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We discuss the spontaneous compactification of chiral N =2 ten-dimensional supergravity from
ten to five dimensions on S°. Harmonic analysis on S°is used to compute the complete mass spec-
trum. Our results indicate that scalars and spinors in different SO(6) multiplets have different
masses, even within the “massless” supermultiplet. We show that the conformal diffeomorphisms,
which remain after imposing certain covariant gauge conditions for the general coordinate invari-
ance, can be used to gauge away twice as many modes as there are gauge parameters. A doubleton
multiplet of pure gauge modes is identified, and all modes in the massless supermultiplet lie at the

beginning of infinite towers of modes.

I. INTRODUCTION

Chiral N=2 supergravity in ten dimensions"? is an in-
teresting alternative to the eleven-dimensional supergravi-
ty theory. Both are fundamental maximal supergravities
in the sense that neither is derivable from a higher-
dimensional theory (in any known way). All other maxi-
mal supergravities, gauged or ungauged, are believed to be
derivable from one or both of these theories by a process
of compactification and truncation.

Unlike the d =11 theory, this ten-dimensional theory,
along with the nonchiral N =2 and various (chiral) N =1
models in ten dimensions, is obtainable as the zero-slope
limit of a superstring theory.® It seems likely that this
model, as well as its compactifications, will play a role in
the study of the connections between string theories and
conventional field theories.

Moreover, this model has the virtue of being a chiral
theory without gravitational anomalies.* The absence of
minimal coupling in the ten-dimensional theory is not en-
couraging for the emergence of chiral fermions in the
d =4 spectrum,’ even if a compactification to d =4 were
to be found, although topologically nontrivial configura-
tions of the tensor field might lead to surprises (see, e.g.,
Refs. 5 and 6). ‘

The chiral ten-dimensional theory includes the gravi-
ton, a complex scalar B, a complex two-index antisym-
metric tensor A4 i and a real four-index antisymmetric
tensor Amﬁ& whose five-index field strength is self-dual.
The fermionic sector consists of a chiral complex gravi-

_tino ¥, and a chiral complex spinor A of opposite chirali-
ty. Carets denote ten-dimensional quantities. For further
conventions, see Ref. 7.

It was noted in Ref. 1 that one can compactify this
model to d=5 using the d=10 analog of the d=11
Freund-Rubin ansatz,®

F.pra‘r =€€yuvpor FaB‘yBe =€€uByse » (1.1)

where the parameter e is an arbitrary overall mass scale
for the compactification. :

Assuming that only the four-index tensor and the
metric are nonvanishing in the background, the Einstein
equations read

R,uv=4e2gyva RaB=_4e2gaB (1.2)

while all other field equations are automatically satisfied.
In this paper we are concerned with the maximally sym-
metric solution of (1.2), in which g,, describes a five-
dimensional anti-de Sitter spacetime (AdS®) and g,p de-
scribes the five-sphere S°, both of radius e ~!:

R = _eZ(g g “g,uagvp) »
pvpo up8vo (13)

Ropys=€*(8ay8ps —8as8py) -

Other compactifications are discussed in Ref. 9.

The model raises some interesting questions. The first
question concerns the vector fields. The ungauged maxi-
mal (N =8) d =5 model'® has 27 massless Abliean vec-
tors while compactification on S° is expected to yield only
15 SO(6) Yang-Mills fields. Where have the remaining 12
vectors gone? As we shall see, they have been replaced by
a complex sextet of antisymmetric tensor fields satisfying
field equations of self-dual type.!! Another question con-
cerns the d =4 singleton'? and d=7 doubleton!® super-
multiplets. These multiplets form unitary irreducible rep-
resentations of the pertinent superalgebras, but there are
no corresponding propagating modes in the d =4 and
d =7 theories. Does a similar phenomenon occur for the
d =5 doubleton'* in this model?

Perhaps most interesting is the question of massless-
ness. We recall that in d =4 the scalars and spinors in
the “massless” supermultiplet (the supermultiplet contain-
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ing the massless graviton, gravitinos, and vectors, i.e., the
gauge fields) satisfy a conformally invariant field equa-
tion, which has often been “explained” by asserting that
they are massless and thus must propagate on the light
cone. In d=7, however, it was found in several
models'> !¢ that the scalars in the same supermultiplet as
the massless graviton do not have a conformal field equa-
tion, although for different models these field equations
are still the same (to linear order). Here we will find a
further surprise: scalars and spinors in different SO(6)
representations, but all within the massless supermultiplet,
have different mass terms.

Closely related to the doubleton issue is a subtlety con-
cerning the removal of modes by fixing the general coor-
dinate gauges. After imposing de Donder-type gauge
choices, one is still left with a residual gauge symmetry
whose spherical harmonics are conformal scalars!” (scalar
harmonics Y on spheres for which D,DgY is proportional
to gqpY). In the sector of these conformal scalars one can
either algebraically eliminate certain nonpropagating
fields, or remove them by a conformal gauge choice.
Counting seems to present a problem, because in the latter
procedure one ends up with more modes than in the form-
er. The resolution we will discuss is that one must use the
gauge freedom twice to eliminate fields, as in elec-
tromagnetism.

