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Covariant superspace approaches to N = 2
supergravity

S. M. Kuzenko,∗ E. S. N. Raptakis and G. Tartaglino-Mazzucchelli

Abstract We provide a unified description of the three covariant superspace ap-

proaches to N = 2 conformal supergravity in four dimensions: (i) conformal su-

perspace; (ii) U(2) superspace; and (iii) SU(2) superspace. Each of them can be

used to formulate general supergravity-matter systems, although conformal super-

space has the largest structure group and is intimately related to the superconfor-

mal tensor calculus. We review the structure of covariant projective multiplets and

demonstrate how they are used to describe pure and matter-coupled supergravity,

including locally superconformal off-shell sigma models. Higher-derivative invari-

ants, topological invariants and super-Weyl anomalies are also briefly discussed.
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1 Introduction

Pure N = 2 supergravity in four dimensions was constructed by Ferrara and

van Nieuwenhuizen in 1976 [1], some six months after the creation of N = 1 su-

pergravity [2, 3]. It fulfilled Einstein’s dream of unifying gravity and electromag-

netism, albeit using a symmetry principle that was not known to Einstein – local

supersymmetry.

In 1979, Fradkin and Vasiliev [4] and, independently, de Wit and van Holten

[5] proposed an off-shell formulation for linearised N = 2 supergravity. Shortly

thereafter, these linearised results were extended to the first off-shell formulation

for N = 2 supergravity [6, 7]. In [7] de Wit, van Holten and Van Proeyen made

use of the so-called N = 2 superconformal tensor calculus, a natural extension

of the N = 1 superconformal method [8, 9, 10, 11, 12]. Since then, the N = 2

superconformal tensor calculus of [7] has been further developed [13, 14, 15] and

applied [16, 17] to derive many important results for N = 2 supergravity-matter

systems. For comprehensive reviews of this method, see [18, 19].

In parallel with the progress achieved in [4, 5, 6, 7], there appeared several works

[20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26] devoted to N = 2 superfield supergravity. In these works,

the component results were recast in a superspace setting. More importantly, these

publications pursued an ambitious goal of developing superspace formulations to

describe general supergravity-matter systems, including the construction of an off-

shell charged hypermultiplet that can be coupled to a U(1) vector multiplet.

Within the superconformal tensor calculus, hypermultiplets are either on-shell

or involve a gauged central charge. As is well known, such hypermultiplet realisa-

tions cannot be used to provide an off-shell formulation for the most general locally

supersymmetric sigma model. It is also known that such a sigma model formula-

tion, if it exists, must use off-shell hypermultiplets possessing an infinite number of

auxiliary fields [27, 28, 29]. The latter feature makes the off-shell hypermultiplets

extremely difficult to work with at the component level, and a superfield setting is

required.

The problem of constructing an off-shell charged hypermultiplet (in short, the

charged hypermultiplet problem) remained unsolved until 1984. Nevertheless, the

early works on N = 2 superfield supergravity [20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26] have

yielded several important results. It suffices to mention the linear multiplet action

originally discovered by Sohnius in the rigid supersymmetric case [30]. Since the

linear multiplet was lifted to N = 2 supergravity [20], and then reformulated [31]

within the N = 2 superconformal tensor calculus [7, 13, 14], it has become a uni-

versal tool to construct the component actions for supergravity-matter systems.

The construction of the relaxed hypermultiplet in 1983 [32] was perhaps the pin-

nacle of conventional N = 2 superspace techniques, but it did not solve the charged

hypermultiplet problem.2 In spite of being off-shell, this hypermultiplet is neutral

and cannot couple to a U(1) vector multiplet. It became apparent that the conven-

2 There exist infinitely many off-shell formulations for the neutral hypermultiplet [33, 34], in ad-

dition to the relaxed hypermultiplet.
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tional N = 2 superspace M4|8 is not suitable, say, for off-shell σ -model construc-

tions. The correct superspace setting was found in 1983–1984 independently by

three groups who pursued somewhat different goals [35, 36, 37], which is:

M
4|8 ×CP1 =M

4|8 × S2 . (1.1)

This superspace was introduced for the first time by Rosly [35] who used it to derive

an interpretation of the N = 2 super Yang-Mills constraints [38] as integrability

conditions. Rosly and Schwarz [39] called (1.1) isotwistor superspace.

The starting point of the analysis in [35] was the observation that, given an

isotwistor vi ∈ C2 \ {0}, the set of eight spinor covariant derivatives Dα i and D̄α̇ i

for M4|8 contains a subset of four operators, D
(1)
α := −viDα i and D̄

(1)
α̇ := −viD̄α̇ i,

which strictly anticommute with each other. Therefore, one can introduce a new

family of supersymmetric multiplets constrained by

D
(1)
α φ = 0 , D̄

(1)
α̇ φ = 0 , φ = φ(z,v, v̄) , v̄i := vi . (1.2)

In order for these constraints to be invariant under arbitrary re-scalings of v, φ should

be homogeneous,

φ(z,cv, c̄ v) = cn+ c̄n− φ(z,v,v) , c ∈C\ {0} ≡ C
∗ , (1.3)

for some parameters n± such that n = n+−n− is an integer. Redefining φ(z,v, v̄)→
φ(z,v, v̄)/(v†v)n− allows one to choose n− = 0. Any superfield with the homogene-

ity property

φ (n)(z,cv, c̄ v) = cn φ (n)(z,v,v) , c ∈ C
∗ (1.4)

is said to have the weight n ∈ Z. This superfield lives in the superspace (1.1), since

the isotwistor vi ∈ C2 \ {0} is defined modulo the equivalence relation vi ∼ cvi,

with c ∈ C∗, hence it parametrises CP1. A weight-n superfield φ (n)(z,v, v̄) is called

isotwistor if it obeys the constraints (1.2).

A new approach to N = 2 supersymmetric field theory was put forward by

Galperin et al. [36]. Using harmonic superspace M4|8 × S2, they proposed the first

off-shell formulation of charged hypermultiplet (the so-called q+ hypermultiplet)

and its self-couplings. Moreover, unconstrained prepotential descriptions of N = 2

super Yang-Mills and supergravity theories were also provided. Since then the har-

monic superspace approach has developed into a powerful branch of supersym-

metric field theory, see [40] for a review. In the harmonic superspace approach,

one deals with those isotwistor superfields φ (n)(z,v,v) which are globally defined

smooth functions on CP1. In the literature, they are known as harmonic analytic

superfields.

Projective superspace M4|8 ×CP1 was originally employed in [37] to provide

a manifestly N = 2 supersymmetric description for the general self-couplings of

N = 2 tensor multiplets constructed earlier [41] in terms of N = 1 superfields.

Since then, this approach has been extended to include some other interesting mul-
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tiplets [42, 43]. In particular, a new off-shell formulation for the charged hyper-

multiplet was derived [42] and used to construct off-shell nonlinear σ -models, see

[44, 45] for reviews. The name ‘projective superspace’ was coined in 1990 [43].

In the projective superspace approach, one deals with those isotwistor superfields

φ (n)(z,v) which are holomorphic functions on an open domain of CP1. In the liter-

ature, they are known as projective superfields.

Both harmonic and projective superspace make use of the same superspace

(1.1). Without going into technical details, which are spelled out in [46] (see also

[45, 47, 48]), they differ in (i) the structure of off-shell supermultiplets used; and (ii)

the supersymmetric action principle chosen. Due to these conceptual differences, the

two approaches prove to be complementary to each other in many respects. In par-

ticular, harmonic superspace offers powerful prepotential formulations for N = 2

supergravity [49, 50] (reviewed in [40]) which are similar in spirit to the Ogievetsky-

Sokatchev approach to N = 1 supergravity [51]. Projective superspace proves to be

ideal for developing covariant geometric formulations for supergravity-matter sys-

tems with eight supercharges. The harmonic superspace approach to N = 2 super-

gravity is reviewed in this volume by Ivanov [52].

The formalism of curved projective superspace was originally developed in 2008

for N = 1 supergravity-matter systems in five dimensions [53, 54] using the struc-

ture of superconformal projective multiplets [55]. Shortly thereafter, these construc-

tions were generalised to develop the projective superspace approach for N = 2

matter-coupled supergravity in four dimensions [56, 57, 58, 59].3 With the advent

of N = 2 conformal superspace [63], and its applications to component reduction

[64], a novel formulation of curved projective superspace has been given in [65, 66].

This approach has also been extended to a novel covariant harmonic superspace

framework in [67]. All of these publications followed the philosophy of the N = 2

superconformal tensor calculus to realise supergravity-matter systems as conformal

supergravity coupled to superconformal matter multiplets.

There are three superspace formulations for N = 2 conformal supergravity that

have found numerous applications in the recent years, specifically: (i) U(2) super-

space [26]; (ii) SU(2) superspace [56]; and (iii) conformal superspace [63]. The

N = 2 conformal superspace of [63] is an ultimate formulation for N = 2 con-

formal supergravity in the sense that any different off-shell formulation is either

equivalent to it or is obtained from it by partially fixing the gauge freedom. In par-

ticular, the U(2) and SU(2) superspaces can be derived from conformal superspace

by imposing partial gauge fixing conditions.4 At the component level, N = 2 con-

formal superspace reduces to the N = 2 superconformal tensor calculus.

The N = 2 conformal superspace of [63, 64] is a natural extension of the N = 1

formulation [68]. Conformal superspace approaches have also been developed for

extended supergravity-matter systems in three [69, 70, 71], five [72] and six [73, 74]

dimensions. These references include various applications.

3 It was subsequently extended to supergravity-matter theories in two [60], three [61] and six [62]

dimensions.
4 The relationship between the U(2) and SU(2) superspaces is described in [59].
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Recently, new supertwistor formulations were discovered for conformal super-

gravity theories in diverse dimensions [75]. In the four-dimensional N = 2 case, the

supertwistor formulation is expected to be related to conformal superspace, however

relevant technical details have not yet been worked out in the literature.

Our two-component spinor notation and conventions follow [76], and are similar

to those adopted in [77]. The only difference is that the spinor Lorentz generators

(σab)α
β and (σ̃ab)

α̇
β̇ used in [76] have an extra minus sign as compared with [77],

specifically σab =− 1
4
(σaσ̃b −σbσ̃a) and σ̃ab =− 1

4
(σ̃aσb − σ̃bσa).

2 Rigid superconformal transformations

We denote by zA = (xa,θ α
i , θ̄ i

α̇) the Cartesian coordinates for Minkowski super-

space M4|8 and use the notation DA = (∂a,D
i
α , D̄

α̇
i ) for the superspace covariant

derivatives. The only non-zero graded commutation relation is

{Di
α , D̄β̇ j

}=−2iδ i
j(σ

c)αβ̇ ∂c =−2iδ i
j∂αβ̇ , i, j = 1,2 . (2.1)

The N = 2 super-Poincaré algebra has an outer automorphism group SU(2)R ×
U(1)R, which is also called the R-symmetry group. The SU(2)R indices are raised

and lowered using the antisymmetric tensor ε i j =−ε ji and its inverse εi j normalised

by ε12 = 1.

2.1 Conformal Killing supervector fields

Superconformal transformations in M4|8 were first studied by Sohnius [78]. Our

presentation follows [79].

An infinitesimal superconformal transformation zA → zA + δ zA, with δ zA =

ξ zA =
(

ξ a + i(ξiσ
aθ̄ i − θiσ

aξ̄ i),ξ α
i , ξ̄ i

α̇

)

, is generated by a conformal Killing su-

pervector field

ξ = ξ b∂b + ξ
β
j D

j

β + ξ̄
j

β̇
D̄

β̇
j = ξ . (2.2)

The defining property of ξ is

[ξ ,Di
α ] =−(Di

α ξ
β
j )D

j

β . (2.3)

This condition implies the relations

D̄α̇
i ξ

β
j = 0 , D̄α̇

i ξ β̇β = 4iε α̇β̇ ξ
β
i =⇒ ξ α

i =−
i

8
D̄α̇ iξ

α̇α (2.4)
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and their complex conjugates, and therefore

D̄(α iξβ )β̇ = 0 , D̄i
(α̇ ξβ β̇) = 0 =⇒ ∂(α(α̇ξβ )β̇ ) = 0 . (2.5)

It then follows that

[ξ ,Di
α ] =−Kα

β [ξ ]Di
β −

1

2
σ̄ [ξ ]Di

α −Λ i
j[ξ ]D

j
α . (2.6)

Here we have introduced the chiral Lorentz Kβ γ [ξ ] and super-Weyl σ [ξ ] parameters,

as well as the SU(2)R parameter Ki j[ξ ] defined by

Kαβ [ξ ] =
1

2
Di
(α ξβ )i = Kβ α [ξ ] , D̄α̇

i Kαβ [ξ ] = 0 , (2.7a)

σ [ξ ] =
1

2
D̄α̇

i ξ̄ i
α̇ , D̄α̇

i σ [ξ ] = 0 , (2.7b)

Λ i j[ξ ] = −
i

16
[D

(i
α , D̄

j)
α̇ ]ξ αα̇ = Λ ji[ξ ] , Λ i j[ξ ] = Λi j[ξ ] . (2.7c)

We recall that the Lorentz parameters with vector and spinor indices are related to

each other as follows: Kbc[ξ ] = (σbc)β γKβ γ [ξ ]− (σ̃bc)β̇ γ̇ K̄β̇ γ̇ [ξ ]. The parameters in

(2.7) obey several first-order differential properties:

Di
αΛ jk[ξ ] = ε i( jD

k)
α σ [ξ ] , (2.8a)

Di
α Kβ γ [ξ ] = −εα(β Di

γ)σ [ξ ] , (2.8b)

and therefore

D
(i
αΛ jk)[ξ ] = D̄

(i
α̇Λ jk)[ξ ] = 0 , (2.9a)

Di
α D

j

β
σ [ξ ] = 0 . (2.9b)

The most general conformal Killing supervector field has the form

ξ α̇α
+ = aα̇α +

1

2
(σ + σ̄)yα̇α + K̄α̇

β̇ yβ̇α + yα̇β Kβ
α − yα̇β bβ β̇ yβ̇α

+4i ε̄ α̇ iθ α
i − 4yα̇β η i

β θ α
i , (2.10a)

ξ α
i = εα

i +
1

2
σ̄θ α

i +θ
β
i Kβ

α +Λi
jθ α

j −θ
β
i bβ β̇ yβ̇α

−i η̄β̇ i
yβ̇α − 4θ α

i η j

β
θ

β
j , (2.10b)

where we have introduced the complex four-vector

ξ a
+ = ξ a + 2iξiσ

aθ̄ i , ξ̄ a = ξ a , (2.11)

along with the complex bosonic coordinates ya = xa + iθiσ
aθ̄ i of the chiral sub-

space of M4|8. The constant bosonic parameters in (2.10) correspond to the space-
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time translation (aα̇α ), Lorentz transformation (Kβ
α , K̄α̇

β̇ ), SU(2)R transformation

(Λ i j =Λ ji), special conformal transformation (bαβ̇ ), and combined scale and U(1)R

transformations (σ = τ − 2iϕ). The constant fermionic parameters in (2.10) corre-

spond to the Q-supersymmetry (εα
i ) and S-supersymmetry (ηα

i ) transformations.

The constant parameters Kαβ , Λ i j and σ are obtained from Kαβ [ξ ], Λ i j[ξ ] and

σ [ξ ], respectively, by setting zA = 0.

