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Abstract

We compute the conformal anomalies for 6d (2,0) conformal supergravity by direct calcula-
tion in component fields. The main novel results consist of the type-B anomaly coefficients
for the gravitino and the 3-form, as well as their explicit quadratic action on some specific
backgrounds. We also comment on the graviton contribution, whose Lagrangian is essentially
given by the @-curvature. We confirm the expectation that, when coupling (2,0) conformal
supergravity to 26 copies of the (2,0) tensor multiplet, the resulting theory is free of con-
formal anomalies. We also consider the conformal anomalies for its (1,0) truncation and
confirm their relation with the chiral anomaly polynomial recently derived. For calculating

arXiv:2403.07509v1 [hep-th] 12 Mar 2024

the anomalies, we work with an Einstein on-shell background and make a factorised Ansatz
for the operators governing the quadratic fluctuations. This reduces the calculation to evalu-
ating heat-kernel coefficients of standard 2-derivative operators. We fix and check the Ansatz
against the explicit evaluation of the component-field supergravity action in some cases.
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1 Introduction and summary

The calculation of conformal anomalies for six-dimensional theories has recently been of interest
and in the case of Lagrangian examples typically involves higher-derivative models (see [1-9]

and references therein). The conformal anomaly ¢ in 6 dimensions takes the form® [10-12]
A= gmn <Tmn> : (47‘(‘)3 =—aEg+c1 1 +cols+c313, (11)

where Eg is the Euler density in 6 dimensions and the invariants I; are built from the Weyl
tensor (I, [y ~ Weyl?, I3 ~ WeylD?Weyl — see Appendix A.2 for explicit expressions). The
anomaly ¢l in (1.1) also appears in the logarithmically UV divergent part of the effective action,
and the anomaly coefficients a, ¢; enter in the stress tensor two-, three- and four-point functions.

Six dimensions are somewhat special for conformal field theories, as no interacting unitary
supersymmetric conformal field theory can exist in more than six dimensions [13]. It is however
difficult to study unitary theories in six dimensions due to the lack of perturbative renormal-
izability for standard 2-derivative actions. Relaxing unitarity, perturbatively renormalizable
higher-derivative theories can be constructed and provide formal UV completions of standard
2-derivative theories and can therefore help to shed light on the properties of conformal field
theories and of the space of QFTs in higher dimensions, see e.g. [14-21]. It is in this spirit that
we approach the study of quantum properties of conformal supergravity.

Computing conformal anomaly is, in principle, a standard calculation usually performed via
the evaluation of the heat-kernel coefficient of the quadratic operator on a geometric background,
see e.g. the reviews [22-24] for historical remarks and references. In fact, one can express
the logarithmically UV divergent part of the effective action, and equivalently the conformal
anomaly, in terms of the determinant of the quadratic operator via the heat-kernel method. By
providing a representation of the determinant of a differential operator preserving background
covariance, the heat kernel is particularly suited to study 1-loop effects. In the present case, the
relevant terms are captured by

log A
T = (o /\/g bs,  A=bs,  be=be(Ap) —be(A) £bs(Ag),  (1.2)
where bg is a combination of the heat-kernel coefficients bg(A) of the operators A governing the
quadratic fluctuations, while A is a UV cutoff and the renormalisation scale u is suppressed. In
writing (1.2) we assumed real bosons (b) and Weyl or Majorana fermions (f) in gamma-matrix
representation. The last term schematically represents ghost (gh) contributions.

For generic, non-supersymmetric, field theories the four coefficients in (1.1) are independent.
When supersymmetry is present there are additional constraints on the non-topological (type-B,
following [11]) sector of the anomaly: only the following two combinations of I; admit a (1,0)
supersymmetric extension [25]

Wi =4 — 1, — I, Wit —on 4+ 1,. (1.3)
This forces the conformal anomalies to be a linear combination of W1(,12,0). Correspondingly, only

two of the ¢;’s coefficients are independent, or equivalently they have to obey a linear relation,
that is
(1,0) : €1 —2ca+6c3=0. (1.4)

'For convenience we factor out the universal normalisation (47)% in our definition of sl and therefore of (a, c;).
We also drop scheme-dependent total-derivative contributions.



Even more restrictive is the (2,0) case. Indeed, only a particular linear combination of Wl(}Q’O)
admits a (2,0) superextension [26]

w20 — w0 gt = jo1, + 31, — I, (1.5)
and as a consequence there is only a single ¢ coefficient,
(2,0) : d=—aBs+cWE, (1.6)

For example, in the case of the (2,0) tensor multiplet T one has, from [12],

7 1

2 1 i 1 T . _ = —— .
(2,0) tensor multiplet aT = 7765 cr %

(1.7)

The purpose of this paper is to compute the conformal anomaly of (2,0) conformal super-
gravity in six dimensions by direct calculation of the contributions of its component fields.2 On
the basis of a-anomaly and Casimir-energy cancellation, Beccaria and Tseytlin conjectured in [3]
that (2,0) conformal supergravity coupled to 26 copies of the (2,0) tensor multiplet T should be
anomaly-free. This was then argued in [4] comparing the chiral anomaly polynomials. However,
a direct calculation was still missing. In particular, the component-field contributions to the
¢i’s of the gravitino and the 3-form had not been obtained yet. Furthermore, [35] computed
the graviton anomaly on an Einstein background with the additional assumption of parallel
curvature, under which only two of the invariants I;’s are independent, thus determining the
¢i’s up to a numerical parameter. Then, [5] appears to fix its value by considering an addi-
tional background, which, however, turns out to be a subcase of those used in [35], thus the
validity of the result was unclear.® However, [36] revisited the calculation on a generic Einstein
background, showing that the parallel curvature condition is not necessary and confirmed the
anomaly coefficients.*

The two actions for (1,0) conformal supergravity, relatively recently constructed in conformal
superspace [25], have been evaluated in components in [26]. This was partially uplifted to the
(2,0) case (to a level that is sufficient for the evaluation of the anomaly), and the intermediate
expressions show remarkable complexity. The quadratic operators associated with the one-loop
fluctuations for the higher-rank fields are of order higher than five or involve non-minimal prin-
cipal symbols, for which the heat-kernel coefficients have not been worked out yet. However, it
has been observed in several examples [5,35,37-39], that higher-derivative operators factorize for
all the fields in the supermultiplet on specific types of on-shell backgrounds, therefore reducing
the effective action (and thus the conformal anomaly) to combinations of determinants of sim-
pler lower-order operators. The typical gravitational example of such a background is Einstein
manifolds, namely R,,, = Rgmn/d with constant R, and with all other fields set to zero. We

20ther quantum aspects of the gravitational theory defined by W% have been investigated in [27—-29].
Quantum properties of standard Einstein theory in six dimensions have also been subject of study for a long time,
see e.g. [30-34].

3More in detail, [5, Appendix D] reproduces the calculation of [35] in the particular case of a Ricci-flat back-
ground (which is a subcase of the Einstein backgrounds considered in [35]) with the same assumption of parallel
curvature (thus only two independent I;’s). However, this appears to produce an additional piece of information
that fixes the values of all ¢;’s, in seeming contradiction with the fact that the calculation should be a subcase
of [35]. The solution to this puzzle is the fact that the parallel curvature condition is not needed to obtain a
factorized operator on Einstein backgrounds in the first place. We thank Arkady Tseytlin for clarifications on the
calculation of [5, Appendix D].

4We became aware of [36] only while preparing this manuscript, when we had already independently reproduced
all their results. This is a reassuring independent consistency check of both the results of [36] and our analysis.



dof’'s mL0) (20 Ta e e Tles

85 graviton 36 1 _3005 168784 25400 —19668
9 gravitino (Majorana) 72 1 2 4683 79198 8800 9096
9* 3-form (anti self-dual) 20 1 —1s6 6180 1320 —100
0% vector (real) 9 3 10 —% 2716 911 —150
03 fermion (Majorana) 12 1 8 -3 896 20 —24
0? scalar (real) 1 1 14 7—52 —23—8 —% 2

Table 1: In this table we list the component fields of the conformal supergravity multiplet
and their conformal anomalies. We also give the order of the kinetic operator, the number of
dynamical degrees of freedom, the multiplicities m in the (2, 0) case and its (1,0) truncation. All
a-anomalies, as well as the ¢; anomalies for scalar, fermion and vector were known (see text for
references). The ¢;’s for the graviton were also given in the literature (but see text for references
and discussion). The values of the ¢;’s anomalies for the gravitino and the 3-form are original
results.

shall therefore try to exploit this phenomenon to constrain the form of the operators and reduce
the calculation to known heat-kernel coefficients; combining this with a certain Ansatz for the
factorisation, whose solidity we are going to discuss, we are able to completely fix the kinetic
operators on geometric Einstein background and thereby compute the anomaly coefficients.

Table 1 summarises® the contributions to the anomaly coefficients of the different fields,
including their multiplicities ™0 for (A, 0) conformal supergravity (CSG), N = 1,2, as well
as the number of dynamical (on-shell) degrees of freedom. For the graviton, gravitino and vector
fields, where gauge symmetry is present, we give the values for the physical fields, i.e. transverse
and (gamma-)traceless. All the a-coefficients are known from [3]. The scalar, vector and spinor
cases have been investigated in the literature, see e.g. [8,9,12,40]. The graviton was studied
in [5,35,36] (but cf. discussion above); our work confirms and justifies their results. The ¢;
coefficients that we obtain in our paper for gravitino and 3-form appear here for the first time.

Additionally, we perform an extensive analysis on the 3-form. We construct the most general
four-derivative Weyl-invariant action for a generic (non self-dual) 3-form, which happens to
uniquely fix the action on the sphere S%. Furthermore, we show that, for a self-dual 3-form, a
factorisation of the kinetic operator is necessarily of the form assumed in our the Ansatz.

The strategy we follow in our calculation is, as said, based on factorisation of the kinetic
operators on on-shell Einstein backgrounds. Indeed, the theory defined by W29 namely the
(six-derivative) conformal gravity compatible with (2,0) supersymmetry, admits Einstein solu-
tions, and we show that in this case the operator of the fluctuations factorizes in 2-derivative
operators. We show this without making any additional assumption, thus generalising the result
of [35] and providing an explanation for its extension in [5]; this parallels and confirms the analy-
sis of [36]. The effective action is therefore finally given in terms of determinants of second-order
operators, for which general expressions for the heat-kernel coefficients are well-established.

An aspect that plays a key role in our proof of the factorisation of the graviton operator is

(2,0)

that we use a particular rewriting of the action that differs from W given in (1.5) by a term

proportional the Euler density Eg, which does not influence the classical equations of motion nor

®In some references, notably [3-5], formal Majorana-Weyl spinors are used. In comparing with them, one has
therefore to double the multiplicities and halve the degrees of freedom, anomalies, etc.



the one-loop effects. This alternative form of the action is at most linear in the generic Riemann
tensor and thus vanishes on Ricci-flat backgrounds.® This form of the action is remarkably easier
to manipulate, e.g. because no Riem>-term appears in the quadratic operator and manifestly
admits Einstein solutions. Intriguingly, this particular combination of W29 and Eg is exactly

the six-dimensional @-curvature (see e.g. [42-44])

Qg = 4_18E6 —2I, — %IQ + %13 = 4_18E6 - éW(Q’O) , (1.8)
an observation that has a four-dimensional analogue’ and that was anticipated in [36].58 We
hope to explore further this connection between conformal supergravity and Q-curvature in the
future.”

For the (2,0) case we can combine the contributions of the different component fields ac-
cording to the multiplicities to obtain

91 26 13 13
(a7ci)(270)CSG = (_%7 ?7 E7 _E) = —26 (G,Cz‘)T, (19)

where the value for the (2,0) tensor multiplet T is given in (1.7). As a result, the combined
system of (2,0) conformal supergravity coupled with 26 copies of the (2,0) tensor multiplet has
vanishing conformal anomaly, which confirms the expectation of [3,5]. Moreover, the component-
field results of this paper provide a new explicit proof of anomaly cancellation. It is also clear
from (1.9) that the structure (1.6) is respected. As observed in [3], this cancellation is analogous
to the 4d cancellation of NV = 4 conformal supergravity coupled to four N' = 4 vector multiplets
[37,38]. Furthermore, when six dimensional (2,0) conformal supergravity is coupled to m tensor
multiplets, 5 taken to be ghost-like compensators used to break conformal symmetry, it reduces
in an IR limit to (2,0) Poincaré supergravity coupled to m — 5 tensor multiplets [50]. With
m—>5 =21, i.e. m = 26 as to cancel (1.9), the resulting theory is known to be free of gravitational
anomalies and to arise from the compactification of type IIB supergravity on K3 [51,52].

The analogous calculation in the (1,0) case gives

797 184 323 199
> , (1.10)

(a, Cz‘)(LO)CSG = <—@, 990 90

and this matches'® the expectation of [4]. These values of the ¢; coefficients satisfy (1.4), or
equivalently, the I; contributions to the anomaly o (1.1) form a combination of W1(712’0), as re-
quired by consistency. Notice that (1.10) are the anomalies for the (1,0) conformal supergravity

This form of the action seems to appear for the first time in [41]. Tt is the form used in [36,40], but not
in [35], which uses W*? directly.

"In four dimensions @4 = iE4 — iWele — %DR = —%Rman" + %RQ — %I:IR7 which has no Riem?-term,
vanishes on Ricci-flat, manifestly admits Einstein solutions and provides a factorised fluctuation operator on
Einstein background. It has been extensively used in conformal supergravity calculations [38].

8When writing this paper we learned that the factorisation properties of the Q-curvature fluctuations in terms
of 2-derivative Lichnerowicz-like operators have been investigated in the mathematical literature in [45]. We thank
Arkady Tseytlin for pointing out this paper to us.

9See also [46] for other examples of usage of the @-curvature in gravitational physics and in [47-49] for appli-
cations to Weyl anomalies.

10We are referring here to the values discussed in v4 of [4, footnote 8], where the expression for the coefficients ¢;’s
for (1,0) theories is given in terms of numerical (theory-dependent) coefficients in the chiral anomaly polynomial
and of an additional universal (theory-independent) parameter {. The former for the truncated (1,0) conformal
supergravity can be found in [4, (B.20)]; the latter could only be fixed via indirect arguments. The value of &
used in [4] is incompatible with the later results of [5,53] and the correct one seems to be £ = —32. Our result
(1.10) indeed matches the prediction of [4] computed with this new value of the parameter, therefore providing a
direct verification of these relations.



that arises from truncation of the (2,0) case (or equivalently it is the particular combination of
(1,0) actions that admits a (2,0) extension). More generic cases, where one has an arbitrary
linear combination of the supersymmetric extensions of W1(712’0), will be characterised by ¢; co-
efficients that conceivably depend on the relative weight between these two contributions and
cannot be captured by the present analysis.

In this paper, we do not fully evaluate the quadratic actions for the gravitino and the 3-form
fields. Presenting the full expressions, perhaps even on a generic background, is naturally of
interest, and we intend to reconsider it elsewhere. However, the Ansatz we use is natural and
has been verified to some extent. Furthermore, the matching of the values of the a-anomalies
and the relations (1.4), (1.6), (1.9) (cf. also footnote 10) constitute a rather strong consistency
check. It would be interesting to understand better the mechanism underlying this factorisation
and, in particular, its relation with the on-shellness of the background as well as supersymmetry.

