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We present results on the scalar supermultiplet coupled to supergravity: A locally supersymmetric theory
‘with generalized kinetic and nonderivative interaction terms is found. We discuss a number of examples.
Symmetry breakdown and the “super-Higgs” effect are studied, as is a consistent truncation of the SO(4)
extended theory. Finally, we find the local extension of supersymmetric massless QED and discuss symmetry

breakdown in this system.

I. INTRODUCTION

Supergravity' is the gauge theory of local super-
symmetry transformations.? It has as gauge fields
a spin-2 graviton and one (or more in extended
theories®?) spin-$ fields; recently it has been
shown that supergravity is the theory of “spinning
space,” > and as such it is as fundamental as gen-
eral relativity itself. Pure supergravity can be
coupled to various global supermultiplets in order
to promote the global supersymmetry to a local
one.® The resulting theories have many higher-
order contact terms in the Lagrangian; gauge in-
variance of the S matrix and dimensional argu-
ments restrict the contact terms to be at most
quartic in the Fermi fields of the theory and allow
only linear couplings of F,,, the vector field, to
the Fermi fields. The couplings of the scalar
fields, however, are under no such restriction,
as they are not gauge fields and « (the>Planck
length) times a scalar field is dimensiénless.
Thus, in general, supersymmetric theories with
scalar fields can show nonpolynomial structure.
The massive scalar multiplet” does indeed have
nonpolynomial terms, and there are strong indi-

cations that the SO(4)- symmetric extended theory
does as well.*
In Sec. II we consider a very general locally

- supersymmetric theory of one scalar multiplet

which contains as a special case the original sca-
lar multiplet.® This theory contains one graviton
V.., one massless spin-3 field $,, one Majorana
spinor y, one scalar A, and one pseudoscalar B
(before symmetry breakdown). Further, we find
a very general form of the scalar self-interaction
term, which contains as a special case the theory
of Ref. 7.

In Sec. III we present some details of the con-
struction. In Sec. IV we consider a riumber of
new special cases, including theories with spon-
taneous symmetry breakdown, and a restriction
of the SO(4) extended theory to the gravitational
and scalar multiplets only.® In Sec. V we present
results on the global theory of a vector super-
multiplet interacting with two massless scalar
multiplets (super-QED),'° and discuss symmetry
breakdown, and finally, in Sec. VI, we present
the locally supersymmetric version of this -
theory.!*

II. GENERAL SCALAR THEORY

Using the functional method of Ref. 7;-we have found the following locally supersymmetric Lagrangian'?:
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where

o

u=k*A%+B?)., Qu)=u <1 + Z wju’)», w, are arbitrary real dimensionless constants,

i1
0w =[u @) =1+ 3 w,(j+1)%’; ‘ _ v 2.4)
51
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(2.5)
where
z2=A+iy,B, z*=A—iy,B, ®(z)= Z ®29 , @, are arbitrary real constants of dimension /™3,
i=0
—; ’ 2, %07
A(z)=[®(u)]1/2[<1> (2) + k22*Q' () ®(2)] , 2.0
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[Note: €f(u)=0%2(u)/ou, ®'(z) Eacb(é)/az, A’(z*)=0A(z*)/0z*, etc.] Lyg+ £y, is invariant under the follow-
ing local supersymmetry transformations:
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L=Lyo+ L K,'+ £, is invariant under the above transformations with the following additional terms:

5;Y=%A(Z)en(U)/2 , 5,(/)h=—E—;E(x)dl'(z)hem“)/z. | - (2.8)

We observe that Q(x) =« and ®(z)=0 yields the original scalar multiplet of Ref. 8, while ()=« and
®(2z)=zmz+ 3g2° yields the massive self-interacting theory of Ref. 7.

