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A bstract

W e construct a variety ofo�-shellN =8;d= 1 superm ultiplets with �nite num bers

ofcom ponent �elds as direct sum s ofproperly constrained N =4;d= 1 super�elds.

W ealso show how thesem ultipletscan bedescribed in N =8;d= 1 superspacewhere

the whole am ountofsupersym m etry ism anifest. Som e ofthese m ultipletscan be

obtained bydim ensionalreduction from N =2m ultipletsin d= 4,whereasotherscan-

not.W egiveexam plesofinvariantsuper�eld actionsforthem ultipletsconstructed,

including N =8 superconform ally invariantones.
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1 Introduction

Supersym m etricquantum m echanics(SQM )[1]isrelevantto a vastbunch ofphenom ena

associated with supersym m etric theories in diverse dim ensions and string theory (see

e.g.[2,3]and references therein). In particular, superconform alquantum m echanics

(SCQM )[4]{[9],[3]hasprofound im plicationsin theAdS/CFT [10]and black holesarena

(seee.g.[11]{[18]).Itisalsocloselyrelated totheintegrableCalogero-M oser-typesystem s

[19,20].Taking into accounttheseand som eotheruses,theconstruction and analysisof

new SQM m odels(including SCQM m odels)isan urgentand interesting task with m any

potentially im portantoutcom es.

M ostoftheSQM m odelsexplored to datepossessN � 4;d=1 supersym m etries.M uch

less isknown abouthigher-N SQM m odels. Som e ofthem were addressed m any years

agoin thesem inalpaper[21]within an on-shellHam iltonian approach,som eothers(with

N =8) received attention lately in connection with branes and black holes [22,23,34],

and ase�ectivetheoriesdescribing low-energy dynam icsofBPS m onopolesin N =4super

Yang-M illstheory [24].N =4 and N =8 SQM m odelswerealso used to describeN =1 and

N =2 four-dim ensionalsupersym m etric gaugetheoriesin a sm allspatialvolum e(see[25]

and referencestherein).

The naturalform alism for dealing with supersym m etric m odels is the o�-shellsu-

per�eld approach. Thus for the construction ofnew SQM m odels with extended d=1

supersym m etry,oneneeds,�rstofall,thecom pletelistofthecorresponding o�-shelld=1

superm ultipletsand thesuper�eldswhich com prisethesem ultiplets.Oneofthepeculiar-

itiesofd=1 supersym m etry isthatsom eofitso�-shellm ultipletscannotbeobtained via

direct dim ensionalreduction from the m ultiplets ofhigher-d supersym m etries with the

sam e num ber ofspinorialcharges. Anotherpeculiarity is thatsom e on-shellm ultiplets

ofthe latterhave o�-shelld=1 counterparts. Taking into accountthese and som e other

speci�c featuresofd=1 supersym m etry,itisdesirable to have convenientself-consistent

m ethodsofdeducing d=1 o�-shellm ultipletsand relevantsuper�eldsdirectly within the

d=1 setting,withoutresorting to dim ensionalreduction.

Oneofsuch m ethodswasproposedin[6]andfurtheradvanced inrecentpapers[7,8,9].

It is based on nonlinear realizations ofthe �nite-dim ensionalsuperconform algroups in

d=1 (seealso [11]).The irreducible super�eldsrepresenting oneoranothero�-shelld=1

superm ultipletcom eoutastheGoldstonesuper�eldsparam etrizing oneoranothercoset

m anifold ofthe proper d=1 superconform algroup. The super�eld irreducibility con-

straintsnaturally em erge asa partofm anifestly covariantinverse Higgs[26]conditions

on the relevant Cartan superform s. This m ethod is advantageous in that it autom ati-

cally speci�esthesuperconform alpropertiesoftheinvolved superm ultiplets,which areof

im portance,e.g.when constructing theSCQM m odelsassociated with thesem ultiplets.1

In [8],thefullsetofo�-shellN =4 superm ultipletswith 4 physicalferm ions(and a �-

nitenum berofauxiliary �elds)wasdeduced,proceedingfrom nonlinearrealizationsofthe

1Som etim es,there isno need to proceed justfrom superconform alalgebrasfordeducing the correct

super�eld irreducibility conditions;onecan m akeuseofm uch sim plersuperalgebraswhich arerelated to

the superconform alones via a contraction and include as subalgebrasthe corresponding d=1 Poincar�e

superalgebras(see [8]foran instructiveexam ple).
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m ostgeneralN =4;d=1superconform algroup D (2;1;�)in itsvariouscosetsuperspaces.2

Besidesalready known N =4 m ultiplets,som enew o�-shellm ultipletswere found within

thissetting,viz.nonlinear‘tensor’and nonlinearchiralN =4 m ultiplets.Theapplication

ofthe sam e m ethod to the less studied case ofN =8;d=1 supersym m etry was initiated

in [9].Thereweconsidered nonlinearrealizationsoftheN =8;d=1 superconform algroup

O Sp(4?j4)in its two di�erent cosets and showed that two interesting N =8;d=1 m ulti-

plets,with o�-shell�eld contents (3, 8, 5) and (5, 8, 3),naturally com e out as the

corresponding Goldstone m ultiplets. W e constructed superconform ally invariantactions

forthesem ultipletsin N =4;d=1superspaceand revealed asurprisingphenom enon which

consistsin thefollowing.Thesam eN =8;d=1superm ultipletadm itsafew non-equivalent

splittingsinto pairsofirreducibleo�-shellN =4;d=1 m ultiplets,such thatdi�erentN =4

superconform alsubgroupsofO Sp(4?j4),viz.SU(1;1j2)and O Sp(4?j2),arem anifestfor

di�erentsplittings.Respectively,theo�-shellcom ponentaction ofthegiven N =8 m ulti-

pletin generaladm itsseveraldi�erentrepresentationsin term sofN =4;d=1 super�elds.

Thebasicaim ofthepresentpaperistogiveasuper�eld description ofallotherlinear

o�-shellN =8;d=1 superm ultipletswith 8 ferm ions,in both N =8 and N =4 superspaces.

Towardsderiving an exhaustivelistofo�-shellN =8 superm ultipletsand therelevant

constrained N =8;d=1 super�elds,we could proceed in the sam e way as in the case of

N =4 superm ultipletsin [8],i.e. by considering nonlinearrealizationsofallknown N =8

superconform algroups in their various cosets. However,this task is m ore com plicated

as com pared to the N =4 case,in view ofthe existence ofm any non-equivalent N =8

superconform algroups (O Sp(4?j4),O Sp(8j2),F(4)and SU(1;1j4),see e.g. [28]),with

num erouscosetm anifolds.

In order to avoid these com plications,we take advantage oftwo fortunate circum -

stances. Firstly,from the results of[29,30]it follows that the �eld contents oflinear

o�-shellm ultiplets ofN =8;d=1 supersym m etry with 8 physicalferm ions range from

(8,8,0)to(0,8,8),with theinterm ediatem ultipletscorresponding to allpossibledivi-

sionsof8 bosonic�eldsintophysicaland auxiliary ones.Thusweareawareofthefulllist

ofsuch m ultipletsindependently oftheissueoftheirinterpretation astheGoldstoneones

param etrizing thepropersuperconform alcosets.Besidesthetwo extrem epossibilities,

(a)(8;8;0); (b)(0;8;8); (1.1)

wehaveseven furtherones,

(c)(7;8;1); (d)(6;8;2); (e)(5;8;3); (f)(4;8;4);

(g)(3;8;5); (h)(2;8;6); (i)(1;8;7): (1.2)

Thesuper�eld description ofthem ultiplets(1.2e)and (1.2g)wasgiven in [9].Thesuper-

�eld description oftherem aining m ultipletsisjustthesubjectofthepresentpaper.

The second circum stance allowing us to advance without resorting to the nonlinear

realizationstechniques isthe aforesaid existence ofvarioussplittingsofN =8 m ultiplets

into pairs ofirreducible N =4 superm ultiplets. W e know how to represent the latter

2Two other N =4;d=1 superconform algroups,SU (1;1j2) and O Sp(4?j2),can be treated as special

casesofD (2;1;�),with �= 0 or� 1 and �= 1,respectively [27,28].
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in term s ofconstrained N =4 super�elds,so it proves to be a m atter ofsim ple algebra

to guessthe form ofthe fourextra supersym m etries m ixing the N =4 super�elds inside

each pair and extending the m anifest N =4 supersym m etry to N =8. After �xing such

pairs,itisagain rathereasy toem bed them into theappropriately constrained N =8;d=1

super�elds. Beyond this,one can wonderhow to reproduce these super�eldswithin the

superconform alcosettechniques,asitwasdoneforthem ultiplets(1.2e)and (1.2g)in [9].

