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Abstract

We present a scheme to construct grand unified models based on the
superconformal algebra and the inclusion of matter fields in the adjoint
representation of supersymmetry. As an illustration, we implemented
the Georgi-Glashow SU(5) model. The model predics the existence of
a hidden (1,24,0) + (5,5",—y') + (5%,5,%’) sector and an anomalous
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1 Introduction

The simplest grand unified theory (GUT) is the Georgy-Glashow (GG) SU(5)
model, where the fifteen leptons and quarks of the Standard Model are included
in the 5* and a 10 representation of SU(5) [I} 2] (in the one-family approxima-
tion). Among the welcomed features we have unification of coupling constants,
quark charge quantization and a rationale for anomaly cancellation. The price
to pay for such beauty is the presence of proton decay channels and the doublet-
triplet splitting problems on top of the usual quadratic mass renormalization of
the scalars.

There are improved models that address some of the issues of the GG model.
To protect the Higgs doublets from quadratic mass renormalization, an SU(5)
model with softly broken supersymmetry was proposed [3]. To avoid proton de-
cay and the doublet-triplet splitting problems of the GG SU(5) model, the
flipped SU(5) model was proposed [4]. The supersymmetric flipped SU(5)
model, that produces hierarchical neutrino masses, was proposed [5, [6l [7, §].
Flipped SU(5) can also be embedded in string theory [9, 10} [11].

Minimal flipped SU(5) GUT was shown to survive experimental electroweak
limits [I2]. The flipped SU(5) GUT has also been embedded in no-scale su-
pergravity models [I3]. Such model can generate no-scale inflation, similar to
Starobinsky’s inflation, [14], and makes predictions for cosmic microwave back-
ground observables that can be used to constrain significantly the parameters
of the model.

One shortcoming of the flipped SU(5) model is that the hypercharge is in
the factor of the gauge group proposed for unification (SU(5) x U(1)y)/Zs. The
fact that the structure SU(n) x U(1) can be found in the superconformal algebra
is suggestive. However, the embedding of supersymmetric SU(n) GUT models
in the superconformal algebra faces technical difficulties [15] [16].

In this paper we present a model that circumvents those difficulties by using
a novel implementation of supersymmetry with matter in the adjoint represen-
tation of the superconformal algebra. We use two basic assumptions, firstly we
use a diagonal symmetry group

SU(2,2|n)diag = [SU(2,2|n) x SU(2,2|dp)]diag (1)

where d,, = n(n—1)/2. Such a value comes from the embedding of supercharges
in the superconformal algbera carrying a bi-fundamental index [I7]. Secondly,
we define a dual operator which is naturally embedded in SU(2,2|n) [I8]. This
dual operator induces a grading in the conformal algebra. This grading allows
defining actions with gauge symmetry G+ C SU(2,2) x SU(n) x U(1), where



GT is the group generated by the grading-even generators [18]. The symmetries
generated by the grading-odd generators, and the supersymmetries become on-
shell symmetries [I9]. For the sake of simplicity we focus on the implementation
of the GG model.

2 The model

Let us define a model for gauge potential for the group . The gauge connec-
tion is

A =Q+ Q¢ + 940, (2)
A =0 + %Qij #xij + %Yij #Qij , (3)
where
Q :%w“blab + 0o+ 9" Ko + hD + A'T; + AZ, (%)
o Z%w’“bmab + [T+ g Ky + W'D+ AXTx + A'Z, (5)

anda=0,---,3, I=1,--- ,n?2—1, X =1,--- ,d? — 1. We are interested in the
embedding of the Georgi-Glashow model into the superconformal algbera. For
this purpose we will consider with n = 5. Note that, in the present model,
the gauge bosons A, A’ and A’X with X=n2n2+1,-- ,d? — 1, are new with
respect to the Georgi-Glashow model. The spinors transform in the appropriate
representations of SU(5),