If we require the coefficient function 8(u) to have leading term 1, we insure that theories with different
#’s cannot be made equivalent by a redefinition of A and B in terms of each other, as any such transforma-
tion that preserves the form of the scalar kinetic term [(8,A)%+ (8, B)*]f() can only multiply the term by
a power of u=x*(A%+ B?).

In the global limit V,,~1n,,, €x)=~¢, $,~0, k=0, we find £~ Ly gpa;:

[
°Gglobal =

V2

where V(A +iy,B)=®(z) above. This Lagrangian is invariant under the following global transformations
(€ is a constant spinor):
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This globally supersymmetric theory was first presented by Salam and Strathdee'® where the Lagrangian

6Aglobal =
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is also written in superfield notation:
Le1ona1 = 5(DD)*($,9.) - 2DD(V($,) + V($.)) . , (2.11)

We can also take the global limit by introducing dimensional constants @,=w,«*!, so that, although Q)
~0, 6(u)~ Q(A%+ B?) and k*6'(u) ~ Q'(A%+ B?) as k~0. Then £,,~ L8031

a1 & — = .\ Q/(A%+ B?)
SR =g XX+ 5[0, 4+ (0, B QA+ BY) - £ (v (A3, B) 5, oy
1 (A2+BZ)Q'(A2+B2):I’ 1
—_ P.
+16 (Xvsy x)(YYSYaX)[ QA%+ BY) QA%+ BY)’ (2.12)
is invariant under
GAgloba.l =L_EX— 63810“-1:__2._.__%
KI ﬁ [Q(A2+Bz)]1/2 s KI ﬁ [Q(A2+B2)]1/2 ’ (2 13)
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This theory appears not to have been considered before. If we redefine y(x)—~[Q(A®+ Bz)]”2 (x), we can
write the Lagrangian in-the superfield notation of Ref. 13. Let Q(y) Z,‘lq,]"’y’ 1 then

[l ,Z a,DD)*($.)(9.)’. _ (2.14)

If the self-interaction terms are kept, then this second global limit is taken and we find a trivial modifica-
tion of (1.9):
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III. CONSTRUCTION

We were motivated to search for a more general locally supersymmetric theory of the scalar multiplet
than that of Ref. 8 by the observation that a consistent truncation of the O(k®) results of the SO(4) extended
theory yielded a new theory, locally supersymmetric to O(k?), with precisely the same particle content as
in Ref. 8. We used the functional technique’ (the rest of this section is for the technically minded).

Our ansatz was suggested by the results of Ref. 4:

Lo=Lsa+Lpp, Lggas in (1.2), . (3.1)
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Our ansatz for the transformation laws was

8V, = —ike(X)y 8, , 6A= E%" Fy(u), OB =£'E_(%Xﬁ Fo),

nk?

o [E®)ys(A +iv, B)xIXvs Fis®) ,

6§=-\;:? E(x) (A + i')/s B)EFlo(u) - % [(%pX)E(x)prll(u) + (¢p?5X)_€.(x)75’pr12 (u) ] -
59, = K"E(x)ﬁl +£4’-<- @y, ¥, + iuy,.zl),,)'é(x)o wo +£lE 2(x)y,(A3, B)F ,(u)

+i—: X7y XEX) Y500 F i) - —== [e(x)ys(A +iy, B)X] Ty F 16 (@) . (3.3)



3430 ASHOK DAS, MARK FISCHLER, AND MARTIN ROCEK 16

The F,(x) are unknown functions; our result is
unaltered by introducing further arbitrary func-
tions of # = k*(A%+ B?). Theparametern is any real
number.

Using this ansatz, we found nine kinds of varia-

tions: (1) ¥*; (2) x*¢%; (3) ¥*x%; (4) ¥; (5) x; (6) x3;

(7) x*; (8)-¥%x; (9) ¥x* In principle, there are
also x° terms, but these vanish automatically be-
cause y is a Majorana spinor. We present the fate
of each type of variation in tabular form in Table
I. Only 15 of these relations are independent:

Fy=F;=F¢=F, =F,=F;;=1, Fy=F,,

F,=Fy, F2=(F3)2» Fy=F,F,,
(3.4)
F,=F,F,, F,F,=1, F,=(uF,),

FyF,=F,)", (F,+nF,)F,=4F}.

