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The realization of supergauge transformations on fields defined over an 8-dimensional space whose
points are labeled by x , and the anticommuting Majorana spinor 6, is described. The covariant
derivative is defined and applied to the problem of decomposing superfields into irreducible (chiral)
parts and to the problem of constructing ‘“‘supersymmetric” Lagrangians. Further, it is shown how to
build internal symmetries (both global and local) into these Lagrangians. An example is discussed in
which the internal (global) symmetry is spontaneously violated, giving rise to a supermultiplet of
Goldstone particles (including fermions). When a local symmetry is broken the Higgs mechanism (for
bosons and fermions) is shown to be operative. A possible solution to the problem of defining a

conserved fermion number is indicated.

1. INTRODUCTION

The concept of a fundamental symmetry between
fermions and bosons has begun recently to receive
a good deal of attention. This symmetry was for-
mulated first in the context of dual model theory.!
In this 2-dimensional setting it takes the form of
a local symmetry and plays a vital role in the
elimination of ghosts. More recently, Wess and
Zumino?*? took the decisive step of formulating a
global Fermi-Bose symmetry in 4-dimensional
spacetime.

An approach to the problem of implementing the
global Fermi-Bose supersymmetry, which is
somewhat different from that of Wess and Zumino,
was proposed by ourselves.*® This involved the
consideration of a superfield ®(x, 6) defined on an
8-dimensional space which is the product of ordin-
ary spacetime with a 4-dimensional space whose
points are labeled by the anticommuting Majorana
spinor 6,.° The purpose of this article is to dis-
cuss in more detail the properties of such super-
fields and their products and to show how it is
possible to set up supersymmetric Lagrangians
which are compatible with local internal sym-
metries. The plan of the article is as follows.

In Sec. II a pseudogeometrical point of view is
introduced and the action of the supersymmetry
group on the space of x, and 6, is defined. This
leads in a natural way to the transformation rules
for scalar, spinor, etc. superfields. The struc-
ture of such representations is discussed briefly.
The important concept of covariant differentiation
is introduced in Sec. III and its use in decomposing
superfields into irreducible pieces is indicated.
Detailed properties of the covariant derivative,
including a number of identities, are set out in

Appendix A. In Sec. IV the Lagrangian for a self-
coupled scalar superfield first exhibited by Wess
and Zumino® is given as an illustration. Section
V is devoted to the problem of incorporating in-
ternal symmetries in a supersymmetric scheme.
Those of the global kind are easily fitted in and
so are mentioned only in passing. The main
problem is to set up local (and particularly non-
Abelian) internal symmetries which are compat-
ible with supersymmetry. This is nontrivial. In
particular, it is found that zero-mass “gauge”
spinors must accompany the usual vector gauge
fields.” Goldstone and Higgs mechanisms are
discussed in Sec. VI and Goldstone fermions are,
shown to arise when internal symmetry is spon-
taneously broken.

One of the disturbing features of the supersym-
metry scheme is the prevalence of Majorana spin-
ors. On the face of it, in combining fermions and
bosons into a single multiplet it would seem to be
inevitable that quantum numbers such as electric
charge or baryon number must be shared between
the fermions and the bosons in the multiplet, while
neutral bosons would go together with neutral (i.e.,
Majorana) fermions. Fortunately, this difficulty
is not inevitable. A counterexample is given at
the end of Sec. V, where it is shown that if the
system of gauge fields is allowed to interact with
a massless scalar multiplet [belonging to the ad-
joint representation of an internal symmetry, e.g.,
SU(#)] then a new symmetry appears. The Major-
ana spinors from the gauge system can be com-
bined with the spinors from the matter supermulti-
plets into complex Dirac spinors, with the Lagran-
gian exhibiting a fermion-number conservation.

With the incorporation of local internal sym-
metries into the framework of supersymmetric
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Lagrangians and with fermion-number conserva-
tion implementable, the supersymmetric Lagran-
gian concept is now sufficiently developed to be
considered for use in a realistic unified theory of
weak, electromagnetic, and strong interactions.

1. SUPERFIELDS AND THEIR TRANSFORMATIONS

Superfields are defined over the 8-dimensional
space whose points are represented by the pair
(x,, 6,), where x, denotes the usual (real) space-
time coordinate and 6, is a Majorana spinor.®
The variables 6, differ radically from coordinates
of the usual sort in that they anticommute,

6, 0% +6'6, = 0.

This has the important consequence that any local
function f(6) must be a polynomial. This can be
seen from the fact that the monomials

b § Baz- ©e by

n

must be antisymmetric and therefore vanishing
for n>4. The local function f(6) is fully specified
by 16 elements: the coefficients in its expansion
in powers of 6. Half of these elements are num-
bers of the ordinary sort while the rest are anti-
commuting quantities. One can think of the func-
tion () as a kind of 16-vector. Nevertheless,
it is very useful to view such objects as functions
defined over a 4-space, and this aspect will be
emphasized in the following.

The action of the Poincaré group on the space of
x and 6 is given by

xu—oA“,,x,, +bu , 2.1)

6o~ o (M85,

where a(A) denotes the Dirac spinor representa-

tion of the homogeneous Lorentz transformation A.

In particular, space reflections are associated
with the mapping

O = 1 (%0)s - (2.2)

The factor i is necessary here for compatibility
with the Majorana constraint on 6.
The action of a supergauge transformation on
the space of x and 6 is defined by
Xy = X, + 51€y,0, (2.3)
Oy = 64+ €y

where the parameter €, must, of course, be an
anticommuting Majorana spinor. The group prop-
erty of the mappings (2.1) and (2.3) is easily ver-
ified. However, it should perhaps be emphasized
that our constructions are purely formal. For
example, the spacetime translation %iEyue is not
a set of four ordinary real numbers such as x, is

usually taken to be. These numbers are nilpotent,
(€4,6)°=0. For consistency we should regard the
coordinates x, also as belonging to some non-
trivial algebra. Perhaps it may be possible to
establish a rigorous geometry® on the space of x
and 6.

The scalar superfield is naturally defined as one
which transforms according to

®'(x’,6")=%(x,0). (2.4)

Generalization to spinor and tensor superfields is
equally natural. For example, the spinor would
transform according to

T/ (x', 6')=a,B(A Wgl(x, 6).