With our work, we have therefore made progress towards understanding the structure of the
Lagrangian for (2,0) conformal supergravity. More remains to be done to understand the theory
at higher-than-quadratic order and to extend the study to the less supersymmetric (1,0) case.
These aspects are likely to require a direct evaluation of the superspace expressions [25] along the
lines of [26] since it seems unlikely for a labour-saving factorisation to be available due to the fact
that generic (1,0) Lagrangians do not admit Einstein solutions. Furthermore, the expressions
for the standard heat-kernel technique relevant for studying the quantum properties of these
six-derivative theories have not been developed yet, but they can be conceivably obtained with
the strategy used for fourth-order differential operators discussed in [9,39,54,55]. This has to be
then supplemented with a more complete evaluation of the component-field actions following [26]
or, possibly, through direct calculations in superspace.

The rest of the paper is organised as follows. In Section 2 we discuss the (2,0) conformal su-
pergravity action and its (1,0) truncation, focusing on the contributions that are relevant for the
anomaly calculation. We describe the multiplets and present the evaluations of the component-
field actions that we used to fix and validate our factorisation Ansatz. Additional details and
expressions for the (1,0) conformal supergravity Lagrangians are given in Appendix B. In Sec-
tion 3 we present in detail the quadratic actions on an Einstein background and discuss the
factorisation Ansatz. With this information, in Section 4 we construct the partition functions
on Einstein backgrounds and evaluate the conformal anomaly coefficients for each component
field, whose outcome we have presented in Table 1. Appendix A presents notation and conven-
tions. Notice that we use two sets of conventions, for the supergravity and QFT calculations
respectively. Appendix C summarises facts about the heat kernel that are relevant for the paper
and gives some explicit formulae that are used in the main text. Appendix D discusses the Ja-
cobian factors that enter the path integral when restricting to physical fields and the calculation
of determinants of differential operators on them. Appendix E presents the additional analysis
that we have performed on the consequences of Weyl invariance for the 3-form.

2 Structure of (2,0) conformal supergravity

In this section we introduce the bosonic (2, 0) conformal supergravity action, the (2,0) Weyl mul-
tiplet and its truncation to (1,0) conformal supersymmetry following [26]. Though we present
some results about fermions, in this section we focus on providing the quadratic bosonic sector of
the (1,0) Lagrangians and relegate to Appendix B the full bosonic expressions together with the

complete quadratic order in fermions. Indeed, for our purpose of calculating the Weyl anomaly



to 1-loop, we need only quadratic order Lagrangians in each field in a pure gravitational back-
ground. Under such conditions, R-symmetry connections and curvatures are ignored so that a
given field’s R-symmetry indices must contract with itself. As a consequence, all the identical
copies of Spin(1,5) fields contained in a given Spin(1,5) x USp(4) representation must contribute
equally, thus the only relevant information for the calculation of the anomaly is the number of
independent Spin(1,5) fields, which is given by the dimension of the USp(4) representation up
to enforcing reality conditions. Thus, since no information is lost, we analyse this in the known
(1,0), SU(2), R-symmetry truncation, where one now treats Spin(1,5) x SU(2) in the same
way. We give some details about the Wick rotation of the reality conditions of spinors which
will make explicit that their USp(4) and SU(2) dimension needs to be divided by 2 in order to
obtain the multiplicities in Table 1. To conclude the section, we describe our analysis of the
(1,0) truncation and expansion of superspace results into components of each field’s quadratic
Lagrangian.

2.1 Truncation to (1,0)

For consistency with the original conformal supergravity papers, we adopt the notation of [25,
26] (see also [56]) solely for this section and Appendix B; the only exceptions being that we
underline R-symmetry USp(4) indices and drop the superscript minus from 7, — Ty.. We
briefly document relevant parts of this notation in Appendix A.1 and explain its relation to the
Euclidean QFT notation of Appendix A.2 which is used in the other sections of our paper.

The (2,0) Weyl multiplet [26,50] consists of the vielbein e,,%, gravitino 14;“, the R-symmetry
connection Vaﬁ = Va(@, the dilatation connection b,, and the covariant matter fields given by
Topd = Tlabe] [ﬁ], XO@@ = X%@}’ and D4E — DL The matter field T, Lhe is an anti-self-
dual 3-form. Moreover, all fields live in irreducible representations of the R-symmetry group
USp(4) with §;; = €;; being the symplectic invariant: the 3-form is traceless (Tabcﬂﬁq =0),
B34 = 0 and is traceless (Xaiﬁgij =0, XO@'@ij = 0), while DUHEL — 0 and is also traceless
(D¥MQ, = 0, DEEQ, = 0, DEEQ,, = 0). The matrices of USp(4) C U(4) are complex and
genericale act on C*, thus one requires the charged bosonic fields satisfy natural USp(4) reality
conditions

(Va) = Vaij »  (Tune) = Tapeij (DEH) = Dijri (2.1)
which ensure that the number of real degrees of freedom matches the complex dimension of the
USp(4) representation. The fermions obey Symplectic-Majorana-Weyl (SMW) conditions given
by

(Wai®) = %, (X ) = Xaijk (2:2)

The x spinor’s SMW condition, which involves three copies of the symplectic form €2;;, ensures
it contains eight complex Weyl spinors and their charge conjugates; its USp(4) repre_sentation
is 16-dimensional.

The Lagrangian for (2,0) conformal supergravity is the supersymmetric completion of the
Weyl invariant gravitational term W29 defined in (1.5). We denote this Lagrangian as L3,
Although a first principle complete derivation of L, ), either by using (2,0) superspace tech-
niques or directly by using component space-time fields, is missing, most of its bosonic sector
was determined in [26] by using consistency conditions on an uplift of (1,0) results. The (1,0)
Lagrangians were uniquely constructed by reducing the superspace results of [25] to component
fields. Up to an undetermined constant parameter a and quartic terms in the anti-self-dual field



TopeL, the bosonic sector of L(2,0) is given by !

b 1 -
£E2?0) _ g abchQCabcd + Cabcdcabefccdef _ 4Cabcdcaecfcbedf

— R(V)ap EV?R(V)™ i — 4 R(V)o" LR(V) e ER(V ), 2 + C R(V)ap LR(V )ea 45

32 | |
+ fab(— C Choge — 8 R<v>bc BR(V)® i) =4 fo" (Coaae C**% = ROV )pe ZR(V)™ i)

+ ﬁDU VQ kl@_j 237 DQMD zuzDhmi — EDﬂklR(V)ab ZR(V)abLl

+ AT IV gR(V)™ 31 R(V )™ + 8T IV R(V)* 1 R(V )P,
j 8 V. 4 . y
- TabcﬂAélTabcﬁ + 3 CabchabeﬁverTCdfﬂ + 3 CabchabeﬁvaeTCdfﬂ

8 v v . . . .. . . .
g CadeTaefﬁvachefﬂ + 2 CadevaTbefﬁ Vchefﬂ + 3 CadeVeTabfﬂ vacdeQ
4

—3 abefCCdefTabgﬁTCdgﬂ + 4o TabcﬁTadeﬂR(V)bcmR(V)deﬂ

+ 2(1 — Q)T LT R(V )"y R(V ) gL

. 1o .
+7 5 D—kl( TV VT — _vaTabcﬁvdTdeQ)

_ %Dl leabcleabd Tcef leQTdef“ZQ + O(T4) (23)

where V2 = @a?a and we define the K-invariant combination
T A Ty = T35 (Vo VIV T 4 V2V GV Ty
LV T — 4 VoV VIV Tl (2.4)

Here we have also introduced the Weyl tensor Cypeq, the USp(4) curvature R(V)abﬂ and the
special conformal connection f,?. The explicit definitions for the curvatures are given in (A.5)
and (A.6). We define the conformal covariant derivative with USp(4) R-symmetry as

~

1
Vo= €4 — 5w(e, )My, — V, ”JU boD — f,PK, (2.5a)
" . 1 ii .
Vo, Vi) = =5 " Mge — R(V) 2735 — Evdcabcdf(d , (2.5b)

where e, eq0p, is the vielbein vector field and we have generators My, (Lorentz), J;;

(USp(4)), D (dilatation), K, (special conformal). The Lorentz connection B
w(e,b)a" = wle) — 20y (2.6)

reduces to the Levi-Civita connection w(e) when dilatation is gauge-fixed to b, = 0 via a special
conformal gauge transformation. In this case, D, = e, — %w(e)abchc is the usual Levi-Civita
covariant derivative corresponding to the Riemann curvature. There is also a dependence of f,°
on w(e,b), and when we set b, = 0, it holds that f,; = —%Sab, where Sy, = i(Rab — 1—1077ab72) is
the Schouten tensor and R, and R are the Ricci and scalar curvatures, respectively.

HThere is a typo in the (2,0) Lagrangian in equation (5.5) in arXiv v3 of [26] and prior. The coefficient of
the R(V)3-term should be —4 instead of —2, and we have corrected this here. This ensures that the (2,0) result
correctly truncates to match the (1,0) Lagrangians, as seen later in this section. To explicitly distinguish between
the conformally and the superconformally covariant derivatives, we have also replaced in this result the V. used
in [26] with its purely bosonic counterpart V,.



Conformal covariant derivatives are reviewed in [25] — see also [57-60] for pedagogical re-
views of superconformal approaches to supergravity — and are useful tools for writing Weyl-
invariant actions in a manifest conformally covariant way. In particular, after gauge-fixing
b, = 0 via a K-gauge transformation, Weyl transformations correspond to combined K, D-gauge
transformations which preserve b, = 0. One can then extract the K-connection from covari-
ant derivatives by making use of soft algebra [Ka,ﬁb] relations. Such a process is typically
called degauging the connection from a covariant derivative. In the case of the special conformal
connection, it holds

60L = (Da - Va) - fabea (27&)
6aﬁb - (Da - Va)?b - 2fab]D) - 2fae eb — faetbKe 5 (27b)

where V, = VGQJZ-]' and similar relations hold for higher-derivatives. Similarly, one can degauge
the USp(4)—conne€tion and then arrive at a Lagrangian in terms of Levi-Civita covariant deriva-
tives only. Some extra information regarding Lorentz connections and curvatures is given in
(A.4) and (A.5). In general, more details about this formalism for the six-dimensional case are
provided in [25,26, 56].

In relating the minimal and extended conformal supergravity actions, it is important to
elaborate on how the (2,0) Weyl multiplet decomposes into the following (1,0) multiplets: a
Weyl multiplet, two gravitini multiplets, and a SU(2) vector multiplet — see [26]. We ignore
the gravitini and vector multiplets as all the information relevant for the calculation of the (2,0)
conformal anomaly is encoded in the (1,0) Weyl multiplet by the R-symmetry arguments above.
To do this, one splits the USp(4) indices i = 1,...,4 into i = 1,2,7 = 1,2 and switches off the
third and fourth gravitini ¢, = 0. The only USp(4) matrices preserving this condition are
block-diagonal and, choosing the symplectic form as follows

.. gij 0 Eiq 0
04 = <0 gi,j,> , Qi = ((Z)j _ A/) ’ (2.8)
)

fixes the subgroup to be SU(2)g x SU(2) where the subscript R indicates where the (1,0)
R-symmetry transformations arise from. The other “primed” SU(2) forms the gauge transfor-
mations of the additional (1,0) vector multiplet. The gravitini supersymmetry transformations
then require that V,%" = 0 and discarding the (1,0) vector multiplet requires V"7 =0, leav-
ing only V,% = V,%. The non-trivial part of the subgroup is now only SU(2)g acting on the
i,7,k,l, ... indices, and the various covariant fields of the (2,0) Weyl multiplet decompose as

follows
Tabcij = 5ijTabc ) Tabci/j/ = _5i/j/Tabc s (29&)
. . /1.0 1.0 -/ 1 i/
Xt =i, o == et = Sat (2.9D)

.. .. .. .. e iy .. 1 .
DYy = —eey D, DYy =eepyD, D'y =—e"JeppD, DYy = _551251]/ D. (2.9¢c)

The (1,0) Weyl multiplet consists of the vielbein e,,?, gravitino ¢,;“, the R-symmetry connection
V,9, the dilatation connection b,, and the covariant matter fields Ty, ¥, D. The anti-self-dual
3-form Ty and the scalar field D are real. The SMW conditions and bosonic reality conditions
in the truncated case are

(ai®) = 14", (x®) = x% , (Vo) = Vaij - (2.10)



We now present the quadratic order bosonic sectors of the two (1,0) Lagrangians. We abuse
notation and use the conformal covariant derivatives with (1,0) SU(2) R-symmetry given by

~

1 3
Vo =e€q— 5w(e, b)a" My — Vo Ji; — baD — f.°KG, (2.11a)
. 1 3 1.
Va, V] = —3 b2 Mge — Rap Jij — EVdCabchd, (2.11b)

which are the same as (2.5a), but with SU(2) R-symmetry replacing the USp(4) R-symmetry.
The so-called COC Lagrangian, Lcoe, is the (1,0) supersymmetric completion of the Weyl

invariant Wl(l’o) defined in (1.3). Focusing on the bosonic sector, the relevant contributions for

the quadratic expansion on a gravitational background are'?

Egé)é _ % O 200 % CpCrg® O g™ — % 3edCO OO

Ry IVPRD 4+ 2 C Ry TR s

+ fab(% C% Chege — 8 Rie TR 13) — 450 (Cheae C*™ — Ry TR i)
42 DVPD 4 2D Coaa € 4 2T C 01 Cp + AT e
4T, AbTe 1_36 Coped T /T — g ed TN (7 TV

16 v . v . .
+ Ecabchaef VOV Tgey —4Ch N T N Ty — 6 Copea Ve T V1%

4
-3 abe fCTTIT, 4 (2.12)
where T®¢AYT,;. retains the same form as (2.4).

The O3 Lagrangian, denoted Lgs, is the (1,0) supersymmetric completion of Wi given
g g ) C3y ) p Y p 2 g

in (1.3). Focusing on the bosonic sector, the terms that contribute to the quadratic expansion

on a gravitational background are
8 16

2,b i
ﬁ(cé ) = 3 CapedC® Cp — 3 abedC T CP 0y — 2 Clpeg R IR
4 32 v 16 .
- 1_5 DCabchade - ? Tabccabdevfccdef + 3 Cabcdcabefchdef
+ 16 Tabccabdeﬁc6deef — 16 Tabccabdeﬁd6chef —4 CabcdﬁeTabe6fTCdf

. v 64 - v . .
+ 8 CopeaV T VT — 5 TPy VCeape V ;T + 32T% y VO VT70. (2.13)

We give the full bosonic expressions, Lg??? and Eg%c, in Appendix B.3. We also provide in

Appendix B.1 and B.2, respectively, the expressions E(CQ:,? and L'(C%C which also include fermions
up to quadratic order.

Consider now the full Lagrangians, L), i.e. with all bosons and fermions to all orders.
Under the truncation described above with extra (1,0) vector and gravitini multiplets switched
off, it has to hold

1
5(270) — 5(2,0)—>(1,0) = Lcoe + 5503 ) (2.14)
where L5 )_(1,0) stands for the unique gravitational (1,0) Lagrangian which permits an uplift

to (2,0) conformal supersymmetry. If one were to keep the extra (1,0) vector multiplet, a third
Yang—Mills contribution (denoted Lpnr) is also present — see [26] for detail.

