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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, y′) sector and an anomalous
U(1)Z .
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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) [1, 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, 6, 7, 8].
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 [12]. The flipped SU(5) GUT has also been embedded in no-scale su-
pergravity models [13]. 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)×U(1)χ)/Z5. The
fact that the structure SU(n)×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)× SU(2, 2|dn)]diag (1)

where dn = n(n−1)/2. Such a value comes from the embedding of supercharges
in the superconformal algbera carrying a bi-fundamental index [17]. Secondly,
we define a dual operator which is naturally embedded in SU(2, 2|n) [18]. This
dual operator induces a grading in the conformal algebra. This grading allows
defining actions with gauge symmetry G+ ⊂ SU(2, 2) × SU(n) × U(1), where
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G+ 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 [19]. 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 (1). The gauge connec-
tion is

A =Ω +Q
i
/eψi + ψ

i
/eQi , (2)

A′ =Ω′ +
1

2
Q
ij
/eχij +

1

2
χij/eQij , (3)

where

Ω =
1

2
ωabJab + faJa + gaKa + hD+AITI +AZ , (4)

Ω′ =
1

2
ω′abJab + f ′aJa + g′aKa + h′D+A′XTX +A′Z , (5)

and a = 0, · · · , 3, I = 1, · · · , n2−1, X = 1, · · · , d2
n−1. We are interested in the

embedding of the Georgi-Glashow model into the superconformal algbera. For
this purpose we will consider (1) with n = 5. Note that, in the present model,

the gauge bosons A, A′ and A′X̃ with X̃ = n2, n2 + 1, · · · , d2
n − 1, are new with

respect to the Georgi-Glashow model. The spinors transform in the appropriate
representations of SU(5),

(ψi)L = 5∗ , (χij)L = 10 . (6)

with χij = −χji, and the fifteen left-handed quarks and lepton of the standard
model are placed in a reducible 5∗ + 10 representation,

5∗ =(3∗,1, 1
3 ) + (1,2∗,− 1

2 ) , (7)

10 =(3∗,1,− 2
3 ) + (3,2, 1

6 ) + (1,1, 1) , (8)

where (n3,n2, y) give the representations under SU(3), SU(2) and the weak
hypercharge [2].

The field assignment is as follows

(ψi)L =


dc1

dc2

dc3

e−

−νe


L

, (9)
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and

(χij)L =
1√
2


0 uc3 −uc2 −u1 −d1

−uc3 0 uc1 −u2 −d2

uc2 −uc1 0 −u3 −d3

u1 u2 u3 0 −e+

d1 d2 d3 e+ 0


L

. (10)

The action principle is based on a relative of the MacDowell-Mansouri action
[20],

S = −
∫

(〈ξF~ F〉+ 〈ξ′F′ ~ F′〉) . (11)

The field strength is defined as usual by F = dA+A∧A, where wedge products
are assumed. The explicit expressions for the curvature components are in
appendix C. In the action (11) we use a generalized dual operator defined by1

~F =(εsS)

(
1

2
FabJab + FaJa + GaKa

)
+ (ε1∗)HD+ (ε2∗)FITI + (ε3∗)FZ
+Q(−iεψγ5)X + X (−iεψγ5)Q . (12)

and similarly for F′. S is a symmetry breaking operator that allows to obtain
general relativity as the gravity action, see appendix A. The parameters εs, ε1,
ε2, ε3 and εψ 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 εs = +1 = ε1 = ε2 and ε3 = −1.

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

ω′ab =ωab , (13)

f ′a =fa , (14)

g′a =ga , (15)

h′ =h , (16)

A′ =A , (17)

and
A′X

∣∣
X=I

= AI . (18)

Therefore (11) has only two adjustable parameters in front of the unprimed
and primed contributions, ξ and ξ′ 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

1It would be interesting to see how this Hodge operator relates to the one defined on a
supermanifold [21, 22].
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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 g(SU(5)) and g(U(1)). 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 3

3 Gauge couplings

In order to obtain an explicit expansion of (11), we use the invariant traces
defined in the superalgebra, given in appendix A, see eqs. (117) - (120) and
(121) - (124). After imposing the diagonal symmetry (13)-(17),