Based on the results of this article and of Refs. 16 and
14, the maximal d =5 gauged supergravity has been con-
structed in the meantime.!®!° This allows one to study its
potential and its critical points.

Our work makes contact with the group-theoretical
analysis of Ref. 14 insofar as the entire set of modes we
find fit precisely into the supermultiplets of Ref. 14. In
addition, however, we have obtained the spectrum of
masses. .

The article is organized as follows. In Sec. II we deter-
mine the bosonic mass spectrum while in Sec. III the fer-
mionic mass spectrum is deduced. In four figures some of
the results are given, while our final results are summa-
rized in Table III.

II. THE BOSONIC MASS SPECTRUM

In this section we will determine the bosonic modes.

We shall first determine the bosonic field equations linear-

ized in excitations. Then we shall expand the bosonic ex-
citations into spherical harmonics, and choose covariant
gauge conditions which will reduce these harmonic expan-
sions to a very simple form. Next we shall insert these
simple harmonic expansions into the linearized d =10
field equations, thus obtaining a set of coupled d =5 field
equations. After diagonalizing these, we will end up with
~ the bosonic spectrum.

An important aspect concerns the remaining gauge
freedom which is still allowed by the gauge conditions.
We shall elucidate the connection between the remaining
conformal invariance of Refs. 17 and 20, and the disap-
pearance of the scalar modes which are present in the
singleton and doubleton representations of the relevant su-
peralgebras.!>13

We shall begin by treating the metric and the self-dual

tensor, since their modes are decoupled from the other
modes. Afterwards we shall analyze the modes contained
in A,, and B, which are decoupled from any other
modes.

Tllle bosonic field equations, linearized in excitations,
read

1 -
R =—cFgpaneld™™ 2.
1 oA AA,
e = E%ﬁafﬁ wponFt PO (2.2)
2
D"aﬁB =0. (2.4)

The covariant derivatives contain only the background
metric, the curl F has strength five, and we have put the
gravitational coupling constant « equal to one. The
square brackets denote antisymmetrization with strength
one. After choosing the scale of F such that (2.1) holds,
the only nontrivial constant is the 2i /3 in (2.3).

Let us begin with the Einstein equations. There are
three cases to be considered, namely, the cases with R v
R, and R,g. We shall denote the corresponding equa-
tions by (E1), (E2), and (E3), respectively. The fluctua-
tions of the gravitational field g are parametrized as

follows:

g‘uv:g.“v‘}‘h,uw g,ua :h,u,a >

8ap=8ap+hap (2.5)

h v:h' v—_;'g‘yvhaa

The fields g,, and ga,; are the background fields, and
h%, is equal to haBg , while h,, is related to h,, by a
llnearlzed d=5 Weyl shift. [Note that for d spacetime di-
mensions, the Weyl shift is proportional to (d —2)~1]
We will need the expansion of the ten-dimensional Ricci
tensor in terms of fluctuations. It reads

5 1

rDDyh P — 3D ;DPh sy — 3D, DPh

~Rpsh?+ TR Phos+ SR Ph s

(2.6)

Inserting (2.6) and (2.5) into (2.1) gives the linearized Ein-
stein field equations. They are given in Table I.

Next we expand the fields hp,(x,y), h,,(x,p), and
hqp(x,y) into a complete set of spherical harmonics as fol-
lows

:zH,’;V )Yy, @7

= 3B, ff W+B 0D Y], 2.8
h(ab)=2[¢ B Y (b () 4+ (D Y ()

+6"x)D D Y (], (2.9)

het= 37 ()Y () . (2.10)

The symbol (af3) means that this index pair is sym-
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TABLE I. Linearized field equations for 8 and Aﬁ?,?&'
(O, +0, +2eDh )y +3e% h " — 1V, VPhYy — 3V, VPh,, + 5V, Vvh';' 1 ’
- %V“V“hm — %Vvvahya 6 g,“,(D +0,)h} “e Buvh )= — 78y P70y por (E1)
T O 40 hpa— 5V Vhay— 5VaVh 1y — 15V Vah )+ 5V Vah S — TV, hiap — 5 VaVPhyg
= % €,"P7( a Aypor— 4avaapaf) - %Eaﬁyﬁs( aﬂa Byde — 4aﬁall755) (E2)
Oy +0, =262 hiop + 15 Eap(Ox +0, — 326D h Y — 15V Vgh T+ 5V, Vph
— 3 VaVPhgy— +VgVPh oy — + VoV higy — VgV iy = — 8 ape™ BT yapyse (E3)
50140spory =25 Curpor P18 gyt + 5 (h 5~ % )esupar (M1)
aaauvpa + 4a[uavp¢7]a = %euvpaaﬂsyae( araﬁyae + 4aBa75ﬂ-) +e E;wpafhar (M2)
(M3)

10
30(uavplap+ 29[l pluvp= ;ew,,a,;"ﬂaf( 38y asear+ 285 ryse)

‘metrized with the trace removed. Let us now impose the
following de Donder and Lorentz-type gauge conditions:

DO op) =0, D%y, = (2.11)

Under diffeomorphisms, one has 64 /nzDﬁéq,—kD@gﬁ, and
by expanding §ﬂ into spherical harmonics, it becomes
clear that one can gauge away all x-space fields which
correspond to gradients of spherical harmonics in (2.8)

and (2.9). This yields
hi=SHALOY(D), huu= B (x)YE (),
(2.12)
hiag) = 2‘1’114 aB)(y) =27TI’(X)Y11(y) .