As remarked above, any local function of 6 must
be a polynomial. To illustrate we give the ex-
pansion of the scalar superfield,

@ (x, 6) =A (x) +F¢(x)+7 06F (x)+5 Gy, 6G(x)
+3 007, %0A, (x)+3 066x(x)
+ 2 (@60 (), 2.5)

where the coefficients A, F, G, A,, D are ordin-
ary Bose fields, and ¢ and x are Fermi fields.
The behavior of these components under the action
of the Poincaré group is clear: A, F, and D are
scalars, G is a pseudoscalar, A, is an axial vec-
tor, ¢ and x are Dirac spinors. (The intrinsic
parities are reversed in the case of a pseudo-
scalar superfield.) These components are all
complex in general. However, it is possible to
impose a reality condition on the superfield,

®(x, 6)*=0(x, 0),
wheve the complex conjugation is undevstood (o
reverse lhe ovdey of anticommuting factovs. The
real scalar superfield has Bose components which
are real and Fermi components which are Major-
ana spinors.

The behavior of the component fields under the
action of an infinitesimal supergauge transforma-
tion is easily deduced from (2.3) and (2.4),

09 i 29 )

@(x,@)=ga<?+—(y9) —_—
ag™ 2 VM “ 8x,

(2.6)
by substituting the expansion (2.5). One finds
bA =€y,

0 =3(F +%G + iy nA, —idA)e,

OF =3 €x-31€9y,
0G =3 €yx~ 3i€ndY, (2.7)
GAv=%EiYU7’5X +%i27ui7u758u ¢,

ox = 3(D—-igF i §y,G—iy,vid A, )€,
6D =-i€dy.
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In certain circumstances (which will be discussed
in Sec. III) this representation turns out to be re-
ducible.

A better insight into the structure of representa-
tions of the supersymmetry can be gained from
an examination of the infinitesimal algebra. To
obtain this algebra one represents the action of an
infinitesimal transformation on &(x, 6) by a com-
mutator,

%Oé(x, 6)=[8(x, 6),€S], (2.8)

where the components of the generator S, them-
selves comprise a Majorana spinor,

(€s)T=€s. (2.9)

By considering the action of two infinitesimal
transformations applied in succession and making
use of the Jacobi identity one arrives at the con-
sistency condition

(€., €,S] =€ ne,B, , (2.10)

where F, is the generator of space translations.
In fact it is clear from the rules (2.3) that the
commutator of two supergauge transformations is
a translation. At this point it is necessary to as-
sume that the infinitesimal parameters € anti-
commute with the generators S. From (2.10) one
then extracts the anticommutation relation

{Sa’sﬂ}=_(7uc)aﬂpu (2.11)

(where C is the charge-conjugation matrix). Since
the matrices y,C are symmetric® one sees that
the left-hand side of (2.11) must be an anticom-
mutator and hence the necessity of assuming that
€ anticommutes with S.

The rest of the infinitesimal algebra is deduced
in the same way. In addition to the usual rules for
the commutators among generators of Poincaré
transformations one finds

(S., B,]=0,

[SouJuu] = %(opus)cx ’

(2.12)

indicating that S, transforms like a Dirac spinor.

The rules (2.11) and (2.12) are fundamental. The
construction of irreducible representations of this
“algebra” and the development of rules for de-
composing their products are the central problems
of supersymmetry theory. We have chosen to re-
gard this system as the infinitesimal algebra of a
continuous group of point transformations in a
space, some of whose coordinates are anticom-
muting ¢ numbers. However, in the absence of a
rigorous geometry in the space of x and 6 this
point of view is no more than a suggestive guide
for one’s intuition.

The construction of representations begins with
the observation that supergauge transformations
must leave invariant the manifold of states with
fixed 4-momentum since S, commutes with F,.

On such a manifold the anticommutator (2.11) be-
comes a fixed set of numbers and we see that the
operators S, generate a Clifford algebra. Since
this algebra has just 16 independent members,

its one and only finite-dimensional irreducible
representation is in terms of 4X 4 matrices.'®
(There must exist infinite-dimensional represen-
tations as well, but we shall not consider them
here.) The manifold of states with fixed 4-momen-
tum is therefore reduced by the action of super-
gauge transformations into 4-dimensional invariant
subspaces. However, these subspaces are not in
general left invariant by the Wigner rotations.
These transformations reduce the manifold into
(29 +1)-dimensional invariant subspaces. The sub-
spaces which are invariant with respect to bo¢x
supergauge and Wigner transformations are

4(29 +1)-dimensional.

The construction of unitary irreducible repre-
sentations of the algebra (2.11) and (2.12) by
Wigner’s method has been treated elsewhere.’
These representations are characterized by a
mass, a spin (9), and an intrinsic parity (n). In-
cluded in one of these representations are four
irreducible representations of the Poincaré group.
The (spin)™" content is (§-3)", 9", 97" (G+3)",
where 1 takes one of the values ¢ (for integer §)
or + 1 (for half-integer §). The rest mass is com-
mon. [The lightlike representations are 4-dimen-
sional with helicity content + A and (A +3) with
fixed A.]

We sketch very briefly a method for constructing
irreducible multiplets of fields (nonunitary rep-
resentations). In a basis where ¥ is diagonal the
generators S, become a pair of chiral spinors S,
and S; (A=1,2) which satisfy the algebra

{SA»SB}=0, JLSA»SB'}=O‘ {SAxSEi}=iaAB~ (2.13)

We shall treat S, (or S;) as “raising operators”
and S; (or S,) as “lowering operators.” Let the
lowest component U(x) belong to some finite-di-
mensional representation D(j,, j,) of the proper
Lorentz group. Successive applications of S,
generate two new sets of components in the mul-
tiplet,

SAU(X) = AMA(X) ’
SoSpU(x) =€ 45V (x)

(2.14)

(where €,p5 denotes the permutation symbol in two
dimensions) and no more since the product of
three undotted operators must vanish by (2.13).
The complete table is then easily obtained:
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S, Ulx)=M,(x), S;U(x)=0,
S Mg(x)=€,5V(x), SiMg(x)=-id45U(x), (2.15)
S,V(x)=0, S;V(x)=-i8;My(x).

A similar table [the parity transform of (2.15)] is
obtained by treating S; as the raising operator.
Space reflections are incorporated by combining
the two multiplets.*

Representations of the type (2.15) which have
dimensionality 4(2j,+1) (2j,+1) are in general re-
ducible. Thus, if j, =j, one can reduce the lowest
component U(x) to a tensor in D(j,-j,, 0) by con-
traction with 2j, powers of the operator a/ax,,. On
this component one then constructs a representa-
tion of 4[2(j,~j,)+1] dimensions. This contrac-
tion is nothing more than the supersymmetry
analog of, say, separating the longitudinal part
9,V, from a vector V,. In setting up a local action
principle, one usually finds it necessary to employ
fields which are reducible in this sense.

