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Abstract

Electric and magnetic Fayet-Ilioupulous (FI) terms are used to engineer partial

breaking of N = 2 global supersymmetry for systems of vector multiplets. The mag-

netic FI term induces a deformation of the off-shell field transformations associated

with an imaginary constant shift of the triplet of auxiliary fields of the vector multi-

plet. In this paper, we elaborate on the deformation of off-shell vector multiplets in

supergravity, both in components and superspace. In a superconformal framework,

the deformations are associated with (composite) linear multiplets. We engineer an

off-shell model that exhibits partial local supersymmetry breaking with a zero cos-

mological constant. This is based on the hyper-dilaton Weyl multiplet introduced

in arXiv:2203.12203, coupled to the SU(1,1)/U(1) special-Kähler sigma model in

a symplectic frame admitting a holomorphic prepotential, with one compensating

and one physical vector multiplet, the latter magnetically deformed.
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1 Introduction

Partial supersymmetry (SUSY) breaking is a fascinating subject that has been studied

for several decades. It has witnessed no-go theorems [1,2] and their eventual disproof [3–7],

and to date, still remains a subject with various interesting open questions. In the case

of four space-time dimensions (4D), which is the subject of this work, partial breaking

of global N = 2 → N = 1 supersymmetry requires the deformation of supersymmetry

transformations [5,8–11,20,22,23]. This can be engineered with off-shell supersymmetry,

meaning that the algebra of supersymmetry transformations closes without the aid of any

equations of motion. In particular, possibly the simplest model exhibiting spontaneous

global supersymmetry breaking is the one introduced by Antoniadis-Partouche-Taylor

(APT) in 1995 [5] where a single N = 2 vector multiplet deformed by both electric

and a magnetic Fayet-Iliopoulos (FI) terms suffices to engineer the N = 2 → N = 1

supersymmetry breaking. A motivation for our work is to look for APT-type models in

supergravity engineered with manifest off-shell local supersymmetry.

An alternative way to construct partial supersymmetry breaking models employs non-

linear realization techniques, including nilpotent Goldstone multiplet analyses, where only
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one supersymmetry is manifestly preserved and linearly realized [12–23]. The non-linear

realization of partial supersymmetry breaking also naturally takes place in theories with

supersymmetric extended objects (like membranes), which lead to supersymmetric Dirac-

Born-Infeld (DBI) type actions [15, 16, 24, 25]. Moreover, understanding the mechanisms

of partial supersymmetry breaking is also motivated by phenomenology as it would be

welcome to have feasible mechanisms to control the breaking of extended supersymmetries

in some high-energy scale while allowing a single N = 1 supersymmetry at low energy,

see, e.g., [26] and references therein.

Returning to the APT-type model, it is worth mentioning that electric and magnetic

FI terms are related to each other under the electric-magnetic duality of the associated

vector multiplets [5, 8, 9]. However, the two possess different features in the context of

supersymmetry. The electric FI term is a supersymmetric deformation of an N = 2

Lagrangian that on shell can induce a vev for the triplet of real auxiliary fields of a

vector multiplet. The magnetic FI term is a deformation of the supersymmetry algebra

that results from a constant imaginary shift of the same vector multiplet, resulting in an

inherited deformation of the supersymmetric constraint off shell. The possibility of turning

on both types of FI terms in an off-shell setting and tuning them appropriately allows for

the simple engineering of general matter systems with global spontaneous supersymmetry

breaking. To the best of our knowledge, one of the remaining open questions on the subject

is to explicitly engineer fully off-shell models that lead to local partial supersymmetry

breaking in the supergravity context. In our paper, we revisit this question and propose

a solution to this problem.

Local partial supersymmetry breaking in supergravity is a subject that has obtained

substantial attention with a non-geodesic history. A limited set of references on the

subject can be found here [2, 6, 7, 27–38]. In line with the early result of [1], in 1984

Cecotti-Girardello-Porrati did prove a no-go theorem for local partial supersymmetry

breaking in supergravity [2]. These were based on a clever analysis of the general aspects

of local supersymmetry algebras with different field content and the employment of su-

perconformal techniques [38–43]. The next year, it was realised by the same authors that

local partial supersymmetry breaking with a zero cosmological constant can be realised if

one lifts the technical assumption of the existence of a holomorphic prepotential for the

special-Kähler geometry of the vector multiplets [6]. The resulting model has one physical

vector multiplet parametrising a SU(1, 1)/U(1) special-Kähler sigma model together with

a hypermultiplet parametrising a SO(4, 1)/SO(4) quaternion-Kähler manifold and a set of

(electric) gaugings. This set-up has seen several generalisations, see, e.g., [29–31, 33–38],
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however two common features are: (i) these local partial supersymmetry breaking models

include physical vector multiplets and at least one physical hypermultiplet; (ii) due to the

presence of the hypermultiplet, which in the component superconformal tensor calculus

with a finite number of auxiliary fields is on shell [38],1 the resulting models have local

supersymmetry that only closes on shell. We will see in our work that the second restric-

tion can be lifted for an off-shell model of supergravity that has partial supersymmetry

breaking and, in fact, is closely related to the original set-up of [6]. However, for the

model in our paper, we will employ an off-shell magnetically deformed vector multiplet,

together with a compensating vector multiplet in a hyper-dilaton Weyl multiplet back-

ground (which we will comment about shortly) with no other matter multiplets. The

structure resembles the APT model with both electric and magnetic FI terms, and the

resulting construction is fully off shell, due to the modification of one of the building

blocks in the superconformal tensor calculus approach that leads to a new spectrum of

fields.

Other than the examples mentioned above, it is worth reminding the reader that con-

formal supergravity has played an important role in several research avenues in the last

five decades — we refer the reader to a few books and reviews for a more detailed discus-

sion and list of references [38, 43–47]. Similar to superspace approaches (see [44–47] for

introductory reviews and, e.g., [48–66] and references therein, for the 4D, N = 2 case) a

main advantage of the superconformal tensor calculus is to provide an off-shell description

of potentially general supergravity-matter couplings. This allows one to formulate models

where local supersymmetry is engineered in a completely model-independent way. The

approach has been very successful in helping to decipher many of the intricate geometri-

cal structures associated to (two-derivative) sigma models in supergravity-matter systems

with eight real supercharges, see, e.g., [38, 40, 42, 67–69]. The off-shell nature of the for-

malism has been a central ingredient in its employment in the study of supersymmetric

localisation and supersymmetric quantum field theories on curved space-times — see [70]

for a recent extensive review. Moreover, off-shell supersymmetry has also been a cru-

cial ingredient when using superconformal tensor calculus to construct higher-derivative

supergravity invariants [71–99]. These play an important role, e.g., in the study of black-

hole entropy and other applications in next to leading order AdS/CFT — see the recent

works [95, 100–109] and references therein.

Within the superconformal tensor calculus, general supergravity-matter couplings are

1One way to overcome this difficulty is to employ multiplets with gauged central charges, see for
example [41], but, to the best of our knowledge, it remains an open question whether most general
supergravity-matter couplings can be engineered this way, see also the discussion in [38].
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engineered by a few ingredients. First, one needs a multiplet of conformal supergrav-

ity — named the Weyl multiplet — which forms an off-shell representation of the local

superconformal algebra and contains the vielbein as one of its independent fields. This

multiplet defines the geometry (soft algebra) associated with the gauging of the super-

conformal space-time symmetry. Next, one identifies off-shell matter multiplets with

local superconformal transformation rules in a Weyl multiplet background. These two

ingredients provide the kinematic data of a specific supergravity-matter system. Finally,

one engineers locally superconformal invariant action principles constructed out of these

multiplets to obtain well-defined supergravity theories.2

Assuming the matter multiplets contain enough “compensating” degrees of freedom,

one can suitably gauge fix part of the superconformal group, specifically dilatations, spe-

cial conformal transformations, S-supersymmetry, and R-symmetry, to obtain supergrav-

ity models where only the super-Poincaré symmetry survives and is gauged. For instance,

pure 4D, N = 2 Poincaré supergravity can arise by the coupling of the standard Weyl

multiplet [39, 41, 114–116] to two compensating multiplets. There is significant freedom

in doing so. Typically, one uses a vector multiplet and a hypermultiplet (the hyper can

take several forms, e.g., a linear, non-linear, or hypermultiplet with or without a central

charge) as compensators — see [38, 47] for recent reviews. Note that, in this approach,

historically the first step has predominantly been the same (standard Weyl multiplet),

while most of the freedom that has been used concerned the matter (compensators) side

of this story. However, it is known that variant Weyl multiplets exist and can be used

to engineer theories of Poincaré supergravity. These go by the name of dilaton Weyl

multiplets.

The first example of a dilaton Weyl multiplet was introduced for 6D, N = (1, 0) super-

gravity in 1986 [117], and similar ideas were then employed to construct a variant dilaton

Weyl multiplet for 5D, N = 1 conformal supergravity [118,119]. For the 4D, N = 2 case,

the existence of a variant representation of the Weyl multiplet of conformal supergravity

was argued in [120] and was explicitly constructed only recently in [121] by coupling an

on-shell vector multiplet to a standard Weyl multiplet — for this reason, we sometimes

refer to this as the vector-dilaton Weyl multiplet. Two years ago, we did show the exis-

tence of a so-called hyper-dilaton Weyl multiplet for 4D, N = 2 conformal supergravity

2These tasks can be simplified by manifestly gauging the superconformal algebra in superspace through
so-called conformal superspace. Conformal superspace was first introduced for 4D, N = 1, 2 supergravity
in [50,110] (see also the seminal work [111]) and it was then developed for 3D, N -extended supergravity
[112], 5D, N = 1 supergravity [84], 6D, N = (1, 0) supergravity [86, 88], and recently 4D N = 3
supergravity [113] — see [46, 47] for recent reviews.
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engineered by coupling an on-shell hypermultiplet to the standard Weyl multiplet and

by reinterpreting the resulting system as a variant off-shell Weyl multiplet [48]. This is

the Weyl multiplet that we will use to engineer an off-shell model for local partial super-

symmetry breaking. A similar analysis was then performed to define hyper-dilaton Weyl

multiplets also in five and six dimensions [122]. It is also worth mentioning that new

dilaton Weyl multiplets were recently engineered for maximal conformal supergravity in

four and five space-time dimensions [123, 124].

Considering the role played by the hyper-dilaton Weyl multiplet in our paper, let

us now review some of its key features. The off-shell standard Weyl multiplet of 4D,

N = 2 conformal supergravity comprises 24+24 independent fields. Besides the vielbein,

gravitini, U(1)R × SU(2)R, and dilatation symmetry connections, the multiplet comprises

a set of covariant matter (auxiliary) fields: a real antisymmetric tensors, Wab, the real

scalar field, D, and the spinor fields that we denote by (Σαi, Σ̄α̇i). The presence of the

matter fields is key to obtaining a set of local superconformal field transformations that

close off shell. To define the hyper-dilaton Weyl multiplet one starts with an on-shell

hypermultiplet [125, 126] in a standard Weyl multiplet background [39, 41, 67, 115, 116].

The constraints that arise by requiring the algebra of local superconformal transformations

to close on the fields of the hypermultiplet can then be interpreted as algebraic equations

for some of the fields of the standard Weyl multiplet. More precisely, the standard Weyl

multiplet’s matter fields (Σαi, Σ̄α̇i) and D, together with the SU(2)R symmetry connection

φm
ij become composite fields. On the other hand, the four bosonic qii and four fermionic

(ρiα, ρ̄
α̇
i ) fields of the hypermultiplet, together with an emerging triplet of real gauge two-

forms bmn
ij = bmn

ji = −bnm
ij , are independent and not subject to any equations of

motion. In turn, the new set of independent fields describes another 24+24 representation

of the local superconformal algebra that closes off shell. An interesting feature of the

hyper-dilaton Weyl multiplet is that not only dilatation but also SU(2)R becomes pure

gauge, while a triplet of one-form symmetry takes place.

To construct a multiplet of N = 2 Poincaré supergravity, where only local Lorentz

symmetry and local Q-supersymmetry are unbroken, it then suffices to couple the hyper-

dilaton Weyl multiplet to a single compensating vector multiplet. The result is an off-shell

32 + 32 hyper-dilaton Poincaré supergravity multiplet, which was originally constructed

by Müller in [127] with a different approach. Even though the off-shell field content is min-

imal, the on-shell theory is non-minimal and comprises the N = 2 Poincaré supergravity

multiplet with a vielbein, gravitini, and a graviphoton together with an on-shell hyper-

multiplet where three of the real scalar field are dualised to a triplet of gauge two-forms
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and one of the scalars plays the role of a dilaton. This is precisely the Poincaré super-

gravity that we will use to engineer an off-shell model that comprises an extra physical

vector multiplet (similar to the one of the APT model) where local partial supersymmetry

breaking easily takes place.

An interesting feature of Müller’s supergravity, and our implementation in terms of the

hyper-dilaton Weyl multiplet, is the alternative way with which it is possible to generate

scalar field potentials with a mechanism different than that of gauging the R-symmetry.

It is well known that in the standard engineering of general supergravity-matter couplings

in 4D, extended (N = 2) supergravity, scalar potentials are associated with moment maps

of the embedding of the scalar fields sigma model gauged isometries in the SU(2)R group.

In a superconformal setting based on the N = 2 standard Weyl multiplet, this emerges

by integrating out the SU(2)R gauge connection, which in a two-derivative theory is an

auxiliary field — see [38] for review. In the hyper-dilaton Weyl and Müller multiplets,

SU(2)R can be fixed without the aid of a compensating multiplet as, in fact, its gauge

field is a composite field that turns into the Hodge dual of the field strength of a triplet of

gauge two-forms bmn
ij. The result is a coupling of the supergravity multiplet to new two-

form physical fields and not a mechanism that makes fields (as, for example, the gravitini)

charged under the physical gauge group. This was explained in [48], and it generalises to

generic couplings with vector multiplets. The result is an alternative, yet simple, off-shell

engineering of non-trivial scalar potentials in 4D, N = 2 supergravity.

In our work, we will focus on off-shell Poincaré supergravity based on the hyper-

dilaton Weyl multiplet coupled to a system of off-shell Abelian vector multiplets, one of

which is a conformal compensator. We will not add other matter fields in the system,

in particular, no hypermultiplets other than the on-shell one which defines the hyper-

dilaton Weyl multiplet. It is well known that, by using the standard Weyl multiplet, for

pure systems of physical vector multiplets, non-trivial scalar potentials in 4D, N = 2

supergravity are engineered through gauging by local FI terms. As in the rigid case, FI

terms are either electric or magnetic. To the best of our knowledge, in supergravity, the

off-shell description of 4D, N = 2 magnetic FI terms (and magnetic gaugings) has not

been developed in full generality yet, though they are expected to play an important

role in engineering scalar potentials in supergravity models possessing vacua with both

positive and negative cosmological constants – see, for instance the recent discussion of

magnetic 4D, N = 1 FI terms [128]. Part of our work is to extend this analysis to the

4D, N = 2 case and elaborate on off-shell magnetically deformed vector multiplets.

The curved superspace constraints for off-shell magnetic FI-type terms were intro-
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duced in [19, 129] and in depth supergravity analyses in components (though not fully

off shell) were presented earlier in [130–132]. By using a hyper-dilaton Weyl multiplet it

is straightforward to engineer generic electric and magnetic FI-type terms by means of

composite linear multiplets. The result is similar to the global case, where the two types

of deformations induce a real or imaginary shift of the vector multiplets. The supergravity

extensions of electric FI terms, which we will parameterize with ξ, can be obtained by

using the BF -coupling between a vector and a linear multiplet. In a hyper-dilaton Weyl

background, one can construct composite linear multiplets by using a quadratic combi-

nation of the fields of the on-shell hypermultiplet. In the case of a ξ-deformation, the

bottom component of such a composite linear multiplet is given by Gξij = ξijqi
iqj

j. We

will see that off-shell magnetic FI-type deformations in a hyper-dilaton Weyl multiplet

background can easily be engineered in terms of the same type of composite linear multi-

plet. This would, for example, appear as an imaginary deformation of the X ij-auxiliary

real field of a vector multiplet. These deformations are parametrised by the composite

field Gζij = ζijqi
iqj

j with ζij = ζji, (ζij)
∗ = ζ ij constants that generalise the magnetic FI

terms of global supersymmetry. Given a system of n + 1 vector multiplets with scalar

fields φI (with I = 0, 1, · · · , n) coupled to the off-shell hyper-dilaton Weyl multiplet, it

is then straightforward to introduce 3(n + 1) off-shell deformations each associated to

either a ξ
ij

I electric deformation or a ζIij magnetic deformation. These in general induce

non-trivial scalar potentials and vacuum structures.