()L =5, (xij)L=10. (6)

with xi; = —Xji, and the fifteen left-handed quarks and lepton of the standard
model are placed in a reducible 5* + 10 representation,

5 =(3%,1,3) + (1,2, —3), (7)
10 =(3*,1,-2)+(3,2,%) + (1,1,1), (8)

where (ng,ng,y) give the representations under SU(3), SU(2) and the weak
hypercharge [2].
The field assignment is as follows

@)= d? ; (9)



and

0 u® —u? —uy —di
1 —ucs 0 ul  —ug  —ds
(Xij)L = 'LI,C2 —'U,CI 0 —Uus —dg . (10)
V2 ul u? u? 0 —et
d* d? d? et 0 I
The action principle is based on a relative of the MacDowell-Mansouri action
20,

S = —/(<§IF®IF> + T aT)) . (11)

The field strength is defined as usual by I = dA + A A A, where wedge products
are assumed. The explicit expressions for the curvature components are in
appendix [C| In the action we use a generalized dual operator defined byE|

1
®F =(g59) (2]:abJab + FeJ, + ga]Ka>

+ (e1%)HD + (e2%) FIT; + (e3%) FZ
+ Q(—igyys)X + X(—icyy5)Q. (12)

and similarly for V. S is a symmetry breaking operator that allows to obtain
general relativity as the gravity action, see appendix [A] The parameters e, €1,
€2, €3 and gy can take values +1 or —1 only, so that ®2 = —1 and therefore the
correct sign of the kinetic terms of bosons is ensured. For the present paper we
will fix e, = 4+1 =€ = ¢4 and e3 = —1.

Demanding the diagonal symmetry group to be su(2,2|5) means that not all
the fields in A and A’ are independent,

wlab :wab’ (13)
fe=r, (14)
9" =9", (15)
h =h, (16)
A=A, (17)
and
A=A (18)

Therefore has only two adjustable parameters in front of the unprimed
and primed contributions, £ and £’ respectively. The present model is a unified
model in the sense that the ratios of all the couplings are determined from the
superconformal algebra and the way in which the embedding of quarks and lep-
tons is implemented. The weights of the unprimed and primed sector are not

1t would be interesting to see how this Hodge operator relates to the one defined on a
supermanifold [21] [22].



determined a priori though, and they can be treated as phenomenological pa-
rameters. These parameters define two dimensional parameter space of allowed
relative strengths for the gauge couplings ¢g3Y®) and ¢(V(). The relations
between gauge couplings will not be arbitrary though as they will be conse-
quence of the superconformal algebra and the particular embedding of bosons
and fermions. We discuss this in details in section [l

3 Gauge couplings

In order to obtain an explicit expansion of We use the invariant traces

defined in the superalgebra, given in appendlx Al see eqs. (117) - and
. - - After imposing the diagonal symmetry (13 . )-(17),

L :fs(f 4+ &NeapeaF P Fl — e (€ +EVH+H
- %52 (EF « Fl+¢(n—2)F %« F¥)
—des[§(4/n — 1) + £ (4/dn — )] F  F,
= 2iey Xy X — %Exy%)y- (19)

Here we have restored the label n of the superalgebra su(2,2|n) in order to
draw general conclusions about the validity of the model. In the bosonic sector,
¥; = 0 = x;;, and imposing the diagonal symmetry along the su(n) generators
as well, yields

1
Ly :ng(g + &)eapedRPR — ey (6 + & YH x H

5 (E+E (= 2) FT !
~ ey [E(4/n — 1) + €/ (4/dy )] Fx F

- (";2)525 [QFI*F{+F{*F{+F;‘ « FX| (20)

where
FI =qAl + 1fJKIAJAK , (21)
nylAJAY n f IAYAZ (22)
=A% 4 o (fJKXA']AK Fof N ATAY 4 fp R AT A7) L )

In and we removed the primed to the A’ X felds to simplify the nota-
tion.