To conclude this section, it may be worth point-
ing out that the Majorana constraint is very potent
in limiting the size of multiplets. If one were
to treat S, and S* as independent generators, for
example, and replace (2.11) by the set

{scx:sﬂ}=0, {gx’sﬂ}=0’ {sa:sa}=(7u)aBPu:

then the fundamental representation would have
16 rather than 4 dimensions. It would include
vector as well as scalar and spinor components.
The same thing happens when the generators are
generalized so as to carry an internal quantum
number such as isospin. This type of generaliza-
tion was discussed in Ref. 5.

III. THE COVARIANT DERIVATIVE

Although it is not easy to define an integral over
0 space, there is certainly no problem with dif-
ferentiation. The ordinary derivative is defined
by _ of
f(6+060)=f(6)+066 3
where the infinitesimal 66 stands to the left of
8f/80 (since these quantities may anticommute it
is important to fix their order).
An important role is played in the following by
the differential operator
9 i 3
Dy = ggw =3 b o, (3.1)
which we shall call the covariant derivative. This
operator is covariant in the sense that it trans-
forms as a Dirac spinor under Lorentz transfor-
mations and as an invariant with respect to the
supergauge transformations (2.6).
The covariant derivative has the usual proper-

ties of a differential operator with two significant
exceptions. Firstly, when applied to the product
of two superfields its effects are distributed ac-

cording to the rule

D, (®,®;)=(Dy®,)®,+ (D, 2,),

where the + (-) sign applies when &, is bosonic
(fermionic), i.e., when 66 commutes (anticom-
mutes) with ,. Secondly, the covariant deriva-
tives neither commute nor anticommute. Their
anticommutator is given by
.9
{Dy, Da} = =(%,Cpi i (3.2)
*u
The operator D, is basically a Majorana spinor.
For this reason it is useful to define another form

DP=(C™')*ED,, (3.3)

which is nothing more than a relabeling of com-
ponents. The basic anticommutator can then be
given in three equivalent forms:

{Das DB = _(ﬁc)aﬂr
{Dy, D%} =(#)", (3.4)
{D*, D} =(Cpr.
(It is often more convenient to work in momentum
space.) The operators D, clearly generate a
Clifford algebra which is isomorphic to the super-
algebra (2.11).
In view of the algebraic structure (3.4), only
16 independent operators can be made from prod-
ucts of the D,. The most useful set is
1, D, DD, Dy,D, Diy, %D, DDD,, (DD)?.
A product containing five or more factors must
inevitably reduce. For example,
(DD)*D,, = -2DD(#D), .
Two other important identities are
Dy, D=2p,
and (3.5)
Do, D=0.

A number of useful identities and multiplication
rules are given in Appendix A.

It was mentioned before that the scalar super-
field (2.5) is, in a sense, reducible. A reduction
can be effected by imposing the condition

(z(1+iy)D), ® =D, % =0. (3.6)

These linear differential equations are manifestly
covariant (excluding space reflections). The gen-
eral solution of (3.6) involves eight independent
(real) components in contrast to the 16 of a general
scalar superfield. This solution can be expressed
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in the form

@ _(x, ) = exp(5 697,6)

By_(x) +47 1 6F_(x)> , 3.7)

X (A_(x) +
where A_ and F_ are complex boson fields and ¢_
is a right-handed Dirac spinor, iy¢J.=-¢_.. Like-
wise, the differential equations

Dpo® =(3(1-i%)D),®=0 (3.6")
serve to define a left-handed superfield,

@, (x, 6) = exp(-3 69,6)

X (A+(x) +_§zp+(x)+%5 l%l/ﬁ 9F+(x)> .

(3.77)

It is possible (although not necessary) to identify
® _ with the complex conjugate of ., i.e.,

A_=A} y_=y8, F_=F*, (3.8)

(Thus ¢, and ¢_ are identified as the left- and
right-handed components, respectively, of a
Majorana spinor.)

The components of the chiral superfields behave
under an infinitesimal supergauge transformation
according to

0A, =E¢t )
6y, = I—*Zl—yi (F.—idA,)e, (3.9)
oF, = ~Eidy, .

These representations are irreducible.

A general scalar superfield contains another
(nonchiral) piece ®, which is singled out by means
of nonlinear differential conditions

1’)1*—2‘“’50@;0. (3.10)

The resolution
=%, +o_+@, (3.11)

is effected by the projection operators

1 - 1-iy. _— 1+iy
—— -3 —_—3
E, e D L] DD 5 D,
1 — 1+2y, — 1-iv.
E_=—-87DTjDD—-§2 D, (3.12)
1 52} 2
E =1+ pre (DD)?.

In terms of the components (2.5), the resolution
(3.11) takes the explicit form

A=A, +A_+A,

$=v. o+ Yy,

F=F +F,

G=iF, —~F_, (3.13)

A, =i0 A -3, A_+A
=—ify, —igy_+idy,,

D=-0%A,-3°A_+ 3%°A,

T

where A, is transverse, 9,A ,=0. This decompo-
sition is useful in constructing local field theories
if the resulting components are local fields. Such
is the case only when the original components x
and D in (2.5) are themselves first and second
derivatives, respectively, of local fields. If this
is so we may say that the superfield is “locally
reducible.” Otherwise, it is not.

Because of their being defined by a linear dif-
ferential condition, (3.6) or (3.6’), the chiral
superfields are closed under multiplication. That
is, we have

d+P,+ =P,
and (3.14)
b -®,-=P,-.

This remarkable property is very important in the
construction of Lagrangians. The mixed product

¢ ,+®,-, on the other hand, is a general superfield,
one which is not locally reducible. Details are
given in Appendix B.

The spinor superfield ¥, =D,®, is left-handed
with respect to the spinor index «, but is of the
nonchiral (®,) type in the complexion of its com-
ponent fields. Conversely, the spinor ¥, =D,®,
is a mixture of left- and right-handed chiral super-
fields (see Appendix B).

IV. A SIMPLE LAGRANGIAN

To illustrate the application of the superfield no-
tation in a simple dynamical system we consider
here the Lagrangian given by Wess and Zumino®
for a scalar multiplet. This Lagrangian, £(®,,®),
must itself transform as a scalar superfield. In
order that the equations of motion should be super-
covariant, the action integral must be an invariant,

) —[/ o i 0
5]dx£=fdx€<87+§(y“6)a—xu>£

fdxaﬁ + surface term

The action will be invariant (up to a variationally
insignificant surface term) if it is independent of
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6. This means that every 6-dependent term in
£(®,,®_) must have the form of a spacetime di-
vergence. Such a form can always be achieved by
applying the covariant operator D, a sufficient
numbey of times: twice on a chival or locally re-
ducible superfield, four times on a geneval super-
field.

