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A bstract

W e construct a variety of o <hellN = 8;d=1 supem ultiplets with nite numbers
of com ponent elds as direct sum s of properly constrained N =4;d=1 super elds.
W e also show how thesem ultiplets can be described in N = 8;d= 1 superspace w here
the whole am ount of supersym m etry ism anifest. Som e of these m ultiplets can be
obtained by din ensionalreduction from N =2 m ultiplets in d= 4, w hereas others can—
not. W e give exam ples of invariant super eld actions for them uliplets constructed,
Including N = 8 superconform ally Invariant ones.
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1 Introduction

Supersym m etric quantum m echanics (SQM ) [l is relevant to a vast bunch of phenom ena
associated w ith supersymm etric theories in diverse din ensions and string theory (see
eg. [, 13] and references therein). In particular, superconform al quantum m echanics
ScoM ) [M1{B], Blhasprofound im plications in the AdS/CFT [10] and black holes arena
(s=eeg. [LU{[18]) . Ik isalso closely related to the integrable C alogero-M oser-type systam s
[19,120]. Taking into account these and som e other uses, the construction and analysis of
new SQM m odels (including SCQM m odels) is an urgent and interesting task w ith m any
potentially in portant outcom es.

M ost ofthe SQM m odels explored to date possess N 4;d= 1 supersym m etries. M uch
Jss is known about higherN SQM m odels. Som e of them were addressed m any years
ago in the sam lnalpaper 21w ithin an on-shellH am iltonian approach, som e others W ith
N = 8) received attention lately In connection w ith branes and black holes 22, 123, 1341,
and ase ective theordes describing low -energy dynam ics of BP S m onopoles in N = 4 super
YangM illstheory R4].N =4 and N =8 SOQM m odelswere also used to descrbe N =1 and
N =2 fourdin ensional supersym m etric gauge theories in a an all spatial volum e (see R3]
and references therein).

The natural fom alisn for dealing w ith supersymm etric m odels is the o —shell su-
per eld approach. Thus for the construction of new SQM m odels with extended d=1
supersym m etry, one needs, rst ofall, the com plete list ofthe corresponding o —shelld=1
supem ultiplets and the super elds which com prise these m ultiplets. O ne ofthe peculiar-
ties of d= 1 supersym m etry is that som e of its 0 —shellm uliplets cannot be obtained via
direct dim ensional reduction from the muliplets of higherd supersymm etries w ith the
sam e num ber of spinorial charges. A nother peculiarity is that som e on-shell m ultiplets
of the Jatter have o —shell d= 1 ocounterparts. Taking into acoount these and som e other
soeci ¢ features of d=1 supersymm etry, it is desirable to have convenient selfconsistent
m ethods of deducing d=1 o —shellm ultiplkts and relevant super elds directly w ithin the
d=1 setting, w thout resorting to dim ensional reduction.

O neofsuch m ethodswasproposed In [f]and furtheradvanced in recent papers [4,18,19].
It is based on nonlinear realizations of the nie-dim ensional superconform al groups In
d=1 (see also [11]). The irreduchble super elds representing one or another o —shelld=1
supem ultiplet com e out as the G oldstone super elds param etrizing one or another cosset
m anifold of the proper d=1 superconfom al group. The super eld irreducibility con-—
straints naturally em erge as a part of m anifestly covariant inverse H iggs [26] conditions
on the relevant Cartan superfomm s. This m ethod is advantageous in that it autom ati-
cally soeci es the superconfom alproperties of the involved supermm uliplets, which are of
in portance, eg. when constructing the SCQM m odels associated w ith these m ultiplets.

In [B], the ull set ofo —<hellN =4 supem ultiplets w ith 4 physical ferm ions @nd a —
nite num ber ofauxiliary elds) was deduced, proceeding from nonlinear realizations ofthe

1Som etin es, there is no need to proceed jist from superconfm al algebras for deduchg the correct
super eld irreducibility conditions; one can m ake use ofm uch sin pler superalgebrasw hich are related to
the superconform al ones via a contraction and inclide as subalgebras the corresponding d=1 Poincare
superalgebras (see [8] Or an Instructive exam pl).



m ost generalN = 4;d= 1 superconfom algroup D (2;1; ) in its various coset superspaces.
Besides already known N =4 muliplets, som e new o —shellm ultiplets were found w ithin
this setting, viz. nonlnear tensor’ and nonlinear chiralN = 4 m ultiplets. T he application
of the sam e m ethod to the lss studied case of N = 8;d=1 supersymm etry was Iniiated
In [O]. There we considered nonlinear realizations ofthe N = 8;d= 1 superconform al group
OSp@°’#) in is two di erent cosets and showed that two interesting N = 8;d=1 mulki-
pkts, with o —shell eld contents (3, 8, 5) and (5, 8, 3), naturally com e out as the
corresponding G oldstone m ultiplets. W e constructed superconfom ally nvariant actions
forthesemultiplets in N = 4;d= 1 superspace and revealed a surprising phenom enon w hich
consists in the follow Ing. The sam eN = 8;d= 1 supem uliplet adm itsa few non-equivalent
solittings into pairs of irreducible o <hellN =4;d=1 multiplets, such that di erent N =4
superconform al subgroups of O Sp (4°#), viz. SU (1;1R) and O Sp @°R), are m anifest for
di erent splittings. R espectively, the o —shell com ponent action ofthe given N =8 multi-
pkt In general adm its several di erent representations In term s of N = 4;d= 1 super elds.

T he basic ain ofthe present paper is to give a super eld description of all other linear
o —shellN = 8;d=1 supem ultiplkts w ith 8 ferm ions, In both N = 8 and N = 4 superspaces.

Tow ards deriving an exhaustive list of o —shellN = 8 supem uliplets and the relevant
constrained N = 8;d=1 super elds, we could proceed In the same way as In the case of
N =4 supem ultiplets In [B], ie. by considering nonlinear realizations of allknown N = 8
superconfom al groups In their various cosets. However, this task is m ore com plicated
as com pared to the N =4 cass, In view of the existence of m any non-equivalent N = 8
superconfom al groups O Sp@°#), 0Sp@BR), F @) and SU (1;1#4), sse eg. P8)), with
num erous coset m anifods.

In order to avoid these com plications, we take advantage of two fortunate circum —
stances. Firstly, from the results of R9, 130] it follow s that the eld contents of linear
o shellmultiplets of N =8;d=1 supersymm etry with 8 physical ferm ions range from
8,8,0)to (O, 8, 8),wih the interm ediate m uliplets corresponding to allpossible divi-
sions 0of 8 bosonic elds Into physical and auxiliary ones. Thuswe are aware ofthe fi1ll list
of such m ultiplets independently of the issue oftheir interpretation as the G oldstone ones
param etrizing the proper superconform al cosets. B esides the two extrem e possibilities,

@ ®8;8;0); ) 0;8;8); 1.1)
we have seven further ones,
© (7;8;1); @) (6;8;2); ) (5;8;3); (O @4;8;4);
@ @i8;5); M) 2;8;6); (@) 1;8;7): 12)

T he super eld description ofthem ultiplets (L) and [[Ag) was given in [B]. T he super—
eld description of the ram aining m ultiplets is jist the sub ect of the present paper.
T he second circum stance allow Ing us to advance w ithout resorting to the nonlinear
realizations techniques is the aforesaid existence of various solittings of N = 8 muliplets
Into pairs of irreduchble N =4 supem ultiplets. W e know how to represent the latter

2Two other N = 4;d=1 superconfom al groups, SU (1;1R) and 0 Sp (4° R), can be treated as special
casesofD (2;1; ),wih =0or 1and =1, respectively [27,28].