W ehopeto return to theanalysisofthisim portantquestion elsewhere.

Thepaperisorganized asfollows.In thepreparatory Section 2 welistalltheknown

�nite-dim ensionalo�-shellm ultiplets ofN =4;d=1 Poincar�e supersym m etry and recall

theirN =4 super�eld form ulations,with the corresponding constraints[8]. In Section 3

we sketch the construction ofthe N =8,d=1 superspace m ostsuitable forourpurposes.

Section4issplitintoninesubsectionsrelatedtotheninedi�erentN =8o�{shellm ultiplets

weareconsidering.Therewedescribethestructureofthem ultipletsin term sofN =4and

N =8 super�elds.In particular,weconstructthecorresponding irreducibility constraints

in N =4superspace,aswellastheim plicitN =4Poincar�esupersym m etry transform ations,

com pleting them anifestonesto thefullN =8 supersym m etry.Invariantfreeactionsare

also constructed forallN =8 superm ultiplets,and interaction term saregiven fora few of

them .

2 N = 4,d= 1 superm ultiplets

InthisSection,baseduponRef.[8],wetabulateallpossibleo�-shellm ultipletsofN =4;d=1

supersym m etry with �nitenum berofcom ponent�eldsand thecorresponding super�elds

asGoldstonem ultipletsofthenonlinearlyrealized m ostgeneralN =4;d=1superconform al

group D (2;1;�)(forthegeneric� orforsom especialvaluesofthisparam eter).

W eusethefollowing de�nition oftheN =4;d=1 spinorderivatives

D i=
@

@�i
+ i��i@t ;D i=

@

@��i
+ i�i@t ;

�
D i;D j

	
= 2i�ij@t: (2.1)

Som etim esitwillbem oreconvenientto usethequartetform ofthesam ederivatives:

D ia =
@

@�ia
+ i�ia@t � (D i;�D i); �ia � (�i;� ��i): (2.2)

Respectively,therearetwo equivalentparam etrizationsoftheN =4;d=1 superspace

R
(1j4) = (t;�i;��

k)= (t;�ia): (2.3)

In the Table below, besides the �eld content of m ultiplets and the corresponding

super�elds, we also indicate to which coset ofthe internalR-sym m etry SU(2) ofthe

N =4;d=1 Poincar�e superalgebra the physicalbosonic �elds (or a subset ofthem ) can

belong and whether one ofthese �elds can be identi�ed with the Goldstone coset �eld

(dilaton)associated with the dilatation generator� D (2;1;�). On allthese m ultiplets,

except forthe chiralone,the supergroup D (2;1;�)can be realized atany value ofthe

param eter�.TheN =4;d=1chiralityiscom patibleonlywith thechoiceofthesupergroup

SU(1;1j2)asthesuperconform alone.
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N = 4 superm ultiplets

m ultiplet content R sym m . dilaton � SF

‘old tensor’ (1,4,3) { yes any u

chiral (2,4,2) c.charge yes 0;�1 �;��

nl.chiral (2,4,2) su(2)=u(1) no any �;��

tensor (3,4,1) su(2)=u(1) yes any V ij

nonlinear (3,4,1) su(2) no any N ia

hyper (4,4,0) su(2) yes any qi;�qi
ferm .hyper (0,4,4) { no any �a;��a

Theconstraintsread asfollows:

� ‘Old Tensor’:DiD iu = D iD iu = 0

(Note:
�
D i;D i

�
u = const;generic � iscom patible only with const= 0,otherwise

� = 0 or�1)

� Chiral:Di� = D i
�� = 0

(Note:itexistsonly for[D (2;1;�1)orD (2;1;0)]� su(1;1j2)� su(2))

� NonlinearChiral:D1�= ��D 2�;D 2�= �D 1� (and c.c.)

� Tensor:D(iV jk) = D (iV jk) = 0

� Nonlinear:Na(iD jN
k)
a = N a(iD jN

k)
a = 0; N aiN ai= 2

� Hyperm ultiplet:D(iqj) = D (iqj) = 0 (and c.c.)

� Ferm ionicHyperm ultiplet:D(i�j) = D (i�j) = 0 (and c.c.)

3 N = 8,d= 1 superspace

Them axim alautom orphism group ofN =8;d=1 superPoincar�ealgebra (withoutcentral

charges)isSO (8)and soeightrealGrassm ann coordinatesofN =8;d=1superspaceR (1j8)

can be arranged into one ofthree 8-dim ensionalrealirreps ofSO (8). The constraints

de�ning theirreducibleN =8 superm ultipletsin generalbreak thisSO (8)sym m etry.So,

itispreferableto splitthe8 coordinatesinto two realquartets

R
(1j8) = (t;�ia;#�A ); (�ia)= �

ia
;(#�A )= #

�A
; i;a;�;A = 1;2; (3.1)

in term sofwhich only fourcom m uting autom orphism SU(2)groupswillbeexplicit.The

furthersym m etry breaking can be understood asidenti�cation ofsom e ofthese SU(2),

whileextrasym m etries,ifexist,m ix di�erentSU(2)indices.Thecorrespondingcovariant

derivativesarede�ned by

D ia =
@

@�ia
+ i�ia@t ;r

�A =
@

@#�A
+ i#�A @t : (3.2)
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By construction,they obey thealgebra:3

�
D ia;D jb

	
= 2i�ij�ab@t;

�
r

�A ;r �B
	
= 2i����A B @t : (3.3)

Notethatthedirectdim ensionalreduction from N =2;d=4 superspace to d=1 yields

a superspace with two m anifestSU(2)autom orphism groupsrealized on theGrassm ann

coordinates:oneofthem isjusttheR-sym m etry ofN =2;d=4 Poincar�esuperalgebra and

theotheroriginatesfrom thed=4 Lorentzgroup SL(2;C).Thesetwo SU(2)correspond

to the appropriate identifying ofthe doublet indices oftwo groups SU(2)in the above

product of four such groups. In what follows we shallnot be bound to any sort of

dim ensionalreduction;the di�erentialconstraintson the relevantN =8;d=1 super�elds

willbede�ned directly within thed=1setting,in term softhespinorcovariantderivatives

(3.2).

4 N = 8,d= 1 superm ultiplets

As m entioned in Introduction,our realstrategy ofdeducing a super�eld description of

the N =8;d=1 superm ultiplets (1.1),(1.2)consisted in selecting the appropriate pairof

theconstrained N =4;d=1 super�eldsfrom thoselisted in Section 2 and then in guessing

theconstrained N =8 super�eld which accom m odatethispairin a m osteconom icalway.

In theSubsectionsbelow,justtom akethepresentation m orecoherent,weturn theargu-

m entaround and startwith postulating theN =8;d=1 constraints.The N =4 super�eld

form ulationswillbededuced from theN =8 ones.

4.1 Superm ultiplet (0,8,8)

Theo�-shellN =8;d=1superm ultiplet(0,8,8)iscarried outby two realferm ionicN =8

super�elds	 aA ;�i� subjected to thefollowing constraints:

D
(ia�j)

� = 0;D i(a	
b)

A = 0; r
(�A �

�)

i = 0;r �(A 	 B )
a = 0; (4.1)

r
�A 	 a

A = D ia��
i; r

�A �i
� = �D ia	 A

a : (4.2)

In ordertounderstand thestructureofthissuperm ultipletin term sofN =4super�elds

and to provethattheaboveconstrained N =8 super�eldsindeed carry theirreducibleo�-

shell�eld content(0,8,8),weproceed asfollows.Asthe�rststep,letussingleoutthe

N =4 subspace in theN =8 superspace R (1j8) asthesetofcoordinates

R
(1j4) = (t;�ia)� R

(1j8); (4.3)

and expand theN =8 super�eldsovertheextra Grassm ann coordinate#�A .Then weob-

servethattheconstraints(4.2)im ply thatthespinorderivativesofallinvolved super�elds

with respectto #�A can be expressed in term sofspinorderivativeswith respectto �ia .