It is useful to introduce a condensed notation for the superconformal parameters

λ ã = (aA,Kab,Λ i j ,τ,ϕ ,bA) , aA := (aa,εα
i , ε̄

i
α̇ ) , bA := (ba,η

i
α , η̄

α̇
i ) , (2.12)

as well as for the generators of the superconformal group

Xã = (PA,Mab,Ji j,D,Y,K
A) , PA := (Pa,Q

i
α , Q̄

α̇
i ) , KA := (Ka,Sα

i , S̄
i
α̇) .(2.13)

The general conformal Killing supervector field on C4|2,

ξ = ξ a
+(y,θ )

∂

∂ya
+ ξ α

i (y,θ )
∂

∂θ α
i

≡ ξ a
+∂/∂ya + ξ α

i ∂ i
α , (2.14)

may be written in the form:

ξ = λ ãξã(X) = aAξA(P)+
1

2
Kabξab(M)+Λ i jξi j(J)+ τξ (D)

+iϕξ (Y)+ bAξ A(K) . (2.15)

We read off the relevant supervector fields:

ξa(P) = ∂/∂ya , ξ i
α(P) = ∂ i

α , ξ̄ α̇
i (P) =−2i(σ̃cθi)

α̇ ∂/∂yc , (2.16a)

ξab(M) = ya∂/∂yb − yb∂/∂ya +(θiσab)
γ ∂ i

γ , ξi j(J) = θ α
(i ∂α j) , (2.16b)

ξ (D) = yc∂/∂yc +
1

2
θ

γ
i ∂ i

γ , ξ (Y) = θ
γ
i ∂ i

γ , (2.16c)

ξ a(K) = 2yayc∂/∂yc − y2∂/∂ya − (θiσ
aσ̃ c)γ yc∂ i

γ , (2.16d)

ξ α
i (K) = 2(θσ cσ̃d)α yd∂/∂yc + 4θ α

i θ
β
j ∂ j

β , (2.16e)

ξ̄ i
α̇(K) = i(σ c)γ

α̇ yc∂ i
γ . (2.16f)

Making use of the above operators, the graded commutation relations for the

superconformal algebra,
[

Xã,Xb̃

}

= − fãb̃
c̃Xc̃, can be derived keeping in mind the

relation

ξ = λ ãξã(X) → δξ = λ ãXã ,
[

ξ1,ξ2

]

→ −
[

δξ1
,δξ2

]

. (2.17)
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2.2 Superconformal algebra

Here we describe the graded commutation relations for the N = 2 superconfor-

mal algebra su(2,2|2). We start with the commutation relations for the conformal

algebra:

[Mab,Mcd ] = 2ηc[aMb]d − 2ηd[aMb]c , (2.18a)

[Mab,Pc] = 2ηc[aPb] , [D,Pa] = Pa , (2.18b)

[Mab,Kc] = 2ηc[aKb] , [D,Ka] =−Ka , (2.18c)

[Ka,Pb] = 2ηabD+ 2Mab . (2.18d)

The R-symmetry generators Y and Ji j commute with all the generators of the con-

formal group. Amongst themselves, they obey the algebra:

[Ji j,Jkl ] = εk(iJ j)l + ε l(iJ j)k . (2.19)

The superconformal algebra is then obtained by extending the translation generator

to PA and the special conformal generator to KA. The commutation relations involv-

ing the Q-supersymmetry generators with the bosonic ones are:

[

Mab,Q
i
γ

]

= (σab)γ
δ Qi

δ ,
[

Mab, Q̄
γ̇
i

]

= (σ̃ab)
γ̇

δ̇ Q̄δ̇
i , (2.20a)

[

D,Qi
α

]

=
1

2
Qi

α ,
[

D, Q̄α̇
i

]

=
1

2
Q̄α̇

i , (2.20b)

[

Y,Qi
α

]

= Qi
α ,

[

Y, Q̄α̇
i

]

=−Q̄α̇
i , (2.20c)

[

Ka,Qi
β

]

= −i(σa)β
β̇ S̄i

β̇
,

[

Ka, Q̄
β̇
i

]

=−i(σa)β̇
β S

β
i . (2.20d)

The commutation relations involving the S-supersymmetry generators with the

bosonic operators are:

[

Mab,S
γ
i

]

= −(σab)β
γ S

β
i ,

[

Mab, S̄
i
γ̇

]

=−(σ̃ab)
β̇

γ̇ S̄i

β̇
, (2.21a)

[

D,Sα
i

]

= −
1

2
Sα

i ,
[

D, S̄i
α̇

]

=−
1

2
S̄i

α̇ , (2.21b)

[

Y,Sα
i

]

= −Sα
i ,

[

Y, S̄i
α̇

]

= S̄i
α̇ , (2.21c)

[

Sα
i ,Pb

]

= i(σb)
α

β̇ Q̄
β̇
i ,

[

S̄i
α̇ ,Pb

]

= i(σb)α̇
β Qi

β . (2.21d)

Finally, the anti-commutation relations of the fermionic generators are:

{Qi
α , Q̄

α̇
j } = −2iδ i

j(σ
b)α

α̇ Pb =−2iδ i
jPα

α̇ , (2.22a)

{Sα
i , S̄

j
α̇} = 2iδ

j
i (σ

b)α
α̇ Kb = 2iδ

j
i Kα

α̇ , (2.22b)

{Sα
i ,Q

j

β
} = δ j

i δ α
β (2D−Y)− 4δ j

i Mα
β + 4δ α

β Ji
j , (2.22c)

{S̄i
α̇ , Q̄

β̇
j } = δ i

jδ
β̇
α̇ (2D+Y)+ 4δ i

jM̄α̇
β̇ − 4δ

β̇
α̇ Ji

j , (2.22d)
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where Mαβ = 1
2
(σab)αβ Mab and M̄α̇β̇ = − 1

2
(σ̃ab)α̇β̇ Mab. Note that all remaining

(anti-)commutators not explicitly listed above vanish identically.

The graded commutation relations (2.18) – (2.22) constitute the N = 2 super-

conformal algebra, su(2,2|2). Its generators obey the graded Jacobi identity

(−1)εãεc̃ [Xã, [Xb̃,Xc̃}} + (two cycles) = 0 , (2.23)

where εã = ε(Xã) is the Grassmann parity of the generator Xã. Making use of
[

Xã,Xb̃

}

=− fãb̃
c̃Xc̃, the Jacobi identities are equivalently written as

f[ãb̃
d̃ f|d̃|c̃}

ẽ = 0 . (2.24)

2.3 Superconformal primary multiplets

The superconformal transformation law of a primary tensor superfield (with sup-

pressed indices) is

δξU = K [ξ ]U,

K [ξ ] = ξ +
1

2
Kab[ξ ]Mab +Λ i j[ξ ]Ji j + pσ [ξ ]+ qσ̄[ξ ] . (2.25)

Here the generators Mab and Ji j act on the Lorentz and SU(2) indices of U , respec-

tively. The parameters p and q are related to the dimension (or Weyl weight) w and

U(1)R charge c of U as p+ q = w and p− q =− 1
2
c.

As an example, let us consider a chiral tensor superfield φ , D̄α̇
i φ = 0. Requiring

it to be primary leads to the conditions

M̄α̇β̇ φ = 0 , Ji jφ = 0 , q = 0 . (2.26)

These conditions imply that (i) φ can carry only undotted spinor indices; (ii) φ must

be neutral under the group SU(2)R; and (iii) the dimension w and the U(1)R charge

c of φ are related as c = −2w. A chiral scalar W is called reduced if it obeys the

reality condition

Di jW = D̄i jW̄ , Di j := Dα(iD
j)
α , D̄i j := D̄α̇(iD̄

α̇
j) , (2.27)

which uniquely fixes the dimension of W to be +1. Chiral multiplets exist both in

the N = 1 and N = 2 supersymmetric cases. New types of multiplets are offered

by N = 2 supersymmetry, as will be discussed below.

An O(n) multiplet H i1...in = H(i1...in) obeys the analyticity constraints5

5 The O(n) multiplets are well-known in the literature on N = 2 supersymmetric field theo-

ries. The n = 1 case corresponds to the on-shell Fayet-Sohnius hypermultiplet [30, 80]. The field

strength of the N = 2 tensor multiplet [81] is described by a real O(2) multiplet [20, 24, 82].



10 S. M. Kuzenko, E. S. N. Raptakis and G. Tartaglino-Mazzucchelli

D
(i1
α H i2···in+1) = 0 , D̄

(i1
α̇ H i2···in+1) = 0 . (2.28)

In the super-Poincaré case, these constraints are consistent with H i1...in carrying

Lorentz indices in addition to the SU(2) ones. However, this is no longer allowed

if H i1...in is a superconformal primary multiplet. Then, the superconformal transfor-

mation law of H is uniquely determined by the constraints (2.28) to be

δξ H i1...in = ξ H i1...in + nΛ j
(i1 [ξ ]H i2...in) j +

n

2

(

σ [ξ ]+ σ̄ [ξ ]
)

H i1...in . (2.29)

In the case that n is even, n = 2m, this transformation law is compatible with the

reality condition H i1...i2m = Hi1...i2m
= εi1 j1 . . .εi2m j2m

H j1... j2m .

2.4 Superconformal projective multiplets

The constraints (2.28) can be given a more transparent interpretation if one makes

use of an isotwistor vi ∈ C2 \ {0} that allows one to introduce new spinor covariant

derivatives,

D
(1)
α = viD

i
α , D̄

(1)
α̇ = viD̄

i
α̇ , vi := εi j v j , (2.30)

and to convert H i1...in(z) into an index-free homogeneous polynomial of degree n,

H(n)(z,v) = vi1 · · ·vin H i1···in(z) . (2.31)

In accordance with (2.1), the operators (2.30) strictly anticommute with each other,

{D
(1)
α ,D

(1)
β }= {D̄

(1)
α̇ , D̄

(1)

β̇
}= {D

(1)
α , D̄

(1)

β̇
}= 0 , (2.32)

and annihilate H(n),

D
(1)
α H(n) = 0 , D̄

(1)
α̇ H(n) = 0 . (2.33)

These constraints do not change if we replace vi → cvi, with c ∈ C \ {0} ≡ C∗,

in the definition of the operators (2.30) and the superfield (2.31). We see that the

isotwistor vi ∈ C2 \ {0} is defined modulo the equivalence relation vi ∼ cvi, with

c ∈ C∗, hence it provides homogeneous coordinates for CP1. The superfield (2.31)

can be interpreted to be a holomorphic tensor field on the superspace (1.1).

The superconformal transformation law (2.29) can be recast in term of H(n). For

this it is useful to introduce a new isotwistor ui such that vi and ui form a basis for

C2, that is (v,u) := viui 6= 0.

General O(n) multiplets, with n > 2, were introduced in [83, 33, 42]. The case n = 4 was first

studied in [82].
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δξ H(n) =
(

ξ −Λ (2)[ξ ]∂ (−2)
)

H(n)+ nΣ [ξ ]H(n) . (2.34)

Here we have introduced the differential operator

∂ (−2) :=
1

(v,u)
ui ∂

∂vi
, (2.35)

as well as the parameters

Λ (2)[ξ ] := viv jΛ
i j[ξ ] , Λ (0)[ξ ] :=

viu j

(v,u)
Λ i j [ξ ] , (2.36a)

Σ [ξ ] := Λ (0)[ξ ]+
1

2
(σ [ξ ]+ σ̄ [ξ ]) , (2.36b)

which have the following properties

D
(1)
α Λ (2)[ξ ] = 0 , D̄

(1)
α̇ Λ (2)[ξ ] = 0 , (2.37a)

D
(1)
α Σ [ξ ] = 0 , D̄

(1)
α̇ Σ [ξ ] = 0 . (2.37b)

The variation (2.34) obeys the analyticity constraints (2.33) due to the identity

[

ξ −Λ (2)[ξ ]∂ (−2) , D
(1)
α

]

=−Kα
β [ξ ]D

(1)
β −

(1

2
σ [ξ ]+Λ (0)[ξ ]

)

D
(1)
α , (2.38)

and a similar relation for D̄
(1)
α̇ .

The above discussion can be extended to more general superconformal projective

multiplets [55, 84]. A superconformal projective multiplet of weight n, Q(n)(z,v), is

a superfield that lives on R4|8 with respect to the superspace variables zA, is holo-

morphic with respect to the isotwistor variables vi on an open domain of C2 \ {0},

and is characterised by the following conditions:

(a) it obeys the analyticity constraints

D
(1)
α Q(n) = 0 , D̄

(1)
α̇ Q(n) = 0 ; (2.39a)

(b) it is a homogeneous function of v of degree n,

Q(n)(z,cv) = cn Q(n)(z,v) , c ∈C
∗ ; (2.39b)

(c) it possesses the superconformal transformation law

δξ Q(n) =
(

ξ −Λ (2)[ξ ]∂ (−2)
)

Q(n)+ nΣ [ξ ]Q(n) . (2.39c)

By construction, the superfield Q(n) is independent of the isotwistor ui,

∂ (2)Q(n) = 0 , ∂ (2) := (v,u)vi ∂

∂ui
. (2.40)
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One may check that the variation δξ Q(n), eq. (2.39c), is characterised by the same

property, ∂ (2)δξ Q(n) = 0, due to the homogeneity condition (2.39b).

There exists a real structure on the space of projective multiplets [35, 36, 42].

Given a weight-n projective multiplet Q(n)(vi), its smile conjugate Q̆(n)(vi) is de-

fined by

Q(n)(vi)−→ Q̄(n)(v̄i)−→ Q̄(n)
(

v̄i →−vi

)

=: Q̆(n)(vi) , (2.41)

with Q̄(n)(v̄i) := Q(n)(vi) the complex conjugate of Q(n)(vi), and v̄i the complex

conjugate of vi. One can show that Q̆(n)(v) is a weight-n projective multiplet. In

particular, Q̆(n)(v) obeys the analyticity constraints D
(1)
α Q̆(n) = 0 and D̄

(1)
α̇ Q̆(n) = 0,

unlike the complex conjugate of Q(n)(v). One can also check that

˘̆Q(n)(v) = (−1)nQ(n)(v) . (2.42)

Therefore, if n is even, one can define real projective multiplets, which are con-

strained by Q̆(2n) =Q(2n). Note that geometrically, the smile-conjugation is complex

conjugation composed with the antipodal map on the projective space CP1.

The O(n) multiplets, H(n)(v), are well defined on the entire projective space CP1.

There also exist important projective multiplets that are defined only on an open

domain of CP1. Before introducing them, let us give a few definitions. We define

the north chart of CP1 to consist of those points for which the first component of

vi = (v1,v2) is non-zero, v1 6= 0. The north chart of CP1 may be parametrised by the

inhomogeneous complex coordinate ζ = v2/v1 ∈ C. The only point of CP1 outside

the north chart is characterised by vi
∞ = (0,v2) and describes an infinitely separated

point. Thus we may think of the projective space CP1 as CP1 =C∪{∞}. The south

chart of CP1 is defined to consist of those points for which the second component of

vi = (v1,v2) is non-zero, v2 6= 0. The south chart is naturally parametrized by 1/ζ .

The intersection of the north and south charts is C\ {0}.

An off-shell (charged) hypermultiplet can be described in terms of the so-called

arctic weight-n multiplet ϒ (n)(v) which is defined to be holomorphic in the north

chart of CP1:

ϒ (n)(v) = (v1)nϒ [n](ζ ) , ϒ [n](ζ ) =
∞

∑
k=0

ϒkζ k . (2.43)

Its smile-conjugate antarctic multiplet ϒ̆ (n)(v), has the explicit form

ϒ̆ (n)(v) = (v2
)n

ϒ̆ [n](ζ ) = (v1 ζ
)n

ϒ̆ [n](ζ ) , ϒ̆ [n](ζ ) =
∞

∑
k=0

ϒ̄k

(−1)k

ζ k
(2.44)

and is holomorphic in the south chart of CP1. The arctic multiplet can be coupled to

a Yang-Mills multiplet in a complex representation of the gauge group [43]. The pair

consisting of ϒ [n](ζ ) and ϒ̆ [n](ζ ) constitutes the so-called polar weight-n multiplet.

Our last example is a real tropical multiplet U (2n)(v) of weight 2n defined by
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U
(2n)(v) =

(

iv1v2
)n

U
[2n](ζ ) =

(

v1
)2n(

iζ
)n

U
[2n](ζ ) ,

U
[2n](ζ ) =

∞

∑
k=−∞

Ukζ k , Ūk = (−1)k
U−k . (2.45)

This multiplet is holomorphic in the intersection of the north and south charts of the

projective space CP1.

It should be pointed out that the modern projective superspace terminology was

introduced in [34].