Remarkably, due to the fact that each of the ξ and ζ deformations can take three SU(2)

directions independently, there is enough freedom to obtain local partial supersymmetry

breaking. We will prove this by considering a very simple model given by one physical and

one compensating vector multiplets, the first magnetically deformed, the second having

an electric deformation turned on. By taking a special-Kähler holomorphic prepotential

of the form F = cφφ (the reader can look at [38, 43, 46, 47] for reviews on structures of

general Lagrangians for off-shell vector multiples), with c a nonzero real constant while φ

being the complex scalar field of the compensating vector multiplet and φ the same for

the physical vector multiplets, and by choosing the determinant of the matrix

Mij = −
2

c
ξij + iζij , (1.1)

to be zero, detM = 0, we find local partial supersymmetry breaking in a Minkowski

vacua. A zero determinant condition of a matrix given by a linear combination of an

electric and a magnetic FI term, is precisely the one for partial breaking in the global

APT model. In fact, in the local model that we consider, the mechanism is very similar,
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since all shift symmetry terms in the supersymmetry variation of the fermions, together

with the fermionic mass matrices, are all parametrized by the matrix Mij given above. A

difference, however, is the fact that here, one FI term belongs to the physical multiplet

and the other to the compensator. Still, the simplicity of the construction is inspiring,

also because at all steps supersymmetry is off shell, allowing one to potentially add other

couplings to the model, including higher-derivative ones, in a fairly straightforward way.

Before moving to the technical part of our paper, we would like to comment on the

form of the special-Kähler potential, F = cφφ, that we have chosen for the example

that we discuss in detail in this paper. This is a natural choice. In fact, as mentioned,

e.g., in footnote four of [7], this holomorphic prepotential is precisely the one of the

SU(1, 1)/U(1) special-Kähler sigma model which was employed in the seminal work on

local partial supersymmetry breaking [6] but in a symplectic frame, obtained after an

electric-magnetic duality, where a holomorphic potential actually exists. From the point

of view of the special-Kähler geometry, our exemplary model is inspired by the one of [6]

after a duality transformation, where, however, the hypermultiplet sector in our case

becomes part of the conformal supergravity multiplet with three scalar fields turned into

gauge two-forms. The emergence of a magnetically deformed vector multiplet is then

expected. However, the absence of gauging in our setup, as well as the new spectrum of

the on-shell theory, are intriguing features of working with hyper-dilaton supergravity.

This paper is organised as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the relevant superconfor-

mal multiplets in superspace and components. This includes the standard Weyl multiplet,

the abelian vector multiplet, the linear multiplet (often referred to tensor multiplet), and

the hyper-dilaton Weyl multiplet (constructed by an on-shell hypermultiplet). The reader

familiar with these results can skip this review section, but note that this section does

review a wealth of results in our notations. In Section 3, we introduce the deformed

abelian vector multiplet with which we induce the previously mentioned magnetic de-

formation. In Section 4, we give the component actions used in this paper being the

Abelian deformed vector multiplet action and the standard FI term by a linear multiplet

action. In this section, the linear multiplet is considered as a general one (not necessar-

ily composite), whereas in the successive sections of the paper, all deformations will be

parametrised by linear multiplets that are composite of a hypermultiplet. The general

off-shell action for deformed N = 2 conformal supergravity in a hyper-dilaton Weyl mul-

tiplet background is then given in Section 5 followed by the covariant equations of motion

for this general model’s auxiliary fields. In Section 6, we then proceed with a specific

choice being the SU(1,1)/U(1) special-Kähler sigma model and give the corresponding
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off-shell action. This is followed by a process of gauge fixing and integrating out auxiliary

fields resulting in an on-shell supergravity model with partial supersymmetry breaking.

Finally, in Section 7, we collect concluding comments and an outlook for our paper. We

also present a few technical appendices. This first includes our notations and conventions

and details on 4D, N = 2 conformal superspace in Appendices A and B, respectively. For

the reader’s convenience, we then give the S-supersymmetry and local superconformal

transformations of various multiplet fields seen throughout this paper in Appendices C

and D, respectively. Lastly, we accompany our paper with a supplementary file where we

give the fermionic counterparts to various component actions, the bosonic parts of which

are given in Sections 5 and 6 of this paper.

2 Superconformal multiplets in 4D, N = 2

We review here various superconformal multiplets which serve as the building blocks

for the invariants of 4D, N = 2 conformal supergravity both in superspace and compo-

nents.

2.1 The standard Weyl multiplet

2.1.1 The standard Weyl multiplet in superspace

The 4D, N = 2 conformal superspace is parametrised by local bosonic (xm) and

fermionic (θµi , θ̄
i
µ̇) coordinates zM = (xm̂, θµi , θ̄

i
µ̇), where m = 0, 1, 2, 3, µ, µ̇ = 1, 2, and

i = 1, 2. To gauge the superconformal algebra, one introduces the covariant derivatives

∇A = (∇a,∇
i
α, ∇̄

α̇
i ) which have the form

∇A = EA − ωA
bXb = EÂ −

1

2
ΩA

abMab − iΦAY − ΦA
ijJij −BAD− FA

BKB . (2.1)

Here EA = EA
M∂M is the inverse super-vielbein, Mab are the Lorentz generators, Y is the

generator of the chiral rotation group U(1)R, Jij are generators of the SU(2)R R-symmetry

group, D is the dilatation generator, andKA = (Ka, S
α
i , S̄

i
α̇) are the special superconformal

generators. The super-vielbein one-form is EA = dzMEM
A with EM

AEA
N = δNM and

EA
MEM

B = δBA . Associated with each generator Xa = (Mab, Y, Jij,D, K
a, Sα

i , S̄
i
α̇) is

the connection super one-form ωa = (Ωab,Φ,Θij, B,FA) = (Ωab,Φ,Θij, B,Fa,F
i
α, F̄

α̇
i ) =

dzMωM
a = EAωA

a.
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The algebra of covariant derivatives is

[∇A,∇B} = −TAB
C∇C −

1

2
R(M)AB

cdMcd −R(J)AB
klJkl − R(D)ABD

− iR(Y )ABY−R(S)AB
i
αS

α
i − R(S̄)AB

α̇
i S

i
α̇ − R(K)AB

cKc , (2.2)

and is constrained to be expressed in terms of a single primary superfield, the super-Weyl

tensor (Wαβ ,W
α̇β̇
),3 which has the following properties

Wαβ = Wβα , KAWαβ = 0 , DWαβ = Wαβ , Y Wαβ = −2Wαβ , (2.3a)

W
α̇β̇

=W
β̇α̇
, KAW

α̇β̇
= 0 , DW

α̇β̇
=W

α̇β̇
, Y W

α̇β̇
= 2W

α̇β̇
. (2.3b)

The super-Weyl tensor also obeys the additional constraints

∇̄α̇
i Wβγ = 0 , ∇αβW

αβ = ∇̄α̇β̇W α̇β̇ , (2.4)

where we have introduced the following notation,

∇αβ := ∇k
(α∇β)k , ∇̄α̇β̇ := ∇̄(α̇

k ∇̄β̇)k . (2.5)

In eq. (2.2), TAB
C is the torsion, while R(M)AB

cd, R(J)AB
kl, R(D)AB, R(Y )AB, R(S)AB

i
α,

R(S̄)AB
α̇
i , and R(K)AB

c are the curvatures associated with Lorentz, SU(2)R, dilatation,

U(1)R, S-supersymmetry, and special conformal boosts, respectively. The full algebra of

covariant derivatives (2.2) (including the explicit expressions for the torsion and curvature

tensors) are given in Appendix B of our paper.

Let us introduce the descendant superfields constructed by acting successive spinor

covariant derivatives on Wαβ . These are the dimension-3/2 descendant superfields

Wαβγ
k := ∇k

(αWβγ) , Σαi :=
1

3
∇i

βW
αβ , (2.6a)

W
α̇β̇γ̇

k := ∇̄(α̇
k W

β̇γ̇)
, Σ̄α̇i := −

1

3
∇̄β̇

iW α̇β̇ , (2.6b)

other dimension-2 descendant superfields

Wαβγδ := ∇k
(αWβγδ)k , Σαβ

ij := ∇(i
(αΣ

j)
β) , Σαβ := ∇i

(αΣβ)i , (2.6c)

3Here and in what follows, an antisymmetric rank-2 tensor Tab = −Tba can equivalently be written

as: Tab = (σab)
αβTαβ − (σab)α̇β̇T̄

α̇β̇ with Tαβ = 1

2
(σab)αβTab and T̄α̇β̇ = − 1

2
(σ̃ab)α̇β̇Tab.
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W
α̇β̇γ̇δ̇

:= ∇̄(α̇
k W

β̇γ̇δ̇)k
, Σ̄α̇β̇

ij := ∇̄(α̇
(i Σ̄

β̇)
j) , Σ̄α̇β̇ := ∇(α̇

i Σ̄β̇)i , (2.6d)

D :=
1

12
∇αβWαβ =

1

12
∇̄α̇β̇W

α̇β̇
=

1

4
∇k

αΣ
α
k = −

1

4
∇̄α̇

k Σ̄
k
α̇ , (2.6e)

and the dimension-5/2 descendant superfields

Σαβγ
k := ∇k

(αΣβγ) , Σ̄α̇β̇γ̇
k := ∇̄(α̇

k Σβ̇γ̇) . (2.6f)

It can be checked that only the superfields (2.6) and their vector derivatives appear upon

taking successive spinor derivatives of Wαβ . The independent descendant superfields of

(Wαβ ,W
α̇β̇) are all annihilated by Ka. However, under S-supersymmetry, they transform

non-trivially, as given in the Appendix C.

The gauge group of conformal supergravity is denoted by G. It is generated by co-

variant general coordinate transformations, δcgct, associated with a local superdiffeomor-

phism parameter ξA and standard superconformal transformations, δH, associated with

the following other local superfield parameters: the dilatation σ, Lorentz Λab = −Λba,

SU(2)R Λij = Λji, U(1)R Λ, and special conformal (bosonic and fermionic) transforma-

tions ΛA = (ηiα, η̄
α̇
i ,Λ

a
K). The covariant derivatives transform as

δG∇A = [K,∇A] , (2.7a)

with

K = ξC∇C +
1

2
ΛabMab + ΛijJij + σD+ ΛY + ΛAKA . (2.7b)

A covariant (or tensor) superfield U transforms as

δGU = (δcgct + δH)U = KU . (2.8)

The superfield U is said to be superconformal primary of dimension ∆ and U(1)R charge

qR if KAU = 0 (it suffices to require that Sα
i U = S̄i

α̇U = 0), DU = ∆U , and Y U = qRU .

2.1.2 The standard Weyl multiplet in components

The standard Weyl multiplet of 4D, N = 2 conformal supergravity is associated with

the local off-shell gauging in space-time of the superconformal group SU(2, 2|2) [114],

see also [39, 41, 115, 116] and [38, 43] for reviews. The multiplet is comprised of 24 + 24

physical components described by a set of independent gauge fields: the vielbein em
a

12



and a dilatation connection bm; the gravitino (ψm
α
i , ψ̄m

i
α̇), associated with the gauging

of Q-supersymmetry; a U(1)R gauge field Am; and SU(2)R gauge fields φm
ij = φm

ji.

The fields associated to the remaining generators of SU(2, 2|2) are composite and include

the Lorentz connections ωm
cd, S-supersymmetry connection (φm

i
α, φ̄m

α̇
i ), and the special

conformal connection fma. The connections define the locally superconformal covariant

derivatives4

∇a = ea
m∇m = ea

m
(
∂m −

1

2
ψm

α
i Q

i
α −

1

2
ψ̄m

i
α̇Q̄

α̇
i −

1

2
ωm

cdMcd − iAmY − φm
klJkl

− bmD−
1

2
φm

i
αS

α
i −

1

2
φ̄m

α̇
i S̄

i
α̇ − fmcK

c
)
. (2.9)

In addition to the independent gauge connections, the standard Weyl multiplet is com-

prised of a set of covariant matter fields that are needed to close the local superconformal

algebra off shell. These include an anti-symmetric real tensor Wab = W+
ab +W−

ab, which

decomposes into its imaginary-(anti-)self-dual components W±
ab, a real scalar field D, and

fermions (Σαi, Σ̄α̇i). The covariant derivatives satisfy the algebra

[∇a,∇b] = −R(P )ab
c∇c − R(Q)ab

α
i Q

i
α − R(Q̄)ab

i
α̇Q̄

α̇
i −

1

2
R(M)ab

cdMcd −R(D)abD

−iR(Y )abY − R(J)ab
klJkl −R(S)ab

i
αS

α
i −R(S̄)ab

α̇
i S̄

i
α̇ −R(K)abcK

c .(2.10)

It is also useful to list the non-trivial conjugation properties

(ψm
α
i )

∗ = ψ̄m
α̇i , (φm

i
α)

∗ = φ̄mα̇i , (φm
ij)∗ = φmij , (Σαi)∗ = Σ̄α̇

i , (2.11a)

(R(Q)ab
α
i )

∗ = R(Q̄)ab
α̇i , (R(S)ab

i
α)

∗ = R(S̄)abα̇i , (R(J)ab
kl)∗ = R(J)abkl , (2.11b)

while all other fields and curvatures are real.

A set of conventional constraints express the superconformal curvatures in terms of

connections and covariant matter fields and render the connections ωm
cd, (φm

i
α, φ̄m

α̇
i ),

and fma composite. There is considerable freedom in the choice of these conventional

constraints which is apparent from the fact that different papers often make different

choices. The conventional constraints from [49] are adopted in this paper but adapted to

our conventions (see Appendix A). These constraints descend from those used in super-

4The notations of this paper are adopted from [49] as well as the generator algebra of SU(2, 2|2). We,
for example, use two-component SL(2,C) spinor indices according to the notation of [45]. In general, we
closely adhere to the conventions given in [49] with the exception of the overall signs in the definition
of the connections, ωm

cd, bm, Am, φm
kl, (φm

i
α, φ̄m

α̇
i ), and fma, as well as the overall signs for all the

superconformal curvatures.
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space, see, e.g., [50]. It is, in fact, straightforward to obtain the component structures

from the superspace ones by appropriately identifying component fields with the lowest

components of superfields. The vielbein (em
a) and gravitini (ψm

α
i , ψ̄m

i
α̇) appear as the

θ = 0 projections of the coefficients of dxm in the supervielbein EA one-form,

ea = dxmem
a = Ea|| , ψα

i = dxmψm
α
i = 2Eα

i || , ψ̄i
α̇ = dxmψ̄m

i
α̇ = 2Ei

α̇|| . (2.12)

Here we have defined the double bar projection of a superform as Ω|| ≡ Ω|θ=dθ=0. On the

other hand, a single bar next to a superfield denotes the usual bar projection X| ≡ X|θ=0.

The remaining component one-forms are defined as

A := Φ|| , φkl := Θkl|| , b := B|| , ωcd := Ωcd|| , (2.13)

φk
γ := 2Fk

γ|| , φ̄γ̇
k := 2Fγ̇

k|| , fc := Fc|| . (2.14)

The covariant matter fields Wab, D, and (Σαi, Σ̄α̇i) (we denote these component fields

with the same symbols as the super-Weyl superfield and its descendants) arise as some

of the components of the multiplet described by the super-Weyl tensor. In particular, it

holds that

Wab(x) := Wab(z)| , D =
1

12
∇αβWαβ| =

1

12
∇̄α̇β̇W̄α̇β̇| , (2.15a)

Σαi =
1

3
∇i

βW
αβ | , Σ̄α̇i = −

1

3
∇̄β̇

i W̄α̇β̇| . (2.15b)

The local superconformal transformations of the gauge fields listed above can be straight-

forwardly derived by taking the θ = 0 projection of the superspace transformations (2.7).