Those diffeomorphisms which respect (2.11) are given
by

D(a§B)+D(B§a):O and Da(Da§y+Du§a)=0

They consist of (i) ordmary Yang-Mills symmetries for
which §g= kl(x)YB with Yﬁ equal to Killing vectors, (ii)
ordinary diffeomorphisms for which §,=£,(x), and final-
ly (iii) what have been called conformal diffeomor-
phisms!’

Ea=k'(x)D,Y'(p), £,=—0,k'(x)Y'(y), (2.14)

where YI(y) are the k=1 scalars which satisfy
D(,Dp Y'=0. These three classes of diffeomorphisms
also respect the form of (2.12) although the x-space coef-
ficient fields will, in general, be transformed. The appear-
ance of the extra conformal diffeomorphisms is not
surprising, because in (2.9) the terms with D, Dg Y"'
cancel when Y ! is a k =1 scalar harmonic, so that no
gauge parameter need be fixed to eliminate these modes.
We shall come back to the role of these conformal dif-
feomorphisms later.

We now repeat the above analysis for the antisymmetric
tensor AMA3 We decompose it into background values

(2.13)

A”,,pa(x) and Aaﬁys(y) and fluctuations aﬁ«M( x,y). We

VpOo
choose the following covariant gauge conditions

D%a,gys=D%4py, =D g, =D% =0. (2.15)

auvp

Again, these conditions remove terms with gradients
from the spherical harmonics of the various fluctuations.
However, on S° the transverse-traceless Yoy and Y,p5
can be expressed in terms of DyY, and D.Y, respectively,
and one ends up with

Qo= 2, b;wpa Il(y )
Apvpa= 2, blwp x)Y » ,
Apvap = 2 bul‘?(
Qpapy = Z% (x) Eaﬂy DSY »),

Aapys= 2, b l(x)eaBySEDeY (y).

The Y and Y, harmonics are eigenfunctions of the
Hodge-de Rham operator A, but Y,p are, in addition,
eigenfunctions of eaﬁy €D Y[ae]

The self-duality equatlons in (2.2) split into three pairs
of equations, where the two equations of a given pair are
equivalent. Hence, one obtains from (2.2) three indepen-
dent field equations, which we will call (M1), (M2), and
(M3), respectively, and which appear in Table I also.

Having obtained the linearized field equations, we sub-
stitute the expansions of the graviton and four-index ten-
sor, and collect in each field equation the coefficients of a
given spherical harmonic. In this way one obtains the re-
sults in Table II where we have denoted those equations
which follow from (E1) by (E1.1), (E1.2), etc. Let us first
consider the M equations in Table II. From (M2.2) and

(M3.2) we algebraically eliminate b“vpg(x) and b,IWP (x),
respectively. Substituting the results into (M1) and
(M2.1), respectively, one finds the following three equa-
tions which summarize the content of (2.2):

a,;](y) (2.16)

I
(Dx4—[:1},)bl‘+§H¢,l¢r—i3g7rll Y=o (I,50), (2.17)
[(Max+A, )¢ —eB ]YS_O (2.18)
1
3D[#bv}3+'ée,wp‘"ba‘,o'ix/—Ay Y% =0. (2.19)
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TABLE II. Linearized field equations for various fields from gpy and Aqsan

[+(O,+0, )HW—D(,‘D Hib o+ 1 +D, D WHOL 4e? H(m, ¥ =o (E1.1)
[—gD"D"H,,‘,—G-W(ZDx+Dy+2eZ)HM+3e2HM
(O, +0, 43227 + 5 €D ububor [Y1=0  (E12)
I

[2(Max+A )B +23 VP"’a¢Pa,+4eA ¢# Y, =0 (E2.1)
[ 1prH). + LD, H,) — D“171‘+4eD#b1'+% €7Dy | DY = (E2.2)
(O, +0,—2¢2)4" ‘4Y(aﬁ)-0 (E3.1)
(5 H‘—,Sv )D(aDB)Y =0 (E3.2)
D”B )Diq YB,_O (E3.3)
[ (O +0,)— e £0)7 + 0,8, +8¢0,6" 17" =0 (E3.4)

I I 1
531D+ kor] — Euypor HM—%gv +o,b" -0 : M1)
1

[4a[ubvgol+eﬂvpaf<Ay¢, —eB)] Y3 =0 (M2.1)

I - I 1
[byvpo+6uvpa Drb ]DaY =0 (M2.2)
33 orpT10 y8€ 110_

b vp] 0¥ (a9 — T b oY €ag Dy Y13 =0 (M3.1)

I or Is Is
[buvp+euvp Da¢r ]D[a YB]=0 (M3.2)

The expression Max denotes the Maxwell operator, which
is normalized such that it starts with [J,. The symbol A
denotes the Hodge-de Rham operator, and satisfies

AYfog=(0—6e") Yl =~k +2)Ylegy ,
k=1,2,...