12We stress that, like in the (2,0) case, we have replaced V of [26] by its purely bosonic counterpart V.
Moreover, we have rewritten some terms with a single derivative acting on a conformal primary by using that
K, (primary) = 0.
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2.2 Multiplicities and Wick rotations

In Table 2 we give the complex dimensions of the R-symmetry representations which makes it
easy to compare to the multiplicities in Table 1. Note that, a Lorentzian SMW spinor corre-
sponds to an Euclidean Majorana spinor, because, in Lorentzian signature, chirality is preserved
by charge conjugation, while it is flipped in Euclidean signature. Moreover, the SM condition
is not automatically imposed by the R-symmetry representation, therefore the number of inde-
pendent real fermionic components (i.e. the multiplicites) is half of it. For bosonic fields, their
reality conditions ensure that the number of independent real components equals the complex

dimension.
(2,0) multiplet (1,0) multiplet
field notes symbol USp(4) dim symbol SU(2) dim
graviton em” 1 em” 1
gravitino SMW Yas® 4 Yai® 2
3-form  anti-self-dual Tobe ) 5 Tobe 1
vector real V. (@) 10 Ve (i) 3
fermion SMW Ll 16 X 2
scalar real plillkl 14 D 1

Table 2: R-symmetry representation dimensions of (1,0) and (2,0) Weyl multiplets in the
Lorentzian notations of [25,26]. The fermionic fields obey SM conditions, which is a reality
condition imposed on top of the R-symmetry representation. Therefore the number of truly
independent fields is reduced by a factor 2, producing the multiplicites quoted in Table 1.

To be more precise, we give details for Wick rotating Lorentzian SMW spinors into Majorana
Euclidean spinors. Let our Wick rotation be given by (¢,2) — (7,x) where t = —ir, so that
the Lorentzian Dirac gamma matrix ['j obeys I'f — I'f = —il'§. Let ¢ = (¥, %) be a pair
of left-handed SMW spinors and note that, in the conformal supergravity notation, 1) = ¢
is just the charge conjugate. Embed these Weyl spinors into the Dirac spinors ¥, U¢. If we
Wick rotate both of these to Ui, (U¢)g, we find that (V)¢ = I'§(¥€)g. Thus, the SMW spinor
Y™ corresponds to the single Majorana spinor Wy = Up + FOE(\IJC)E. In the Euclidean Weyl

representation, it holds
(i
Uy = . (2.15)
<70E (V)

We also assume that the Wick rotation does not affect the vector spaces C* in which our Weyl
spinors live, and only acts on its gamma matrix endomorphisms.'®> Thus, the four complex
components of the Euclidean Weyl spinor g are identical to their Lorentzian counterpart given
by ¥ = (¢!, ...,9*). For ease of reference we also mention that the Wick rotated conformal
supergravity gamma matrices I'Y still differ from the I',, used in the Euclidean QFT parts of the
paper by I';;, = il“fln where we are in the coordinate frame, not the orthonormal frame provided

by the vielbein e,,*.14

13For example, the Wick rotation ensures T's, provides a representation of 50(6) ~ su(4) on C{ & Cx where
subscripts L, R denote left and right Weyl spinors.
4The Lorentzian vielbein e, transforms into (*),,* by Wick rotating both its curved and flat space indices.

mb _ 6ab

This is necessary to ensure that (eg)m®(ég)na = gmn and (er)m”(ex) both have the correct signature.
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2.3 Component reduction

We now turn to extracting the terms of the truncated (2,0) Lagrangian that contribute to
quadratic order in a pure gravitational background. In particular, using the truncation, we
expand both (1,0) conformal supergravity Lagrangians into components up to quadratic order
in all fields except the vielbein, which we allow to all orders, and take the linear combination
(2.14). All covariant derivatives are also rewritten in terms of Levi-Civita covariant derivatives,
so that the resulting quadratic Lagrangians are living on some pure gravitational background
given by a pseudo-Riemannian manifold. We give an overview of how this is practically done
and then specialise to the case of each field in the (1,0) Weyl multiplet.

We aim to keep the pure gravitational background general where possible, but in the more
complex cases, namely the 3-form and gravitino, we give some results only in the special cases of:
(i) the sphere S® with Riemann curvature Rgpcq = %(%cﬁbd — NadMbe)R; (ii) a generic Ricci-flat
background with parallel curvature. The extension of these results to more general backgrounds

will be given elsewhere.

2.3.1 Component reduction procedure

We summarise the general procedure followed to obtain the component results, more detail can
be found in [26]. First, we introduce some relevant notation. The component form of the (1,0)
superconformal covariant derivative is given by'®

A

1 a i 1. bc i s b 1. 1 Qo
= —_ — a & — — — —_ — -
Va €a 21/}ai Q zwa Mbc Va Jij baD fa Kb 2¢aa Sz

(2.16)

7

1 1 . R 1.
= Da - 51/}(12‘&@@04 - §(wabc - w(e)abc)Mbc - Val]Jij - baD - fabe - §¢aazs‘a

where e, = e,"0,, is the vielbein vector field, v,® is the gravitino, D = d — %w(e)bchc
is the Levi-Civita covariant derivative, and we have connection forms for @-supersymmetry
(QY), Lorentz (M), SU(2) R-symmetry (J;;), dilatation (D), special conformal (K,) and S-
supersymmetry (S¢). In particular, due to a set of conventional torsion-curvature constraints
on the (1,0) superconformal geometry, the connections cf),f,qg are composite in the sense that
they have implicit spinor and gravitino contributions and their expansions are given in (B.7).
Following [26], we find that, to quadratic order in pure gravitational backgrounds, the (1,0)

Lagrangians take the form'6
i .
ﬁ(gg =F- Zwaiag/am; (217&)
i . . _ " . .
£ =F+ 5 ¥ai" Qe — 16§ Clapy — 81900 “ (V™) o Age T + 2aiap™ (2.17b)

where F' and /% are defined in Appendix B.1, while F, Qa‘”,C’ab,Agci and p are given
in Appendix B.2. In particular, each of these fields are built in terms of the components of
the (1,0) standard Weyl multiplet [26,61]. The (1,0) standard Weyl multiplet can be efficiently
described in terms of a single super-Weyl tensor W# = W (@8 in the (1,0) conformal superspace
of [25]. The independent descendant superfields that generate the standard Weyl multiplet are
the following

X = —%Oﬁgwaﬁ, xbol .= —iﬁiwaﬁ — sl x (2.18)

5We work in the traceless frame of [26].
18The COC Lagrangian is not primary and transforms into a total derivative under K, S-gauge transformations,
as suggested by its explicit dependence upon the K, S-connections f, qAb
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1. o 5 (wiosn 1 ogeon
Y = Zv,’; XY, YU .= -3 (vgxﬁﬂ - Zagvgx’m)) , (2.18b)
~ 1.
5. Ok 5 k )
Yop?® i= Vi, Xap — gvpx(akmaﬁ), (2.18¢)

where @fx is the conformal superspace spinor covariant derivative, which projects onto the base
manifold as Q° -supersymmetry generators acting on covariant fields. The component fields
obtained from projecting these onto the base manifold are defined as

4 15 . . .
Tape := =2Wape|, X" = X, XA = XA (2.19a)
15
D:=—Y]|, VoPHo= Yo PR L Vo = Yo, (2.19b)

where the vertical bar denotes setting all fermionic coordinates 6% to zero and we used that
Weabe = %(’yabc)agWaﬂ . The component fields Xg;ﬁv,yaﬁkl,yaw are composite and their ex-
pansions in terms of the (1,0) Weyl multiplet (e,%,1%ai%, Va", bay Tabe, X', D) are given in Ap-
pendix B. These three fields directly correspond to the Q-supersymmetry gravitini field strength,
the SU(2) R-symmetry curvature, and the Lorentz curvature of the superconformal geometry,
whose bosonic part reduces to the Weyl tensor Cyp,° = %(%b)wo‘(%d)(gﬂ C’a576 written in spinor
notation.

Having clarified the notation, we describe the practicalities of how we reduced the (1,0)
Lagrangians to all components that we need for the analysis in our paper. First, the expressions
for F, Q% F, Qaai, Caps Agci, and p®* defined in Appendix B.1 and Appendix B.2 were
obtained by restricting their full expressions in the supplementary file'” of [26] to quadratic order
in all fields but the vielbein — pure vielbein terms arise only from yag'ﬂs, which has bosonic part
given by the Weyl tensor, as commented above. Second, we extract all the implicit fermions
within the superconformal covariant derivatives. Practically, this means that we degauge the
@, S-connections from superconformal covariant derivatives V, as they contain implicit gravitino
contributions, i.e. the Q-connection is the gravitino and the S-connection q@aai is composite
in terms of the gravitino. Moreover, we degauge parts of the M and K connections which
have implicit gravitini, but also y spinors as well.®® Third, we extract the fermions within
the component expansions of the composite fields Xoiéﬂ“/, ygkl, ya[ﬂé — this mostly amounts to
substitution rules using formulae from [26], which we list in Appendix B, and discarding any
resulting higher-order terms. Fourth, we gauge-fix dilatation b, = 0 and degauge the remaining
bosonic part of the K-connection fab = —% - As we are only interested in pure gravitational
backgrounds, the R-symmetry connection V,*” in the covariant derivatives is discarded and this
leaves us with Levi-Civita covariant derivatives. Fifth, we integrate by parts to isolate the
differential operators acting on fields of the Weyl multiplet, then use symmetries like Bianchi
identities to simplify.

Though the algorithm described above to obtain the required component Lagrangians is
conceptually straightforward, applying it in practice is daunting. In fact, the expansion of the
gravitini alone includes thousands of terms in intermediate steps, and the symmetries provided
by Bianchi identities, integration by parts and fermion bilinears can be highly non-trivial. To
assist in this process, we have largely employed algorithms developed in the computer algebra

software Cadabra [62—64]. Due to such complexity, a complete analysis of the 3-form and gravitini

"The supplementary file of [26] can be downloaded from the following link: arxiv.org/src/1701.08163.

8 A technicality of this is that Q-supersymmetry actions on (Tabmxo‘i,D7Xé/3“’7ya5kl7)ia/ﬂ6) often produce
Va acting on another field. So, degauging the (Q-connection is an iterative process. All other degauging of
M, K, S-connections are simpler than this and do not require iteration.
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fields will be given elsewhere. Now we move to present the results we obtained so far and used
in our paper.

2.3.2 Scalar

Reading directly off the bosonic (1,0) Lagrangians in £ 0)—(1,0) in eq. (2.14) above, we obtain

4 =2
Lp =z DV?D. (2.20)

Degauging the bosonic K-connection with fu; = —%Sab following (2.7) and discarding the R-
symmetry connection V,% leads to

4 1
= —_D(D*+=R)D 2.21

where R is the scalar curvature and we used that D is a conformal primary with weight two. Up
to an overall factor, the result is simply the expected Lagrangian for a 2-derivative conformally
coupled scalar in six dimensions.

2.3.3 Vector

Again, we use the sum of the (1,0) Lagrangians in eq. (2.14) to obtain the (2,0) truncation,
but this time for the vector V,%. However, now we keep contributions to all orders in order to
check that, with the appropriate rewriting, the SU(2) R-symmetry curvature-cubed term cancels.
Indeed, this term is compatible with Weyl symmetry, but is incompatible with supersymmetry
— we will elaborate more on this shortly. We refer to Appendix B.3 for the full bosonic (1,0)
Lagrangians. We find

Ly = ~Rap"V*R®ij — AR api? R RPcr’ + "Ry " Ry
+ 4SabRbcinacij — QSRabinabij , (2.22)

where S = 5,% = %OR is the trace of the Schouten tensor and
Rap'? = ea™ ey (200 V7 + 2V V) (2.23)

is the SU(2) curvature. We can also see that (2.22) matches exactly with the bosonic (2,0)
Lagrangian (2.3) as the USp(4) curvature

R(V)abﬂ =eq ey (28[m‘/n}ﬂ + 2Vv[mk(zvn}kl)) (2.24)

truncates (ignoring the vector and gravitini multiplets) to exactly the SU(2) curvature.
As we are interested in cancelling the R-symmetry curvature-cubed term, we need to keep
the R-symmetry connections so we introduce the covariant derivative

N, 1 ..
Da = €q — §w(€)abchc — ValjJij (2.25)

consisting of just the Levi-Civita and R-symmetry connections. Degauging the K-connection

and gauge-fixing dilatation to zero gives

. L 1 g
VIRa' = D*Rap’? + ZRRay” . (2.26)

15



We can further manipulate equation (2.26) to extract a new SU(2) curvature-cubed term by
making use of!?

“ “ 1 ..
[Da, D] = —5Rabchcd — R i (2.27)

where Rupeq is the usual Riemann curvature. In the end, the Lagrangian reduces to
L g 1 g
Ly = 2Rabiij'DcRcaw + Q(Rbd — 35?73) Rbaindaz] , (2.28)

which coincides with the action that already appeared in [5] (with Levi-Civita connection only).

We can clearly see that in (2.28) the cubic term in R4* cancels and also that the Weyl
tensor terms cancel out. The Weyl tensor terms need to vanish if there exists a factorisation
of differential operators on Einstein backgrounds. We discuss this in more detail in the next
section. The cancellation of the cubic term is consistent with the fact that the truncation to
flat space should precisely coincide with the bosonic Lagrangian for a (1,0) supersymmetric
extension of a FOF term that was first constructed in [14] and agrees with (2.28) upon taking
a flat limit and replacing Rq,% with F,,%. Since an independent supersymmetric extension of a
F3 term only constructed out of the fields of a vector multiplet in six dimensions is not known,
and it is not expected to exist, it is consistent to observe that such cubic term does not appear
in (2.28).

2.3.4 Spinor

Using the quadratic (1,0) Lagrangians in Appendix B, and considering the combination in
eq. (2.14), we obtain
4 N

L, = ﬁ(ﬁlﬁalgxmﬁ%(ﬁi + 16@bxai@bvagxﬁi

— SRX“VasX”s + 6RapX ™ (Ya)as Vix ™ ) (2.29)

where the full background gravitational and R-symmetry couplings are present, and the hidden
fermions in @, S, M, K-connections can be ignored since we are working at quadratic order.
Considering only gravitational coupling, we need only degauge the K-connection, gauge-fix
dilatation to zero and discard everything else. Thus, we can follow (2.7) and discard its R-
symmetry terms to obtain

VaX® = Dgx™, (2.30a)
VaVpx® = D, Dpx™ + ;Sabxm - %(%c)ﬂasacxﬁi : (2.30b)

Integration by parts then yields the expression®’
Ly =i [1D3 + QSab%Db} Y. (2.31)

This Lagrangian has already appeared in [5] on a generic geometric background.

19Using ﬁ[aRbC] 4 = 0, which follows from the so(1,5) @ su(2) curvature’s Bianchi identity
Zv)[a(%Rbc]deMde + Rbclijejij) = 0, we obtain
. iy . . g 1 iy . .
RPuD*Rap”? = —2R Dy DR 0 4 Caped R ;R — Ry R 1iRaa™ — TORRabinab” + AR Ry Rear” .

20We denote @3 = a7 DD D and also use that yivax® = 0.

16



We briefly mention a reformulation of the spinor’s pure gravitational quadratic Lagrangian in
terms of a K-invariant operator.?! By construction, such an operator guarantees Weyl covariance
when the K-connection is degauged from the covariant derivatives and dilatation is gauge-fixed
to zero.?? To this end, we introduce a conformal covariant derivative without R-symmetry

~ 1
Va = ea — gwle, b) o Mye — boD — fop K (2.32)
which consists of just the connection w(e,b) of eq. (2.6), the dilatation connection and the K-
connection which reduces to the Schouten tensor, fy;, = —%Sab, upon setting b, = 0. One can
show that
K [(raTve = Yabe) VAV VY] = 0, (2.33a)
Ky [XiWabcﬁa@b@cXZ} =0, (233b)

where the second equation holds only if one contracts with a second x on the left as well.
Moreover, one can show that
XiYabe VEVIVEXT = 0 (2.34)

vanishes identically, but would not, and would not be K-invariant, if background R-symmetry
was included in V. Hence, a manifestly conformal Lagrangian is given by

Ly=xi VX (2.35)
Degauging the K-connection to return to Levi-Civita covariant derivatives D = d — w(e) repro-
duces (2.31) obtained from the truncated (2,0) Lagrangian.