Let us now discuss the values of the coupling constants implied by the model.
The gravity theory, in the sector defined by

[ = pe?, g* =oe", |p| >|o| (24)



corresponds to general relativity with cosmological constant

1 1 ab c d A a b, c_ d
IGWGN/eade(2R ee 126666 cS, (25)
under the the following identification of constants
1 2 2 / 2 2 3 2
= — A=-3 — =———M5. 26

The positivity of the kinetic terms for the gauge fields requires

£+¢ >0, (27)
£(4/n—1)+&'(4/d, — 1) <0, (28)
E4+EMm—2)>0. (29)

Such conditions are satisfied in a two dimensional region of the parameter space
for any n > 5, see fig. [
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Figure 1: Allowed regions of the (£,&’) plane, The left panel corresponds to
the case n = 5. The right panel is the plot for n = 6, which illustrates the
qualitative behavior for n > 5. In green, blue and red are the null conditions for

€eqs. , and respectively. Conditions and are degenerate

for n = 5.

The values of the coupling constants are defined with respect to canonically
normalized gauge fields,

—aF x F = 7%th}’5 % vahys7 (30)

where the physical gauge potential is AP™S = v/2aA. Assuming the covariant
derivative on the spinor to be of the form

D =d—igy p(T;)A", (31)



where p(T,) stands for the corresponding representation of the generators 7.
Then, the physical values of the coupling constants, ¢ = go/v/2a can be inferred
to be

1
9(SU(n)) = 9(SU(dn)) = m’ (32)
(rank 1) 4/n —1
oWy = T REAn 1) 1 €@/d, _ 1)) .
(rank 2) 4/dn —1
Jww) = V-8((d/n—1) +&(4/d, — 1)) o

The fact that gsu(n)) = 9(su(d,)) allows for a natural embedding of the repre-
sentations in the GG model @ and it will also ensure gauge coupling unification.
To simplify the notation we will denote such coupling constants by g. The nor-
malization of the gauge field h gives ¢(UP(1) = 1/,/2(€ 4 ¢'), however, careful
evaluation of the fermion kinetic terms in the last two terms of , shows that
such coupling cancels out and therefore the field h becomes a hidden photon
[23]. This is in fact necessary for physical consistency of the model since the
transformations generated by ID are non compact.

3.1 Fermionic sector

The fermion kinetic terms are contained in the last two terms of ,

= 1=
— 2iXys X — 53}’753/. (35)

The fact that such a terms contain the right expressions for the kinetic terms
of ¥ and x can be seen as a consequence of a few assumptions:

(a) The fundamental fermionic fields are in the spin 1/2 representation of the
fermionic field in the gauge potential, ¥ = ¢4 and X = ¢x, that are in
the kernel of the the spin 3/2 projector, P3/2)¥ = 0 and P(3/2)X = 0.

(b) The fermionic components of the curvature are the exterior covariant
derivatives of ¥ and X with the connection for the corresponding bosonic
gauge groups X = Dg, ¢ and Y = D¢, v, where G1 = SU(2,2) x SU(n) x
U(1) and G2 = SU(2,2) x SU(d,,) x U(1) respectively.

(¢) The dual operator acting on the fermionic components of the curvature is
a grading operator of the bosonic gauge symmetries that splits the sym-
metry between broken an unbroken symmetries. Therefore the covariant
derivatives in ng ® DqX split naturally into Do = Dy + Q_, where
Q= Q4 +Q_ (for more details see [I8]).

(d) The fields in ©Q_ are dual to generators that anticommute with ®, in the
present case

1 1
Q= =y, + =gF, . 36
5/ %+ 59 (36)



Furthermore, these fields are related to the orthonormal frames by .