In tem s of constrained N =4 super elds, so it proves to be a m atter of sin ple algebra
to guess the form of the our extra supersym m etries m ixing the N = 4 super elds inside
each pair and extending the m anifest N =4 supersymm etry to N =8. A fter xing such
pairs, i is again rather easy to embed them into the appropriately constrained N =8;d=1
super elds. Beyond this, one can wonder how to reproduce these super elds w ithin the
superconfom al coset techniques, as it was done forthem ultplets ) and [[Jg) in [C].
W e hope to retum to the analysis of this in portant question elsew here.
T he paper is organized as follow s. In the preparatory Section 2 we list all the known
nite-din ensional o —shell multiplets of N =4;d=1 Pohcare supersymm etry and recall
their N =4 super eld form ulations, w ith the corresponding constraints [8]. In Section 3
we sketch the construction of the N =8, d=1 superspace m ost suiabl for our purposes.
Section 4 is split into nine subsections related to theninedi erent N = 8 0 {shellm ultiplets
we are considering. T here we describe the structure ofthem ultiplets in term sofN = 4 and
N = 8 super elds. In particular, we construct the corresponding irreducibility constraints
In N = 4 superspace, aswellasthe in plicit N = 4 P oincare supersym m etry transform ations,
com plting the m anifest ones to the 1llN = 8 supersym m etry. Invarant free actions are
also constructed for allN = 8 supem uliplets, and interaction tem s are given fora few of
them .

2 N=4,d=1 supem ultiplets

In this Section, based upon Ref. B], we tabulate allpossbl o —shellmultipletsofN =4;d=1
supersymm etry with nite number of com ponent elds and the corresoonding super elds
asG oldstonem ultiplets ofthe nonlinearly realized m ost generalN = 4;d= 1 superconfom al
group D (2;1; ) (Prthe generic or or som e special values of this param eter) .
W e use the follow ing de nition ofthe N = 4;d=1 spinor derivatives
i @ - — @ . i5 c i
D=@ + i @t;Di=@—i+1i@t; D%Dy = 213@; : (1)

i

Som etin es it w illbe m ore convenient to use the quartet orm of the sam e derivatives:

i < o i, i
D= —+ 1% O©O%5DY; & (i ): 22)
@ i
R espectively, there are two equivalent param etrizations of the N = 4;d= 1 superspace
R = 4 )= @ 2): 23)

In the Tablk below, besides the eld content of multiplets and the corresponding
super elds, we also indicate to which coset of the Intemal R-symm etry SU (2) of the
N =4;d=1 Poincare superalgebra the physical bosonic elds (or a subset of them ) can
belong and whether one of these elds can be identi ed w ith the G oldstone cosst eld
(dilaton) associated w ith the dilatation generator D (2;1; ). On all these multiplets,
except for the chiral one, the supergroup D 2;1; ) can be realized at any value of the
param eter .TheN =4;d=1 chirality is com patible only w ith the choice ofthe supergroup
SU (1;1R) as the superconform al one.



N =4 superm ultiplets

multiplet content R symm . | dilaton SF
bMd tensor’ | (1, 4, 3) { yes any u
chiral 2,4, 2) ccharge yes 0; 1 ;
nl chiral 2,4,2)| su@)=uQ@) no any ;
tensor @,4,1) | su@)=u@)| vyes any | v3
nonlnear 3, 4, 1) su ) no any | N®#
hyper 4,4,0)| su@) yes | any | 9ig
ferm . hyper | ©, 4, 4) { no any % 4

T he constraints read as ollow s:

© M Tensor': D'Dju=D Diu= 0
Note: DD, u= const; generic is com patdbl only with const = 0, otherw ise
= QQor 1)

Chial: D' =D; =0
Note: t existsonly for D (2;1; 1) orD (2;1;0)] su(@;1R) su@))

Nonlnear Chiral:D! = D 2 ;D, = D ; (andcc)
Tensor: D = D tv 3 = ¢

Nonlinear: N*“D IN X = Na6D NS = 0; NN, = 2
Hypem ultiplkt: D’ = D ‘g = 0 (and cc.)

Fem jonic Hypemuliplkt: D& =D ¢ 9 = 0 @nd cc.)

3 N=8,d=1 superspace

Them axin al autom orphism group ofN = 8;d= 1 super Poincare algebra (W ithout central
charges) is SO (8) and so eight realG rasam ann coordinates of N = 8;d= 1 superspace R ¢

can be arranged into one of three 8-dim ensional real irreps of SO (8). The constraints
de ning the irreducble N = 8 supem ultiplets in generalbreak this SO (8) symm etry. So,
it is preferable to solit the 8 coordinates into two real quartets

In tem s ofwhich only four com m uting autom oxphian SU (2) groupsw illbe explicit. The
further sym m etry breaking can be understood as identi cation of som e of these SU 2),
while extra sym m etries, ifexist, m ix di erent SU (2) indices. T he corresoonding covariant
derivatives are de ned by

- @ - @
Dla:—+ ila@t;r A

= + i Pe 32
e . T e 82




By construction, they cbey the algebra?
D#;p® =2i9%e,; r P;r?® =2i *Pga.: 33)

N ote that the direct din ensional reduction from N = 2;d=4 superspace to d=1 yields
a superspace w ith two m anifest SU (2) autom oxphian groups realized on the G rassn ann
coordinates: one ofthem is just the R-symm etry ofN = 2;d= 4 P oincare superalgebra and
the other origihates from the d=4 Lorentz group SL (2;C ). These two SU (2) corresoond
to the approprate identifying of the doublt indices of two groups SU 2) in the above
product of four such groups. In what follows we shall not be bound to any sort of
din ensional reduction; the di erential constraints on the relevant N = 8;d=1 super elds
w illbe de ned directly w ithin the d= 1 setting, in tem s ofthe spinor covariant derivatives
)

4 N=8,d=1 supem ultiplets

A smentioned in Introduction, our real strategy of deducing a super eld description of
the N = 8;d=1 supem uliplts [[), [[J) consisted in selecting the appropriate pair of
the constrained N = 4;d=1 super elds from those listed in Section 2 and then in guessing
the constrained N = 8 super eld which acocom m odate this pair In a m ost econom icalway.
In the Subsections below , just to m ake the presentation m ore coherent, we tum the argu—
m ent around and start w ith postulating the N = 8;d=1 constraints. The N = 4 super eld
form ulations w illbe deduced from the N = 8 ones.