These are related to© () and Q(«) in Sec. I by
9(u)=F2(u), Ql(u)=F4(u)) etc.

The nonderivative self-interaction term £, was
found by noting that the results of Ref. 7 suggested

the following generalization:

L=- V(pji(A — iy, B)”Yﬂ ()
14 -
Y (9 )rar B

iK

V2 Vo« y(A — iys B) Ty P, ()

—k*VQ B ,0% (A +iy, B)Y, P,(u) (3.5)

and

5%~ %E(x)(A; ive B Py (0),
1(3.6)
6,0 = = 9 FO)A +iv, B)y, Py(u).

Term for term we followed the procedure of Ref.

7 and found relations that uniquely specified the
p;’s in terms of j and the F;’s. We then considered
£,,,=L;+L,-V¢,0,Q(A4,B), and found a unique ex-
pression for @ in terms of j, !, F;, and P;. Fi-
nally, we observed that the solutions could be
summed over j to yield arbitrary functions, e.g.,

TABLE I. Variations of the Lagrangian and the functional relations. Some results appear-
ing later in the table have been simplified by substitution of earlier results.

Variation Result Comment
(1) P Fy=Fy, This variation is proportional to a
variation in Ref. 8 known to vanish
(2) x%® Fig=Fg=Fy, This variation is proportional to a
variation in Ref. 8 known to vanish
=F,=1
@) i Fy=Fg=1
4) (1 (uFy)' = F3F10 After integrating by parts to remove
P F.F all derivatives on €(x), this can be
2o subdivided into variations with or
without Dy,
(5) X F3=F,Fy As above with x instead of ¢,
Fy=F,F,

2F) Fy=FyFy +n FyFy,

FyF§ + F{Fyy=2Fy

© X Fy=1
FyFy3=FqF
Fy(Fq)" = FgFyy

@ X% Fig=FyF,

®  ¥*x Fy=Fy(uFy)’

9 vx? F3Fy=Fy=F;

=Fg=1

We use Fy=F;, Fjj=Fiy=1

This is not independent of earlier
results; much time can be saved
by noting which terms are
identical to variations in Ref. 8

These are very tedious and are
equivalent to earlier relations




®(A+1iy, B) EZ}; (A + Ty B)?. This completes the
derivation of the results of Sec. II.

IV. EXAMPLES AND SYMMETRY BREAKDOWN

We now consider several special cases of inter-
est. For the original scalar supermultiplet,® as
observed above, (u)=u; we can add any number
of interaction terms. In particular, :

®(z) =1z +3mz° + § g2° (4.1)

gives the local version of the original Wess and
Zumino Lagrangian with a AF term.'* In the global
case, the x.term could be eliminated by a shift in
the fields, but due to the presence of nonpolyno-
mial interactions in the local theory, this is no
longer the case. This theory shows symmetry
breakdown similar to that in Ref. 7, but the more
complicated potential is rich in false vacuums
which for some values of the parameters have a
zero cosmological constant. The true vacuum al-
ways has a nonzero cosmological constant, and,
for m not too large, a term quadratic in the spin-
% field which can be absorbed into de Sitter covar-
iant derivatives.'® The m=g=0,1+#0 case is simi-
lar to the axial gauge theory!” in that there is a
cosmological term but no term quadratic in the
spin-$ field. '
For &(2)=pu, we find the analog of Ref. 14 for
the scalar field:
Kz . / LLZ
£=— py VXA +iy, B xe" *+ 55 V(3 — u)e”
iK

V2

—uVy, o e 2. ' 4.2)
13

uVd e y(A +iy, B)xe"'?

