∂θ

α −
1

2
ψm∂ψm −wα∂Λ

α − β∂γ −
1

2
∂
(
βγ
)
− b∂c− ∂

(
bc
)
.

(2.6)

Since the similarity transformation R of (2.1) involves inverse powers of γ, it is only

well-defined in the large Hilbert space including the ξ zero mode where γ = ηeφ, β = ∂ξe−φ

and γ−1 = ξe−φ. As discussed in [4,8], one method for working in the large Hilbert space

is to generalize the usual BRST operator Qsmall to Qlarge ≡ Qsmall −
∮
dzη and define

physical states to be in the cohomology of Qlarge. In terms of Qlarge, picture-changing is

a BRST-trivial operation since Qlarge(ξV ) = Qsmall(ξ)V − V when V is annihilated by

Qlarge.

However, this method in the large Hilbert space breaks the N = 1 worldsheet super-

symmetry, and it will be more convenient in this paper to preserve the N = 1 worldsheet

supersymmetry by working in the small Hilbert space. This can be accomplished by

“untwisting”

Λα → γΛα, wα →
1

γ
wα (2.7)
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so that the untwisted (Λα, wα) carry conformal weight (1
2
, 1
2
)1. This untwist is accompanied

by a shift β → β − γ−1Λαwα, and the resulting BRST operator has the standard N = 1

worldsheet supersymmetric form

QB ≡

∮
dz jB =

∮
dz
(
cT − bc∂c + bγ2 + γG

)
, (2.9)

where

G = Λαdα + ψmΠm + ∂θαwα +
1

2

(
ΛγmΛ

)
ψm, (2.10)

T = TB−RNS−GSS + 1
2
∂(Λαwα) is the untwisted stress-tensor, and TB−RNS−GSS is defined

in (2.6).

In terms of the untwisted variables of (2.7), physical vertex operators need to not only

be in the cohomology of the N = 1 BRST operator of (2.3), they need to also be in the

small Hilbert space after twisting the variables Λα → γ−1Λα and wα → γwα. Defining

the U(1) generator

J = ξη − Λαwα (2.11)

so that Λα and β carry charge +1 and wα and γ carry charge −1, this requires that all

terms in the vertex operator carry non-positive charge with respect to J . Note that a sim-

ilar requirement was imposed on vertex operators in the untwisted pure spinor formalism

of [3].

To construct the worldsheet action in a curved supergravity background, it will be

useful to start by constructing the massless super-Yang-Mills and supergravity vertex

operators corresponding to the linearized deformation around a flat background [10]. As

1This untwisting procedure shifts the conformal anomaly contribution of the (Λα, wα) variables from

+32 to −16, so the untwisted BRST operator is no longer nilpotent. To make this untwisting procedure

consistent at the quantum level, one needs to add to the RNS variables not only the (θα, pα,Λ
α, wα)

variables, but also the non-minimal variables (Λα, w
α, Rα, S

α) where (Λα, w
α) and (Rα, S

α) are 32 left-

moving bosons and fermions of conformal weight (0, 1) [9]. The non-minimal BRST operator is obtained

by starting with Q = QRNS +
∫
dz(Λαpα + wαRα) and performing a similarity transformation with

R =

∮
dz
[(Λγmθ)

2γ
ψm + c(wα∂θ

α + Sα∂Λα)
]
.

So (Λα, w
α, Rα, S

α) play a similar role to the non-minimal variables (λα, w
α, rα, s

α) in the pure spinor

formalism.

To obtain a nilpotent BRST operator after untwisting, one can now define J = ξη − Λαwα + RαS
α

and untwist

Λα → γΛα, wα →
1

γ
wα, Rα → γRα, Sα →

1

γ
Sα, (2.8)

so that the change in the conformal anomaly of (Λα, wα) is cancelled by the change in the con-

formal anomaly of (Rα, S
α). However, as in the pure spinor formalism, the non-minimal variables

(Λ̄α, w̄
α, Rα, S

α) are not needed for constructing massless vertex operators in the B-RNS-GSS formal-

ism and will be ignored for the curved supergravity backgrounds discussed in this paper.
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discussed in [2, 4], the massless integrated vertex operator in the B-RNS-GSS formalism

for the open superstring is:

∫
dz Uopen =

∫
dzG(−ΛαAα(X, θ) + ψmAm(X, θ) + wαW

α(X, θ)) (2.12)

=

∫
dz

(
∂θαAα(X, θ) + ΠmAm(X, θ) + dαW

α(X, θ)

−
1

2

(
ψmψn −

1

2
Λγmnw

)
Fmn(X, θ)− ψmwα∂mW

α(X, θ)

)
,

(2.13)

where G(A) denotes the simple pole of G with A. Note that all terms in (2.13) contain zero

or −1 U(1) charge, so the vertex operator is in the small Hilbert space when expressed in

terms of the twisted variables. The heterotic string massless integrated vertex operators

can be easily constructed from the product of the open vertex operator with
∫
dz∂xm or∫

dzJ
I

for the supergravity and super-Yang-Mills cases, respectively. Consequently, we

end up with

∫
d2z USUGRA =

∫
d2z
[
∂θαAαm +ΠnAnm + dαEm

α +
1

2
NnpΩm

np − ψnwα∂nEm
α
]
∂xm,

(2.14)∫
d2z UsY M =

∫
d2z
[
∂θαAαI +ΠnAnI + dαWI

α +
1

2
NnpU

np
I − ψnwα∂nWI

α
]
J
I
, (2.15)

where we denote

Nnp ≡ −ψnψp +
1

2
Λγnpw. (2.16)

The requirement of BRST-invariance on these vertices implies the linearized SUGRA/SYM

equations of motion for the
{
Aαm, Amn, Em

α,Ωm
np, AαI , AaI ,WI

α, UI
ab
}

superfields:

D(αAβ)m = γnαβAnm, D(αAβ)I = γmαβAmI , (2.17)

DαAmn − ∂mAαn = γmαβEn
β, DαAmI − ∂mAαI = γmαβWI

β, (2.18)

∂[mAn]p = Ωpmn, ∂[mAn]I = UmnI , (2.19)

DαEm
β = Ωmα

β, DαWI
β = UIα

β, (2.20)

γnαβ∂nEm
β = 0 , γmαβ∂mWI

β = 0. (2.21)

Note that this is the same set of background superfields and linearized equations of motion

as the one we encounter in the pure spinor formalism [6, 7].
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3. B-RNS-GSS heterotic string in curved backgrounds

We will now write the expressions for the most general worldsheet action and BRST

charge in the small Hilbert space as defined in the last section. In other words, after

twisting Λα → γ−1Λα and wα → γwα, all terms in the action and all terms except for
γ

2
(ΛγmΛ)ψm in the BRST charge must have non-negative powers of γ. The most general

action for this system can be written as

S =
1

2πα′

∫
d2z
[1
2
EaE

a
+

1

2
EAE

B
BBA +

1

2
ψa∇ψ

a + dαE
α
+ wα∇Λα + b∂c + β∂γ + b∂c

+
1

2
ρA∇ρA + dαJ

I
WI

α +
1

2
ψaψbJ

I
UIab + ΛαwβJ

I
UIα

β

+ ψawα

(
E

A
CAa

α + J
I
CIa

α
)
+ wαwβ

(
E

A
YA

αβ + J
I
YI

αβ
)]
.

(3.1)

The covariant derivatives are defined as

∇ψa = ∂ψa + ψb(∂ZMΩMb
a),

∇Λα = ∂Λα + Λβ(∂ZMΩMβ
α),

∇ρA = ∂ρA + (tIAB∂Z
MAMI)ρB, (3.2)

and the connection ΩMα
β has the general form

ΩMα
β = ΩMδ

β
α +

1

4
ΩMab(γ

ab)α
β + ΩMabcd(γ

abcd)α
β, (3.3)

where ΩM is a scale connection and the presence of ΩMabcd is allowed since Λα is uncon-

strained. Similarly, the background field UIα
β can be expanded as

UIα
β = UIδ

β
α +

1

4
UIab(γ

ab)α
β + UIabcd(γ

abcd)α
β. (3.4)

The background field AMI is the Yang-Mills connection for the gauge group, tIAB are

the generators of the Lie algebra for the gauge group and J
I
≡ 1

2
tIABρAρB. Finally, we

stress the fact that the background superfields
{
B,E,Ω, A,W, U, C, Y

}
are functions of

the target space coordinates ZM .

The BRST charge retains the standard N = (1, 0) worldsheet supersymmetric form

QB ≡

∮
dσ jB =

∮
dσ

(
cT − c

(3
2
β∂γ +

1

2
γ∂β

)
+ bc∂c + bγ2 + γG

)
, (3.5)
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but now we generalize

G =
1

2
ΛαΛβψc

(
γc
)
αβ

+ Λαdα +
1

2
ΛαΛβwγGαβ

γ +
1

2
ΛαψbψcGαbc

+ ψaEa +
1

6
ψaψbψcGabc + ΛαψbwγGαb

γ

+ wαE
α +

1

2
ψaψbwγGab

γ +
1

2
ΛαwβwγGα

βγ

+
1

2
ψawβwγGa

βγ +
1

6
wαwβwγG

αβγ

(3.6)

and

T =−
1

2
EaE

a − dαE
α −

1

2
ψa∇ψ

a −
1

2
wα∇Λα +

1

2
Λα∇wα

− ψawαE
ACAa

α − wαwβE
AYA

αβ . (3.7)

Of course, the background fields denoted by G in (3.6) are also functions of the target

space coordinates ZM .