AY§=(D—4eZ)Y,’§=—ez(k+1)(k+3)yg ,
| k=12,...
(2.20)

AY*=OY*= —e’k(k+4)Y%, k=0,1,2,...

AY¥{ap=(O—10e)Yfyp = —e*(k?+4k +8)Y(ap) ,

k=23,....

There is one special case to be discussed separately: when
Y '(y) is constant, the (M2.2) equation disappears and
(2.17) must be replaced by

e = 4e 4
Sa[pb vpa’r] =€uvpor ) THw — ka 0

(2.21)
The Einstein equations yield, in a similar way, equa-
tions which are denoted by (E1.1), (E1.2), (E2.1), (E2.2),
and (E3.1)—(E3.4), where (E1.1) contains the traceless part
of the R, equation (E1) while (E1.2) contains its trace.
These equations are given in Table II also. We now divide
all E and M equations into three classes: (i) Maxwell-
Proca equations, (ii) coupled scalar equations, and (iii) di-
agonal equations. We shall discuss them separately.
Maxwell-Proca equations. We list these equations as

well as their origin:

1
[+(Max-+A,)B,’ —4e(Max—A, )¢, ]V =

[from (E2.1) and (M3.2)], (2.22)
[(Max+A, )¢ —eB ]Y5_0 [from (2.18)], (2.23)
(D"B,f )(D<aY35;):O [from (E3.3)], (2.24)
(D, A, —eD*B,* )Y, =0 [from (2.23)] . (2.25)

Thus, we must diagonalize the following 2 X 2 system:

B, A, —8e% 16eA, | (B,
Max b, + e A, bu =0. (226)
The eigenvalues form two branches
M?=(k*—1)e?, M?>=(k+3)(k+5)e? (k>1)  (2.27)
and the corresponding eigenvectors are
Bk —de(k +3)pk, B +detk+1)gk . (2.28)

Clearly, the k=1 modes in the first branch form the
SO(6) gauge fields since they are massless. The transver-
sahty condmons confirms this: (2.25) states that
B +83¢p is transversal, while (2.24) vanishes for
k —1 since in that. case the Y, are Killing vectors. We
summarize the results in Fig. 1.

Coupled scalar equations. There are five equations in-

. I 1 1
volving the three scalars H ,,, 7 ', and b :
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M2
A Ppa~duaBy
35¢ (N
Qua
244 .
|5T
hua-9uaBy
8+
3l
= + > &
FIG. 1. Mass spectrum of vectors.
(H,,—$7")DDg Y =0 [from (E3.2)], (2.29)
[D,H,, —D,(H,, — 47" +16eb")]D,¥" =0
(2.30)

[from (E2.2)],

[(O, +0, —32¢2)r’ '+ 80e0], b '
H]Y"'=0 [from (E3.4)],
(2.31)

I
+Dy(HﬂL — —11—2—77'1

[from (2.17)] . (2.32)

The fifth scalar equation is (E1.2), but since it is linearly
dependent on the previous four equations, we shall drop
it. We sIhall first consider the case that D, Y and
D Dg Y are nonvanishing, i.e., the case k >2. In this
case one obtains a simple 2X2 coupled system because

1
one can eliminate H,, from (2.29), so that (2.31) and

(2.32) yield

P 0, —32e* 80el, | [«
[:‘x b + _%e Dy b =0 . (2.33)
The mass eigenvalues are
=k(k—4)e? (k>2),
(2.34)

=(k+4)(k+8)e* (k>0),

where, in the absence of an unambiguous definition of
mass, M? is simply taken to be the eigenvalue of [J,. We
have indicated by (k >0) in (2.34) that the second branch
also contains modes for k =0,1 (see below)

When D, DgY I '=0 and D, Y 1-£0, one is in the
k =1 scalar sector. In this case (2.29) no longer holds,
but one could, in principle, still use the remaining confor-

mal diffeormorphisms to obtain H), k*l— 127*=1. How-

ever, one could directly eliminate H, k" from (2.31) and
insert the result into (2.32). In the latter case one would
find only one field equation, and for one field only, name-
ly,

O, (74 10eb) —45e%(7+ 10eb) =0 (2.35)

Under the conformal diffeormorphisms, the scalars
transform as follows:
8Hy, =20,A+ A, 8m=10A, 8(eb)=— (2.36)
where the < comes from the Weyl rescaling.?!