If we let ®(z)=p + Az, we can cancel the cosmo-

logical term, but symmetry breakdown restores it.
The question arises whether the cosmological

constant can ever be canceled in a theory with

m, #0; there exist partial results'® that indicate
- ]
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an affirmative answer, but until now there has not
been a complete theory with a “super-Higgs”
mechanism and no cosmological constant. We
present two such theories, neither entirely satis-
factory. For

®(z) = k™3 exp(V 3kz — K%22/2) (4.3)
we have a potential

2k"2B% exp(2V 3KkA + 3k2B?) (4.4)
which has a minimum.at (B) =0 for any (A); thus

my =k exp(kV3(A) - 3k%(A)?) ,

m g2 = 4k exp(2kV3(A4)), m,%=0.

(4.5)

Global supersymmetries of both gravitational and

- scalar multiplets are broken. Since the vacuum is

flat, interpretation and quantization of the theory
is not a problem. The spin-2 field is massive and
the unphysical Goldstone spinor y still remains in
the theory. But our theory still possesses a gauge
symmetry and we are free to choose a gauge. In
fact, we can choose a gauge in which the y field
disappears from the theory,'® namely, the analog
of the Higgs gauge y=0. This restores our de-
grees of freedom, and the spin-3 propagator is the
usual propagator for a massive spin-$ field, viz.,

P-m 1 ‘
Duu(P)=—m3{:gw— %y“y"—ii_m uP,-%P,)

5P P,. (4.6)
The only unsatisfactory feature of this model,
aside from its probable nonrenormalizability, is
the strange dependence of the potential on A: For
any (B)+0, away from the vacuum, the minimum
of the potential occurs at (A) - —.

If we let

&(z)= <—2-\[—i-+ z>3e"“3‘/2 ; (4.7)

we find a model free of this flaw. The potential is

3[(A+V3/2)? + B2P{k*B?(3+ kB2 + 2k?A%) + (kA - 3V3)[3+ (KA + 3V 3)? |} exp[-kV3A + K*(A% + B?)]. (4.8)

This has two minima. Both occur at (B)=0, one
at (A)=+V3/2k, the other at (A)=-V3/2k. The
former gives

my=k13V3e/8, m,l=m =54k *  (4.9)

and hence corresponds to a vacuum where the
global supersymmetry of the gravitational multi-
plet is broken, while the latter gives m,=m ,*
=m£,2 =0, and hence corresponds to no symmetry
breaking. For the first case, we can once again

-

apply the analysis of Freedman and Das'®'® and
find that we have evidence for a Higgs mechanism;
again there is a constant part in the y transforma-
tion law. For the second case there is no constant
in the y transformation, and y is clearly dynam-
ical. Normally, we would expect the degeneracy
of the vacuums to be broken by quantum correc-
tions, but since the theory is unlikely to be re-
normalizable, we can only make sense of the the-
ory at the tree level. )
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The last particular case we consider is the
SO(4) scalar reduction. In a theory with only one
spin-3 field x, any x° terms vanish. Since the full
SO(4) theory has four y;’s and nonvanishing x°
terms in the variation of £, we expect further re-
strictions on the Lagrangian when we require
these terms to vanish. Comparison of our Lagran-
gian and the Lagrangian of Ref. 4 imposes the con-
dition that

FJu):&w[ﬁg—(%i)]l— 1=3 (4.10)
which leads to ‘
1
@(u):m, Q(u)=ln<1_u>. (4,11)

Finally, we observe that when the SO(4) internal
symmetry is gauged, we expect in analogy with
SO(3) and SO(2)*® to find a cosmological term.
Letting ®(z) = u=ex™, we find

_WpP o 8-u ik . 1
Srmga Vi 75 WV Y@ i Bl
- 1
- uVy, o zp,m. (4.12)

In particular, the scalar kinetic term becomes
3V[(8,A)?+ (8, B)*]/(1-u)*, which bears a resem-
blance to the o-model Lagrangian; we do not un-
derstand the physical consequences of a Lagran-

gian that diverges for some finite field strength.
Note that for # = 1 the theory has severe problems
of interpretation, as the energy is not bounded be-
low and the Lagrangian is not even Hermitian.
The additional terms in the transformation laws
are .