2.5 Non-superconformal projective multiplets

In the original papers [42, 43], general projective multiplets were introduced for

the case of N = 2 Poincaré supersymmetry, while definition (2.39) corresponds to

superconformal projective multiplets. To define the former, the conformal Killing

supervector field ξ in (2.39) should be replaced by a Killing supervector field

Ξ = Ξ b∂b +Ξ
β
j D

j

β
+ Ξ̄ j

β̇
D̄

β̇
j = Ξ . (2.46)

By definition, Ξ is a conformal Killing supervector field such that the parameters

(2.7b) and (2.7c) vanish. Its components are obtained from (2.10) by switching sev-

eral parameters off:

Ξ α̇α
+ = aα̇α + K̄α̇

β̇ yβ̇α + yα̇β Kβ
α + 4i ε̄ α̇iθ α

i , (2.47a)

Ξ α
i = εα

i +θ
β
i Kβ

α , (2.47b)

where the complex four-vector Ξ a
+ is related to the vector component Ξ a in (2.46) by

the rule Ξ a
+ = Ξ a +2iΞiσ

aθ̄ i. The super-Poincaré transformation law of a weight-n

projective multiplet Q(n)(z,v) is obtained from (2.39c) by replacing ξ → Ξ :

δΞ Q(n) = ΞQ(n) . (2.48)

It is seen that the weight n of Q(n) becomes irrelevant from the point of view of

the Poincaré supersymmetry. In particular, for the arctic (2.43) and antarctic (2.44)

multiplets we can use the simplified notation

ϒ (n)(v) = (v1)nϒ (ζ ) , ϒ̆ (n)(v) = (v1 ζ
)n

ϒ̆ (ζ ) . (2.49)
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3 Rigid supersymmetric sigma models

In order to get a better understanding of the opportunities provided by the projec-

tive multiplets, in this section we briefly discuss off-shell N = 2 supersymmetric

sigma models in Minkowski superspace. We recall that the target spaces of N = 2

supersymmetric sigma models are hyperkähler manifolds in the super-Poincaré case

[85] and hyperkähler cones in the superconformal case [86, 87] (see also [88] for

the mathematical framework and [89] for a discussion in dimensions 3 ≤ d ≤ 6).

The N = 2 supersymmetric action principle in projective superspace is formu-

lated in terms of a Lagrangian L (2)(z,v) which is a real weight-2 projective super-

field. The action is

S :=
1

2π

∮

γ
(v,dv)

∫

d4xD(−4)
L

(2)(z,v)
∣

∣

∣

θ=θ̄=0
, (v,dv) := vidvi , (3.1)

where γ denotes a closed integration contour, and D(−4) is the fourth-order differen-

tial operator:

D(−4) :=
1

16
(D(−1))2(D̄(−1))2 , D

(−1)
α :=

uiD
i
α

(v,u)
, D̄

(−1)
α̇ :=

uiD̄
i
α̇

(v,u)
. (3.2)

We recall that ui is a fixed isotwistor chosen to be arbitrary modulo the condition

(v,u) 6= 0 along the integration contour. The action is invariant under arbitrary pro-

jective transformations of the form:

(ui , vi) → (ui , vi)R , R=

(

a 0

b c

)

∈ GL(2,C) . (3.3)

This gauge-like symmetry implies that the action is independent of ui, δuS = 0. It is

also invariant under N = 2 supersymmetry transformations

δSUSYL
(2) =

(

εα
i Qi

α + ε̄ i
α̇ Q̄α̇

i

)

L
(2) . (3.4)

The projective superspace action was originally given in [37] in a form that differs

slightly from (3.1). The latter representation appeared first in [90].

The action (3.1) is superconformal if the Lagrangian L (2) is a superconformal

weight-2 projective multiplet, see [55, 84] for the proof. As an example, we con-

sider an off-shell nonlinear σ -model described by n superconformal weight-1 arctic

multiplets ϒ (1)I and their smile-conjugates ϒ̆ (1)Ī with Lagrangian [84]

L
(2) = iL (ϒ (1),ϒ̆ (1)) , (3.5a)

2L (ϒ (1),ϒ̆ (1)) =
(

ϒ (1)I ∂

∂ϒ (1)I
+ϒ̆ (1)Ī ∂

∂ϒ̆ (1)Ī

)

L (ϒ (1),ϒ̆ (1)) . (3.5b)

In order for L (2) to be real, it suffices to choose
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L (ϒ (1),ϒ̆ (1)) = K (ϒ (1),ϒ̆ (1)) , Φ I ∂

∂Φ I
K (Φ,Φ̄) = K (Φ,Φ̄) , (3.6)

where K (Φ,Φ̄) is a real analytic function of n complex variables Φ I and their

complex conjugates Φ̄ Ī . The homogeneity properties of K imply that it can be

interpreted as the Kähler potential of a Kähler cone [88].

The Lagrangian L (2) in the general case of (3.5) is real if L (Φ,Ω̄ ) obeys the

reality condition L̄ (Φ̄ ,−Ω) = −L (Φ,Ω̄ ), where L̄ (Φ̄,Ω) denotes the complex

conjugate of L (Φ,Ω̄ ). A detailed study of the superconformal σ -model (3.6) was

carried out in [84, 91]. That analysis was extended and generalised in [66] to the

case of the most general superconformal σ -model (3.5).

Without loss of generality, we can assume that the integration contour γ does not

pass through the “north pole” vi ∼ (0,1). This chart is naturally parametrised by the

inhomogeneous complex coordinate ζ defined by vi = v1 (1,ζ ). Since the action is

independent of ui, the latter can be chosen to be ui = (1,0), such that (v,u) = v1 6= 0.

We also represent the Lagrangian in the form:

L
(2)(z,v) = iv1v2

L (z,ζ ) = i(v1)2 ζ L (z,ζ ) , L̆ = L . (3.7)

Now, the action takes the form:

S =
1

16

∮

γ

dζ

2π i

∫

d4xζ (D1)2(D̄2)
2
L (z,ζ )

∣

∣

∣

θi=θ̄ i=0
. (3.8)

Finally, the analyticity constraints (2.39a) on L ∝ L (2) are equivalent to

D
2
αL (ζ ) = ζ D

1
αL (ζ ) , D̄α̇

2 L (ζ ) =−
1

ζ
D̄α̇

1 L (ζ ) , (3.9)

hence the action turns into

S =
1

2π i

∮

γ

dζ

ζ

∫

d4|4zL (z,ζ )
∣

∣

∣

θ2=θ̄ 2=0
, d4|4z := d4xd2θd2θ̄ . (3.10)

Here the integration is carried out over the N = 1 Minkowski superspace with

Grassmann coordinates θ α ≡ θ α
1 and θ̄α̇ ≡ θ̄ 1

α̇ . The action is now formulated en-

tirely in terms of N = 1 superfields. By construction, it is off-shell N = 2 super-

symmetric! This is one of the most powerful features of the projective superspace

approach. In what follows, we assume that θ α
2 = 0 and θ̄ 2

α̇ = 0.

The most general off-shell N = 2 supersymmetric nonlinear σ -model in projec-

tive superspace [42] can be realised in terms of polar supermultiplets

S[ϒ ,ϒ̆ ] =
1

2π i

∮

γ

dζ

ζ

∫

d4|4zL
(

ϒ I,ϒ̆ J̄ ,ζ
)

, (3.11)

where the arctic ϒ (ζ ) and antarctic ϒ̆ (ζ ) dynamical variables are generated by an

infinite set of ordinary N = 1 superfields:



16 S. M. Kuzenko, E. S. N. Raptakis and G. Tartaglino-Mazzucchelli

ϒ (ζ ) =
∞

∑
n=0

ϒnζ n = Φ +Σ ζ +O(ζ 2) , (3.12a)

ϒ̆ (ζ ) =
∞

∑
n=0

ϒ̄n(−ζ )−n = Φ̄ −
1

ζ
Σ̄ +O(ζ−2) . (3.12b)

As follows from the analyticity conditions (2.39a) (see also (3.9)), Φ :=ϒ0 is chiral,

D̄α̇ Φ = 0, Σ := ϒ1 is complex linear, D̄2Σ = 0, while the remaining components,

ϒ2,ϒ3, . . . , are unconstrained complex N = 1 superfields. The latter superfields are

auxiliary, since they appear in the action without derivatives.

Although the σ -model (3.11) was first introduced in 1988 [42], for some ten

years it remained a purely formal construction, because there existed no technique to

eliminate the auxiliary superfields contained in ϒ I , except in the case of Lagrangians

quadratic in ϒ I and ϒ̆ Ī . This situation changed in the late 1990s when Refs. [46,

92, 93] identified a subclass of models (3.11) with interesting geometric properties.

They correspond to the special case

L
(

ϒ I,ϒ̆ J̄ ,ζ
)

= K
(

ϒ I,ϒ̆ J̄
)

, (3.13)

where K
(

Φ I ,Φ̄ J̄
)

is the Kähler potential of a Kähler manifold M . The Kähler in-

variance K(Φ,Φ̄) → K(Φ,Φ̄)+Λ(Φ)+ Λ̄ (Φ̄) of the N = 1 supersymmetric σ -

model [94],

S[Φ,Φ̄ ] =

∫

d4|4zK
(

Φ I ,Φ̄ J̄
)

, (3.14)

turns into

K(ϒ ,ϒ̆ ) −→ K(ϒ ,ϒ̆ ) + Λ(ϒ ) + Λ̄(ϒ̆ ) (3.15)

for the model

S[ϒ ,ϒ̆ ] =
1

2π i

∮

γ

dζ

ζ

∫

d4|4zK
(

ϒ I ,ϒ̆ J̄
)

. (3.16)

A holomorphic reparametrisation of the Kähler manifold, Φ I → Φ ′I = f I
(

Φ
)

, has

the following counterpart ϒ I(ζ ) →ϒ ′I(ζ ) = f I
(

ϒ (ζ )
)

in the N = 2 case. There-

fore, the physical superfields of the N = 2 theory, Φ I and Σ I , should be regarded

as coordinates of a point in the Kähler manifold and a tangent vector at the same

point, respectively. Thus the variables (Φ I ,Σ J) parametrise the holomorphic tangent

bundle TM of the Kähler manifold M [46].

We assume that the auxiliary superfields in the model (3.11) have been elimi-

nated. Then, the action (3.11) turns into

S =

∫

d4|4zL(Φ,Φ̄ ,Σ , Σ̄ ) , (3.17)

for some Lagrangian L. In the case of the model (3.16), L has the form [93]
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L(Φ,Φ̄ ,Σ , Σ̄ ) = K
(

Φ,Φ̄
)

+
∞

∑
n=1

LI1···In J̄1···J̄n

(

Φ,Φ̄
)

Σ I1 . . .Σ In Σ̄ J̄1 . . . Σ̄ J̄n , (3.18)

where LIJ̄ = −gIJ̄

(

Φ,Φ̄
)

and the coefficients LI1···In J̄1···J̄n
, for n > 1, are tensor

functions of the Kähler metric gIJ̄

(

Φ,Φ̄
)

= ∂I∂J̄K(Φ,Φ̄), the Riemann curvature

RIJ̄KL̄

(

Φ,Φ̄
)

and its covariant derivatives. Each term in the action contains equal

powers of Σ and Σ̄ , since the original model (3.16) is invariant under rigid U(1)
transformations [92]

ϒ (ζ ) 7→ ϒ (eiα ζ ) ⇐⇒ ϒn(z) 7→ einαϒn(z) . (3.19)

To uncover the explicit structure of the hyperkähler target space associated with

the σ -model (3.17), we should construct a dual formulation of the theory (3.17),

obtained by dualising each complex linear superfield Σ I and its conjugate Σ̄ Ī into

a chiral–antichiral pair ΨI and Ψ̄Ī . In accordance with [42], this is accomplished

through the use of the first-order action

Sfirst-order =

∫

d4|4z
{

L
(

Φ,Φ̄ ,Σ , Σ̄
)

+ΨI Σ I +Ψ̄ĪΣ̄
Ī
}

. (3.20)

Here Σ I is an unconstrained complex superfield, while ΨI is chiral, D̄α̇ΨI = 0. This

model is equivalent to (3.17). Indeed, varying Sfirst-order with respect to Ψ I gives

D̄2Σ I = 0 and then (3.20) reduces to the original theory, eq (3.17). On the other

hand, we can integrate out Σ ’s and their conjugates using their equations of motion

∂

∂Σ I
L
(

Φ,Φ̄ ,Σ , Σ̄
)

+ΨI = 0 , (3.21)

which can be used to express the variables Σ I and their conjugates in terms of the

other superfields, Σ I = Σ I(Φ,Ψ ,Φ̄,Ψ̄ ). This leads to the dual action

Sdual =

∫

d4|4zK
(

Φ,Ψ ,Φ̄ ,Ψ̄
)

. (3.22)

Since this N = 2 supersymmetric σ -model is formulated in terms of chiral N = 1

superfields, its Lagrangian K
(

Φ,Ψ ,Φ̄ ,Ψ̄
)

is the Kähler potential of a hyperkähler

manifold [95] (or simply the hyperkähler potential).

It may be shown [96] that the dual theory (3.22) is invariant under the second

supersymmetry transformation

δΦ I =
1

2
D̄2

{

ε̄ θ̄
∂K

∂ΨI

}

, δΨI =−
1

2
D̄2

{

ε̄ θ̄
∂K

∂Φ I

}

. (3.23)

These transformation laws follow from the linear supersymmetry (2.48) of the off-

shell theory (3.11). If we introduce the condensed notation φa := (Φ I ,ΨI) and φ̄ ā =

(Φ̄ Ī ,Ψ̄Ī), as well as the symplectic matrices
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J
ab = J

āb̄ =

(

0 1

−1 0

)

, (3.24)

then the supersymmetry transformation (3.23) can be rewritten as

δφa =
1

2
D̄2

{

ε̄ θ̄ J
ab ∂K

∂φb

}

, (3.25)

which agrees with the general results of [95]. A remarkable result of Lindström and

Roček [44] is the observation that the N = 2 superfield Lagrangian in (3.11) can

be identified with the generating function of a twisted symplectomorphism.

In the case of the model (3.16), the hyperkähler potential has the form

K(Φ,Ψ ,Φ̄ ,Ψ̄ ) = K
(

Φ,Φ̄
)

+
∞

∑
n=1

H
I1···In J̄1···J̄n

(

Φ,Φ̄
)

ΨI1 . . .ΨInΨ̄J̄1
. . .Ψ̄J̄n

(3.26)

where H IJ̄
(

Φ,Φ̄
)

= gIJ̄
(

Φ,Φ̄
)

. By construction, (Σ I , Σ̄ Ī) is a tangent vector at

the point (Φ I ,Φ̄ Ī) of M , therefore (ΨI,Ψ̄Ī) is a one-form at the same point. The

variables φ a = (Φ I ,ΨI) parametrise the holomorphic cotangent bundle T ∗M of the

Kähler manifold M [92, 93]. The hyperkähler potential (3.26) was computed for all

Hermitian symmetric spaces, see [97, 98, 99] and references therein.

To conclude this section, we consider one more example of an off-shell σ -model,

introduced in [100]. It is described by several real O(2) multiplets H(2)I(v), where

I = 1, . . . ,n, which we represent as

H(2)I(v) = i(v1)2HI(ζ ) , HI(ζ ) = Φ I + ζGI − ζ 2Φ̄ I . (3.27)

The action functional is defined as follows

S = −
1

2π i

∮

γ

dζ

ζ

∫

d4|4z
F
(

HI(ζ )
)

ζ 2
+ c.c , (3.28)

where γ is a closed contour around the origin, and F(zI) is a holomorphic function of

n variables. In accordance with the analyticity conditions (2.39), the N = 1 super-

field Φ I is chiral, D̄α̇ Φ I = 0, while the real superfield GI = ḠI is linear, D̄2GI = 0.

The contour integral in (3.28) is easy to evaluate if we take into account that

F
(

H(ζ )
)

= F(Φ)+ ζFI(Φ)GI − ζ 2
(

FI(Φ)Φ̄ I −
1

2
FIJGIGJ

)

+O(ζ 3) . (3.29)

Only the ζ 2 term in this expression contributes to the contour integral. Thus we get

S[Φ,Φ̄ ,G] =

∫

d4|4z

{

K(Φ,Φ̄)−
1

2
GIJ(Φ,Φ̄)GIGJ

}

, (3.30a)

where we have defined

K(Φ,Φ̄) = Φ̄ IFI(Φ)+Φ IF̄I(Φ̄) , gIJ(Φ,Φ̄) = FIJ(Φ)+ F̄IJ(Φ̄) . (3.30b)
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We can interpret K(Φ,Φ̄) and gIJ(Φ,Φ̄) as the Kähler potential of a Kähler mani-

fold and the corresponding Kähler metric. Each linear superfield GI in (3.30a) may

be dualised into into a chiral superfield ΨI and its conjugate Ψ̄I . As a result, the

action turns into

S[Φ,Ψ ,Φ̄ ,Ψ̄ ] =

∫

d4|4zK[Φ,Ψ ,Φ̄,Ψ̄ ] , (3.31a)

K[Φ,Ψ ,Φ̄ ,Ψ̄ ] = K(Φ,Φ̄)+
1

2
gIJ(Φ,Φ̄)(ΨI +Ψ̄I)(ΨJ +Ψ̄J) . (3.31b)

Since the original action (3.28) is N = 2 supersymmetric, its dual (3.31a) is also

N = 2 supersymmetric. Since the latter is formulated in terms of N = 1 super-

fields, (3.31b) is the Kähler potential of a hyperkähler manifold. The correspondence

K(Φ,Φ̄)→K[Φ,Ψ ,Φ̄ ,Ψ̄ ] constitutes the so-called rigid c-map [101, 102].