As mentioned previously, the background fields which were introduced above parametrize

the deformation away from the flat background. The physical deformations are the ones

such that {
G,G

}
= −2T. (3.8)

Therefore, in order to find them, we will now require that the most general small Hilbert

space expressions for S and G written above are such that G squares to −2T . This

procedure imposes constraints on the background fields. As we will see, these imply that

G is holomorphic and will turn out to be the D=10 N=1 supergravity and super-Yang-

Mills constraints of [7].

4.
{
G,G

}
= −2T condition

We start by listing the canonical commutation relations that will be needed to compute{
G,G

}
= −2T . These are

[
ψa(σ), ψb(σ′)

]
= ηabδ(σ − σ′),

[
Λα(σ), wβ(σ

′)
]
= δαβ δ(σ − σ′), (4.1)

[
c(σ), b(σ′)

]
= δ(σ − σ′),

[
γ(σ), β(σ′)

]
= δ(σ − σ′), (4.2)

[
J
I
(σ), J

J
(σ′)

]
= fK

IJJ
K
(σ)δ(σ − σ′). (4.3)

For the superspace coordinates, the conjugate momentum PM is defined by

(−1)MPM ≡
δS

δ(∂τZM)
, [ZM(σ), PN(σ

′)] = δMN δ(σ − σ′), (4.4)
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where ∂τ = 1
2
(∂ + ∂) (and ∂σ = 1

2
(∂ − ∂)). It follows that PM is written as

(−1)MPM =∂τZ
NGNM + ∂σZ

NBNM −EM
αdα −

1

2
ΩMabψ

aψb + ΩMα
βΛαwβ + AMIJ

I

+ (−1)MψawαCMa
α + wαwβYM

αβ.

(4.5)

This expression can be inverted to yield

dα = (−1)M+1Eα
MPM + ∂σZ

MBMα −
1

2
Ωαabψ

aψb + Ωαβ
γΛβwγ + AαIJ

I

− ψawβCαa
β + wβwγYα

βγ (4.6)

and, similarly,

da ≡ ∂τZ
MEMa = (−1)MEa

MPM − ∂σZ
MBMa +

1

2
Ωabcψ

bψc − Ωaα
βΛαwβ − AaI J

I

− ψbwαCab
α − wαwβYa

αβ.

(4.7)

It follows that

Ea = da − ∂σZ
MEMa, (4.8)

Ea = da + ∂σZ
MEMa, (4.9)

E
α
= −J

I
WI

α, (4.10)

Eα = −J
I
WI

α − 2∂σZ
MEM

α. (4.11)

It is also important to define explicitly what we mean by the
{
G,G

}
anti-commutator:

{
G,G

}
=

∮
dσ

2πi

∮
dσ′

2πi

{
G(σ), G(σ′)

}
. (4.12)

One final comment is in order before we start the computation. The action and BRST

charge are invariant under the gauge transformations

δdα = −Λβwγωαβ
γ, δGαβ

γ = ω(αβ)
γ , (4.13)

δΩαβ
γ = −ωαβ

γ, δUIα
β = −WI

ρωρα
β, (4.14)

which can be used to gauge the Ωα
bcde background field to zero. Note that after this

gauge-fixing, the gauge symmetries parameterized by

ωαβ
γ = ωαδ

γ
β +

1

4
ωα

ab
(
γab
)
β

γ (4.15)

remain unfixed. Then, consider the decomposition ofGαβ
γ into irreducible representations

Gαβ
γ = Ga

γ
(
γa
)
αβ

+ Fabcde
γ
(
γabcde

)
αβ
, (4.16)
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Ga
γ = G̃144

a
γ +G16

δ

(
γa
)
δγ , (4.17)

Fabcde
γ = F̃ 1440

[abcd|δ|

(
γe]
)δγ

+ F̃ 560
[ab|δ|

(
γcde]

)δγ
+ F 16

δ

(
γabcde

)δγ
, (4.18)

where the superscripts denote the dimension of the irrep and the tildes over the tensors

denote that they are γ-traceless. We see that the 2176 components of Gαβ
γ split up in

the following way

2176 = 16⊕ 16⊕ 144⊕ 560⊕ 1440. (4.19)

Now, consider also the decomposition of some field

Φαβ
γ = Φαδ

γ
β +

1

4
Φα

ab
(
γab
)
β

γ , (4.20)

into irreducible representations

Φα = Φ16
α , (4.21)

Φα
ab = L̃560

α
ab + L̃144β[a

(
γb]
)
βα

+ L16
β

(
γab
)
α

β, (4.22)

from which we conclude that its 736 components split up into

736 = 16⊕ 16⊕ 144⊕ 560. (4.23)

Note that none of the irreps in (4.21) and (4.22) are in the kernel of the linear map

Φαβ
γ → Φ(αβ)

γ . (4.24)

Thus, we can also use the leftover gauge symmetry of (4.15) to gauge
(
G16

α , F
16
α , F̃ 144αa, F̃ 560

αab

)

to zero. However, note that F̃ 1440
abcdδ stays intact after this procedure, and consequently we

end up with

Gαβ
γ = F̃ 1440

abcdδ

(
γe
)
δγ
(
γabcde

)
αβ

≡ G1440
αβ

γ . (4.25)

4.1.
{
G,G

}
= −2T computation

Now we compute
(∮

G

)
G =

∮
dσ′
{
G(σ′), G(σ)

}
. (4.26)

To organize this calculation, we separate the contributions according to their U(1) charge.

As we will see, (4.26) has the form

(∮
G

)
G =

4∑

n=−4

Gn, (4.27)

where the term Gn has U(1) charge n. In general, the contributions will either give

constraints for the supergravity and super Yang-Mills superfields (torsions, H-fluxes and

Yang-Mills curvatures), will determine the background superfields in the action and in G
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in terms of those, or will be equivalent to linear combinations of the Bianchi identities

from (A.5) which vanish identically. For the particular cases of G0,G−1 and G−2, there are

also contributions which will sum to −2T .

Before we begin, we refer the reader to Appendix A for our conventions related to

supergeometry. In particular, we use

TNM
A = ∂[NEM ]

A + (−1)N(B+M)EM
BΩNB

A − (−1)MBEN
BΩMB

A, (4.28)

TBC
A = (−1)B(M+C)EC

MEB
NTNM

A = fBC
A + Ω[BC]

A, (4.29)

or equivalently

∇A = EA
M∂M − ΩAB

CΣC
B , [∇A,∇B] = −TAB

C∇C − RABC
DΣD

C . (4.30)

We also refer the reader to Appendix B where the relevant commutators for the compu-

tation are organized.

Using the commutators shown in (4.1)-(4.3), G4 is given by

G4 =
1

4
(ΛγaΛ)(ΛγaΛ) (4.31)

which vanishes as a consequence of the Fierz identity γaρ(αγ
b
βγ)ηab = 0.

The contribution with U(1)-charge +3 is given by

G3 =
1

3
ψaΛαΛβΛγ

(
2Ω(α(γa)βγ) + (γa)ρ(αGβγ)

ρ + (γb)(αβGγ)ba

)
. (4.32)

It is going to be shown below that this expression is zero after determining the value of

the G’s in terms of torsion components.

The contribution with U(1)-charge +2 is given by

G2 =
1

2
ΛαΛβE

a
(Tαβa −Hαβa) +

1

2
ΛαΛβEγHαβγ + ΛαΛβJ

I

(
FαβI +

1

2
WI

γHγαβ

)

+ ΛαΛβEa

(
1

2
(Tαβa +Hαβa) + (γa)αβ

)
+ ΛαΛγdγ (Gαβ

γ + Tαβ
γ)

+ ΛαΛβΛγwρ

(
γaαβ (Gaγ

ρ − Cγa
ρ) +Rαβγ

ρ +∇αGβγ
ρ −Gαβ

σGσγ
ρ
)

+
1

2
ψaψbΛαΛβ

(
∇(αGβ)ab + γcαβGcab −Gαβ

γGγab +G(αa
cGβ)cb −Rαβab

)

+ 2ψaψbΛα(γaΛ)β
(
Gbα

β − Cαb
β − Ωbδ

β
α − Ωb

cdef(γcdef)α
β
)
. (4.33)

The vanishing of the first line leads to the constraints

Tαβa −Hαβa = 0, Hαβγ = 0, FαβI = −
1

2
WI

γHγαβ = 0. (4.34)

The vanishing of the first term of the second line gives the constraint

Tαβa = −(γa)αβ. (4.35)
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Note that in Equations (4.34) and (4.35) we already start to obtain some of the D=10

N=1 SUGRA/SYM constraints of [7]. The vanishing of the term with dα determines

Gαβ
γ as

Gαβ
γ = −Tαβ

γ, (4.36)

where we recall that only the 1440 irrep is present. The vanishing of the third line, together

with the Bianchi identity for R(αβγ)
δ and Equation (4.36), imply that Gαa

β satisfies

Gaα
β − Cαa

β − Taα
β = 0. (4.37)