L =
1

4
εs(ξ + ξ′)εabcdFabFcd − ε1(ξ + ξ′)H ∗H

− 1

2
ε2

(
ξFI ∗ FI + ξ′(n− 2)F ′X ∗ F ′X

)
− 4ε3 [ξ(4/n− 1) + ξ′(4/dn − 1)]F ∗ F ,

− 2iεψXγ5X −
i

2
εχYγ5Y . (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,
ψi = 0 = χij , and imposing the diagonal symmetry along the su(n) generators
as well, yields

Lb =
1

4
εs(ξ + ξ′)εabcdRabRcd − ε1(ξ + ξ′)H ∗H

− 1

2
ε2 (ξ + ξ′(n− 2))F I ∗ F I

− 4ε3 [ξ(4/n− 1) + ξ′(4/dn − 1)]F ∗ F

− (n− 2)

2
ε2ξ
′
[
2F I ∗ F I1 + F I1 ∗ F I1 + F X̃ ∗ F X̃

]
, (20)

where

F I = dAI +
1

2
fJK

IAJAK , (21)

F I1 = fJỸ
IAJAỸ +

1

2
fỸ Z̃

IAỸAZ̃ , (22)

F X̃ = dAX̃ +
1

2

(
fJK

X̃AJAK + 2fJỸ
X̃AJAỸ + fỸ Z̃

X̃AỸAZ̃
)
. (23)

In (22) and (23) we removed the primed to the A′X̃ fields 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

fa = ρea , ga = σea , |ρ| > |σ| (24)
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corresponds to general relativity with cosmological constant

1

16πGN

∫
εabcd

(
1

2
Rabeced − Λ

12
eaebeced

)
⊂ S , (25)

under the the following identification of constants

1

16πGN
= (ρ2 − σ2)(ξ + ξ′) , Λ = −3(ρ2 − σ2) = − 3

2(ξ + ξ′)
M2
P . (26)

The positivity of the kinetic terms for the gauge fields requires

ξ + ξ′ > 0 , (27)

ξ(4/n− 1) + ξ′(4/dn − 1) < 0 , (28)

ξ + ξ′(n− 2) > 0 . (29)

Such conditions are satisfied in a two dimensional region of the parameter space
for any n ≥ 5, see fig. 1
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Figure 1: Allowed regions of the (ξ, ξ′) 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. (27), (28) and (29) respectively. Conditions (28) and (29) are degenerate
for n = 5.

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

− aF ∗ F = −1

2
F phys ∗ F phys , (30)

where the physical gauge potential is Aphys =
√

2aA. Assuming the covariant
derivative on the spinor to be of the form

D = d− ig0 ρ(Tr)A
r , (31)

6



where ρ(Tr) stands for the corresponding representation of the generators Tr.
Then, the physical values of the coupling constants, g = g0/

√
2a can be inferred

to be

g(SU(n)) = g(SU(dn)) =
1√

ξ + ξ′(n− 2)
, (32)

g
(rank 1)
(U(1)) =

4/n− 1√
−8(ξ(4/n− 1) + ξ′(4/dn − 1))

, (33)

g
(rank 2)
(U(1)) =

4/dn − 1√
−8(ξ(4/n− 1) + ξ′(4/dn − 1))

. (34)

The fact that g(SU(n)) = g(SU(dn)) allows for a natural embedding of the repre-
sentations in the GG model (6) 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 g(UD(1)) = 1/

√
2(ξ + ξ′), however, careful

evaluation of the fermion kinetic terms in the last two terms of (19), 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 D are non compact.

3.1 Fermionic sector

The fermion kinetic terms are contained in the last two terms of (19),

− 2iXγ5X −
i

2
Yγ5Y . (35)

The fact that such a terms contain the right expressions for the kinetic terms
of ψ and χ 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, Ψ = /eψ and X = /eχ, that are in
the kernel of the the spin 3/2 projector, P(3/2)Ψ = 0 and P(3/2)X = 0.

(b) The fermionic components of the curvature are the exterior covariant
derivatives of Ψ and X with the connection for the corresponding bosonic
gauge groups X = DG1

ψ and Y = DG2
ψ, where G1 = SU(2, 2)×SU(n)×

U(1) and G2 = SU(2, 2)× SU(dn)× U(1) respectively.