The transformations of Wab, D, and (Σαi, Σ̄α̇i) can be obtained by applying the transfor-

mation rule for covariant superfields, eq. (2.8), and the definition of the descendant fields

in eq. (2.15).

By taking the double bar projection of the superspace covariant derivative one-form

∇, eq. (2.1), and by appropriately interpreting the projected spinor covariant derivatives

∇i
α| and ∇̄α̇

i | as the generators of Q-supersymmetry,5 one obtains the component vector

covariant derivative (2.9), where again we use the same symbols for the superspace and

component structures. With these reduction rules, the algebra of component covariant

derivatives acting on a covariant field is also completely determined by the geometry of

conformal superspace. All the component torsions and curvatures are simply the θ = 0

5Given a covariant superfield U , and its lowest component U = U |, one definesQi
αU = ∇i

α|U := (∇i
αU)|

and Q̄α̇
i U = ∇̄α̇

i |U := (∇̄α̇
i U)|. The other generators Xa act on U as XaU := (XaU)|.
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projections of the superspace ones. The resulting algebra coincides with (2.10) subject to

the following conventional constraints

R(P )ab
c = 0 , (2.16a)

R(Q)abjσ
b = −

3

4
Σjσa , R(Q̄)ab

jσ̃b =
3

4
Σ̄j σ̃a , (2.16b)

R(M)cacb = R(D)ab + 3ηabD − ηcdW−
acW

+
bd . (2.16c)

We later will present the expressions for the superconformal curvatures needed in this

paper but refer the reader to [49, 50] for more detail and their relation to the results

presented in [114].

In presenting the multiplet we restrict to all local superconformal transformations

except local translations (covariant general coordinate transformations). These transfor-

mations are identified with δ and are defined by the following operator

δ = ξαi Q
i
α + ξ̄iα̇Q̄

α̇
i +

1

2
λabMab + λijJij + λDD+ iλY Y + λaK

a + ηiαS
α
i + η̄α̇i S̄

i
α̇ . (2.17)

The local superconformal transformation of the fundamental fields of the standard Weyl

multiplet are then given in the Appendix D. The composite Lorentz and S-supersymmetry

connections are, respectively,

ωabc = ω(e)abc − 2ηa[bbc] −
i

2

(
ψajσ[bψ̄c]

j + ψ[bjσc]ψ̄a
j + ψ[bjσ|a|ψ̄c]

j
)
, (2.18)

and

φm
j
β =

i

4

(
σbcσm −

1

3
σmσ̃

bc

)

ββ̇

Ψbc
β̇j +

1

3
W−

mbψ
bj
β −

1

3
W−

mb(σ
bcψc

j)β +
i

4
(σmΣ̄

j)β , (2.19a)

φ̄m
β̇
j =

i

4

(
σ̃bcσ̃m −

1

3
σ̃mσ

bc

)β̇β

Ψbcβj −
1

3
W+

mbψ̄
bβ̇
j +

1

3
W+

mb(σ̃
bcψ̄c j)

β̇ −
i

4
(σ̃mΣj)

β̇ . (2.19b)

The field ω(e)abc in (2.18) is the usual torsion-free Lorentz connection given in terms of

the anholonomy tensor Cmn
a(e) as

ω(e)abc = −Ca[bc](e) +
1

2
Cbca(e) , Cmn

a(e) := 2∂[men]
a , Cab

c(e) := ea
meb

nCmn
c(e) , (2.20)

while the fields
(
Ψab

γ
k, Ψab

k
γ̇

)
are the gravitini field strengths

Ψab
γ
k = 2ea

meb
nD[mψn]

γ
k , Ψab

k
γ̇ = 2ea

meb
nD[mψ̄n]

k
γ̇ . (2.21)
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Also, the derivatives Da are6

Da = ea
mDm = ea

m
(
∂m −

1

2
ωm

cdMcd − φm
ijJij − iAmY − bmD

)
. (2.22)

Note that
(
R(Q)ab

γ
k, R(Q̄)ab

k
γ̇

)
are the Q-supersymmetry curvatures and satisfy

R(Q)ab
γ
k =

1

2
Ψab

γ
k − i(φ̄[ak σ̃b])

γ +
i

4
(ψ̄[a kσ̃b]σ

cd)γW+
cd , (2.23a)

R(Q̄)ab
k
γ̇ =

1

2
Ψab

k
γ̇ − i(φ[a

kσb])γ̇ −
i

4
(ψ[a

kσb]σ̃
cd)γ̇W

−
cd , (2.23b)

while R(Y )ab and R(J)ab
kl are

R(Y )ab = 2ea
meb

n∂[mAn] −
i

2
ψ[ajφb]

j +
i

2
ψ̄[a

jφ̄b]j +
3

8
ψ[ajσb]Σ̄

j +
3

8
ψ̄[a

j σ̃b]Σj , (2.24a)

R(J)ab
kl = 2ea

meb
n∂[mφn]

kl − 2φa
(k

pφb
l)p + 2ψ[a

(kφb]
l) − 2ψ̄[a

(kφ̄b]
l)

−
3i

2
ψ[a

(kσb]Σ̄
l) −

3i

2
ψ̄[a

(kσ̃b]Σ
l) . (2.24b)

We refrain from presenting the expression for the composite special conformal connection

fma and other superconformal curvatures. We will however use ea
mfm

a which is given by

fa
a = −

1

12
R +D −

1

24
εmnpq(ψ̄j

mσ̃nDpψqj) +
1

24
εmnpq(ψmjσnDpψ̄q

j)

−
i

8
ψajσ

aΣ̄j +
i

8
ψ̄a

j σ̃aΣj −
1

12
W ab+(ψ̄a

jψ̄bj) +
1

12
W ab−(ψajψb

j) , (2.25)

where R = ea
meb

nRmn
ab is the scalar curvature constructed from the Lorentz curvature

Rmn
cd = 2∂[mωn]

cd − 2ω[m
ceωn]e

d . (2.26)

Also do remember that the spin connection ωm
cd is a composite field of the vielbein, the

gravitini, and the dilatation connection, eq. (2.18).

It is important to note that the transformations (D.1) form an algebra that closes off

shell on a local extension of SU(2, 2|2). We will not need the explicit form of the algebra

here, though it is straightforward to derive using the results of [114] and [49, 50]. To

conclude this subsection, for convenience, we include Table 1 which provides a summary

6In many cases, such as eqs. (D.2), we do not explicitly write the expressions for the Da derivatives
acting on different fields. However, it is straightforward to find the results by use of the chiral and
dilatation weights in Table 1 together with the Lorentz and SU(2)R representations of fields as well as
by using the action of Mab and Jij generators corresponding to the notations of [49].
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of the non-trivial chiral and dilatation weights of the fields and local gauge parameters of

the standard Weyl multiplet.

em
a ψmi, ξi ψ̄m

i, ξ̄i φm
i, ηi φ̄mi, η̄i fmc W+

ab W−
ab Σi Σ̄i D

D −1 −1/2 −1/2 1/2 1/2 1 1 1 3/2 3/2 2
Y 0 −1 1 1 −1 0 −2 2 −1 1 0

Table 1: Summary of the non-trivial dilatation and chiral weights in the standard Weyl multiplet.

2.2 The abelian vector multiplet

2.2.1 One-form geometry of the abelian vector multiplet and its descendents

The field strength two-form F of an Abelian vector multiplet is given in terms of its

one-form potential V = dzMVM = EAVA by F = dV = 1
2
EB ∧ EAFAB, or equivalently,

FAB = 2∇[AVB} − TAB
CVC . (2.27)

Due to the existence of the one-form potential the field strength must satisfy the Bianchi

identity

dF = 0 =⇒ ∇[AFBC} − T[AB
DF|D|C} = 0 . (2.28)

At mass dimension-1 we impose the constraints

F i
α
j
β = −2εijεαβW , F α̇

i
β̇
j = 2εijε

α̇β̇W , F i
α
β̇
j = 0 , (2.29)

where W is a primary superfield with dimension 1 and U(1)R weight −2,

KAW = 0 , DW = W , YW = −2W . (2.30)

Then the Bianchi identities may be solved giving

Fa
j
β =

i

2
(σa)β

γ̇∇̄j
γ̇W , Fa

β̇
j = −

i

2
(σa)γ

β̇∇γ
jW , (2.31a)

Fab =−
1

8
(σab)αβ(∇

αβW + 4W αβW ) +
1

8
(σ̃ab)α̇β̇(∇̄

α̇β̇W + 4W
α̇β̇
W ) . (2.31b)

The Bianchi identities also require W to be a reduced chiral superfield,

∇̄i
α̇W = 0 , ∇ijW = ∇̄ijW . (2.32)
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Note that we have introduced the notation

∇ij := ∇γ(i∇j)
γ , ∇̄ij := ∇̄(i

γ̇ ∇̄
γ̇j) , ∇αβ := ∇(αk∇β)

k , ∇̄α̇β̇ := ∇̄(α̇
k ∇̄β̇)k . (2.33)

Acting with spinor covariant derivatives on W gives the following independent descen-

dants:

λiα := ∇i
αW , λ̄α̇i := ∇̄α̇

i W , X ij := ∇ijW = ∇̄ijW , (2.34a)

Fab := −
1

8
(σab)αβ(∇

αβW + 4W αβW ) +
1

8
(σ̃ab)α̇β̇(∇̄

α̇β̇W + 4W
α̇β̇
W ) , (2.34b)

Fαβ :=
1

2
(σab)αβFab = −

1

8
(∇αβW + 4WαβW ) , (2.34c)

F̄ α̇β̇ := −
1

2
(σ̃ab)α̇β̇Fab = −

1

8
(∇̄α̇β̇W + 4W

α̇β̇
W ) . (2.34d)

These superfields satisfy the following tower relations that are particularly useful in

analysing the structure of invariants:

∇i
αλ

j
β =

1

2
ǫαβX

ij + 4ǫijFαβ + 2ǫijWαβW , (2.35a)

∇̄α̇
i λ

j
β = −2iδji∇β

α̇W , ∇i
αλ̄

β̇
j = −2iδij∇α

β̇W , (2.35b)

∇̄α̇
i λ̄

β̇
j =

1

2
ǫα̇β̇Xij + 4ǫijF̄

α̇β̇ + 2ǫijW
α̇β̇
W , (2.35c)

∇i
αX

jk = −4iǫi(j∇α
α̇λ̄

k)
α̇ , ∇̄α̇

i X
jk = 4iδ

(j
i ∇α

α̇λk)α , (2.35d)

∇i
γFαβ = ǫγ(αΣ

i
β)W −

1

2
Wαβ

i
γW +

1

2
iǫγ(α∇β)

α̇λ̄iα̇ , (2.35e)

∇̄γ̇
kFαβ =

i

2
∇(α

γ̇λβ)k −
1

2
Wαβλ̄

γ̇
k , (2.35f)

∇i
γF̄

α̇β̇ =
i

2
∇γ

(α̇λ̄β̇)k −
1

2
W

α̇β̇
λkγ , (2.35g)

∇̄γ̇
kF̄

α̇β̇ = −ǫγ̇(α̇Σ̄β̇)
k W −

1

2
W

α̇β̇ γ̇
kW +

1

2
iǫγ̇(α̇∇α

β̇)λαk . (2.35h)

These descendant superfields transform under S-supersymmetry as given in the Appendix

C of our work.

2.2.2 The abelian vector multiplet in components

We define the component fields of the abelian vector multiplet as follows

φ := W | , λiα := λiα| = ∇i
αW | , X ij := X ij| = ∇ijW | , Fab := Fab| . (2.36)
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See [40–42, 114, 125, 133] for seminal works on the N = 2 vector multiplet. The reality

of X ij follows from the Bianchi identity. The remaining component field being the gauge

connection vm is given by the lowest component of the corresponding superspace connec-

tion, vm = Vm|. It is worth underlining that the following definition for Fab from (2.34b)

can be directly projected to components

Fab = −
1

8
(σab)αβ(∇

αβW + 4W αβW )|+
1

8
(σ̃ab)α̇β̇(∇̄

α̇β̇W + 4W
α̇β̇
W )| . (2.37)

The component two-form field strength is constructed from a projection of the superspace

two-form,

fmn = Fmn| = 2∂[mVn]| = 2∂[mvn] . (2.38)

Making use of the identity

Fmn = Em
AEn

BFAB(−)ab, (2.39)

and projecting to its lowest component, we may solve for Fab| to give

Fab := Fab| = ea
meb

nfmn −
i

2
(σ[a)α

α̇ψb]
α
k λ̄

k
α̇ +

i

2
(σ̃[a)α̇

αλkαψ̄b]
α̇
k

−
1

2
ψa

γ
kψb

k
γφ̄+

1

2
ψ̄a

γ̇
kψ̄b

k
γ̇φ . (2.40)

In the superconformal tensor calculus’ language, Fab is referred to as the supercovariant

field strength (as it transforms covariantly under any local superconformal transforma-

tions) whereas fmn = 2∂[mvn] is the conventional field strength. By construction Fab

satisfies the Bianchi identity

∇[aFbc] = −
i

2
R(Q)[abjσc]λ̄

j +
i

2
R(Q̄)[ab

j σ̃c]λj . (2.41)

The local superconformal transformations of the fundamental fields of the vector multiplet

fields in a standard Weyl multiplet background are given in Appendix D.
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2.3 The linear multiplet

2.3.1 Two-form geometry of the linear multiplet

The field strength three-form H is given in terms of its two-form gauge potential

B = 1
2
EB ∧ EABAB by

H = dB =
1

3!
EC ∧ EB ∧ EAHABC , HABC = 3∇[ABBC} − 3T[AB

DB|D|C} . (2.42)

The field strength remains invariant under gauge transformations δB = dV with V a

one-form gauge parameter. The existence of the gauge potential requires that the Bianchi

identity

dH = 0 =⇒ ∇[AHBCD} −
3

2
T[AB

EH|E|CD} = 0 , (2.43)

be satisfied. As with the gauge one-form, we must impose constraints to reduce the

multiplet. At mass dimension-3
2
they consist of

H i
α
j
β
k
γ = H α̇

i
β̇
j
γ̇
k = H i

α
j
β
γ̇
k = H α̇

i
β̇
j
k
γ = 0 . (2.44)

The Bianchi identities for H can then be solved. The solution is

Ha
i
α
j
β = 0 , Ha

α̇
i
β̇
j = 0 , Ha

i
α
α̇
j =

1

2
(σa)α

α̇Gi
j , (2.45a)

Hab
i
α =

i

6
(σab)α

β∇k
βG

i
k , Hab

α̇
i =

i

6
(σ̃ab)

α̇
β̇∇̄

β̇
kG

k
i , (2.45b)

Habc =
i

96
εabcd(σ

d)αβ̇[∇
i
α, ∇̄

β̇
j ]G

j
i = εabcdH

d , (2.45c)

where Gij is a real symmetric conformally primary dimension-2 superfield, i.e.,

KAG
ij = 0 , DGij = 2Gij , Y Gij = 0 , (Gij)∗ = Gij = εikεjlG

kl . (2.46)

The superfield Gij also obeys the constraint

∇̄(i
α̇G

jk) = ∇(i
αG

jk) = 0 , (2.47)

which defines the N = 2 linear multiplet. By acting with spinor covariant derivatives on

Gij gives the following descendants:

χαi :=
1

3
∇j

αGij , χ̄α̇i :=
1

3
∇̄α̇

j G
ij , (2.48a)
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F :=
1

12
∇ijGij , F̄ :=

1

12
∇̄ijGij , (2.48b)

Habc :=
i

96
εabcd(σ

d)αβ̇[∇
i
α, ∇̄

β̇
j ]G

j
i = εabcdH

d , (2.48c)

Ha =
i

96
(σa)

α
β̇[∇

i
α, ∇̄

β̇
j ]G

j
i =

1

6
εabcdH

bcd . (2.48d)

These superfields satisfy the following tower relations and are particularly useful in analysing

the structure of invariants:

∇i
αG

jk = −2ǫi(jχk)
α , ∇̄α̇

i Gjk = −2ǫi(jχ̄
α̇
k) , (2.49a)

∇i
αχβj = δijǫαβF , ∇̄α̇

i χβj = −4iǫijHa(σ
a)β

α̇ − i∇β
α̇Gij , (2.49b)

∇̄α̇
i χ̄

β̇j = δji ǫ
α̇β̇F̄ , ∇iβχ̄

α̇
j = −4iǫijHa(σ

a)β
α̇ − i∇β

α̇Gij , (2.49c)

∇i
αF = 0 , ∇̄α̇

i F = 2i∇α
α̇χα

i − 2W
α̇
γ̇χ̄

γ̇
i − 6Σ

α̇j
Gij , (2.49d)

∇̄α̇
i F̄ = 0 , ∇i

αF̄ = 2i∇α
α̇χ̄i

α̇ + 2Wαγχ
γi − 6Σj

αG
i
j , (2.49e)

∇i
αHa =

1

2
(σab)α

β∇bχi
β −

i

8
(σa)αβ̇

[
W

β̇γ̇
χ̄i
γ̇ + 3Σ

β̇

l G
li
]
, (2.49f)

∇̄α̇iHa = −
1

2
(σ̃ab)α̇β̇∇

bχ̄β̇
i +

i

8
(σ̃a)α̇β

[
W βγχγi + 3ΣβlGli

]
. (2.49g)

These descendant superfields transform under S-supersymmetry as given in the Appendix

C of our work.