Consider the Lagrangian

£=4(DDy(®,%_)-3DD[V(®@,)+ V(@_)]
=3DD{s%,DD®_+3®_DD®,-V(®,)-V(®.)],
(4.1)

where ®_=® ¥ and V is a smooth function (typically
a polynomial®?). The spacetime integral of this
expression is certainly invariant. The variation-
ally important part is obtained by setting 6=0.
With the help of the formulas in Appendix B one
finds, for this part,

£=0,A,0,A_+FF_+33id¢+[V'4,)F,+ V'(A_)F_]

_1_ " T 1+2"Y s ” T l—i’)/
- Z(V (AP T‘WWV Ay —25¢> )
(4.2)

where V/(A)=dV /dA, etc. The equations of mo-
tion are

8%, =V"(A, ), ~ 1V (A, )p iy

2
F.=-V'A,), (4.3)
ity =vria,) g v Sy

The Lagrangian (4.2) and equations of motion (4.3)
could easily be expressed in terms of real scalar
fields A, F and pseudoscalars B, G defined by

A= —ﬁl—— A+iB), F,= T‘li_ (FiG),

but there is no great advantage to be gained by
this.

According to (4.3) the vacuum expectation values
must, in the tree approximation, satisfy the equa-
tions

0=V"(A:))V'((A3)), (4.4)

i.e., one or other of the factors V’, V” must van-
ish in the vacuum. Consider the possibilities. If
(V’)=0then (V") is identified as the (common)
mass of the multiplet. On the other hand, if (V")
=0 then the fermion is massless. This is a Gold-
stone (fermion) solution. However, it is an un-
stable one since the boson field equations take the
form

azAt = "< V’) C V’”) (A; ‘<A¥>)

+ interaction terms,

indicating that one boson component must be a
tachyon. This situation may be altered when quan-
tum corrections are included.!®

V. LOCAL SYMMETRY

It is natural to ask whether supersymmetry is
compatible with internal symmetries of the usual
sort, both global and local. One finds that indeed
itis: Global internal symmetries can be incorpor-
ated quite easily; local symmetries are more dif -
ficult.”

Consider first the global case. Suppose, for
example, that the superfields ¢, and ® _ transform
as doublets of SU(2),

Q+(-x) 9)"94)4-()‘1 9):
®_(x, )= Q@ _(x, 0),

(5.1)

where @ is an SU(2) matrix (independent of x and
6). The Lagrangian

£,=4% (DDP@1®, +o1a_)
-3MDD(@'®, +&l®_) (5.2)

is both supersymmetric (up to a surface term)
and SU(2)-invariant. Unfortunately, the simplest
SU(2)-invariant interaction for this system,

£,=gDD[(@18,)+ @] )],

is not renormalizable. To have a renormalizable
(i.e., trilinear) interaction it is necessary to
bring in singlet and/or triplet superfields. Thus,
if ® transforms according to

L -0Q0.Q7! (5.3) .

then a renormalizable and SU(2)-invariant inter -
action is given by

gD@'e!d, +010d_). (5.4)

As a second example, suppose ¢, isa 3X3
matrix of superfields which belongs to the (real)
(3, 3) representation of SU(2)x SU(2),

®,~R,®.R], (5.5)

where R, and R, are orthogonal matrices. Suppose,
moreover, that &_=%& ¥ so that

&7~ R,®TRT. (5.8)
Then a renormalizable and invariant Lagrangian
is given by

£=4(DDyTr(@7®,)-;DDTr(®Te, +&70 )

+ gDD(det®, + det®_). (5.7
This Lagrangian will be considered further in Sec.
VI.

The problem of setting up a local symmetry
which is compatible with the supersymmetry is



11 SUPERFIELDS AND FERMI-BOSE SYMMETRY 1527

more interesting. First of all, if the matrix Q

which appears in (5.1) is to depend on x, then it
must also depend on 6. In fact, it must be a set
of chiral-type superfields,

®, (x, 6)~ Q. (x, 6)®.(x, 6), (5.8)

since the transformed field must, if it is to have
the same number of independent components as
the original, be chiral. The consistency of (5.8)
relies on the closure property (3.14) of chiral
superfields under multiplication.

Representing the doublet @, (x, 6) and the matrix
Q. by the expansions

@, (x, 6) =exp(—3 69%06)

XA, (x) +p, (x) +1 6(1+dv,)6F, (x)] ,
Q. (x, 6) =exp(-1 697,6)

x [U, (x) + 8V, (x) +5 G(1+ iv5) 6W, (x)]

the explicit form of the transformation rule (5.8)
is

A, ()= U, (x)A L (x),
da (%) - U, (x)¢+ (%) +V, (X)A+ (x) ;
F, (x)= U, (X)F, (x)=V, (x)¢. (x) + W, (X)A, (x) .

The matrices U,, V,, and W, are complex, and
V. carries a Dirac spinor index.'*

It is possible to regard ©_ as completely inde-
pendent of Q, or one can impose the constraints

detQ, =1, @f=(@_)?, (5.9)

which we shall adopt in the following. This means
that the supersymmetric mass term

DD@1e, +o1e ) (5.10)

is an invariant of the local symmetry.

The main problem is to construct a gauge-in-
variant kinetic energy for the doublets .. The
expression (5.2) is certainly not satisfactory since
QIQ; 1. It is necessary to introduce some gauge
fields. Following Wess and Zumino, who solved
the problem of making supersymmetry compatible
with a local U(1) symmetry,” we deal with the
compatibility problem for the case of the local
internal symmetry SU(2) [in fact, the SU(2) could
be generalized to a local internal SU(r)].