4.1 Supemultiplet (0, 8, 8)

The o —<hellN = 8;d=1 supem ultiplt (0, 8, 8) is carried cut by two real ferm ionic N = 8
super eds **; * subfcted to the ollow ing constraints:

D@ V=0g;p* V=0; r* J=0;r ® =0 @)
r® 2=p= ,;, r® it= p= 2. “42)

In order to understand the structure ofthis supem ultjplet in term sofN = 4 super elds
and to prove that the above constrained N = 8 super elds indeed carry the irreduchblk o -
shell eld content (0, 8, 8), we proceed as follow s. A sthe st step, ket us singk out the
N =4 subspace in the N = 8 superspace R ¥ as the set of coordiates

R=w) R @3)

and expand the N = 8 super elds over the extra G rassm ann coordinate # , . Then we cb-
serve that the constraints [£2J) in ply that the spinor derivatives ofall involved super elds
wih respect to # 5 can be expressed In tem s of spinor derivatives w ith respect to 45 -

3W e use the ©llow ing convention or the skew -symm etric tensor : 35 X = X; 1,= 21=1.

ij i
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T his m eans that the only essential N = 4 super eld com ponents of #* and in their
#-expansion are the rst ones
s WY S (4 .4)

T hese farm ionic N = 4 super elds are sub fcted, In virtue of egs. (4Jl) and [ZJ), to
the irreducibility constraints in N = 4 superspace

pat » - g, pid BA _ g, @5)

A s Pllow s from the list of Section 2, these super elds are jist two fermm ionic N = 4 hyper-
multiplets, each carrying (0, 4, 4) independent com ponent elds. So, being combined
together, they acoom m odate the whole o —shell com ponent content ofthe N = 8 multiplet
©, 8, 8), which proves that the N = 8 constraints [4l), [£2) are the true choice.

Thus, from the N =4 superspace perspective, the N =8 supemultiplt (O, 8, 8)
am ounts to the sum oftwo N =4;d=1 form jonic hypem ultiplets w ith the o —shell com —
ponent content (0, 4, 4) ©, 4, 4).

T he transfomm ations of the inplicit N =4 Poincare supersymm etry, com plting the
m anifest one to the full N =8 supersym m etry, have the follow ng form in tem s of the
N =4 super elds de ned above:

aA A ia i 1 i aA
- D" iy = = ,D} : (4.6)
2

The com patibility of [£.8) wih the constraints [43) is veri ed usihg the ollow ing

corollaries of these constraints:

DEp P R pjH® sk, plEp bk _ pjabkil, @.7)

T he Invariant free action can be w ritten as
Z

S= dd* BERE a4+ By 48)

Because of the presence of explicit theta’s in the action [£8), the latter is not m an—
ifestly nvariant even with respect to the m anifest N = 4 supersym m etry. N evertheless,
one can check that [£8) is nvariant under this supersym m etry which is realized on the
super elds as

R A @9

w here

0= - L i (4.10)
(RN

".. isthe supertranshtion param eter and m eans the active’ variation (taken ata xed
point of the N = 4 superspace). Actually, the action [£8) can be given the m anifestly
N =4 supersymm etric form as a sum oftwo integrals over the appropriate ham onic ana—
Iytic subspaces of N = 4;d=1 superspace (see [31l]) . Below we willem ploy this equivalent
ham onic superspace form ofthe o —shellaction of the ferm ionic hypem ultiplet (Subsec-
tions 42 and 4.5), aswell as onem ore its form , as an integral over the chiralN =4;d=1
superspace (Subsection 4.3).



42 Supemultiplet (1,8, 7)

T his supem ultiplet can be describbed by a single scalar N =8 super eld U which obeys
the llow ng irreducibbility conditions:

D*DpJu= r Ir'‘u; @11)
riir Wu=0; D¥*pPy=0: @ 12)

Let us note that the constraints [£.17]) reduce the m anifest R -symm etry to U @)F due
to the identi cation ofthe indices i and A ofthe covariant dervativesD # and r 2.

T his supem ultiplet possesses a unique decom position nto the pair of the N =4 su—
pemultipltsas 1, 8, 7) = (@, 4, 3) 0, 4, 4). The corresponding N =4 super eld
proEctions can be de ned as

u=Uj-0; =1 Ujo; (413)
and they obey the standard constraints
D Ga 3 _ 0; D i(aD jb)u =0: 4 14)

The second constraint directly ollow s from [412), while the st one is inplied by the
relation
@%D frPu=0; (4.15)
which can be proven by applying the di erential operator D *¥*r !to the N =8 super eld
constraint [£1]l) and m aking use of the algebra of covariant derivatives.
T he additional mm plicit N = 4 supersym m etry is realized on these N =4 super elds as
ollow s:
_ i i _ 1 iap
u= 1 ; = 3 ;D*Dau: (4 10)
The sinplest way to deal with the action for this supem ultiplet is to use ham onic
superspace [32,[33,[31], at Jleast for the spinor super elds  * .
W eusethede nitionsand conventionsofR ef. [31l]]. T he ham onic variablesparam etriz—
Ing the coset SU R)x=U (1)r are de ned by the relations

u+iui =1 , uj Uy U; u; = g5 @iH=u @av)
The hamonic profctionsof * = 1 ! arede ned by
= oWl = Ny (418)

and the constraints [£14) are rew ritten as

D*D u=D D u=0; D'D u+D D u=0; 419)
pt *=D *=0;D'" *=D'" *=0: @ 20)
HereD* = D%D  andD = Dy, ;D =Elui,D = u @=Qu ' (n the central

basis of the ham onic superspace), wih D # given in [PJ). The relations E20) inply



that *; * are analytic ham onic N = 4;d=1 super elds living on the analytic subspace
(;w) (s "7 "su;) whith is closed under N = 4 supersymm etry. In this setting, the
transform ations of the hidden N = 4 supersymm etry [£16) are rew ritten as

1 — — _
+=5 DD DD 2 D'DY u;
1 — — _
+=§ DD DD 2 D'DY u;
u= o f + * * : 421)
T he action is given by
lZ Z
5= dtd* '+  dud o 4 22)
w here dud = dudd "d * isthem easure of ntegration over the analytic superspace.

The action [£27) ism anifestly N = 4 supersym m etric shce it is w ritten in temm s of N = 4
super elds. However, its nvariance w ith respect to thehidden N = 4 supersym m etry (£21])
must be explicitly checked. The variation of the rst term in {27) can be represented
as we explicitly w rite only the tem s involving the param eters )

z , Z z
u

dtd* = dwd* du * * u=2 dd* du Tu; 4 23)

w hile the variation of the second term reads

Z 7
dud **= 2 dud D'D" u 4 24)

Kesgoing In m Ind that 7 7

dud D'D" ded? du; @ 25)

we see that the action [£27) is indeed invariant under N = 8 supersym m etry.

43 Supemultiplet (2, 8, 6)

The N = 8 super eld form ulation ofthis supem ultiplet involves two scalar bosonic super-
eldsU; obeying the constraints

r ® ™My =0; rfc™ =0; (4.26)
r3uy=p%; r® = p¥y @27
where we have denti ed indices 1 and A, a and  of the covariant derivatires, thus

retaining only two m anifest SU (2) autom orphism groups. From [424), [27) som e usefl
corollaries follow :

D®DJU+ r¥riu=0; D*pPUu=0; 4 28)
D®D? +r™r? =0; D ®D?* =o0: 429)

1



Comparing [428), £29) and [£28) wih [AI1), [AIJ), we observe that the N = 8 super-
multiplt wih the eld content (2, 8, 6) can be obtained by combining two (1, 8, 7)
supermm ultiplets and in posing the additional relations [£27) on the corresponding N = 8
super elds.