It is possible to construct a superfield which automatically obeys the above constraints

(2.47) by imposing constraints on the two-form BAB itself. It holds that

Bi
α
j
β = −2εijεαβΨ̄ , Bα̇

i
β̇
j = 2εijε

α̇β̇Ψ , Bi
α
β̇
j = 0 , (2.50)

where Ψ is a chiral superfield, ∇̄α̇
i Ψ = 0, of dimension 1 and U(1)R weight -2, but otherwise

arbitrary

KAΨ = 0 , DΨ = Ψ , YΨ = −2Ψ . (2.51)

Constraints of this kind are quite natural since the gauge transformation δB = dṼ = F̃

amounts to

δΨ = W̃ , (2.52)

with W̃ a generic vector multiplet chiral field strength satisfying the Bianchi identities of

eq. (2.32). We can then proceed to solve (2.42) for the full two-form B:

Ba
i
α =

i

2
(σa)α

α̇∇̄i
α̇Ψ̄ , Ba

α̇
i = −

i

2
(σa)α

α̇∇α
i Ψ , (2.53a)
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Bab = −
1

8
(σab)

αβ(∇αβΨ+ 4WαβΨ̄) +
1

8
(σ̃ab)α̇β̇(∇̄

α̇β̇Ψ̄ + 4W
α̇β̇
Ψ) . (2.53b)

Inserting this solution into the definition of H leads to an expression for the linear mul-

tiplet in terms of an unconstrained chiral prepotential

Gij = −
i

2

(
∇ijΨ− ∇̄ijΨ̄

)
= Im[∇ijΨ] , ∇ijΨ− ∇̄ijΨ̄ = 2iGij . (2.54)

One can check that Gij indeed obeys (2.46) and (2.47) and is invariant under (2.52).

2.3.2 Linear multiplet in components

The components of the linear multiplet are defined as follows — see [39, 57, 58, 115,

116, 126, 134–139] for seminal works. The linear multiplet is described by a real primary

superfield Gij of dimension 2 (2.46) satisfying the constraint (2.47). The corresponding

3-form field strength H in superspace is given by (2.44) and (2.45). Within the superfield

Gij are the matter components of the linear multiplet: a real isotriplet field Gij , a fermion

χαi, and a complex scalar F :

Gij := Gij | , (2.55a)

χαi :=
1

3
∇j

αGij| , χ̄α̇i :=
1

3
∇̄α̇

j G
ij| , (2.55b)

F :=
1

12
∇ijGij| , F̄ :=

1

12
∇̄ijGij | , (2.55c)

Habc :=
i

96
εabcd(σ

d)αβ̇[∇
i
α, ∇̄

β̇
j ]G

j
i| = εabcdH

d , (2.55d)

Ha =
i

96
(σa)

α
β̇[∇

i
α, ∇̄

β̇
j ]G

j
i| =

1

6
εabcdH

bcd . (2.55e)

The remaining component field, the two-form, is given by bmn := Bmn|. Owing to the

superspace identity

∇i
α∇

j
βG

kl = −
1

6
εαβε

i(kεl)j∇pqGpq , (2.56)

there are no other independent component fields. The local superconformal transfor-

mations of the fundamental fields of the linear multiplet in a standard Weyl multiplet

background are given in Appendix D.
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The covariant conservation equation for Ha is

∇aHa =
3

8
Σiχi +

3

8
Σ̄iχ̄

i . (2.57)

The constraint locally implies the existence of a gauge two-form potential, bmn = −bnm,

and its exterior derivative hmnp := 3∂[mbnp]. The solution of (2.57) is

Ha =
1

6
εa

bcd
(
hbcd −

3i

4
ψbiσcdχ

i −
3i

4
ψ̄b

iσ̃cdχ̄i −
3

4
(ψb

iσcψ̄d
j)Gij

)
, (2.58)

where habc = ea
meb

nec
phmnp. The local superconformal transformations of bmn are

δbmn =
i

2
ξiσmnχ

i +
i

2
ξ̄iσ̃mnχ̄i +

1

2

(
ψ̄[m

iσn]ξ
j − ψ[m

iσn]ξ̄
j
)
Gij + 2∂[mln] , (2.59)

where we have also included the vector gauge transformation δlbmn = 2∂[mln] that leaves

hmnp and Ha invariant. In constructing the superspace three-form Hmnp = 3∂[mBnp] we

can make use of the superspace identity

Hmnp = Em
AEn

BEp
CHABC(−)ab+ac+bc . (2.60)

Projecting this equation to the lowest component, and defining

hmnp := Hmnp| = 3∂[mbnp] , habc := ea
meb

nec
phmnp , (2.61)

it is easy to show that

hmnp = εmnpqH
a|ea

q +
3i

4
(σ[mn)α

βψp]
α
j χ

j
β +

3i

4
(σ̃[mn)

α̇
β̇ψ̄p]

j
α̇χ̄

β̇
j

−
3

4
(σ[m)αα̇ψn

αiψ̄p]
α̇jGij , (2.62)

or, equivalently,

Ha := Ha| =
1

6
εabcdHbcd|

=
1

6
εabcd

(
hbcd −

3i

4
(σcd)α

βψb
α
kχ

k
β −

3i

4
(σ̃cd)

α̇
β̇ψ̄b

k
α̇χ̄

β̇
k +

3

4
(σb)α

β̇ψc
α
k ψ̄d

l
β̇
Gk

l

)
. (2.63)

In the paper, we will denote the Hodge dual of a three-form component field habc with

h̃a =
1

6
εabcdhbcd . (2.64)
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We also keep using the same notation for the superfield Ha and the covariant component

field Ha|, but we hope the reader will understand what we refer to depending on the

context.

We have emphasized that the construction of the two-form multiplet is completely

geometrical, but it is worth noting that, as discussed in Subsection 2.3.1, the two-form

multiplet can be encoded in a chiral superfield Ψ. By making use of the gauge trans-

formations (2.52), one can choose for the components of BAB that Bαβ | = B̄α̇β̇| = 0

and Baβ | = B̄aβ̇ | = 0 while Bab| remains unconstrained by imposing the component

constraints7

Ψ| = 0 , ∇i
αΨ| = 0 , ∇ijΨ| = −∇̄ijΨ̄| . (2.65)

One may easily construct bmn using bmn = em
aen

bBab|. As usual, the supersymmetry

transformation laws of the component fields may be derived by using the constraints.

2.4 On-shell hypermultiplet and hyper-dilaton Weyl multiplet

In this subsection, we review the construction of the 4D, N = 2 hyper-dilaton Weyl

multiplet of [48]. This plays a central work in our work.

A single on-shell hypermultiplet is comprised of 4 + 4 degrees of freedom described

by a Lorentz scalar field qii and spinor fields (ρiα , ρ̄
α̇
i ) — see [39, 41, 115, 116, 125, 126]

together with [38,43,67] and references therein for superconformal approaches to systems

of on-shell hypermultiplets. The index i = 1, 2 is a SU(2) flavour index, and the fields

satisfy the following reality conditions

(qii)∗ = qii , (ρiα)
∗ = ρ̄α̇i . (2.66)

They also satisfy the following dilatation and chiral weight identities

Dqii = qii , Dρiα =
3

2
ρiα , Dρ̄α̇i =

3

2
ρ̄α̇i , (2.67a)

Y qii = 0 , Y ρiα = ρiα , Y ρ̄α̇i = −ρ̄α̇i . (2.67b)

The multiplet, which has the field qii as its superconformal primary, is characterised by

7The third constraint is not actually necessary to eliminate the other components of the two-form,
but it does substantially simplify the component evaluation later.
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the following local superconformal transformations [38, 39, 41, 43, 67, 115, 116]

δqii =
1

2
ξiρi −

1

2
ξ̄iρ̄i + λikq

ki + λDq
ii , (2.68a)

δρiα = −4i(σaξ̄k)α∇aq
ki +

1

2
λab(σ

abρi)α + iλY ρ
i
α +

3

2
λDρ

i
α + 8ηkαqk

i , (2.68b)

δρ̄α̇i = 4i(σ̃aξk)α̇∇aqki +
1

2
λab(σ̃

abρ̄i)
α̇ − iλY ρ̄

α̇
i +

3

2
λDρ̄

α̇
i − 8η̄α̇k q

k
i , (2.68c)

where

∇aq
ii = Daq

ii −
1

4
ψa

iρi +
1

4
ψ̄a

iρ̄i . (2.69)

In conformal superspace, the multiplet is described by a dimension one primary su-

perfield Qii, neutral under U(1)R, and satisfying the following analyticity constraint

∇(i
αQ

j)j = ∇̄(i
α̇Q

j)j . (2.70)

The transformation rules in (2.68) simply derive from the equation above together with

self-consistency of the conformal superspace algebra of covariant derivatives and the fol-

lowing definition of the component fields

qii := Qii| , ρiα := ∇i
αQi

i| , ρ̄iα̇ = ∇̄i
α̇Qi

i| . (2.71)

In contrast with the standard Weyl multiplet described in a previous subsection, the

algebra of the local superconformal transformations (2.68) closes only when equations of

motion for the fields are imposed, see for example [38, 67] for a detailed analysis. In our

notations, the covariant equations of motion of qii and (ρiα, ρ̄
α̇
i ) are:

(
∇aρ

i σa
)
α̇
=

i

2
(ρ̄i σ̃cd)α̇W

−
cd + 6iΣ̄α̇kq

ki , (2.72a)

(∇aρ̄i σ̃
a)α = −

i

2
(ρi σ

cd)αW+
cd + 6iΣαkqki , (2.72b)

✷qii = −
3

2
Dqii , ✷ := ∇a∇a . (2.72c)

The expressions for ∇aρ
i
α, ∇aρ̄

α̇
i , and �qii in terms of the derivatives Da are given by

∇aρ
i
α = Daρ

i
α + 2i(σbψ̄ak)α

(
Dbq

ki −
1

4
ψb

kρi +
1

4
ψ̄b

kρ̄i
)
+ 4φaαkq

ki , (2.73a)
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∇aρ̄
α̇
i = Daρ̄

α̇
i − 2i(σ̃bψa

k)
α̇
(
Dbqki −

1

4
ψbkρi +

1

4
ψ̄bkρ̄i

)
− 4φ̄a

α̇kqki , (2.73b)

�qii = DaDaq
ii − 2fa

aqii −
1

4
ρiDaψ

ai +
1

4
ρ̄iDaψ̄

ai −
1

2
ψaiDaρ

i +
1

2
ψ̄aiDaρ̄

i

−
i

4
φa

iσaρ̄i +
i

4
φ̄i
aσ̃

aρi + i(ψa
(iσbψ̄k)a)Dbqk

i +
3i

4
(ψa

iσaΣ̄l)q
li +

3i

4
(ψ̄i

aσ̃
aΣl)q

li

−
i

16
(ψ̄a

iσ̃aσcdρi)W+
cd −

i

16
(ψa

iσaσ̃cdρ̄i)W−
cd − (ψa

iφa
k)q

ki + (ψ̄a
iφ̄a

k)q
ki

−
i

4
(ψa

(iσbψ̄k)a)(ψbkρ
i) +

i

4
(ψa

(iσcψ̄k)a)(ψ̄ckρ̄
i) . (2.73c)

It is important to stress that eqs. (2.72) are typically read as equations of motion for

the hypermultiplet fields, see for example, [38, 39, 41, 43, 67, 115, 116]. They certainly are

dynamical equations for qii and (ρiα , ρ̄
α̇
i ) in a flat background (with no central charges as

in our case) where all conformal supergravity fields are set to zero [125, 126]. For this

reason, the multiplet is typically referred to as the on-shell hypermultiplet. However,

such an interpretation is not necessary in a curved background described by the standard

Weyl multiplet. In fact, the eqs. (2.72) can be interpreted as algebraic equations for the

standard Weyl multiplet that determine the fields (Σαi, Σ̄α̇i) and D in terms of qii and

(ρiα , ρ̄
α̇
i ) together with the other independent fields of the standard Weyl multiplet. If we

assume that qii is an invertible matrix, which is equivalent to imposing

q2 := qiiqii = εijεijq
iiqjj = 2det qii 6= 0 , (2.74)

then the following relations hold

Σαi = 2q−2qii

[
−

i

2
(Daρ̄i σ̃

a)α + (ψa
jσbσ̃a)α

(
Dbqji −

1

4
ψbjρi +

1

4
ψ̄bj ρ̄i

)

+
2

3

(
Ψabjσ

ab
)α
qji +

1

4
(ρiσ

cd)αW+
cd +

i

6
(ψ̄aj σ̃

aσcd)αqjiW
+
cd

]
, (2.75a)

Σ̄α̇i = 2q−2qii

[
−

i

2
(Daρ

i σa)α̇ − (ψ̄aj σ̃
bσa)α̇

(
Dbq

ji −
1

4
ψb

jρi +
1

4
ψ̄b

jρ̄i
)

−
2

3

(
Ψab

j σ̃ab
)
α̇
qj

i −
1

4
(ρ̄iσ̃cd)α̇W

−
cd +

i

6
(ψa

jσaσ̃cd)α̇qj
iW−

cd

]
, (2.75b)

D = q−2qii

[
DaDaq

ii +
1

6
R qii −

i

8
(ψ̄a

iσ̃aσcdρi)W+
cd −

i

2
φa

iσaρ̄i −
1

2
ρiDaψ

ai

− ψaiDaρ
i + 2(ψa

iφaj)qj
i +

3i

2
(ψa

iσaΣ̄j)q
ji +

i

2
(ψajσ

aΣ̄j)qii
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+
1

6
εmnpq(ψ̄j

mσ̃nDpψqj)q
ii +

1

3
W ab+(ψ̄j

aψ̄bj)q
ii + i(ψa

(iσbψ̄j)a)Dbqj
i

−
i

2
(ψa

(iσbψ̄j)a)(ψbjρ
i)

]
+ c.c. . (2.75c)

In the expression for D, eq. (2.75c), remember that (Σi, Σ̄i) and (φi, φ̄i), together with

the spin connection ωm
cd, are composite fields. Note that so far we have only used one of

the four equations that are equivalent to (2.72c) to solve for D in eq. (2.75c). It is simple

to show that the remaining independent three equations are equivalent to the following

∇a(qi(i∇aqi
j)) = 0 . (2.76)

As we are going to explain in detail below, this equation is solved by turning the SU(2)R

connection φm
kl into a composite field.