(c) 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 X
←−
DΩ ~ DΩX split naturally into DΩ = D+ + Ω−, where

Ω = Ω+ + Ω− (for more details see [18]).

(d) The fields in Ω− are dual to generators that anticommute with ~, in the
present case

Ω− =
1

2
faγa +

1

2
gaγ̃a . (36)

7



Furthermore, these fields are related to the orthonormal frames by (24).

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 ψ with a connection W ∈ so(1, 3)× su(n)× u(1) is

L(ψ)

ξ
=− 2iψ(

←−
DW/eγ5Ω−/e − /eΩ−γ5/eDW)ψ

− 2iψ(/Tγ5Ω−/e + /eΩ−γ5 /T )ψ

+ 2iψγ5/e
[
RabΣab − 2i(4/n− 1)F

]
/eψ

+ 2id
[
ψγ5/eD+(/eψ)

]
, (37)

where
Ω− = /e(αPR + βPL) ≡ /eΠ(α, β) , (38)

and PR (PL) is the chiral right-handed projector (left-handed projector). Note
here that the term (1/2)hD in (37) cancels out from W thanks to the fact that
Ja and Ka anticommute with D. The constants α and β are linear combinations
of ρ and σ

α =
ρ+ σ

2
, β =

ρ− σ
2

. (39)

Similarly for the spinor χ with a connection W ′ ∈ so(1, 3)× su(dn)× u(1),

L(χ)

ξ′
=− i

2
χ(
←−
DW′/eγ5Ω−/e − /eΩ−γ5/eDW′)χ

− i

2
χ(/Tγ5Ω−/e + /eΩ−γ5 /T )χ

+
i

2
χγ5/e

[
RabΣab − 2i(4/dn − 1)F

]
/eχ ,

+
i

2
d[χγ5/eD+(/eχ)] , (40)

The first lines in (37) and (40) give the gauge covariant kinetic terms

LK(ψ) + LK(χ)

|e|d4x
=12ξψ

[
αPR(

←−
/∇ − /∇)PL + βPL(

←−
/∇ − /∇)PR

]
ψ

+ 3ξ′χ
[
αPR(

←−
/∇ ′ − /∇′)PL + βPL(

←−
/∇ ′ − /∇′)PR

]
χ . (41)

Hence, the physical Weyl spinors are defined by

ψphys
L =

√
24αξψL , ψphys

R =
√

24βξψR , (42)

ψ
phys

L =
√

24αξψL , ψ
phys

R =
√

24βξψR , (43)
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and

χphys
L =

√
6αξ′χL , χphys

R =
√

6βξ′χR , (44)

χphys
L =

√
6αξ′χL , χphys

R =
√

6βξ′χR . (45)

In order to reproduce a chiral Lagrangian from (41) there are two possible
scenarios. Firstly, one could assume the spinors in the gauge connection to be
chiral,

PRψ = 0 , PRχ = 0 , (46)

then

LK(ψ) + LK(χ)

|e|d4x
=

1

2
ψ

phys

L (
←−
/∇ − /∇)ψphys

L +
1

2
χphys
L (

←−
/∇ ′ − /∇′)χphys

L , (47)

where

ψphys
L =

√
24αξψL , (48)

ψ
phys

L =
√

24αξψL , (49)

and

χphys
L =

√
6αξ′χL , (50)

χphys
L =

√
6αξ′χL . (51)

Another possibility is to assume that β → 0, then the gauge covariant kinetic
term takes the same form, (47) and the physical Weyl spinors are

ψphys
L =

√
24αξψL , ψphys

R = 0 , (52)

ψ
phys

L =
√

24αξψL , ψ
phys

R = 0 , (53)

and

χphys
L =

√
6αξ′χL , χphys

R = 0 , (54)

χphys
L =

√
6αξ′χL , χphys

R = 0 , (55)

It can be seen that ψphys
R = 0 and χphys

R = 0 is a consistent choice such that
the bilinears that mix chiralities are well defined

φ =
1

24
√
αβ

φphys , (56)

φ5 =
1

24
√
αβ

φphys
5 (57)

φab =
1

24
√
αβ

φphys
ab , (58)
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where φX = ψγXψ. It remains an interesting question to address in the future
to determine whether or not there are consistent alternatives to ψphys

R = 0 and

χphys
R = 0 when β → 0.