With these assumptions, it can be seen that the terms containing second order
derivatives of the fermionic fields are boundary terms, while the first order terms
give rise to the gauge covariant kinetic terms. The resulting Lagrangian for the
spinor ¢ with a connection W € so(1, 3) x su(n) x u(1) is

L’(gﬁ) = — 200( D50 — Q75 ¢ Dy )
= 2i(TysQ g + QT )Y
+ 25 ¢ [R*Sap — 2i(4/n — 1)F] ¢ab
+2id [Gys¢ D (¢1)] (37)
where
Q_ =¢(aPr+ BPr) = ¢, B), (38)

and Pgr (Pr) is the chiral right-handed projector (left-handed projector). Note
here that the term (1/2)hD in cancels out from W thanks to the fact that
J. and K, anticommute with ID. The constants « and 3 are linear combinations
of pand o

_pto _p—0

a=Pr? gt 7 (39)
Similarly for the spinor y with a connection W’ € so(1, 3) x su(d,) x u(1),

0 X Bwrsf — 40 D
- %Y(TV5Q—¢ + ¢ T)x
n %ywﬁ (RS — 2i(4/dy, — 1) F] ¢x.,
+ 2Dy ()], (40)

The first lines in and give the gauge covariant kinetic terms

L) + Lk (X)
le|d*x

=126 {aPR(<VT - V)P + ﬁPL(% - W)PR} (&

!/

436X [aPa(Y' V)P + BPL(Y' ~ ¥)Pa] X (41)

Hence, the physical Weyl spinors are defined by

YP = \/2dakyr, O = \245€un, (42)
T = V2aghy, U = VB, (43)



and

phys __

h
Xp =60 xL, Xg¥ = V6BXR,

—phys ~—phys _
=V6al'Xy, Xpg

= V06B¢'XR -

In order to reproduce a chiral Lagrangian from there are two possible
scenarios. Firstly, one could assume the spinors in the gauge connection to be

chiral,

PRwZOa

then

L)+ Lx(X)

PRXZOa

le|d*x
where
P = 2408y,
wihys = /240y,
and
X3 = V/6ag'xe
Xp = V6al'x, -

(46)

= ST - VR SR Y, )

Another possibility is to assume that 8 — 0, then the gauge covariant kinetic
term takes the same form, and the physical Weyl spinors are

phys phys __
= 24a L R = 0

wihys = 24087, ,

and

phys
XL
~pbhys _
XL =

—phys
wR =0 3
6a§/XL ’ X?{hys 0 )
6a&'xy, Xi™ =0,

It can be seen that z[;phys =0 and X%hy ® = 0 is a consistent choice such that
the bilinears that mix chiralities are well defined

=

b5 =
¢ab

1
24V/0f

1 phys

24\/ ¥
¢phys
24\/

<lz)phys

(56)
(57)

(58)



where ¢x = ¢yx1. It remains an interesting question to address in the future
to determine whether or not there are consistent alternatives to ’(/J%hys =0 and
XpRhyS =0 when 3 — 0.

Let us now show the connection to the SU(5) GG model. The covariant
derivatives in expand as

Wwphys Wsu 5),¢)Lh ys g(r]anll;)l)Awphys’ (59)
VX =V )Xo — g A b X3 — gl P AR, (60)

where the coupling constants are given in —. The generators tx in
carry a rank 2 antisymmetric representation of su(10), where tx with X =1 =
1,---,24 form a su(5) algebra. The index X runs for the range = 25,--- ,99,

see reference [I7] or Appendix [B] for more details.

From the first terms in and (60), the couplings between fermions and
the gauge sector of the GG model can be recovered. We also get new gauge
couplings not present in the GG model coming from the last terms in and

(60)-

3.2 Gauge potentials
In the GG model the gauge bosons of SU(5) transform in the adjoint represen-
tation that decomposes as

24 = (8,1,0) + (1,3,0) + (1,1,0) + (3,2, -2) + (3,2, 2). (61)

The first three representations are the gluons, the W-bosons and the B-boson.
The last two representations carry both color and flavor and are associated to
colored and electrically charged gauge bosons X; and Y; (here ¢ € SU(3)) that
form an SU(2) doublet. The hypercharge and electric charge generators are