The gauge field ¥ is a general (not chiral) pseu-
doscalar Hermitian matrix superfield which trans-
forms under the local symmetry according to the
rule

eV - _ef'o, . (5.11)

With the help of this field, the kinetic term can be
expressed in the invariant and supersymmetric
form

(DD @1efYe, + @ %0 ). (5.12)

Although this is not in general a polynomial, there
does exist a special gauge in which ¥"=0 for n > 3,
where (5.12) defines a renormalizable interaction.
We shall come back to this in the following.
Having introduced a gauge coupling into the sys-
tem of matter fields ¢,, we find it necessary now
to set up a gauge-invariant kinetic term for ¥.
By exploiting the chiral properties of Q.,

((1:{: i’)’5)D)aQ'k(xy 0) =0$

one can prove that the vector superfield V, defined
by

: : af
v, -gl, (c-ly“ M) D (e™¥Dyef")  (5.13)

2

transforms under the local symmetry like a Yang-
Mills gauge field,

94
V, ~Q,V,Q,7 ?’mausz;’. (5.14)
The Hermitian conjugate transforms according to
+ t -y 20 -
Vy=Q_V,Q_ "'+ r Q_6,Q_71.
Notice that the combinations

1-1y. )

——th
(52 v,
and

1+l'}/ T
-5
(5 D) V|

transform homogeneously, i.e., like field
strengths. Further, one can show that these field
strengths are chiral,

(1‘7”-"0) (%D) V,=0 (5.15)

(and likewise for VJ). This means that the ex-
pression

1 - o 1-iy \*®
- 33 DDTr(< ! —2—5> (Do V, /(D V)

oy leiy, \O8 1 ¥
+ (C l—'2—5'> (Davp)(DsVu)

is an invariant of the local symmetry and is super-
symmetric. It can serve as a Lagrangian for the
gauge field. Making use of the identity (5.15) and
discarding a variationally insignificant surface
term, one can put this Lagrangian into the compact
form

& DD Tr(V,V,+VIV]). (5.16)

Gathering together the terms (5.10), (5.12), and
(5.16) we obtain the gauge-invariant and super-
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symmetric Lagrangian 1 1

_ o =0Q_¥-IoQ, + — 0 _—-—0Q, . (5.18)
£=4 (DD L TV, V,+V]Vv])+(@]e e, +@le Y0 )] £ £
-1 MﬁD(QI«b,, +@7.), (5.17) This indicates that half of tpe c'or.nponents ir} ¥ can
be transformed away, leaving it in the special
where V, is defined by (5.13). form

To write out the Lagrangian (5.17) explicitly in
terms of component fields would be a complicated
and unrewarding task. Fortunately, there exists

¥ =1 TGiy,704A, + 2715- 66Ty + & (66)°D,,

a remarkable gauge’ in which the Lagrangian (5.19)
assumes polynomial form. The infinitesimal form where A, is transverse.'® In the SU(2) space the
of the transformation law (5.11) is, to lowest order matrices A,, 6%\, and D, are Hermitian and
in ¥, traceless. In the special gauge, V, is given by
J
=Dy, 1*—”5 Dyt -4 e ”’"(DII"}/ DY™ +2¥' Dy, 1—”—75 mﬂ“} (5.20)

After some tedious labor one finds

& DDPTr(V,V, + VIV ==+ (8,45 -8,A% + geM"ALATY + 3ik"y,(8, X + ge¥mA} A™) + 3(DE)?, (5.21)

i.e., the Lagrangian for a Yang-Mills field Aﬁ in interaction with a triplet of Majorana spinors A*.
The matter terms in the Lagrangian (5.17) reduce to
L DD)R@ e, +01e¥e _)-iM(DD)@Te, +2]l® )
=(0,47 +3igATA)(6,A,-3igA,A,) +(0,AT +3igATA )0, A_—3igALA )
+FIF, + F1F_ 40y (8,-3igA, )0+ MAIF, +AlF_+ FTA, + FIA_-39)+ gA1D,A,-A1D,A )

1 1-iy,
+wi¢ %{ATA iy 1_+£Zn,4 _‘72§.¢—2-zl'f-)\A (5.22)

LAl -5

in which A, =AR ", X=)*7* D, =D;7*. One may, if this is desired, replace the chiral combinations A, and
F, by definite parity combinations

A= T;' (A+iB), F, = 732- (F£i0)
(bearing in mind that A, B, F, and G are all isodoublets). For a triplet of matter fields
o, =047"  [¢f =(21)%]
the gauge-invariant kinetic term is
L (DDPTr(@_e'®,e™*¥)=(8,A% + ge""ALAT) (8, A} + g® "ALAT) + FE F +5 0Py, (8, ¢" + g™ "A [ y™)
-ge™n (\/? ARX l'?% gm+ V2 ARX 1‘“—2”5 Y -iAL ALDY ) (5.23)

This expression is particularly interesting because the sum of (5.23) and the gauge Lagrangian (5.21) pos-
sesses a new symmetry, viz.,

A~ x*cosa-y* sina , (5.24)
¢f = N*sina +¢* cosa,

with all boson components treated as scalars. In other words, if we introduce the complex Dirac field
the fermionic part of the Lagrangian takes the form

- - 1= - 1+dy
x"z‘yu(aux"+ge“’"A“,x”‘)+ige"”"(w/§A'ix‘ 1—-—5227 X" +V2 ALY! +2W X ) , (5.26)



which is manifestly invariant with respect to the
phase transformations

io kR

X~ e iR et (5.27)

The new symmetry could be associated with a
conserved quantity (such as baryon or lepton num-
ber) which is carried only by the fermions.* To
maintain this symmetry the matter multiplet must
have no mass.

Before we close this section, remark that in the
one-loop approximation, contributions to the
Callan-Symanzik function 3(g) for the gauge super-
multiplet equals —(g3/167*)(3C,(G)), while the con-
tribution from the matter-supermultiplet equals
+(g3/16m%)C,(G), where C,(G) is the value of the
quadratic Casimir operator for the adjoint rep-
resentation of the internal-symmetry group. If
we introduce (hvee matter supermultiplets (as we
do in the next section), B(g)=0 in the one-loop ap-
proximation, so that the charge renormalization
of g is finite.

V1. GOLDSTONE AND HIGGS PHENOMENA

It is of prime importance to demonstrate the
feasibility of spontaneous-symmetry-breaking

—J
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mechanisms in supersymmetric systems. It has
already been pointed out that the spontaneous
breakdown of supersymmetry cannot occur (at least
in the tree approximation) in the case of a self-
interacting scalar multiplet. Our aim now is to
show that in/ernal symmetries, on the other hand,
can be spontaneously violated even when they are
embedded in a supersymmetric scheme. This
means that it will be possible to set up renormal-
izable supersymmetric Lagrangian models in
which the gauge particles (vector and spinor) are
massive.

A suitable system on which to test for spontan-
eous breaking is the SU(2)x SU(2)-invariant La-
grangian (5.7). To begin with we shall treat this
as a global symmetry and obtain a stable Gold-
stone solution which carries a residual SU(2) sym-
metry. (This is only one of a number of possible
solutions.) Then we shall go on to consider the
symmetry SU(2),,., X SU(2),,,,, and show that the
Higgs mechanism is operative.