2.3.5 Gravitino

We will not give the gravitino’s quadratic Lagrangian on a general gravitational background as
it is too unwieldy. We also focus on the physical transverse (D,¢*® = 0) and gamma-traceless
(Y4 = 0) components, which we denote ¥-*“. These conditions arise from Q- and S-
supersymmetry gauge-fixing respectively. Moreover, we substantially simplify the gravitational
background, by restricting to spherical and Ricci-flat, parallel curvature backgrounds.

It is useful to note that the gamma-traceless condition, implies the following relations

’Yawj_ai =0, :Yabwj_bi = 1/1; ) 'Yabcwj_ci = 2'7[awlf}_i >

. ~ ) i (2.36)
r)/abcdwj_di = 37[ab¢i]_i ) 7abcde¢lei = 47[abcwcjl]i ) 7abcdef¢lfi = 57[abcdwé}_i .

As a result of gamma-tracelessness and the transverse condition, the quadratic Lagrangian
arising from (2.14) on a spherical background takes the simple form

: ai 2i ai 3i at
Ly = W DPYt + S RD* Py’ + i RAPy, (2:37)

where D* = D?D2. On a Ricci-flat, parallel curvature background we have evaluated the 5- and
3-derivative terms as

Ly = iy DY P 4 10y Ly g D* Doyt + lower derivatives . (2.38)

2'We thank Arkady Tseytlin and Matteo Beccaria for private communication on this reformulation.
22We discuss this formalism briefly earlier in this section, but more details can be found in [25,57-60].
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We do not evaluate the lower-derivative terms, since the analysis is considerably complicated

due to the interplay between the symmetries of the fermion bilinears, the transverse and gamma-

traceless conditions, and the parallel curvature condition.?3

Before moving to the 3-form field, it is important to stress that we have explicitly checked
that mixed terms between spinor x and gravitino ,° (without restricting to the transverse and
gamma-traceless component) at quadratic level vanish in generic gravitational backgrounds.?*
This is a reassuring consistency check on the fermionic Lagrangian since an off-diagonal term
would not be allowed by S-supersymmetry.

2.3.6 3-form

The quadratic Lagrangian for the 3-form can be read from the bosonic (1,0) Lagrangian in the
combination of eq. (2.14) as

32 S 16 e 32 VAR
ACT _ EcadeTabevevacdf + gcabchabevaeTcdf _ gcabchaefvbchdef
. v . v 16
+ 8Cab6dvaTbefchdef + 12CadeVeTabfvacde - ?CabefCCdefTabchdg
. 4TabCA4Tabc , (239)

where T AT, retains the same form as (2.4). Gauge-fixing dilatation and degauging the
K-connection, fq = —%Sab, gives the gravitational background result

Lr— 1_?? CabedT,, DI D, Toy + % CveAT, D, DI T,y — 33_2 CoAT, DD Ty s
+ 120%9DI Ty, * D, Togy + 8C™Dy Ty I DTy y — ? Cobed eI T, 9T,
1 %Cabchab “TedeR — ?CadeTab “Toa ! Rep — AT ATy, (2.40)
where

Tabe b, pabep?p DTy %TabcDaDQDdTbcd B %TabcDeDaDdDeTbcd
+ T%D, DYD>T} g — f—QTGbCTab D,D.R — 1—12T“bcTab D, D4R
- %T“bcTab ID2Req + ;T“bcTa €D Dy Ree + %T“bchTabchR

. éTabcDeTab dDeRcd . % TabcDeTab chRed . TabchTad Dy Ree

11 2 1
- %T“bcDaTbc DR — gT“bcDaTb D Ree — 6T@’M)eDdTabdRce

Z3The parallel curvature condition, i.e. the requirement that the Riemann tensor be covariantly constant, implies
0= [Da7 Db]Rcdef - 7zab¢:g7?'dgef - Rabngcgef + Rabechdfg - 7?'abfg/}zcdeg .

It is interesting to note that the tensor Tupcdes := Rabe? Rgdes, When considered with the constraint from parallel
curvature, does not live in a single Young tableau with Typ[cdef) = 0 as a Garnir symmetry. Tensors living in a
Young tableau naturally have multi-term symmetries where they vanish if antisymmetrised over some subsets of
indices, e.g. Riabcja = 0 for the Riemann tensor. Such symmetries are called Garnir symmetries [65, 66].

24This requires integration by parts and the use of involved relations that come from Bianchi identities, sym-
metries of the curvature tensor, and symmetries of fermion bilinears. In particular, we used

abce _ 1 abe i_e abe i_c 1 c abe 7
0 = 2CabecaC X' hes — CabedC™ X' Y Wei + CapeaC®f X'y doppi — 5 Cab doabel Yedefntd"i .
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1 1 17
_ §TabchDeTabdRce _ §TabcD2Tab dRcd _ _TabCDdDaTbcdR

60
37 2
— T%DD, The “Reeq + @T“bcDQDdTbcdR — gT“bcDaDeTbc IR ed
5 4 1
- gTabchDade eRce + gTabcDaDdde eRce - ETabcTab dRRcd
1 1
+ ET“bcTab R Rae + ET‘“’CTQ R pdRee - (2.41)
For completeness, we also provide the explicit K-connection degauging formulae which have
been used (we discard the R-symmetry connection)?®
ViaTief = DaTues (2.42a)
ViVeTier = DoVeTuer — 2focTaes — 6 foiaTesic + 65 Mealefy » (2.42D)
VaVpVTaer = DaVoVeTyer — 8fawVeyTaer — 6faaVieTesp — 6 aaVip Le e
+ 2f " e ViTaes + 6.fa" 00V o Tepin + 6.fa" 0V oy Tepin » (2.42c¢)

~

v0L6b§c6dTefg = DaﬁbﬁcﬁdTefg - 2ﬁcﬁbTefgfad - 46b6c,1ﬂefgfad - 66b6dTefgfac
- 6vcvdjjefgfab - 6Vcvdjjb[eff\adg] - GVdeTc[effMg} - 6vbchd[eff|a\g}
+ 200 ViV aTe g fo" 4 2060V Vi Teg fo + 20eaVeViTopg fa

+ 60y V1V Trgnta” + 60V oV a Trgnfa + 60ae Vi Ve Trgnta” -
(2.42d)

When the 3-form’s quadratic Lagrangian is restricted to the sphere S8, we obtain
1
L1 = Ty DVD*DyT? + 3RTabcD“DdTde. (2.43)

We now turn to using these results to determine the same expressions in the Euclidean case.
These will then be used for the heat kernel calculation of the conformal anomalies.

3 Quadratic Lagrangians

In this section we present the expressions for the quadratic Lagrangians in Euclidean space used
in the derivation of the conformal anomalies and discuss the factorisation of the operators that
we employ. We often drop overall factors in analysis of the actions, as they are irrelevant for
our purposes.

For the graviton case we perform a general calculation clarifying some aspects of the previous
literature. For the gravitino and the 3-form we do not have a full calculation but we have sound
Ansatz and consistency check. We will discuss this in detail.

We use the symbol L to indicate the irreducible representations given by covariantly trans-
verse and traceless (or gamma-traceless in the case of the gravitino) component.

In this section we introduce several second-order differential operators denoted as Ay, where
f indicates the field they act upon, hopefully in a self-explanatory notation.?6 For reference, the
operators are also reported in (A.22a)-(A.22f). We also remind the reader that we will adopt
the notation introduced in Appendix A.2 from this section on.

25Note that KoTpeq = 0 being primary implies ?aTbcd = DuoTpeq. Also, these are consistent with the similar
formulae in [26].

26This notation differs from the one used elsewhere in the literature, where the subscript refers to the order of
the differential operator.
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3.1 Graviton

We consider now the particular Weyl-invariant gravitational theory that admits the N' = (2,0)
supersymmetric extension, which is W29 defined in (1.5).27 It has the peculiar property that,
by adding a term proportional to Eg that does not change the classical and one-loop structure,
it can be cast in the form (see also [40,41])

S = / d%r\/g [Rm”D2Rmn - %3023 — 2R™ SR Rps — R™ Ry R + %33 . (3.0)

This is remarkable in that it is at most linear in the uncontracted Riemann tensor, thus van-
ishing on Ricci-flat geometries, and admits Einstein-type solutions. This form of the action is
significantly simpler to manipulate than (1.5), as the application of Bianchi identities is more
straightforward. As mentioned in the introduction, the integrand of (3.1) is exactly the Q-
curvature Qg given in (1.8) and this fact has a four-dimensional analogue (see footnote 7).

We then need the quadratic action on a geometric background, so we expand gymn — gmn +
Rmn, Where the new metric ¢, is taken to be Einstein. We further decompose h,, in its
irreducible components via (D.1b); only the transverse traceless mode k.- appears then in the
action (3.1) due to diffeomorphism and conformal invariance. It is most convenient to present
the result of the expansion in the form of the differential operators acting on symmetric rank-2
tensors

Ag[r)hmn = —D?hypn — 2Rmnsh™ + 7 Rhpn (3.2)

which are deformations of the Lichnerowicz operator [35,40]. A direct calculation shows that
the quadratic expansion of the action (3.1) can be rewritten in the form

S = [ iy Bl Aald] 2] B, (33)

We notice here a first difference in the structure of the differential operators between the gravi-
ton and lower-rank fields as e.g. those considered in [9], namely possible couplings with the
Riemann tensors due to the higher number of Lorentz indices. In fact, this very coupling plays
an important role, because it decouples the (nonphysical) longitudinal mode, since

1
D" As[r) i = —D2D™ by, + (r - 5) RD™ iy (3.4)

which follows from D™D?h,,,, = 2Rpame P°h*™, and therefore D™ Asg[r]hpy, is transverse if and
only if h,,, is. The scalar mode corresponding to the trace decouples as well, since clearly
9" Ag[r]hpy, = 0 if and only if ¢""h,, = 0. Furthermore, these two decouplings take place
independently of each other. The structure of the operator (3.2) matches the expressions for
those appearing in 4d conformal supergravity, see [38,67], as well as those employed to study
conformal higher spin theories on S° in [6].

The expression (3.3) was first given in [35], where it was derived with the additional parallel
(covariantly constant) curvature assumption D, Rynrs = 0. However the factorisation of (3.3)
relies solely on the Einstein condition, without any other assumption on the background geom-
etry, as already emphasized in [36]. This therefore extended the result of [35] and a posteriori
justified the subsequent analysis of [40, Appendix D].

27 As mentioned in the introduction, this analysis was independently done in [36].
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3.2 Gravitino and 3-form

Here we present the analogous calculation for the gravitino and 3-form. It is somewhat more
conjectural than the one performed for the graviton, however given the amounts or cross-checks
discussed in the introduction we are confident in the results.

The gravitino, which in FEuclidean signature we describe as a 8 component Majorana spinor
and denote ., is discussed in full analogy to the graviton, i.e. in terms of its irreducible
transverse and gamma-traceless component ;- and has a 5-derivative kinetic term.

The 3-form field T}, has a more complicated structure. Our analysis is heavily inspired
by the one done for the 2-form of 4d conformal supergravity in [38,68,69], with the additional
complication of the (anti)-self-duality constraint. The quadratic term has the form

L7~ D™ Tac D?* Dy T + lower derivative terms, (3.5)

where the lower derivative terms involve couplings with the curvature tensors. The way of writing
(3.5) is not unique due to (anti)-self-duality, however there is a feature of the action (3.5) that
cannot be avoided: the kinetic operator is non-minimal, because the highest derivative term is
not a power of the Laplacian. In fact, such a term is algebraically zero, ™" DT, = 0, as a
consequence of self-duality. To overcome this difficulty we use the Hodge decomposition of the
type (D.1le). The requirement of (anti)-self-duality forces the 2-form W,,,, to be proportional to
Vinn. The Lagrangian (3.5) gives then a six-derivative operator for V', which if restricted to the
transverse mode is minimal.

We therefore adopt the decomposition
Tonr = Dy Vi) % %EWMCGDGVl (3.6)
where the sign in front of i depends on the details of the Wick-rotation®® (see e.g. [70]) but it
does not matter in our calculation, as it only enters squared. We use real V,,,;, so as to preserve
the number of independent degrees of freedom. In writing (3.6) we furthermore restricted V;,,;,
to be transverse. The two-form V,,,, thus introduced has a 6-derivative kinetic term, which is
by construction a minimal one in the transverse mode V.- .

In redefining the fields as described we ignore the contribution of harmonic forms. These are
known to influence the topological (type-A) anomaly, i.e. the a-coefficient [38,69,71]. Since the
a-anomaly for the 3-form is already known from [3] and the focus of our work is essentially the
¢; coefficients, here we do not dwell on this aspect any further.

3.2.1 Structure of the quadratic Lagrangians

Given the structure of (3.2), we expect factorisations of the form

Ly~ (=D* 4 )(=D* + - )Py, (3.7a)
Lr~Vi (=D +.. ) (=D*+..)(=D*+...)ytmn, (3.7Db)
We introduce the following parametric families of differential operators??
As[rlpm = =D — %Rmmr%" + 7Ry, , (3.8a)
Agt[8)Vinn = =D*Vin — Connrs V" + SRV - (3.8b)

281n six Lorentzian dimensions one has real (anti)-self-dual forms obeying 3!T£m = :tamnmcsTiacs; in six

Euclidean dimensions this condition becomes 3! Tim = demnracs T 4.
29Tn Agr we use the Weyl tensor instead of the Riemann tensor for convenience, but this choice is of course

arbitrary.
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Notice that, when restricted to transverse and (gamma-)traceless components as in (3.7a) and
(3.7b), no other structure can appear, because e.g. Fm”w# x 1™ as a consequence of the
Clifford algebra and of T");- = 0. We have chosen the numerical coefficients of the curvature
tensors because they are the only ones that preserve transversality condition mimicking the
graviton case, (3.4), and they allow for natural properties to be satisfied, as we are about to
discuss. Furthermore, in analogy with the graviton operator (3.2), the gravitino operators A 3
as defined in (3.8a) match those of 4d conformal supergravity, cf. [38,67], as well as those used
for conformal higher spin theories on S% in [6].
We propose a factorisation on physical fields of the type

Su= [ V3 Agln] Aglra] 1w, (3.90)
St = /\/§ Vi, Aogls1] Aoglsa] Aoglss] V™, (3.9b)

where we ignored irrelevant normalisation factors for the fields. Before discussing explicit values,
we motivate our Ansatz (3.9a).

Let us start with the the 2-form operator. First, having the same coupling to the Weyl tensor
in all three factors ensures that the operators commute, consistently with self-adjointness. Then,
the specific coefficient —1 ensures that Ao preserves transversalitly as a consequence of

1
D" D*Vyp = D*D"™Vipny + Raers DV + ERDmen : (3.10)

For the gravitino we observe the relations

™ A [r]hm = =D (T 4hn) + (r - é) RT™ 4y, , (3.11a)
D™ Asfrliom = =D* (D™ ) + (7’ - %) RD™ iy, . (3.11b)

As a consequence, A3z preserves transversality and gamma-tracelessness separately, and this fact
2

plays a key role in the evaluation of its determinant, cf. Appendix D.2. This is not the case for

the Dirac operator, since

1

Pm@wm - —@(mem) + 2,Dm1/}m 5 /Dmﬁwm - mewm + 2d

RT™,,, . (3.12)

However, the Dirac operator commutes? with A3 [r] for all 7 and the square of the Dirac operator
2

on the gravitino has precisely the form As,
2

(iPg)* = Aslg]. (3.13)

Once again, the fact that the coupling to the Riemann tensor is the same in the two-derivative
factors in (3.9a) guarantees their commutation, hence the three operators in the factorisation
totally commute as required by (anti)-self-adjointness.