Y =diag(—1/3,-1/3,-1/3,1/2,1/2), (62)
Q :diag(il/?)a*1/37*1/37170)a (63)

when embedded in the SU(5) block of the superalgbera. When @ is embedded
in the superalgebra, the charge assignments of the fermions can be verified using

[Q,v] =q(Q)v, (64)

where v is 4 o
U=Q' or ®=Q"x,;. (65)
It is convenient to visualize the full su(5) matrix in the following form

AT(=i(tr)i) = %Aﬂ , (66)
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where

Gt — % G2 G:3 X Y,
Gy! Ga? — \2/% G232B gz Yo
A7 = Gs' Gs? Gs® — /30 . 3 Y3
! 2 3 W | 3B +
X1 X2 X3 Vit i WZV B
- 3
Y Y Y W S )

(67)

The electric charges of particles X and Y can also be verified using their em-

bedding in the superconformal algebra, obtaining ¢(X) = 4/3 and ¢(Y) = 1/3.

The gauge bosons AX generate gauge kinetic couplings that are not present

in the GG model (see (76))). Before carrying out the actual computation it is

convenient to split the SU(10) block into the SU(5) block of the GG model and
to also split the U(1) blocks of the superconformal algebra,

— _ — _ . X
¢LV¢L + XLW/XL :wLWsu(s)lﬁL + XLWSU(S)XL - ZQXLff4 tgXL
- rank 1 — rank 2
- Zng((U(l)) )A¢L - ZXL.‘]EU(l)) )AXL ) (68)

where we dropped the label of the physical spinor to simplify the notation. The

gauge coupling in the first two terms of has the standard form of the GG
model,

LEC =g [uGu + d¢id] + g [(ﬂ)L W(5), +(&w) W (%; )J
+ g\/g {; (ep Bep, +verBrer) + é (arBur +drBdr)
+ 2B~ Sanban - el

+ % [E;Yieg + EiLTX':;e'L" + eijkﬂfLTerukL} +H.C.

7

+ % {*3;771/1% — ﬂi?lez + eijkﬂfL?jdkL} + H.C. (69)
where
A
¢ =G (—221> , 1eSU®3) (70)
T
W =W} (—251) , IeSU?) (71)
E :'VILB;J, ) (72)
TXri :'Y#Xui 5 7;2 = ’YH?M ’ (73)

and A and 7! are Gell-Mann and Pauli matrices respectivelyﬂ One of the

2The extra minus sign in the definitions (70) and (71) w.r.t. reference [2] comes from the

fact that we are using antihermitian generators A\; = MEGCH-MMD)
by the conventions in supergravity.

, etc., which is motivated
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beautiful aspects of the GG model is the correct assignment of fractional quark
charges, and that is also valid in the present model.
From we also get new couplings that are not present in the GG model.

LoV = — iggf(nll;)l) [EEAdCL +e;dep + ﬁeLAVeL} (74)
— iggrUa(nll;)Q) [a§ Auf +up Aur + dr Adp, + ef Aef | (75)

. X
+igX A tgxe (76)

The last line in has the interactions mediated by the SU(10) gauge bosons
that are not in the SU(5) block . The matrix elements of ¢ have been
defined in [I7] in no particular basis, as obtained by a Gramsh-Schmidt proce-
dure. From the point of view of phenomenological applications it is useful to
consider the following decomposition of the adjoint representation of SU(10)

99 = (24,1,0) + (1,24,0) + (1,1,0) + (5,5", —y') + (5%,5,¢) . (77)

The fields in (@ are uncharged with respect to the new (1,24, 0) representation.
There is also a quintet-quintet set of bosons charged respect to the (24,1,0)
and the (1,24,0) representation. In addition, there is a new hypercharge-like
operator associated to a new B-boson.