- K _ 1
[JEN =~—-§ #i(x)'h(l_—u)ui .

Since the full SO(4) theory is expected to have
one-loop finite physical amplitudes,?® one should
be able to calculate the effective potential for A
and B; it will be interesting to see if the cosmo-
logical term above is completely or partially can-
celed.

V. GLOBAL MASSLESS SUPER-QED

In this section we study the Fayet-Iliopoulos
model*® in a particular limit, namely, we consider
a vector multiplet interacting with a complex sca-
lar multiplet where all the fields have zero mass.
The Lagrangian contains the fields (4,2, x', A, BY)
and does not conserve parity. All boson fields are
Hermitian and all spinors are Majorana fields. .
When the auxiliary fields are eliminated the La-
grangian has the form

L=_3F,, F¥ + 5ixgr+ 35X dx' + 3[(8,,A)%+ (8, B)?] - eA " (A%8#A7+ B'o» B - zix'y*x))
—eteAIBI — et (AT viy, BN+ 3¢%A (A4 B?) - se?(cVABY) - 387, v (5.1)

where F,, =98 ,4,-9,A,, e is the electromagnetic
coupling, and £ is the parity violating parameter.

" This Lagrangian is invariant under the following
supersymmetry transformation:

s _ . - 1e i A
éx'=—e(A‘+175B’)3+7-2.—<’f€m’+1y53f)4,
(5.2)

-

— _ i . _
OA=——=C0"F,, +— (E+ecA'B)ey,

V2 V2

i _
ﬁAu='—ﬁ€‘yu7&.

€ is a constant spinor parameter and the con-
served Noether current is

. i 1 ;. . .
Jﬁ=7§—0°“’Fa37,,>t+—ﬁa,,(A’ +iys BY)y v, X}

1 .
+—\/,—§— (£+ecYA'BY)yy 2\
£
V2

The theory is also invariant under the following
local gauge transformations:

+—=€Y(A iy, B4y, X . (5.3)

6Au=-'e18“oz(x) s
61 =0,

oxi=—ea(x)x’, (5.4)
5Ai=_§*1a(x)Af,

0Bi=_eta(x)B7.
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We now diagonalize the scalar mass matrix. Let This potential has a minimum at
us define -~ =
. ‘ Al_Bl"O, (5‘7)
oo~ 1 ~ 1 . : - - 2
A1=7—2‘ (A, +B,), A2='f—§' (A,+B), A22+Bzz=-é£"-
(5.5) However we can choose our orlentatlon in the A -
B =— (B,-4,), B, _ 1 (B A). B, plane such that \
= V2 gy
<A9=<'e"> =Y (5.8)
Then the scalar mass matrix and the four-point ’ ’
interaction terms become A)=(B)y=(B,)=0
v 5. ef = . - . represents the minimum. If we now shift fields,
V(A BY)= > (A2+B*_-A2-B)? ' ie.,
e? ‘&2 éz A’z n 2)2 AZ‘A2+U’ (5.9)
+_8"( 4B -4 - By (5.6) then the interaction Lagrangian becomes
J
£'=eA"< 13,8, _Az'a'uéz 5 etiyly x’> etA? 2—” I(A2+B2-A2_B) ——(A 2 .4 -Bp)e

2
retA, +e— A AP+ B21A? +Bz)-r(x —iX yﬁ)x-—f(x —iX2Y) (A, +iy, BN
\/—(X1+2X 75)75(A1+275 3_)A ) (5-10)

Since there is mixing between different spinors, the spinor mass matrlx needs diagonalization. Let us de-
fine a new basis by