As a next step in the construction of the hyper-dilaton Weyl multiplet, we note that,

accompanied to an on-shell hypermultiplet there is always a triplet of composite linear

multiplets [39, 115, 116, 126]. The following composite fields define a triplet of linear

multiplets [41]

Gij
ij = q(i

iqj)
j = qi

(iqj
j) , (Gij

ij)∗ = Gij
ij , (2.77a)

χαi
ij =

1

2
qi

(iρ
j)
α , χ̄α̇i

ij = −
1

2
qi(iρ̄

α̇
j) , (χαi

ij)∗ = χ̄i
α̇ij , (2.77b)

F ij =
1

8
ρ(iρj) , F̄ij =

1

8
ρ̄(iρ̄j) , (F ij)∗ = F̄ij , (2.77c)

Haij = −
1

4
qi(i∇aqi

j) +
i

32
ρ(iσaρ̄j) , (Haij)∗ = Ha

ij . (2.77d)

These fields all transform according to linear multiplet transformation (D.5) and each of

the previous fields is symmetric in i and j. Within the previous composite fields, the field

Haij is particularly interesting. In fact, eq. (2.77d) together with (2.58) represent the

solution to the constraint (2.76) and can be used to express the SU(2)R connection φm
ij

as a composite field. By introducing the derivative

Da = ea
m

(
∂m −

1

2
ωm

cdMcd − bmD

)
= Da + ea

mφm
ijJij + iAmY , (2.78)

and by using eq. (2.69), eq. (2.77d) can be rearranged for the SU(2)R gauge connection
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as follows

φa
ij = 4q−4q(iiq

j)
j

[
qkiDaqk

j −
1

4
qki(ψakρ

j) +
1

4
qki(ψ̄akρ̄

j)−
i

8
ρiσaρ̄

j + 4Ha
ij

]
, (2.79)

with

Ha
ij = h̃a

ij +
1

6
εabcd

(
−

3i

4
(σcd)α

βψbα
kχ

k
β
ij −

3i

4
(σ̃cd)α̇β̇ψ̄

bk
α̇χ̄

β̇
k
ij +

3

4
(σb)α

β̇ψcα
k ψ̄

dl
β̇
Gk

l
ij
)
,

(2.80)

which plugged back into (2.79) along with (2.77) gives

φaij = 2q−2q(i iD
aqj)i −

1

2
ψaα(iq−2qj) iρ

i
α −

1

2
ψ

a(i
α̇q

−2qj)iρα̇i + 16q−4qi iq
j
j h̃

aij

−
1

2
i(σa)α α̇q

−4q(i iq
j)jρiαρ

α̇
j −

1

2
ǫabcd(σb)

α
α̇ψc

(i
αψd

j)α̇

+q−2(σab)βαψb
i
βq

j
iρ

i
α + q−2(σ̃ab)β̇α̇ψb

β̇(iqj)iρiα̇ . (2.81)

The existence of the linear multiplets (2.77) is crucial in the analysis of deformations of

vector multiplets that we will perform in our paper. Note that in terms of superfields,

the composite linear multiplet is defined by

Gij
ij = Q(i

iQj)
j = Qi

(iQj
j) , ∇(i

αG
jk)

ij = ∇̄(i
α̇G

jk)
ij = 0 , (2.82)

where all component fields in (2.77) arise from the equations (2.55) together with (2.70)

and (2.71).

This concludes the definition of the hyper-dilaton Weyl multiplet. The result of the

analysis is a representation of the off-shell local 4D, N = 2 superconformal algebra in

terms of the following independent fields: em
a, bm, Am, Wab, q

ii, bmn
ij , (ψmi, ψ̄m

i), and

(ρi, ρ̄i). The multiplet has precisely the same number of off-shell degrees of freedom as the

standard Weyl multiplet, 24+24. Table 2 summarises the counting of degrees of freedom,

underlining the symmetries acting on the fields. Note that with the ingredients provided so

far, it is a straightforward exercise to obtain the locally superconformal transformations

of the fundamental fields of the hyper-dilaton Weyl multiplet written only in terms of

fundamental fields. These are given by (D.1a)–(D.1c), (D.1e)–(D.1g), (2.59), and (2.68a)–

(2.68c) after using the appropriate identities for all the composite fields ωm
cd, fma, φm

ij,

(φmi, φ̄m
i), (Σαi, Σ̄α̇i), and D respectively given by eqs. (2.18), (2.79), (2.19), and (2.75).

It is important to underline that the local gauge transformations of the hyper-dilaton
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em
a ωm

ab bm fma φm
ij Am ψmi φm

i Wab ρi qii bmn
ij

16B 0 4B 0 0 4B 32F 0 6B 8F 4B 18B
Pa Mab D Ka J ij Y Q S λm

ij-sym
−4B −6B −1B −4B −3B −1B −8F −8F −9B

Result: 24 + 24 degrees of freedom

Table 2: Degrees of freedom and symmetries of the hyper-dilaton Weyl multiplet. Row one gives all the
fields in the multiplet. Row two gives the number of independent components of these fields – composite
connections are counted with zero degrees of freedom. Row three gives the gauge symmetries. Note that
the parameter λm

ij describes the vector symmetry associated with the gauge two-forms bmn
ij with field

strength three-forms hmnp
ij and Haij . Row four gives the number of gauge degrees of freedom to be

subtracted when counting the total degrees of freedom. Row five gives the resulting number of degrees
of freedom.

Weyl multiplet form an algebra that closes off-shell on a local extension of SU(2, 2|2), the

4D N = 2 superconformal group. In fact, by construction the resulting algebra is identical

to the one of the standard Weyl multiplet transformations (D.1) (see [114] and [49, 50]

for detail on the local algebra), with the only important subtlety being that the structure

functions will have more composite fields. We also stress that the existence of the triplet

of composite linear multiplets in eqs. (2.77) is a key ingredient to engineer FI-type terms

in supergravity-matter couplings based on the hyper-dilaton Weyl multiplet.

2.4.1 Transformation check

As a side, here we comment more on the consistency of the composite linear multiplet

constructed out of the on-shell hypermultiplet.

It is necessary to use the on-shell condition on the hypermultiplet to prove that the

composite multiplet with its lowest component being Gij
ij is a linear multiplet. It is

straightforward to show that its descendant fields χαi
ij, χ̄α̇i

ij, F
ij , and F̄ij transform

correctly as linear multiplet fields using only the hypermultiplet supersymmetry transfor-

mation rules. No equations of motion are needed. However, for the composite three-form

field, one does need to use an equation of motion.

The local supersymmetry transformation of the composite three-form of the linear

multiplet in flat space8 is given by

δHaij = −
1

4
δqi(i∇aqi

j) −
1

4
qi(iδ∇aqi

j) +
i

32
δρ(iσaρ̄j) +

i

32
ρ(iσaδρ̄j)

8For simplicity we restrict to a flat geometry where the derivatives should be ∇a → ∂a, but it is
straightforward to extend this analysis to a Weyl multiplet background.
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=
1

8
ξαiqi

(i∇aρ
j)
α +

1

4
(σab)αγξ

γiρα(i∇bqi
j) + c.c. . (2.83)

We use the on-shell hypermultiplet equation of motion to bring the first term into the

desired form. In flat space, it is as follows

(
∇aρ

i σa
)
α̇
= 0 =⇒ ∇aρiα = 2(σab)αβ∇bρ

βi .

Inserting this back into the transformation rule we have

δHaij =
1

4
(σab)αβξ

αi(∇bρ
β(iqi

j) + ρβ(i∇bqi
j)) + c.c.

=
1

2
ξiσab∇

bχiij + c.c. , (2.84)

as required. Besides working as a consistency check, the previous calculation indicates

that we must interpret the on-shell hypermultiplet as matter fields of the hyper-dilaton

Weyl multiplet when using the composite linear multiplet to construct supersymmetric

invariants and deformations. This will be used in following sections.

3 The deformed abelian vector multiplet

In this section, we first revisit how the electric-magnetic duality is implemented in

superspace for 4D, N = 2 vector multiplets and how deformed off-shell abelian vector

multiplets arise from this duality in the presence of an (electric) Fayet-Iliopoulos term.

3.1 EM duality in N = 2 superspace

The purpose of this subsection is to review and motivate the magnetic deformations

of vector multiplets, which we will study in more detail in the next subsection. We refer

the reader to [8, 9] for a more extensive discussion of the duality in flat superspace.

We start from a gauge invariant N = 2 superfield strength W which is chiral

D
i

α̇W = 0 , (3.1)

and satisfies the additional constraint

DijW − D̄ijW = 0 , Dij := DαiDj
α , D̄ij = D̄α̇iD̄

α̇
j , (3.2)
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where

Di
α =

∂

∂θαi
+ i(σb)αβ̇ θ̄

β̇i∂b , D̄α̇
i =

∂

∂θ̄iα̇
+ i(σ̃b)α̇βθβi∂b , (3.3)

are the flat N = 2 superspace spinor covariant derivatives. The constraints on W can be

solved through the Mezincescu prepotential [140]

W =
1

4
∆̄DijVij , (3.4)

where Vij satisfies Vij = Vji, (Vij)
∗ = V ij , while

∆̄ :=
1

48
D̄ijD̄ij = −

1

48
D̄α̇β̇D̄α̇β̇ , D̄α̇β̇ = D̄α̇kD̄

k
β̇
, (3.5)

is the N = 2 chiral projecting operator such that

∫
d4xd4θd4θ̄L =

∫
d4xd4θ ∆̄L =

∫
d4xd4θ̄∆L . (3.6)

The dynamics of a free abelian vector multiplet are described by the superspace La-

grangian

S0
v = −Im

[
1

2

∫
d4xd4θτW 2

]
, τ :=

i

g2
+ ϑ . (3.7)

In the case of a self-interacting theory, the previous model can be lifted to

Sv = −Im
[ ∫

d4xd4θF (W )
]
, (3.8)

where F (W ) is an arbitrary function of W which is the special-Kähler geometry holomor-

phic prepotential. An N = 2 (electric) FI term is defined by

SFI =

∫
d4xd4θd4θ̄ ξijVij , (3.9)

with ξij being a triplet of real constants. The theory described by Se = Sv+SFI is referred

to as electrically deformed [5, 8, 9].

The magnetic dual of Se is described in terms of the Lagrangian

Sm = −Im
[ ∫

d4xd4θ F̂ (W)
]
, (3.10a)
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where, however, the superfield W satisfies a modified reduced chiral constraint as follows

DijW − D̄ijW = 2iζ ij , (3.10b)

with ζ ij being a real triplet of constants [8, 9]. Here, we have used a hat to denote the

function of the deformed vector multiplet as it can be proven to be related by a duality

transformation to F (W ) of the electric Se action. The duality between Se and Sm can be

implemented through the action

Sduality = −Im

[∫
d4xd4θ F̂ (Υ)

]
−

i

8

∫
d4xd4θd4θ̄ Uij

[
DijΥ− D̄ijΥ− 2iζ ij

]
, (3.11)

where Uij is an unconstrained real (Uij)
∗ = U ij superfield and Υ is an arbitrary (and

long) chiral superfield. Υ can be represented by using the chiral projecting operator and

an arbitrary complex prepotential superfield as

Υ = ∆̄Ψ . (3.12)

When integrating out Uij and renaming Υ = W in the previous action, one obtains the

N = 2 vector multiplet action deformed by a magnetic FI term in eq. (3.10). After

integration by parts and using (3.6) one can rewrite (3.11) as

Sduality = −Im

[∫
d4xd4θ

(
F̂ (Υ)−ΥWU

)]
−

1

4

∫
d4xd4θd4θ̄ ζ ijUij , (3.13a)

with

WU =
1

4
∆̄DijUij . (3.14)

The variation of the previous action with respect to Υ, after using (3.12) and integrating

by parts, is

δSduality =
i

2

∫
d4xd4θd4θ̄ δΨ

(∂F̂ (Υ)

∂Υ
−WU

)
, (3.15)

implying that on shell it holds

∂F̂ (Υ)

∂Υ
= WU , WU =

1

4
∆̄DijUij , (3.16)
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which turns (3.13a) into

Se = −Im

[∫
d4xd4θ F (WU)

]
+

∫
d4xd4θd4θ̄ ξ̃ijUij , ξ̃ij = −

1

4
ζ ij . (3.17)

This is equivalent to (3.8) plus a standard FI term if we define

F (WU) := F̂ [Υ(WU)]−Υ(WU)WU ,
∂F (WU )

∂WU
= −Ψ . (3.18)

This is a usual Legendre transform of the special-Kähler holomorphic prepotential F and

its dual F̂ , and Υ(WU) is an implicit solution (which we assume to exist) of ∂F̂ (Υ)
∂Υ

=WU

satisfying

∂Υ(WU )

∂WU

=
[∂WU

∂Υ

]−1

= [τ(Υ)]−1 ≡ −τ̃ (WU) , (3.19)

where

τ(Υ) =
∂2F̂ (Υ)

(∂Υ)2
, τ̃ (WU) =

∂2F̂ (WU)

(∂WU )2
. (3.20)

These are standard results for the EM duality of a vector multiplet. They show that

electric and magnetic FI terms are interchanged with the duality. The same arguments

are well known to generalise to several (abelian) vector multiplets. An important comment

is that for flat supersymmetry one can consider a vector multiplet that has both electric

and magnetic deformations while still having preserved off-shell supersymmetry [5, 8, 9]

S = −Im

[∫
d4xd4θ F (W)

]
+

∫
d4xd4θd4θ̄ ξijVij , (3.21a)

DijW − D̄ijW = 2iζ ij , W =
1

4
∆̄DijVij +

i

2
θijζ

ij , (3.21b)

where θij := θαi θαj . The presence of both an electric and a magnetic deformation is the

key to obtaining partial supersymmetry breaking in flat superspace with a single physical

vector multiplet [5]. We stress that this is a feature of the globally supersymmetric case.

Note that the previous derivation can straightforwardly be lifted to conformal super-

gravity defined in conformal superspace. The key ingredient is to realise that the electric

and magnetic deformations will turn into linear multiplets. This is potentially straight-

forward, though there will be various subtleties related to the choices of a conformal

supergravity background and compensators which we will discuss in the coming sections.
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For instance, given a set of vector multiplets in a hyper-dilaton Weyl background, an

electric FI-type deformation will be associated to the following full conformal superspace

invariant

∫
d4xd4θd4θ̄ E Gξ

ij
I V

I
ij , Gξ

ij
I := ξ

ij

I Q
i
iQ

j
j , (3.22)

where Qii is the on-shell hypermultiplet in conformal superspace, while ξ
ij

I = ξ
ji

I is a

triplet of real constant.

Let us now proceed by introducing the modification of the magnetic deformation of

an abelian vector multiplet in a conformal supergravity background.

3.2 Deformed abelian vector multiplet in conformal superspace

Consider the following deformation of abelian vector multiplets [19, 129]

∇ijW − ∇̄ijW = 2iGij , (3.23)

where W is only required to be covariantly chiral. The constraint now holds in conformal

supergravity where the ∇A derivatives are the conformal superspace ones that we intro-

duced before. This multiplet can be thought of as a deformation of a standard vector

multiplet described by W by means of the shift

W =W +Ψ , (3.24)

where Ψ is the prepotential of Gij and is a chiral superfield, ∇̄α̇
i Ψ = 0, of dimension 1 and

U(1)R weight -2, but otherwise arbitrary — see eqs. (2.50)–(2.54).