3.3 Comments on anomalies

As it happens in the GG model, anomaly cancellation of the cubic SU(3), SU(2)
and hypercharge are preserved and received a rationale within the SU(5) block
[2]. What seems to be problematic now are the extra U(1)z groups produced
by the generators along the diagonal in the superconformal algebra.

The U(1)z charges are computed according to

[Z(rank 1)7 \I/] =1,0 , [Z(rank 2)7 X] = $2Xa (78)

e

and z; and zy are the overall constants of the U(1)z generator in the funda-
mental and bi-fundamental representation, and , respectively. In the
following table we have a list of the quarks and leptons, hypercharges and Z-
charges. Besides the cancellation of the mixed (Y SU(3)?), (Y SU(2)?) anoma-
lies, and of the cancellation of the cubic anomaly Y3, we observe that the cubic
73 and the mixed anomalies (Z SU(3)?), (Z SU(3)?), cannot possibly all cancel
simultaneously in the present model:

where

Ay =623 + 227 — (323 + 323 + 23) | (80)
ASU(Q) :3562 + 21 5 (81)
Aguz) =22 — (12 +21) . (82)

12



SU@B) SU©2) Y Z
QL | 3 2 +1/6 T2
Ly |1 2 ~1/2 =
up | 3 1 +2/3 x4
dR 3 1 —1/3 I
€R 1 1 -1 ZTo

Therefore, in order to avoid the anomaly induced by the Z symmetry we would
have to invoke anomaly cancellation either between families, or by considering of
left-right symmetric models such as the Pati-Salam, or by including new matter
content [24].

4 Conclusions

In the present paper we have constructed a grand unified model using the super-
conformal algebra and matter in the adjoint representation of supersymmetry.
The model reproduces the main features, charges and families of the Georgi-
Glashow model, starting from an unconventional form of supersymmetry that
includes gravity from the start [25] [I8]. In this construction, local SUSY is not
an invariance of the action but could be feature the ground state [I9]. The
model predicts a hidden sector (1,24,0) + (5,5%, —y') + (5%,5,y’) sector and
an anomalous U(1)z.

A very interesting issue to address as a future work is the computation of
the anomaly from the point of view of the embedding of the superconformal
algebra, in terms of the symmetric tensor

AVNE = LMY T, (85)

where (X)) stands for the supertrace of X, and also including the gradding asso-
ciated to the operator ® [26]27]. Such study could shed light into the question of
existence of representations of the superconformal algebra that, perhaps adding
new matter fields, could be anomaly free.

Another aspect of the model that we leave for a future study is the intro-
duction of spontaneous symmetry breaking with a Higgs potential.
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Appendices

A Fundamental representation of SU(2,2|n)

Let us consider the following representation of SU(2,2|n)

ﬁ’ya 04><n
Jo = [ ’ ] coor (o) = 5(1)%040% = 5(3a)% . (84)

On><4 0n><n

1
7[7(17’717] 04><n
J]ab = [ 4 ‘ 5 or (J]ab)AB [Vavfyb] B — (Eab)AB7 (85)

Onxa ‘ Onxn
- ;
5Ya 04 n
Ko= |1 ", or (Ko%= 3(7)"%. (86)
L On><4 Onxn 1
- :
37 | O4
D=| 21 o (D) =), (87)
L On><4 01’L><n i
[ O4xsa | Oaxn |
T,=| ] or (T4 = 2(Ah)4,, (88)
L 0n><4 %A
04 4 | Oaxn
Q)4 = | L 7" | = sAsy, (89)
n><n
04 4| 6265 .
Q= |— = 307, (90)
n><4 n><n
A 04><n A 45 A si
Z B =2 =21 (Zda 5% + ;251 513) s (91)
OTL><4 ;25‘;
where 75 = in%y!1927%, (35)% =
1 . .
Yabe = VaWVe] = 37 > sign(Il(a, b, ¢)Ya Ve = i€abca¥sV -
" (a,b,c)
and
'?a 3'€abcd'7 = —75%a
The ~-matrices are in a 4 X 4 spinor-representation («, 3, - run from 1
to 4). The indices of the tangent space a,b = 0,1,2,3. Indices in the adjoint
representation of su(n) take values I, J = 1,2,...,n?—1, and in the fundamental
take the values 4,5 = 1,2,...,n. The y-matrices are endomorphisms and they
act on spinors
P = () %97 (92)

These y-matrices satisfy {y%,7*} = 219, where the metric 7 is given by n =
diag(—, 4, +, +). The spinor indices will be often omitted.