4 Conformal superspace

In section 2 we have reviewed a simple approach to obtain the N = 2 supercon-

formal algebra by employing the conformal Killing supervector fields of flat super-

space. The goal of this section is to construct the gauge theory of the latter, known in

the literature as conformal superspace. It was introduced in [63] as a generalisation

of the N = 1 case analysed in [68]. This approach, which will be reviewed in the

present section, is of particular importance as it provides powerful tools to construct

manifestly gauge-invariant supergravity actions and to engineer general couplings

of supergravity to matter.

4.1 Gauging the superconformal algebra in superspace

Conformal superspace is a gauge theory of the superconformal algebra. It can be

identified with a pair (M 4|8,∇). Here M 4|8 denotes a supermanifold parametrised

by local coordinates zM = (xm,θ
µ
ı , θ̄ ı

µ̇), and ∇ is a covariant derivative associated

with the superconformal algebra. We recall that the generators Xã of the supercon-

formal algebra are given by eq. (2.13). They can be grouped in two disjoint subsets,

Xã = (PA,Xa) , Xa = (Mab,Y,Ji j,D,K
A) , (4.1)

each of which constitutes a superalgebra:

[PA,PB}=− fAB
CPC , (4.2a)

[Xa,Xb}=− fab
cXc , (4.2b)

[Xa,PB}=− faB
cXc − faB

CPC . (4.2c)
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Here the structure constants fAB
C contain only one non-zero component, which is

f i
α

β̇
j

c = 2iδ i
j (σ

c)α
β̇ .

In order to define the covariant derivatives, ∇A = (∇a,∇
i
α , ∇̄

α̇
i ), we associate with

each generator Xa = (Mab,Y,Ji j,D,K
A) = (Mab,Y,Ji j ,D,K

a,Sα
i , S̄

i
α̇) a connection

one-form ωa = (Ω ab,Φ,Θ i j ,B,FA) = (Ω ab,Φ,Θ i j ,B,Fa,Fα , F̄
α̇) = dzMωM

a, and

with PA a supervielbein one-form EA = (Ea,Eα
i , Ē

i
α̇) = dzMEM

A (the latter will be

often referred to as the vielbein). It is assumed that the supermatrix EM
A is non-

singular, E := Ber(EM
A)≡ sdet(EM

A) 6= 0, and hence there exists a unique inverse

supervielbein. The latter is given by the supervector fields EA = EA
M(z)∂M , with

∂M = ∂/∂ zM , which constitute a new basis for the tangent space at each point

zM ∈ M 4|8. The supermatrices EA
M and EM

A satisfy the properties EA
MEM

B = δA
B

and EM
AEA

N = δM
N . With respect to the basis EA, the connection is expressed as

ωa = EBωB
a, where ωB

a = EB
MωM

a. The covariant derivative is given by

∇A = EA −ωA
bXb = EA −

1

2
ΩA

bcMbc − iΦAY−ΘA
jkJ jk −BAD−FABKB . (4.3)

It can be recast as a super one-form

∇ = d−ωaXa , ∇ = EA∇A . (4.4)

The translation generators PB do not show up in (4.3) and (4.4). It is assumed that

the operators ∇A replace PA and obey the graded commutation relations

[Xb,∇A}=− fbA
C∇C − fbA

cXc , (4.5)

compare with (4.2c). In particular, the algebra of KA with ∇B is given by

[Ka,∇b] = 2δ a
b D+ 2Ma

b , (4.6a)

{Sα
i ,∇

j

β
}= δ j

i δ α
β (2D−Y)− 4δ j

i Mα
β + 4δ α

β Ji
j , (4.6b)

{S̄i
α̇ , ∇̄

β̇
j }= δ i

jδ
β̇
α̇ (2D+Y)+ 4δ i

jM̄α̇
β̇ − 4δ

β̇
α̇ Ji

j , (4.6c)

[Ka,∇i
β ] =−i(σa)β

β̇ S̄i

β̇
, [Ka, ∇̄

β̇
i ] =−i(σa)β̇

β S
β
i , (4.6d)

[Sα
i ,∇b] = i(σb)

α
β̇ ∇̄

β̇
i , [S̄i

α̇ ,∇b] = i(σb)α̇
β ∇i

β , (4.6e)

where all other graded commutators vanish.

By definition, the gauge group of conformal supergravity is generated by local

transformations of the form

δK ∇A = [K ,∇A] , (4.7a)

K = ξ B∇B +Λ bXb ,

= ξ B∇B +
1

2
KbcMbc +ΣD+ iρY +θ jkJ jk +ΛBKB , (4.7b)
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where the gauge parameters satisfy natural reality conditions. In applying eq. (4.7),

we interpret that

∇Aξ B := EAξ B +ωA
cξ D fDc

B , (4.8a)

∇AΛ b := EAΛ b +ωA
cξ D fDc

b +ωA
cΛ d fdc

b . (4.8b)

Then it follows from (4.7) that

δK EA = dξ A +EBΛ c fcB
A +ωbξC fCb

A +EBξC
TCB

A , (4.9a)

δK ωa = dΛ a +ωbΛ c fcb
a +ωbξC fCb

a +EBΛ c fcB
a +EBξC

RCB
a . (4.9b)

Here we have made use of the graded commutation relations

[∇A,∇B}=−TAB
C∇C −RAB

cXc , (4.10)

where TAB
C and RAB

c denote the torsion and the curvature, respectively. They can

be recast in terms of two-forms

T
A :=

1

2
EC ∧EB

TBC
A = dEA −EC ∧ωb fbC

A , (4.11a)

R
a :=

1

2
EC ∧EB

RBC
a = dωa −EC ∧ωb fbC

a −
1

2
ωc ∧ωb fbc

a . (4.11b)

Making use of the graded Jacobi identity

0 = (−1)εaεC [Xa, [∇B,∇C}} + (two cycles) (4.12)

we derive the action of Xa on the geometric objects

XaTBC
D =− (−1)εa(εB+εC)TBC

E fEa
D − 2 fa[B

E
T|E|C}

D − 2 fa[B
e f|e|C}

D , (4.13a)

XaRBC
d =− (−1)εa(εB+εC)

(

TBC
E fEa

d +RBC
e fea

d
)

− 2 fa[B
E
R|E|C}

d

− 2 fa[B
e f|e|C}

d . (4.13b)

The supergravity gauge group acts on a conformal tensor superfield U (with in-

dices suppressed) as

δK U = K U . (4.14)

The torsion TAB
C and the curvature RAB

c are conformal tensor superfields. Of spe-

cial significance are primary superfields. A tensor superfield U (with suppressed

indices) is said to be primary if it is characterised by the properties

KAU = 0 , DU = wU , YU = cU , (4.15)

for some real constants w and c, which are called the dimension (or Weyl weight)

and U(1)R charge of U respectively. From the algebra (2.22b), it is seen that if a
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superfield is annihilated by the S-supersymmetry generators, then it is necessarily

primary.

Let us summarise some important features of the gauging procedure. In curved

superspace, the superconformal algebra (4.2) is replaced with

[Xa,Xb}=− fab
cXc , (4.16a)

[Xa,∇B}=− faB
C∇C − faB

cXc , (4.16b)

[∇A,∇B}=−TAB
C∇C −RAB

cXc . (4.16c)

Here the torsion and curvature tensors obey Bianchi identities which follow from

0 = (−1)εAεC [∇A, [∇B,∇C}}+ (two cycles) . (4.17)

Unlike (4.2), which is determined by the structure constants, the graded commuta-

tion relations (4.16) involve structure functions TAB
C and RAB

c.

4.2 Conventional constraints for Weyl multiplet

The framework described in the previous subsection defines a geometric set-up to

obtain a multiplet of conformal supergravity containing the metric. However, in gen-

eral, the resulting multiplet is reducible. To obtain an irreducible multiplet it is nec-

essary to impose constraints on the torsion and curvatures appearing in eq. (4.10).

This is a standard task in geometric superspace approaches to supergravity, and it

is pedagogically reviewed in [76, 103]. One beautiful feature of the construction of

[63] is the simplicity of the superspace constraints needed to obtain the Weyl mul-

tiplet of conformal supergravity. In fact, to obtain a sufficient set of constraints, one

requires the algebra (4.10) to have a Yang-Mills structure. Specifically, one imposes

{∇i
α ,∇

j

β} = −2ε i jεαβ W̄ , {∇̄α̇
i , ∇̄

β̇
j }= 2εi jε

α̇β̇
W , (4.18a)

{∇i
α , ∇̄

β̇
j }=−2iδ i

j∇α
β̇ , (4.18b)

where the operator W̄ is the complex conjugate of W . The latter takes the form

W =
1

2
W (M)abMab + iW (Y)Y+W (J)i jJi j +W (D)D

+W (S)i
α Sα

i +W (S̄)α̇
i S̄i

α̇ +W (K)aKa . (4.19)

Having imposed the constraints (4.18a), the Bianchi identities (4.17) become non-

trivial and now play the role of consistency conditions which may be used to de-

termine the torsion and curvature. Their solution, up to mass dimension-3/2 is as

follows
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{∇i
α ,∇

j

β}= 2ε i jεαβ

(

W̄γ̇ δ̇ M̄γ̇ δ̇ +
1

4
∇̄γ̇kW̄

γ̇ δ̇ S̄k

δ̇
−

1

4
∇γδ̇W̄ δ̇

γ̇Kγγ̇
)

, (4.20a)

{∇̄α̇
i , ∇̄

β̇
j }=−2εi jε

α̇ β̇
(

W γδ Mγδ −
1

4
∇γ̇kWγδ Sδ

k +
1

4
∇γγ̇W δ

γ Kδ γ̇

)

, (4.20b)

{∇i
α , ∇̄

β̇
j }=−2iδ i

j∇α
β̇ , (4.20c)

[∇αα̇ ,∇
i
β ] =−iεαβW̄α̇β̇ ∇̄β̇ i −

i

2
εαβ ∇̄β̇ iW̄α̇β̇D−

i

4
εαβ ∇̄β̇ iW̄α̇β̇Y+ iεαβ ∇̄

β̇
j W̄α̇β̇ Ji j

− iεαβ ∇̄i

β̇
W̄γ̇α̇ M̄β̇ γ̇ −

i

4
εαβ ∇̄i

α̇ ∇̄
β̇
k W̄β̇ γ̇ S̄γ̇k +

1

2
εαβ ∇γβ̇W̄α̇β̇ Si

γ

+
i

4
εαβ ∇̄i

α̇ ∇γ
γ̇W̄ γ̇ β̇ Kγβ̇ , (4.20d)

[∇αα̇ , ∇̄
β̇
i ] = iδ

β̇
α̇ Wαβ ∇

β
i +

i

2
δ

β̇
α̇ ∇

β
i WαβD−

i

4
δ

β̇
α̇ ∇

β
i WαβY+ iδ

β̇
α̇ ∇β jWαβ Ji j

+ iδ
β̇
α̇ ∇

β
i W γ

α Mβ γ +
i

4
δ

β̇
α̇ ∇α i∇

β jWβ
γSγ j −

1

2
δ

β̇
α̇ ∇β

γ̇Wαβ S̄
γ̇
i

+
i

4
δ

β̇
α̇ ∇α i∇

γ
γ̇Wβ γKβ γ̇ . (4.20e)

We note that the conformal superspace algebra is expressed in terms of a single

superfield Wαβ = W(αβ ), its conjugate W̄α̇β̇ , and their covariant derivatives. This

superfield is an N = 2 extension of the Weyl tensor, and is called the super-Weyl

tensor. It proves to be a primary chiral superfield of dimension 1,

KCWαβ = 0 , ∇̄
γ̇
kWαβ = 0 , DWαβ =Wαβ , YWαβ =−2Wαβ , (4.21)

and it obeys the Bianchi identity

B := ∇αβW αβ = ∇̄α̇β̇W̄α̇β̇ = B̄ , (4.22a)

∇αβ := ∇i
(α ∇β )i , ∇̄α̇β̇ := ∇̄

(α̇
i ∇̄β̇ )i . (4.22b)

The real scalar superfield B is the N = 2 supersymmetric generalisation of the

Bach tensor. This super-Bach multiplet proves to be primary, KAB = 0, carries

weight 2, DB= 2B, and satisfies the conservation equation [104]

∇i jB = 0 ⇐⇒ ∇̄i jB= 0 , (4.23a)

∇i j := ∇α(i∇
j)
α , ∇̄i j := ∇̄α̇(i∇̄

α̇
j) . (4.23b)

The structure of the conformal superspace algebra leads to highly non-trivial

implications. In particular, eq. (4.6c) implies that primary covariantly chiral super-

fields, ∇̄
β̇
j U = 0, can carry neither isospinor nor dotted spinor indices. Given such

a superfield, φα(n) := φα1...αn = φ(α1...αn), eq. (4.6c) further implies that the U(1)R

charge of φα(n) is determined in terms of its dimension,

KBφα(n) = 0 , ∇̄
β̇
j φα(n) = 0 , Dφα(n) = wφα(n) , Yφα(n) =−2wφα(n) (4.24)
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and thus c =−2w.

There is a regular procedure to construct primary chiral multiplets and their con-

jugate antichiral ones. It is based on the use of operators

∇4 :=
1

48
∇i j∇i j =−

1

48
∇αβ ∇αβ , ∇̄4 :=

1

48
∇̄i j∇̄i j =−

1

48
∇̄α̇β̇ ∇̄α̇ β̇ . (4.25)

Let us consider a rank-n spinor superfield ψα(n) that is SU(2)R neutral and has the

following superconformal properties:

KBψα(n) = 0 , Dψα(n) = (w− 2)ψα(n) , Yψα(n) = 2(2−w)ψα(n) . (4.26)

Then its descendant

φα(n) = ∇̄4ψα(n) (4.27)

is a primary covariantly chiral superfield of the type (4.24).

4.3 Covariant projective multiplets

The concept of rigid superconformal projective multiplets, which was reviewed

in subsection 2.3, naturally extends to conformal superspace. The operators (2.30)

are replaced with

∇
(1)
α = vi∇

i
α , ∇̄

(1)
α̇ = vi∇̄

i
α̇ , (4.28)

which strictly anti-commute with each other due to (4.18). We recall that the rigid

superconformal projective multiplet Q(n)(z,v) is defined by the relations (2.39), of

which the conditions (2.39a) and (2.39b) trivially extend to conformal superspace,

KAQ(n) = 0 , ∇
(1)
α Q(n) = 0 , ∇̄

(1)
α̇ Q(n) = 0 , (4.29a)

Q(n)(z,cv) = cn Q(n)(z,v) , c ∈C
∗ , (4.29b)

while the rigid superconformal transformation law (2.39c) is replaced with

δK Q(n) =
(

ξ A∇A +Λ i jJi j +ΣD

)

Q(n) , (4.30a)

Λ i jJi jQ
(n) = −

(

Λ (2)∂ (−2)− nΛ (0)
)

Q(n) . (4.30b)

Making use of the graded commutation relations (4.6b) and (4.6c) uniquely fixes

the dimension of Q(n)

DQ(n) = nQ(n) . (4.30c)
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We now list some projective multiplets that can be used to describe superfield

dynamical variables. A complex O(m) multiplet, with m = 1,2, . . . , is described by

a weight-m projective superfield H(m)(v) of the form:

H(m)(v) = vi1 . . .vimH i1...im . (4.31a)

The analyticity constraint (2.39a) is equivalent to

∇
(i1
α H i2...im+1) = 0 , ∇̄

(i1
α̇ H i2...im+1) = 0 . (4.31b)

If m is even, m = 2n, we can define a real O(2n) multiplet obeying the reality con-

dition H̆(2n) = H(2n), or equivalently

H i1...i2n = Hi1...i2n
= εi1 j1 · · ·εi2n j2n

H j1... j2n . (4.32)

For n > 1, the real O(2n) multiplet can be used to describe an off-shell (neutral)

hypermultiplet.