In orderto construct the invariant actionsand to prove that the above N = 8 constraints
Indeed yield themultiplet 2, 8, 6), we should reveal the structure ofthis supem ultiplet
In term s of N =4 super elds, as we did in the previous cases. However, In the case at
hand, we have two di erent choices to split the (2, 8, 6) supem ultiplet

1. @,8,06)= (1,4,3) @1,4,3)
2. 2,8,6)= (2,4, 2) ©, 4, 4)

A salready m entioned, the possibility to have a few di erent o —shellN = 4 decom positions
of the same N = 8 multiplet has been observed in our earlier paper [9U]. &t is related to
di erent choices of the m anifest N = 4 supersym m etries as subgroups of the N = 8 super
Poincare group. W e shall treat both options.

1. @2,8,6)= (1,4,3) (@,4,3)

In orderto describe theN =8 (2, 8, 6) muliplet in tetm sofN = 4 super eldswe should
choose the appropriate N = 4 superspace. The st (evident) possbility is to choose the
N =4 superspace w ith the coordiates (t; 1) ie. the sam e as In Subsections 4.1 and 42
(see eq. [E3)). M this superspace one N = 4 Poincare supergroup is naturally realized,
while the second onem ixes two irreducible N = 4 super elds which com prise the N =8 (2,
8, 6) supem ultiplet in question. Expanding the N =8 super eldsU; i # ¢, one nds
that the constraints [£28), [£27) leave n U and as ndependent N = 4 profctions only
those of zeroth order in #2

u=U3 _,i = Jy, -0 4 30)

Each N = 4 super eld proves to be sub fcted, in virtue of {(£28), [£27), to the additional
constraint:
D*p#yu=0; D@ =0: (4 31)
Thus we conclude that ourN =8 muliplet U; , when rew ritten In termm s of N = 4 super-
elds, am ounts to a direct sum oftwo N =4 multiplts u and , both having the sam e
o <hell eld contents (1, 4, 3).
The transfomm ations of the Inplicit N =4 Poincare supersymm etry com plkting the
m anifest one to the 1llN = 8 Poincare supersym m etry have the follow ing form In temm s
ofthese N =4 super elds:

u= jaDja ; = jaDiau: 4 32)

It is rather easy to construct the action in temm s of N =4 super elds u and , such
that it is Invariant w ith respect to the in plicit N = 4 supersymm etry [£37). T he generic
action has the formm 7

S= ad' F w; ); 4 33)



w here the function F obeys the Laplace equation
Fw+F =0: (4 34)

T he sin plest exam ple of such an action is supplied by the free action
Z

1
sfree=5 dd? uw? ¢ (4 35)

O ne m ay wonder w hether the Jatter action is positively de ned or not. A ffer passing
to the component elds we nd that, wih the follow ing de niion of the superspace
Integration m easure 7 7

1 . .
dtd’ o1 9P D D Dy ; (4 36)

and w ith the auxiliary elds elin lnated by their equations of m otion, the action (£30)
yields the correct kinetic tem s for the physical bosons

Z
S free dt

2
+?+ ferm ions 4 37)

N |18,

T he sign m inus between two tem s .n [£30) is actually related to the di erence between
the de ning constraints {437]) for the super eds u and and has no inpact on the
positive de nieness ofthe com ponent action. Below we shallm est m ore exam ples of such
fake \non-positive de niteness" of the super eld actions. The corresponding com ponent
actions are correct in all cases.

An interesting subclass of the actions [£33) is provided by those of the fom :

A1 #
Z %
S=  dd* fu)+ g, @) * ; (4 38)
n=1
w ith the additional conditions which llow from [£34))
gCO
2g1= £% Gui= - ; (4.39)

2@n+ 1)@+ 1)

w here the prin es denote the derivatives w ith respect to u. The inm ediate corollary is
that any action w ritten In tem softhe N =4 super eld u can be prom oted to an nvariant
ofN = 8 supersym m etry by adding the appropriate interaction w ith the super eld . For
exam ple, the action of N =4 SCQM 0]

Sy-a= dud* ulgu

40 ne can equally start w ith an action ofthe super edd and prom ote it to an N = 8 supersym m etric
action by tuming on the appropriate interactionsw ith u.
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can be generalized to have N = 8 supersymm etry as
Z

— 4 1 2 2
Sy=g = dtd Eu]og(u + ) arctan —
u
lZ
= 3 dtd* [u+ i)bgu+ i)+ @ i)bg@ 1i)]: (4 40)
N ote that the N = 8 superconform al invariance ofthis action isnot autom atic and rem ains

to be checked.
2. @,8,6)= 2,4,2) (0,4,4)

T here is a m ore sophisticated choice ofa N =4 subspace In the N = 8;d= 1 superspace,
which gives rise to the second possibble N =4 super eld splitting of the considered N =8
supem ultiplet, that is into the multiplts 2, 4, 2) and (O, 4, 4).

F irst of all, ket us de ne a new set of covarant derivatives

1 : o —ia 1 - : no —jbo

Dj‘a=p—§ D& ir3 ; D =p—§ D24 i3t ; DpE;pT =2iY%®a; @41)

and new N =8 super elds V;V related to the original ones as

V=U+i; v=U 1i : 4 42)

In this basis the constraints [£24), @27) read
DBV =0; D V=0;
e b —ifa—ib a s — da—3)b
piep 7 + D D Pv =0; DEpIY DDV = o0: 4 43)

Now we split the com plex quartet covariant derivatives [£47]) into two sets of the doublet
N =4 ones as

D'=D%;D =D"; ri=D%ri= D 4 44)

and cast the constraints [4.43) in the form
DV = 0; riv= 0; D_iV= o;?ﬁ= 0;
DDV rir'v=0; Dr%V Driv=0: (4 45)
Next, as an altemative N =4 superspace, we choose the st of coordinates closed under
the action ofD ;D %, ie.
C; ot Wo; o Ifp); (4 .46)

while the N =8 super elds are expanded w ith respect to the orthogonal com binations
a4 i#a, p+ i#p which are anndhilated by D 4D *.
A s a consequence of the constraints [A43), the quadratic action of the derivatives r *
and r * on every N =8 super eld V;V can be expressed as D ;D * of som e other super—
eld. Therefore, only the zeroth and rst order com ponents of each N =8 super eld are

11



Independent N = 4 super eld profgctions. Thus, we are left w ith the follow ng sst ofN =4
super elds:
v=V3 v=V ; t=rtv; = rv : @47

These N =4 super elds prove to be sub gcted to the additional constraints which also
ollow from [449)

Dv=0; Dv=0; D*J3=0; Dt 3=0;D*3I= Dt I; 4 .48)

TheN = 4 super eldsv;v com prise the standard N = 4;d= 1 chirmlm ultiplkt 2, 4, 2),while
theN =4 super eds *; 7 subcted to [£248) and both having the o —shell contents (0,
4, 4) are recognized as the fem ionic version ofthe N = 4;d= 1 hypem ultiplet.