Note that 1
2
Gα(ab) does not appear in (4.33). In fact, in the term G(αa

cGβ)cb the antisym-

metric combination 1
2
Gα[ab] survives after multiplying by ψaψbΛαΛβ. Therefore, the use

of the Bianchi identity for R[αβc]
d allows to determine

Gαab =
1

2
Tα[ab], Gcab = −

1

2
Tc[ab]. (4.38)

Combining these results with the last line of (4.33), one obtains that Taα
β satisfies the

constraint

Taα
β = δβαΩa + (γbcde)α

βΩa
bcde. (4.39)

As it was mentioned above, now we can see that the constraints in Equations (4.36) and

(4.38) imply that G3 is simply the Bianchi identity involving ∇(αTβγ)
a, and therefore

G3 = 0. (4.40)

Consider now G1. Using the constraints obtained so far, G1 is given by

G1 = −ψaΛαE
b (
Hαab − Tα(ab)

)
+ ψaΛαEbHαab − 2ψaΛαJ

I (
FaαI + (γa)αβWI

β
)

+ ψaΛαΛβwγ

(
∇aTαβ

γ +∇(αTβ)a
γ + Ta(α

ATAβ)
γ + Tαβ

ρTρa
γ −Ra(αβ)

γ
)

+ 2ψaΛα(γaΛ)βwγ

(
2Yα

βγ +Gα
βγ
)
+ ψa(ΛγbΛ)wα

(
C[ab]

α −Gab
α
)

+ Λαψaψbψc

(
1

3
∇αTabc −∇aTαbc + Tαa

dTdbc − Tαα
βTβcb −Rαabc + (γa)αβ

(
Gbc

β − C[bc]
β
))

.

(4.41)

The vanishing of the first line implies the constraints

Hαab = Tα(ab) = FaαI + (γa)αβWI
β = 0. (4.42)

Using the Bianchi identity involving R[aαβ]
γ in the second line, we obtain the combination

2ψaΛα(γaΛ)βwγ

(
2Yα

βγ +Gα
βγ
)
+ ψa(ΛγbΛ)wα

(
C[ab]

α −Gab
α − Tab

α
)
, (4.43)
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which vanishes when

Gab
α = C[ab]

α − Tab
α, Gα

βγ = −2Yα
βγ . (4.44)

Using this, the last line of G1 becomes

Λαψaψbψc

(
1

3
∇αTabc −∇aTαbc + Tαa

dTdbc − Tαα
βTβcb − (γa)αβTbc

β −Rαabc

)
. (4.45)

We now prove that this expression vanishes. First we note that the Bianchi identity

involving ∇[aHbαβ] together with the constraint (4.39) implies that

Habc + Tabc = 0. (4.46)

Then, the Bianchi identity involving ∇[αHabc] leads to

∇αTabc = −Tα[a
dTbc]d − (γ[a)αβTbc]

β . (4.47)

Equation (4.45) then becomes

−Λαψaψbψc
(
Rαabc + 2(γa)αβTbc

β + Taα
βTβbc +∇aTαbc

)
. (4.48)

Finally, using

ψaψbψcRαabc =
1

2
ψaψbψcRα[ab]c =

1

2
ψaψbψc

(
∇[αTab]c + T[αa

ATAb]c

)
, (4.49)

and (4.47), we find that (4.45) vanishes.

Up to now, we found that G4 = G3 = G2 = G1 = 0 when the background superfields

satisfy certain constraints. Now take the contribution with zero U(1)-charge. Using the

previous results, G0 is given by

G0 = 2

(
1

2
EaE

a + dαE
a +

1

2
ψa∇ψ

a +
1

2
wα∇Λα −

1

2
Λα∇wα

)
− wα∇Λα + Λα∇wα − ψa∇ψa

− 2ΛαwβJ
I (

∇αWI
β +WI

γTγα
β
)
+ ψaψbJ

I
(FabI +WI

γTγab)

+ 2ΛαwβE
a
Taα

β + ψaψb(γaΛ)αwβ

(
Gb

αβ − 2Yb
αβ
)

+
1

2
(ΛγaΛ)wαwβ

(
Ga

αβ − 2Ya
αβ
)
+ ΛαΛβwγwδTaα

γTbβ
δηab.

(4.50)

The first term in the right-hand side of this expression will help to obtain −2T . The

vanishing of the third line implies the torsion constraint

Taα
β = 0, (4.51)

and consequently

Ωa = Ωa
bcde = 0, Gαb

γ = Cαb
γ (4.52)
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as well as the constraint for

Ga
αβ = 2Ya

αβ . (4.53)

Note that the last line in (4.50) is zero after using (4.51) and (4.53). We use the equations

of motion for Λα, wα and ψa in (4.50) to obtain

G0 = 2

(
1

2
EaE

a + dαE
a +

1

2
ψa∇ψ

a +
1

2
wα∇Λα −

1

2
Λα∇wα

)

− 2ΛαwβJ
I (

−UIα
β +∇αWI

β +WI
γTγα

β
)
+ ψaψbJ

I
(UIab + FabI +WI

γTγab)

+ 2ψawα

(
E

A
CAa

α + J
I
UIa

α
)
+ 2wαwβ

(
E

A
YA

αβ + J
I
YI

αβ
)
. (4.54)

The vanishing of the second line leads to the constraints

UIα
β = ∇αWI

β +WI
γTγα

β , UIab = − (FabI +WI
γTαab) . (4.55)

Note that the second equation is a consequence of the Bianchi identity involving ∇[aFIαβ].

The last line in (4.54) has terms of charge −1 and −2, which will be added to G−1 and

G−2. Start with G−1, that is given by

G−1 = 2ψawαE
ACAa

α + 2ψawαE
b
Tab

α + 2ψawαJ
I
∇aWI

α + ψa(γaΛ)αwβwγG
αβγ. (4.56)

The vanishing of the last term implies that Gαβγ vanishes. The first term will contribute

to finding −2T .

Consider now G−2. It is given by

G−2 = 2wαwβE
AYA

αβ + wαwβJ
I
fI

JKWJ
αWK

β

− ψaψbwαwβ

(
Cac

αCbd
β − Tac

αGbd
β
)
ηcd. (4.57)

The first term contributes to −2T . We now add G0,G−1 and G−2. Cancellation of the

terms with E
a

and J
I

implies the constraints

Cab
α = Tab

α = Gab
α, CIa

α =WI
βCβa

α −∇aWI
α,

Ya
βγ = 0, YI

αβ = WI
γYγ

αβ −
1

2
fI

JKWJ
αWK

β. (4.58)

Note that the first of these constraints implies that the second line of (4.57) vanishes. The

remaining contributions G−3 and G−4 vanish because they are proportional to either Ya
βγ

or Gαβγ. Finally, from the remaining terms in

(∮
G

)
G =

4∑

n=−4

Gn, (4.59)
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we obtain
(∮

G

)
G =− 2

(
−

1

2
EaE

a − dαE
α −

1

2
ψa∇ψ

a −
1

2
wα∇Λα +

1

2
Λα∇wα

− ψawαE
ACAa

α − wαwβE
AYA

αβ

)
= −2T.

(4.60)

4.2.
{
G,G

}
= −2T computation summary

We now summarize the results of this section. We found that G is given by

G =Λαdα + ψaEa + wαE
α

+
1

2

(
ΛγaΛ

)
ψa −

1

2
ΛαΛβwγTαβ

γ +
1

2
ΛαψbψcTαbc

+ ΛαψbwγCαb
γ −

1

6
ψaψbψcTabc +

1

2
ψaψbwγTab

γ − ΛαwβwγYα
βγ

(4.61)

and that it squares to the stress-energy tensor when the background fields satisfy the

constraints

Tαβ
γ = −G1440

αβ
γ = −F̃ 1440

abcdδ

(
γe
)
δγ
(
γabcde

)
αβ
,

Tαβa = Hαβa = −(γa)αβ , Tabc = −Habc,

Hαβγ = FαβI = Taα
β = Hαab = Tα(ab) = 0,

FaαI + (γa)αβWI
β = 0, UIα

β = ∇αWI
β +WI

γTγα
β, UIab = −FabI −WI

γTγab,

CIa
α = WI

βCβa
α −∇aWI

α, YI
αβ = WI

γYγ
αβ −

1

2
fI

JKWJ
αWK

β. (4.62)

It is important to stress that the torsions are defined with the
{
Ωα,Ωα

bc,Ωa,Ωa
bc,Ωa

bcde
}

spin-connections. However, since Ωa
bcde = 0 by (4.52), the torsions reduce to those of [7].

5. Holomorphicity of G

We will now show that the constraints (4.62) imply that G of (4.61) is holomorphic.