14



In a similar way the A-matrices are also endomorphisms and they act on
spinors as

a A i o
Ui = (A5 (93)
The A-matrices satisfy [Ar, A\;] = fI7E\k.
Indices of the representation are A, B =1,--- ,n+4, so we have a (n+4) X

(n + 4) representation. We find it convenient to use the splitting A = (a, ).
All the possible products that mix tensors from different spaces, like p* Aq“}l, are
trivial. The following relations are understood

(70)% = 02 (70) %% - (94)
Con = Copd’ . (95)
The generators J, and J,;, form an adS, algebra,
[Ta, Iy = 52T ap (96)
[Jas Toe] = NavJe — Nacds (97)
Jap, Jeal = —(MacTba — NadTve — MeTad + Madac) - (98)

The parameter s? can take values s> = +1, —1 for anti-de Sitter or de Sitter
algebras, respectively.
Among D and K, they form the conformal algebra,

(Ko, Kp] = =Jap » (99)
[Ja, Ko] = snapD (100)
Ka, Joe] = napKe — nackKs (101)
D, K, =—s"T,, (102)
D,J,] = —sK,. (103)
For the internal generators we have the su(n) algebra
[Ty, T;] = fr/ 5Tk, (104)

and they are anti-hermitian T} = —T; (also Z' = —7).

Including Qf and QL the commutators close in a su(2,2|n) superalgebra

00, Qul = 5Q5000) %, e, Q7] = =5 (0)%@Q) (105)
Tors Qu) = Qp(Sa) s W QF) = —~(S) Q7 (106)
K Q) = 5 @560 (K Q) = —1 ()% (107)
D@ = J@s0s)%, D,€7] = 3 (25)%@) (108)
TR = @O, L] = 500/ (109)
2.Q.) = —in(/n - 1., [4,Q]=in(/n-1Q7, (110
(@@} = (0O sile 45 (<00 Ty - siz) )
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where we have used the short-hand

1

1 1 1,
(%%%ch(CWﬂﬂa—2QW%%Lb—v%%KG+2mg%D).(um

2s 2 (
Traces:
The gradding operator is given by
G = 625QB - 5545i3 ) (113)

which classiﬁes generators in bosonic B = {J,, Jup, K, D, T, Z} or fermionic
F = {Q;",@;}, by [B,G] = 0 = {F,G}, and squares to one, G> = 1. The
gradding operator defines an invariant supertrace

(G)y=Tr(GG) =0. (114)
The supertrace has the following properties
(B1B2) = (B2B1), (BF)=(FB), (FiFy)=—(F:F). (115)
All generators G in the representation are super-traceless
(G)=0, G={Ju Jup,Ka,D,T1,Z,Q% Q). (116)

The quadratic combinations that give nontrivial traces are

<<]Ia<]]b> - 3277aba <Jab<]]cd> = *(nacnbd - nbcnad) 5 (117)
(Ko Kp) = —nap,  (D?) =41, (118)

<T1TJ> = %61J7 <Z2> = 4'2%(4/” - 1) ) (119)
(QQE) = —030) = (@07 - (120)

S-grading operator

The S operator is essential for the generalized ® dual opperator, as in . The
nontrivial traces involving S are