3W e use the following convention forthe skew-sym m etrictensor�: �ij�
jk = �ki ; �12 = �21 = 1 .
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Thism eansthatthe only essentialN =4 super�eld com ponentsof	 aA and �i� in their

#-expansion arethe�rstones

 aA
� 	 aA

j#= 0 ; �i� � �i�
j#= 0: (4.4)

These ferm ionic N =4 super�elds are subjected,in virtue ofeqs. (4.1)and (4.2),to

theirreducibility constraintsin N =4 superspace

D a(i�j)� = 0;D i(a b)A = 0: (4.5)

Asfollowsfrom thelistofSection 2,thesesuper�eldsarejusttwo ferm ionicN =4 hyper-

m ultiplets,each carrying (0, 4, 4) independent com ponent �elds. So,being com bined

together,they accom m odatethewholeo�-shellcom ponentcontentoftheN =8 m ultiplet

(0,8,8),which provesthattheN =8 constraints(4.1),(4.2)arethetruechoice.

Thus, from the N =4 superspace perspective, the N =8 superm ultiplet (0, 8, 8)

am ountsto the sum oftwo N =4;d=1 ferm ionic hyperm ultiplets with the o�-shellcom -

ponentcontent(0,4,4)� (0,4,4).

The transform ations ofthe im plicit N =4 Poincar�e supersym m etry, com pleting the

m anifest one to the fullN =8 supersym m etry,have the following form in term s ofthe

N =4 super�eldsde�ned above:

� aA =
1

2
�A �D ia�i�; ��i� = �

1

2
��AD

i
a 

aA : (4.6)

The com patibility of(4.6) with the constraints (4.5) is veri�ed using the following

corollariesoftheseconstraints:

D iaD jb cA = 2i�ij�cb _ aA;D iaD jb�k� = 2i�ab�kj _�i�: (4.7)

Theinvariantfreeaction can bewritten as

S =

Z

dtd4�
�
�ia�bi 

A
a  bA + �ia�ja�

�
i�j�

�
: (4.8)

Because ofthe presence ofexplicittheta’sin the action (4.8),the latterisnotm an-

ifestly invariant even with respect to the m anifest N =4 supersym m etry. Nevertheless,

one can check that(4.8)isinvariantunderthissupersym m etry which isrealized on the

super�eldsas

�� aA = �"jbQ
jb aA ;���i� = �"jbQ

jb�i�; (4.9)

where

Q
ia =

@

@�ia
� i�

ia
@t ; (4.10)

"ia isthesupertranslation param eterand
� m eansthe‘active’variation (taken ata �xed

point ofthe N =4 superspace). Actually,the action (4.8) can be given the m anifestly

N =4 supersym m etric form asa sum oftwo integralsovertheappropriateharm onicana-

lyticsubspacesofN =4;d=1 superspace (see [31]).Below we willem ploy thisequivalent

harm onicsuperspaceform oftheo�-shellaction oftheferm ionichyperm ultiplet(Subsec-

tions4.2 and 4.5),aswellasonem ore itsform ,asan integraloverthe chiralN =4;d=1

superspace(Subsection 4.3).
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4.2 Superm ultiplet (1,8,7)

This superm ultiplet can be described by a single scalar N =8 super�eld U which obeys

thefollowing irreducibility conditions:

D
ia
D

j
aU = �r

�j
r

i
�U; (4.11)

r
(�i
r

�)j
U = 0; D i(aD jb)

U = 0: (4.12)

Letusnotethattheconstraints(4.11)reduce them anifestR-sym m etry to [SU(2)]3 due

to theidenti�cation oftheindicesiand A ofthecovariantderivativesD ia and r �A .

This superm ultiplet possesses a unique decom position into the pair ofthe N =4 su-

perm ultipletsas(1,8,7)= (1,4,3)� (0,4,4). The corresponding N =4 super�eld

projectionscan bede�ned as

u = Uj#= 0;  i� = r
�i
Uj#= 0 ; (4.13)

and they obey thestandard constraints

D
(ia
 
j)� = 0; D

i(a
D

jb)
u = 0: (4.14)

The second constraintdirectly followsfrom (4.12),while the �rstone isim plied by the

relation
@

@t
D (i

a r
j)
� U = 0; (4.15)

which can beproven by applying thedi�erentialoperatorD kbr �lto theN =8 super�eld

constraint(4.11)and m aking useofthealgebra ofcovariantderivatives.

The additionalim plicitN =4 supersym m etry isrealized on these N =4 super�eldsas

follows:

�u = ��i� 
i�; � i� = �

1

2
��jD

iaD j
au : (4.16)

The sim plest way to dealwith the action for this superm ultiplet is to use harm onic

superspace[32,33,31],atleastforthespinorsuper�elds i�.

W eusethede�nitionsandconventionsofRef.[31].Theharm onicvariablesparam etriz-

ing thecosetSU(2)R =U(1)R arede�ned by therelations

u+ iu�i = 1 , u+i u
�

j � u+j u
�

i = �ij ; (u+ i)= u�i : (4.17)

Theharm onicprojectionsof i� =
�
 i;� i

	
arede�ned by

 + =  iu+i ;
� + = � iu+i ; (4.18)

and theconstraints(4.14)arerewritten as

D + D � u = D
+

D
�
u = 0; D + D

�
u+ D

+

D � u = 0; (4.19)

D +  + = D
+

 + = 0;D + +  + = D + + � + = 0: (4.20)

Here D i� =

�

D i;D
i
�

and D � = D iu�i ;D
�
= D

i
u�i ,D

� � = u� i@=@u� i (in the central

basis ofthe harm onic superspace),with D ia given in (2.2). The relations (4.20) im ply
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that + ;� + areanalyticharm onic N =4;d=1 super�eldsliving on the analyticsubspace

(�;u�i)� (tA;�
+ ;��+ ;u�i )which isclosed underN =4 supersym m etry.In thissetting,the

transform ationsofthehidden N =4 supersym m etry (4.16)arerewritten as

�
�
 
+ =

1

2

�
�
+
D

+
D

�
� �

+
D

+
D

�
� 2�� D +

D
+
�
u ;

�
� � + =

1

2

�
��+ D +

D
�
� ��+ D +

D
�
� 2��� D +

D
+
�
u ;

��u = � ���  + + ��+  � + �� � +
� �+ � � : (4.21)

Theaction isgiven by

S =
1

2

Z

dtd4� u2 +

Z

dud�� � + � + (4.22)

wheredud�� � = dudtAd�
+ d��+ isthem easureofintegration overtheanalyticsuperspace.

Theaction (4.22)ism anifestly N =4 supersym m etric sinceitiswritten in term sofN =4

super�elds.However,itsinvariancewithrespecttothehiddenN =4supersym m etry(4.21)

m ustbe explicitly checked. The variation ofthe �rstterm in (4.22)can be represented

as(weexplicitly writeonly theterm sinvolving theparam eters�� )

�

Z

dtd4�
u2

2
=

Z

dtd4�du
�
�� � +

� �+ � �
�
u = 2

Z

dtd4�du�� � + u; (4.23)

whilethevariation ofthesecond term reads

�

Z

dud�� � + � + = �2

Z

dud�� �D + D +
�
�� � + u

�
: (4.24)

Keeping in m ind that Z

dud�� �D + D +
�

Z

dtd4�du; (4.25)

weseethattheaction (4.22)isindeed invariantunderN =8 supersym m etry.

4.3 Superm ultiplet (2,8,6)

TheN =8 super�eld form ulation ofthissuperm ultipletinvolvestwo scalarbosonicsuper-

�eldsU;� obeying theconstraints

r
(ai
r

b)j
U = 0; r

a(i
r

bj)�= 0; (4.26)

r
ai
U = D ia�; r

ai�= �D ia
U (4.27)

where we have identi�ed indices i and A, a and � ofthe covariant derivatives, thus

retainingonly two m anifestSU(2)autom orphism groups.From (4.26),(4.27)som euseful

corollariesfollow:

D iaD j
aU + r

aj
r

i
aU = 0; D i(aD jb)

U = 0; (4.28)

D
ia
D

b
i�+ r

bi
r

a
i�= 0; D

(ia
D

j)b�= 0: (4.29)

8



Com paring (4.28),(4.29)and (4.26)with (4.11),(4.12),weobservethattheN =8 super-

m ultiplet with the �eld content (2, 8,6)can be obtained by com bining two (1,8, 7)

superm ultipletsand im posing the additionalrelations(4.27)on the corresponding N =8

super�elds.