The computation has the general form

∂G =

+2∑

n=−3

(
∂G
)
n
. (5.1)

In general, for each
(
∂G
)
n

there are two types of term, in a similar fashion as in the

computation of the previous section. These terms are either Bianchi identities or are

proportional to the constraints of (4.62). In both cases, it is clear that they vanish. We

have compiled the relevant steps of the computation in Appendix C.
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5.1. Holomorphicity computation

The natural next step after computing ∂G using the information from Appendix C

is the same as it was for
{
G,G

}
: gather the contributions according to their factors

and analyse the resulting conditions. We present the results in descending order of U(1)-

charge.

The only contribution of U(1)-charge +2 comes from ∂
(

1
2
(ΛγaΛ)ψa

)
. It is

ΛαΛβψa
(
(γa)αβE

A
ΩA + (γa)ραE

f
Ωfbcde(γ

bcde)β
ρ

+ (γa)αβJ
I
UI + (γa)ραJ

I
UIbcde(γ

bcde)β
ρ
)
.

(5.2)

After using E
α
= −J

I
WI

α, we conclude that this contribution vanishes if:

(γa)αβΩf + Ωf
bcde(γabcde)αβ = 0, (5.3)

UIδ
α
β + UI

abcd(γabcd)α
β = WI

ρΩρδ
β
α. (5.4)

The constraint (5.3) was derived in the previous section, whereas (5.4) can be shown

to be equivalent to the Bianchi identity involving the super Yang-Mills field strength

components ∇[αFβa]I .

For U(1)-charge +1, we also show in detail how the constraints (4.62) imply the

vanishing of the contributions. For the simpler cases in the upcoming charges, however,

we just mention the constraints that are involved, as the mechanism is essentially the

same and the related factors can be recovered by the index structure and by requiring the

correct conformal weight and U(1)-charge. The vanishing of the contribution

ΛαEaJ
I
(
FaαI +

1

2
WI

ρHρaα −
1

2
WI

ρTραa

)
(5.5)

is implied by the previously found constraints

FaαI = −WI
β(γa)βα, Tαβa = Hαβa = −(γa)αβ. (5.6)

The vanishing of the contribution

ΛαEβJ
I
(
FαβI +

1

2
WI

γHγβα

)
, (5.7)

on the other hand, is implied by the constraints

FαβI = −
1

2
WI

γHγαβ = 0. (5.8)

Also, the vanishing of the contribution

ΛαJ
I
(
∇αWI

β +WI
γTγα

β − UIα
β
)
dβ (5.9)
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is a consequence of the constraint

UIα
β = ∇αWI

β +WI
γTγα

β. (5.10)

Similarly, the vanishing of

ΛαEaE
b
(
Taαb + Tbαa −Habα

)
(5.11)

is implied by the constraints

Hαab = Tα(ab) = 0. (5.12)

Finally, the contribution
1

2
ΛαEβE

a
(
Tαβa −Haβα

)
(5.13)

vanishes because of the constraint

Tαβa = Hαβa. (5.14)

Now we move on to the Bianchi identity contributions. The term

1

2
ΛαΛβwγE

a
(
Ra(αβ)

γ −∇aTαβ
γ − (γb)αβTab

γ
)

(5.15)

is just the Bianchi identity involving R[aαβ]
γ after we recall the constraint Tαβ

a = −(γa)αβ ,

and therefore vanishes. The next term is

1

2
ΛαψaψbE

c
(
Rαcab +∇cTαab + 2(γa)αβTbc

β
)
. (5.16)

After using the fact that

2Rαcab = Rα[ca]b +Rα[bc]a − Rα[ab]c (5.17)

and the Bianchi identities involving R[αca]b, R[αbc]a and R[αab]c, it can be shown to be

equivalent to the Bianchi identity related to ∇[αHabc]. As a consequence, it also vanishes.

Next, take the term

1

2
ΛαΛβwγJ

I
(
(γa)αβ∇aWI

γ +WI
ρ∇ρTαβ

γ + UI(α
ρTβ)ρ

γ

− UIρ
γTαβ

ρ −∇(αUIβ)
γ −WI

ρRρ(αβ)
γ
)
.

(5.18)

Once we use the constraints involving the UIα
β field and the definition of the commu-

tator
{
∇α,∇β

}
WI

ρ = (γa)αβ∇aWI
ρ +WI

ρRαβρ
γ , said contribution can be seen to be

equivalent to the Bianchi identity involving R(ραβ)
γ . Finally, we have the term

1

2
ΛαψaψbJ

I
(
WI

ρRραab −∇αUIab −WI
ρ∇ρTαab

− UIα
ρTρab + UIc[aT|α|b]

c + (γ[a)αβ∇b]WI
β
)
.

(5.19)
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This contribution can be shown to be proportional to the Bianchi identity related to

R[ραa]
β after using the constraints involving the UI fields once again, as well as the Bianchi

identity for ∇[αFab]I .

The constraints that imply the vanishing of the contributions of zero U(1)-charge

which are not combinations of Bianchi identities are the following:

FaαI = −WI
γ(γa)γα, (5.20)

UIab = −FabI −WI
ρTρab, (5.21)

CIa
α =WI

βCβa
α −∇aWI

α, (5.22)

Tabc = −Habc, (5.23)

Tα(ab) = Hαab = 0. (5.24)

For the Bianchi identity contributions, start with

Λαwβψ
aE

b
(
Rabα

β − Tab
ρTαρ

β −∇αTab
β − Tbα

cTca
β − Tb

cβTαac

)
= 0 (5.25)

which is simply the Bianchi identity involving R[abα]
β . Next, take

1

2
ψaψbψcE

d
(
Rdabc − Tda

αTαbc −
1

3
∇dTabc

)
= 0. (5.26)

This can be shown to reduce to the Bianchi identity involving ∇[dHabc] after we use the

constraint Tabc = −Habc and the decomposition Rd[ab]c = R[dab]c + Rabcd. Likewise, the

term

1

2
ψaψbψcJ

I
(
∇aUIbc +∇aWI

ρTρbc + UIdcTab
d +

1

3
WI

ρ∇ρTabc −WI
ρRρabc

)
(5.27)

can be shown to be zero after making use of the Bianchi identities involving ∇[aFbc]I ,

∇[αHabc] and R[ρab]c, as well as the constraints (4.62). Finally, after some manipulations

with the constraint involving CIa
β and the constraint involving UIα

β , the contribution

that comes with a factor of Λαwβψ
aJ

I
can be written as

Λαwβψ
aJ

I
(
WI

ρ(Rρaα
β + (γb)ραTab

β +∇aTρα
β)

− Tαa
b∇bWI

β + (γa)αρfI
JKWJ

ρWK
β + [∇a,∇α]WI

β
)
.

(5.28)

Now we use the definition of the commutator [∇a,∇α]WI
ρ as well as the constraint

FαaI = WI
ρ(γa)αρ. In doing so, we reduce this expression to the Bianchi identity involving

R[aαρ]
β.

The constraints:

UIα
β = ∇αWI

β +WI
γTγα

β, (5.29)

CIa
α =WI

βCβa
α −∇aWI

α, (5.30)

YI
αβ = WI

γYγ
αβ −

1

2
fI

JKWJ
αWK

β, (5.31)
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imply the vanishing of the contributions with −1 U(1)-charge which are not Bianchi

identities. The first Bianchi contribution is

wαψ
aψbE

c
(
∇aTcb

α −∇cTab
α +

1

2
TabdTc

dα − Tca
dTdb

α − Tca
ρCρb

α − Tcb
ρCρa

α
)
= 0

(5.32)

and reduces to the Bianchi identity involving ∇[aTbc]
α. For the contribution

wαψ
aψbJ

I
(
∇aCIb

α −∇a

(
WI

βCβb
α
)
−

1

2
fI

JK(UJab +WJ
βTβab)WK

α

+WI
ρTρa

cTcb
α +

1

2
WI

ρ∇ρTab
α −

1

2
Tab

c∇cWI
α −

1

2
UIρ

αTab
ρ
) (5.33)

we use the constraint involving ∇aWI
α such that the first two terms above become

−∇a∇bWI
α. Then, by using the definition of the commutator:

[
∇a,∇b

]
WI

α = −Tab
A∇AWI

α +WI
βRabβ

α + fI
JKFabJWK

α, (5.34)

it can be reduced to the Bianchi identity involving precisely R[abβ]
α. Finally,

−ΛαwβwγJ
I(
∇αYI

βγ +WI
ρ∇αYρ

βγ +WI
σTσα

ρYρ
βγ − UIα

ρYρ
βγ

+ fI
JKUJα

βWK
γ − fI

JKWJ
ρTρα

γWK
β
) (5.35)

can be shown to be identically zero after using the constraints involving ∇αWI
β and the

Y fields.

The contribution with −2 U(1)-charge is given by:

wαwβψ
aJ

I(
∇a(YI

αβ −WI
ρYρ

αβ) + fI
JK∇aWJ

αWK
β
)
, (5.36)

where we have made use of the C fields constraints from the previous section. It can be

rewritten as

fI
JK∇aWJ

αWK
β − fI

JK∇aWJ
αWK

β = 0, (5.37)

after the use of the constraint involving the Y fields.