The scalar multiplet ®% belongs to the real rep-
resentation (3, 3) of SU(2)x SU(2) and it satisfies
the reality condition ®*¢=(¢%)*. In terms of com-
ponent fields the Lagrangian (5.7) takes the form

£=8,A%9,A% + FO-F% +37% 09y + MA2-F% + A%~ FC 170+ ¢0)

1

+ g (Ai'A’iXFi—A’i'wbx B gt xFeoasPx 12 ¢> : (6.1)

where all the fields are 9-folds (F%+F? =FisFia
etc.) and the fermion components ' are Majorana
spinors. The equations of motion are

-0%A% + MF? + g e®e (2A§ X F¢ _JP x —inW ¢C> =0,
F¢ +MAY + g€ A%V XA =0, (6.2)

1+ 13y, 1

G 9 -M)y® _2g1€abc (Ai X _Z__i §°+ A% X .:21_7/5 ¢)0> =0.

From these equations it follows that the vacuum
expectation values, in the tree approximation,
must satisfy the algebraic equations

M(AYL) + g€ (AL ) X(AS) =—(F2) |
M(F$) + 2g,€° (AL x( F$) =0.

(6.3)

(We are of course requiring that the vacuum be
Poincaré-invariant so that (8%4,) =0 and (¢ =0.)
Equations (6.3) are very much simplified if we
choose the matrix (A%%) to be diagonal. [No loss
of generality is implied since any one of the ma-
trices involved here can be diagonalized by means
of an SU(2)x SU(2) transformation.] The equations

2

r

themselves then imply that the other matrices
(At9), (F'9) must be diagonal as well. Represent-
ing (A.) by

(Ale) =diag(r, A,, Ay) (6.4)
one finds
(At%) =diag(Zk A% MY,
(Fia) = —diag (M, + 28, M 5, MA, +28 X\, M2, (6.5)
+28,M0,),
and Egs. (6.3) reduce to the form
MR +2Mg (A + MK XXX+ 48 2N (A F + A0 F)
=0, (6.6)

and cyclic permutations thereof.

We shall not pursue the general solution of (6.6)
but instead make the restrictive assumption that
A, =X, =X;. In effect, we are selecting solutions
in which a global SU(2) symmetry is preserved.
With this restriction Eqs. (6.6) reduce to

AM+2g MM +4g1*%)=0 (6.7)

and there are three distinct (parity-conserving)
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solutions.

The solution A =0 corresponds to the case where
no symmetry is broken. The solution A = -M/4g,
gives .

ia\ _ _JW_ ia ia\ _ M_ ia
() == oo, (Pl =- gm0,
and corresponds to the case where the supersym-
metry is broken as well as SU(2)xSU(2). This
solution can be shown to be unstable: Some of the
bosons turn out to be tachyons.

The solution x=-M/2g, gives (F,) =0 and so
preserves the supersymmetry.”® Indeed, by test-
ing the propagation character of weak perturba-
tions about this solution one finds that it is stable:
The superfield $'¢ breaks into three pieces [be-
longing to the representations /=0, 1, 2 of the un-

broken SU(2)] with the respective mass values
M,=M, M,=0, M,=2M. (6.8)

The isovector piece is a Goldstone superfield.

1t is perhaps worth emphasizing that the Goldstone
multiplet includes a massless Majovana fermion
along with the scalav and pseudoscalar bosons.
Supersymmetry is not broken, though the internal
SU(2)x SU(2) is. It is the breaking of this internal
symmetry which is responsible for the occurrence
of the Goldstone fermions (together with Goldstone
bosons).

Now consider what happens when the Lagrangian
symmetry is generalized to SU(2),,,,, X SU(2)00u -
In the special gauge discussed in Sec. V the La-
grangian assumes the renormalizable form

L=-5(0,A,-0,A, +8A, XA, P +3 Xy, (O, X +gA, X Q) +3 D

+(8,A% + gA, XAL) (8,AT + A, XAL)+ 5% iy, (8, 4% + gA, X Y7

- ﬁg(A:xx- %”ﬁ P+ A XX ”—2% ¢“> +igASXAL D, + F3-F% + MA%-F% + A% F% 1 70 y9)
+g1€““(A§-A’,’,XF$—A'i-$”X —il+2” Y +AL AL XFS A TP 1—5’;7 ¢°> , (6.9)

where the gauge condition 9,A,=0 is understood. Our purpose here is only to discover the excitation spec-
trum implicit in (6.9) when the symmetry SU(2)X SU(2) is broken down to SU(2). We shall therefore take
advantage of the manifest SU(2),,.,, symmetry in (6.9) to change over from the renormalizable Landau
gauge to the unitary gauge in which the spectrum is simplified. That is, we shall adopt the gauge condition

A[la];%(Aia __Aat).__o’

(6.10)

where A'? denotes the real (scalar) part of A'S. The scalar isovector part of the superfield is, in effect,

”»

“gauged away.
Into (6.9) substitute

VQ_A‘:=- Jgg 5ia +A(“)iiB‘a
1

and collect the bilinear terms

£2 =5 (0,41 -8,A1 P+ N igN +3(DL P+ % (auA““) -

The pseudoscalar and spinor parts must of course remain.

(6.11)

Mg

2
oAl ) +HE, Bl T
1

_%(Fia)er%(Gu )2+M(2A(“° Flia) _pG0 plii _gplia) glia) | pid) G(’f))

_%M(Za(ia)(wp(ia) _E(H) lp( J'J)) _ IWg

where %% = (£)(¢*% + ¢*), etc. This free Lagran-
gian can be separated into three independent pieces
if the fields are decomposed into their /=0, 1, 2

components by writing, for example,
¢1a=¢(2la)+ d)x[‘a]+% 5ia bo (6.13)

where z/)(z“’= 0. Suppressing I-spin indices, the
three pieces are given by

£0= %(B“Ao)z +%(apBo)2 +%$oza'¢o +é(F02 + Goz)
-M(A oF —B,Go—3 Po¥o) , (6.14)

etiaxi (piu ,
1

(6.12)

£,2-40,4,-0,4,7 + 3 (£ ) 4,2 41D
+3(0,B P +3(F2+Gp?)
+1 7,09y, +XidA— %‘gm, (6.15)
£,= 300, A, +5(8, B, + 37,84, +3(F2 +G,?)
+2MALF, -B,G,~ 5 0,,) . (6.16)

The Lagrangians (6.14) and (6.16), respectively,
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describe the propagation of an /=0 multiplet with
mass M and an /=2 multiplet with mass 2M. The
Lagrangian (6.15) describes an /=1 system con-
taining a massless pseudoscalar, a vector with
mass Mg/g,, and a pair of Majorana spinors,

\7}7 (¢, +A) and —}—; (@, -7,

with mass M g/g, and opposite parities.