InordertoconstructtheinvariantactionsandtoprovethattheaboveN =8constraints

indeed yield them ultiplet(2,8,6),weshould revealthestructureofthissuperm ultiplet

in term s ofN =4 super�elds,as we did in the previous cases. However,in the case at

hand,wehavetwo di�erentchoicesto splitthe(2,8,6)superm ultiplet

� 1. (2,8,6)= (1,4,3)� (1,4,3)

� 2. (2,8,6)= (2,4,2)� (0,4,4)

Asalreadym entioned,thepossibility tohaveafew di�erento�-shellN =4decom positions

ofthe sam e N =8 m ultiplet has been observed in our earlier paper [9]. It is related to

di�erentchoices ofthe m anifestN =4 supersym m etries assubgroupsofthe N =8 super

Poincar�egroup.W eshalltreatboth options.

1. (2,8,6)= (1,4,3)� (1,4,3)

In ordertodescribetheN =8(2,8,6)m ultipletin term sofN =4super�eldsweshould

choose the appropriate N =4 superspace. The �rst(evident)possibility isto choose the

N =4 superspace with thecoordinates(t;�ia)i.e.thesam e asin Subsections4.1 and 4.2

(see eq. (4.3)). In thissuperspace one N =4 Poincar�e supergroup is naturally realized,

whilethesecond onem ixestwo irreducibleN =4 super�eldswhich com prisetheN =8 (2,

8,6)superm ultipletin question. Expanding the N =8 super�eldsU;� in # ia,one �nds

thattheconstraints(4.26),(4.27)leavein U and � asindependentN =4 projectionsonly

thoseofzeroth orderin #ia

u = Uj
#i� = 0

; � = �j
#i� = 0

: (4.30)

Each N =4 super�eld provesto besubjected,in virtueof(4.26),(4.27),to theadditional

constraint:

D i(aD jb)u = 0; D (iaD j)b� = 0: (4.31)

Thuswe concludethatourN =8 m ultipletU;�,when rewritten in term sofN =4 super-

�elds,am ounts to a direct sum oftwo N =4 m ultiplets u and �,both having the sam e

o�-shell�eld contents(1,4,3).

The transform ations ofthe im plicit N =4 Poincar�e supersym m etry com pleting the

m anifestone to the fullN =8 Poincar�e supersym m etry have the following form in term s

oftheseN =4 super�elds:

��u = ��iaD
ia�; ��� = �iaD

iau : (4.32)

Itis rathereasy to construct the action in term s ofN =4 super�elds u and �,such

thatitisinvariantwith respectto theim plicitN =4 supersym m etry (4.32).Thegeneric

action hastheform

S =

Z

dtd
4
�F (u;�); (4.33)
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wherethefunction F obeystheLaplaceequation

F uu + F �� = 0: (4.34)

Thesim plestexam pleofsuch an action issupplied by thefreeaction

Sfree =
1

2

Z

dtd4�
�
u2 � �2

�
: (4.35)

Onem ay wonderwhetherthelatteraction ispositively de�ned ornot.Afterpassing

to the com ponent �elds we �nd that, with the following de�nition ofthe superspace

integration m easure Z

dtd4� �
1

24

Z

dtD iaD jaD
jbD ib; (4.36)

and with the auxiliary �elds elim inated by theirequations ofm otion,the action (4.35)

yieldsthecorrectkineticterm sforthephysicalbosons

Sfree �

Z

dt

 

_u2

2
+

_�2

2
+ ferm ions

!

: (4.37)

Thesign m inusbetween two term sin (4.35)isactually related to thedi�erencebetween

the de�ning constraints (4.31) for the super�elds u and � and has no im pact on the

positivede�nitenessofthecom ponentaction.Below weshallm eetm oreexam plesofsuch

fake \non-positive de�niteness" ofthe super�eld actions.The corresponding com ponent

actionsarecorrectin allcases.

An interesting subclassoftheactions(4.33)isprovided by thoseoftheform :

S =

Z

dtd4�

"

f(u)+

1X

n= 1

gn(u)�
2n

#

; (4.38)

with theadditionalconditions(which follow from (4.34))

2g1 = �f00; gn+ 1 = �
g00n

2(2n + 1)(n + 1)
; (4.39)

where the prim es denote the derivatives with respect to u. The im m ediate corollary is

thatany action written in term softheN =4super�eld u can beprom oted toan invariant

ofN =8supersym m etry by addingtheappropriateinteraction with thesuper�eld �.4 For

exam ple,theaction ofN =4 SCQM [6]

SN = 4 =

Z

dtd4� ulogu

4O ne can equally startwith an action ofthe super�eld � and prom oteitto an N = 8 supersym m etric

action by turning on the appropriateinteractionswith u.
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can begeneralized to haveN =8 supersym m etry as

SN = 8 =

Z

dtd4�

�
1

2
ulog(u2 + �2)� �arctan

�
�

u

��

=
1

2

Z

dtd4�[(u + i�)log(u + i�)+ (u � i�)log(u � i�)]: (4.40)

NotethattheN =8superconform alinvarianceofthisaction isnotautom aticand rem ains

to bechecked.

2. (2,8,6)= (2,4,2)� (0,4,4)

Thereisa m oresophisticated choiceofa N =4 subspacein theN =8;d=1 superspace,

which gives rise to the second possible N =4 super�eld splitting ofthe considered N =8

superm ultiplet,thatisinto them ultiplets(2,4,2)and (0,4,4).

Firstofall,letusde�nea new setofcovariantderivatives

D
ia =

1
p
2

�
D ia

� ir ai
�
; D

ia
=

1
p
2

�
D ia + ir ai

�
;

n

D
ia;D

jb
o

= 2i�ij�ab@t; (4.41)

and new N =8 super�eldsV;V related to theoriginalonesas

V = U + i�; V = U � i� : (4.42)

In thisbasistheconstraints(4.26),(4.27)read

D
ia
V = 0; D

ia
V = 0;

D
i(a
D

jb)
V + D

i(a
D
jb)
V = 0; D

(ia
D

j)b
V � D

(ia
D

j)b
V = 0: (4.43)

Now wesplitthecom plex quartetcovariantderivatives(4.41)into two setsofthedoublet

N =4 onesas

D i= D
i1;D

i
= D

i2
; r

i= D
i2; �r i= �D

i1
(4.44)

and casttheconstraints(4.43)in theform

D i
V = 0;r i

V = 0; D iV = 0;r iV = 0;

D iD iV � r ir
i
V = 0; D i

r
j
V � D i

r
j
V = 0: (4.45)

Next,asan alternative N =4 superspace,we choose the setofcoordinatesclosed under

theaction ofD i;D i,i.e.

(t;�i1 + i#i1;�i2 � i#i2); (4.46)

while the N =8 super�elds are expanded with respect to the orthogonalcom binations

�i1 � i#i1,�i2 + i#i2 which areannihilated by D
i;D i.

Asa consequence oftheconstraints(4.45),thequadraticaction ofthederivativesr i

and r i on every N =8 super�eld V;V can be expressed as D i;D i ofsom e other super-

�eld. Therefore,only the zeroth and �rstordercom ponentsofeach N =8 super�eld are
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independentN =4 super�eld projections.Thus,weareleftwith thefollowing setofN =4

super�elds:

v = Vj; �v = V
�
�;  i= r

i
V
�
�; � i= �r

i
V
�
�: (4.47)

These N =4 super�elds prove to be subjected to the additionalconstraints which also

follow from (4.45)

D iv = 0; D i�v = 0; D i j = 0; D i� j = 0; D i� j = �D i j : (4.48)

TheN =4super�eldsv;�vcom prisethestandardN =4;d=1chiralm ultiplet(2,4,2),while

theN =4 super�elds i;� j subjected to (4.48)and both having theo�-shellcontents(0,

4,4)arerecognized astheferm ionicversion oftheN =4;d=1 hyperm ultiplet.

Theim plicitN =4 supersym m etry isrealized by thetransform ations

�v = � ��i i; � i= �
1

2
��iD 2�v� 2i�i_v;

��v = �i� 
i; �� i=

1

2
�iD

2

v+ 2i��i_�v: (4.49)

Theinvariantfreeaction hasthefollowing form :

Sf =

Z

dtd4�v�v�
1

2

Z

dtd2�� i i�
1

2

Z

dtd2�� i� 
i: (4.50)

Letusnotethatthisvery sim pleform oftheaction fortheN =4 (0,4,4)superm ultiplet

 i;� 
j isrelated to ourchoiceoftheN =4 superspace.Indeed,with ourde�nition (4.46),

the (0, 4, 4) superm ultiplet is described by the doublet ofchiralferm ions with the

additionalconstraints(4.48)an essentialpartofwhich issim ply the N =4;d=1 chirality

conditions.Therefore,thechiralsuperspaceisthebestchoiceto writetheo�-shellaction

ofthe m ultiplet (0, 4, 4) in the present case. It is worthwhile to em phasize that all

di�erently looking superspaceo�-shellactionsofthem ultiplet(0,4,4),viz.both term s

in (4.8),the action (4.22) and the last two term s in (4.50),yield the sam e com ponent

action forthism ultiplet.