With these preliminaries we now will demonstrate that
fixing the conformal gauge will lead to the same result as

direct elimination of H,;. Consider as a simplified model
the equation with gauge invariance:

0OA+B=0, 64=A, 6B=—0A. (2.37)

One can either directly eliminate -B by B=—[4, in
which case there are no surviving propagating modes, or
one can use the local symmetry to set B=aA4. In the
latter case, one obtains (04 +aA4 =0, which seems to indi-
cate a propagating mode with a gauge-dependent mass.
However, we can use the local symmetry once more to
gauge A away. To see this, note that we can still make
gauge transformations which respect B=aA4 by using a
parameter A which satisfies OOA+aA=0. Thus, “the
gauge shoots twice,” and no modes remain. Returning to
our original model, we conclude that in the k =1 sector
there is only one mode propagating, namely the mode in
(2.35). This is also the kK =1 mode in the second branch
in (2.34). Thus, although in the spherical harmonic ex-
pansion one does find a second mode at k =1, it drops
from the theory. In the conclusions we shall argue that
this 6 of scalars is part of the doubleton multiplet.

The necessity of utilizing a residual gauge invariance
for a correct identification of physical modes is familiar
in the context of Maxwell theory. There, the field equa-
tion (in flat d =4 spacetime) reads

Fp, =04, —3,8:4=0. (2.38)

One may use the gauge invariance 64, =3,A to gauge
9:A4 =0 thus reducing the number of degrees of freedom
carried by 4, from four to three; the wave equation for
these modes is then

04,=0. (2.39)

In order to restrict 4, to the two physical polarizations,
one must utilize the remaining invariance of (2.39) under
gauge transformations parameterized by A satisfying
OA=0.

When Y is a constant, one is in the k =0 sector. In
this case, there is no b term in the expansion of Qqpys in
(2.16), while (2.32) is replaced by (2.21). Equation (2.31)
reduces to

(O, —32e?)7%=%=0 (2.40)

which describes the dilatational mode of the internal
metric. Again, this mode can be found in the second
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FIG. 2. Mass spectrum of scalars.

branch of (2.34), namely at kK =0. We summarize the re-
sults of all scalar modes in Fig. 2.

Diagonal equations. The remaining fields, by, in a,,qp
and ¢'14 in hp as well as H,, in h,,, have diagonal
field equations which read

(Max-+4,)b,%* Y[[%F =0 [from (2.19)] (2.41)

(Oy +0, —2¢2)¢" Y (2% =0 [from (E3.1)], (2.42)
[%(D +D )H(yv)+e H(yv)—D(,uD Hv))»

+3D Dy HM]Y =0 [from (E1.1)].

(2.43)
The last equation can be diagonalized for k£ > 1 by
H () =) +D (Do) ( 57— 12eb) /[ (k + 1)k +3)] .
(2.44)

The traceless field ¢,,) is then transversal on-shell from
(2.30) and satisfies the Einstein equation

[Ein—k(k +4)e*1¢ () =0, (2.45)

where Ein stands for the Einstein operator
2R(5)ﬁn(¢ yv))_892¢(yv)=(D —}—282)(]5 (uv) -

Here R;fv) is the Ricci tensor of flve-dlmensxonal space-
time. One should not be confused with R ) and the orgi-
nial R,,. Recall that R, is the uv component of the full
Ricci tensor in ten dimensions. For k =0, the (E1) equa-

tion, together with (2.21) and (2.40) yields

R (8uy+h),)—de(g,, +h),)=0 (2.46)

This clearly demonstrates that 4, is the massless gravi-
ton, as expected.

The real scalars ¢ 14 in (2.42) have masses

—(Oy—2e2)Y (g =€’k (k +4)Y op), k=2,3,-"

(2.47)

while the two complex fields b, "’* and b, 0~ in (2.41)
have masses e(k+2)%. The fleld b, '°+ is the complex

conjugate of b;‘lf’ ~ because the four-mdex antisymmetric
tensor is real.

We now discuss the modes contained in the fields Aﬁ?'
and B. These fields are purely fluctuations and contain
no background parts. We expand them into spherical har-
monics as follows:

Z%V
=>la, 'S (x)Y,

11

)

S0)+a, (XD Y (],

(2.48)
Agp=[a ()Y % () +a (XD Y5 (0],
B=3B"x)Y"(y)
We choose the Lorentz-type gauges
D%A,=0, D%Ay, = (2.49)

which can be implemented by first fixing the transversal
part of A, in 84,5=D,Ag—DgA, to gauge a"5=0, and
tl}en fixing the D, A, part of 844, =DyA,— D, A, to set
a, '=0. The only gauge transformations which respect
these gauges have y—mdependent Au(x), which are the
usual gauge parameters for a,’i{ (x) Thus we may use
the expansion in (2.48) with alu a’s=o. Substituting
these expansions into the field equations yields

[(Max+0O, )af,},+2ieevp"""aoa:}(]YI‘— (2.50)
(O, +00, —6e)a’ ’°Y[am+2iea ®€ap?>D Y[M
—2ADHa, ) D Yg)=0, 2.51)
(Max+0, —4e?)a f,s Y,I,,5 +(D“a;",)(Da Y=o (2.52)
(O, +0,)B" ¥ =0 . (2.53)

I
We recall that the spherical harmonics Y45 are not
only eigenfunctions of A, but also of the operator

(*D)¥(ap) =€as"*Dy Y se -
Since (*D)(*D)=4(0, —6e?), we can divide the Y[,z into
Y[aB] and Y(,g, where

(*D)Y g =+2i(—0, +6e2)!2YES (2.54)
Since

(—0,+6e>) Y g =
we thus have

(*D)Yfyp = t2ie(k +2)Y 5 .