It is straightforward to deduce that

∇ijW − ∇̄ijW̄ = ∇ijΨ− ∇̄ijΨ̄ = 2iGij , (3.25)

where Gij is the linear multiplet superfield. Acting with spinor covariant derivatives on

W gives the following independent descendants:

λi
α = ∇i

αW , λ̄
α̇
i = ∇̄α̇

i W̄ , (3.26a)

Xij =
1

2
(∇ijW + ∇̄ijW̄) , Gij = −

i

2
(∇ijW − ∇̄ijW) , (3.26b)
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Fab = −
1

8
(σab)

αβ(∇αβW + 4WαβW̄) +
1

8
(σ̃ab)α̇β̇(∇̄

α̇β̇W̄ + 4W
α̇β̇
W) , (3.26c)

Fαβ =
1

2
(σab)αβFab = −

1

8
(∇αβW + 4WαβW̄), (3.26d)

F̄α̇β̇ = −
1

2
(σ̃ab)α̇β̇Fab = −

1

8
(∇̄α̇β̇W̄ + 4W

α̇β̇
W) , (3.26e)

χαi =
1

3
∇j

αGij , χ̄α̇i =
1

3
∇̄α̇

j G
ij , (3.26f)

F =
1

12
∇ijGij , F̄ =

1

12
∇̄ijGij , (3.26g)

Habc =
i

96
εabcd(σ

d)αβ̇[∇
i
α, ∇̄

β̇
j ]G

j
i = εabcdH

d , (3.26h)

Ha =
i

96
(σa)

α
β̇[∇

i
α, ∇̄

β̇
j ]G

j
i =

1

6
εabcdH

bcd . (3.26i)

These superfields satisfy the following tower relations that are particularly useful in ana-

lyzing the structure of invariants:

∇i
αλ

j
β =

1

2
ǫαβX

ij +
i

2
ǫαβG

ij + 4ǫijFαβ + 2ǫijWαβW̄ , (3.27a)

∇̄α̇
i λ

j
β = −2iδji∇β

α̇W , (3.27b)

∇i
αλ̄

β̇
j = −2iδij∇α

β̇W̄ , (3.27c)

∇̄α̇
i λ̄

β̇
j =

1

2
ǫα̇β̇Xij −

i

2
ǫα̇β̇Gij + 4ǫijF̄

α̇β̇ + 2ǫijW
α̇β̇
W , (3.27d)

∇i
αX

jk = −2iǫi(jχk)
α − 4iǫi(j∇α

α̇λ̄
k)
α̇ , (3.27e)

∇̄α̇
i Xjk = 2iǫi(jχ̄

α̇
k) − 4iǫi(j∇α

α̇λα
k) , (3.27f)

∇i
γFαβ = ǫγ(αΣ

i
β)W̄ −

1

2
Wαβ

i
γW̄ +

1

2
iǫγ(αχ

i
β) +

1

2
iǫγ(α∇β)

α̇λ̄
i
α̇ , (3.27g)

∇̄γ̇
kFαβ =

i

2
∇(α

γ̇λβ)k −
1

2
Wαβλ̄

γ̇
k , (3.27h)

∇i
γF̄

α̇β̇ =
i

2
∇γ

(α̇λ̄
β̇)k

−
1

2
W

α̇β̇
λk
γ , (3.27i)

∇̄γ̇
kF̄

α̇β̇ = −ǫγ̇(α̇Σ̄β̇)
k W −

1

2
W

α̇β̇ γ̇
kW −

1

2
iǫγ̇(α̇χ̄

β̇)
k +

1

2
iǫγ̇(α̇∇α

β̇)λα
k . (3.27j)

The tower of S-supersymmetry transformations is identical to the cases of a standard vec-

tor multiplet and a linear multiplet, up to appropriately renaming some descendant with

bold symbols. As a result, the local superconformal transformation of the fundamental

component fields of the deformed vector multiplet fields in a standard Weyl multiplet
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background are

δφ = ξiλ
i + λDφ− 2iλYφ , (3.28a)

δφ = ξ̄iλ̄i + λDφ+ 2iλYφ , (3.28b)

δλi
α = 2(σabξi)αFab + (σabξi)αW

+
abφ−

1

2
ξαjX

ij −
i

2
ξαjG

ij + 2i(σaξ̄i)α∇aφ

+
1

2
λab(σabλ

i)α + λijλ
j
α +

3

2
λDλ

i
α − iλY λ

i
α + 4ηiαφ , (3.28c)

δλ̄
α̇
i = −2(σ̃abξ̄i)

α̇Fab − (σ̃abξ̄i)
α̇W−

abφ−
1

2
ξ̄α̇jXij +

i

2
ξ̄α̇jGij + 2i(σ̃aξi)

α̇∇aφ

+
1

2
λab(σ̃abλ̄i)

α̇ − λi
jλ̄

α̇
j +

3

2
λDλ̄

α̇
i + iλY λ̄

α̇
i + 4η̄α̇i φ , (3.28d)

δX ij = 2iξα(iχj)
α + 4iξα(i∇α

α̇λ̄
j)
α̇ − 2iξ̄

(i
α̇ χ̄

α̇j) + 4iξ̄
(i
α̇∇α

α̇λj)α

+2λ(ikX
j)k + 2λDX

ij , (3.28e)

δF ab =

[
− iξkσ[a∇b]λ̄

k
+
(
ξkσabΣ

k −
1

2
ξαk (σab)

βγWαβγ
k
)
φ̄−

1

2
(ξkλ

k)W−
ab

+
i

2
ξkσabχ

k + 2ηkσabλk + c.c.

]
+ 2λDF ab − 2λ[a

cF b]c , (3.28f)

while all the transformations of the descendants of W and W̄ associated to Gij are exactly

the same transformations as the linear multiplet component fields Gij, χαi, χ̄
α̇i, F , and

F̄ given in (D.5).

Note that, in a hyper-dilaton Weyl background, thanks to the existence of the compos-

ite triplet of linear multiplets, see, e.g., eq. (2.82), it is natural to consider the deformations

of a set of vector multiplets associated to the following deformed constraints

∇ijWI − ∇̄ijW
I
= 2iGI

ζ
ij , GI

ζ
ij := ζIijQ

iiQjj , (3.29)

where Qii is the on-shell hypermultiplet in conformal superspace, while ζIij = ζIji is a triplet

of real constants which plays a similar role to the global magnetic FI terms. This will be

one of the ingredients that we use in the coming sections.

We proceed next with the definition of several locally superconformal action principles

both in superspace and components.
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4 Superconformal actions

In this section, we review the local superconformal action principles that we use to

engineer the supergravity-matter systems studied in the rest of the paper. This includes

the abelian vector multiplet action and the linear multiplet action with magnetic and

electric deformations, respectively.

4.1 Chiral action principle

We introduce here the chiral action involving an integral over the chiral subspace

S = Sc + c.c. , Sc =

∫
d8z E Lc , d8z := d4x d4θ , (4.1)

where Lc is covariantly chiral, ∇̄α̇
i Lc = 0, and E is a suitably chosen chiral measure

[50, 141–143]. The Lagrangian Lc must be a conformally primary Lorentz and SU(2)R

chiral scalar with conformal dimension two and U(1)R weight −4:

DLc = 2Lc , Y Lc = −4Lc , J ijLc =MabLc = KaLc = Si
αLc = S̄α̇

i Lc = 0 . (4.2)

Any action involving an integral over the full superspace may be converted to one over

the chiral subspace by the rule [50]

∫
d12z E L =

∫
d8z E ∇̄4L , d12z := d4x d4θ d4θ̄, ∇̄4 :=

1

48
∇̄ij∇̄ij . (4.3)

The chiral action in components [50], and in our notation that follow the ones of [49],

takes the form of the following density formula

Sc =

∫
d4x e

(
1

48
∇ij∇ij −

i

12
ψ̄d

l
δ̇
(σ̃d)δ̇α∇q

α∇lq +
i

2
ψ̄d

l
δ̇
(σd)αα̇W

α̇δ̇
∇α

l +W
α̇β̇
W α̇β̇

+
1

4
ψ̄c

k
γ̇ψ̄d

l
δ̇

(
(σ̃cd)γ̇δ̇∇kl −

1

2
εγ̇δ̇εkl(σ

cd)βγ∇
βγ − 4εγ̇δ̇εkl(σ̃

cd)α̇β̇W
α̇β̇
)

−
1

4
εabcd(σ̃a)

β̇αψ̄b
j

β̇
ψ̄c

k
γ̇ψ̄d

γ̇
k∇αj −

i

4
εabcdψ̄a

i
α̇ψ̄b

α̇
i ψ̄c

j

β̇
ψ̄d

β̇
j

)
Lc| . (4.4)

Efficient ways to obtain this result make use of either a normal coordinate expansion in

superspace, see [143], or alternatively by using the superform approach to constructing
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supersymmetric invariants, see [144, 145]. We stress that the component action (4.4) is

the primary building block for the superconformal invariant actions considered throughout

this work wherein a consistent choice for Lc in conformal superspace satisfying the above

properties determines its structure.

4.2 Deformed abelian vector multiplet action

Let us now consider the general, superconformal chiral action Lc = F(WI) of n

deformed abelian vector multiplets WI . Note that F(WI) must be homogeneous of

degree two in WI ,

WIFI ≡ WI ∂

∂WI
F = 2F , (4.5)

with

∇ijWI − ∇̄ijW
I
= 2iGI,ij . (4.6)

Recall that the above follows from the fact that the deformed abelian vector multiplet

can be defined by the shift

WI =W I +ΨI , (4.7)

where ΨI are the prepotential for the linear multiplets GI,ij

GI,ij = −
i

2

(
∇ijΨI − ∇̄ijΨ

I)
. (4.8)

Here we do not specify whether the linear multiplets are composite (as for the hyper-

dilaton Weyl case that we will study later on) or fundamental. The model is manifestly

invariant under the gauge transformation

δ̂WI = 0 , (4.9)

which is apparent from

δ̂ΨI = Ŵ I , δ̂W I = −Ŵ I , (4.10)

for a vector multiplet field strength Ŵ I satisfying

∇̄α̇
i Ŵ

I = 0 , ∇ijŴ I = ∇̄ijŴ
I

. (4.11)

By the component action principle of eq. (4.4), this action in components was gener-
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ated computationally by the computer algebra software, Cadabra [146–148]. Note that a

specific code repository [99] has been developed in parallel to this work that automatically

generates 4D, N = 2 actions in components. It has been directly applied here and to all

further results in this paper. After further cleaning up by hand, we obtain the following

result in components

Sc =

∫
d4x e

[
FI✷φ̄

I
− 2FIW α̇γ̇F̄

Iα̇γ̇ − FW α̇β̇W
α̇β̇

+ 3FIDφ̄
I +

3

2
FIΣ̄

k
α̇λ̄

α̇
k

−
i

2
FIJλ

Iαj∇αα̇λ̄
Jα̇
j +

1

32
FIJM

IijMJ
ij − 2FIJF

IαβFJ
αβ

− 2FIJφ̄
I
W αβFJ

αβ −
1

2
FIJφ̄

I
φ̄

J
W αβWαβ +

1

16
FIJK

(
λIiλJj

)
MK

ij

+
1

2
FIJKλ

Iαkλ
Jβ
k FK

αβ +
1

4
FIJKφ̄

I
λJαkλ

Kβ
k Wαβ

+
1

48
FIJKLλ

αi,Lλj,K
α λ

β,J
i λK

βj −
1

2
FI

(
ψ̄j
mσ̃

mσb
)
α̇
∇bλ̄

Iα̇
j

−
i

8
FIJ

(
ψ̄i
mσ̃

mλIj
)
MJ

ij − iFIJ

(
ψ̄k
mσ̃

m
)α

λ
Iβ
k FJ

αβ

−
i

2
FIJφ̄

I (
ψ̄k
mσ̃

m
)α

λ
Jβ
k Wαβ −

i

12
FIJK

(
ψ̄i
mσ̃

mλIj
) (

λJ
i λ

K
j

)

+
i

2
FIψ̄

j
bγ̇W β̇

γ̇(σ̃b)β̇αλI
αj −

1

4
FI

(
ψ̄i
mσ̃

mnψ̄j
n

)
MI

ij

−
1

4
FIJ

(
ψ̄i
mσ̃

mnψ̄j
n

) (
λI
iλ

J
j

)
+ FI

(
ψ̄mψ̄n

)
(σmn)αβ FI

αβ

+
1

2
FIφ̄

I (
ψ̄mψ̄n

)
(σmn)αβ Wαβ +

1

8
FIJ

(
ψ̄mψ̄n

) (
λIkσmnλJ

k

)

− F
(
ψ̄mψ̄n

)
(σ̃mn)α̇β̇W α̇β̇ +

1

4
FIε

mnpq
(
ψ̄mψ̄n

) (
ψ̄i
pσ̃qλ

I
i

)

−
i

4
Fεmnpq

(
ψ̄mψ̄n

) (
ψ̄pψ̄q

)

+
i

2
FIF

I +
i

2
FIJ

(
λj,IχJ

j

)
+

1

2
FI

(
ψ̄j
mσ̃

mχI
j

)
]
, (4.12)

where we have introduced the following complex triplet of scalar fields

MI
ij = XI

ij + iGI
ij , M

I

ij = XI
ij − iGI

ij . (4.13)

Note that the effect of the deformation is simply a shift by an imaginary unit times a

linear multiplet and that the final line in (4.12) is comprised of terms that originated from

the deformation. Otherwise, this action is equivalent to the chiral component action of

the abelian vector multiplets without deformations, Lc = F(W I), as found in previous
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literature, see, e.g., [49], up to making various fields appropriately bold through the shift

by a linear multiplet. It is useful to use the following properties in components in the

action (4.12)

∇bλ̄
Iα̇
j = Dbλ̄

Iα̇
j − 2φ̄b

α̇
j φ̄

I
+

1

4
ψ̄a

α̇kM
I

jk + ψ̄aγ̇j(2F
Iγ̇α̇ +W γ̇α̇φI)

− iψaγj

(
Dα̇γφ̄

I
+

1

2
(σc)α̇γ(ψ̄ckλ̄

Ik
)
)
, (4.14a)

�φ̄
I
= DaDaφ̄

I
+

1

2
Db(ψ̄

b
kλ̄

Ik
) +

i

2

(
φj
mσ

mλ̄
I
j

)
+

i

4
(ψmjσ

m)α̇W
α̇β̇
λ̄

Ij

β̇

−
3i

4

(
ψmjσ

mΣ̄j
)
φ̄

I
−

1

2
ψ̄j
a∇

aλ̄
I
j − 2fa

aφ̄
I
. (4.14b)

As a final note, we underline that after covariant vector derivatives are degauged as seen

above, due to the component gauge fixing conditions (2.65), the bold, “deformed” fields

of this vector multiplet may be thought of as equal to their non-bold, “non-deformed”

counterparts in components with one exception being

FI
ab| = F I

ab|+BI
ab| , (4.15)

though one should keep in mind that the triplet of scalar auxiliary fields receives an

imaginary shift.

Before we proceed, it is useful to make a comment on the effect that the deformation

has on the theory’s scalar potential. A relevant term is given by 1
32
FIJM

IijMJ
ij+c.c. from

(4.12). The quadratic term in XI
ij is the one that, if the auxiliary fields acquire a vev

(typically through an electric gauging by a standard FI term), could ubiquitously lead to

a contribution to the vacuum energy. Now, the effect of the “magnetic” deformation is

similar, but leads to different signs due to the imaginary unit. the difference is that the

contribution is already in the Lagrangian without having to integrate out any auxiliary

field. Depending on the structure of the model and its holomorphic prepotential, poten-

tially the deformation can lead to Minkowski, anti de Sitter (AdS) or even de Sitter (dS)

vacua.

4.3 Standard BF action/electric FI term

Let us now consider the supersymmetric BF action [49, 75]

Sstandard FI = −2i

∫
d8z E ΨIW

I + c.c. =

∫
d12z E Gij

I V
I
ij , (4.16)
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where

Gij
I := −

i

2

(
∇ijΨI − ∇̄ijΨ̄I

)
, W I :=

1

4
∆̄∇ijV I

ij . (4.17)

This is defined as a locally superconformal completion of a BF term and emerges as an

appropriate product of a linear and a (undeformed) vector multiplet. Here we do not

specify whether the linear multiplets, nor vector multiplets are composite. In all cases

the previous action proves to be locally superconformal invariant.