Finally, the only non-trivial contribution with −3 U(1)-charge is given by:

wαwβwγJ
I
fI

JK
(
WJ

ρYρ
αβWK

γ − YI
αβWK

γ
)
. (5.38)

After using the constraint involving the Y fields, it can be shown that this expression is

equivalent to

fI
J [KfJ

LM ]WL
αWM

βWK
γ , (5.39)

which is zero by the Jacobi identity fI
J [KfJ

LM ] = 0 of the Yang-Mills algebra.

18



6. Analysis of the constraints

In the previous sections, we have shown that {G,G} = −2T when

G =Λαdα + ψaEa + wαE
α

+
1

2

(
ΛγaΛ

)
ψa −

1

2
ΛαΛβwγTαβ

γ +
1

2
ΛαψbψcTαbc

+ ΛαψbwγCαb
γ −

1

6
ψaψbψcTabc +

1

2
ψaψbwγTab

γ − ΛαwβwγYα
βγ

(6.1)

and the background fields satisfy the following set of constraints

Tαβ
γ = −F̃ 1440

abcdδ

(
γe
)
δγ
(
γabcde

)
αβ
, (6.2)

Hαβγ = FαβI = Taβ
γ = Hαbc = Tα(bc) = 0, (6.3)

Tαβ
c = Hαβdη

dc = −
(
γc
)
αβ
, (6.4)

Tabc = −Habc, (6.5)

FaβI = WI
γTγβa, (6.6)

UIα
β = ∇αWI

β +WI
γTγα

β, (6.7)

UIab = −FabI −WI
γTγab, (6.8)

CIa
β −WI

γCγa
β = −∇aWI

β, (6.9)

YI
αβ −WI

γYγ
αβ = −

1

2
fI

JKWJ
αWK

β. (6.10)

As a consequence, the BRST charge is holomorphic.

Let us start our analysis of the constraints with (6.2). The Bianchi identity

∇(αTβγ)
d + T(αβ

ET|E|γ)
d = 0 (6.11)

implies that F̃ 1440
abcdδ must be zero. In order to see why, note that it is not in the kernel of

the linear map T(αβ
ργdγ)ρ = 0 and that there are no other 1440 irrep contributions to this

equation. Consequently, we conclude that F̃ 1440
abcdδ = 0 and also that

Tαβ
γ = 0. (6.12)

Then, this same Bianchi identity determines

Tαb
c = 2

(
γb

c
)
α

βΩβ . (6.13)

The analysis of (6.3) to (6.8) is straightforward, since they explicitly contain the rest of

the super-Yang-Mills and supergravity constraints of [7].

On the other hand, Equations (6.9) and (6.10) determine linear combinations of the

C and Y background fields in terms of the super-Yang-Mills reduced field strength WI
α.
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These constraints can be simplified by gauging the Cαb
γ and Yα

βγ background fields to

zero using the following gauge symmetry of the BRST charge and worldsheet action:

δdα = ψbwγραb
γ − wβwγ ρ̃α

βγ, (6.14)

δCIa
β = −WI

γργa
β, δYI

αβ = −WI
γ ρ̃γ

αβ, (6.15)

δCαb
γ = −ραb

γ, δYα
βγ = −ρ̃α

βγ. (6.16)

Then, the constraints (6.9) and (6.10) get rewritten as

CIa
β = −∇aWI

β, YI
αβ = −

1

2
fI

JKWJ
αWK

β. (6.17)

It is also important to stress the fact that requiring
{
G,G

}
= −2T is not enough to

recover all the constraints. In fact, it is easy to see that the U(1)-charge/small Hilbert

space condition was paramount to reach this goal. Indeed, were we allowed to deform

the G current with terms in the large Hilbert space, we would lose both of the following

essential constraints:

Tαβ
c = −

(
γc
)
αβ
, Hαβγ = 0. (6.18)

In conclusion, the action for the B-RNS-GSS heterotic string sigma-model in curved

backgrounds is given by

S =
1

2πα′

∫
d2z

(
1

2
EaEa +

1

2
EBE

A
BAB +

1

2
ψa∇ψa + wα∇Λα + dαE

α
+ Lgh + LJ

+ EAAAIJ
I
+ dαWI

αJ
I
−

1

2
ψaψb

(
FabI +WI

γTγab
)
J
I
+ Λα∇αWI

βwβJ
I

+ ψbE
a
Tab

γwγ − ψa∇aWI
βwβJ

I
−

1

2
wαwβWJ

αWK
βfI

JKJ
I

)
,

(6.19)

while the BRST charge is

QB ≡

∮
dσ jB =

∮
dσ

(
cT − c

(3
2
β∂γ +

1

2
γ∂β

)
+ bc∂c + bγ2 + γG

)
, (6.20)

with

G =Λαdα + ψaEa + wαE
α

+
1

2

(
ΛγaΛ

)
ψa +

1

2
ΛαψbψcTαbc

−
1

6
ψaψbψcTabc +

1

2
ψaψbwγTab

γ.

(6.21)

As expected, this action includes the same U(1)×Lorentz structure group as the action

of [7], the RNS variables ψa and the deformations

ψbwγE
a
Tab

γ − ψawβJ
I
∇aWI

β (6.22)
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which are described by the B-RNS-GSS heterotic vertex of (2.14) and (2.15). However, it

is surprising that the quadratic term

−
1

2
wαwβfI

JKWJ
αWK

βJ
I

(6.23)

appears. Note that this new term does not appear in the vertex because it is a non-linear

deformation.

7. N = (1, 0) worldsheet superspace

In this section, we reformulate the results from sections 4, 5 and 6 with N = (1, 0)

worldsheet superspace as the starting point. More precisely, by writing the most general

N = (1, 0) worldsheet superconformal action in superspace, suitably introducing spin-

connections and imposing the small Hilbert space restriction from Section 2, we are able

to derive the super-Yang-Mills and supergravity constraints. Consequently, we also verify

that the action is G-exact.

We start by introducing the N = (1, 0) superspace coordinates (z, z, κ) and the super-

conformal generator

D ≡ i
( ∂
∂κ

+ κ
∂

∂z

)
(7.1)

such that D2 = −∂. We also define the following N = (1, 0) superfields

Z
M ≡ ZM − iκΛαEα

M + iκψaEa
M , (7.2)

RA ≡ iρA + κrA, (7.3)

Wα ≡ iwα + κhα. (7.4)

We should clarify that RA is the supermultiplet containing the heterotic fermions ρA and

their auxiliary variables rA. We also recall the definition

J
I
≡

1

2
tIABρAρB, tIAB ∈ g. (7.5)

Note that, up to sign conventions, the superfields (7.2) to (7.4) are the curved back-

ground generalization of the N = (1, 0) superfields which appear in [3]. The worldsheet

supersymmetry transformations are given by

δGZ
M = ΛαEα

M − ψaEa
M , (7.6)

δGψ
c = Ec −

1

2
ΛαΛβfαβ

c +
1

2
ψbψafab

c − ψbΛαfαb
c, (7.7)

δGΛ
γ = −Eγ +

1

2
ΛαΛβfαβ

γ −
1

2
ψbψafab

γ − Λβψafaβ
γ, (7.8)
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δGwα = hα, δGhα = −∂wα, (7.9)

δGρA = rA, δGrA = −∂ρA, (7.10)

where we recall the notation

fMN
A ≡ ∂[MEN ]

A, fAB
C = (−)A(N+B)EB

NEA
MfMN

C . (7.11)

The most general super-Lagrangian one can write (ghost-number 0 and conformal

weight (1/2,1)) is given by

L = −
1

2πα′

(
i

2

(
ηabEM

a
(
Z)EN

b(Z) +BMN(Z)
)
DZ

N∂ZM − ∂ZMEM
β(Z)Wβ

+
i

2
RADRA + iDZ

MAM
AB(Z)RARB +WAB

α(Z)WαRARB + Lgh

)

(7.12)

where Lgh = −iB∂C denotes the super-Lagrangian for the ghost superfields B ≡ iβ + κb

and C ≡ ic+κγ. As usual, we obtain the ordinary Lagrangian by computing L =
∫
dκL =

DL|κ=0. After integrating out the auxiliary variable rA via its equation of motion

rB = ΛαAαABρA − ψaAaABρA −WAB
αwαρA (7.13)

and using that ρAρBt
J
ABt

K
BC = fI

JKJ I , we find that, up to total derivatives, the Lagrangian

is given by:

L =
1

2πα′

(
1

2
EaEa +

1

2
EBE

A
BAB + hαE

α
+ wα∂Λ

α +
1

2
ψa∂ψ

a + Lgh + LJ

−
1

4
ΛαΛβ

(
Tαβ

c −Hαβdη
dc
)
Ec −

1

4
ΛαΛβHαβγE

γ
−

1

2
ΛαΛβFαβIJ

I

+
1

2
Λαψb

(
Hαbc − Tα(bc)

)
E

c
+

1

2
Λαψc

(
Tαβ

c +Hαβdη
dc
)
E

β
− ΛαψbFαbIJ

I

−
1

2
E

a
ψbψc

(1
2
fbca − fabc −

1

2
Habc

)
−

1

2
ψaψb

(
fγab +

1

2
Habγ

)
E

γ
−

1

2
ψaψbFabIJ

I

− E
a
faβ

γΛβwγ −E
α
fαβ

γΛβwγ + fαb
γψbwγE

α
− E

a
Tab

γψbwγ

+ EAAAIJ
I
+ hαWI

αJ
I

+ Λα∇αWI
βwβJ

I
− ψa∇aWI

βwβJ
I
−

1

2
wαwβWJ

αWK
βfI

JKJ
I

)
.