—A Y[aB]“ez(k +2) Y[‘ZB]

(2.55)

Collecting all terms with a given spherical harmonic,
one gets the d =5 field equations
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Max —e2k(k +4)]a% +2iee, o™3,a% =0, k>0
P P

(2.56)

[0, —eXk+2VF4eX(k+2)]a®*=0, k>1 (2.57)
(Max+A,)a¥ =[Max—e(k +1)(k +3)]ak =0,

k>1 (2.58)

Dtak=0, k>1, DFaf,=0, k>1 (2.59)

[O, —e?k(k +4)]1B¥=0, k>0. (2.60)

Thus, all vectors a"ﬁ, and all tensors aﬁv, except a ,’jv: 0, are

massive.

The a fw fields in (2.56) satisfy a field equation contain-
ing both an explicit mass term [, = —e%k(k +4), and a
topological mass term +2ieevp‘"}‘a¢,ad. For k =0 there
is only a toplogical mass, while there is also the gauge in-
variance

8a,, =03,A x)—0,A,(x) .

This suggests that the self-duality mechanism of Ref. 11
can be applied. Indeed, the field equation factorizes into

(2ekI +i*D)[2e(k +4) —i*D]a,,=0 (2.61)
so that there are two sets of field equations
(2ekI +i*D)ayk =0, [2e(k +4)I—i*Dlajk=0.
(2.62)

Iterating these field equations one obtains two massive
Proca field equations

(Max—k2e?)a ¥ =0, k>0 (2.63)
[Max —(k +4)%%]aj =0, k>0. (2.64)

However, the k=0 mode of a }w can be gauged away,
since its field equation states that it is a pure gauge.
These results are analogous to those in seven dimen-
sions.!” We summarize these results in Fig. 3.

M2

A a
36

FIG. 3. Mass spectrum of antisymmetric tensors.

III. THE FERMIONIC MASS SPECTRUM

The gravitino and spinor field equations in d =10,
linearized in fermion fields, read’

’n ~ i ﬁ';’,‘a"?’ AGA Ay A AAA ==
D% | Dypt 7o T FipponTills|=0, (.1
A IA _rasan ~ . .
=LA R (A=
DA="L TP sl (4=7) . (3.2)

The gravitino field equation can be derived in an elemen-
tary way, once one assumes that a supersymmetric d=10
theory exists, by requiring that it can be written as
I““’”D;z//};:O where 5; is in the background given by

N 2
D;f-—-—

ie N
D?’+7r;‘\,]€ .

In order that the variation of the gravitino field equation
vanish in the background, the commutator of two D
derivatives should vanish, and using that R, =4e zg,w
and R,g= —4e zg,,,g, this fixes the factor ﬁ in the gravi-
tino field equation. (The sign in front of - can be fixed
by choosing the sign F ﬁ?/ﬁ&?') The value 4=+ comes out
of a lengthy analysis given in Ref. 1.

We choose the following representation of the d=10

Dirac matrices
MF=yfe I,®0', To=1,87°8(—0?), (3.3)

where ¢’ are Pauli matrices, and y* (%) are d =5 (d =5)
Dirac matrices satisfying

[rnq’r,;}=2?7,;,g> {Vm>Vn} =2Nmn> {TasTs} =284 -
(3.4)

The ys matrix in d=10 will be called I'y; with
I'y,2= + 1. Further, the gravitino (spinor) is left (right)
handed,

0 9 Tie 0
Fpy=r"- =149 _q,|°
(3.5)
~ ol . o . |€
= lo ] A=Al €T o

Substituting the background values for Fﬁ?fﬁa‘? into the A-
field equation, we obtain

0
A

0 2
0 0

0

p A

=iA

»

(3.6)
(Dy+iD,)h=—24A .

Here, D,,:y“D#® I, and D, =1,87"D,, and A is a 16-

component spinor. We decompose A(x,y) into spherical

harmonics
Axy)=SAEx)E L (p)

Iy

(3.7

I — .
WEICI‘C both A'F and Z'* are four-component spinors, and
E'* are eigenfunctions of D, .

These eigenspinors can be expressed in terms of Killing
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spinors 7 and 1~, and bosonic spherical harmonics as
follows. On S" with unit “radius,” and with
D n*+(i /2)r,nT =0, one has for the spinor spherical
harmonics

p,E bttt g k+7 |29 k20 G.8)
where I; =k satisfies kK >0 and
b+ =[(k+n—1+iD,)Y*In*, k>0 (3.9)
Ebm=[(k+n—14iD,)Y*In~, k>0. (3.10)

An alternative expression for £~ in terms of 7+ can

also be obtained; it is given by

Zh-=(4+k+1+iD,)Y** ¥, k>0.