This shows that the Higgs mechanism is operat-
ing here in the usual way. The fact that a pseudo-
scalar Goldstone particle remains in the system
merely indicates the need for a larger local sym-
metry: one which involves axial-vector gauge
particles as well as vectors.!” It is certainly pos-
sible to construct such a scheme by the methods
described in Sec. V.

APPENDIX A: THE ALGEBRA OF
COVARIANT DERIVATIVES
The differential operators D, defined by
]

Dy = 535 —2(PO) (A1)
[and D* defined by D*=(C~1)*2D,] are easily seen
to generate a Clifford algebra which is isomorphic
to the supersymmetry algebra, viz.,

Do, Dgp==(PCes (A2)
The purpose of this Appendix is to list some of its
properties.

First of all, the algebra contains 16 independent
basis elements,

1, Dy, DD, Dv,D, Diy, v;D, DDD,, (DD)* . (A3)

Any product of D’s can be reduced to a linear com-
bination of these. A complete multiplication table

J

for these basis elements would be too bulky to
reproduce here. Instead, we shall list only the
more difficult products from which, with the help
of (A2), any other product can be deduced without
too much effort.

To begin with, the product of two D’s is given by
DaDﬁ == %(ﬁc)aﬁ +% CQBED—T; (‘YSC )aBDysD
-3 % %C)asDiv, VD . (A4)

Multiplication of this formula by —(C~', )% and by
-(C™ oy, )8 yields the identities

Dv,D=2p,
and (A5)
Do, ,D=0.

Products of three D’s are comprised in the
formulas

D,DD=DDD, +(2§D), ,

Dy D% D=-DD(,D), +2pyD), ,

Dy Div,v,D = -DD(i, ¥,D)y +2ip, (v;D)y , (AB)

Dv,DD, = -DD(y,D), ,

Dy, 7DDy = =DD(i%, 7,D)e = (2030 1, %D -
Products of four D’s can sometimes be reduced

by multiplying a single D into one of the formulas
(AB). For example,

(Dv,D)?=Dy,DD, (-C ™4, D)*
=-DD(¥D), (=C~ %, D)*
= -DD(-Dv,C)y (~=C ™19, D)
=(DD)?.
Any combination of four D’s can be reduced with
the help of (A4) and the multiplication table

DD Dy,D Div, %D
DD (DD)? -2ip,Div,v,D 2ip,Dy,D AT
DD 2ip,Div,v,D (DDY? -2ip,DD
Divy, D -2ip,Dy,D 2ip, DD Ny (DDY = 2ip €\, Div, 1, D=4 p° =)

where left (right) factors are listed in the rows
(columns).

Products of five or more D’s can be reduced
with the help of the above results together with
the fundamental formula

(DD)*D,, = -DD(2pD), . (A8)
Of some importance are the identities
((1£iy,)D),D(1+iy)D=0, (A9)

which become more transparent in the notation of
2-component spinors. In a basis where ¥ is di-
agonal, the anticommutators (A2) take the form

{Da, Dpf=0, {D;, Ds}=0. {Dy, Dp}=p,s .

Since they anticommute, the product of three op-
erators D, must vanish, e.g

2.

0=D,DpDc =€pcD 4D “2—”2 D, etc.

This is one of the identities (A9).
Frequently useful are the following formulas
which give explicitly the action of some operators

on a general superfield ® whose components are
given in (2.5):
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3(DD)*0=D-8%A -6(8%y + i x)—5 66(202F)

-D 1—*{—75 D& =F%iG+9 lﬂ’i (Xx=i§)
L1 1;:75 0(D—8%A % -1 6%6(20°G)~1 0i%,%6(28,8,4,,)
+3 5 (D-8°A £ 2i8,A,) L BaTp ez . s
+3 066G9) (0% +idgy)
.1_— .
4(91*/”7;9(?18 ,EFFiG) - A (36)282(D—824), (A12)
+5660 =5 “Y (=i§)(x=igp)

* (?09)2( 82)(F%iG), (a10)  Da®=dar (=104 6y A + O F + (46)0 G+ 07,7000

+560[3i(30)y +% Xa ]
Div, %D® =2A, + 0 6%, %x-#%%¥) -
e . PR +3 006l =21 (%o + 2(%X)a ]
+3660(290,G) + ';9')/59(—23“F) _ 2 |
- +5 00 = 30760 e+ 270 YsX)
+§9iYu759[ﬂpuD—2€uuxpaxAp : v Y 5 : °
+(1,, 92 —28,8,)A ]
+3 660 [, #rx~(1,,0%-28, 8, )iv, %y
+ 35 (66)2(n,,02-20,8,)4, (A11) + 35 (062G FX)s - (A13)

+5 0635 [~y 6)00, F + (i, %6)00, G

(N %0)aduA, + 64 D]

APPENDIX B: PRODUCTS

The product of two expansions of the form (2.5) can be rearranged into

@ (1, 6)@(2, 6)= A(1)A (2)+6[A(1)¢(2) +P(1)A (2)] +5 66[A (1)F (2)-3°(1)¢(2) +F(1)A(2)]

+5 07 6[A(1)G(2) +T°(1)n¢(2) + G(1)A (2)]
%?mvs [A(DA, (2) +TF (1), %9 (2) +A, (1A (2)]
+5 066[A (1)x (2) +$(1)F(2)=%¢(1)G(2) + 3%, %¢(1)A, (2)

+x(1A (2) +F(1)¢(2)-G(1)%$(2)-A , (Vi 1%9(2)]
+ 35 (66)}[A(1)D(2) +2F(1)F(2) +2G(1)G(2) +2A4 ,(1)4 ,(2)
+D(1)A(2)-29° (1)x(2)-2x(1)9(2)] , (B1)
where ¢° denotes the charge conjugate of ¢, i.e.,
@)= (C 1y
The formula (B1) comprises the multiplication table for the anticommuting Majorana spinor 6 and the var-

ious monomials made from it.
A particular case of (B1) is the product of left- and right-type chiral superfields,

®.,(1,60)0_(2,0)=A, (1)A_(2)+B[A, (1)y_(2) +¢. (DA_(2)] +3 G6[A, (1)F_(2) +F, (1)A _(2)]
+3 O%,6[—iA, (1)F_(2) +iF, (DA _(2)]
+304%,%6[i9,A4, (1)A _(2)=iA, (1)8,A _(2)=T5 (1), y_(2)]
+3 668[-i7p, (DA _(2) + 1%, ¢, (1)3,4 _(2)~iA, (1)7¢_(2)
+i0,A, (1), ¢-(2) +2¢, ()F_(2) +2F, (1)y_(2)]
+ 35 (66)7[-9°A, (1)A_(2) +28,A, (1)9,A4 _(2)-A, (1)8%A _(2)
+4F, (1)F_(2) +275 GF—i@)y_(2)] . (B2)
The multiplication of two left-type fields yields again a left-type field with
A, (3)=4,(14,(),
0, (3)=A, (1)¢, (2) +¢, (DA, (2),
F,(3)=A, (DF, (2)-% (1), (2) +F, (1)A, (2) .