4.4 Superm ultiplet (3,8,5)

Thissuperm ultiplethasbeen discussed in detailin [9]where itwasterm ed asthe‘N =8

tensorm ultiplet’.Hereweshortly rem ind itsm ain features.

In the N =8 superspace thissuperm ultipletisdescribed by the tripletofbosonic su-

per�eldsV ij obeying theirreducibility constraints

D (i
a V

jk) = 0; r �
(i
V
jk) = 0: (4.51)

So three out offour originalautom orphism SU(2) sym m etries rem ain m anifest in this

description.

The N =8 superm ultiplet(3,8,5)can be decom posed into N =4 superm ultipletsin

thetwo ways
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� 1. (3,8,5)= (3,4,1)� (0,4,4)

� 2. (3,8,5)= (1,4,3)� (2,4,2)

Asin thepreviouscase,wediscussboth theseoptions.

1. (3,8,5)= (3,4,1)� (0,4,4)

Thissplitting requires choosing the coordinate set(4.3)asthe relevantN =4 super-

space. Expanding the N =8 super�elds V ij in #i�,one �nds thatthe constraints (4.51)

leavein Vij thefollowing fourbosonicand fourferm ionicN =4 projections:

vij = V
ij
�
�; �i� � r j�V

ij
�
�; A � r

�
ir j�V

ij
�
� (4.52)

where jm eansrestriction to #i� = 0.Asa consequence of(4.51),these N =4 super�elds

proveto obey theconstraints

D (i
a v

jk) = 0; D (i
a �

j)
� = 0;

A = 6m � D a
iD ajv

ij;m = const: (4.53)

Thus,fortheconsidered splitting,theN =8 tensorm ultipletsuper�eld V ij am ountsto a

directsum oftheN =4‘tensor’m ultipletsuper�eld vij with theo�-shellcontent(3;4;1)

andaferm ionicN =4hyperm ultiplet�i� with theo�-shellcontent(0,4,4),plusaconstant

m ofthem assdim ension.

Thetransform ationsoftheim plicitN =4Poincar�esupersym m etrywhich togetherwith

the m anifestN =4 supersym m etry constitute the fullo�-shellN =8 Poincar�e supersym -

m etry havethefollowing form in term softheaboveN =4 super�elds:

��vij = �(i�j)� �(i��j); ���i= �2i�j_v
ij
�
1

3
�iD jD kv

jk + 6m �i (4.54)

where

�i� �1i; �i� �2i; �i� �1i; ��i� �2i: (4.55)

2. (3,8,5)= (1,4,3)� (2,4,2)

Thisoption correspondsto anotherchoiceoftheN =4 superspace,which am ountsto

dividing theN =8;d=1 Grassm ann coordinatesinto doubletswith respectto som eother

SU(2)indices.Therelevantsplitting ofN =8 superspaceinto theN =4 subspaceand the

com plem entofthelattercan beperform ed asfollows.Firstly,wede�nethenew covariant

derivativesas

D a
�

1
p
2

�
D 1a + ir a1

�
;D a �

1
p
2

�
D 2

a � ir 2

a

�
;

r
a
�

i
p
2

�
D 2a + ir a2

�
; �r a �

i
p
2

�
D 1

a � ir 1

a

�
: (4.56)
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Then wechoosethesetofcoordinatesclosed undertheaction ofD a;�D a,i.e.

�
t;�1a � i#a1;�

1a + i#a1
�
; (4.57)

while the N =8 super�elds are expanded with respect to the orthogonalcom binations

�a
2
� i#a

2
,�a

1
+ i#a

1
annihilated by D a;�D a.

Thebasicconstraints(4.51),being rewritten in thebasis(4.56),taketheform

D
a
’ = 0; D

a
v� r

a
’ = 0; r

a
v+ D

a�’ = 0; r
a�’ = 0;

r a’ = 0; r av+ D a’ = 0; D av� r a �’ = 0; D a�’ = 0 (4.58)

where

v � �2iV12; ’ � V
11; �’ � V

22: (4.59)

Dueto theconstraints(4.58),thederivativesr a and r a ofevery N =8 super�eld in the

triplet(V12;V11;V22)can beexpressed asD a;D a ofsom eothersuper�eld.Therefore,only

thezeroth order(i.e.taken at�a
2
� i#a

2
= �a

1
+ i#a

1
= 0)com ponentsofeach N =8super�eld

areindependentN =4 super�eld projections.TheseN =4 super�eldsaresubjected to the

additionalconstraintswhich also follow from (4.58)

D aD av = D aD
a
v = 0; D a’ = 0;D a�’ = 0: (4.60)

The N =4 super�elds ’;�’ com prise the standard N =4;d=1 chiralm ultiplet (2, 4, 2),

whiletheN =4 super�eld v subjected to (4.60)hastheneeded o�-shellcontent(1,4,3).

Theim plicitN =4 supersym m etry actson theN =4 super�eldsv;’;�’ asfollows:

��v = �aD
a�’ + ��aD a’ ; ��’ = ��aD

av; ���’ = � ��aD av: (4.61)

The invariantN =4 super�eld actionsforboth decom positionsofthe N =8 m ultiplet

(3,8,5)werepresented in Ref.[9].

Finally,wenotethattheconsidered m ultipletcan betreated asa dim ensionalreduc-

tion ofthe N =2;d=4 tensorm ultiplet,whence itsnam e ‘N =8 tensorm ultiplet’used in

[9].Threephysicalbosonsofthed=1caseascom pared tofourbosonicdegreesoffreedom

ofthed=4 casearerelated to thefactthatonesuch degreesin d=4 isrepresented by the

‘notoph’.Afterreduction to d=1 thenotoph �eld strength becom esa constant,and itis

justtheconstantm appearing in (4.53).

4.5 Superm ultiplet (4,8,4)

Thissuperm ultipletcan be described by a quartetofN =8 super�elds Q a� obeying the

constraints:

D
(a

i Q
b)� = 0; r

(�

i Q
�)
a = 0: (4.62)

Let us note that the constraints (4.62) are m anifestly covariant with respect to three

SU(2)subgroupsrealized on theindicesi;a and �.

From (4.62)som eim portantrelationsfollow:

D
ia
D

jb
Q

c� = 2i�ij�cb _Q a�
; r

i�
r

j�
Q

a
 = 2i�ij�
� _Q a�
: (4.63)
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Using them ,itispossibleto show thatthesuper�eldsQ a� contain thefollowing indepen-

dentcom ponents:

Q
a�
j; D i

aQ
a�
�
�; r

i
�Q

a�
�
�; D i

ar
j
�Q

a�
�
�; (4.64)

where jm eansnow restriction to �ia = #i� = 0. Thisdirectly provesthatwe dealwith

theirreducible(4,8,4)superm ultiplet.

In ordertoconstructthecorresponding action,wepasstoN =4super�elds.Thereare

threedi�erentpossibilitiesto splitthisN =8 m ultipletinto theN =4 ones:

� 1. (4,8,4)= (4,4,0)� (0,4,4)

� 2. (4,8,4)= (3,4,1)� (1,4,3)

� 3. (4,8,4)= (2,4,2)� (2,4,2)

Onceagain,weshallconsiderallthesethreecasesseparately.

1. (4,8,4)= (4,4,0)� (0,4,4)

Thiscaseim pliesthechoiceoftheN =4 superspace(4.3).Expanding theN =8 super-

�eldsQ a� in #i�,onem ay easily seethattheconstraints(4.62)leavein Q
a� thefollowing

fourbosonicand fourferm ionicN =4 super�eld projections:

q
a� = Q

a�
j;  

ia
� r

i
�Q

a�
�
�: (4.65)

Each N =4 super�eld issubjected,in virtueof(4.62),to an additionalconstraint

D
i(a
q
b)� = 0; D

i(a
 
b)i= 0: (4.66)

ConsultingSection 1,wecom etotheconclusion thatthesearejustthehyperm ultipletqi�

with theo�-shell�eld content(4,4,0)and aferm ionicanalogoftheN =4hyperm ultiplet

 ia with the�eld content(0,4,4).