The m plicit N = 4 supersymm etry is realized by the transfom ations

. 1 —
v= i l; 1= 5 j_D v+ 2ij_XL: (4.49)

T he invariant free action has the follow ing fomm :
Z Z Z
4 1 2 i 1 2 i
Sg = dad” vv 5 dtd i 5 dtd i H (4 .50)

Let us note that this very sin pl form ofthe action fortheN =4 0, 4, 4) supem uliplet

;; ) is related to our choice of the N = 4 superspace. Indeed, w ith ourde nition {£44),
the (0, 4, 4) supemuliplet is described by the doublkt of chiral ferm ions with the
additional constraints [£48) an essential part of which is sin ply the N = 4;d=1 chirality
conditions. T herefore, the chiral superspace is the best choice to w rite the o —shell action
of the muliplkt (0, 4, 4) in the present case. It is worthwhilk to em phasize that all
di erently looking superspace o —shell actions ofthemultiplt O, 4, 4), viz. both tem s
in [£8), the action [£27) and the last two term s in [£50), yield the sam e com ponent
action for thismultiplet.

44 Supemultiplet (3, 8, 5)

T his superm ultiplet has been discussed in detailin [U]where t was temtm ed asthe N =8
tensorm ultiplet’. Here we shortly rem nd itsm ain features.

In the N = 8 supersoace this supem ultiplet is describbed by the trplet of bosonic su—
per elds VY obeying the irreducibility constraints

DV =0; r WHF=0: (4.51)
So three out of four original autom oxphisan SU (2) symm etries rem ain m anifest in this
description.
The N =8 supem ultiplet 3, 8, 5) can be decom posed into N =4 supem uliplets in
the two ways

12



1. 3,8,5 = G,4,1) ©, 4, 4)
2. (3,8,5= (1,4,3) (2,4,2)

A s in the previous case, we discuss both these options.
1. @,8,35)= G,4,1) ©,4,4)

T his splitting requires choosing the coordiate set [£3) as the relevant N = 4 super-
space. Expanding the N =8 super elds V3 in #; , one nds that the constraints (.51
leave . V¥ the Hllow ng four bosonic and four ferm ionic N = 4 proctions:

v = v ; + erij ; A rirj\/'ij (4 .52)

where jm eans restriction to #; = 0. A s a consequence of [£5]l), these N =4 super elds
prove to obey the constraints

vajk)Z 0; D;i D= 0;
A=6m DD.v’;m = const: (4 53)

T hus, for the considered splitting, the N = 8 tensor m ultiplet super eld VY am ounts to a
direct sum oftheN =4 tensor’ muliplet super eld v with the o —chellcontent (3; 4; 1)
and a ferm ionicN = 4 hypem ultiplet i with theo -shelloontent (©, 4, 4),plusa constant
m ofthem ass din ension.

T he transform ations ofthe in plicit N = 4 P oincare supersym m etry w hich togetherw ith
the m anifest N = 4 supersym m etry constitute the fullo —shell N = 8 Poincare supersym —
m etry have the follow ing form in tem s of the above N = 4 super elds:

vi= &9 —E9; = 20y g_leDkv3k+ 6m —* (4 54)

where

i 1i —1 21 i 1i i 21
; ; ; : (4 .55)

2. 3,8,5=(@1,4,3) €,4,2)

T his option corresponds to another choice of the N = 4 superspace, which am ounts to
dividing the N = 8;d=1 G rasan ann coordinates into doublets w ith respect to som e other
SU (2) Indices. T he relevant solitting of N = 8 superspace into the N = 4 subgoace and the
com plam ent ofthe Jatter can be perform ed as follow s. F irstly, we de ne the new covariant
derivatives as

1 — 1
D@ p—lea+jral;Da p—sz ir2 ;
a - 2a a2 i 1 1
r p—ED + ir F p—zDa ir (4 56)



T hen we choose the set of coordinates closed under the action ofD #;D ., ie.
ti 1. i O+ #Y (4.57)

while the N =8 super elds are expanded w ith respect to the orthogonal com binations
S i#5, 7+ i#] annihilatedby D #;D ,.
T he basic constraints [AX51l), being rew ritten in the basis [£54), take the form

D% =0; D% r® =90; r®v+D®% =0; r? =0;
r, =0; r,v+tD, =0; Dsv r,’=0; D, =0 (4 58)
where
v vt r oyt o oy, 4 59)

D ue to the constraints [A58), the derivatives r ® and r , of every N = 8 super ed in the
triplet 1%;V';V??) can be expressed asD 2;D , ofsom e other super eld. T herefore, only
the zeroth order (ie. takenat 5 i#5= 7+ i#7 = 0) componentsofeach N =8 super eld
are independent N = 4 super eld profctions. These N = 4 super elds are sub fected to the
additional constraints which also llow from [458)

D*D,v=D.D v=0; D3 =0;D.’ =0: 4 60)

The N=4 super elds ’ ;' comprse the standard N =4;d=1 chimlmultiplkt 2, 4, 2),
while the N = 4 super eld v sub fcted to (£.60) has the needed o —shellcontent (1, 4, 3).
The I plicit N = 4 supersymm etry acts on the N =4 super eldsv;’ ;' as follow s:

v= D% + D’ ; r= D %v; r = 3D ,v: 4 .61)

The Invariant N = 4 super eld actions for both decom positions of the N = 8 muliplet
(3, 8, 5) were presented In Ref. [U].

F inally, we note that the considered m ultiplet can be treated as a din ensional reduc—
tion ofthe N =2;d=4 tensor m ultiplet, whence itsname N =8 tensor multiplet’ used In
[Q]. Three physicalbosons ofthe d= 1 case as com pared to fourbosonic degrees of freedom
ofthe d= 4 case are related to the fact that one such degrees in d=4 is represented by the
hotoph’. A fter reduction to d=1 the notoph eld strength becom es a constant, and it is
jast the constant m appearing n [£53).

45 Supemultiplet (4, 8, 4)

T his supem ultiplet can be described by a quartet of N =8 super elds Q ¢ obeying the
constrants:
DfO® =0; r{o,/)=0: (4.62)

1

Let us note that the constraints [4.62) are m anifestly covariant with respect to three
SU (2) subgroups realized on the indices i;a and
From [£6&2) som e in portant relations ollow :

DEp¥Pgc =2iF*qa ; rirdge® =2iY @2 . 4 .63)
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U sing them , it ispossible to show that the super eldsQ ® ocontain the follow Ing indepen-—
dent com ponents:

Q%3 DIQ® ; r'Q® ; Dlrig?® ; (4 .64)

where jm eans now restriction to i;; = #; = 0. This directly proves that we dealw ith
the irreducible 4, 8, 4) supem uliplt.