(B3)
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Repeated application of this rule gives the components of the superfield (&, (v, 6))", viz.,

A, =A+(x)n ,
¢s =71A+(x)n—l¢+(x)7

F, =nA, (x)""'F, (x)- @A,,(x)"'%ﬁ ()¢, (%) .

The vector multiplet ¢, contained in (3.8) can be expressed in chiral form as a spinor superfield,

1+2
‘I’m:(Tyi ?D> ‘1)1
o

et G (1520 ) <74 (155 ) pes(
o oL

2

where
D=9A,,

=gy, (B6)

Auv = aqu ‘auAlu .

Conversely,

1 -

¢ = 2_1—5? D (¥, +¥, ), (B7)

which may be a nonlocal superfield.

APPENDIX C: SUPERFIELD EQUATIONS

In the text we have been concerned mainly with
the construction of supersymmetric Lagrangians.
For this task the superfield concept has provided
a compact and suggestive notational framework.
One may ask whether the concept can be usefully
pursued and, in particular, whether it would be
advantageous to set up an apparatus of Feynman
rules with superfield propagators, superfield
vertices, etc. Little has been done in this direc-
tion. The purpose of this Appendix is merely to
sketch a preliminary idea of how such a develop-
ment would proceed.

Corresponding to the Lagrangian (4.1) the super-
field equations of motion are

DD®, =2V'(®_),
DD®_=2V'(®,).

(cy

These equations can be solved perturbatively. The
first step is to linearize them and work out the
propagator. Make the replacement

V(®,)~ (M/2)®,% + J.®, , (c2)

where J;(x, 6) denote external-source distributions
of the usual chiral types

- =1+
J,(x, 6)=exp(F§ 69v,6) <th -6 _Z‘Za J

+~gz(1im)w&> o (©3)

(B4)
1x: —- . 1+iy, . {
—z}/iouuc >BaAm,J+§6(1;tzy5)eTwiz§zf>\$' , (B5)

—

where the components are labeled such that J,,
acts as the source of A,, etc. The linear inhomo-
geneous equations of motion

DD®, ~2Mo_ =2J_,

(C4)
DD® _-2M, =2J,
are easily solved. Making use of the identity
(DD)*®, = —40%®, | (C5)

which can be deduced from the formula (A10), one
finds

1
@, == 92+ M?
This equation defines the bare propagator. In a
formal sense the propagator is given by equations

like

(MJ, +3DDJ;) . (C6)

(T®, (x,, 6,)0_(x,, 6,)) = % %% ,
but the meaning of the functional derivative here
needs to be clarified. To this end one can exploit
the supposed invariance of the vacuum with respect
to translations and supersymmetry transforma-

tions to write
(T, (x,, 0,)®_(x,, 6,)) =(T®, (x, +a +3i€yb,, 6, +€)
X® _(x, +a +3i€yb,, 6, +€))
=(T® (x,-x,+316,r0,, 6,—6,)
x®_(0,0) (cm)

(on choosing € =-6,, a=-x,). Now ¢_(0,0)=A_(0)
and one needs to evaluate only

i \ _ 6%, (x, 0)
7 (T2, (x, 6)A_(0)) = 57, (0)
B 1 = 0J(x,6)
== gmae e PP 6J,_(0)
-1 5
“ oo e PP
x[exp (3 09%6)1 6(1-iv,)06(x)] ,

(C8)
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where we have used (C3) and (C6). This formula can be simplified with the help of (A10), which implies

the relation

-3 DD®_ =exp(-1 687,0)[F_ +0(=19y_) +3 6(1+ir,)0(-0%A_)]

and, therefore,
i 1 —
3 (T®,(x, 0)A_(0) = FYgYE exp(—z 697%,6)0(x) .

The propagator (C7) now takes the form

;lzf <T‘b+(x1; 01)‘1’_(}(2, 62» = exp([%gﬂ’p 62 +i @1—@)1}/“75(61_02)] ) 4 ) :

(C9)

8(x,-x,), (C10)

FRPELAN N
ax, )o*+M?

which is a polynomial in 6, and 6,. (The component propagators can be obtained by comparing coefficients.)

In similar fashion one obtains

i

With the bare propagators in hand one can con-
template the problem of computing scattering
amplitudes. For example, one could put the equa-
tions (C1) into integral form

1
8%+ M?
and go on to obtain perturbative developments of
the superfields. This kind of approach may, per-
haps, lead to useful insights.

A different sort of Lagrangian which can be
used to characterize at least the free-field be-
havior is given by

£=DD)?[$®DD-2M)d-2J¢] , (C13)
where ¢ is a general superfield. The equations
of motion are

(DD-2M)®=2J . (C14)
In fact, these equations are equivalent to (C4).
Substitute the resolution (3.11) for ¢ and J. Then,
since DD®,=0, Eq. (C14) takes the form

DDé_-2Mb, =24, ,

DDé, -2Mé_=24_, (C15)

—2M&, =2J,,

®, = - [MV! (@.)+3DDV! (®)] (C12)
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(C11)

and one sees that the nonchiral part, ¢,, does not
propagate. The equation (C14) can be solved di-
rectly with the help of (A6) to give

—lJ , (C18)

PONp. . [; DD +—— (ED)ZJJ—
M

T2+ M? aM
and from this the form of the 2-point function can
be obtained.

The methods can be applied to other kinds of
superfield. For example, the spinor superfields,
¥,., may satisfy the equations

(p—2M ¥, +3 DD¥, =2J, , (C1m)
which are solved by
q:——1—<1 +—1—l—)DJ> Ly (C18)
FTag-M T 2M )T 2M

These equations describe the propagation of a
supermultiplet of particles of mass M and (spin)pity
content 0%, (3)!, (3)~%, and 1*. It remains to be
seen whether or not there exist any renormaliz-
able interactions for this superfield.
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