Let us now show the connection to the SU(5) GG model. The covariant
derivatives in (47) expand as

/∇ψphys
L = /∇su(5)ψ

phys
L − ig(rank 1)

(U(1))
/Aψphys

L , (59)

/∇′χphys
L = /∇su(5)χ

phys
L − ig /AX̃tX̃χ

phys
L − ig(rank 2)

(U(1))
/Aχphys

L , (60)

where the coupling constants are given in (32)-(34). The generators tX in (60)
carry a rank 2 antisymmetric representation of su(10), where tX with X = I =

1, · · · , 24 form a su(5) algebra. The index X̃ runs for the range = 25, · · · , 99,
see reference [17] or Appendix B for more details.

From the first terms in (59) 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 (59) 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∗,− 5
6 ) + (3∗,2, 5

6 ) . (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 Xi and Yi (here i ∈ 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(−1/3,−1/3,−1/3, 1, 0) , (63)

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

[Q, υ] = q(Q)υ , (64)

where υ is
Ψ = Qiψ

i or Φ = Q
ij
χij . (65)

It is convenient to visualize the full su(5) matrix in the following form

AI(−i(tI)ij) =
1√
2
Ai

j , (66)
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where

Ai
j =



G1
1 − 2B√

30
G1

2 G1
3 X1 Y1

G2
1 G2

2 − 2B√
30

G2
3 X2 Y2

G3
1 G3

2 G3
3 − 2B√

30
X3 Y3

X1 X2 X3 W 3
√

2
+ 3B√

30
W+

Y1 Y2 Y3 W− −W
3
√

2
+ 3B√

30

 .

(67)
The electric charges of particles X and Y can also be verified using their em-
bedding in the superconformal algebra, obtaining q(X) = 4/3 and q(Y) = 1/3.

The gauge bosons AX̃ 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,

ψL /∇ψL + χL /∇
′
χL =ψL /∇su(5)ψL + χL /∇su(5)χL − igχL /A

X̃
tX̃χL

− iψLg
(rank 1)
(U(1))

/AψL − iχLg
(rank 2)
(U(1))

/AχL , (68)

where we dropped the label of the physical spinor to simplify the notation. The
gauge coupling in the first two terms of (68) has the standard form of the GG
model,

LGG
G =g

[
u/Gu+ d/Gd

]
+ g

[
( u d )L /W

(
u
d

)
L

+ ( e− νe )L /W
(
e−

νe

)
L

]
+ g

√
3

5

[
−1

2

(
e−L /Be

−
L + νeL /BνeL

)
+

1

6

(
uL /BuL + dL /BdL

)
+

2

3
uR /BuR −

1

3
dR /BdR − e+

R
/Be+

R

]
+

g√
2

[
d
i

R
/Xie

+
R + d

i

L
/Xie

+
L + εijkuciL /XjukL

]
+ H.C.

+
g√
2

[
−diR /Y iνcR − uiL /Y ie+

L + εijkuciL /Y jdkL

]
+ H.C. (69)

where

/G =γµGIµ

(
−iλI

2

)
, I ∈ SU(3) (70)

/W =γµW I
µ

(
−i τI

2

)
, I ∈ SU(2) (71)

/B =γµBµ , (72)

/Xi =γµXµi , /Y i = γµYµi , (73)

and λI and τ I are Gell-Mann and Pauli matrices respectively.2 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 λI = iλ
(Gell-Mann)
I , etc., which is motivated

by the conventions in supergravity.
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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 (68) we also get new couplings that are not present in the GG model.