Thetransform ationsoftheim plicitN =4 Poincar�esupersym m etry havethefollowing

form in term softheseN =4 super�elds:

��qa� =
1

2
�i� a

i ; �� ia = �2i�i� _qaa : (4.67)

Harm onic superspace provides the m ost adequate fram ework for constructing the

action for this splitting. W e introduce the harm onic variables param etrizing the coset

SU(2)=U(1)asin eq.(4.17)and de�netheharm onicprojectionsofqa�; ai by

q+ � = qa�u+a ; 
+ i=  iau+a ;: (4.68)

Now theconstraints(4.66)takethestandard form oftheGrassm ann harm onicanalyticity

conditions

D
i+
q
+ � = 0; D

i+
 
+ j = 0 (4.69)
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where D i+ = D iau+a . Thus,the super�elds q�+ and  i+ live in the analytic harm onic

N =4;d=1 superspace (�;u�i)� (tA;�
i+ ;u�a ). In thissetting,the transform ationsofthe

hidden N =4 supersym m etry (4.67)arerewritten as

�
�
q
�+ =

1

2
�
i�
 
+

i ; �
�
 
i+ = �2i�i� _q+� : (4.70)

Thefreeaction is

S =
i

2

Z

dud�� �
�

q�+ _q+� �
i

4
 i+  +

i

�

: (4.71)

wheredud�� � = dudtAd�
i+ d�+i isthem easureofintegration overtheanalyticsuperspace.

2. (4,8,4)= (3,4,1)� (1,4,3)

InordertodescribethisN =4super�eldrealizationoftheN =8superm ultiplet(4;8;4),

weintroducetheN =8 super�eldsV ab;V as

Q
a�
� ��bV

ab
� �a�V ; V

ab = V
ba ; (4.72)

and usethecovariantderivatives(4.41)to rewritethebasicconstraints(4.62)as

D
i(a
V
bc) = 0; D

i(a
V
bc) = 0; (4.73)

D
ia
V =

1

2
D

i
bV

ab; D
ia
V =

1

2
D

i
bV

ab : (4.74)

Theconstraints(4.73)de�neV ab astheN =8 super�eld com prising theo�-shellm ultiplet

(3, 8, 5),while,as one can deduce from (4.73),(4.74),the N =8 super�eld V has the

content(1,8,7). Then the constraints(4.74)establish relationsbetween the ferm ions

in thesetwo super�eldsand reducethenum berofindependentauxiliary �eldsto four,so

thatweonceagain end up with theirreducible N =8 m ultiplet(4,8,4).

Two setsofN =4 covariantderivatives

�
D a;D a

�
�

�

D
1a;D

2a
�

and
�
�r a;r a

�
�

�

D
2a;D

1a
�

are naturally realized in term s of the N =4 superspaces (t;�1a + i#1a;�2a � i#2a) and

(t;�2a + i#2a ;�1a � i#1a). In term softhe new derivativesthe constraints(4.73),(4.74)

becom e

D (a
V
bc) = D (a

V
bc) = r

(a
V
bc) = �r (a

V
bc) = 0;

D a
V =

1

2
r bV

ab;D a
V =

1

2
�r bV

ab; r
a
V =

1

2
D bV

ab; �r a
V =

1

2
D bV

ab: (4.75)

Now weseethatther a;�r a derivativesofthesuper�eldsV;V
ab areexpressed asD a;D a

ofthe super�eldsV ab;V ,respectively. Thus,in the (�2a + i#2a;�1a � i#1a)expansionsof

thesuper�eldsV;V ab only the�rstcom ponents(i.e.thoseofzeroorderin thecoordinates

16



(�2a + i#2a;�1a � i#1a))willbeindependentN =4super�elds.W edenotethem v;vab.The

hidden N =4 supersym m etry isrealized on theseN =4 super�eldsas:

�v = �
1

2
�aD bv

ab+
1

2
��aD bv

ab
;�v

ab =
4

3

�
�
(a
D

b)
v� ��(aD b)

v
�
; (4.76)

whilethesuper�eldsthem selvesobey theconstraints

D (avbc) = D (avbc) = 0; D (aD b)v = 0; (4.77)

which arerem nantoftheN =8 super�eld constraints(4.75).

Theinvariantfreeaction reads

S =

Z

dtd4�

�

v2 �
3

8
vabvab

�

: (4.78)

3. (4,8,4)= (2,4,2)� (2,4,2)

Thiscaseisalittlebitm oretricky.Firstofallwede�nethenew setofN =8super�elds

W ;� in term sofV ij;V de�ned earlierin (4.72)

W � V
11;W � V

22; ��
2

3

�

V +
3

2
V
12

�

;��
2

3

�

V �
3

2
V
12

�

(4.79)

and constructtwo new setsofN =4 derivativesD i;r i from thosede�ned in (4.41):

D i=
1
p
2

�
D

i1 + D
i1
�
;D i=

1
p
2

�
D

i2 + D
i2
�
;

r
i=

1
p
2

�
D

i1
� D

i1
�
;r i= �

1
p
2

�
D

i2
� D

i2
�
: (4.80)

Thebasicconstraints(4.73),(4.74)can berewritten in term softhesuper�eldsW ;�

and thederivativesD i;r i as

D i
W = r

i
W = 0;D i

W = r
i
W = 0; D i� = r

i�= 0;r i� = D i�= 0;

D i
W � D i�= 0;D i

W + D i� = 0; r
i
W � r

i�= 0;r i
W + r

i�= 0:(4.81)

The proper N =4 superspace is de�ned as the one on which the covariant derivatives

D 1;D 2;r 1;r 2 are naturally realized. The constraints (4.81) im ply that the rem aining

set ofcovariant derivatives, i.e. D 2;D 1;r 2;r 1, when acting on every involved N =8

super�eld,can be expressed as spinor derivatives from the the �rst set acting on som e

anotherN =8super�eld.Thusthe�rstN =4super�eld com ponentsoftheN =8super�elds

W ;� are the only independentN =4 super�eld projections. The transform ationsofthe

im plicit N =4 Poincar�e supersym m etry have the following form in term s ofthese N =4

super�elds:

�w = ��D1�� + ��r 1�; �� = ��r1w � ��D1 �w ;

� �w = �D1� + �r 1
��; ��� = ��D1w � ��r 1 �w : (4.82)
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Thefreeinvariantaction is

S =

Z

dtd4�
�
w �w � ���

�
: (4.83)

4.6 Superm ultiplet (5,8,3)

Thissuperm ultiplethasbeen considered in detailsin Refs. [22,9]. Itwasterm ed there

the‘N =8 vectorm ultiplet’.Herewesketch itsm ain properties.

In orderto describe thissuperm ultiplet,one should introduce �ve bosonic N =8 su-

per�eldsV�a;U obeying theconstraints

D
ib
V�a + �

b
ar

i
�U = 0; r

�i
V�a + �

�
�D

i
aU = 0: (4.84)

Itisworth notingthattheconstraints(4.84)arecovariantnotonly underthreeSU(2)

autom orphism groups (realized on the doublet indices i,a and �),but also under the

SO (5)autom orphism s.TheseSO (5)transform ationsm ix thespinorderivativesD ia and

r �i in the indices � and a,while two SU(2) groups realized on these indices consti-

tute SO (4) � SO (5). The super�elds U;V �a form an SO (5)vector: under the SO (5)

transform ationsbelonging to thecosetSO (5)=SO (4)they transform as

�V�a = a�a U ; �U = �2a�a V
�a : (4.85)

Asin the previouscaseswe m ay considertwo di�erentsplittingsofthe N =8 vector

m ultipletinto irreducibleN =4 super�elds

� 1. (5,8,3)= (1,4,3)� (4,4,0)

� 2. (5,8,3)= (3,4,1)� (2,4,2)

Once again,they correspond to two di�erent choices ofthe N =4;d=1 superspace as a

subspacein theoriginalN =8;d=1 superspace.

1. (5,8,3)= (1,4,3)� (4,4,0)

The relevant N =4 superspace is R (1j4) param etrized by the coordinates (t;�ia) and

de�ned in (4.3).Asin the previouscases,itfollowsfrom the constraints(4.84)thatthe

spinorderivativesofallinvolved super�eldswith respectto #i� areexpressed in term sof

spinorderivativeswith respectto�ia.Thustheonly essentialN =4super�eld com ponents

ofV�a and U in their#-expansion arethe�rstones

v�a � V�aj#= 0 ; u � Uj#= 0: (4.86)

They accom m odate the whole o�-shellcom ponentcontentofthe N =8 vectorm ultiplet.