Similarly, the vector-spinor spherical harmonics satisfy

I 1.1 _
D,E =m TES =Fi =X k>1 3.11)

n
k 4+ —
+2

and can be expressed in terms of bosonic vector spherical
harmonics and Killing spinors as follows:

=k, +__

B ={(n—=2)ggy[(n+k)n+k—2)F(n+k—1)iD]
—(n+k—1)(n+k =270, T(n +k)iTyp,DP

+(n —2)it,Dy—1p,Da DB} Y * (3.12)
Again one can express the £%~ in terms of ™+
Bk = {(n—2)gay[k(k+2)+(k+1)iD]
—(k+ 1)k +2)7qy+kiTap,D
+(n—2)it,D,—7,D DPYY Kt . (3.13)

In all these equations, the derivatives do not act on the Kil-
ling spinors but only on the Y harmonics. The basic rela-
tions to obtain the fermionic spectrum are given in (3.8)
and (3.12).

Returning to (3.7), we see that the spinors AT have
masses given by

D.+e(+k)| |
(D +iD,+24)\5* = AEE=0.

D, —e(>+k)
(3.14)

We now turn to the gravitino field equation. There are
two cases: I=p and i=a. They yield, respectively,

YPPOD by —iy*PD,(T,) + iy D, U,
+yM(1%BD o g) — Y*P,=0,  (3.15)

P D g, + YD iy +iTPD g7
—itBP Yp+it*PPp=0. (3.16)

We fix the d=10 local supersymmetries by trying to
achieve F“zpa—O However, with

—= ~ . le 101,
S%a=Dae=DsE+ - 0 0l€

D) “4@7"1@

and decomposing

elx,p) == (x)=" () ,

it is clear that there are modes in I “@a which are invari-
ant, namely, those proportional to n*. Thus the nearest
one can come to I'*1,=0 is

1//a=¢(a)+)(1(x)fan1’+(y) ,
(3.17)

Da+12e‘7a 771’+=0

where () indicates that 7%i,)=0. Note that the other
Killing spinors, 7~ with

D,— %,

-0,
P n

can be gauged away from v,.
fields as follows

2¢ L'—IL
a)=2(¢IT_ T D(a)'—' ).

We will now first analyze the gravitino field equations in
the sectors without 7% (but with 7~) and later we will
separately analyze the sector with .

From (3.15) we find

We expand the gravitino

(3.18)

(3.19)

(YD, g," +(im - —e )Py,

—[Se2 4+ (m Py 't }EE=0, (3.20)
where the last term comes from y,D%),). From (3.16)
one finds
[P, 4T —(e+im "W/ TIE =0, (3.21)
((—=3)[5e*++(m L)2]¢'L+5y””Dp¢{f

raimbyoytiE 0, (3.22)

[Py —e—2im ™)'t — oYt 1D EE =0 . (3.23)

Here, (3.22) is obtained by contracting (3.16) with 7%
while (3.23) is the 7a-transverse part.

1
Eliminating y°y¥,~ in terms of $'t from (3.20) and
(3.22) yields

PO = — 2 (5e +-2im E )yt (3.24)
and inserting into (3.23) yields
DU+ Betim tyt=0 (3.25)
Further, (3.20) yields, after eliminating 1/JIL,
y’””Dvw,b,I,L +(im't—e )y”pt,b,lf
+L(5e—2im " yyr(yout)=0 . (3.26)

In order to find the physical gravitino modes, we redefine

I I I I
Y =pu+srr Y EaDg, -t (3.27)
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1
Requiring that D=0 on-shell fixes a,

3 1

= (3.28)
2im't te
Then,
I
Y*PD @b+ (im 't —e)p 't =0 . (3.29)
Thus the spectrum is given by
1
Y*PD o+ (im 't —e)p* 't =0, k>0 (3.30)
DA +(im™ 4 3e)'t =0, k>1 (3.31)
P T —(im' T e T=0, k>0 (3.32)
where
N — N _
im*=Ye($+k), im T=TFe(L+k). (3.33)

Note that the £ =0 positions in the wl’“ series are unoccu-
pied at this point.

We must now analyze the 7+ modes. One finds the
following two equations

YD 4, + (im It_e J¥* ), +5iy**D X —4m ]’“7/“)(=0 ,
(3.34)

7(5y"*D b, + 10eyH1h, +20iD, X +10ieX)=0 . (3.35)

13

2 )\IL

i

2 CON

viti

7 gravitino

2

S

2

3

2

4 + + > k

! 1

NIN pj—

= plon~N

gravitino

™|

viT

FIG. 4. Mass spectrum of fermions.

Tracing the first equation and combining with the second,
the 1 terms are the same, and hence one finds a diagonal
result for X:

DX +Sex=0. (3.36)
The shift

¢'y=¢7y—‘5§l;‘)/u)( (3.37)
removes then X from these equations, giving

Y*PD g, + 3ey" e, =0 . (3.38)

This is the massless gravitino field equation; since @, is
complex, there are 8 gravitinos, as expected.
The mode X has the correct mass to fill the k =0 posi-

tion of the ¥ - series with
imIL=+e(%+k) .

Hence, one might identify X with ¢k=0(im1L >0). The
other k =0 slot remains unoccupied. There is a group-
theoretical explanation of these results which we will dis-
cuss in the conclusions. The mass spectrum of the fer-
mions is summarized in Fig. 4.