For these reasons factorisations of the form (3.9a) and (3.9b) appear to be the natural
expectation in analogy to the graviton case. We have not explicitly verified in full generality yet
that on Einstein backgrounds the Lagrangian density does factorize in terms of the operators
(3.8a) and (3.8b). However in the next subsection we gather the evidence that we have found
and we fix the values of the remaining coefficients. A complete analysis is left for future work.

30T his follows from [@, fDQ]wm = —2I"RramsD%Y° and (A.19). This depends on the value of the coupling
with the curvature tensor.
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3.2.2 Comparison with explicit evaluations

Focusing on the physical components (transverse and gamma-traceless), we have evaluated the
conformal supergravity action on the six sphere S% whose Riemann tensor in our notation is
(A.16). In such a background the factorisation of the operators is automatic and allows us to
fix the values of the coefficients r;’s and s;’s.

An additional analysis of the 3-form action based on Weyl-symmetry alone is reported in
Appendix E. In particular, it confirms the S® case and shows that a factorised action is necessarily
of the form (3.9b).

Furthermore, (2.38) shows that the factorisation (3.9a) is consistent in the gravitino case in
the 5- and 3-derivative for a Ricci-flat background obeying the parallel curvature condition.

The quadratic Lagrangians for the gravitino and 3-form on S® have been evaluated in Sec-
tion 2. Wick rotating the the gravitino Lagrangian (2.37) and translating it to our QFT notation,
we obtain the action

Sy = / V7 bk |-t 4 RD2 8 2| i (3.14)
Comparing (3.14) with (3.9a) gives
7 13
= — = — ., 3.15
1 60’ 72 60 ( )

The 3-form Lagrangian on S® was evaluated in (2.43). Wick rotating and expressing the 3-form
T in terms of V as in (3.6) yields the action

ST _ /\/§ |:VacD6Vac o RvacD4Vac + RQvac 2Vac . @Ri’) Vacvac ) (316)
Comparison with (3.9b) gives
4 1
8125282, 8325. (3.17)

The two pieces of information (3.15) and (3.17) completely fix the factorised action with our
Ansatz and the numerical values are in line with those obtained for other fields in similar
calculations, which is quite reassuring.

3.3 Vector, spinor and scalar

The low-spin fields that are relevant for the (2,0) conformal supergravity have been reported
elsewhere in the literature, but we summarize them here in Einstein backgrounds for complete-
ness and clarity of exposition.

The scalars are real and appear with a standard 2-derivative conformally coupled kinetic

term as shown in (2.21),

/\/— D A2 D Aolr] = —D? + IR, (3.18)

d—2
I(d=1)
We denote the 8-component Majorana spinor field as x. We obtained the Lagrangian in

where — % is the conformal-coupling parameter in d = 6.

(2.31); converting it to our notation the action reads
. [z L
SXZI/\/EX['p +%R¢]X. (3.19)
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Notice that the operator factorises as

So== [VIXABIP, Ayl =10+ R, (3.20)
where we used @2 =D? — iR.
Finally we have the 4-derivative R-symmetry gauge vector, which for simplicity we denote

Ap,. The action, from (2.28) is

1
Sq = /\/§ [’DTFTmDnan + —Ranan} s Fon = DmAn — DA, )
30
) : (3.21)
= ALt™ DY — ZRD? 4+ — R?| AL
/\/5 [ 5 * 180 } mo

where we have dropped R-symmetry indices and the terms that lead in the action to orders
higher than quadratic in A,,, and we have also used that, owing to gauge invariance, only the
transverse part A#L actually appears in the action. We observe also in this case that the kinetic
operator factorizes in terms of minimal 2-derivative operators as

Sa= [Va AT A AE) A il = gD+ R (3.22)

As mentioned around (2.28), there is another Weyl- and gauge-invariant term that could, in
principle, appear in the action (when written in the form (3.21)), namely Cyprs F™"F"™. In
fact, this term is present in the (1,0) conformal supergravity Lagrangians, but it remarkably
disappears in the (2,0) combination. Such a contribution prevents a factorisation, e.g. because
it produces 2-derivative terms R™" AL D, D. A, cf. [9].

4 Partition functions and conformal anomalies

In this section we use the quadratic operators to construct the partition functions and eval-
uate the conformal anomalies. We also verify the number of dynamical degrees of freedom v
propagated by each field.3!

The technical details concerning the functional determinants and the heat-kernel coefficients
are relegated to Appendices C and D.

4.1 Scalar, spinor and vector

The scalar field with action (3.18) has a partition function of the form

1
Zp = /o;st e 5D = [deto Ao[é]] 2 (4.1)
which clearly propagates one degree of freedom and immediately gives the conformal anomaly

1 5 18 5}
dAp = b6(AO[%]) =7 <_EE6 - 3-’1 — 5-72 + 213 ,) (4.2)

as quoted in the introduction.

311n this context the number of on-shell degrees of freedom is given by the partition function in flat background
as Z[flat] = [det(—8%)]7"/?, so that v = 1 for a real 2-derivative scalar. Notice that v > 0 for bosonic and v < 0
for fermionic fields.
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The x spinor can be treated in full analogy to obtain

[N
SIS

= /%D e = {detl Al[%]} [detl ﬂb} (4.3)
2 2
where the exponent % comes from using Majorana spinors in Dirac gamma-matrix notation. To
evaluate the determinant of the Dirac operator we use the standard procedure of relating it to
its square, —ZD2 =A; [%], so that we obtain
2

1

[de‘m Al [6—3]} {de‘m A1 [i]} . (4.4)

From (4.4), we can also verify the number of dynamical degrees of freedom v of a 3-derivative
Majorana or Weyl spinor,

7, [flat] = [det%[—ﬂgaﬂ% = Jaeto-0%] ", w0 = 12, (4.5)

as reported in the table in the introduction.
From (4.4) we immediately obtain the anomaly via the evaluation of the heat-kernel coeffi-
cients

1 /39 896 220
o, = —bo(A ( Eg

B - 305 = 7 Thtghouk). 46

as mentioned in the introduction and originally computed by [5,55].

1
2

The vector field requires some additional care due to gauge invariance, which we deal with
by restricting to transverse fields. In turn, this entails additional Jacobian factors in the func-
tional integral and determinants restricted to transverse modes. These aspects are reviewed in
Appendix D. In particular, in decomposing (3.21) in terms of the transverse component and the
longitudinal (unphysical) mode as in (D.1a), the functional integral picks up the Jacobian factor
Jp explicitly given in (D.5a). As a result, the partition function reads

l\')l»—l

A= /95141 e 9 = J1 {detu_ Al[%] detq | Al[%]} , (4.7)

where the determinant indicates explicitly that it is restricted to transverse modes.

The transversality restriction can be lifted as described in Appendix D.2, in particular using

(D.8a). As a result, we arrive at the partition function??

= [ [deto AO [0” deto Ao[i]‘| , (48)

5
detq Al[%] detq Al[gl]

32The standard Faddeev-Popov procedure with gauge € = €[A] produces (see e.g. [9,55,72]) the family of
partition functions (on Einstein background geometry)

-

Zawpp = [deto €] [deto Ag | 2 /QZ)A e SAFP  Gupp = /AMAAAm +(D-A)(-D*)(D- A) — €A,

56[A]

l—f _—
G = D’”Mm’

2 1 7
AsA,, =D*A,, — ZRD’A,, + —RD,D"A, + —R*A,,
A 5R + 15R + I SOR )
where deto €’ is the Faddeev-Popov determinant and Ag is an A-independent Gaussian weight with some degree
of arbitrariness. For the Feynman-Landau-DeWitt-type gauge 6 = D™ A,,, one has €' = A¢[0], but there are still
several possible choices for Ag = —D? 4+ .... With the simplest Ag = Ap[0] one gets

1
2

Zarp = [deto Ao[O]] 3 [detl AA] ,

which is the one used in [9]. The choice Ag¢ = Ao[5] produces (4.8). In either case the total bs coefficient
governing the one loop divergences and the conformal anomaly (cf. (1.2)) is the same, since it is physical.
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where now all determinants are unconstrained and explicit. Specialising (4.8) to flat space we
can verify the number of dynamical degrees of freedom,

3
2

7 4[flat] = [detl[—nﬁaﬂ]*l[deto[—aQ]] = [deto[-07]] *,  w(4)=9, (4.9)

[N}

matching the entry in Table 1 in the introduction.

Then from (4.8) one can obtain the conformal anomaly via the heat-kernel coefficients,

dda = b(A1[1]) + bs(A1[55]) — 2b6(A0[0]) — be(Ao[7E])
9275 97 911 5 (4.10)

= 2R o 2, 2
s 716 180" T 5020°2 T 16873

which are the values quoted in the introduction. In relation to the comments around (2.28)
and (3.22), if we include the contribution Cy,,,s F™" F" in the analysis, the ¢; coefficients get

modified according to its coupling, see [9)].

4.2 Graviton

The partition function corresponding to the classical action (3.3) reads

N|=

Zy = /%hg e 5h = Jo Jl_l {detzj_ A[%] deto | A[%] detg | A[O]} - , (4.11)

where we have introduced the Jacobian .Jo associated to the decomposition into irreducible
representations given in (D.5b). The factor J; s due to the fact that the partition function is
normalised to un-contrained fields.

We then relax the transversality condition following the discussion in Appendix D.2 and
obtain

1
Zh _ ldetl Al[—%] det1 Al[?;_l()] det1 Al[—%] det1 Al[—%] deto AQ[-%]] 2 , (412)

detg Ao[—%] detyo AQ[%] detqo AQ[%] detqo Ag[0]

where the superscript 0 in 2° indicates that the determinant is taken on traceless symmetric
rank-2 tensors. We can then verify that (4.12) reproduces the expected number of degrees of
freedom v,

Zylfiat] = [ detao [—]12032]}7% [doti[-160%]] = [deto[=0%] . w(h) =36,  (413)

where 20 is the dimension of the space of symmetric traceless tensors (cf. (C.8)) and the number
of degrees of freedom, 36, matches the one given in Table 1 in the introduction.

The anomaly can then be computed from (4.12) by direct evaluation of the heat-kernel
coefficients (see appendix C for formulae) and the result is

s, = be(Ao[—3]) + be(Ago [~ 5]) + be(Ag[~5]) + be(Ag[—3])
)

— bs(A1[—¢]) — be(A1[35]) — b6(A1[—35]) — be(A1[—3]) — bs(Ao[—1]) (4.14)
601 1507 635 1639
= —F¢+—11 +

= 20, - 220
2016 45 1712672 420 %

matching what was anticipated Table 1 in the introduction.

26



4.3 Gravitino

We can evaluate the 1-loop partition function from the action (3.9a) as

1

Z¢ = /9)1/13 e S = J3 [detallﬁ detal Aa[Gl] detal A3[6_3]} , (4.15)

where we have included the Jacobian factor (D.5f). Then we relax the transverse gamma-
traceless condition and obtain

SIS

[dets A[]]? dets A[Z] dety A[%] o
Zy = . . 4.16
det% A[1—12] [det% A[2—10” [det% A[—2—10”
We can reproduce the expected number of degrees of freedom from (4.15) via
_3 5
Zy[flat] = [det%[_ngaﬂ} [det%[_nma?]] T = [deto[-0%)]%,  w(p)=-T2, (417

where we used that all operators in flat space are the scalar Laplacian times the identity in
spinor and vector-spinor space (we are using Dirac gamma-matrix notation). As a result, Zy
describes 72 fermionic degrees of freedom, which is the number quoted in Table 1.

Finally, the anomaly is given by the combination of bg coefficients determined by (4.16),

[5))

+06(A1[75]) + 206(A1 [55]) + 3b6(A
4643 644 110 379

= g o 2 L+ 2
S 710 451 g3 2 T g

which are the values given in Table 1.

i1 = —5bo(A3[2]) — bo(As[F]) — bo(A

3
2

N|w

[—2)) (4.18)

1
2

4.4 3-form

The construction of the partition function for the 3-form requires some specific discussion. The
Jacobian associated to the field redefinition (3.6) cannot be computed with the standard tech-
niques employed for the other fields and discussed in Appendix D due to the self-duality con-
straint, which forces Ty, T™"" = 0 algebraically. In (D.5e) we have computed the Jacobian for
the transformation Typnr — (Vinn, Winn) given in (D.1le), namely without imposing self-duality;
in this case the two components V and W contribute independently and with the same contri-
bution, cf. (D.3). Since (3.6) is the same type of transformation but with W given in terms of
V', we postulate that the associated Jacobian is the square root v/Jsf of (D.5e). As a result,

[un

_1
Zp = /%Tgf e 5T = VALY /%V;{ e 5T = {detgﬁ_ A[%]} 2 {dethJ_ A[%]} 2 , (4.19)

where one of the determinants from (3.9b),(3.17) is cancelled by the Jacobian factor.
Eliminating the transversality constraint with the techniques described in Appendix D.2 we

then obtain )
3

det1 Al[l] det1 Al[l]
& 10 (4.20)

ldetgf AQ[ ] detor AQ[ ] detg Ao[ ] detg Ao[ ]] ’
where now all determinants are explicit and unconstrained. As a check of (4.20) we count the
number v of degrees of freedom by computing

Zr [ﬁat] = [detgf[—]h582]} - |:det1 [—H632]:| ' [deto[—82]} - = [deto —({92:| - , V(T) =20,

(4.21)
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where 15 is the dimension of the space of 2-forms as in (C.9) and we obtain the result v = 20
anticipated in the introduction.

All operators in (4.20) are second order differential operators and the anomaly can thus be
evaluated with the usual techniques. We obtain

sy = be(Aar[75]) + bo(Aar[5]) + b6 (Ao[—15]) + bs(A0[0])
— bs(A1[g]) — be(A1[75]) — anFe (4.22)
1,779 1, 1 5
= L R LT

We have symbolically included the contribution of the harmonic forms in the coefficient ay,.
The a coefficient for the 3-form was computed in [3] via AdS7/CFT¢ correspondence without
invoking the Hodge decomposition. In particular, their calculation also captures the contribution
of the harmonic forms that we spuriously introduce with the change of variables (3.6). Their
result a = —% (which corresponds to ap, = —105) is the one used in the introduction. The ¢;

coefficients are an original result of this paper.
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A Notation and conventions

In this paper we use two different sets of conventions to connect with the notation used in
the two different subfields we consider in this paper. For the (classical) conformal supergravity
derivation of the quadratic Lagrangians, we follow the notation established in the respective
literature [25,26]. In particular, the signature is Lorentzian. This applies only to Section 2 and
Appendix B. In the introduction, Sections 3 and 4 as well as appendices C, D and E, which are
devoted to the evaluation of the anomaly, we adhere to the QFT notation of e.g. [3-5,9,40].
In particular, it is customary to use a Wick-rotated Euclidean signature to have a formally
convergent functional integral. The following two subsections discuss the details of the notation
employed in the paper.

A.1 Lorentzian Supergravity notation

We give a brief overview of our Lorentzian notation. For further information about the Lorentzian
supergravity conventions we refer to Appendix A of [25]. Our index notation is as follows
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indices usage ranges

m,n,T,S,D,q curved vector 0,1,2,3,4,5
a,b,c,d,e, f,g,h flat vector 0,1,2,3,4,5
o, B,7,0,¢,¢,(,n,0 Weyl spinor SU*(4) 1,2,34
i, 7,k 0,47 K 1" (1,0) R-symmetry SU(2) 1,2
1,7, k1 (2,0) R-symmetry USp(4) 1,2,34

Table 3: Index notations used in (1,0) and (2,0) conformal supergravity. The Weyl spinor
representations of Spin(1,5) ~ SU*(4) are dual to one another, so we need only one set of spinor
indices.