These�vebosonicN =4 super�eldsaresubjected,in virtueof(4.84),to theirreducibility

constraintsin N =4 superspace

D
i(a
v
b)� = 0; D

i(a
D

b)

i u = 0: (4.87)
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Thus,from the N =4 superspace standpoint,the vectorN =8 superm ultipletisthe sum

oftheN =4;d=1 hyperm ultipletv�a with theo�-shellcom ponentcontents(4,4,0)and

theN =4 ‘old’tensorm ultipletu with thecontents(1,4,3).

Thetransform ationsoftheim plicitN =4 Poincar�esupersym m etry are

�va� = �i�D
i
au ; �u =

1

2
�i�D

iav�a : (4.88)

2. (5,8,3)= (3,4,1)� (2,4,1)

Another interesting N =4 super�eld splitting of the N =8 vector m ultiplet can be

achieved by passing to thecom plex param etrization oftheN =8 superspaceas

�
t;� i� = �i� + i#�i;��

i� = �i� � i#�i
�

wherewehaveidenti�ed theindicesa and �,thushavingreduced thenum berofm anifest

SU(2)autom orphism sym m etriestojusttwo.In thissuperspacethecovariantderivatives

D i�;D j� de�ned in (4.41)(with theidenti�cation ofindicesjustm entioned)arenaturally

realized.W earealso led to de�nenew super�elds

V � ���aV
�a ; W

��
� V

(��) =
1

2

�
V
�� + V

��
�
; W � V + iU ; W � V � iU :(4.89)

In thisbasisofN =8 superspacetheoriginalconstraints(4.84)am ountto

D
i�
W

�
 = �
1

4

�
�
��
D

i

W + �


�
D

i�
W
�
;D

i�
W

�
 = �
1

4

�
�
��
D

i

W + �


�
D

i�
W
�
;

D
i�
W = 0;D

i�
W = 0; (D k�

D
i
�)W = (D

k

�D
i�
)W : (4.90)

Next,we single out the N =4;d=1 superspace as
�
t;�� � � 1�;

���
�
and split our N =8

super�eldsinto the N =4 onesin the standard way. Asin allpreviouscases,the spinor

derivativesofeach N =8 super�eld with respectto �
2�
and � 2�,asa consequence ofthe

constraints(4.90),are expressed asderivativesofsom e othersuper�eldswith respectto

��� and ��.Therefore,only the�rst(i.e.taken at�
2a
= 0 and � 2a = 0)N =4 super�eld

com ponentsoftheN =8 super�eldsreally m atter.They accom m odatetheentireo�-shell

�eld contentofthem ultiplet.TheseN =4 super�eldsarede�ned as

� � W j; ;�� � W
�
�; w ��

� W
��
�
� (4.91)

and satisfy theconstraintsfollowing from (4.90)

D
� �� = 0; D �� = 0; D

(�w �
)= D
(�w �
)= 0; D

�
� D

1� ;D � � D 1� : (4.92)

They tellusthatthe N =4 super�elds� and �� form the standard N =4 chiralm ultiplet

(2,4,2),whiletheN =4 super�eld w �� representstheN =4 tensorm ultiplet(3,4,1).
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Theim plicitN =4 supersym m etry isrealized on w ��,� and �� as

�w�� =
1

2

�

�(�D
�)�� � ��(�D �)�

�

; �� =
4

3
��D

�
w �
� ; ��� = �

4

3
���D �w

�
� : (4.93)

An analysis ofN =8 supersym m etric actions for the N =8 vector m ultiplet m ay be

found in [9].Herewepresentonly two exam plesofsuch actions.

The�rstaction

S = 2

Z

dtd4�
1

û +
p
û2 + 2v̂2

(4.94)

correspondsto the splitting 1 above. Itpossesses both N =4 superconform alsym m etry

and N =8 Poincar�esupersym m etry.Theclosureofthesetwo supersym m etriesyieldsthe

wholeN =8 conform alsupersym m etry associated with thesupergroup O Sp(4?j4)[9].

The second action is constructed using the splitting 2. It includes the N =4 tensor

w �� and the chiral�, �� m ultiplets. The free action invariant under the im plicit N =4

supersym m etry (4.93)reads

Sfree =

Z

dtd4�

�

w 2
�
3

4
���

�

: (4.95)

The N =4 superconform ally invariantaction which isalso invariantunder(4.93)hasthe

very sim pleform

Skin = 2

Z

dtd4�
log

�p
w 2 +

q

w 2 + 1

2
���

�

p
w 2

: (4.96)

Itisalso O Sp(4?j4)invariant.

Finally,wenotethatthem ultiplet(5,8,3)canberegardedasadim ensionalreduction

ofthe abelian N =2;d=4 gauge m ultiplet [22](this is the reason why som etim es it is

referred to as‘N =8 vectorm ultiplet’[9]). Three extra physicalscalar�eldsofthe d=1

casecom efrom thespatialcom ponentsofthed=4 gaugevectorpotentialwhich becom e

gauge invariant after reduction to d=1. The description ofthis m ultiplet in N =8;d=1

harm onicsuperspacewasgiven in [34,35].

4.7 Superm ultiplet (6,8,2)

Thissuperm ultipletcan bedescribed by two N =8 tensorm ultipletsVij and W ab,

D (i
a V

jk) = 0;r (i
aV

jk) = 0; D
(a

i W
bc) = 0;r

(a

i W
bc) = 0; (4.97)

with theadditionalconstraints

D a
jV

ij = r
bi
W

a
b; r

a
jV

ij = �D i
bW

ab : (4.98)

Theroleofthelatterconstraintsisto identify theeightferm ionswhich arepresentin Vij

with theferm ionsfrom W ab,and to reducethenum berofindependentauxiliary �eldsin

both super�eldsto two

F1 = D a
iD ajV

ij
j; F2 = D i

aD ibW
ab
j; (4.99)

wherejm eanshererestriction to �ia = #ia = 0.

Therearetwo di�erentpossibilitiesto splitthisN =8 m ultipletinto theN =4 ones

20



� 1. (6,8,2)= (3,4,1)� (3,4,1)

� 2. (6,8,2)= (4,4,0)� (2,4,2)

Asbefore,wediscusspeculiaritiesofboth decom positions.

1. (6,8,2)= (3,4,1)� (3,4,1)

Thecorresponding N =4 supersubspaceis(4.3).TheN =8 constraintsim ply thatthe

only essentialN =4 super�eld com ponents ofV ij and W ab in their #-expansion are the

�rstones

vij � V
ij
j; w ab

� W
ab
j: (4.100)

These six bosonic N =4 super�eldsare subjected,in virtue of(4.97),(4.98),to the irre-

ducibility constraintsin N =4 superspace

D a(ivjk) = 0; D i(aw bc) = 0: (4.101)

Thus,the N =8 superm ultiplet (6, 8, 2) am ounts to the sum oftwo N =4;d=1 tensor

m ultipletsvij;w ab with theo�-shell�eld contents(3,4,1)� (3,4,1).

Thetransform ationsoftheim plicitN =4 Poincar�esupersym m etry are

�vij = �
2

3
�(ia D

j)

b
w ab; �wab =

2

3
�
(a

i D
b)

j v
ij: (4.102)

ThefreeN =8 supersym m etric action hasthefollowing form :

S =

Z

dtd4�
�
v2 � w 2

�
: (4.103)

2. (6,8,2)= (4,4,0)� (2,4,2)

In this case,to describe the (6, 8, 2) m ultiplet,we com bine two N =4 super�elds:

chiralsuper�eld

D i� = D i�� = 0 (4.104)

and thehyperm ultipletqia

D (iqj)a = D (iqj)a = 0: (4.105)

Thetransform ationsofim plicitN =4 supersym m etry read

�qia = ��aD i�� + �aD i� ; �� = �
1

2
��aD iqia ;��� = �

1

2
�aD iqia : (4.106)

Theinvariantfreeaction isasfollows:

Sfree =

Z

dtd4�
�
q2 � 4���

�
: (4.107)
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4.8 Superm ultiplet (7,8,1)

This superm ultiplet has a naturaldescription in term s oftwo N =8 super�elds V ij and

Q a� satisfying theconstraints

D (ia
V
jk) = 0; r

�(i
V
jk) = 0; D i(a

Q
�b) = 0; r

(�

i Q
�)
a = 0; (4.108)

D a
jV

ij = ir i
�Q

a�; r
�
jV

ij = �iD i
aQ

a�: (4.109)

Theconstraints(4.108)leavein thesuper�eldsV ij and Q a� thesets(3,8,5)and (4;8;4)

ofirreducible com ponents,respectively. The role oftheconstraints(4.109)isto identify

theferm ionsin thesuper�eldsV ij and Q a� and toreducethetotalnum berofindependent

auxiliary com ponentsin both super�eldsto justone.