Lnew
G =− ig(rank 1)

(U(1))

[
d
c

L /Ad
c
L + e−L /Ae

−
L + νeL /AνeL

]
(74)

− ig(rank 2)
(U(1))

[
ucL /Au

c
L + uL /AuL + dL /AdL + e+

L
/Ae+
L

]
(75)

+ igχL /A
X̃
tX̃χL , (76)

The last line in (76) has the interactions mediated by the SU(10) gauge bosons
that are not in the SU(5) block (67). The matrix elements of tX̃ have been
defined in [17] 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, y′) . (77)

The fields in (67) 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),Ψ] = x1Ψ , [Z(rank 2),X] = x2X , (78)

where

x1 =

(
−iz1

5

)
, x2 =

(
3iz2

5

)
, (79)

and z1 and z2 are the overall constants of the U(1)Z generator in the funda-
mental and bi-fundamental representation, (91) and (129), 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)2), (Y SU(2)2) anoma-
lies, and of the cancellation of the cubic anomaly Y 3, we observe that the cubic
Z3 and the mixed anomalies (Z SU(3)2), (Z SU(3)2), cannot possibly all cancel
simultaneously in the present model:

AZ =6x3
2 + 2x3

1 −
(
3x3

2 + 3x3
1 + x3

2

)
, (80)

ASU(2) =3x2 + x1 , (81)

ASU(3) =2x2 − (x2 + x1) . (82)
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SU(3) SU(2) Y Z
QL 3 2 +1/6 x2

LL 1 2 −1/2 x1

uR 3 1 +2/3 x2

dR 3 1 −1/3 x1

eR 1 1 −1 x2

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, 18]. In this construction, local SUSY is not
an invariance of the action but could be feature the ground state [19]. 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

dMNL =
1

2
〈TM{TN , TL}〉 , (83)

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)

Ja =

[
s
2γa 04×n

0n×4 0n×n

]
, or (Ja)AB = s

2 (γa)αβδ
A
αδ
β
B = s

2 (γa)AB , (84)

Jab =

[
1
4 [γa, γb] 04×n

0n×4 0n×n

]
, or (Jab)

A
B = 1

4 [γa, γb]
A
B = (Σab)

A
B , (85)

Ka =

[
1
2 γ̃a 04×n

0n×4 0n×n

]
, or (Ka)AB = 1

2 (γ̃a)AB , (86)

D =

[
1
2γ5 04×n

0n×4 0n×n

]
, or (D)AB = 1

2 (γ5)AB , (87)

TI =

[
04×4 04×n

0n×4
i
2λ

t
I

]
, or (TI)

A
B = i

2 (λtI)
A
B , (88)

(Qαi )AB =

[
04×4 04×n

δAi δ
α
B 0n×n

]
= δAi δ

α
B , (89)

(Q
i

α)AB =

[
04×4 δAα δ

i
B

0n×4 0n×n

]
= δAα δ

i
B , (90)

ZAB = z1

[
iδαβ 04×n

0n×4
4
n iδ

i
j

]
= z1

(
iδAα δ

α
B + 4i

n δ
A
i δ

i
B

)
, (91)

where γ5 = iγ0γ1γ2γ3, (γ5)2 = 1,

γabc = γ[aγbγc] =
1

3!

∑
Π(a,b,c)

sign(Π(a, b, c))γaγbγc = iεabcdγ5γ
d .

and

γ̃a =
i

3!
εabcdγ

bcd = −γ5γa ,

The γ-matrices are in a 4 × 4 spinor-representation (α, β, · · · 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, . . . , n2−1, and in the fundamental
take the values i, j = 1, 2, . . . , n. The γ-matrices are endomorphisms and they
act on spinors

ψα
γa−→ (γa)αβψ

β . (92)

These γ-matrices satisfy {γa, γb} = 2ηab, where the metric η is given by η =
diag(−,+,+,+). The spinor indices will be often omitted.
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In a similar way the λ-matrices are also endomorphisms and they act on
spinors as

ψαi
λI−→ (λI)

j
i ψ

α
j . (93)

The λ-matrices satisfy [λI , λJ ] = f IJKλK .
Indices of the representation are A,B = 1, · · · , n+ 4, so we have a (n+ 4)×

(n + 4) representation. We find it convenient to use the splitting A = (α, i).
All the possible products that mix tensors from different spaces, like piAq

A
α, are

trivial. The following relations are understood

(γa)AB = δAα (γa)αβδ
β
B , (94)

CαA = Cαβδ
β
A . (95)

The generators Ja and Jab form an adS4 algebra,

[Ja,Jb] = s2Jab , (96)

[Ja,Jbc] = ηabJc − ηacJb , (97)

[Jab,Jcd] = −(ηacJbd − ηadJbc − ηbcJad + ηbdJac) . (98)

The parameter s2 can take values s2 = +1,−1 for anti-de Sitter or de Sitter
algebras, respectively.