IV. DISCUSSION

We have obtained the complete mass spectrum for the
compactification of chiral N =2,d =10 supergravity on
S3. Our results are summarized in Table III, as well as in
the four figures. '

The identification of the massless modes is achieved ei-
ther by using the fact that one knows from the group
theory the content of the graviton supermultiplet,'* or by
looking up the field content of the gauged N=8,d=>5 su-
pergravity.'®!° We have encircled these massless modes
in the four figures.

All massless modes are found at the lowest k mode of
their respective branches. This seems to be a general rule
and may be helpful in future compactifications to select in
advance the massless modes.

From these results we see that the field equations for
the scalars in the massless graviton supermultiplet are not
all equal. In fact, one has

(Oy +4eH)7*=%20)=0,
0,B*=%1,)=0,
(O, +3e?)a*=1(10,)=0 .

These scalars lie inside or on the boundary of the stability
region for which the field equation reads ((1+4e?)¢=0.2
Note that the conformal value ((0+ -2 e?)¢ =0 lies inside
this stability region, and that none of the scalars has a
conformal field equation.

This raises the possibility that the scalars in the mass-
less supermultiplet may not have any particular properties
which determine their field equations, except supersym-

metry.
The massless modes consist of the 42 scalars above, and

further the graviton, a complex quartet of gravitinos, 15
Yang-Mills fields for SO(6), and, most interesting, a com-
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TABLE III. Complete mass spectrum.
Irred.
Spin Field Masses on S° reps.
2 hi=HLY" MP=c?k(k +4) (k>0) 1,6,20,. ..
_plsyts 2__ 2
| Now=B,’ Y, , lM —e(k—1)(k+1) (k>1) 15,64,175,. ..
Qpapy =0 €apy Ds Y M?*=e*(k +3)(k+5) (k>1) 15,64,175,. ..
o he=m 1y [M2=e2k(k—4) (k>2) 20,50,. . .
I
Gapys=b"'€upys<DeY'! M>=e(k +4)(k +8) (k>0) 1,6,20,. ..
0 hap =0 Y4 M?=ek(k +4) (k>2) 84,300,. . .
0 B=B"'y" M =c2k(k +4) (k>0) 1,6.,20,,. . .
ant Qe =b 0 F Y(1%E M2=eX(k +2)? (k>1) 10,,45,.. ..
IS [Mzzezk2 (k>1) 6.,20,,. ..
ant Ap=aw¥ M?=eXk +4)? (k>0) 1,,6c,. . .
1
1 Ap=a,’ Y} MP=eX(k +1)(k+3) (k>1) 15.,64,.. ..
p Tio+ ylio + ‘Mzz—-ez(k—Z)(k+2) (k>1) 10,,45,,. . .
0 ap=a " Yiaf M?=e(k +2)(k +6) (k>1) 10,,45,,. ..
3 I I M =ek (k>0) 4,20,. ..
z Yu=Yu'E M=—e(k+%) (k>0) 4*,20%,. ..
L1 M=e(k+7) (k>0) 36%,140%,. . .
3 Y=V TEd [ : N w0
2 “ M=—elk+%) (k >0) 36, 140,. . .
M=e(k+1) (k>0) 4,20,. ..
1 - IL =1L + { 2 = H ’
5> = D= o
2 Yar=¥ " D= " +X7am M=—c(k—1) (k>1) 20%,...
. 11, M=e(k+7) (k>0) 4,20,...
L A=A"LZ [ , . L
M=—e(k+3) (k>0) 4*,20%,. .

plex sextext of antisymmetric tensors. Their linearized
field equations read

DHFY,=0,

i€, Dyak ! +2eaf T =0
The 48 spinors have the field equations

(D, —+en(205)=0,

(D, — e\ E(45)=0.
Thus, also the spinors in different SO(6) multiplets have
different masses.

Among the unitary infinite-dimensional irreducible rep-
resentations of the superalgebra for the d=5,N=38
model, SU(2,2|4), there is one irreducible representation
which is even smaller than the massless supermultiplet.'*
It is called the doubleton multiplet and contains one com-
plex antisymmetric tensor, six real scalars, and four com-
plex spinors.

These fields we identify as follows: (i) With those six
scalars in the k =1 sector of 7! and b’, which would have

been present if we would not have had the extra confor-
mal invariance (or, equivalently, which at once disappears
after algebraically eliminating Hy,); (ii) with that k =0
component of Dy which became jpure gauge on-shell; and
(iii) with the - =n* terms in ¢ “ D ,,E * which are also
absent because D ,)E “ =0 in this case.

A technical point we solved has to do with the confor-
mal diffeomorphisms which remain after imposing the de
Donder conditions D%h 4 =D%h,, =0. We showed that
these symmetries must in general be used twice to elim-
inate redundant modes: once using the inhomogeneous
equation for the gauge parameter, and once more using
the homogeneous equation. Thus, there is complete agree-
ment between gauge fixing and direct elimination of
nonprogating fields.
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