The component action for Sstandard FI can be obtained by using eq. (4.4) in the first

definition in (4.16). The result is

Sstandard FI =

∫
d4xe

[
FIφ

I + χα
i Iλ

iI
α +

1

8
Gij

I X
I
ij − ǫmnpqbmnIf

I
pq

−
i

2
ψ̄d

l
δ̇
(σ̃d)δ̇α

[
2χαlIφ

I +GlqIλ
qI
α

]
+ ψ̄c

k
γ̇ψ̄d

l
δ̇
(σ̃cd)γ̇δ̇GklIφ

I

]
+ c.c. , (4.18a)

or equivalently

Sstandard FI =

∫
d4xe

[
FIφ

I + χα
i Iλ

iI
α +

1

8
Gij

I X
I
ij +

2

3
ǫmnpqhmnpIv

I
q

−
i

2
ψ̄l
dδ̇
(σ̃d)δ̇α

[
2χαlIφ

I +GlqIλ
qI
α

]
+ ψ̄k

cγ̇ψ̄
l
dδ̇
(σ̃cd)γ̇δ̇GklIφ

I

]
+ c.c. . (4.18b)

Notably, and consistently, the previous action is invariant under the defining shift sym-

metry of the linear multiplet prepotentials by vector multiplets,

δ̃ΨI = W̃I . (4.19)

This is manifestly an invariance, assuming that δ̃W I = 0 and

∇̄α̇
i W̃I = 0 , ∇ijW̃I = ∇̄ijW̃ I . (4.20)

Here we have used the symbol W̃I to distinguish the closed, super two-form field strength

vector multiplet gauge parameter from the physical vector multiplet W I . The invariance

can be trivially seen when looking at the second equation in (4.16) and by noticing that

Gij
I is identically zero if ΨI is replaced with the vector multiplet, W̃I , in (4.17). Moreover,

the action (4.16) is also invariant under the following gauge transformations of the vector
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multiplets prepotentials

δΛV
I
ij = ∇α

kΛ
I ijk
α + ∇̄α̇kΛ̄

I α̇ijk , ΛI ijk
α = ΛI (ijk)

α , Λ̄I α̇
ijk = (ΛIαijk)∗ , (4.21)

for a set of complex gauge parameter superfields ΛI ijk
α being arbitrary up to the algebraic

and reality conditions stated above. This transformation leaves the field strengths W I

in (4.17) invariant and, after superspace integration by parts and using ∇(i
αG

jk)
I = 0,

∇̄(i
α̇G

jk)
I = 0, one can directly show the invariance of the second form of (4.16). The

invariances under δ̃ and δΛ manifest themselves in the component action (4.18) by the

fact that the only term transforming would be ǫmnpqbmnIf
I
pq, equivalent to ǫ

mnpqhmnpIv
I
q ,

which transform as total derivatives under the δ̃ and δΛ variations.

We did stress that in the global case, it is possible to simultaneously turn on an electric

and a magnetic FI term preserving (and deforming) supersymmetry off shell [5,8,9]. This

is a fundamental ingredient in engineering global partial supersymmetry breaking by the

use of vector multiplets. It is natural to ask whether the same is possible in the local

off-shell superconformal setting that we have described above. In contrast to the global

case, due to the gauge symmetries of the linear multiplets involved in the two types

of deformations, in the local case, it does not seem possible to have the two FI-type

deformations turned on at the same time. Let us comment more on this.

Suppose that we consider magnetically deformed vector multiplets

WI =W I +ΨI , ∇ijWI − ∇̄ijW
I
= 2iGI ij , (4.22)

which possess the gauge transformation

δ̂WI = 0 , δ̂ΨI = Ŵ I , δ̂W I = −Ŵ I , (4.23)

for a vector multiplet field strength Ŵ I satisfying

∇̄α̇
i Ŵ

I = 0 , ∇ijŴ I = ∇̄ijŴ
I

. (4.24)

We do use δ̂ to distinguish from δ̃ and also to distinguish Ŵ I from W̃ I andW I . Assuming

ΨI and ΨI are unrelated, the possible candidates for an electric FI-type deformation would

be

−2i

∫
d8z E ΨIW

I + c.c. =

∫
d12z E Gij

I V
I
ij , W I :=

1

4
∆̄∇ijV I

ij , (4.25)

which, is invariant under the δ̃ΨI = W̃I transformation, but, with δ̂ΨI = 0, it is not
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invariant under δ̂ transformations, and

−2i

∫
d8z E ΨIW

I + c.c. , (4.26)

which, is invariant under the δ̂ transformation but not δ̃. Note that the previous no-go

argument holds also in cases where the electric and magnetic deformations are defined in

terms of the same Ψ building block. This is for instance the case of the hyper-dilaton Weyl

composite linear multiplet Gij
ij that leads to Gξ

ij
I = ξ

ij

I G
ij
ij and GI

ζ
ij = ζIijG

ijij. In this

case, assuming the existence of a potential Ψij for Gijij , the δ̃ and δ̂ transformations would

coincide with a single one generated by δΨij =W ij for a triplet of vector multiplets with

field strengthsW ij . The reader can check that by choosing ΨξI := ξ
ij

I Ψij and ΨI
ζ := ζIijΨ

ij,

together with WI =W I +ΨI
ζ , both (4.25) and (4.26) are in general not invariant under δ

transformations. Given the discussion above, in this paper, we will consider the existence

of off-shell “electric” and “magnetic” deformations as mutually exclusive. Despite this

difference compared to the off-shell global case, we will see that, also due to the presence

of the compensating vector multiplet in supergravity, there is still enough freedom to

obtain an off-shell model exhibiting local partial supersymmetry breaking.

5 Deformed N = 2 supergravity in a hyper-dilaton

Weyl multiplet background

The action for a deformed abelian vector multiplet in a hyper-dilaton Weyl multiplet

background can be derived by substituting the expressions (2.75) and (2.79) into (4.12).

Because the special conformal fmc and S-supersymmetry (φm
i
α, φ̄m

α̇
i ) connections depend

on D and (Σαi, Σ̄α̇i) and because the SU(2)R connection φm
ij is composite in the hyper-

dilaton Weyl background, we degauge the derivative ∇a to Da as defined in eq. (2.78).

Also, note that the linear multiplet fields are composite of hypermultiplet fields, eq. (2.77)

and Gζ
ijI = ζIijG

ijij , χI
αi = ζIijχαi

ij, χ̄α̇iI = ζIijχ̄
α̇iij, and F I = ζIijF

ij . With this in mind,

the bosonic part of the action follows:9

Lc,bosons =
1

2
FIW

I
R +

1

2
iFIF

I
ζ +

1

4
FWabW

ab −
1

8
iFǫabcdW

abW cd −
1

2
FIWabF

abI

9In the discussion in this section, we should use φI rather than W
I since we are projecting to compo-

nents several supersymmetric invariants. However, since we will obtain covariant superfields equations of
motions, we continue to use W

I with the hope that it will be clear from the context whether we denote
the superfield or its lowest component field.
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+
1

4
iFIǫabcdW

abFcdI −
1

2
FIJFab

IFabJ −
1

4
iFIJǫabcdF

abIFcdJ −
1

32
FIJGζ

I
ijG

ijJ
ζ

+
1

32
FIJXij

IXijJ + FIDaD
aW

I
− 4FIW

I
AaA

a −
1

4
FIWabW

abWI

+
1

8
iFIǫabcdW

abW cdWI −
1

2
FIJWabW

I
FabJ −

1

4
iFIJǫabcdW

abW
I
FcdJ

+
1

16
iFJIXij

JGijI
ζ −

1

8
FIJWabW

abW
I
W

J
−

1

16
iFIJǫabcdW

abW cdW
I
W

J

−4iFIAaD
aW

I
− 2iFIW

I
DaA

a − 64FIW
I
q−4HaijH

aij

+FIW
I
q−2

(
2qiiDaD

aqii +Daq
iiDaqii − 2q−2qiiqjjDaq

ijDaqji
)
. (5.1)

Note that implicit fermions exist here and can be seen by converting Haij , F ab, and Fab

to h̃aij, fab, and fab, respectively, by eqs. (2.63), (2.64), and (2.40). This notably includes

the coupling of h̃aij to two gravitini. Otherwise, the fermionic counterpart of the action

is given in Section II of the supplementary file. The component action for Sstandard FI

in the hyper-dilaton Weyl background will remain the same as in the standard Weyl

multiplet background (4.18), as it does not depend on the composite fields D, (Σαi, Σ̄α̇i),

and φm
ij. Keep also in mind that some of the fields in the previous bosonic Lagrangian

are composite and include fermions. For example, F I
ζ in a hyper-dilaton Weyl background

is purely quadratic in fermions while the Da derivative is defined in terms of ωm
cd which

contains the torsion quadratic in gravitini.

5.1 Equations of motion

The goal of this section is to obtain superconformal primary equations of motion that

describe gauged N = 2 deformed supergravity based on a hyper-dilaton Weyl multiplet

and defined by the action

S = Sc + c.c. + Sstandard FI . (5.2)

In all the expressions in this section, we will formally allow for arbitrary “electric” (Gξ
ij
I )

and “magnetic” (Gζ
I
ij) deformations but, as discussed before, the reader should keep in

mind that we consider them to be mutually exclusive. Given a fixed value of the index I,

we allow for either of the two to be turned on, but not both at the same time.

We obtain the equations of motion by the variation of the action (5.2) in components

with respect to the auxiliary fields, i.e., the highest dimension independent fields, of each

multiplet. The resulting equations of motion then describe the primary fields, i.e., the

bottom components, of the multiplets of the equations of motion that arise from the
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variation of the full superfields. It is then straightforward to reinterpret them as the

primary superfields of the equations of motion. See [94, 96] for a recent analysis in a

five-dimensional setting.

In components, the EOM for the vector multiplet is obtained by varying the action

with respect to the auxiliary field XijI . The XijI-dependent terms in the action are

LX =
1

16

(
FIJKλ

αI
i λJ

αj −F IJKλ̄
α̇I
i λ̄

J
α̇j

)
XijK +

1

32
NIJX

I
ijX

ijJ

+
1

16
i
(
FIJ − F̄IJ

)
XI

ijG
ijJ
ζ +

1

4
Gξ

ij
I X

I
ij , (5.3)

where GijI
ζ and Gξ

ij
I are the magnetic and electric deformations, respectively. Thus the

equations of motion follow (one for each selection of I):

0 =
(
FIJKλ

αJ
i λK

αj + F IJKλ̄
J
α̇iλ̄

α̇K
j

)
+NIJX

J
ij + i

(
FIJ − F̄IJ

)
Gζ

J
ij + 4GξijI , (5.4)

where we have defined the special Kähler metric

NIJ = FIJ + F̄IJ . (5.5)

Next, we find the Euler-Lagrange equations of motion for the auxiliary fields Wαβ and

W
α̇β̇
. It is worth pointing out that in superspace the equations of motion derived by

varying prepotentials are manifestly covariant. Hence, one expects the same to be true

once the superspace results are reduced to component fields. However, in the component

approach of finding the EOMs, the component action computed from eq. (4.4) includes

hundreds of terms when fermions are considered, and it is not manifestly covariant due

to the presence of naked gravitini. Although the action lacks manifest covariance, it has

recently been explicitly demonstrated in components that for any supergravity theory,

there exist covariant equations of motion that are equivalent to the regular field equations

[149, 150]. These covariant equations are obtained by covariantising the regular field

equations, resulting in a multiplet of field equations [149, 150].

To find the covariant equations of motion forWαβ , W̄
α̇β̇, we can directly use the above

action as degauging is already completed. Collecting all terms up to all orders in fermions

with Wαβ and W̄ α̇β̇, we have

LWαλ
= −2FIJWαλW

I
Fαλ J −

1

2
FIJWαλW

αλW
I
W

J
+

1

4
FIJKǫijWαλW

I
λiαJλjλK
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+FIJWαλW
I
qiiλ

iαJρiλq−2 +
1

4
FIǫijWαλW

I
ρiαρjλq−2

+F̄IWαλλ
αiIqiiρ

λiq−2 − 2F̄IWαλF
αλI − F̄WαλW

αλ + c.c. .

The Euler-Lagrange equations of motion for the auxiliary fields Wαβ, W̄
α̇β̇ follow

NIJW
αλW

I
W

J
= −2NIJW

I
Fαλ J +

1

4
FIJKǫijW

I
λiJ(αλλ)jK

+(F̄IJ − FIJ)W
I
qiiλ

iJ(αρλ)iq−2 +
1

4
FIǫijW

I
ρi(αρλ)jq−2 , (5.6)

together with its complex conjugate. Note that the EOM forWαβ and W̄ α̇β̇ are manifestly

covariant and do not depend on the gravitini as expected.

Next, to prove that the equation of motion for Am is covariant, we need to perform

integration by parts, which makes it essential to degauge the covariant derivative Da

with respect to Mab in the above action and insert the composite expression for the spin

connection ωm
ab in terms of ω(e)m

ab together with bilinear terms in gravitini, eq. (2.18).

Once these steps are carried out, the terms involving Aa = ea
mAm in the Lagrangian take

the following form:

LAa
=− iFIJǫ

αβǫijψ
ai
αW

I
λ

j
β
JAa −FIJǫ

αβǫα̇β̇ǫij(σa)α
α̇W

I
λi

β
Jqjiρi

β̇Aaq−2

+
1

2
FIJǫ

αβǫα̇β̇(σa)α
α̇λi

β
Iλ

β̇

i
JAa + iFIǫα̇β̇ǫ

ijψ̄aα̇
i λ

β̇

j
IAa

+ FIǫ
αβǫα̇β̇ǫij(σa)α

α̇λ
β̇

i
Iqiiρj βA

aq−2 +
1

2
FIǫ

αβǫα̇β̇(σa)α
α̇W

I
ρi βρi

β̇Aaq−2

− 4iFIA
aea

m∂mW
I
− 4FIW

I
AaAa − 2iFIW

I
ea

m∂mA
a + c.c. . (5.7)

The Euler-Lagrange equation of the auxiliary fields Aa give:

8NAa = −iFIJψa
i
αW

I
λα
i
J − FIJ(σa)α

α̇W
I
λiαJqi

iρiα̇q
−2 +

1

2
FIJ(σa)α

α̇λiαIλ
J

iα̇

+iFIψ̄a
α̇
i λ

i

α̇
I + FI(σa)α

α̇λ
I

iα̇q
iiραi q

−2

+
1

2
FI(σa)α

α̇W
I
ρiαρiα̇q

−2 − 2iFIJW
JD′

aW
I
+ 2iFIJW

I
D′

aW
J + c.c. , (5.8)

where we have defined

N = NIJW
IW

J
, (5.9)

and the covariant derivative D′
a contains only the Lorentz connection (without gravitini
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torsion) and the inverse vielbein, i.e.,

D′
a = ea

m
(
∂m −

1

2
ωm

cd(e)Mcd

)
. (5.10)

Finally, we uplift the derivative to the superconformal covariant derivative. This will

absorb leftover gravitini terms to get the covariant equation of motion for Aa

NIJ(σa)α
α̇
(
W

I
λαJ

i ρiα̇ +WIλ
J

iα̇ρ
α
i

)
qiiq−2 +

1

2
NIJ(σa)α

α̇λiαIλ
J

iα̇

+
1

2
N(σa)α

α̇ρiαρiα̇q
−2 − 2iNIJW

I∇aW
J
+ 2iNIJW

I
∇aW

J = 0 . (5.11)

With these covariant equations of motion computed, we are in a position to integrate

out the auxiliary fields prerequisite to going on shell. This is explored in the following

section in the context of a SU(1,1)/U(1) model leading to partial supersymmetry breaking.

We leave for future work a general analysis of the on-shell action for the model described

by (5.2) in a hyper-dilaton Weyl setup.

6 Off-shell model with on-shell partial-susy breaking

In this section, we move to present a new off-shell model for partial supersymmetry

breaking engineered by using off-shell deformed vector multiples in a hyper-dilaton Weyl

background. Before presenting the details of the construction, it is worth stressing some

of the key features of local supersymmetry breaking that guide our analysis.

For simplicity, we seek for a model of local partial supersymmetry breaking on a

Minkowski vacuum. Hence, once auxiliary fields are integrated out, we want an on-shell

theory possessing a Minkowski solution and no (effective) cosmological constant. Partial

supersymmetry breaking emerges once the on-shell transformations of the fermions, which

we collectively denote here as f , all possess a shit symmetric term schematically of the

form

δξf = Mξ + · · · . (6.1)

Here ξ = (ξαi , ξ̄
i
α̇) refers to the supersymmetry transformation parameters and M is a

(field dependent) matrix. If M is degenerate, detM = 0, but non-trivial, then part of

local supersymmetry is spontaneously broken. As a consequence of this fact, the fermionic

mass terms are all parametrised in terms of M, hence with part of the spectrum remaining
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massless. For instance, in the case of local N = 2 → N = 1 susy breaking, one gravitino

acquires a mass-like term while one remains massless.