(SD) = 2iey, (121)
<SJ]achd> = —E&s€abcd = <JabSch> ) (122)
<J]aS]Kb> = —1EsSNah = —<]KaSJIb> , (123)
(ZSD) = —221¢, — (DSZ) . (124)

These traces are instrumental in producing the usual expressions for the stan-
dard kinetic terms in the action.
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B Bi-fundamental representation of SU(2,2|n)

The generators of the conformal group SU(2,2), {Jc} = {Ja, Jup, Ko, D}, em-
bedded in the superalgebra are:

5% | Oaxd, S, \a s
T - [ | ] Lo () = 0w A% = )

0d, x4 | Od, xd, 2
(125)
i[’)’aa’)’b] ‘ 04><dn A 1 A
Tap = oot (Jab)s = 7 1va ] = (Bab)
Od,xa | Od, xd,
(126)
1~
5% | Oaxd, 1.
K, — |7 | o (K= ) (127)
0d, x4 | Od, xd,
1
3% | Oaxd, 1
D = ’ ‘ , or (D)= 5(’75)ABa (128)
O, x4 | Od, xd,
74 =iz (6‘463 + dAAA”) (129)

The following commutators get modified with respect to the fundamental
representation, and they close in su(2,2|d,):

[Cxr,Gyr] = fxryZ Gy, (130)

and
[GX/,Q?-]ﬂ(gX/)i-“Qzl, (Gx, Q0] = —iQu (9x)u™,  (131)
(2,Q%] = iz (4/dy — 1) Q5. [2.Qu] = —iza (4/dy — 1) Q] ,  (132)
Q5. Q4 =0 mA“Jc—( 3(9x)i" Cxe + 55 AHZ) 05 (133)
(134)

The generators gx/ and vx, that belong to the bifundamental rep. of SU(n)
and the fundamental rep. of SU(d,,), are related to each other by means of the
change of basis matrix defined by

gx' = CxNux . (135)
We will define the inverse matrix by

vx = Cx~ gxr, (136)
which satisfies

’ ! 1 ’ ’
CxX OxY = —6%7 . (137)
n—2
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Let us define the structure constants of su(d,) in the fundamental represen-
tation by
[’UX7 ’Uy} = iFXYZUZ . (138)

Using the matrix C'x X " and its inverse we can determine the structure constants
fxv'Z , that are defined in the gx basis

l9x/, v/ = ifxvZ gz, (139)

where , )
fxvZ =CxXCy¥ Fxy2Cz% . (140)

The quadratic supertraces are given by (117)-(118]) and

n—2

(Gx/Gy') =
(QQ5) = —63AK = —([QLQ2). (142)

Sxyr, (2% = 423(4/d, — 1), (141)

C SU(2,2|n) curvatures

Here we give the explicity expresions of the curvatures.
The field strength is defined by

1 —i —i
F = Ef“blab + FJ, 4+ G K, +HD + FIT; + FZ + Q&2 + X,QF, (143)

Foo =R gty (144)
Fo =D+ g*ht o b, (143)
G* = Dg" + sf"h — S ¢34, (146)

H=H+sfq+ %Wmsm : (147)
Fl=F' =i ¢\ o, (148)
FoF- Ly, (149
= D)™ + 51 (aft) + 50" Gaf)® + sh(sg)™,  (150)
4$mﬁ+;wwwﬁ+¢$w% F5@ lah,  (15)
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where

H =dh, (152)
R — R 4 g2fapb _ gagh (153)
RY® = dw® + wwe, (154)
FI=qdAl + % fi AT AKX (155)
F=dA. (156)

The covariant derivative on a Lorentz vector V¢ is
DV =dV® + w4 VP, (157)

and on a spinor

Dyt = 0 4 L (S — AT} —iz(4/N — D AUE . (158)

The covariant derivative D is defined for the SO(1,3) x SU(n) x U(1) con-

nection. The left-acting exterior derivative satisfies Q™ d = (—1)™dQ™ for an
m-form, in the spinor representation yields the relation (158)).
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