There is a simple construction to generate covariant projective multiplets. It

makes use of isotwistor superfields. By definition, a weight-n isotwistor superfield

U (n)(z,v) is a primary tensor superfield (with suppressed Lorentz indices) that has

the following properties: (i) it is neutral with respect to the group U(1)R; (ii) it

is holomorphic with respect to the isospinor variables vi on an open domain of

C2 \ {0}; (iii) it is a homogeneous function of vi of degree n,

U (n)(cv) = cn U (n)(v) , c ∈C\ {0} ; (4.33a)

and (iv) it is characterised by the gauge transformation law

δK U (n) =
(

ξ A∇A +
1

2
Λ abMab +Λ i jJi j +ΣD

)

U (n) ,

Ji jU
(n) = −

(

v(iv j)∂
(−2)−

n

(v,u)
v(iu j)

)

U (n) . (4.33b)

It is clear that any weight-n projective multiplet is an isotwistor superfield, but not

vice versa. The main property in the definition of isotwistor superfields is their trans-

formation rules under SU(2)R. In principle, the definition could be extended to con-

sider non-primary superfields.

Let U (n−4) be a Lorentz-scalar isotwistor superfield such that

DU (n−4) = (n− 2)U (n−4) . (4.34)

Then the weight-n isotwistor superfield

Q(n) := ∇(4)U (n−4) (4.35)

satisfies all the properties of a covariant projective multiplet given by eqs. (4.29) and

(4.30). Here we have introduced the operator
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∇(4) =
1

16
∇(2)∇̄(2) , ∇(2) = viv j∇

i j , ∇̄(2) = viv j∇̄
i j . (4.36)

5 Component reduction and the Weyl multiplet

Within the superconformal tensor calculus, the standard Weyl multiplet of con-

formal supergravity is associated with the local off-shell gauging in spacetime of

the superconformal group SU(2,2|2) [7, 14, 15, 16, 17], see also [18, 19] for a

review. This multiplet comprises 24+ 24 physical components described by a set

of independent gauge fields: the vielbein em
a and a dilatation connection bm; the

gravitino
(

ψm
α
i , ψ̄m

i
α̇

)

, associated with the gauging of Q-supersymmetry; a U(1)R

gauge field Am; and SU(2)R gauge fields φm
i j = φm

ji. The fields associated with the

remaining generators of SU(2,2|2), specifically the Lorentz connections ωm
cd , S-

supersymmetry connection
(

φm
i
α , φ̄m

α̇
i

)

and the special conformal connection fma,

are composite fields. To ensure that the local superconformal transformations of the

standard Weyl multiplet close off-shell it is necessary to add a set of covariant matter

fields. These are an anti-symmetric real tensor Tab = Tba = T+
ab +T−

ab , which decom-

poses into its imaginary (anti-)self-dual components T±
ab , a real scalar field D, and

the fermions (Σα i, Σ̄α̇ i).
As described in the previous section, conformal superspace provides an off-shell

gauging of the superconformal group SU(2,2|2) in superspace rather than space-

time. Apart from the fact that Q-supersymmetry is geometrically realised on super-

fields in a superspace setting, the conformal superspace and component approaches

are very similar. In fact, it is straightforward to reduce the results of 4 from super-

space to spacetime and obtain all the details of the standard Weyl multiplet [63].

The identification of the component gauge fields of the standard Weyl multiplet

is straightforward. The vielbein (em
a) and gravitini (ψm

α
i , ψ̄m

i
α̇ ) appear as the θ = 0

projections of the coefficients of dxm in the supervielbein EA one-form,

ea = dxmem
a = Ea|| , ψα

i = dxmψm
α
i = 2Eα

i || , ψ̄ i
α̇ = dxmψ̄m

i
α̇ = 2E i

α̇ || . (5.1)

Here we have defined the double bar projection of a superform as Ω || ≡ Ω |θ=dθ=0.

On the other hand, a single bar next to a superfield denotes the usual bar projection

X | ≡ X |θ=0. The remaining component one-forms are defined as

A := Φ|| , φ kl :=Θ kl || , b := B|| , ωcd := Ω cd || , (5.2)

φ k
γ := 2Fk

γ || , φ̄
γ̇
k := 2F

γ̇
k|| , fc := Fc|| . (5.3)

The covariant matter fields Tab, D, and (Σα i, Σ̄α̇ i) arise as some of the components of

the multiplet described by the super-Weyl tensor Wab = (σab)
αβWαβ −(σ̃ab)

α̇β̇W̄α̇β̇ ,

which satisfies the constraints (4.21) and (4.22a). In particular, it holds that

Tab := Wab| , D =
1

12
∇αβWαβ |=

1

12
∇̄α̇ β̇W̄α̇β̇ | , (5.4a)
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Σα i =
1

3
∇i

βW αβ | , Σ̄α̇ i =−
1

3
∇̄

β̇
i W̄α̇β̇ | . (5.4b)

The local superconformal transformations of the gauge fields listed above can be

straightforwardly derived by taking the θ = 0 projection of the superspace transfor-

mations (4.9). At the same time, the transformations of Tab, D, and (Σα i, Σ̄α̇ i) can

be obtained by applying the transformation rule for covariant superfields, eq. (4.14)

and (4.7), and the definition of the descendant fields in eq. (5.4). The resulting trans-

formation laws are given in [105].

By taking the double bar projection of the superspace covariant derivative one-

form ∇, eq. (4.4), one defines a component vector covariant derivative as follows

D = eaDa := ∇|| , (5.5a)

em
aDa = ∂m −

1

2
ψm

α
i ∇i

α |−
1

2
ψ̄m

i
α̇ ∇̄α̇

i |−
1

2
ωm

cdMcd − iAmY−φm
klJkl

−bmD−
1

2
φm

i
α Sα

i −
1

2
φ̄m

α̇
i S̄i

α̇ − fmcKc . (5.5b)

Provided we appropriately interpret the projected spinor covariant derivatives ∇i
α |

and ∇̄α̇
i | as the generators of Q-supersymmetry,6 D describes a gauging in space-

time of the superconformal group SU(2,2|2), precisely as in [7]. This means that

local diffeomorphisms, and all other structure group transformations of the deriva-

tives (5.5), including Q-supersymmetry, consistently descend from their correspond-

ing rule in superspace. With this interpretation, the algebra of component covariant

derivatives acting on a covariant field is also completely determined by the geome-

try of conformal superspace. All the component torsions and curvatures are simply

the θ = 0 projections of the superspace ones. The algebra of Da is7

[Da,Db] = −R(P)ab
cDc −R(Q)ab

α
i ∇i

α |−R(Q̄)ab
i
α̇ ∇̄α̇

i |

−
1

2
R(M)ab

cdMcd −R(D)abD− iR(Y)abY−R(J)ab
klJkl

−R(S)ab
i
α Sα

i −R(S̄)ab
α̇
i S̄i

α̇ −R(K)abcKc . (5.6)

By using the commutator of two superspace vector derivatives ∇a, see [63], one can

readily obtain all the component curvatures above. These prove to be determined by

the lowest component of the super-Weyl tensor Wab and its descendants. We do not

present the results here but stress that the conformal superspace geometry implies

the following conditions on the component superconformal curvatures

R(P)ab
c = 0 , (5.7a)

6 Given a covariant superfield U , and its lowest component U =U |, one defines Qi
αU =∇i

α |U :=
(∇i

αU)| and Q̄α̇
i U = ∇̄α̇

i |U :=(∇̄α̇
i U)|. The action of the other generators Xa on U is simply given

by XaU := (XaU)|.
7 All fields and curvatures introduced so far satisfy natural conjugation properties. We refer the

reader to [63] and, in particular, [105] for results in our notation, with the only difference being

that the field Wab in [105] is denoted as Tab here.
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R(Q)ab
β
j (σ

b)β α̇ = −
3

4
Σ

β
j (σa)β α̇ , R(Q̄)ab

j

β̇
(σ̃b)β̇α =

3

4
Σ̄ j

β̇
(σ̃a)

β̇α , (5.7b)

R(M)c
acb = R(D)ab + 3ηabD−ηcdT−

ac T+
bd . (5.7c)

These are the conventional constraints that render the connections ωm
cd , (φm

i
α , φ̄m

α̇
i ),

and fma composite. We refer the reader to [63, 105] for the expressions of the com-

posite connections and the superconformal curvatures expressed in terms of the in-

dependent physical fields of the standard Weyl multiplet. Note that the conventional

constraints (5.7) are not the same as the ones originally employed in [7]. This is

not surprising since there is large freedom in the choice of conventional constraints

whenever it is necessary to add matter fields to achieve an off-shell representation.

Different papers often make different choices. For example, the geometry of [7] is

obtained through a shift of the special conformal connection fabKb proportional to

DKa, see [63]. A particularly useful choice of constraints for calculations by using

component fields is the “traceless” one employed in [106]

R(P)ab
c = 0 , R(M)c

acb = R(D)ab , (5.8a)

R(Q)ab
β
j (σ

b)β α̇ = 0 , R(Q̄)ab
j

β̇
(σ̃b)β̇α = 0. (5.8b)

6 Other superspace formulations for conformal supergravity

As pointed out in section 1, conformal superspace is not the only superspace

setting to describe conformal supergravity. Here we consider two other covariant

formulations that have found applications in the recent years, specifically: (i) U(2)
superspace [26, 59]; and (ii) SU(2) superspace [107, 56]. They differ by their struc-

ture groups, which are SL(2,C)×U(2)R and SL(2,C)×SU(2)R, respectively. Be-

low we describe the relevant “degauging” procedures that lead to these geometries.

6.1 U(2) superspace

According to (4.7), under an infinitesimal special superconformal gauge trans-

formation K = ΛBKB, the dilatation connection transforms as follows

δK BA =−2ΛA . (6.1)

Thus, it is possible to choose a gauge condition BA = 0, which completely fixes the

special superconformal gauge freedom.8 As a result, the corresponding connection

is no longer required for the covariance of ∇A under the residual gauge freedom and

may be extracted from ∇A,

8 There is a class of residual gauge transformations preserving the gauge BA = 0. These generate

the super-Weyl transformations of U(2) superspace, see the next subsection.
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∇A = DA −FABKB . (6.2)

Here the operator DA involves only the Lorentz and U(2)R connections

DA = EA −
1

2
ΩA

bcMbc −ΦA
klJkl − iΦAY . (6.3)

It obeys the graded commutation relations

[DA,DB} = −TAB
CDC −

1

2
RAB

cdMcd −RAB
klJkl − iRABY . (6.4)

The next step is to relate the special superconformal connectionFAB to the torsion

tensor of U(2) superspace. To do this, one can make use of the relation

[∇A,∇B} = [DA,DB}−
(

DAFBC − (−1)ABDBFAC

)

KC −FAC[K
C,∇B}

+(−1)ABFBC[K
C,∇A}+(−1)BCFACFBD[K

D,KC} . (6.5)

In conjunction with (4.20), this relation leads to a set on consistency conditions

that are equivalent to the Bianchi identities of U(2) superspace [26]. Their solution

expresses the components of FAB in terms of the torsion tensor of U(2) superspace

and completely determines the geometry of the DA derivatives [63]. Here we will

present results only up to mass dimension-3/2. The outcome of the analysis is as

follows:

Fi
α

j

β
= −

1

2
εαβ Si j +

1

2
ε i jYαβ , (6.6a)

Fα̇
i

β̇
j = −

1

2
ε α̇β̇ S̄i j +

1

2
εi jȲ

α̇β̇ , (6.6b)

Fi
α

β̇
j = −F

β̇
j

i
α =−δ i

jGα
β̇ − iGα

β̇ i
j , (6.6c)

Fi
α b = −

1

2
(σ̃b)

β̇ β
{ i

4
εαβ D̄

γ̇iW̄β̇ γ̇ −
1

6
εαβD

γ
jGγβ̇

i j +
i

12
εαβ D̄β̇ j

Si j

−
i

4
D̄i

β̇
Yαβ +

1

3
D(α jGβ )β̇

i j
}

, (6.6d)

Fα̇
i b = −

1

2
(σb)β β̇

{ i

4
ε α̇β̇DγiW

β γ +
1

6
ε α̇β̇ D̄

j
γ̇Gβ γ̇

i j +
i

12
ε α̇β̇Dβ jS̄i j

−
i

4
D

β
i Ȳ α̇β̇ −

1

3
D̄(α̇ jGβ β̇)

i j

}

, (6.6e)

Fa
j

β = −
1

2
(σ̃a)

α̇α
{

−
i

12
εαβ D̄β̇ j

Sk j −
i

4
D̄

j
α̇Yαβ +

1

3
DαkGβ α̇

jk
}

, (6.6f)

Fa
β̇
j = −

1

2
(σb)β̇ β

{

−
i

12
ε α̇β̇Dβ jS̄k j −

i

4
Dα

j Ȳ α̇β̇ −
1

3
D̄α̇kGαβ̇

jk

}

. (6.6g)

The dimension-1 superfields have the following symmetry properties:

Si j = S ji , Yαβ = Yβ α , Wαβ =Wβ α , Gαα̇
i j = Gαα̇

ji , (6.7)
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and the reality conditions

Si j = S̄i j , Wαβ = W̄α̇β̇ , Yαβ = Ȳα̇β̇ , Gβ α̇ = Gαβ̇ , Gβ α̇
i j = Gαβ̇ i j . (6.8)

The U(1)R charges of the complex fields are:

YSi j = 2Si j , YYαβ = 2Yαβ , YWαβ =−2Wαβ . (6.9)

The algebra obeyed by DA takes the form:

{Di
α ,D

j

β
} = 4Si jMαβ + 2εαβ ε i jY γδ Mγδ + 2ε i jεαβW̄γ̇ δ̇ M̄γ̇ δ̇

+2εαβ ε i jSklJkl + 4Yαβ Ji j , (6.10a)

{Di
α ,D̄

β̇
j } = −2iδ i

jDα
β̇ + 4

(

δ i
jG

γβ̇ + iGγβ̇ i
j

)

Mαγ + 4
(

δ i
jGαγ̇ + iGαγ̇

i
j

)

M̄β̇ γ̇

+8Gα
β̇ Ji

j − 4iδ i
jGα

β̇ klJkl − 2
(

δ i
jGα

β̇ + iGα
β̇ i

j

)

Y , (6.10b)

[Da,D
j

β
] = −i(σ̃a)

α̇γ
(

δ j
k Gβ α̇ + iGβ α̇

j
k

)

Dk
γ

+
i

2

(

(σa)β γ̇S jk − ε jk(σa)β
δ̇W̄δ̇ γ̇ − ε jk(σa)

α
γ̇Yαβ

)

D̄
γ̇
k

−
1

2
Ra

j

β
cdMcd −Ra

j

β
klJkl − iRa

j

β
Y . (6.10c)

The dimension-3/2 components of the curvature appearing in (6.10c) are

Ra
j

β cd = −i(σd)β
δ̇Tac

j

δ̇
+ i(σa)β

δ̇Tcd
j

δ̇
− i(σc)β

δ̇Tda
j

δ̇
, (6.11a)

Ra
j

β
kl = −

1

2
(σ̃a)

α̇α
{

iε j(kD̄
l)
α̇Yαβ + iεαβ ε j(kD̄δ̇ l)W̄α̇δ̇ +

i

3
εαβ ε j(kD̄α̇qSl)q

−
4

3
ε j(kD(αqGβ )α̇

l)q −
2

3
εαβ ε j(kDδ

q Gδ α̇
l)q
}

, (6.11b)

Ra
j

β = −
1

2
(σ̃a)

α̇α
{

D
j

β Gαα̇ −
i

3
D(αkGβ )α̇

jk −
i

2
εαβD

γ
kGγα̇

jk
}

, (6.11c)

together with their complex conjugates. The right-hand side of (6.11a) involves the

dimension-3/2 components of the torsion, which take the form

Tab
k
γ̇ ≡ (σab)

αβTαβ
k
γ̇ − (σ̃ab)

α̇β̇Tα̇β̇
k
γ̇ , (6.12a)

Tαβ
k
γ̇ =

1

4
D̄k

γ̇Yαβ −
i

3
Dl

(α Gβ )γ̇
k

l , (6.12b)

Tα̇β̇
k
γ̇ =

1

4
D̄k

γ̇W̄α̇β̇ +
1

6
εγ̇(α̇D̄β̇ )lS

kl +
i

3
εγ̇(α̇D

δ
q Gδ β̇ )

kq . (6.12c)

The consistency conditions arising from solving (6.5) and the constraints satisfied

by Wαβ in conformal superspace lead to the following set of dimension-3/2 Bianchi

identities:



Covariant superspace approaches to N = 2 supergravity 31

D
(i
α S jk) = 0 , (6.13a)

Di
αW̄β̇ γ̇ = 0 , (6.13b)

Di
(αYβ γ) = 0 , (6.13c)

D
(i
(α Gβ )β̇

jk) = 0 , (6.13d)

D̄
(i
α̇ S jk) = iDβ (iGβ α̇

jk) , (6.13e)

Di
α Si j = −D

β
j Yβ α , (6.13f)

Di
α Gβ β̇ = −

1

4
D̄i

β̇
Yαβ +

1

12
εαβ D̄β̇ j

Si j −
1

4
εαβ D̄

γ̇ iW̄γ̇ β̇

−
i

3
εαβD

γ
jGγβ̇

i j , (6.13g)

and the dimension-2 constraint

(

Dαβ − 4Yαβ

)

W αβ =
(

D̄α̇β̇ − 4Ȳ α̇β̇
)

W̄α̇β̇ . (6.14)

Here we have made the definitions

Dαβ =Di
(αDβ )i , D̄α̇β̇ = D̄

(α̇
i D̄β̇ )i , (6.15)

and it is useful to also define

Di j =Dα(iD
j)
α , D̄i j = D̄α̇(iD̄

α̇
j) . (6.16)

In closing, we note that, upon degauging, relation (4.27) takes the form [58, 108]

φα(n) =
( 1

96
D̄i jD̄i j −

1

96
D̄α̇β̇ D̄

α̇β̇ +
1

6
S̄i jD̄i j +

1

6
Ȳα̇β̇ D̄

α̇β̇
)

ψα(n)

≡ ∆̄ψα(n) . (6.17)

6.2 The super-Weyl transformations of U(2) superspace

In the previous subsection we made use of the special conformal gauge freedom

to degauge from conformal to U(2) superspace. The goal of this subsection is to

show that residual dilatation symmetry manifests in the latter as super-Weyl trans-

formations.