(7.14)

Note that here the covariant derivatives are defined solely with respect to the Yang-Mills

gauge group, as we have not introduced spin connections yet. We stress the fact that
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the expressions above describe the most general superconformal Lagrangian that can be

written with the untwisted variables (Λα, wα).

Now we introduce the spin-connections by choosing them to be given by

ΩAβ
γ = ΩAδ

γ
β +

1

4
ΩA

bc
(
γbc
)
β

γ, (7.15)

Ω[ab]c = −fabc −Habc, Ωaβ
γ = −faδ

γ
β −

1

4
fabc
(
γbc
)
β

γ , (7.16)

Ω(αβ)
γ + fαβ

γ = f 1440
abcdδ

(
γe
)
δγ
(
γabcde

)
αβ
, (7.17)

where for the choice involving Ω(αβ)
γ we recall the discussion that precedes Equation

(4.25) at the beginning of Section 4.

The next step is to impose the U(1)-charge/small Hilbert space requirement on the

deformations of the action. Before we do so, however, consider plugging the flat space

values for the background superfields in (7.14). The expression reduces to

SB−RNS−GSS =

∫
d2z
(1
2
ΠmΠ

m
+Bhet +

1

2
ψm∂ψm + hα∂θ

α + wα∂Λ
α

−Λαψmγ
m
αβ∂θ

β + b∂c+ β∂γ + b∂c +
1

2
ρA∂ρA

)
.

(7.18)

Note that there is a positive U(1)-charge interaction term proportional to Λαψmγ
m
αβ∂θ

β

in this action, which is not present in the flat B-RNS-GSS action of (2.2). The presence

of this term will cause problems when defining the notion of small Hilbert space, and

consequently when imposing restrictions on the allowed deformations. Therefore, we

should define hα in terms of the other worldsheet variables as

dα = hα − Λβψmγ
m
αβ (7.19)

in order to take this action into the free expression of (2.2).

Now we go back to the general expression (7.14) and carry over this last discussion.

We conclude that we must similarly define

dα = hα+
1

2
Λβψc

(
Tαβc+Hαβc

)
−
1

4
ΛβΛγHαβγ−

1

2
ψbψcTαbc−ΛβwγΩβα

γ+ψbΩbα
γwγ (7.20)

before we apply the U(1)-condition from Section 2, where it is convenient to also incorpo-

rate terms with zero and negative U(1)-charge in order to obtain a covariant expression

for the action as in (6.19). Indeed, as a result, we obtain covariant derivatives acting on

WI
α, ψa and Λα which now also include the Lorentz and scaling connections. Note that,

after defining dα, Equation (7.9) is amended to

δGwα = dα −
1

2
Λβψc

(
Tαβc +Hαβc

)
+

1

4
ΛβΛγHαβγ +

1

2
ψbψcTαbc +ΛβwγΩβα

γ − ψbΩbα
γwγ.

(7.21)
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Now we are able to impose the U(1)-charge/small Hilbert space condition, that is,

require that deformations of the action and of G lie in the small Hilbert space with

respect to the untwisted variables (Λα, wα). From (7.14) and (7.21), we conclude that

Tαβ
c = Hαβdη

dc = −
(
γc
)
αβ
, FaβI = −

(
γa
)
βγ
WI

γ, (7.22)

Hαβγ = 0, FαβI = −
1

2
WI

γHγαβ = 0, (7.23)

Hαbc = Tα(bc) = 0. (7.24)

In order to see how we get the rest of the constraints, recall that

TAB
C = fAB

C + Ω[AB]
C . (7.25)

Then, the choice of spin-connections in (7.16) and (7.17) together with the constraints

(7.22) to (7.24) imply that the constraints

Tabc = −Habc, Taβ
γ = 0, Tαβ

γ = 0, Tαbc = 2
(
γbc
)
α

βΩβ, (7.26)

are satisfied. The first constraint can be verified simply from the definition (7.25). In

order to verify the second one, we also need to use the Bianchi identity involving ∇[αHβcd],

as well as the Bianchi identity involving ∇[αTβc]
d. The last two constraints follow from

the Bianchi identity involving ∇(αTβγ)
d, as discussed in the previous section.

Finally, the action becomes

S =
1

2πα′

∫
d2z

(
1

2
EaEa +

1

2
EBE

A
BAB +

1

2
ψa∇ψa + wα∇Λα + dαE

α
+ Lgh + LJ

+ EAAAIJ
I
+ dαWI

αJ
I
−

1

2
ψaψb

(
FabI +WI

γTγab
)
J
I
+ Λα∇αWI

βwβJ
I

+ ψbE
a
Tab

γwγ − ψa∇aWI
βwβJ

I
−

1

2
wαwβWJ

αWK
βfI

JKJ
I

)
.

(7.27)

Note that this is the same action as (6.19). We have thus found the remaining constraints

UIab = −FabI −WI
γTγab, UIα

β = ∇αWI
β, (7.28)

CIa
β = −∇aWI

β, Cab
γ = Tab

γ , YI
αβ = −

1

2
fI

JKWJ
αWK

βJ
I
, (7.29)

recalling our initial notation set in (3.1). Also, note that after the introduction of dα and

of the spin-connections, the worldsheet supersymmetry transformations on the worldsheet

fields become

δGψ
c = Ec +

1

2
ΛαΛβγcαβ − ψbψaΩab

c −
1

2
ψaψbTab

c − ψbΛαTαb
c + ψbΛαΩαb

c, (7.30)
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δGΛ
γ = −Eγ − ΛαΛβΩαβ

γ −
1

2
ψbψaTab

γ + ΛβψaΩaβ
γ , (7.31)

δGwα = dα + γcαβψcΛ
β +

1

2
ψbψcTαbc + ΛβwγΩβα

γ − ψbΩbα
γwγ, (7.32)

which allow us to recover G of (6.21).

We have thus derived the D=10 N=1 SUGRA/SYM constraints simply from writing

the most general N = (1, 0) worldsheet superconformal action in superspace and correctly

imposing the U(1)-charge/small Hilbert space constraint. Consequently, we have also

verified that the action is G-exact.

Acknowledgments

NB would like to thank CNPq grant 311434/2020-7 and FAPESP grants 2016/01343-7,

2021/14335-0, 2019/21281-4 and 2019/24277-8 for partial financial support. OC would

like to thank FONDECYT grants 1200342 and 1201550 for partial financial support. JG

would like to thank FAPESP grants 2022/04105-0 and 2019/14061-8 for partial financial

support. LNSM would like to thank FAPESP grants 2021/09003-9 and 2018/07834-8 for

partial financial support.

Appendix A. Supergeometry review

In this appendix we provide a review of supergeometry and some of the conventions

used in the paper. See the standard reference [11] for more details. The supervielbein

one-form is defined as EA = dZMEM
A, the supergravity connection one-form is defined

as ΩA
B = dZMΩMA

B and the YM connection is defined as A = AIt
I = dZMAMIt

I , where

tI are the generators of the Lie algebra of the heterotic gauge group. These generators

satisfy the Lie algebra [tI , tJ ] = fK
IJtK . The covariant derivative one-form acts on a p

form ΨA = ΨA
It

I as

∇ΨA = dΨA +ΨBΩB
A −ΨAA + (−1)pAΨA, (A.1)

where the product between forms is the wedge product. Acting with ∇ we obtain the

curvature and the field-strength

∇∇ΨA = ΨBRB
A −ΨAF + FΨA, (A.2)

where

RA
B = dΩA

B + ΩA
CΩC

B, F = dA−AA. (A.3)
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The torsion two-form is defined as TA = ∇EA. The two-forms TA, RA
B, F satisfy Bianchi

identities given by

∇TA = EBRB
A, ∇RA

B = 0, dF = 0. (A.4)

They can be written in components as

∇[ATBC]
D + T[AB

ET|E|C]
A − R[ABC]

D = 0,

∇[ARBC]D
E + T[AB

FR|F |C]D
E = 0,

∇[AFBC]I + T[AB
DF|D|C]I = 0, (A.5)

where TA = 1
2
EBECTCB

A, RB
A = 1

2
ECEDRDCB

A, F = 1
2
EBEAFABIt

I . The Kalb-

Ramond field BBA in the action (3.1) defines a two-form B = 1
2
EAEBBBA and its exterior

derivative is H = dB which satisfies the Bianchi identity dH = 0. This identity can be

written in components as

∇[AHBCD] +
3

2
T[AB

EH|E|CD] = 0. (A.6)

Appendix B. Canonical commutators

The canonical commutators for the variables in G can be calculated from the basic

canonical commutators (4.1), (4.2), (4.3) and (4.4). We collect the results below.