In an orthonormal frame given by the vielbein e,,%, our metric is n,, = diag(—1,1,1,1,1,1)
and our Lorentzian Levi-Civita symbols are £g19315 = —%12345 = 1. Our SU(2) invariant tensors
are normalised as €2 = —e19 = 1 and analogously for the primed case. We take the standard
definitions for the other Levi-Civita symbols, i.e. e1234 = £'?3 = 1 for SU*(4) and USp(4). We

take our symplectic form for USp(4) as

) ij y
i (7 03 g (% ). (A1)
0 82‘7 - O El'/j/

Our Levi-Civita covariant derivative is denoted D = d — w(e) where the 1-form w(e) =
%w(e)bchc, with My, the Lorentz generators, is related to the usual Christoffel symbols by the
vielbein-generated GL(6) gauge transformation

1
w(e)abc = _§(Cabc + Ccab - Cbca) ; Cmna = 2a[m€n]a s (A2a)
1
"y = ean( — w(e)pab) O+ €a"0pe = 5gnq <8mgpq + OpGimg — 8qum) . (A.2Db)

Up to a minus sign and a Wick rotation, the Riemann, Ricci, scalar, Weyl, Schouten curvature
tensors are the same as the Euclidean conventions described below. Explicitly, one can define
the Riemann curvature in our Lorentzian conventions by

1
[Da, Di)Ve = =5 Rap™ MegVe = —Rapea V" (A3)

Even though we will comment more in Appendix B, it is important to note here that the (1,0)
superconformal geometry described by the covariant derivative V, of equation (2.16) introduces
a more general Lorentz connection

- i i
Wabe = w(e, b)abc - Zwbk’hwck - §wak7[bwc}k 3 (A4a)
w(e’ b)abc = W(e)abc - 2"70L[bbc] ) (A4b)

«

where b, is the dilatation connection and 4;* is the gravitino. The bosonic connection w(e, b)

of (A.4) is a feature of conformal symmetry only, so it holds equally as well in the (2,0) case,
but the gravitino contributions will be different. The associated Lorentz curvatures are defined

by Cartan’s structure equations as
Rap™ (@) := €a™ e (20min* = 2opm ) , (A.5a)
Rab(@) = Racbc(@) ) (A.5b)
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R(@) = R (%) | (A.5¢)

Cap™ (@) = Rap(@) — 6 Ry (@) + 1%5{;5;?73(@) , (A.5d)
where, in the bosonic case, one can replace the @ in the formulae above with w(e,b). A key
point is that, since the dilatation curvature vanishes and C,;°¥(w(e, b)) is a conformal primary,
then Cyp(w(e, b)) = Cup(w(e)) is independent of by. That is, it is the usual Weyl tensor
of (pseudo-)Riemannian geometry and this justifies why we always denote it as C,,°?. The
same does not hold for the non-primary Rq°(w(e, b)) or its traces, but one can check that
Rade(w(e)) = R is the usual Riemann tensor — note we are in an orthonormal frame e,
here, not the coordinate frame. More details can be found in [25,26].

In regards to the (2,0) USp(4) and (1,0) SU(2) R-symmetry curvatures, we define them via
Cartan’s structure equations as

Rapd = eq™ep™ (2a[mvn]iﬂ' + 2V[m’“(ivn}kj)) , (A.6a)

R(V)abﬁ = 6atmebn (28[771‘/;4ﬂ + 2V'[mﬁ(lvn}ﬁl)) ) (A6b)

where V,% and V,% are the USp(4) and SU(2) connections, respectively.
Our Clifford algebra conventions with Weyl gamma matrices (Vq)ag, (7a)*® are

~ ~ = (e} 1 (07
('Ya)a'y(%)yﬁ + (’Yb)a'y(’Va)Vﬂ = _277ab5g ) (Ya) f = 55 ﬁvé(%t)vé- (A7)

Given any Weyl spinor x® we can enforce a Symplectic-Majorana-Weyl (SMW) condition by
writing x* = (x%, x¥®) using SU(2) and using the symplectic form ¢;; to write

(X)) = x% = ex™ , (A.8)

where x = x¢ is the charge conjugate, and charge conjugation satisfies (x¢)° = —xind=1+5
dimensions. The same principle holds with USp(4) but now x*¢ = (x*', ¥, x*3, x*®). More
details on charge conjugation and gamma matrices in the Weyl representation can be found in
Appendix A of [25]. We describe the Wick rotations of the SMW spinors into Majorana spinors
in Section 2.

As we have already mentioned in Section 2, the fundamental isospinor representations of
SU(2) and USp(4) are complex and act on C? (v*) and C* (v?) respectively. Hence, like fermions,
bosons also require reality constraints, e.g. for B%

(B”) = Bij = e’;“ikz’:“lekl y (Ag)

where the same principle holds in the USp(4) case. A key point is that bosons may only
have an even number of (SU(2) or USp(4)) indices, whilst fermions must have an odd number
of indices. This is a result of complex conjugation squaring to unity for bosons, but charge
conjugation squaring to minus unity for fermions. For bosons, one can interpret this as real
subrepresentations only existing for (C?)®2" for n > 1 for SU(2), and analogously for USp(4).

A.2 Euclidean QFT notation

We work in 6 Euclidean dimensions and indicate spacetime indices with Latin lowercase letters.
There is no distinction between flat and curved indices as we work always in the latter case.
However, we will give many formulae for general d for completeness.
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The metric is g, and we write the covariant derivative with Levi-Civita (spin) connection

as D. The curvature tensors are
[Dma Dn]Va = Rmnacvc, Ropn = Raman s R = Rm s (A.lO)

where V" is a vector. The Weyl tensor reads

2 2 2
= — - —_— . A1l
Crmnrs = Rinnrs + d— 297"[an}5 d_ 2gs[an}7" + (d — 1)(d — 2) gm[rgs}nR ( )

We stress that the notation here differs from the supergravity one discussed in Appendix A.1 in
that all curvatures get a minus sign.
The basis of the conformal anomaly that we adopt throughout the paper is

E6 = —EmnrspgCabedef R P RT RIS = _32R% R™ R+ ...,
I = 0%, °C™ 0T
I=C%_cm ors (A.12)
I3 = C9™ | gD? + 4RS — gggR Comnir -
The geometric background is always taken to be Einstein,
Ry = lemn ) DR =0, (A.13)

d

where the second relation follows from the Bianchi identity. We note the identity (on Einstein

(A.13))

2
D2Rmnrs = _RacrsRacmn ‘|' ERRmnrs + 2RmascRnarc - 2RmarcRnasca (A14)

which follows from D™Dy, R, 4. = 0. Furthermore, we use that given any tensor V" such
that Ve = Ve from the Bianchi identity it follows that

QVGC“.Rmacn = _VacmRmna07 2‘/acmc’macn = _Vac---Cmnac’ (A15)

which are used in several places without mentioning.
The metric on the sphere S? is

R
Rmnrs = 777 ~\Umr9ns — YmsYnr) - A.16
a(d = 1)(9 Gns = GmsInr) (A.16)

Spinors are discussed in terms of Dirac gamma matrices I',;, obeying the Clifford algebra

{Fma Fn} = 29mn » (Al?)

where I';,,’s are 8 x 8 complex matrices. In FEuclidean signature they are all Hermitian and the
Dirac conjugate is the Hermitian conjugate. We also have the standard relations

T — F[mrn} _ l(rmrn o I-wn]:wm) ’ [Fm7 Fm’] _ _4P[ngr}m 7
2 . (A.18)
e — F[mrnrr} _ _{Fm Fnr} )
2 )
Together with the Bianchi identities we obtain
FanTRmnrs = _2Fans
(A.19)

2
= _EFSR (on Einstein),
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which follows from I'""™ R,,..,s = 0 and the Lorentz algebra, and similarly,

PanrDmRnrac - 2Fn(DcRan - Dach)
=0 (on Einstein) .

(A.20)

We can connect with four-component Weyl matrices used in the supergravity section via the

T, =i ( 0 75) , (A.21)

T 0
where the superscript E denotes the Wick-rotation of (A.7) and the additional i switches the
sign of the Clifford algebra to obtain (A.17).
We collect here the definitions of the following differential operators used in the text:

representation

Ao[r] = =D* +rR, (A.22a)
Ai[rlmn = =gmnD? + R , (A.22b)
Ao[rlmnrs = —Gr(mIn)sP* = 2Rmrns + TRGr(m9n)s » (A.22c)
Aotlrlimnrs = =Grim9n]sD? = Cranrs + 7Ry Gns » (A.22d)
Ay [r] = ~1sD* + rlsR, (A.22e)
As[rlmn = ~Gmn1sD? — %Rmnrsrrs + 71 Rgmn - (A.22f)

Notice that the subscript s in Ay indicates the field representation on which the operator acts
and not, as frequently in the literature, the order of the differential operator. Our definition
of Ay is also slightly different from the one of [5,35]. Furthermore, the operator Ag naturally
restricts to traceless symmetric rank-2 tensors as

Pmn " AQ[T]TSGC Pac “ ) (A23)

where P, * are the projectors on symmetric traceless tensors given explicitly in (C.8).

B (1,0) Conformal supergravity Lagrangians

Here we give the Lagrangians of the two (1,0) conformal supergravity actions constructed
in [25, 26] restricted to quadratic order in all fields except for the purely gravitational ones
(vielbein/metric), which is given to all orders as to allow an arbitrary gravitational background.
Moreover, we also give the bosonic (1,0) Lagrangians to all orders in Appendix B.3. Similar to
Section 2, we follow the notation of the original conformal supergravity papers [25,26].

Recall from Section 2 that, when only the (1,0) Weyl multiplet is considered, the truncation
of the (2,0) Lagrangian is given by

1
L2,00-1,00 = Lcoe + §£cs , (B.1)

where L5 0)-(1,0) stands for the unique gravitational (1,0) Lagrangian which permits an uplift
to (2,0) conformal supersymmetry.

The construction of both (1,0) action principles relies on finding a suitable closed super six-
form J which transforms into an exact form under super-Weyl transformations [25]. Closure,
dJ = 0, ensures J transforms into an exact form under super-diffeomorphisms as well. The
action is then given by the pullback

1
S = /de g = /d6x —qg *J, *J 1= ge“deefJabcdef, (B.2)
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where i : M% — MOI® is the inclusion map of the base manifold into the supermanifold and
we have abused notation by treating J as i*J when applying the Hodge star. The Lagrangians
xJ are determined in terms of a primary superfield and its descendants, and their expansions
in terms of the standard Weyl multiplet are taken from the supplementary file of [26]. We give
the explicit forms of both Lagrangians up to degauging the @), S-connections from the covariant
derivatives, as this makes things very messy. We give again the formulas from Section 2 for easy
reference. The independent descendants of the (1,0) super-Weyl tensor W% = W (@A) take the
form

ai . l & « kaB .__ = kyy o «a k
X = - VWS Xk = VAW g Xk, (B.3a)
1 ~ .. 5 A(r - 1 2 (s y
vio o, vl (ngﬁn _ Zggvgzxvﬁ) , (B.3b)
N 1. 5
Yop™ = VX"’ — gV];X(akp(y%))’ (B.3c)

where @Za is the superspace spinor covariant derivative, which projects onto the base manifold
as Q!-supersymmetry generators. The component fields obtained from projecting these onto
the bosonic base manifold are defined as

15 A A
Tope == _QWabc’ > Xm = EXM‘ ) X&ﬁv = X(ZXBW/‘ ) (B'4a)

15
D:z;Y\, VolPo= Y PR Vg =Yg, (B.4b)

where Wy = %(%bc)agwaﬁ and the vertical bar denotes setting all fermionic coordinates ¢, to
zero. Formulae for @, S-supersymmetry actions on these fields can be found in Appendix A.3
of [26]. It is also important to note that only the field yaw has a pure gravitational part, given
by the Weyl tensor, so we keep it to all orders.

Our hatted covariant derivatives V, are in the traceless frame described in [26]. There will
be some unavoidable computations involving changing from the original frame of [25] to the
traceless frame in order to obtain the CJC Lagrangian, which will be discussed in detail below.
The expansions of the various covariant derivatives we use to deal with this change of frame,
and inclusion of the fermions are

Va = 0 — 50 @l — 50" Mo~V Ty — 0D — 7Ky — Sdaa'SE, (B5)
Vi = o — 50 Ql — 5w My~ VT~ baD — 'Ky — S6ua'SE, (BSD)
Dy = eq — %@abchc — boD =V, 5, (B.5c¢)
D, 1= 0 — ge(e)a"Mic, (B.54)
where e, = e,"0p, is the vielbein vector field, 14;* is the gravitino, and we have various

connection forms for Q-supersymmetry (Q%,), Lorentz (M), SU(2) R-symmetry (.J;;), dilatation
(D), special conformal (K,) and S-supersymmetry (S*). The difference between the traceless
and original frame’s covariant derivatives is

N 3i

Va - Va - _Wabchc +

. 1 1 1
< (Ya)apx™S;? — —DK, + ivbWachc - §Waefwechc (B.6)

60

and this corresponds directly to the difference between the connections w, f, ¢ and @, ]E, QAS, whilst

other connections are unaffected. Consequently, the superspace torsions and curvatures differ
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between frames, and we will provide explicit formulae when necessary — the reader can find
a more complete discussion of the change of frames in [26]. The composite traceless frame
connections expand into components as

R i i
Wabe = w(€)abe — 2"70L[bbc] - Zwbk7a¢ck - §7pak7[b¢c]k ) (B.7a)
2 k:_i be _§ ~be\ (I k_l ~def k
Om” = 16 (7 Tm 57m7 )(\I]bc 6Wdef’7 W[bwc} ) ) (B.7b)
A 1 1 1 ~ 1 .
b _ b/~ b ~ be b cd
fa = _g?za (@) + %5,17%@) + S Vlas b’ — S—O%%ﬂ b4’
+ LTZJCA%R(Q)IM’ + iwc Afy[b}?(Q)aC}j + Lwa ,},ij
16" 8" 60
i i .
= g¥a’ et whed 4 @531/13 Vathe; W, (B.7¢)

where w(e)qpe is the Levi-Civita connection and we have the following useful formulae

Rap”? = eq"ey” (28[mvn]ij + 2V Vs )) : (B-8e

As mentioned in Appendix A.1, one can verify that the curvature Rqp(w(e)) = Rapc? is
the usual Riemann curvature in the orthonormal frame provided by the vielbein e,,%. As a
consequence (when ignoring fermionic and b, contributions), the pure bosonic part of the K-

connection is /f\ab = —%Sab with Sy, = %(Rab - %nabR) the Schouten tensor. For completeness,
we also provide the projections of the superspace torsion R(Q) and curvatures R(M), R(.J) and
their relation to the standard Weyl multiplet. We present them in their constrained form33

> 1 i 7 1 ~cde

R(Q)avk = 5Vabk + Wa @ik — 75 Wedey e (B.9a)

. g g T . )

R(J)ap = Rap'? + by, oy + Tgw[a(l%}xj) ; (B.9b)

R(M) o™ = Rop™ (@) + 85[[2%}6” + 07 R(Q)Y + 2in)y, 71 R(Q)y M
cd? d 21 ¢ . . e c
— YV B’ — TSy — Ty W (B.9¢)

and their relations to the descendant of the super-Weyl tensor of the standard Weyl multiplet

are given by

1 .
Xazﬂ,y = _g(wab)aﬁR(Q)ab’yia (Bloa)
. 1 N
Yol = =2()a"R(D)as"", (B.10b)
1 .
Yas™ = 750™)a” ()" R(M)a* (B-10¢)

We did not provide the expression of }?(P), R(ID)) since they are identically zero in the traceless
frame, R(P)g¢ = 0, R(D)y = 0. Using the above, one can then readily expand the fields of

33In practice, one first projects the superspace curvatures and uses the supergeometry to constrain them, which
yields the expansions of the connections (B.7), but this does not concern us here. We also ignore the R(K), R(S)
curvatures as they are cumbersome and are not useful to us here.
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the projected standard Weyl multiplet into components. One mild complication is that the

cd

curvature Rab“l(w), which appears inside fab and }?(M )ap©®, needs to expanded and rewritten

in a covariant form beforehand. Up to quadratic order in fermions this gives

Rap™ (@) = Rap(w(e,5)) = iega™ ey (Dt 5t6s + Donton A9 + 005Dy )
(B.11)

Another complication is given by extracting the hidden fermions within multiple V, deriva-
tives acting on some covariant field in the standard Weyl multiplet. With our end goal being
a Lagrangian with Levi-Civita covariant derivatives, one clearly needs to algorithmically strip
off @ and S supersymmetry generators according to (B.5). To achieve this, one has to care-
fully employ covariance and the detailed structure of the soft superconformal algebra in the
traceless frame. This is a conceptually straightforward and algorithmic procedure that can be
implemented by using Cadabra. We do not provide all of the explicit, cumbersome, results here,
but refer the reader to [26] for all the relevant building blocks to evaluate expressions such as
@GW‘J‘B, @GD, %yag’ﬂs, %yaﬁij, @QXM'“";, @axai, @a@bWaﬂ, @beaﬂ, and so on. We
just give the two most used results

A

v 1
VaXaimS - VQoni&y - Zyaﬁ&y’l/}ai57 (B12a)
A A S 1 . 1 v 1 v
VaVi&ai?® = Vo VpXa® — Zyagé’yvawbﬁ - Z%ﬁvbyag‘” - bebﬁvayag‘”
i o
+ Zyaﬁ(s,y (Wb)ﬁeqsaie . (B12b)

which involve the purely bosonic conformal covariant derivatives with R-symmetry (2.11a) and
are only valid up to linear order in fields other than ya[ﬂé.