To preserve the gauge BA = 0, every local dilatation transformation with param-

eter Σ should be accompanied by a compensating special conformal one

K (Σ) = ΛB(Σ)KB +ΣD =⇒ δK (Σ)BA = 0 . (6.18)

We then arrive at the following constraints
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ΛA(Σ) =
1

2
∇AΣ . (6.19)

As a result, we define the following transformation

δΣ ∇A = δΣDA − δΣFABKB = [K (Σ) ,∇A] . (6.20)

By making use of (6.6), one can obtain the following transformation laws for the

U(2) superspace covariant derivatives

δΣD
i
α =

1

2
ΣDi

α + 2(DγiΣ)Mγα − 2(DαkΣ)Jki −
1

2
(Di

α Σ)Y , (6.21a)

δΣ D̄α̇ i =
1

2
ΣD̄α̇ i + 2(D̄

γ̇
i Σ)M̄γ̇ α̇ + 2(D̄k

α̇Σ)Jki +
1

2
(D̄α̇ iΣ)Y , (6.21b)

δΣDαα̇ = ΣDαα̇ + i(D̄α̇kΣ)Dk
α + i(Dk

αΣ)D̄α̇k

+(Dγ
α̇ Σ)Mγα +(Dα

γ̇ Σ)M̄γ̇ α̇ . (6.21c)

The dimension-1 components of the torsion transform as

δΣWαβ = ΣWαβ , (6.22a)

δΣYαβ = ΣYαβ −
1

2
Dαβ Σ , (6.22b)

δΣ Si j = ΣSi j −
1

2
Di jΣ , (6.22c)

δΣ Gαα̇ = ΣGαα̇ −
1

8
[Dk

α ,D̄α̇k]Σ , (6.22d)

δΣ Gαα̇
i j = ΣGαα̇

i j +
i

4
[D

(i
α ,D̄

j)
α̇ ]Σ . (6.22e)

6.3 SU(2) superspace

It can be proven that the torsion Gαα̇
i j of U(2) superspace is a pure gauge degree

of freedom [26, 59]. One can use super-Weyl gauge freedom (6.22e) to choose

Gαβ̇
i j = 0 . (6.23)

In this gauge, it is natural to introduce new covariant derivatives DA defined by

D
i
α =Di

α , Da =Da − iGaY . (6.24)

Making use of (6.10), we find that they obey the graded commutation relations

{D i
α ,D

j

β
} = 4Si jMαβ + 2ε i jεαβY γδ Mγδ + 2ε i jεαβW̄ γ̇ δ̇ M̄γ̇ δ̇

+2εαβ ε i jSklJkl + 4Yαβ Ji j , (6.25a)
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{D i
α ,D̄

β̇
j } = −2iδ i

j(σ
c)α

β̇
Dc + 4δ i

jG
δ β̇ Mαδ + 4δ i

jGαγ̇M̄γ̇ β̇ + 8Gα
β̇ Ji

j , (6.25b)

[Da,D
j

β
] = i(σa)(β

β̇ Gγ)β̇ D
γ j

+
i

2

(

(σa)β γ̇S jk − ε jk(σa)β
δ̇W̄δ̇ γ̇ − ε jk(σa)

α
γ̇Yαβ

)

D̄
γ̇
k

+
i

2

(

(σ̃a)
γ̇γ ε j(k

D̄
l)
γ̇ Yβ γ − (σa)β γ̇ε j(k

D̄
l)

δ̇
W̄ γ̇ δ̇ −

1

2
(σa)β

γ̇
D̄

j
γ̇ Skl

)

Jkl

+
i

2

(

(σa)β
δ̇
T̂cd

j

δ̇
+(σc)β

δ̇
T̂ad

j

δ̇
− (σd)β

δ̇
T̂ac

j

δ̇

)

Mcd , (6.25c)

where

T̂ab
k
γ̇ = −

1

4
(σab)

αβ
D̄

k
γ̇ Yαβ +

1

4
(σ̃ab)

α̇β̇
D̄

k
γ̇ W̄α̇β̇ −

1

6
(σ̃ab)γ̇ δ̇ D̄

δ̇
l Skl . (6.25d)

The various torsion tensors in (6.25) obey the Bianchi identities (6.13) and (6.14)

upon the replacement DA → DA and imposing (6.23). By examining equations

(6.25) we see that the U(1)R curvature has been eliminated and therefore the corre-

sponding connection is flat. Hence, by performing an appropriate local U(1)R trans-

formation it may be gauged away

ΦA = 0 . (6.26)

As a result, the gauge group reduces to SL(2,C)×SU(2)R and the superspace ge-

ometry is the so-called SU(2) superspace of [107, 56].

It turns out that the gauge conditions (6.23) and (6.26) allow for residual super-

Weyl transformations, which are described by a parameter Σ constrained by

[D
(i
α ,D̄

j)
α̇ ]Σ = 0 . (6.27)

The general solution of this condition is [56]

Σ =
1

2
(σ + σ̄) , D̄α̇

i σ = 0 , Yσ = 0 , (6.28)

where the parameter σ is covariantly chiral, with zero U(1)R charge, but otherwise

arbitrary. To preserve the gauge condition ΦA = 0, every super-Weyl transformation,

see (6.21a) and (6.21b), must be accompanied by the following compensatingU(1)R

transformation

δDA = [iρY,DA] , ρ =
i

4
(σ − σ̄) . (6.29)

As a result, the SU(2) geometry is left invariant by the following set of super-Weyl

transformations [56]:

δσ D
i
α =

1

2
σ̄D

i
α +(D γiσ)Mγα − (Dαkσ)Jki , (6.30a)

δσ D̄α̇ i =
1

2
σD̄α̇ i +(D̄

γ̇
i σ̄)M̄γ̇ α̇ +(D̄k

α̇ σ̄)Jki , (6.30b)
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δσ Da =
1

2
(σ + σ̄)Da +

i

4
(σa)

α
β̇ (D

k
α σ)D̄

β̇
k +

i

4
(σa)

α
β̇ (D̄

β̇
k σ̄)Dk

α

−
1

2

(

D
b(σ + σ̄)

)

Mab , (6.30c)

δσ Si j = σ̄Si j −
1

4
D

i jσ , (6.30d)

δσYαβ = σ̄Yαβ −
1

4
Dαβ σ , (6.30e)

δσWαβ = σWαβ , (6.30f)

δσ Gαβ̇ =
1

2
(σ + σ̄)Gαβ̇ −

i

4
Dαβ̇ (σ − σ̄) . (6.30g)

Here we have made use of the definitions

Dαβ = D
i
(αDβ )i , D

i j = D
α(i

D
j)

α , (6.31)

and it is useful to also define

D̄α̇β̇ = D̄
(α̇
i D̄

β̇ )i , D̄i j = D̄α̇(iD̄
α̇
j) . (6.32)

Due to these transformations, SU(2) superspace provides a geometric description of

the Weyl multiplet of N = 2 conformal supergravity [56]. It should be emphasised

that the algebra of covariant derivatives (6.25) was derived originally by Grimm

[107]. However, no discussion of super-Weyl transformations was given in [107]

Let us fix a background curved superspace (M 4|8,D). A supervector field

ξ = ξ BEB on this superspace is called conformal Killing if there exist a Lorentz

parameter Kbc[ξ ], SU(2)R parameter Λ i j [ξ ] and a chiral super-Weyl parameter σ [ξ ]
such that

[

ξ B
DB +

1

2
Kbc[ξ ]Mbc +Λ i j[ξ ]Ji j,DA

]

+ δσ [ξ ]DA = 0 . (6.33)

In other words, the coordinate transformation generated by ξ is accompanied by

certain Lorentz, SU(2)R and super-Weyl transformations such that the superspace

geometry does not change. It can be shown that the equation (6.33) uniquely de-

termines the spinor components of ξ B = (ξ b,ξ
β
j , ξ̄

j

β̇
) and the parameters Kbc[ξ ],

Λ i j[ξ ] and σ [ξ ] in terms of ξ b, and the latter obeys the equation

D
i
(α ξβ )β̇ = 0 ⇐⇒ D̄

i
(α̇ ξβ β̇) = 0 . (6.34)

The set of all conformal Killing supervector fields on (M 4|8,D) constitutes the

superconformal algebra of (M 4|8,D). Given a super-Weyl invariant theory on

(M 4|8,D) described by primary superfields U , its action is invariant under the su-

perconformal transformations

δξU = K [ξ ]U ,
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K [ξ ] = ξ B
DB +

1

2
Kbc[ξ ]Mbc +Λ i j[ξ ]Ji j + pσ [ξ ]+ qσ̄[ξ ] , (6.35)

for an arbitrary conformal Killing supervector field ξ . In the case that (M 4|8,D) co-

incides with Minkowski superspace, (M4|8,D), the superconformal Killing equation

(6.33) is equivalent to (2.6) and the transformation law (6.35) to (2.25).

7 Superconformal action principles

To construct supergravity-matter systems, a locally superconformal action prin-

ciple is required. Here we review three types of superconformal actions in N = 2

supergravity that have played important roles in the literature.

7.1 Full superspace action

The simplest locally superconformal action involves a full superspace integral:

S[L ] =

∫

d4|8zE L , d4|8z := d4xd4θd4θ̄ , E := Ber(EM
A) , (7.1)

where L is a primary real dimensionless scalar Lagrangian,

KA
L = 0 , L̄ = L , DL = 0 . (7.2)

As an example, we consider a superconformal higher-derivative σ -model with

action [104, 109, 110]

S =
∫

d4|8zE K (X I, X̄ J̄) , KAX I = 0 , ∇̄α̇
i X I = 0 , DX I = 0 (7.3)

where K is the Kähler potential of a Kähler manifold. The action is locally super-

conformal. It is also invariant under Kähler transformations

K (X , X̄) → K (X , X̄)+Λ(X)+ Λ̄(X̄) , (7.4)

with Λ(X) an arbitrary holomorphic function.

7.2 Chiral action

More general is the chiral action, which involves an integral over the chiral sub-

space
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Sc[Lc] =

∫

d4xd4θ E Lc . (7.5)

Here E is a suitably chosen chiral measure, and Lc is a primary covariantly chiral

Lagrangian of dimension +2,

KA
Lc = 0 , ∇̄α̇

i Lc = 0 , DLc = 2Lc . (7.6)

The precise definition of E in conformal superspace is somewhat technical [63]. In

SU(2) superspace, E was obtained by making use of normal coordinates [58].

A different definition of Sc exists, which is based on the use of a primary complex

superfield ϒ with the following superconformal properties (for some constant w):

KAϒ = 0 , Dϒ = (w− 2)ϒ , Yϒ = 2(2−w)ϒ , (7.7)

such that ∇̄4ϒ is nowhere vanishing, that is (∇̄4ϒ )−1 exists. Specifically, the chiral

action may be identified with the functional

Sc[Lc] =

∫

d4|8zE
ϒ

∇̄4ϒ
Lc , (7.8)

which possesses the two fundamental properties: (i) it is locally superconformal

under the conditions (7.6); and (ii) it is independent of ϒ ,

δϒ

∫

d4|8zE
ϒ

∇̄4ϒ
Lc = 0 , (7.9)

for an arbitrary variation δϒ . Using the representation (7.8) for the chiral action

(7.5), it holds that

∫

d4|8zE L =
∫

d4xd4θ E Lc , Lc = ∇̄4
L . (7.10)

There is an alternative definition of the chiral action that follows from the super-

form approach to the construction of supersymmetric invariants [111, 112, 113]. It

is based on the use of the following super 4-form [114]:

Ξ4 = −4E
j

β̇
∧E

β̇
j ∧E i

α̇ ∧E α̇
i Lc − 2E

j

β̇
∧E

β̇
j ∧E i

α̇ ∧Ea (σ̃a)
α̇α ∇α iLc

−
i

2
E

j

β̇
∧E i

α̇ ∧Eb ∧Ea (σ̃ab)
α̇β̇ ∇i j

Lc

−
i

4
E i

α̇ ∧E α̇
i ∧Eb ∧Ea

(

(σab)αβ ∇αβ − 8(σ̃ab)α̇ β̇W̄ α̇β̇
)

Lc

−
i

36
εabcdE i

α̇ ∧Ec ∧Eb ∧Ea
(

(σ̃d)α̇α ∇ j
α ∇i j − 6(σ̃d)β̇ αW̄α̇β̇ ∇α i

)

Lc

+
1

24
εabcdEd ∧Ec ∧Eb ∧Ea

(

∇4 +W̄ α̇β̇W̄α̇β̇

)

Lc . (7.11)

This superform is closed,
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dΞ4 = 0 . (7.12)

It proves to be primary9

KBΞ4 = 0 . (7.13)

The chiral action (7.5) can be recast as an integral of Ξ4 over a spacetime M 4,

Sc[Lc] =
∫

M 4
Ξ4 , (7.14a)

where M 4 is the bosonic body of the curved superspace M 4|4 obtained by switch-

ing off the Grassmann variables. It turns out that (7.14a) leads to the following

representation [63] (see also [64]):

Sc =

∫

d4xe

(

∇4 +W̄ α̇β̇W̄α̇β̇ −
i

12
ψ̄d

l

δ̇

(

(σ̃d)δ̇α ∇
q
α ∇lq − 6(σd)αα̇W̄ α̇ δ̇ ∇α

l

)

+
1

4
ψ̄c

k
γ̇ ψ̄d

l

δ̇

(

(σ̃ cd)γ̇ δ̇ ∇kl −
1

2
ε γ̇ δ̇ εkl(σ

cd)β γ∇β γ − 4ε γ̇δ̇ εkl(σ̃
cd)α̇β̇W̄ α̇β̇

)

−
1

4
εabcd(σ̃a)

β̇α ψ̄b
j

β̇
ψ̄c

k
γ̇ ψ̄d

γ̇
k∇α j −

i

4
εabcdψ̄a

i
α̇ ψ̄b

α̇
i ψ̄c

j

β̇
ψ̄d

β̇
j

)

Lc

∣

∣

∣

θ=0
, (7.14b)

where e := det(em
a). This result agrees with the action of a chiral multiplet coupled

to conformal supergravity [115].