In order to construct the corresponding action, we passto N =4 super elds. There are
three di erent possibilities to split this N = 8 multjplet into the N = 4 ones:

1. @4,8,4)= @4,4,0) ©0,4,4)
2. @4,8,4)= (G,4,1) 1, 4, 3)
3. @4,8,4)= @,4,2) @,4,2)
O nce agaln, we shall consider all these three cases ssparately.
1. @4,8,4)= @4,4,0) ©,4,4)

T his case in plies the choice ofthe N = 4 superspace [£3). Expanding the N = 8 super-
edsQ?® i #; ,onem ay easily see that the constraints [£.67) leave n Q¢ the ollow ing
fourbosonic and four fem onic N = 4 super eld progctions:

f =0*3 B rlo* (4.65)
Each N =4 super el is sub fcted, in virtue of {£.67), to an additional constraint
D¢ =0; D P=o: (4.66)

C onsuling Section 1, we com e to the conclusion that these are jast the hypem ultiplet o
w ith the o —shell eld content 4, 4, 0) and a ferm ionic analog ofthe N = 4 hypem ultiplet
2 wih the eld content 0, 4, 4).
T he transform ations of the in plicit N = 4 Ponncare supersym m etry have the follow ing
form In tem s of these N = 4 super elds:

f == 3 B= 2t 4.67)

Ham onic superspace provides the m ost adequate fram ework for constructing the
action for this solitting. W e Introduce the hamm onic variables param etrizing the cosst
SU (2)=U (1) as in eq. [EI7) and de ne the ham onic profctions of ¢ ; 2 by

g =d u; "= Pul;: (4.68)
Now the constraints [4.66) take the standard form ofthe G rasan ann ham onic analyticity
conditions

D¥q =0; DY "I=0 4.69)
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where D* = D*u!. Thus, the super eds g * and * live in the analytic ham onic
N =4;d=1 superspace ( ;u ) ; ;u, ). In this setting, the transform ations of the
hidden N =4 supersymm etry [£67) are rew ritten as

1. . .
q+=§l N = 21t g @.70)
T he free action is 7 '
1 1 .
S=- dud a'qd = T 7 @.71)
2 4
w here dud = dudt,d ¥ d I isthem easure of integration over the analytic supersoace.

2. (4,8,4)= G3,4,1) (,4,3)

In orderto describe thisN = 4 super eld realization oftheN = 8 supem ultiplt 4; 8; 4),
we Introduce the N = 8 super elds V;V as

Q% V¥ fv; v¥=vR, @.72)
and use the covariant deritvatives [L41l) to rew rite the basic constraints [4.62) as
D V™ = 0; DV™ = o; (4.73)

. l_i b ) 1 icyab
D #y = 5D V¥ DPV = EDbVa : (4.74)

T he constraints [4.73) de neV® astheN = 8 super eld com prising the o -shellm ultiplet
(3, 8, 5), whik, as one can deduce from [473), [£74), the N =8 super eld V has the
content (1, 8, 7). Then the constraints [4.74) establish relations between the fermm ions
In these two super elds and reduce the num ber of ndependent auxiliary eldsto four, so
that we once again end up w ith the irreduclble N =8 multiplkt 4, 8, 4).

Two sets of N = 4 covariant derivatives

—1la

2a
and r%;r?® D %%;D

D a;D a D la;ﬁ
are naturally realized In temm s of the N =4 superspaces (; 1. + i#1a; 20 I#2.) and
(€; oo+ i#on ; 12 #7.). In tem s of the new derivatives the constraints [4.73), [E.74)
becom e

D Gy™ = p Gy = p @yP) = p @y = q;
1 — 1 1 1—
DV = Phd W; DoV = oF WV rov = 5D WV r oy = 5D WV (4.75)
Now we see that the r ;r , derivatives of the super elds V ;V ® are expressed asD a;D_a

of the super elds V&;V , respectively. Thus, In the ( 2, + i#.; 12 i#1.) expansions of
the super eldsV;V 2 only the rst com ponents (ie. those of zero order in the coordinates
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(22 + 227 12 i#1.)) willbe independent N = 4 super elds. W e denote them v;v®. The

hidden N =4 supersymm etry is realized on these N =4 super elds as:
1 1 — 4 —
v = 5 2D v+ 5 D v o= 3 @p Py Gp Py ; 4.76)

while the super elds them selves cbey the constraints
D =D =0; D®"v=0; 4.77)

which are rem nant of the N = 8 super eld constraints {£.73).
T he Invariant free action reads

S= dd* V¥ v®v, 4.78)

3. 4,8,4)= 2,4,2) @,4,2)

Thiscase isa littlke bitm ore tricky. First ofallwe de nethenew sst ofN = 8 super elds
W ; intemsofV Y;V de ned earlier n {€.70)

_ 2 3
wo vihw o v#E; S v+ vt Z v 5\/12 4.79)
and oconstruct two new sets ofN =4 derivatives D Y;r * from those de ned n {£Z1)):

, 1 . — — 1 ) .
Dl=1e—E pt+ph ;Dl=1e—5 D2+D¥% ;
1 il ~ il i l i2 ~ 12
r =p—§ D D ;ro= p—é D D : 4 .80)

T he basic constraints [£.73), [£.74) can be rew ritten in temm s of the super edsW ;
and the derivatives D *;r * as

DW =r'w =0;DW =r'w =0; D' =rt =0;rt =D*% = 0;

DW D'=0;DW +D*=0; r'‘Ww «r'*=0;r'Ww +r® =0:@81)

The proper N =4 superspace is de ned as the one on which the covariant derivatives
D ;D ?;r';r ? are naturally realized. The constraints [E&1) inply that the rem aining
set of covariant derivatives, ie. D ?;D ';r ?;r !, when acting on every mnvolved N =8
super eld, can be expressed as spinor derivatives from the the st sst acting on some
anotherN = 8 super eld. Thusthe rstN =4 super eld com ponentsoftheN = 8 super elds
W ; are the only Independent N =4 super eld progctions. The transform ations of the
Inplicit N =4 Poincare supersymm etry have the follow ing form in tem s of these N =4

super elds:

w= D + ri ; = Diw rlw : (4.82)



T he free Invarant action is

S=  dd* ww : 4 83)

4.6 Supemultiplet (5, 8, 3)

T his supem ultiplet has been considered In details n Refs. 22,19]. &k was tem ed there
the N =8 vectorm ultiplet’. Here we sketch ism an properties.

In order to describe this supem ultiplet, one should introduce ve bosonic N =8 su-—
per eldsV ;U obeying the constraints

D™ .+ r'u=0; r V.,+ DlU=0: (4 .84)

Tt isworth noting that the constraints [£.84) are covariant not only under three SU (2)
autom orphism groups (realized on the doublkt indices i, a and ), but also under the
SO (5) autom orphian s. These SO (5) transform ationsm ix the spinor derivatives D 2 and
r ' in the indices and a, whik two SU ) groups realized on these indices consti-
tute SO (4) SO (5). The super elds U;V & form an SO (5) vector: under the SO (5)
transform ations belonging to the coset SO (5)=S0 4) they transform as

Va,=a,U; U= 2a,V ?%: (4 .85)

A s In the previous cases we m ay consider two di erent splittings of the N = 8 vector
muliplet into irreduchble N = 4 super elds

1. 6,8,3)= 1,4,3) “,4,0)
2. 6,8,3)= GB,4,1) @,4,2)

Once agaln, they correspond to two di erent choices of the N = 4;d=1 supersoace as a
subspace In the origihalN = 8;d= 1 superspace.