M =3(X* =iy X2+ V2N, n,= % [rs(x* =ivsx®) + Y2y ], f— —= (X' +i7sX?) . (5.11)

Then the interaction Lagrangian becomes

m? m? L R N
£'=_—2—A22+—2—A“2—-2—(n1n1+n2n2)+eA“<A 9,B, -A,d uBz+—n,yun2>

e —_ ’_ — ezv - - ... e ~
+ZAu("71757“771 + ¥ 5Y* 1y = 285" E) t5 A +B*-A - B)7) -3 (4,%+B,* ‘fAzz - B,?)*

e_ = . = e_ ~ . = e_ ~ . = e - ~ . =
—5 "71(A2 +17’532)711 _5 nz(A2+1'75B2)n1 "'5 772( A2+1'VSBZ)"72 —T—é' n]_(Al +"/'}/5B1)§

- ~ 2 - )
+\_/€;2—ﬁz(A1 +iY5B) ¢+ f2_A:J'Z(Alz“'Blz*‘A; +B,%), (5.12)

where m?=2ef. -

Thus we see that because of the symmetry breaking the vector field becomes massive and the Goldstone
boson B can be eliminated by the Higgs mechanism. However, it also looks like the masses of particles
within the multiplets are split badly. Thus one expects that supersymmetry is spontaneously broken. How-
ever, when one looks at the spinor transformations one does not find a constant anywhere suggesting that
supersymmetry is still maintained.

To see more closely what exactly is happening, let us choose the gauge condition

B,=0, A,-B,=A, -(1/e)3,B,. (5.13)
Then the Lagrangian becomes (omitting tildes) ‘
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2
£=-%G,,G* _’—7%— B,? (771?5771 +T8M,) -5 (T, +71,1,) +5 AFTIEIC WA - —A2 +2((8,4,)*+(3,B,)*]

+ eAu,<A[a"‘Bl +y ﬁlw“nz) + 4—Au("ﬁ;/57“n1 Ty, = 2Ly vHE) + Z_A(A‘2 +B % - A?)
€% . s amz € 4 - ie — . .
“‘\'é'" (A1 +Bl -A ) - 'é' A(nlnl + 772"02) - _\/:.2: 771( Al +Z75B1)Y5$

e - . e?
75 TIZ(AJL+'L75Bl)§WL?A“Z(AIMBI2 —A?%) (5.14)

where we have used
G,,=98,B,-98,B, andA,-A. (5.15)

It is now clear that, as a consequence of the breaking of gauge invariance and the Higgs mechanism, the
theory has rearranged itself into a supersymmetric theory of a massive vector multiplet® (B, ni,A) inter-
acting with a scalar multiplet (¢,4,,B,). The degrees of freedom are maintained and no constant term and,
hence, no zero-point energy are generated.

VI. COUPLING TO SUPERGRAVITY

In order to couple the massless super-QED to supergravity, we follow the usual procedure of order-by-
order coupling.® That is, we start with the Lagrangian for supergravity and the covariantized Lagrangian
for the matter fields and add to it the Noether current terms. Then at each order in ¥k we add new terms
to the Lagrangian and to transformation laws to maintain supersymmetry. The complete Lagrangian de-
rived this way can be written as

L=L+L7, ) (6.1)
where

Vo iV = v . . o AV — . KV — KV — i ; i

Ly=dgq ""4—1"“’1?“”? V)N ty [(8HA‘)2+ (8,B%?] +5 Xy} —*—f/i h,0"VF YA -7 ¥, 8,(AY+iy By v x?