[Ea(σ), f(Z(σ
′))] = −∂af δ(σ − σ′). (B.1)

[dα(σ), f(Z(σ
′))] = ∂αf δ(σ − σ′). (B.2)

[Ea(σ), Eb(σ
′)] =

(
Ea

M(σ)EMb(σ
′) + Ea

M(σ)BMb(σ
′)
) ∂

∂σ′
δ(σ − σ′)

−
(
Eb

M(σ′)EMa(σ) + Eb
M(σ′)BMa(σ)

) ∂

∂σ
δ(σ − σ′)

+ [∂σZ
M∂[aEMb] + ∂σZ

NE[a
M∂b]BMN − wαwβCac

αCbd
βηcd +Rabα

βΛαwβ

−
1

2
Rabcdψ

cψd + FabIJ
I
− Tab

αdα + ∂τZ
MEM

cTabc − ∂τZ
MEM

cΩ[ab]c

+ ψcwα

(
∇[aCb]c

α + Tab
ACAc

α
)
+ wαwβ

(
∇[aYb]

αβ + Tab
AYA

αβ
)
]δ(σ − σ′)

(B.3)
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[Ea(σ), E
α(σ′)] =

(
∂aWI

α + fI
JKAJaWK

α
)
J
I
δ(σ − σ′) + 2∂σZ

M∂aEM
αδ(σ − σ′)

+ 2Ea
M(σ)EM

α(σ′)
∂

∂σ′
δ(σ − σ′). (B.4)

[Eα(σ), Eβ(σ′)] = fI
JKWJ

αWK
βJ

I
δ(σ − σ′). (B.5)

[dα(σ), dβ(σ
′)] =Eα

M(σ)BMβ(σ
′)
∂

∂σ′
δ(σ − σ′) + Eβ

M(σ′)BMα(σ)
∂

∂σ
δ(σ − σ′)

+ [ wγwρCαa
γCβb

ρηab + ∂τZ
MEM

aTαβa − Tαβ
γdγ + Ω(αβ)

γdγ

+ (−1)N∂σZ
ME(α

N∂β)BNM −
1

2
Rαβabψ

aψb +Rαβγ
ρΛγwρ + FαβIJ

I

+ ψawγ

(
∇(αCβ)a

γ + Tαβ
ACAa

γ
)
+ wγwρ

(
∇(αYβ)

γρ + Tαβ
AYA

γρ
)
]δ(σ − σ′)

(B.6)

[dα(σ), Ea(σ
′)] =−

(
Eα

M(σ)EMa(σ
′) + Eα

M(σ)BMa(σ
′)
) ∂

∂σ′
δ(σ − σ′) + Ea

M(σ′)BMα(σ)
∂

∂σ
δ(σ − σ′)

+ [wβwγCαb
βCac

γηbc + (−1)M+N∂σZ
NEa

M∂αBMN − (−1)N∂σZ
NEα

M∂aBMN

− (−1)M∂σZ
M∂αEMa +

1

2
Rαabcψ

bψc +Raαβ
γΛβwγ + FaαIJ

I

− ∂τZ
MEM

bTαab + ∂τZ
MEM

bΩαab

− Taα
βdβ + Ωaα

βdβ + ψbwβ

(
∇[αCa]b

β + Tαa
ACAb

β
)
]δ(σ − σ′)

− wβwγ

(
∇[αYa]

βγ + Tαa
AYA

βγ
)
δ(σ − σ′).

(B.7)

[dα(σ), E
β(σ′)] =− 2Eα

M(σ)EM
β(σ′)

∂

∂σ′
δ(σ − σ′)− 2(−1)N∂σZ

N∂αEN
βδ(σ − σ′)

−
(
∂αWI

β + fI
JKAJαWK

β
)
J
I
δ(σ − σ′).

(B.8)

[dα(σ),Λ
β(σ′)] =

(
−Ωαγ

βΛγ + ψaCαa
β − 2Yα

βγwγ

)
δ(σ − σ′). (B.9)

[dα(σ), wβ(σ
′)] = Ωαβ

γwγδ(σ − σ′). (B.10)
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[dα(σ), ψa(σ
′)] =

(
Ωαabψ

b − wβCαa
β
)
δ(σ − σ′). (B.11)

[Ea(σ),Λ
α(σ′)] =

(
Ωaβ

αΛβ + ψbCab
α + 2Ya

αβwβ

)
δ(σ − σ′). (B.12)

[Ea(σ), wα(σ
′)] = −Ωaα

βwβδ(σ − σ′). (B.13)

[Ea(σ), ψb(σ
′)] = (−Ωabcψ

c + wαCab
α) δ(σ − σ′). (B.14)

Appendix C. Equations of motion for the worldsheet fields

The relevant equations of motion to prove the holomorphicity of G are

∂β = ∂γ = ∂b = ∂c = 0 (C.1)

∇Λα = −ΛβJ
I
UIβ

α + ψaE
b
Tab

α + ψaJ
I
∇aWI

α + wβJ
I
fI

JKWJ
βWK

α (C.2)

∇ψa = −ψbJ
I
UIab + wαE

b
Tab

α + wαJ
I
∇aWI

α (C.3)

∇wα = wβJ
I
UIα

β (C.4)

∇J
I
= fK

JIJ
K
(1
2
UJabψ

aψb + UJα
βΛαwβ + ψawαCJa

α + wαwβYJ
αβ + dαWJ

α
)

(C.5)

Note that we have used the constraints from Equation (4.62) in order to write the equa-

tions above.

The equations involving ∇dα and ∇Ea, as well as their derivations, are more involved.

Start by varying the action with respect to the supercoordinates [7]. We find:

1

2
ηab

(
−∂EaEP

b−EP
a∂E

b
−∂ZM∂[MEP ]

aE
b
−Ea∂ZM∂[MEP ]

b
)
+
1

2
EAE

B
HBAP (C.6)

+EP
α∂dα + ∂ZM∂[MEP ]

αdα − ∂ZM∂[MAP ]IJ
I

−ΩPα
β∂
(
Λαwβ

)
− Λαwβ∂Z

M∂[MΩP ]α
β −

1

2
ΩP

ba∂
(
ψaψb

)
−

1

2
ψaψb∂Z

M∂[MΩP ]
ba

+CP
aα∂
(
ψawα

)
+ ∂ZM∂[MCP ]

aαψawα − YP
αβ∂
(
wαwβ

)
− wαwβ∂Z

M∂[MYP ]
αβ

−APIfK
JI
(
∂ZMAMJ +

1

2
UJ

abψaψb+UJα
βΛαwβ +ψawαCJ

aα+wαwβYJ
αβ + dβWJ

β
)
J
K
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−J
I
∂PWI

αdα+
1

2
J
I
∂PUI

abψaψb+J
I
∂PUIα

βΛαwβ−J
I
∂PCI

aαψawα+J
I
∂PYI

αβwαwβ = 0.

Note that

ηab∂Z
M∂[MEP ]

aE
b
= ηabE

AE
b
TAP

a + ηabE
cΩPc

aE
b
− ηabEP

cEAΩAc
aE

b
(C.7)

such that the first line of Equation C.6 can be rewritten as

−
1

2
ηabEP

a
(
∇E

b
+∇Eb

)
−

1

2

(
EAE

a
+ E

A
Ea
)
TAPa +

1

2
EAE

B
HBAP . (C.8)

Also note that

∂ZM∂[MEP ]
αdα = ∂ZMTMP

αdα −EP
β∂ZMΩMβ

αdα − J
I
ΩPβ

αWI
βdα (C.9)

such that the terms with dα can be rewritten as

E
A
TAP

α + EP
α∇dα − J

I
∇PWI

αdα. (C.10)

The rest of Equation C.6 can also be rewritten in a nicer form by recalling the definition

of the covariant derivatives. In all, we will work with:

−
1

2
ηabEP

a
(
∇E

b
+∇Eb

)
−

1

2

(
EAE

a
+ E

A
Ea
)
TAPa +

1

2
EAE

B
HBAP (C.11)

+E
A
TAP

αdα + EP
α∇dα − J

I
∇PWI

αdα

−
1

2
E

A
RAP

baψaψb −E
A
RAPα

βΛαwβ − EAFAPIJ
I

+E
A
EA

M∇[MCP ]a
αψawα − J

I
CP

bαUIbaψ
awα + J

I
CPa

βUIβ
αψawα

−E
A
EA

M∇[MYP ]
αβwαwβ−CP

aαE
A
CAa

βwαwβ−J
I
CP

aαCIa
βwαwβ−2wαwβJ

I
YP

αρUIρ
β

+
1

2
ψaψbJ

I
∇PUIab + ΛαwβJ

I
∇PUIα

β − J
I
∇PCIa

αψawα + wαwβJ
I
∇PYI

αβ = 0.