B.1 (C? Quadratic Lagrangian

The Lagrangian has contributions at quadratic order from two terms, each of which can be
obtained by directly truncating the expressions in the supplementary file of [26], explicitly

L8 = F - Qo (B.13)
and they have quadratic order truncations given by
16 32 32 32 A
F= —1_5Dya576yﬂ/5aﬂ - ?yaﬂyéy’yéegyeeaﬂ - ?yaﬂyéy%aay&eﬁg + ?Waﬂyawéevﬁey&,ya
32 ~ A PN
= WY Viaea " +16V50" Vs *VegW + 8W Yo Vi, Vs W

~ ~ 16 N A 16 ~ ~
— WYy, EV 5 Vg W — gwaﬂvaewwvgsmef + gwaﬁv%wwwwﬁ
64i

WOV W V0 s = 8W IV, W V5V — 2 X V™ Vo

- %thaiﬁvyﬁfyaéﬁéexd + %ﬁli?{aimx&@&ywae - %ﬁé\’azmxdﬁséyﬁwaé

— 8V, .0, V55%7 = AVar EV gW PV s W 4 8Y), EV sW PV s W10

B %yﬁw‘sax“’%exaiﬂ - %i%ﬁmx&?eﬂmﬁ T+ ?*@iﬁwﬁi&%e%fs
128

= 5 Xai XV Ve — 128101 VsV eedy 0 = 256iX0i 1 V5V X510

35



1281 X0 V50V e A5 — 384107 V5, OV e X5 4 1281807 V5 2V 5 X, 1€
(B.14a)

32

) .32 .32 ;
Q'd' = E(Va)eeyaﬁyéyvéﬁgxm + E(Va)éayaﬁwyfyeﬁexgl - E(Va)asyﬁvéeyéeﬁvxm

64 ) ) )
+ E(r)/a)aeyﬁ'yéey&ﬁexw - 64(7a)5CXBW6yaeBEy'\/65< + 64(7a)6§XBw§yaeﬁ€yfy€€C
_ 64(7a)64/125i’\/5ya’y66y&5f + 64(7a)5(X5i76ya766y56ﬂC _ 128(,)/&)&(‘)('51'753}76563}665(

— 128(7a)ac Xa 0 V3™ Vo © + 128(Ya)as X" Yy Ve ¥, (B.14b)

where @aﬂ = (’y“)a[g@a, ves = (7*)P V. and we adhere to the supplementary file’s notation
denoting the component field W?| as W7, Many of the fields hidden in the superconformal
covariant derivatives V drop out and do not contribute at quadratic order. In particular, the
fermion bilinears hidden in (I),]E make no contribution to the above C3 Lagrangian. However, in
the COC Lagrangian below, the fermion bilinears in both (I),]E make contributions. It is worth
noting that the fermion bilinears in f only make contributions in the COC' Lagrangian due to
the f“bCab term, but never from the covariant derivatives V.

B.2 (CUOC Quadratic Lagrangian

The Lagrangian has quadratic order contributions given by the following terms>*

D A am o e . e o e
ﬁ(C%]C =F + §¢aia9am - 16fabcab - 81¢aia7abo¢BABcszc + Q(baiozpam . (B15)

Here we also witness the appearance of the K, S-connections fab, (ﬁmi as a consequence of the
super 6-form defining the COC action being non-primary (transforming into an exact form
instead of vanishing under special conformal K and S-susy transformations).

A complication of COC is that the supplementary file of [26] provides an expression for
F, not F' and we have to use formulae from the paper to convert it to F. The same goes for
Qo Qa‘”, but at quadratic order we find Qe = (%)agQBi. In the case of F,F at quadratic
order, we instead find non-trivial contributions given by

] 16i, 2 4
F=F = Aot/ VeR(Q)" " + 5 Cuniy R(I)™Y
2 i i
+2C% (32D = 2V Tt + T Thea) + X" (a)as™ . (B.16)

where V,, here represents the covariant derivative in the original frame and R(J) a7, R(Q) 4% are
curvatures in the original frame. We need to convert the covariant derivatives to the traceless
frame to be consistent, as all the covariant derivatives in the supplementary file are in the
traceless frame. Moreover, it is helpful to also rewrite the curvatures R(J)q", R(Q)ep® in
terms of the projections of the standard Weyl multiplet Y%, X,;%7. Following [26], we find
that

. . 1

R(J)ay"? = R(D)ar"? = 5 ()5 Vo™ . (B.17a)

34The result in equations (4.2) and (4.5) in arXiv v3 of [26] and prior contains some typos. One needs to put
a factor of % in front of the wman’i and z/;aiQC”' terms. Moreover, one needs to correct (4.6b) by replacing the
i coefficient of the second term by 2 and by replacing the —% coefficient of the third term by —1—15A This makes
everything consistent with equations (5.20-5.23) in arXiv v2 of [25]
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A A 1 .
R(Q)a™ = (yan)p" Xy + 75 (Fab)® sx*. (B.17h)

The original frame covariant derivative becomes (recalling Tppe = —2Wape)
VaWiea = VaWied (B.18a)
Vax™ = Vax™ — 4(7a) g, WX, (B.18b)
Vadai® = Vadoi™ + %(%)aeW&X&m + (Va)se WO X *
+ g(%)astﬁ X — 2%(%)565(()? WX (B.18c)

where (B.18a) follows from the identity W,,“Weq. = 0 implied by anti-self-duality of W. Finally
one needs to use the expressions of Anq’, Cap/, Cap, pa® given in the supplementary file of [26].
Putting this together, one obtains the quadratic order result

N 8 N
F=F+ 2DYap" V3™ = 8V50" Vo " VegW P = SW W Y0 5V, Megacy

8 A N 8 ~ ~ 64i
= S WOV W V0D + WOV WV Vs + S Xoi ™ Vs ™ Vaex™
1281 32i 32i .
+ 1—5Xa157y6ya5vésxez + _SXQZBPYX vﬁsy'yéae - EXaiﬁf\/XﬂvséyB'yms
4V b0 4 105, Bijyy 6 ary E NI
+ yaﬂ ve'yW VesW ‘|‘ y yﬂ/ z]yB(S + y&ﬂ X ve’y o
2561 256
— Y VX S XY Xam- (B.19)

We may now proceed as in the C3 case and explicitly truncate the expressions in the sup-
plementary file to quadratic order and obtain the following expressions that should be plugged
n (B.15) (for F one should also use (B.19))

F =~ VaDVD — SVaYas ™05 — S () Vg 0307 — SOV 00 V5
+ gwaﬂyaf%gygﬁe + VoIV Y55 — VoV WPV gs W0
B L AR P RA T R A TG N S
- §vay W PIN Y%+ W“ﬁwwy EV e Megsen + 2W PV 5V o Vs W0
- %Wﬂﬂyaﬁ%;vgeww + 3Wa5yaf€V56V€5W“’5 - gwaﬁvang Vigedys

+§Wa5%ewv5? Vs A+ AW PV WOV (Vs — AW PV, WOV 5. V05

321 € 32i 5
15 X el Zvﬁsy'yéa + _SXQZ&YX v éyﬁ'ya + 23}045 Jy'y yﬁé
+ gy e &v X By + _v azv2 B + _v azv v )
15 X ey tai aBX i bX ozﬁX i
32i 32i
- 50 AP VXV 55V X — 321V g5 XYV X 00 — —vamﬁvv V5,00
32i o N 1 A N ) N
+ 55 (P VX Vs Vedoi™ + 5 (1) Vado™ VoV 7is + 64iX0i™ X5V 55
N 044i 544i
— B4iX iﬁyxﬁzéev’yey&aa 5 lXaZByyB(Saav /1) 165 5 I/Yazﬁ’yyge V /1)5“8
64i 5441 32i

?Xazﬁvyﬁeasv /Y e TXOH fyyﬁfyeéﬁagxé'iae _ ?Xazﬁ’yyé_eaevﬁ X i0€
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1 A A 1. A 8
+ gy ﬁ”vﬁévav.’y’yéij _ _vﬁéyaﬁz]va'yy 6 ( bc) avaazB’va(Sv X ide

81
2961 2961 -
811( bC) 6vb/1)az 'yvﬁev Xézsa _ 8—ch56 i 'yv’yevaéxiszsa
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Aod’ = 8(7a)5e X570 V€ (B.20d)
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B.3 Bosonic (1,0) Lagrangians

We list the full bosonic Lagrangians from [26] for completeness, with 77, — T,.. We again
give the expression for the conformal covariant derivative with SU(2) R-symmetry (2.11a) for
easy reference

v 1 ..
Va = €q — 55‘)(67 b)abchc - VaZJJij - baD - fabea
1

S . 1.
[vaa vb] = _5 abdeMde - RabZJJij - évdcabchd .

The bosonic C? Lagrangian is given by

] 16 » »
5232 =3 bedC Oy — 3 abedCOT CPp — 2 Caped R TR 5 4+ ARy TR PR 1
32 4 bed . S o ab 128 —ad b
- ﬁD - 1_5 DCpeaC" + gDRab TR ij T E Tape T~ DC” 3%
64 v 4 - v 4 v v 4 . S
+ 1 Tope DVOV TP — = DV T . VT + 15 PVaThea verbed 3 DVaThed vbracd
16 32 - 16 .
- g TabcTadecedeefD - ? Tabccabdevfccdef + ? Cabcdcabefchdef

— 16 Tupe VgT VN TV — 16 Ty Vg T% V VT — 48 TV T4 VOVI TC
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The bosonic CUC Lagrangian is given by
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. 10 . . .
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where T®¢AYT,;. is defined as

~

TN, = Tbe (%vdWTbcd V2V, VT

+ 3 VaV2V Ty = 4 VeV VIV Theq) (B.23)

C Relevant facts about the heat kernel

A standard representation for the determinant of a second-order differential operator A is
T dt
logdet A = —/ddaz \/5/7 tr (zle "2 |z) | (C.1)
g

where tr is the trace over internal indices of the operator and ¢ = A~2 is a UV cutoff. The
matrix element in the integrand is the heat kernel. It has an asymptotic expansion for ¢ — 0"
that allows us to write (see e.g. [23,55,72,76])

2 A
(logdet A)oy = ——=7 log m /ddx\/g ba(A), (C.2)

(47)d/2
where p is a renormalization scale. In (C.2) we only focused on the logarithmic divergence,
responsible for the conformal anomaly, dropping power-law divergences. The density by(A) is
defined modulo total derivatives and has the form of a trace over internal indices of covariant
quantities depending on the differential operator and on the geometric background. In dimen-

sional regularisation one has (C.2) with the formal substitution log% — where n is the

n—d’
original integer number of dimensions.
Consider the most general minimal second-order differential operator with generically an

internal (gauge) and a spacetime connection
Ay =-D*+ X, (C.3)

where X is a covariant coefficient function, in general matrix-valued, and the covariant derivative
contains both gauge and spacetime connections with curvatures §pn = [Din, Dn] and Rypprs (as
in (A.10)) for internal and spacetime indices respectively. The operator Ag in (C.3) is minimal
in the sense that the highest-derivative term is proportional to the squared Laplacian.

For second-order differential operators of the form (C.3) we have, following [72,77,78],

1 1 1 1 1 1
bo(82) =t [ = o (DurBinn)” + g5 unSurrm — 73X FnFmn + 5 XD°X — 2 X+ S RX

7 1 17 1
- %RQX - @XRmnrsRmnrs + %R?{mngmn + @Rmnrsgmngrs + 1 @},

(C.4)
where 1 is the identity in the internal space, where tr acts, and
17 1 31

¢ = MRmanqurersmn _ 1690 Rmpanprqurmsn +

43
R3 RR Rmnrs
51030 +45360 mnes

(C.5)
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is a purely geometrical contribution.
In this paper we are interested in a geometric background only. In this case the formulae
above apply with the following values:

symmetric 2-tensor 2 [Fmnlac ® = QgEZRa)s)mn , trl =21,
traceless symm. 2-tensor 29 [Emnlae ® = QQEZRa)S)mw trl1 =20,
2-form 2f [Emnlae ® = g%ZRC}S]mn , trl =15,
vector 1 [Emnla’ = RoSomn » trl1=6, (C.6)
scalar 0 Smn =0, trl=1,
vector-spinor 3 [Fmnls = % 9o RpnrsI'™ 4+ R, m Is tr 1 =48,
spinor % Smn = iRmmﬂSFm, trl=38.

Some explanation is in order. The identity for symmetric tensors 2 is

d(d+1)

St = 9(m9n) trl=95" = 5

(C.7)
For the symmetric traceless tensors 2°, the identity is the projector on traceless symmetric
2-tensors
1 d—1)(d+2

Pri = sy — cgmng™. 1= = —1= DR
The curvature F,,, is insensitive to the tracelessness condition, i.e. it is the same for 2 and 29,
because [D,,,D,]| commutes with the contraction with the metric. For rank-2 antisymmetric
tensors (2f) the identity is

d(d —1)

A = gfmgfl] ) trl=A0" = 5

(C.9)

D Additional details on gauge fixing and determinants

In this appendix we give more technical details and explicit expressions for the Jacobians and
the calculation of constrained determinants. We keep the dimension d generic.
D.1 Jacobian factors

In the evaluation of the functional integrals and of the determinants we made use of the following
change of variables

Ay = AL 4+ D0, (D.1a)
hon = bk, + DAt + Dy Ak + DDy — égmm?a 4 é - (D.1b)
hS o = hinp + DA + D Ail, + Dy Do — égmnz)%, (D.1c)
Vinn = Vi + Dim Ay (D.1d)
Trnr = DipnVigs) + Emnrace DIW (d = 6 only) (D.1e)
Ym = U+ Do+ D — ST, (D.11)
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where A,, is a vector, hp, a symmetric tensor, h0 ~ a symmetric traceless tensor, Vi, and

n
Winn 2-forms, Thyp a 3-form, v, a Majorana vector-spinor, o and h scalars, ¢ and ( Majorana
spinors. The symbol | means that the field is covariantly transverse and (gamma-)traceless.
For the 3-form 7', which manifestly makes sense only in six dimensions, we ignore the self-duality
condition here, so the exact and co-exact parts are independent. Spinor variables are described
in the Dirac gamma-matrix notation.