Forthissuperm ultipletthereisa uniquesplitting into N =4 super�eldsas

(7;8;1)= (3;4;1)� (4;4;0):

The properN =4 superspace isparam etrized by the coordinates(t;�ia).The constraints

(4.108), (4.109) im ply that the only essential N =4 super�eld com ponents in the #-

expansion ofVij and Q a� arethe�rstones

v
ij
� V

ij
j#= 0 ; q

a�
� Q

a�
j#= 0: (4.110)

These seven bosonicN =4 super�eldsaresubjected,asa corollary of(4.108),(4.109),to

theirreducibility constraintsin N =4 superspace

D a(ivjk) = 0; D i(aqb)� = 0: (4.111)

ThustheN =8 superm ultiplet(7,8,1)am ountsto thesum oftheN =4;d=1 hyperm ul-

tipletqa� with the(4,4,0)o�-shell�eld contentand theN =4 tensorm ultipletvij with

the(3,4,1)content.

Theim plicitN =4 Poincar�esupersym m etry isrealized by thetransform ations

�vij = �
2i

3
�(i� D

j)
a q

a� ; �qa� = �
i

2
�i�D javij : (4.112)

Thefreeaction can bealso easily written

S =

Z

dtd4�

�

v2 �
4

3
q2
�

: (4.113)

4.9 Superm ultiplet (8,8,0)

This superm ultiplet is analogous to the superm ultiplet (0, 8, 8): they di�er in their

overallGrassm ann parity.Itisdescribed bythetworealbosonicN =8super�eldsQ aA ;�i�

subjected to theconstraints

D (ia�j)� = 0;D i(a
Q

b)A = 0; r
(�A �

�)

i = 0;r �(A
Q

aB ) = 0; (4.114)

r
�A
Q

a
A = �D

ia��
i ; r

�A �i
� = D

ia
Q

A
a : (4.115)
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Analogously to thecase ofthe superm ultiplet(8,8,0),from the constraints(4.115)

itfollows that the spinor derivatives ofallinvolved super�elds with respect to #�A are

expressed in term sofspinorderivativeswith respectto �ia.Thustheonly essentialN =4

super�eld com ponentsin the#-expansion ofQ aA and �i� arethe�rstones

q
aA

� Q
aA
j#= 0 ; �

i�
� �i�

j#= 0: (4.116)

They accom m odate the whole o�-shellcom ponent content ofthe m ultiplet (8, 8, 0).

ThesebosonicN =4 super�eldsaresubjected,asa consequenceof(4.114),(4.115),to the

irreducibility constraintsin N =4 superspace

D a(i�j)� = 0;D i(aqb)A = 0: (4.117)

ThustheN =8 superm ultiplet(8,8,0)can berepresented asthesum oftwo N =4;d=1

hyperm ultipletswith theo�-shellcom ponentcontents(4,4,0)� (4,4,0).

Thetransform ationsoftheim plicitN =4Poincar�esupersym m etry in thislastcaseare

asfollows:

�qaA = �
1

2
�A �D ia�i�; ��i� =

1

2
��AD

i
aq

aA: (4.118)

Theinvariantfreeaction is

S =

Z

dtd4�
�
q2 � �2

�
: (4.119)

Them ostgeneralaction stillrespecting fourSU(2)autom orphism sym m etrieshasthe

following form :

S =

Z

dtd4�F(q2;�2); (4.120)

where,asthenecessary condition ofN =8 supersym m etry,thefunction F(q2;�2)should

obey theequation

@2

@q2@q2

�
q2F(q2;�2)

�
+

@2

@�2@�2

�
�2F(q2;�2)

�
= 0: (4.121)

5 Sum m ary and conclusions

In this paper,as a further developm ent of�ndings ofour previous paper [9],we pre-

sented super�eld form ulations ofthe fullam ount ofo�-shellN =8;d=1 superm ultiplets

with 8 physicalferm ions,both in N =8 and N =4 superspaces. W e listed allpossible

N =4 super�eld splittingsofthese m ultiplets. Foreach such splitting we gave the N =8

supersym m etric freeN =4 super�eld action,and forsom especialcaseswe quoted exam -

plesofN =8 supersym m etric actionswith interaction.Only two ofthesed=1 m ultiplets,

(3, 5, 8) and (5, 8, 3) considered earlier in [9],can be understood in the fram ework

ofthe dim ensionalreduction N =2;d=4 ! N =8;d=1. It is far from obvious whether

theN =8;d=1 o�-shellsuper�eld form ulationsofotherm ultipletsconsidered herecan be
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recovered in a sim ilarway.5 Fortunately,thereisno actualneed to careaboutthissince

ourapproach isself-consistentin d=1.

Ourresultsaresum m arized in theTablebelow.

N = 8 superm ultiplets

M ultiplet N =8 Super�elds N =8 Constraints N =4 splittings

(0,8,8) 	 aA;�i� (4.1),(4.2) (0;4;4)� (0;4;4)

(1,8,7) U (4.11),(4.12) (1;4;3)� (0;4;4)

(2,8,6) U;� (4.26),(4.27)
(1;4;3)� (1;4;3)

(2;4;2)� (0;4;4)

(3,8,5) Vij (4.51)
(3;4;1)� (0;4;4)

(1;4;3)� (2;4;2)

(4,8,4) Q a� (4.62)

(4;4;0)� (0;4;4)

(3;4;1)� (1;4;3)

(2;4;2)� (2;4;2)

(5,8,3) U;Va� (4.84)
(1;4;3)� (4;4;0)

(3;4;1)� (2;4;2)

(6,8,2) Vij;W ab (4.97),(4.98)
(3;4;1)� (3;4;1)

(4;4;0)� (2;4;2)

(7,8,1) Vij;Q a� (4.108),(4.109) (3;4;1)� (4;4;0)

(8,8,0) Q aA ;�i� (4.114),(4.115) (4;4;0)� (4;4;0)

Theseresultsshould beregarded aspreparatory foram oredetailed study oftheN =8

SQM m odelsassociated with the superm ultiplets considered. In particular,itwould be

interesting to reproduce these superm ultiplets from nonlinear realizations ofN =8;d=1

superconform algroups,constructthe relevantsuperconform alactionsand reveala pos-

siblerelation ofthecorresponding N =8 SCQM to thephysicsofbranesand black holes.

An intriguing question iswhethersom e dynam icalm odelswith higherN >8;d=1 super-

sym m etry can be constructed by com bining som e ofthe N =8 m ultiplets considered in

thispaper.Fordeepergeom etricalunderstanding oftheN =8 m odelsproposed above,it

would beinteresting toconsidertheirHam iltonian form ulation,asitwasdonein [36]and

[18]forN =4 SQM .

Itshould bepointed outthatin thepresentwork weaddressed only thosem ultiplets

which satisfy linear constraints in the superspace. As we know,there exist N =4;d=1

m ultipletswith nonlinearde�ning constraints(e.g.nonlinearversionsofthechiral(2,4,

2)m ultiplet[8],aswellasofthe hyperm ultiplet(4,4,0)[37]). Itwould be interesting

to construct analogous nonlinear versions ofsom e N =8 m ultiplets from the above set.

Also,in [31,8]plenty ofnonlinearo�-shellrelationsbetween the N =4;d=1 super�elds

listed in Section 2 were found,as a generalization ofthe linear relations described in

[29,30]. These substitutionspreserve the num ber4 ofthe ferm ionic �elds,butexpress

som e auxiliary �elds in term s ofthe tim e derivatives ofphysicalbosonic �elds. In the

5Perhapsoneshould startfrom an enlarged setofN =4;d=4 o�-shellsuper�elds,with broken Lorentz

covariance.
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N =8 case one can expectsim ilarrelations,and itisofinterestto �nd the explicitform

ofthem and to exploretheirpossibleim plicationsin N =8 SQM m odels.

Finally,in this paper we restricted ourselves to N =8;d=1 m ultiplets with a �nite

num berofo�-shellcom ponents.Itstillrem ainsto beunderstood how they arerelated to

m ultipletswith an in�nite num berofauxiliary �elds,which naturally appearin various

versionsofharm onic N =8;d=1 superspace (see e.g.[34,38,35]).Also,the relevance of

thelatterto theN =8 SQM m odelbuilding needsto beexplored further.
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