7.3 Projective action

Consider a Lagrangian L (2) that is a real weight-2 projective multiplet. Associ-

ated with L (2) is the action

S[L (2)] =
1

2π

∮

γ
(v,dv)

∫

d4|8zE
ϒ (n)

∇(4)ϒ (n)
L

(2) , (v,dv) := vidvi , (7.15)

where ϒ (n)(z,v) is a primary weight-n isotwistor superfield and the operator ∇(4) is

defined in (4.36). This action proves to have the following fundamental properties:

(i) it is locally superconformal; and (ii) it is independent of ϒ (n),

δϒ (n)

∮

γ
(v,dv)

∫

d4|8zE
ϒ (n)

∇(4)ϒ (n)
L

(2) = 0 . (7.16)

In the n = 0 case we can specialise ϒ (0) to be W0W̄0, where W0 is the chiral field

strength of a vector multiplet, see section 8.1, such that the descendant

9 The superform may be degauged to SU(2) superspace. Then the condition (7.13) is equivalent to

the super-Weyl invariance of Ξ4.
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Σ0
i j :=

1

4
∇i jW0 =

1

4
∇̄i jW̄0 (7.17)

is nowhere vanishing, that is (Σ0
i jΣ0 i j)

−1 exists. Then (7.15) turns into [59]

S[L (2)] =
1

2π

∮

γ
(v,dv)

∫

d4|8zE
W0W̄0

(Σ0
(2))2

L
(2) . (7.18)

An important remark is in order. In the case of Minkowski superspace, it may be

seen that the definition of the projective action (7.15) is equivalent to (3.1).

There is a remarkable relationship between the projective and the chiral actions

[58, 57] derived originally in SU(2) superspace. It makes use of the vector multiplet

introduced above. For every chiral Lagrangian Lc with the properties (7.6), the

chiral action

Schiral =

∫

d4xd4θ E Lc + c.c. (7.19)

can be represented as a projective action

Schiral =
1

2π

∮

γ
(v,dv)

∫

d4|8zE
W0W̄0

(Σ0
(2))2

L
(2)
c ,

L
(2)
c = −

1

4
V

(

∇(2)Lc

W
+ ∇̄(2) L̄c

W̄

)

≡VG(2) . (7.20)

Here V (z,v) is a tropical prepotential for the vector multiplet with the chiral field

strength W0, see the next section.

On the other hand, the projective action (7.18) can be rewritten as a special chiral

action [58]

S[L (2)] =
∫

d4xd4θ E W0W , W=
1

8π

∮

(v,dv)∇̄(−2)
(

L (2)

Σ0
(2)

)

, (7.21)

with the operator ∇(−2) being defined in (8.8). The composite superfieldV can be in-

terpreted as a tropical prepotential for the vector multiplet described by the reduced

chiral superfield W.

An important example of a dynamical system described by the projective action

is provided by the off-shell sigma model (3.5), in which ϒ (1) and ϒ̆ (1) are now co-

variant arctic and antarctic multiplets, respectively. This most general locally super-

conformal sigma model was studied in detail in [66], where its component reduction

was worked out.
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8 Vector and tensor multiplets

Of special importance in N = 2 supersymmetry are vector and tensor multi-

plets. Here we review their fundamental properties in the framework of conformal

superspace.

8.1 Vector multiplet

In rigid supersymmetry, the off-shell N = 2 vector multiplet was formulated by

Grimm, Sohnius and Wess [38]. In conformal superspace, it can be described by a

field strength W , which has the superconformal properties

KAW = 0 , DW =W , ∇̄α̇
i W = 0 (8.1a)

and satisfies the Bianchi identity

Σ i j :=
1

4
∇i jW =

1

4
∇̄i jW̄ . (8.1b)

Covariantly chiral scalars satisfying the reality condition (8.1b) are called reduced

chiral. The constraint (8.1b) uniquely determines the dimension of W .

There are several ways to realise W as a gauge invariant field strength. One pos-

sibility is to introduce a curved superspace extension of Mezincescu’s prepotential

[116] (see also [117]), Vi j =V ji, which is a primary unconstrained real SU(2) triplet

of dimension −2. The expression for W in terms of Vi j [118] is

W =
1

4
∇̄4∇i jVi j , (8.2)

where the chiral operator ∇̄4 is defined in (4.25). It may be shown that that Vi j is

defined only up to gauge transformations of the form

δV i j = ∇α
kΛα

ki j + ∇̄α̇ kΛ̄ α̇ ki j , Λα
ki j = Λα

(ki j) , Λ̄ α̇
ki j := Λα

ki j , (8.3)

with the primary gauge parameter Λα
ki j being completely arbitrary modulo the al-

gebraic condition given. The superconformal properties of Λα
ki j are determined by

those of V i j.

Let us show how Mezincescu’s prepotential for the vector multiplet can be in-

troduced within standard superspace. For this a simple generalisation of the rigid

supersymmetric analysis in [117] can be used. One begins with the first-order ac-

tion

S =
1

4

∫

d4xd4θ E W W + c.c.−
i

8

∫

d4|8z E

(

W ∇i jVi j − W̄ ∇̄i jVi j

)

, (8.4)
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where W is a covariantly chiral superfield, and V i j = V ji is an unconstrained real

SU(2) triplet acting as a Lagrange multiplier. Varying (8.4) with respect to Vi j gives

W =W , where W obeys the Bianchi identity (8.1b). As a result, the second term in

(8.4) drops out and we end up with the N = 2 super-Maxwell action

S =
1

4

∫

d4xd4θ E WW + c.c. (8.5)

On the other hand, because the action (8.4) is quadratic in W , we may easily inte-

grate W out using its equation of motion

W = iWD , WD :=
1

4
∇̄4∇i jVi j . (8.6)

This leads to the dual action

S =
1

4

∫

d4xd4θ E WDWD + c.c. (8.7)

The dual field strength WD must be both reduced chiral and given by (8.6).

Within the curved projective-superspace approach of [56, 59, 57], the constraints

on W can be solved in terms of a covariant real weight-0 tropical prepotential V (vi),
V̆ =V . The solution [58] is

W =
1

8π

∮

γ
(v,dv)∇̄(−2)V (v) , ∇̄(−2) :=

1

(v,u)2
uiu j∇̄

i j . (8.8)

where γ is an appropriately chosen contour. We recall that vi ∈ C2 \ {0} de-

notes the homogeneous coordinates for CP1. The right-hand side of the expres-

sion for W involves a constant isotwistor ui, which is chosen to obey the constraint

(v,u) := viui 6= 0, but otherwise is completely arbitrary. Using the analyticity con-

straints (4.29) obeyed by V , one can check that W is invariant under arbitrary pro-

jective transformations (3.3). The field strength (8.8) proves to be invariant under

gauge transformations

V →V +λ + λ̆ , (8.9)

where the gauge parameter λ (v) is a covariant weight-0 arctic multiplet.

It is worth discussing how the Mezincescu prepotential Vi j emerges within pro-

jective superspace, see [118] for more details. One begins with the expression for W

in terms of V (v), eq. (8.8). In accordance with eq. (4.34), the analyticity conditions

on V may be solved in terms of an unconstrained isotwistor superfield U (−4), which

is real under smile-conjugation

V (v) =
1

16
∇̄(2)∇(2)U (−4)(v) =

1

16
∇(2)∇̄(2)U (−4)(v) . (8.10)

Using this construction, one may rewrite W as
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W =
1

128π

∮

γ
(v,dv)∇̄(−2)∇̄(2)∇(2)U (−4) =

1

8π
∇̄4

∮

γ
(v,dv)∇(2)U (−4) (8.11)

where the chiral operator ∇̄4 is defined in (4.25). This may be rewritten as

W =
1

8π
∇̄4∇i j

∮

γ
(v,dv)viv j U

(−4)(v) =
1

4
∇̄4∇i jVi j , (8.12)

where we have defined the Mezincescu prepotential

Vi j =
1

2π

∮

γ
(v,dv)viv j U

(−4)(v) . (8.13)

Given a system of n Abelian vector multiplets with chiral field strengths WI , let

F (W ) be a holomorphic function of degree +2,

WI

∂

∂WI

F (W ) = 2F (W ) . (8.14)

Then the following action

S =

∫

d4xd4θ E F (W )+ c.c. (8.15)

is locally superconformal. The component reduction of this model was described by

Butter and Novak [64], and their results agree with [17]. The model has led to the

notion of special Kähler geometry [119], see [18] for a review. A rigid supersym-

metric limit of (8.15) corresponds to rigid special Kähler geometry [120, 121].

8.2 Tensor multiplet

In rigid supersymmetry, the massless N = 2 tensor multiplet was introduced by

Wess [81]. It was rediscovered by de Wit and van Holten [5]. The tensor multiplet

can be described in conformal superspace by its gauge invariant field strength Gi j,

which is a real O(2) multiplet. It obeys the constraints

∇
(i
α G jk) = ∇̄

(i
α̇ G jk) = 0 , (8.16)

which generalise those given in [20, 24, 82]. These constraints are solved in terms

of a chiral prepotential Ψ with the superconformal properties

KAΨ = 0 , DΨ =Ψ , ∇̄α̇
i Ψ = 0 . (8.17)

The solution to the tensor multiplet constraints was given in [117, 25, 122, 123]. In

conformal superspace the solution is
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Gi j =
1

4
∇i jΨ +

1

4
∇̄i jΨ̄ . (8.18)

The chiral prepotential is invariant under gauge transformations

Ψ →Ψ + iΛ , (8.19)

where the gauge parameter Λ is a reduced chiral superfield with the properties (8.1).

Consider a system of (n + 1) tensor multiplets, n > 0, and let G
(2)
I be their

gauge-invariant field strengths, I = 0,1, . . . ,n. Its dynamics can be described by a

Lagrangian of the form

L
(2) = L (G

(2)
I ) , G

(2)
I

∂

∂G
(2)
I

L = L (8.20)

where L is a real homogeneous function of degree +1. Of special significance is

the special choice of L defined by the Lagrangian

L
(2) =

1

iG
(2)
0

(

F (G
(2)
I )− F̄ (G

(2)
I )

)

. (8.21)

Here and F (zI) is a holomorphic homogeneous function of second degree, F (czI)=
c2F (zI). This model provides a manifestly supersymmetric description of the c-map

[101, 102]. The rigid c-map is described by the model (3.28).

For a single tensor multiplet there is only one superconformal model, which is

described by the Lagrangian

L
(2)
IT =−G(2) ln

G(2)

iϒ (1)ϒ̆ (1)
, (8.22)

with ϒ (1) a weight-one arctic multiplet (both ϒ (1) and its smile-conjugate ϒ̆ (1) are

pure gauge degrees of freedom). It describes an improved tensor multiplet. Histori-

cally, the improved tensor multiplet was independently constructed in the following

works (submitted to the journal Nuclear Physics within a one day time difference):

(i) Ref. [37] provided its construction in terms of N = 1 superfields in the rigid su-

persymmetric case; and (ii) and Ref. [15] proposed this multiplet within the N = 2

superconformal tensor calculus. The rigid supersymmetric version of (8.22) was

proposed in the first projective-superspace paper [37].

The improved tensor multiplet can be coupled to weight-0 polar hypermultiplets.

The corresponding locally superconformal σ -model [57] is

L
(2) =−G(2) ln

G(2)

iϒ̆ (1)ϒ (1)
+G(2)K(ϒ ,ϒ̆ ) , (8.23)

where the Kähler potential is the same as in (3.13). The rigid supersymmetric limit

of this σ -model was studied in [125]. The above σ -model has a dual formulation in

terms of polar hypermultiplets:
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L
(2) = iϒ̆ (1)ϒ (1)eK(ϒ ,ϒ̆ ) . (8.24)

The locally N = 2 superconformal σ -models (8.23) and (8.24) have a striking re-

semblance to their N = 1 counterparts, see e.g. [126].

8.3 Linear multiplet action

The linear multiplet action is a BV-type superconformal invariant based on the

Lagrangian

L
(2) =V G(2) . (8.25)

There are three equivalent representations for the linear multiplet action:

S[VG(2)] =
∫

d4xd4θ E WΨ + c.c.=
∫

d4|8zE Vi jG
i j . (8.26)

The action is invariant under the gauge transformations for the vector and tensor

multiplets. The invariance under (8.9) follows from the identity

S[(λ + λ̆)G(2)] = 0 , (8.27)

where λ is an arctic multiplet. The invariance under (8.19) follows from the Bianchi

identity (8.1b).

We have seen that every chiral action can be represented as a projective action,

eq. (7.20). On the other hand every projective action can be recast as a chiral action,

eq. (7.21). These results show that the linear multiplet action (8.26) is universal.

8.4 Composite reduced chiral superfields

The above discussion has an important implication. Given a composite real

weight-0 tropical multiplet V, the following descendant

W =
1

8π

∮

γ
(v,dv)∇̄(−2)

V(v) (8.28)

is a primary reduced chiral superfield, with γ being an appropriately chosen contour.

This observation has been used in [118] to derive a number of composite reduced

chiral superfields.

Our first example is

V= ln
G(2)

iϒ (1)ϒ̆ (1)
. (8.29)
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It can be seen that the arctic multiplet ϒ (1) and its conjugate ϒ̆ (1) do not contribute

to the contour integral, and so they will be ignored below. Evaluating the contour

integral in (8.28) gives

W :=−
G

8
∇̄i j

(

Gi j

G2

)

, G :=

√

1

2
Gi jGi j , (8.30)

see [118] for the technical details. This composite multiplet was discovered orig-

inally (in a different but equivalent form) in [15] using the superconformal tensor

calculus. It was later reconstructed in curved superspace by Müller [123] with the

aid of the results in [15] and [90]. Its contour origin was explored in the globally

supersymmetric case by Siegel [90].

Our second example is

V=
H(2n)

(G(2))n
, (8.31)

where H(2n) is a real O(2n) multiplet, see eqs. (4.31) and (4.32). Evaluating the

contour integral in (8.28) gives

Wn =−
(2n)!

22n+2 (n+ 1)!(n− 1)!
G ∇̄i jR

i j
n , (8.32)

where

R
i j
n =

(

δ
i j

kl −
1

2G2
Gi jGkl

)

Hkl i1···i2n−2Gi1i2 · · ·Gi2n−3i2n−2
G−2n . (8.33)

The expression forWn has an overall structure similar to (8.30), except the argument

R
i j
n of the derivative is much more complicated.

9 Off-shell formulations for supergravity

Within the conformal approach to locally supersymmetric theories [9], Poincaré

and AdS supergravity may be realised as conformal supergravity coupled to a com-

pensating multiplet. Two compensating massless multiplets are typically required in

the case of N = 2 supergravity, see [15, 18] for comprehensive discussions. In this

section we describe two off-shell formulations for N = 2 supergravity.
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9.1 Supergravity with vector and tensor multiplet compensators

The minimal formulation for N = 2 supergravity with vector and tensor com-

pensators [15] admits a simple superspace description. Using the techniques devel-

oped above, the gauge-invariant supergravity action can be written as

SSUGRA =
1

κ2

∫

d4xd4θ E

{

ΨW−
1

4
W 2 + ξΨW

}

+ c.c.

=
1

κ2

∫

d4xd4θ E

{

ΨW−
1

4
W 2

}

+ c.c. +
ξ

κ2

∫

d4|8zE Gi jVi j , (9.1)

where κ is the gravitational constant, ξ the cosmological constant, W is given by

the expression (8.30), and Vi j is the Mezincescu prepotential. Within the projective-

superspace approach of [56, 57, 59], this action is equivalently given by (7.15) with

the following Lagrangian [57]

κ2
L

(2)
SUGRA = G(2) ln

G(2)

iϒ (1)ϒ̆ (1)
−

1

2
VΣ (2)+ ξVG(2) , (9.2)

with V the tropical prepotential for the vector multiplet, and ϒ+ a weight-one arctic

multiplet (both ϒ (1) and its smile-conjugate ϒ̆ (1) are pure gauge degrees of free-

dom). The fact that the vector and the tensor multiplets are compensators means

that their field strengths W and Gi j should possess non-vanishing expectation val-

ues, that is W 6= 0 and G ≡
√

1
2
Gi jGi j 6= 0.