We need to find the Jacobian associated to the transformations. The strategy is the same for
all of them and we focus on some relevant examples. We start with the vector transformation

and consider the path integral

[un

1= / Ay e ] AmA™ — ) / DAL Do e~ S AnATH Do _ ) [deto Agf0]] 7, (D2)
where we used that the path integral over nondynamical fields is 1 and denoted by J; is the
Jacobian associated to the transformation (D.la). In order to perform the integral over o one
needs to complexify the field o — io; this is the typical case and will be always understood.
Therefore, (D.2) allows us to express J; in terms of the (known) determinant of the scalar
Laplacian.
The same idea applies directly to hy,, and V,,,. In the case of the 3-form we have (up to
total derivatives)

T T = 2V Age[15] Vinn + 5 W™ Doe[55] Winn (d=6) (D.3)

and hence the the exact and co-exact parts contribute equally and independently. For the
fermionic field the situation is similar,

=

1:/%% B _ %/gwg Do el " = gy [dety Ay [-pt]]*. (D)

where the exponent is % because we assume Weyl or Majorana spinors in gamma-matrix notation.
We therefore obtain the following Jacobians

1
A, — (A#WO') : J1 = {deto Ao[O]} : , (D.5a)
- 1
B = (s A oy h) 0 Jy = | dety | Aq[—3] deto Ag[0] detg AO[—FQ]} *,  (D.5b)
- 1
h?n (h#mn’ A#l, O') . J20 = detlL Al[_é] det(] Ao[O] deto AO[_dTll]:| ? 5 (D5C)
- 1
Vi — (Vs A P = [detiy Auf3]]”, (D.5d)
T — (Vigs W) o Jap = detog) Aog[-E], (d = 6) (D.5e)
_1
b — (i, 0, 0) P Jy = [dety Ay[-qp]] T (D.5f)

The Jacobians Jo and Jyo are the same because the contribution % in (D.1b), which carries the
trace of h,,, does not come with a differential operator.
D.2 Un-constraining determinants

The changes of variables (D.1a)-(D.1f) typically produce determinants restricted to transverse
operators, like in (D.5a)-(D.5f). We want now to relax this restriction. This is standard,
but we spell it out for completeness. The idea is to consider the unconstrained determinant
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represented as a path integral and then change variables. For this, it is useful to notice (up to
total derivatives)

AN [r] A, = AP AP A, + 0D0[0] Ao[r — L]0, (D.6a)
A Ao [r]hymn = WO Ao [r]hD,, + 24T AL 53] Arfr — LA + S20A0[0] Ag[125]A0[r — 2o,

1-d
(D.Gb)
VI A Vi = VAT D]V, + A A [3] Agfr — 73] AL, (D.6)
_ d—1- _
wmA%[r]wm = wlmA%[r]wi_ + d(pA%[T - é]tp - TCA%[T - é]A%[z;(d_ll)]C- (D'Gd)

For example, in the case of vector operator Ay we can consider

1

{detl Al[T]} 2 = /QBA eifAmAl[r]Am = [detu_ Al[r] detg AQ[O] detg AQ[?“ — é]} , (D.?)
which in turn gives an expression for det;; Aq[r] in terms of known quantities. In particular, we
observe that the Jacobian factor J; given in (D.5a) cancels against r-independent contributions
from (D.6a). This is a typical phenomenon. One proceeds in the same way for the other cases
too and we finally have

dety | Aq[r] = dety Aq[r] [deto Ag[r — é]} o , (D.8a)
ety Aofr] = detyo Alr] [detiy Ayfr — 3] deto Aglr— 2], (D.8h)
detor. Aalr] = detor Agglr] [detr Al — g8=35]] (D.8c)
det%L A%[r] = det% A%[r] [det% A%[r - 5]}_2 . (D.8d)

These formulae allow one to relate transverse determinants to non-transverse ones and determi-
nants of lower-rank representations, so iterating this procedure one ends up with unconstrained
quantities. In (D.8b) we expressed the determinant dety; Ag in terms of detoo Ay taken on the
space of traceless symmetric tensors (as in (A.23)); relaxing this algebraic restriction to obtain
deto Ag produces an additional scalar determinant associated to the trace mode h.

The procedure outlined above does not immediately extend to the determinant of the Dirac
operator acting on the gravitino dets | iP. Indeed, as discussed in (3.12), the Dirac operator does
not preserve transversality and gamma-tracelessness separately, namely it mixes the irreducible
representations o, ¢ and therefore i), Py™ with (D.1f) is not diagonal in the fields. However
we can consider the square (iP)? = A 3 [%], which does have the structure studied above, and
thereby use the relation

N

det%LiZ/j = [det%l(iﬁ)ﬂ = [det% A%[i]}%[det% A

which follows from (D.8d).

E Conformal invariant four-derivative 3-form

In this appendix we report additional study of non-gauge 3-form fields in six dimensions, mostly
regardless of supersymmetry. In analogy with the case of interest in the main text, we consider
a 4-derivative theory, so that the 3-form 7},,, has dimension 1 and Weyl-weight 2.
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bl Tmnr D4 Tmnr b24 remn Cmm"s DsDb Tabr b47 Rom Taan2 Tmnb
by 7™ D, D*D, T bos  TC b DD ™ Torp | bas  RDT™ D, Tropr
bg Dm Tmnr D2 Da Tanr b26 Tmnp Tmnp Cabcd Cade b49 RDa Tamn DbTmnb
by DA™MD D, T | byr  TMOTC 6, Crrsp | b50  RDyTompDPT™™
bs D, T D DT bas  Tamn T CranpgChrspq | bs1 RDy Ty DO T
bs  DpT"D"DDT | bag  TaumnT*CrirpgCnspq | bs2 R Dy Tonp Dy Ty

b? D2 TabC,DQ Tabc b30 Tamn Ters Cmprq Cnpsq b53 Ro™ Dm Taanr Tnbr
bs  DmD"TDy D" Type | bsr  TT " %C0005qC™ ™ | b5 R Dy Ty D" T
by DaD"T*D, D™ T | bsa R2T oy T bss R Dy Tinne D" Tans

b1 DmD"TabCDnDaTmbc b33 R RT v Lond bs¢  RY"D, T D" Tonp
biir DD, TDyD,, T | byy  RR™T 0 Toer | bsr T DTy DR
b12 D, D, TrbD>Tb b3s Ran R Ly Tror bss  Tnbr DTy D" RY™
bis  T""DyConntrDTapr | bss  RamBR ™ TopeT™ | bsg Ty DinTpr D" RO™
bia  Cromr SDaT“m"DbTbrs by  RMMTTCTSCC ms | V60 Tabr Do Lmpr D™ RY™
b15  ConrsDalprsDPT™ | bgg Ry T™PT™C0%eq | bt T D*RDYTymn
b16 CmnrsDbTarsDbTamn b39 RmnTcrsTmaCCnars b62 TamnDaRDbTmnb
b7 Crprs DT CDTTSC | by RT™™TPIC g bes Tupr DR D, Tmb
big  Crypns D™T™CDTTS | by RamT"ermDaTnbr bea TupyD"RY™D, T, 00
big  ConrsDPT" DTy | bis  RT™DyDpToms | bes Ty T D2 R
boo  Crstr DT DT b | bas RTO™D2T, beg Tod Ly D" DR
b1 T Crpys DeDyT" | baa  R™T™ Dy Dy Tonp | bz Tapr Trpr D2R™
b T"CrinprD*Topy | bas R ToyDinDrTopr | bes  Tane Trpr VD R™
baz T Chrsty D*Dpy/Topr | bas R Tounb DDy Ty

Table 4: Algebraically independent dimension-six monomials.

We first find a basis of the possible dimension-6 scalars that are quadratic in T},,, and built
out of covariant derivatives and curvature tensors, so that a generic term is expressed in terms
of this basis considering symmetries of the tensors and Bianchi identities.

A careful case-by-case analysis provides the 68 invariants {B;} given in Table 4. We find
working with Weyl tensor more convenient than using the Riemann tensor, because the former
is an irreducible representation and this facilitates the analysis. A generic dimension-6 scalar
has therefore the structure ), b; B; with coefficients b;.

From {B;} we then find a basis for the possible contribution to the action, namely we also
allow for integration by parts. This produces a basis {L7;} of 35 terms, listed in Table 5. A
generic action is therefore a combination of the form

S = /\/g S ai Ly, (E.1)

where there are 35 coefficients a; (however one, say aq, is just an overall scaling).

Our starting point is the expression (E.1). We explicitly perform a Weyl transformation and
we impose invariance of the action at first order. This translates into a set of equations for the
a;’s. The Weyl transformation is

0Gmn = 209mn , 0T mnr = 20Ty (E2)

and impose vanishing 65 at first order in o(z). There are terms with up to 4 derivatives on

o. Terms without derivatives on o disappear as a consequence of rigid scale invariance. After
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a T DAT arz  TOT"$9C,05,0™ % | ags  RDT"™ DyTrnp
a2 Tmnr Dm D2 Da Tanr a14 Rmn TT'(lC TSaC Cmrns a26 RDG TmanbTamn
as Tmnr CnracD2Tmac ais Rmn Tmaancd Cabcd a7 RDbTamnDbTamn
as  T"CoorsDn DT | a16  RpnTersT™CC™S | asg  R™DpT oD Tinbr
a5 T"ConeD™D"Trse | a17  RT™MTPIC 000 asg  RD,TrvrDrTons
Qg anccnrsaDaDmesc aig RaanbTDmDaTnbr aso RamDrTmanrTanb
a7 T""DCrinr P T | a19 RT“™™ DDy T omb asi R2T i T

as  TmnpT™PCopeaC® | azg  RT“DyD’Tonn | a3z R™RT Db
ag  TmMTnAC, o Crrsp | a2 R™T™ DDy Tonp | azs R R™ Ty Trnir
aro  TamnT"® Cmnpq Crqu a22 Ry Dy Dy Tpor a34 Ron RO e Ty
a11 Tomn T CrrpgCrspg | @23 BT Dy DyTynnr | azs  Ram R T T
a2 TamnTars Cmprq Cnpsq ag4 RamTaanrDrTmnb

Table 5: Basis of the action, i.e. invariants in Table 4 up to integration by parts.

integration to remove derivatives on o, the rest of the integrand, which can be expressed in
terms of the basis {B;}, has to vanish,

0=069 = /Za Lo, = /\/g (SCblahB)o@,  blauh=0,  (E3)

which gives a set of equations. Explicitly, each of the Lr; in (E.3) transforms (upon use
of identities and symmetries, but not of integration by parts) in a combination of the B;’s,
producing an expression whose coeflicients are combinations of a;’s. These combinations of a;’s
must then vanish. We find the non-unique solution

ag = —6ay , ag = 9a1 + ajy — %ag + a7, a5 = 8ai + §a14 + %ag + %a7,
ag = —36(11 - 4&14 - 2(13 - 4(17, als = —%al — %a14 — £a3 + %(17,
aie = —%Cu - %a14 - %ag + %an ayr = }—gm - %au + %ag - %a% aig = ay,
aig = %al - %am + z%as - 1%@7, agp = _%al - 1—106114, a1 = a4 +az +ar,
az = —6ay — a1y —ag — arg, azs = —9a1 — a1s — a3 + 3az, agy = a4,
ags = 1%&1 + %Oam + Q%CL?, + %a% (26 = —%CH - %am - 1%&3 - %CW,
agr = —%CH - 1—10&14, agg = 15a1 + a4 + %as —ar, azg = —ag — 2ar,
azp = 3a1 + a4, 31 = — 1501 — 5014 — 70503 — 50547 -
a3y = %al + %am + %as + 23—0&7, as3 = %al - iam + %as - %CW,
ags = —Jay — %am - %ag, ass = ia1 + %a14 + %ag + %am

(E.4)

The expressions (E.4) have 10 unconstrained parameters (including the overall scaling aq):
ay,as,ay,aiq appearing on right-hand sides of (E.4) and ag, ag, aio, @11, a12,a13 corresponding
to terms T2C? which are conformally invariant by themselves.

Notice that (E.3) produces 68 equations b; = 0 for 34 variables. Many of them are therefore
redundant, and the fact that there is indeed a family of solutions is quite reassuring.

Furthermore, the flat space limit of the action constructed above exhibit an interesting
property. Indeed, the action becomes

5= / [ Tosr @ Tonnr — 6T om0 O T (E.5)
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which can be rewritten as

N N A 1 1
S = /3 9T+ 828chnr, Th == (Tmnr + _5mnrabcTabc) . (Eﬁ)

anr mnr 2 6

Notice that T+ are not the (anti)-self-dual parts, due to the lack of a factor i in front of &, rather
they are a mixture of the two components. The decomposition (E.6) mimics what happens
for the 2-form in 4d conformal supergravity (cf. [38]), where one has L74q ~ Tpn0*Trnn —
AT 110000 T ~ O Tty 00Ty where now T, = 1 (Tmn + %gmnacT‘w). The similarity between
the four- and six-dimensional cases is suggestive of a group-theoretic origin. In the calculation
presented in this appendix, the expression (E.5) is a consequence of the relation ay = —6a;
(appearing in (E.4)) and is therefore entangled in the complicated system of equations discussed
above.

Another interesting background is the six sphere S%. In this case, restricting the 3-form to

be (anti)-self-dual, we obtain a wunique action (up to overall scaling),
1
S = /\/‘a |:DaTamrD2DCTcm7’ B gRDGTamTDCTcmr . (E7)

This action coincides with the explicit evaluation of the (2,0) conformal supergravity case dis-
cussed in (3.16).

Finally, we consider a Ricci-flat background endowed with the parallel curvature condition
DoCrunrs = 0. We restrict to an (anti)-self-dual form 7),,, expressed in terms of a transverse
2-form V- via the decomposition (3.6). Such a 2-form has a six-derivative minimal kinetic
term; imposing a factorisation with the structure

S = [Va VI AviB] Avig) Avig Vi, AvIBIVi, = =Dk + BComacV . (ES)

provides additional restrictions on the undetermined a; coefficients and on the values of the
parameters ;. The calculation is remarkably tedious and requires working out a number of
non-trivial identities relating in particular terms of the form V2C3, which come from the parallel-
curvature condition. We simply state the result: The only combination of (E.4) compatible with
factorisation of the form (E.8) on Ricci-flat backgrounds obeying the parallel curvature condition
is given by

p1=p2=p3=—1. (E.9)
This is the same value discussed in (3.8b),(3.9b) as a consequence of preservation of the transver-
sality condition. The additional restrictions imposed on the a;’s are

az — 6@1 s a7 = —12@1 — ai4 , ag — —3a1 — aio — %au s alp = —120,1 s a3 — 0. (E.lO)

As a consequence, this analysis shows that the factorisation in general case of Einstein space,
if possible, is necessarily of the form (3.9b) discussed in the main text.
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