2 312 2

L @ @) T @ ) Rrr N+ By R

iK? “voo _ZE ) vi i iK? aBout (o) Aig Bi K2V vi @ Ai’é B
T @,Y )X Y57 X )+'T € (Do ) A0, )+T (XCysrx;)( B

K2V — . K2V . 4 s 3KV -,
- vy M(AE,BY) ~ 35 (Y X)X sYaXy) = =55 Oy Y)? —————(x YsY X )(M;/,, )s (6.2)
&=_VeA, 'l Ald*Al Bia*BI .N% Xiv#y?) = VeteIAIBI _ Veeliy (Al + iy BIN - Y—;—A A+ (B
Ve?, .. . . V. KV R , keV ;.— .o .
—y (A - - Erecia BT = ST, (4% tr By
iK? wypa P K2V 45 4§ pive K2V i A Riv=R A
-5 € PU(E+ e€AB )Y 17,0 u A, ~ -—5—(£+e€ TAIBI Ny HAn + —-2—-(£+ e A BIYxky, AXE. (6.3)

This Lagrangian is invariant under the following supersymmetry transformations:

A . ;T ; - :
bA = 7 (o)x*, 6B‘:ﬁ€(x)y5x’/, 0V, = — k€)Y, ¥, , 6Auzf v,

Lo i e o _ o
5X:_7—2_—<(x)0”Fw+—\[—§-(£+e< TA'BIE(x )y +ik(¥ v Ne(x)o —ﬁ€(x)}’5(z4i+175 DxXIys,

. ' . . (6.4)
5y :,.\/_z:g(x)(Ai + 1Y ’)Ti +“\'/_l““g_ ete(x) (Al + i'}’sBj)A( - _1_2_’2 ! lpu)g(x)')’u'— izlﬁ &iyslpu)z(x)'y”'yf’

+-2—\—[~_~ €(x )VS(A"+iYSB")x"')Ei75 ,
6 o= KE@D, + T @Ta¥alp+ VYol ) Ebom Ry R0, - 5 (ABBEG,

2
+ = va NEW)Ys (VoY + Gaq) —ik(E+ e TAIBIE(x)y; A, EKF‘Z—E(x)ys(Aﬁ +1YsBX D o 7s -
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Here €(x) is a local spinorial parameter. The
Lagrangian has two global invariances: It is un-
changed under a rotation

i_ _eligyd i_ _eilg Al
5X ay?, BA aAl, (6.5)
aBi — _€ijan ,
where o is a constant parameter. It is also in-
variant under the global chiral rotation
69, =i0ysd,, Or=ibfy;A
(6.6)

oxt = —iByxt.

In addition to these global invariances the theory
also has an Abelian gauge symmetry: &£ is invari-
ant under

8A = —eetia(x)Al,
8B*= —eeta(x)B,
8A,=9,0a(x),
= —iEk2a(x) Yk ‘ (6.7)
61!)” = —inga(x)ysw‘u ’
ox!= —eetalx)x! +ita(x)ysxt,
8V,,=0.

The transformation looks very unusual in the
sense that it mixes the usual vector-type transfor-
mations and the axial transformations of Ref. 17.
This is simply a reflection of the fact that our

starting theory does not conserve parity.
If we look at the interaction potential and diagon-
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alize the mass matrix following Sec. V, then we
observe that all the analysis of Sec. V goes
through. In particular, the cosmological term
disappears, and hence 1nterpreta.t10n of the theory
is easy. There is no spin-3-spin-% mixing. Thus
the spin-3 field still remains massless. In other
words, although we coupled massless super-QED
to supergravity, because of the gauge symmetry
breaking we have obtained a supersymmetric
theory of an interacting massive vector multiplet
and a massless scalar multiplet coupled to super-
gravity. It is worth pointing out here that although
the starting theory does not conserve parity, after
the shift we can assign a set of parities to the new
fields such that the Lagrangian is parity invariant.
In such a scheme the spin-1 boson has an axial
parity and if one expresses the transformation
(6.7) in terms of the new fields, one finds it is

a pure axial transformation. We have also tried
to couple the massive super-QED to supergravity,
and we have found no inconsistency up to order «x*.
However, beyond this order construction becomes
extremely complicated.
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