Among D and Ka they form the conformal algebra,

[Ka,Kb] = −Jab , (99)

[Ja,Kb] = sηabD , (100)

[Ka,Jbc] = ηabKc − ηacKb , (101)

[D,Ka] = −s−1Ja , (102)

[D,Ja] = −sKa . (103)

For the internal generators we have the su(n) algebra

[TI ,TJ ] = fIJ
KTK , (104)

and they are anti-hermitian T†I = −TI (also Z† = −Z).

Including Qαi and Q
i

α the commutators close in a su(2, 2|n) superalgebra

[Ja,Q
i

α] =
s

2
Q
i

β(γa)βα , [Ja,Q
α
i ] = −s

2
(γa)αβQ

β
i , (105)

[Jab,Q
i

α] = Q
i

β(Σab)
β
α , [Jab,Q

α
i ] = −(Σab)

α
βQ

β
i , (106)

[Ka,Q
i

α] =
1

2
Q
i

β(γ̃a)βα , [Ka,Q
α
i ] = −1

2
(γ̃a)αβQ

β
i , (107)

[D,Q
i

α] =
1

2
Q
i

β(γ5)βα , [D,Qαi ] = −1

2
(γ5)αβQ

β
i , (108)

[TI ,Q
i

α] = − i
2
Q
j

α(λI)
i
j , [TI ,Q

α
i ] =

i

2
(λI)

j
i Q

α
j , (109)

[Z,Q
i

α] = −iz1(4/n− 1)Q
i

α , [Z,Qαi ] = iz1(4/n− 1)Qαi , (110)

{Qαi ,Q
j

β} = (γC)αβδ
j
iJC + δαβ

(
−i(λI) ji TI −

i

4z1
δjiZ

)
, (111)
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where we have used the short-hand

(γC)αβJC =

(
1

2s
(γa)αβJa −

1

2
(Σab)αβJab −

1

2
(γ̃a)αβKa +

1

2
(γ5)αβD

)
. (112)

Traces:

The gradding operator is given by

GAB = δAα δ
α
B − δAi δiB , (113)

which classifies generators in bosonic B = {Ja,Jab,Ka,D,TI ,Z} or fermionic

F = {Qαi ,Q
i

α}, by [B,G] = 0 = {F,G}, and squares to one, G2 = 1. The
gradding operator defines an invariant supertrace

〈G〉 ≡ Tr(GG) = 0 . (114)

The supertrace has the following properties

〈B1B2〉 = 〈B2B1〉 , 〈BF 〉 = 〈FB〉 , 〈F1F2〉 = −〈F2F1〉 . (115)

All generators G in the representation are super-traceless

〈G〉 = 0 , G = {Ja,Jab,Ka,D,TI ,Z, Qαi ,Q
i

α} . (116)

The quadratic combinations that give nontrivial traces are

〈JaJb〉 = s2ηab , 〈JabJcd〉 = −(ηacηbd − ηbcηad) , (117)

〈KaKb〉 = −ηab , 〈D2〉 = +1 , (118)

〈TITJ〉 = 1
2δIJ , 〈Z2〉 = 4z2

1(4/n− 1) , (119)

〈Qαi Q
j

β〉 = −δαβ δ
j
i = −〈QjβQαi 〉 . (120)

S-grading operator

The S operator is essential for the generalized ~ dual opperator, as in (12). The
nontrivial traces involving S are

〈SD〉 = 2iεs , (121)

〈SJabJcd〉 = −εsεabcd = 〈JabSJcd〉 , (122)

〈JaSKb〉 = −iεssηab = −〈KaSJb〉 , (123)

〈ZSD〉 = −2z1εs = 〈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,Jab,Ka,D}, em-
bedded in the superalgebra are:

Ja =

[
s
2γa 04×dn

0dn×4 0dn×dn

]
, or (Ja)AB =

s

2
(γa)αβδ

A
αδ
β
B =

s

2
(γa)AB ,

(125)