1. 6,8,3)= 1,4,3) “,4,0)

The relevant N =4 superspace is R ¥ param etrized by the coordiates (t; i,) and
de ned n {£3). A s in the previous cases, it ollow s from the constraints [£.84) that the
odnor derivatives of all involved super elds w ith respect to #; are expressed In tem s of
soinorderivatives w ith respect to i, . Thusthe only essentialN = 4 super eld com ponents
ofV , and U in their #-expansion are the rst ones

Va Viakoo; u Uidg: (4 .86)

T hey acoom m odate the whole o —shell com ponent content of the N = 8 vector m ultiplet.
These ve bosonicN =4 super elds are sub fcted, in virtue of (4.84), to the imreducibility
constraints In N = 4 superspace

Dy =0; D*pPu=o0: 4.87)

1
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Thus, from the N =4 superspace standpoint, the vector N = 8 supermm ultiplet is the sum
ofthe N =4;d=1 hypem ultiplt v , wih the o -shell com ponent contents 4, 4, 0) and
the N =4 bld’ tensormultiplet u with the contents (1, 4, 3).

T he transfom ations of the in plicit N = 4 P oincare supersym m etry are

i 1 ia
vw = ;Djuy u=§iD v, (4 .88)

2. (5,8,3)= G3,4,1) €,4,1)

Another Interesting N =4 super eld splitting of the N =8 vector multiplt can be
adhieved by passing to the com plex param etrization ofthe N = 8 supersoace as

o= s +# ;=7 7

where we have denti ed the ndicesa and , thus having reduced the num ber ofm anifest
SU (2) autom orphism symm etries to just two. In this superspace the covariant derivatives
D! ;DI de ned in {@Adl) @ ith the denti cation of ndices jist m entioned) are naturally
realized. W e are also ked to de ne new super elds

\Y% VW vi)l=Zv +v ; WO V+iU; WV iU :(4.89)

NI

In this basis of N = 8 superspace the original constraints [4.84) am ount to

) 1 S — S — 1 .

Diw = v D'W + D'w ;D'w = v D'Ww + D'w ;

D'W =0;D W =0; O“D )W = 0D W : (4.90)
Next, we singlke out the N =4;d=1 supersgpace as t; 15 and solit our N =8

super elds into the N =4 ones In the standard way. A s in all previous cases, the spinor
derivatives of each N = 8 super eld w ith respect to % and > ,asa consequence of the
constraints [£.90), are expressed as derivatives of som e other super elds w ith respect to
and . Therefore, only the rst (ie. taken at_2a = 0and ,;= 0) N=4 super eld
com ponents of the N = 8 super elds really m atter. T hey accom m odate the entire o —shell
eld content ofthe multiplet. These N = 4 super elds are de ned as

W 3; W ;0w W 4.91)
and satisfy the constraints ©llow ing from [4.90)
D = 0; D =0; D'w '=D'w '=0; D D! ;5 51 : (4 .92)

They tellus that the N =4 super elds and fom the standard N =4 chiralm ultiplet
2,4,2),whietheN=4 super edw rpresentstheN =4 tensormultiplet 3, 4, 1).
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The mplicit N =4 supersymm etry isrealized onw , and as
1 (=) ( ) 4 _— 4
w = — D D ; =— D w ; = —-— D w : (4 .93)
2 3
An analysis of N =8 supersymm etric actions for the N =8 vector multiplt m ay be
found In [B]. Here we present only two exam ples of such actions.

The rst action Z

1
S=2 dgd

A+ 2+ 202
corresoonds to the splitting 1 above. Tt possesses both N =4 superconform al sym m etry
and N = 8 Poincare supersym m etry. T he closure of these two supersym m etries yields the
whole N = 8 conform al supersym m etry associated w ith the supergroup O Sp (4°#) [E].

T he second action is constructed using the solitting 2. Ik includes the N =4 tensor
w and the chiral , muliplets. The free action invariant under the inplicit N =4
supersymm etry [£93) reads

(4.94)

V4
3
Stree = dtd'  w? v : (4 .95)

The N = 4 superconform ally invariant action which is also invariant under [£93) has the
very sin plk form
p_— 49
Z g w2+ w2+
Skin = 2 dud* p— : (4 .96)
W

It isalso O Sp (4°#) invariant.

F inally, wenote that them ultiplet (5, 8, 3) can be regarded asa din ensional reduction
of the abelian N =2;d=4 gauge multiplet R2] (this is the reason why sometines it is
referred to as N =8 vector multiplet’ [O]). Three extra physical scalar elds ofthe d=1
case com e from the spatial com ponents of the d= 4 gauge vector potential which becom e
gauge Invariant after reduction to d=1. The description of thismultiplet n N=8;d=1
ham onic superspace was given in 34, 135].

4.7 Supemultiplet (6, 8, 2)
T his superm ultiplet can be described by two N = 8 tensorm ultiplets VY and W 2,
DWW =0;r WM =0; DWw™=0;rw™=0; (4.97)
w ith the additional constraints
DivP=r"w2; rivi= Dw *: (4.98)

T he role of the Jatter constraints is to identify the eight form jons which are present .n V3
w ith the ferm ions from W 2°, and to reduce the number of independent auxiliary elds in
both super elds to two

F,=D{D VY3, F,=DID W *5; (4.99)
where jm eans here restriction to i, = #5, = 0.
T here are two di erent possibilities to split this N = 8 multjplet into the N = 4 ones
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1. 6,8,2)= 3,4,1) 3, 4,1)

2. (6,8,2)= 4,4,0) 2,4,2)
A s before, we discuss peculiarities of both decom positions.
1. 6,8,2)= G,4,1) G,4,1)

T he corresponding N = 4 supersubspace is [£3). The N = 8 constraints in ply that the
only essential N = 4 super eld com ponents of VY and W % in their #-expansion are the
st ones
vdovEy; w® oW Py (4.100)
T hese six bosonic N = 4 super elds are sub fcted, in virtue of {.97), [£39), to the irre—
ducibility constraints in N = 4 superspace

D% =0; D*w™=0: (4.101)

Thus, the N =8 supem ultiplt (6, 8, 2) am ounts to the sum oftwo N =4;d=1 tensor
multiplets v ;w® with the o <hell ed contents 3, 4, 1) @3, 4, 1).
T he transfom ations of the in plicit N = 4 P oincare supersym m etry are

. 2 . 2 g
V= 3 ;lD g)wab; w = 3 i(aD ?)vlj: (4102)
The free N = 8 supersym m etric action has the follow Ing fom :
Z
S=  dd* v w? : (4103)

2. (6,8,2)= (4,4,0) @,4,2)

In this case, to describe the (6, 8, 2) multiplt, we combine two N =4 super elds:
chiral super eld
D* =D% =0 (4104)

and the hypem ultiplt g2 B

T he transform ations of In plicit N = 4 supersym m etry read

, ) . 1 . 1 .
¢ = D + °D* ; = Eaquja; = Eaquﬂ-a: (4.106)
T he Invariant free action is as follow s:
Z
Stree = dtd' o 4 : 4.107)
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4.8 Supemultiplet (7,8,1)

T his superm ultiplet has a natural description In tem s of two N = 8 super elds V¥ and
Q2% satisfying the constraints

D@y#=0; r byM=0;, Dig P=0; rio,=0; (4.108)
DVP=dr*Q®; r,vi= iD.0": (4.109)

T he constraints [A.I08) leave in the super edsVY andQ? thesets (3,8, 5) and (4; 8; 4)
of irreducible com ponents, respectively. T he rok of the constraints [A.J09) is to dentify
the form jons in the super eldsV ¥ and Q¢ and to reduce the totalnum ber of independent
auxiliary com ponents in both super elds to jast one.