The equation of motion for the gravitational superfield [127, 118] is

G−WW̄ = 0 , (9.3a)

and it is consistent with the conditions W 6= 0 and G 6= 0. The equations of motion

for the compensators are [118]

Σ i j − ξ Gi j = 0 , (9.3b)

W+ ξW = 0 . (9.3c)

The equations (9.3b) and (9.3c) can be degauged to U(2) superspace, which re-

sults in the following equations

1

4

(

Di j + 4Si j
)

W =
1

4

(

D̄i j + 4S̄i j
)

W̄ = ξ Gi j , (9.4a)

G

8

(

D̄i j + 4S̄i j
)Gi j

G2
= ξW . (9.4b)

The super-Weyl and local U(1)R gauge freedom can be used to impose the gauge

condition W = W̄ = 1. The integrability conditions of these constraints are DAW =
DAW̄ = 0 which imply
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Gαα̇
i j = 0 , Φa = Ga . (9.5)

After employing the redefinitions D i
α = Di

α and Da = Da − iGaY, the resulting

geometry coincides with SU(2) superspace for which the U(1)R connection is pure

gauge and can be set to zero. The equation of motion (9.3a) implies G = 1 and

DAG = 0. The latter can be shown to imply the condition DAGi j = 0, which breaks

the local SU(2)R to a residual U(1) subgroup. It consists of those transformations

that keep Gi j invariant. Integrability of the constraint DAGi j = 0 implies

Yαβ = 0 , Gαα̇ = 0 , S(i
kG j)k = 0 , S̄(i

kG j)k = 0 . (9.6)

The remaining supergravity equations (9.4) turn into

Si j = S̄i j = ξ Gi j , S2 :=
1

2
Si jSi j = ξ 2 , DASi j = 0 . (9.7)

All the remaining information about the dynamics of supergravity is encoded in the

super-Weyl tensor Wαβ .

A maximally supersymmetric solution of (9.7) is characterised by the condition

Wαβ = 0 and the resulting superspace geometry is uniquely determined to be

{D i
α ,D

j

β} = 4Si jMαβ + 2εαβ ε i jSklJkl , {D i
α ,D̄

β̇
j }=−2iδ i

j(σ
c)α

β̇
Dc , (9.8a)

[Da,D
j

β
] =

i

2
(σa)β γ̇S jk

D̄
γ̇
k , [Da,Db] =−S2Mab . (9.8b)

This geometry corresponds to the four-dimensional N = 2 AdS superspace

AdS4|8 =
OSp(2|4)

SO(3,1)×SO(2)
. (9.9)

The most general N = 2 supersymmetric nonlinear σ -models in AdS4 were studied

in [128, 129, 130, 131]. They have important distinct features as compared with the

N = 2 supersymmetric nonlinear σ -models in Minkowski space. Specifically, the

target space must be a non-compact hyperkähler manifold endowed with a Killing

vector field which generates an SO(2) group of rotations on the two-sphere of com-

plex structures.

As a generalisation of (9.2), we consider the model for matter-coupled super-

gravity [57]

κ2
L

(2) =−
1

2
VΣ (2)+G(2)

(

ln
G(2)

iϒ̆ (1)e−ξVϒ (1)
+κ2K(ϒ I ,ϒ̆ J̄)

)

, (9.10)

where K(Φ,Φ̄) is the Kähler potential of a Kähler manifold, and ϒ I are covariant

weight-0 arctic multiplets.
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9.2 Supergravity with vector and hyper multiplet compensators

The compensators for this supergravity formulation are a vector multiplet and a

polar hypermultiplet. The Lagrangian has the form

κ2
L

(2)
SUGRA =−

1

2
V Σ (2)− iϒ̆ (1)e−ξVϒ (1) , (9.11)

with ξ a cosmological constant. The action is invariant under the gauge transforma-

tions

δλV = λ + λ̆ , δλϒ (1) = ξ λϒ (1) . (9.12)

The equation of motion for ϒ̆ (1) implies that

e−ξV+(ζ )ϒ (1)(v) =ϒ ivi , V+(ζ ) =
1

2
V0 +

∞

∑
k=1

Vkζ k , (9.13)

where ϒ i obeys the equations

∇
(i
αϒ j) = 0 , ∇̄

(i
α̇ϒ j) = 0 , (9.14)

which defines the on-shell Fayet-Sohnius hypermultiplet. Here ∇A denotes the

gauge and conformal covariant derivative, which is obtained form ∇A by adding

a U(1) connection. We point out that V (ζ ) = V+(ζ )+V−(ζ ), where V−(ζ ) is the

smile-conjugate of V+(ζ ). The equation of motion for V is

Σ (2)− ξ iϒ̆ (1)e−ξVϒ (1) = 0 ⇐⇒ Σ i j + ξ iϒ̄ (iϒ j) = 0 . (9.15)

Finally, the equation of motion for the gravitational superfield H is (see [79, 132]

for the derivation)

W̄W −
1

2
ϒ̄iϒ

i = 0 . (9.16)

The supergravity-matter system (9.10) has a dual formulation [84] described by

the Lagrangian

κ2
L

(2) =−
1

2
VΣ (2)− iϒ̆ (1)e−ξV−κ2K(ϒ ,ϒ̆ )ϒ (1) . (9.17)

If the cosmological constant vanishes, ξ = 0, this supergravity-matter system turns

into the one introduced in [56].
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10 Conformal supergravity, topological invariants and

super-Weyl anomalies

In this section we describe a powerful formalism to generate locally supercon-

formal higher-derivative invariants developed in [104]. Its applications include the

superfield construction of the N = 2 Gauss-Bonnet term and the general structure

of super-Weyl anomalies in N = 2 superconformal field theories. To start with, we

review the N = 2 conformal supergravity theory.

10.1 Conformal supergravity

The action for N = 2 conformal supergravity [13] is

SCSG =
1

4

∫

d4xd4θ E W αβWαβ + c.c. (10.1)

The corresponding equation of motion is

∇αβW αβ = ∇̄α̇ β̇W̄α̇β̇ = 0 (10.2)

and states that the super-Bach multiplet (4.22a) vanishes. This equation is obtained

by varying SCSG with respect to a gravitational superfield H = H̄ which is the only

unconstrained prepotential of N = 2 conformal supergravity modulo purely gauge

degrees of freedom, see the discussions in [79, 104] and references therein. Per-

forming this variation, we find

δH

∫

d4xd4θ E W αβWαβ = 2

∫

d4|8zE δH∇αβW αβ , (10.3)

where the variation δH is a real primary superfield of dimension−2. Since the Bach

multiplet B, eq. (4.22a), and the variation δH are real, the functional

P=−
i

2

∫

d4xd4θ E W αβWαβ + c.c. (10.4)

is a topological invariant being proportional to the Pontryagin term. As a conse-

quence of (4.23a), the right-hand side of (10.3) is invariant under gauge transforma-

tions of the form [79, 127, 104]

δΩ H =
1

12
∇i jΩi j +

1

12
∇̄i jΩ̄

i j , (10.5)

where the complex gauge parameter Ωi j = Ω ji is unconstrained and has the super-

conformal properties

KAΩi j = 0 , DΩi j =−3Ωi j , YΩi j =−2Ωi j . (10.6)
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This gauge invariance expresses the fact that the action (10.1) is locally supercon-

formal.

Any conformally flat superspace, Wαβ = 0, is a solution of the equation (10.2).

It is instructive to linearise the conformal supergravity action (10.1) about such a

background. From the linearised prepotential H, we construct the linearised super-

Weyl tensor

Wαβ = ∇̄4∇αβ H , (10.7)

which is primary, KCWαβ = 0, and covariantly chiral, ∇̄α̇
i Wαβ = 0. It proves to

be invariant under the gauge transformations (10.5), δΩWαβ = 0, and obeys the

Bianchi identity

∇αβWαβ = ∇̄α̇β̇W̄α̇β̇ . (10.8)

Thus, the action for linearised conformal supergravity is simply

SLCSG =
1

4

∫

d4xd4θ E WαβWαβ + c.c. (10.9)

If the background superspace is flat, the field strength (10.7) reduces to that de-

scribed in [117], and the action (10.9) turns into the one given in [13, 117].

The model (10.9) is known to possess U(1) duality invariance [133]. The formal-

ism of U(1) duality rotations has been used [133] to construct nonlinear extensions

of (10.9).

10.2 Logarithm construction and the Gauss-Bonnet invariant

We now turn to describing the logarithm construction of [104] and its use in

defining the N = 2 supersymmetric extension of the Gauss-Bonnet term.

Let Φ̄ be a primary antichiral scalar with the superconformal properties:

KAΦ̄ = 0 , ∇i
α Φ̄ = 0 , DΦ̄ = wΦ̄ =⇒ YΦ̄ = 2wΦ̄ , (10.10)

where w 6= 0, but it is otherwise arbitrary. We assume Φ̄ to be nowhere vanishing

such that Φ̄−1 exists. Then, it may be shown that ∇̄4 lnΦ̄ is a primary chiral super-

field of dimension 2,

KA∇̄4 lnΦ̄ = 0 , ∇̄α̇
i ∇̄4 lnΦ̄ = 0 , D∇̄4 lnΦ̄ = 2∇̄4 lnΦ̄ . (10.11)

By following the degauging procedure to U(2) superspace, which was detailed

in section 6.1, it may be shown that

∇̄4 lnΦ̄ = ∆̄ lnΦ̄ +
w

2

(

Ȳ α̇β̇ Ȳα̇β̇ + S̄i jS̄
i j +

1

6
D̄i j S̄

i j
)

≡ ∆̄ lnΦ̄ +
w

2
Ξ , (10.12)
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where ∆̄ denotes the chiral projecting operator (6.17). It is important to note that

since ∇̄4 lnΦ̄ and ∆̄ lnΦ̄ are both manifestly chiral, Ξ shares this property

D̄α̇
i Ξ = 0 . (10.13)

At the same time, we emphasise that while the right hand side of (10.12) is primary,

each individual term possesses an inhomogeneous contribution under the super-

Weyl transformations of U(2) superspace

δΣ ∆̄ lnΦ̄ = 2Σ∆̄ lnΦ̄ +w∆̄Σ , δΣ Ξ = 2ΣΞ − 2∆̄Σ . (10.14)

In the case of SU(2) superspace, these transformation laws turn into

δσ ∆̄ lnΦ̄ = 2σ∆̄ lnΦ̄ +w∆̄σ , δσ Ξ = 2σΞ − 2∆̄σ . (10.15)

Our analysis leads to an important conclusion. Specifically, for every primary di-

mensionless chiral scalar Ψ , the following functional

∫

d4xd4θ E Ψ ∇̄4 lnΦ̄ =

∫

d4|8zEΨ lnΦ̄ +
w

2

∫

d4xd4θ E ΨΞ (10.16)

is locally superconformal. Here the expression on the right is given in U(2) super-

space (its form is preserved upon degauging to SU(2) superspace).

In Ref. [104] the superconformal chiral action

S−χ =−

∫

d4xd4θ E
(

W αβWαβ − 2w−1∇̄4 lnΦ̄
)

(10.17)

was identified with the N = 2 Gauss-Bonnet topological invariant. More precisely,

it may be shown that, at the component level, S−χ is a combination of the Gauss-

Bonnet and Pontryagin invariants. Under suitable boundary conditions on Φ̄ , the

functional (10.17) proves to be independent of Φ̄ . This follows from (10.16) in

conjunction with the identity in U(2) superspace

D̄α̇
i σ = 0 =⇒

∫

d4|8zE σ = 0 , (10.18)

for any covariantly chiral scalar σ . Therefore, we obtain

S−χ =−
∫

d4xd4θ E
(

W αβWαβ −Ξ
)

. (10.19)

The topological nature of (10.17) was established in [104] at the component level.

A solid superspace proof is still absent.
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10.3 Super-Weyl anomalies

Consider a superconformal field theory coupled to supergravity. The classical

action of such a theory is invariant under the super-Weyl transformations, and it is

independent of the supergravity compensators. In other words, the superconformal

field theory couples to the Weyl multiplet.

In the quantum theory, integrating out the matter fields leads to an effective action

that is no longer a functional of the Weyl multiplet only. There are two different

contributions to the N = 2 super-Weyl anomaly. One of them is given in terms of

the supergravity multiplet. In the framework of SU(2) superspace, the super-Weyl

variation of the effective action Γ has the form [134]

δσΓ = (c− a)

∫

d4xd4θ E σW αβWαβ + a

∫

d4xd4θ E σΞ + c.c. , (10.20)

for some anomaly coefficients a and c. One can check that the super-Weyl variation

(10.20) obeys the Wess-Zumino consistency condition

(δσ1
δσ2

− δσ2
δσ1

)Γ = 0 . (10.21)

This property guarantees the existence of Γ . The other sector of the N = 2 super-

Weyl anomaly is determined by local couplings in a superconformal field theory.

According to [110, 135], it is given by

δσΓ =

∫

d4|8zE
(

σ + σ̄
)

K(X , X̄) , (10.22)

where the Kähler potential K(X , X̄) is the same as in (7.3). Since the chiral scalars

X I are inert under the super-Weyl transformations, the anomaly clearly satisfies the

Wess-Zumino consistency condition. The right-hand side of (10.22) is not invariant

under Kähler transformations However, the N = 2 super-Weyl anomaly is invari-

ant under a joint Kähler-Weyl transformation. A detailed analysis of the anomaly

(10.22) is given in the original publications [110, 135].

The super-Weyl anomaly (10.20) is generated by the N = 2 dilaton action [134]

SD =
1

4
f 2

∫

d4xd4θ E Z
2 +

∫

d4xd4θ E

{

(c− a)WαβWαβ + aΞ
}

lnZ + c.c.

+2a

∫

d4|8zE lnZ lnZ̄ . (10.23)

where f is a constant parameter, and Z is the chiral field strength of a vector mul-

tiplet such that Z −1 exists. One may check that the super-Weyl variation δσ SD

coincides with the right-hand side of (10.20).
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[85] L. Alvarez-Gaumé and D. Z. Freedman, “Geometrical structure and ultraviolet

finiteness in the supersymmetric sigma model,” Commun. Math. Phys. 80, 443

(1981).

[86] B. de Wit, B. Kleijn and S. Vandoren, “Rigid N=2 superconformal hypermul-

tiplets,” Lect. Notes Phys. 524, 37 (1999) [arXiv:hep-th/9808160 [hep-th]].

[87] B. de Wit, B. Kleijn and S. Vandoren, “Superconformal hypermultiplets,”

Nucl. Phys. B 568, 475-502 (2000) [arXiv:hep-th/9909228 [hep-th]].

[88] G. W. Gibbons and P. Rychenkova, “Cones, tri-Sasakian structures and super-

conformal invariance,” Phys. Lett. B 443, 138 (1998) [arXiv:hep-th/9809158].

[89] E. Sezgin and Y. Tanii, “Superconformal sigma models in higher than two-

dimensions,” Nucl. Phys. B 443, 70 (1995) [arXiv:hep-th/9412163 [hep-th]].

[90] W. Siegel, “Chiral actions for N=2 supersymmetric tensor multiplets,” Phys.

Lett. B 153 (1985) 51.

[91] S. M. Kuzenko, “N = 2 supersymmetric sigma models and duality,” JHEP

1001, 115 (2010) [arXiv:0910.5771 [hep-th]].

http://arxiv.org/abs/1606.02921
http://arxiv.org/abs/1701.08163
http://arxiv.org/abs/2012.03282
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9907107
http://arxiv.org/abs/0710.1479
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9808160
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9909228
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9809158
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9412163
http://arxiv.org/abs/0910.5771


Covariant superspace approaches to N = 2 supergravity 57

[92] S. J. Gates Jr. and S. M. Kuzenko, “The CNM-hypermultiplet nexus,” Nucl.

Phys. B 543, 122 (1999) [arXiv:hep-th/9810137].

[93] S. J. Gates Jr. and S. M. Kuzenko, “4D N = 2 supersymmetric off-shell sigma

models on the cotangent bundles of Kähler manifolds,” Fortsch. Phys. 48, 115

(2000) [arXiv:hep-th/9903013].

[94] B. Zumino, “Supersymmetry and Kähler manifolds,” Phys. Lett. B 87, 203

(1979).

[95] C. M. Hull, A. Karlhede, U. Lindström and M. Roček, “Nonlinear sigma mod-
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