The following relation will also prove useful throughout the computation:

∇EA −∇E
A
= ECE

B
TBC

A. (C.12)

The first terms we calculate are the ones coming from

∂
(
Λαdα + ψaEa + wαE

α
)
. (C.13)

The easiest is ∂
(
wαE

α
)
. Clearly we have:

∂
(
wαE

α
)
= wα∇E

α + wβJ
I
UIα

βEα. (C.14)

Then, by Equation C.12, we may rewrite it as

∂
(
wαE

α
)
= wα

(
∇E

α
+ ECE

B
TBC

α
)
+ wβJ

I
UIα

βEα. (C.15)
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Next, recall the equation of motion for J
I

as well as E
α
= −J

I
WI

α, such that the final

result is:

∂
(
wαE

α
)
=wαE

CE
B
TBC

α − wαJ
I
∇WI

α + wβJ
I
UIα

βEα (C.16)

−wρ

(
dαWJ

α +
1

2
ψaψbUJab + ΛαwβUJα

β + ψawαCJa
α + wαwβYJ

αβ
)
fK

JIJ
K
WI

ρ

Now we move on to ∂
(
Λαdα

)
. Again, it is easy to see that:

∂
(
Λαdα

)
=Λα∇dα − ΛαJ

I
UIα

βdβ

+ ψaE
b
Tab

αdα + ψaJ
I
∇aWI

αdα

+ wαJ
I
fI

JKWJ
αWK

βdβ

(C.17)

after using the constraints from Section 4. The tricky piece here is precisely Λα∇dα,

which we can obtain from Equation C.11 after isolating the term EP
α∇dα and inverting

the vielbein. It is explicitly given by:

Λα∇dα =
1

2
Λα
(
EAE

a
+ EaE

A)
TAαa −

1

2
ΛαEAE

B
HBAα

+ ΛαJ
I
∇αWI

βdβ − ΛαE
A
TAα

βdβ

+
1

2
ΛαψaψbE

c
Rαcab +

1

2
ΛαψaψbJ

I
WI

ρRραab

+ ΛαΛβwγE
a
Raαβ

γ − ΛαΛβwγJ
I
WI

ρRραβ
γ + ΛαEAFAαIJ

I

−
1

2
ΛαψaψbJ

I
∇αUIab − ΛαΛβwγJ

I
∇αUIβ

γ + Λαwβψ
aJ

I
∇αCIa

β − ΛαwβwγJ
I
∇αYI

βγ

− Λαwβψ
aE

b
∇bCαa

β + Λαwβψ
aE

b
∇αTba

β − Λαwβψ
aE

b
Tbα

cTca
β

+ Λαwβψ
aJ

I
WI

ρ∇(ρCα)a
β + Λαwβψ

aJ
I
(WI

ρTρα
cTca

β +WI
ρTρα

σCσa
β)

+ Λαwβψ
aJ

I
Cα

bβUIba − Λαwβψ
aJ

I
Cαa

ρUIρ
β

+ ΛαwβwγE
a
∇aYα

βγ

− ΛαwβwγJ
I
WI

ρ∇(ρYα)
βγ − ΛαwβwγJ

I
WI

ρTρα
σYσ

βγ

+ ΛαwβwγE
a
Cα

bβTab
γ − ΛαwβwγJ

I
Cα

aβ∇aWI
γ + 2ΛαwβwγJ

I
Yα

ρβUIρ
γ

(C.18)

The case for ∂
(
ψaEa

)
is similar. A simple computation yields the result

∂
(
ψaEa

)
=ψa∇Ea − ψaJ

I
UIbaE

b

− wαE
a
EbTab

α + wαJ
I
∇aWI

αEa
(C.19)
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where, again, ψa∇Ea can be found from Equation C.11 after using Equation C.12 and

inverting the appropriate vielbein. Its explicit expression is

ψa∇Ea =
1

2
ψaE

CE
B
TBC

a −
1

2
ψa
(
EAE

b
+ E

A
Eb
)
TAab +

1

2
ψaEAE

B
HBAa

+ ψaE
A
TAa

αdα − ψaJ
I
∇aWI

αdα − ψaEAFAaIJ
I

+
1

2
ψaψbψcE

d
Rdabc −

1

2
ψaψbψcJ

I
WI

ρRρabc − Λαwβψ
aE

b
Rbaα

β + Λαwβψ
aJ

I
WI

ρRρaα
β

+
1

2
ψaψbψcJ

I
∇aUIbc + Λαwβψ

aJ
I
∇aUIα

β + wαψ
aψbJ

I
∇aCIb

α + wαwβψ
aJ

I
∇aYI

αβ

− wαψ
aψbE

c
∇cTab

α + wαψ
aψbE

c
∇aTcb

α − wαψ
aψbE

c
Tca

ρCρb
α − wαψ

aψbE
c
Tca

dTdb
α

+ wαψ
aψbJ

I
WI

ρ∇ρTab
α − wαψ

aψbJ
I
WI

ρ∇aCρb
α + wαψ

aψbJ
I
WI

ρTρa
cTcb

α

+ wαψ
aψbJ

I
Ta

cαUIcb − wαψ
aψbJ

I
Tab

βUIβ
α

− wαwβψ
aJ

I
WI

ρ∇aYρ
αβ − wαwβψ

aE
b
Ta

cαTbc
β + wαwβψ

aJ
I
Ta

bα∇bWI
β

− wαwβψ
aE

b
Tba

ρYρ
αβ.

(C.20)

The next step is computing the contribution coming from the 1
2
(ΛγaΛ)ψa term in G.

It is given by:

∂
(1
2
(ΛγaΛ)ψa

)
=− ΛαΛβψa

(
(γa)αβE

A
ΩA + (γa)ραE

a
Ωabcde(γ

bcde)β
ρ

+ (γa)αβJ
I
UI + (γa)ραJ

I
UIbcde(γ

bcde)β
ρ
)

+ Λαψaψb(γa)αβ
(
E

c
Tbc

β + J
I
∇bWI

β
)

+
1

2
ΛαΛβwγ(γ

a)αβ
(
E

b
Tab

γ + J
I
∇aWI

γ
)

+ Λαwγψ
aJ

I
(γa)αβfI

JKWJ
βWK

γ

(C.21)

Finally, we compute the anti-holomorphic derivative of the remaining terms in G. The

results are compiled below:

−
1

2
∂(ΛαΛβwγTαβ

γ) =−
1

2
ΛαΛβwγE

a
∇aTαβ

γ +
1

2
ΛαΛβwγJ

I
WI

ρ∇ρTαβ
γ

+ ΛαΛβwγJ
I
UIα

ρTρβ
γ −

1

2
ΛαΛβwγJ

I
UIρ

γTαβ
ρ

+ Λαwβψ
aE

b
Tba

ρTαρ
γ − Λαwβψ

aJ
I
∇aWI

ρTαρ
β

− ΛαwβwγJ
I
fI

JKWJ
ρWK

βTαρ
γ

(C.22)
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1

2
∂(ΛαψaψbTαab) =

1

2
ΛαψaψbE

c
∇cTαab −

1

2
ΛαψaψbJ

I
WI

ρ∇ρTαab

−
1

2
ΛαψaψbJ

I
UIα

ρTρab − ΛαψaψbJ
I
UIcbTαa

c

−
1

2
ψaψbψcE

d
Tda

αTαbc +
1

2
ψaψbψcJ

I
∇aWI

ρTρbc

+ Λαwβψ
aE

b
Tb

cβTαca + Λαwβψ
aJ

I
∇cWI

βTαa
c

+
1

2
wαψ

aψbJ
I
fI

JKWJ
αWK

βTβab

(C.23)

∂(Λαwβψ
aCαa

β) =Λαwβψ
aE

b
∇bCαa

β − Λαwβψ
aJ

I
WI

ρ∇ρCαa
β

+ Λαwβψ
aJ

I
UIρ

βCαa
ρ − Λαwβψ

aJ
I
UIα

ρCρa
β − Λαwβψ

aJ
I
UIbaCα

bβ

− ΛαwβwγE
a
Ta

bβCαb
γ + ΛαwβwγJ

I
∇aWI

βCα
aγ

− wαψ
aψbE

c
Tcb

βCβa
α + wαψ

aψbJ
I
∇bWI

βCβa
α

+
1

2
wαwβψ

aJ
I
fI

JKWJ
ρWK

αCρa
β

(C.24)

−
1

6
∂(ψaψbψcTabc) =−

1

6
ψaψbψcE

d
∇dTabc +

1

6
ψaψbψcJ

I
WI

ρ∇ρTabc

+
1

2
ψaψbψcJ

I
UIdcTab

d

+
1

2
ψaψbwαE

c
Tc

dαTabd −
1

2
ψaψbwαJ

I
∇cWI

αTab
c

(C.25)

1

2
∂(ψaψbwαTab

α) =
1

2
wαψ

aψbE
c
∇cTab

α −
1

2
wαψ

aψbJ
I
WI

ρ∇ρTab
α

− wαψ
aψbJ

I
UIcbTa

cα +
1

2
wαψ

aψbJ
I
UIρ

αTab
ρ

+ wαwβψ
aE

b
Tb

cαTca
β − wαwβψ

aJ
I
∇bWI

αTba
β

(C.26)

−∂(ΛαwβwγYα
βγ) =− ΛαwβwγE

a
∇aYα

βγ + ΛαwβwγJ
I
WI

ρ∇ρYα
βγ

+ ΛαwβwγJ
I
UIα

ρYρ
βγ − 2ΛαwβwγJ

I
UIρ

βYα
γρ

+ wαwβψ
aE

b
Tba

ρYρ
αβ − wαwβψ

aJ
I
∇aWI

ρYρ
αβ

− wαwβwγJ
I
fI

JKWJ
ρWK

αYρ
βγ.

(C.27)
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