For this supem ultiplt there is a unigue splitting into N = 4 super elds as

(7;8;1)= 3;4;1) @4;4;0):

T he proper N = 4 superspace is param etrized by the coordinates (t; i,). T he constraints
[A2108), [I09) inply that the only essential N =4 super eld com ponents In the #-
expansion of V3 and Q2 arethe rst ones

vIovEi_0; Ff 0 0% do: (4.110)

T hese seven bosonic N = 4 super elds are sub fcted, as a corollary of {£108), [ZI09), to
the irreducioility constraints in N = 4 superspace

D a(j\fjk) =0; D i(ado) =0: (4111)

Thus the N = 8 supem ultiplt (7, 8, 1) am ounts to the sum ofthe N =4;d=1 hypem ul-
tiplet f wih the 4, 4, 0) o shell el content and the N =4 tensorm ultiplet v with
the (3, 4, 1) content.

The in plicit N = 4 Poincare supersymm etry is realized by the transformm ations

. 21 . i, .
Vlj = 3 (lD ;)qa H C? = 5 * D javij . (4 .112)
T he free action can be also easily w ritten
2 4
S= du* ng : (4.113)

4.9 Supemultiplet (8, 8, 0)

This supem ultiplet is analogous to the supem ultiplet (0, 8, 8): they dier In their
overallG rassn ann parity. It isdescribed by the two realbosonicN = 8 super edsQ **; *
sub pcted to the constraints

D(ia 3) :O;Di(aQb)A:O; r(A .): O;r (AQaB)Z 0; (4114)

1

r 2= D*® ,; r® *=p"p%: (4115)

1 a
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Analogously to the case of the supem uliplt 8, 8, 0), from the constraints [£I119)
i follow s that the spinor derivatives of all involved super elds w ith respect to # , are
expressed In tem s of soinor derivatives w ith regpect to i . Thus the only essentialN =4
super eld com ponents In the #-expansion ofQ ** and ! arethe rstones

g 0P i 7 R TR 4.116)

They accomm odate the whole o —shell com ponent content of the muliplt 8, 8, 0).
These bosonic N = 4 super elds are sub fcted, as a consequence of {£114), EI119), to the
irreducibility constraints in N = 4 superspace

pad N = O;Di(aqb)A =0: 4a17)

Thus the N = 8 supem uliplt B, 8, 0) can be represented asthe sum oftwo N =4;d=1
hypem ultiplets w ith the o -shell com ponent contents (4, 4, 0) 4, 4,0).

T he transform ations ofthe in plicit N = 4 Poincare supersym m etry in this Jast case are
as follow s:

1 - . 1 .
gt = EADEi; l=§AD;qu: (4.118)
T he Invariant free action is
z
S= dd* o ?: (4.119)

Them ost generalaction still respecting our SU (2) autom oxphian symm etries has the
follow ing form : 7

s= dud' F &; %); (4.120)

where, as the necessary condition of N = 8 supersymm etry, the finction F (¢; 2) should
obey the equation

2 2
¢ oF 5 %) + ¢

F f; %) = 0: 4121
T e iz i %) ( )

5 Summ ary and conclusions

In this paper, as a further developm ent of ndings of our previous paper 9], we pre-
sented super eld form ulations of the fiill am ount of 0 —shellN = 8;d=1 supem uliplets
with 8 physical ferm ions, both In N =8 and N =4 superspaces. W e listed all possble
N =4 super eld splittings of these m ultiplets. For each such splitting we gave the N = 8
supersymm etric free N = 4 super eld action, and for som e soecial cases we quoted exam —
pls of N = 8 supersym m etric actions w ith interaction. Only two ofthese d= 1 multiplets,
3, 5, 8) and (5, 8, 3) considered earlier in €], can be understood in the fram ework
of the dim ensional reduction N=2;d=4 ! N=8;d=1. It is far from obvious whether
theN =8; d=1 o —shell super eld form ulations of otherm ultiplets considered here can be
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recovered in a sin ilar way.” Fortunately, there is no actualneed to care about this since
our approach is selfconsistent in d=1.

O ur results are summ arized in the Tabl below .

N = 8 supem ultiplets

M ultiplet | N =8 Super elds | N = 8 Constraints | N =4 golittings
©, 8, 8) a i 4, @2 0;4;4) (0;4;4)
€,8,7) U 1), E12) 1;4;3) (0;4;4)
2,8,06) U; (£29), @27 C:d;2)  (0;4;4)
i B;4;1) (0;4;4)
s 8, 3) Ve E3D) 1;4;3) @;4;2)
4;4;0) (0;4;4)
“,8,4) Q@ 2.82) B;4;1) (@;4;3)
@2;4;2) 2;4;2)
a 1;4;3) 4;4;0)
©r 83 uiv £ Gid;1)  (;4;2)
ij.po ab WRoTe G;4;1) G;4;1)
©, 8, 2) VW 22, [2.39) @;4;0) C:d;2)
(7,8,1) vi;Q@ 2108, [A109) B;4;1) @4;4;0)
8,8,0) Qer,; f 4113, EI115) @4;4;0) (@4;4;0)

T hese results should be regarded as preparatory fora m ore detailed study ofthe N =8
SQM m odels associated w ith the supem ultiplets considered. In particular, it would be
Interesting to reproduce these supem ultiplets from nonlinear realizations of N =8;d=1
supercon fom al groups, construct the relevant superconformm al actions and reveal a pos—
sble relation of the corresponding N =8 SCQM to the physics of branes and black holes.
An ntriguing question is whether som e dynam icalm odels w ith higher N > 8;d=1 super—
symm etry can be constructed by combining som e of the N = 8 multiplets considered in
this paper. For desper geom etrical understanding of the N = 8 m odels proposed above, it
would be Interesting to consider their H am iltonian form ulation, as it was done in [36] and
(18] orN =4 SQM .

It should be pointed out that in the present work we addressed only those m ultiplets
which satisfy linear constraints in the superspace. A s we know, there exist N =4;d=1
multiplets w ith nonlinear de ning constraints (eg. nonlinear versions of the chiral 2, 4,
2) multiplet B], aswell as of the hypem ultiplet 4, 4, 0) [37]). It would be interesting
to construct analogous nonlinear versions of some N =8 multiplets from the above set.
Also, In [31,18] plenty of nonlnear o -shell relations between the N =4; d=1 super elds
listed in Section 2 were found, as a generalization of the linear relations describbed in
29,130]. These substitutions preserve the number 4 of the ferm ionic elds, but express
som e auxiliary elds In tem s of the tim e derivatives of physical bosonic elds. In the

5P erhaps one shoul start from an enlarged set ofN = 4;d= 4 o -shell super elds, w ith broken Lorentz
covariance.
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N = 8 case one can expect sin ilar relations, and it is of Interest to nd the explicit fom
of them and to explore their possible in plications in N =8 SQM m odels.

Finally, in this paper we restricted ourselves to N=8;d=1 multiplts with a nie
num ber ofo -shell com ponents. It still ram ains to be understood how they are related to
multiplets with an in nite number of auxiliary elds, which naturally appear In various
versions of hamm onic N = 8;d=1 superspace (s=e eg. [34,138,135]) . A 1o, the relevance of
the latter to the N =8 SQM m odelbuilding needs to be explored further.
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