Jab =

[
1
4 [γa, γb] 04×dn

0dn×4 0dn×dn

]
, or (Jab)

A
B =

1

4
[γa, γb]

A
B = (Σab)

A
B ,

(126)

Ka =

[
1
2 γ̃a 04×dn

0dn×4 0dn×dn

]
, or (Ka)AB =

1

2
(γ̃a)AB , (127)

D =

[
1
2γ5 04×dn

0dn×4 0dn×dn

]
, or (D)AB =

1

2
(γ5)AB , (128)

ZAB = iz2

(
δAα δ

α
B +

4

dn
∆A
ij∆

ij
B

)
. (129)

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

[GX′ ,GY ′ ] = fX′Y ′
Z′GZ′ , (130)

and

[GX′ ,Q
α
ij ] = i(gX′)ij

klQαkl , [GX′ ,Q
ij

α ] = −iQklα (gX′)kl
ij , (131)

[Z,Qαij ] = iz2 (4/dn − 1)Qαij , [Z,Q
ij

α ] = −iz2 (4/dn − 1)Q
ij

α , (132)

{Qαij ,Q
kl

β } = (γC)αβ∆kl
ijJC −

(
4i
n−2 (gX′)ij

klGX′ + i
2z2

∆kl
ijZ
)
δαβ . (133)

(134)

The generators gX′ and vX , that belong to the bifundamental rep. of SU(n)
and the fundamental rep. of SU(dn), are related to each other by means of the
change of basis matrix defined by

gX′ = CX′
XvX . (135)

We will define the inverse matrix by

vX = CX
X′gX′ , (136)

which satisfies

CX
X′CX

Y ′ =
1

n− 2
δX
′Y ′ . (137)

17



Let us define the structure constants of su(dn) in the fundamental represen-
tation by

[vX , vY ] = iFXY
ZvZ . (138)

Using the matrix CX
X′ and its inverse we can determine the structure constants

fX′Y ′
Z′ , that are defined in the gX′ basis

[gX′ , gY ′ ] = ifX′Y ′
Z′gZ′ , (139)

where
fX′Y ′

Z′ = CX′
XCY ′

Y FXY
ZCZ

Z′ . (140)

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

〈GX′GY ′〉 =
n− 2

2
δX′Y ′ , 〈Z2〉 = 4z2

2(4/dn − 1) , (141)

〈QαijQ
kl

β 〉 = −δαβ∆kl
ij = −〈QjβQαi 〉 . (142)

C SU(2, 2|n) curvatures

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

F =
1

2
FabJab + FaJa + GaKa +HD+ FITI + FZ+Q

i

αXαi + X iαQαi , (143)

Fab = Rab − ψi/eΣab/eψi (144)

Fa = Dfa +
1

s
gah+

1

2s
ψ
i
/eγa/eψi , (145)

Ga = Dga + sfah− 1

2
ψ
i
/eγ̃a/eψi , (146)

H = H + sfaga +
1

2
ψ
i
/eγ5/eψi , (147)

FI = F I − iψi/e(λI) ji /eψj , (148)

F = F − i

4z
ψ
i
/e/eψi , (149)

Xαi = D(/eψi)
α +

s

2
fa(γa/eψi)

α +
1

2
ga(γ̃a/eψi)

α +
1

2
h(γ5/eψi)

α , (150)

X iα = −(ψ
i
/e)α
←−
D +

s

2
(ψ

i
/eγa)αf

a +
1

2
(ψ

i
/eγ̃a)αg

a +
1

2
(ψ

i
/eγ5)αh , (151)
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where

H = dh , (152)

Rab = Rab + s2faf b − gagb , (153)

Rab = dωab + ωacω
cb , (154)

F I = dAI +
1

2
f IJKA

JAK , (155)

F = dA . (156)

The covariant derivative on a Lorentz vector V a is

DV a = dV a + ωabV
b , (157)

and on a spinor

Dψα = dψα +
1

2
ωab(Σabψ)α − i

2
AI(λIψ)αi − iz(4/N − 1)Aψαi . (158)

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

nection. The left-acting exterior derivative satisfies Ωm
←−
d = (−1)mdΩm for an

m-form, in the spinor representation yields the relation (158).
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