As reviewed in the introduction, finding models based on vector multiples, potentially

coupled to appropriate hypermultiplets, that possess local partial supersymmetry breaking

is a non-trivial task — see, for example, [2, 6, 7, 27–38]. Three of the features of our new

construction given in this section for supergravity with partial supersymmetry breaking

are: (i) our model is manifestly off shell, which, to the best of our knowledge, is a first

explicit example; (ii) the spectrum of the on-shell theory, which includes a triplet of gauged

two-forms, differs from previous examples described in the literature; (iii) though based

on electric and magnetic deformations of vector multiples, our model is not based on a

standard gauging procedure, and in fact the fermions, e.g. the gravitini, are not charged

under any of the U(1) symmetries of the vector multiples (a generic feature of working

with an hyper-dilaton multiplet). Let us now move to the description of our construction

to see these properties unfolding.

6.1 SU(1, 1)/U(1) model

We consider two vector multiples, and the holomorphic prepotential

F = cφφ , (6.2)

where φ is a compensator, φ is a deformed physical vector multiplet, and c is a real,

nonzero constant which we decide to leave as a free normalisation parameter. This model

is directly inspired by the well-known SU(1,1)/U(1) special Kähler sigma model, which,

in a different set up, is known to lead to partial supersymmetry breaking. In particular,

as described in the introduction, (6.2) arises from the SU(1,1)/U(1) special-Kähler sigma

model after performing a duality transformation in the geometry used in [6,7] ending up

into a symplectic frame where a holomorphic prepotential exists and is given by (6.2).

As shown in [6, 7], within the context of N = 2 supergravity in the standard Weyl

multiplet background, the minimal matter content required for partial supersymmetry

breaking includes a physical vector multiplet and a hypermultiplet. In this scenario,

the vector multiplet parametrizes the SU(1,1)/U(1) special Kähler manifold, while the

physical hypermultiplet parametrizes the SO(4,1)/SO(4) quaternionic manifold. This

model was further generalized in [30] by coupling the standard Weyl multiplet to n + 1

vector multiplets and m hypermultiplets in a set-up that inherently has supersymmetry

closing (partially) on shell.
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Considering the minimal field content mentioned above, it is natural to argue that in

a hyper-dilaton Weyl multiplet background, only a single physical vector multiplet plus a

compensator, which would parametrize the special Kähler manifold SU(1,1)/U(1), might

be sufficient to achieve partial supersymmetry breaking. In fact, the hypermultiplet is

already a part of the hyper-dilaton Weyl multiplet itself, though in an off-shell setting,

and in a new type of matter content. We will see in this section that this intuition is

correct.

Note that instead of using numbered indices for the vector multiplets, we employ a

bold symbol to denote the physical “1” multiplet, while the unbold symbol represents the

compensating “0” multiplet, which, after taking derivatives of the holomorphic prepoten-

tial and using eqs. (5.5) and (5.9), implies

F0 = cφ, F1 = cφ, F00 = 0, F10 = F01 = c, F11 = 0 ,

N00 = 0, N10 = N01 = 2c, N11 = 0, N = 2c(φφ̄+ φφ̄) . (6.3)

We also choose the electric and magnetic deformations to be Gξ
ij
I = (ξijq

iiqjj, 0) and

Gζ
I
ij = (0, ζijqi

iqj
j), respectively. This means that the compensator is “electrically de-

formed”, which generically induces a negative contribution to the vacuum energy, while

the physical vector multiplet is “magnetically” deformed, which generically induces a pos-

itive contribution to the vacuum energy. By tuning appropriately ξij and ζij we will find

zero vacuum energy and partial supersymmetry breaking.

For simplicity, we consider the case where c 6= 0 is real. The off-shell component

action for the SU(1,1)/U(1) model can be obtained by first substituting eq. (6.2) and its

derivatives into the general, deformed off-shell action of eqs. (5.1) and the results given in

the supplementary file (for bosons and fermions, respectively) along with their complex

conjugates, and then adding the standard FI action of eq. (4.18). The bosonic part of the

action takes the following form:

Lbosons =
N

2
R− 2cFabF

ab +
1

8
cXijX

ij − 4NAaA
a

− c(φF ab + φFab)Wab −
1

2
icǫabcd(φF

ab + φFab)W cd

− c(φF ab + φFab)Wab +
1

2
icǫabcd(φF

ab + φFab)W cd

+ cφDaD
aφ+ cφDaD

aφ+ cφDaD
aφ+ cφDaD

aφ

−
1

2
cWabW

ab(φφ+ φφ)−
1

4
icǫabcdW

abW cd(φφ− φφ)
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− 4ic(φ− φ)AaD
aφ− 4ic(φ− φ)AaD

aφ

− 64Nq−4HaijH
aij +Nq−2DaqiiD

aqii + 2Nq−2qiiDaD
aqii

− 2Nq−4qiiqjjDaq
ijDaqji

+
1

4
ξijqi

iqj
jX ij +

4

3
ξijǫ

mnpqhmnp
ijvq . (6.4)

Note that, once again, implicit fermions exist from the conversion of Haij , F ab, and

Fab to h̃aij, fab, and fab, respectively, by eqs. (2.63), (2.64), and (2.40). Otherwise, the

fermionic counterpart to this action can be found in Section III of the supplementary file.

The Euler-Lagrange equations of motion for the vector multiplet auxiliary fields X ij and

Xij can be obtained by substituting (6.2) into the general equation of motion (5.4) and

are given by the following two equations

Xij = 0 , (6.5a)

Xij = −
2

c
ξijqi

iqj
j . (6.5b)

The second equation leads to the following expression for the shifted auxiliary field of

eq. (4.13)

Mij :=

(
−
2

c
ξij + iζij

)
qi

iqj
j . (6.5c)

The Euler-Lagrange equations of motion for the remaining auxiliary fields Wαβ , W̄
α̇β̇,

and Aa can once again be obtained by substituting (6.2) into the general equations of

motion for (5.6), its complex conjugate, and (5.8), respectively. They are all given by the

following:

4cφ̄φ̄W αβ = −
3

2
c(φφ̄+ φ̄φ)q−2ρ

(α
j ρ

β)j − 4c(φ̄Fαβ + φ̄F αβ) , (6.6a)

4cφφW
α̇β̇

= −
3

2
c(φφ̄+ φ̄φ)q−2ρ̄j(α̇ρ̄

β̇)
j − 4c(φF̄α̇β̇ + φF̄ α̇β̇) , (6.6b)

8NAa = 4ic
(
φ̄D′

aφ+ φ̄D′
aφ− φD′

aφ̄− φD′
aφ̄
)

−2icψa
i
α(φ̄λ

α
i + φ̄λαi ) + 2icψ̄a

α̇
i (φλ

i

α̇ + φλ
i

α̇)

+c(σa)α
α̇(λiαλ iα̇ + λiαλ iα̇) + c(σa)α

α̇(φφ̄+ φ̄φ)ρiαρiα̇q
−2

+2c(σa)α
α̇(φ̄λiα + φ̄λiα)qiiρ

i
α̇q

−2

+2c(σa)α
α̇(φλiα̇ + φλiα̇)q

iiραi q
−2 . (6.6c)
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Note that from the action in eq. (6.4) we see that the scalar potential

Spotential =

∫
d4x e

[
1

16
cX ij(Mij +Mij) +

1

4
ξijqi

iqj
jX ij

]
= 0 , (6.7)

is zero on the vacuum where X ij = 0. Hence, we have zero cosmological constant. By

analysing in the following subsection the supersymmetry variation of the fermions, we

will see that the condition detM = 0, together with the assumption that the rank of

the matrix M is one, will ensure local partial supersymmetry breaking in Minkowski

space-time, for any scalar fields configurations.

6.2 Gauge fixing and fermion shifts

In this section, we give the explicit expressions for the gauge fixing that lead to

Poincaré supergravity. In particular, we will gauge fix all superconformal structure group

transformations except local Q-supersymmetry and Lorentz. For the dilatations, we aim

to have a standard kinetic term for gravity. Hence, we collect the terms with the scalar

curvature and obtain the following gauge condition for dilatation

D-gauge: (φφ̄+ φ̄φ) = − 1
2c
. (6.8a)

The S-gauge can be obtained by simply taking the Q-supersymmetry transformation of

the D-gauge

S-gauge: λiαφ̄+ φ̄λi
α = 0 . (6.8b)

With this choice, the D-gauge is invariant under Q-supersymmetry. Next, the consistent

gauge choice for the U(1)R symmetry [38] is

U(1)-gauge: φ = φ̄ = y , (6.8c)

which clearly imposes the compensating vector multiplet field to be real. A characterising

feature of the hyper-dilaton Weyl multiplet is that it contains an SU(2)R compensator

being the qii fields. We then impose

SU(2)-gauge : qii = ǫiie
−U , (6.8d)
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which gauge fixes SU(2)R. Lastly, we take the standard choice of gauge fixing condition

K-gauge : bm = 0 , (6.8e)

to fix special conformal symmetry.

The transformation rules of the resulting Poincaré supergravity multiplet [127] are

those that preserve the previous gauge conditions of eqs. (6.8). To preserve the gauge

condition (6.8a) we need to impose λD ≡ 0. Because Q-supersymmetry does not pre-

serve the gauge, it is necessary to accompany these transformations with appropriate S-

supersymmetry, U(1)R, special conformal, and SU(2)R compensating transformations. To

preserve (6.8b), by examining the transformations of eqs. (D.3) and (3.28), it is straight-

forward to show that any Q-supersymmetry transformation has to be accompanied by a

compensating S-supersymmetry transformation with the following parameter

ηiα =
c

2

(
2(σabξi)α(Fabφ̄+ φ̄Fab) + 2(σabξi)αW

+
ab(φ̄φ̄)−

1

2
ξαj(X

ijφ̄+ φ̄Mij)

+2i(σaξ̄i)α(∇aφφ̄+ φ̄∇aφ) + λiα(ξ̄
jλ̄j) + (ξ̄jλ̄j)λ

i
α

)
. (6.9)

To preserve the gauge condition (6.8c), by examining the transformations of eqs. (D.3)

and (3.28), it is straightforward to show that any Q-supersymmetry transformation has

to be accompanied by a compensating U(1)R-symmetry transformation with parameter

λY = −
i

4y
(ξiλ

i − ξ̄iλ̄i) . (6.10)

A similar analysis shows that to preserve the gauge condition (6.8e) one needs to en-

force non-trivial compensating special conformal K-transformations with a parameter

λa(ξ). However, because all the other supergravity fields are conformal primaries (though

not necessarily superconformal primaries) that do not transform under special conformal

boosts, in practice, we will never have to worry about inserting the compensating λa(ξ)

parameter (whose expression is quite involved) in any Poincaré supergravity transforma-

tions. The last gauge fixing condition that is not preserved is (6.8d). It is straightforward

to check that we can consistently have δq(ii) = 0 by implementing a compensating SU(2)R

transformation with the following parameter

λij(ξ) = −
eU

2

[
ξ(iρj) − ξ̄(iρ̄j)

]
, (6.11)

where ρi = δiiρ
i and ρ̄i = δ

i
i ρ̄i.
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The local super-Poincaré transformations of the fermionic fields after gauge fixing are

given by:

δλiα = 2(σabξi)αFab + (σabξi)αW
+
abφ̄−

1

2
ξαjX

ij +
1

2
λab(σabλ

i)α

+2i(σaξ̄i)α(D
′
aφ+ 2iAaφ−

1

2
ψa

β
i λ

i
β) +

eU

2
(ξ(iρj) − ξ̄(iρ̄j))λαj −

1

4y
(ξkλ

k − ξ̄kλ̄k)λ
i
α

+2c

[
2(σabξi)α(Fabφ̄+ φ̄Fab) + 2(σabξi)αW

+
ab(φ̄φ̄)−

1

2
ξαj(X

ijφ̄ + φ̄Mij)

]
φ

+2c

[
2i(σaξ̄i)α

((
D′

aφ+ 2iAaφ−
1

2
ψa

β
i λ

i
β

)
φ̄+ φ̄

(
D′

aφ+ 2iAaφ−
1

2
ψa

β
i λ

i
β

))]
φ

+2c
[
λiα(ξ̄

jλ̄j) + (ξ̄jλ̄j)λ
i
α

]
φ , (6.12a)

δψm
α
i =

(
2∂mξ

α
i + ωm

ab(ξiσab)
α + 2φmi

jξαj + 2iAmξ
α
i + bmξ

α
i

)
−

i

2
(ξ̄iσ̃mσ

cd)αW+
cd

−
1

2
λab(ψmiσab)

α −
eU

2
(ξ(iρj) − ξ̄(iρ̄j))ψm

αj −
1

4y
(ξiλ

i − ξ̄iλ̄i)ψm
α
i

−ic(σm)
α
α̇

[
− 2(σ̃abξ̄i)

α̇(φFab + Fabφ+W−
abφφ)−

1

2
ξ̄α̇j(Xijφ+ φMij)

+2i(σ̃aξi)
α̇
(
(φ(D′

aφ̄− 2iAaφ̄−
1

2
ψ̄a

i
β̇
λ̄

β̇
i ) + (D′

aφ̄− 2iAaφ̄−
1

2
ψ̄a

i
β̇
λ̄β̇i )φ

)

+(ξiλ
i)λ̄

α̇
i + λ̄α̇i (ξiλ

i)
]
, (6.12b)

δρiα = −4i(σaξ̄k)α∇aq
ki +

1

2
λab(σ

abρi)α +
1

4y
(ξiλ

i − ξ̄iλ̄i)ρ
i
α

+4c
[
2(σabξi)α(Fabφ̄+ φ̄Fab) + 2(σabξi)αW

+
ab(φ̄φ̄)−

1

2
ξαj(X

ijφ̄+ φ̄Mij)

+2i(σaξ̄i)α
(
(D′

aφ+ 2iAaφ−
1

2
ψa

β
i λ

i
β)φ̄+ φ̄(D′

aφ+ 2iAaφ−
1

2
ψa

β
i λ

i
β)
)

+λiα(ξ̄
jλ̄j) + (ξ̄jλ̄j)λ

i
α

]
qi

i , (6.12c)

together with their complex conjugates. Note that we have only given the transformation

of λiα since the S-supersymmetry gauge condition (6.8b) implies that the other gaugino

is not independent. In principle, we should substitute all the auxiliary fields equations of

motion and gauge conditions, but we are mainly interested in the shift terms (where we

ignore higher fermionic terms and tensorial structures, as, for example, Fab, Wab, etc.) as

these are the ones to investigate the supersymmetry breaking pattern in the model. The

resulting equations are

δλiα = −cy2Mijξαj + · · · , (6.13a)
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δψm
α
i =

cyi

2
(σm)

α
α̇Mij ξ̄

α̇j + · · · , (6.13b)

δρiα = −2cyqiiMijξ
j
α + · · · . (6.13c)

We see immediately that all these terms are proportional to a single complex matrix,

Mij . To achieve partial supersymmetry breaking and zero vacuum energy, we impose a

vanishing determinant of this matrix, Mij . This implies the following expression is zero

MijM
ij =

1

c2
ξijξ

ij −
1

4
ζijζ

ij −
1

c
iξijζ

ij = 0 , (6.14)

thereby giving the two independent conditions on the magnetic and electric deformation

parameters

4

c2
ξijξ

ij − ζijζ
ij = 0 , (6.15a)

ξijζ
ij = 0 . (6.15b)

It follows that for generic solutions of the previous equations, detM = 0 while the rank

of the matrix M is one. This is irrespective of the values of the scalars in the model. In

this case, we have one supersymmetry preserved and one broken on a Minkowski vacuum,

as only one of the two supersymmetry transformations has a local shift term.

6.3 On-shell theory and fermionic mass matrix

The on-shell component action for the SU(1, 1)/U(1) model can be derived by sub-

stituting the equations of motion for all auxiliary fields as given in eqs. (6.5) and (6.6)

into the off-shell action of eq. (6.4). This is followed by the imposition of gauge-fixing

conditions as seen in eqs. (6.8) of the previous subsection. We give here some details of

this process.

After imposing the U(1)R gauge condition, the D-gauge simplifies to the following:

y(φ̄+ φ) = −
1

2c
. (6.16)

This implies that the real part of φ is nonzero being a unique characteristic of this sigma

model in the symplectic frame chosen. We should also then interpret this condition as

requiring y to be a function of the real part of the physical vector multiplet field while its
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imaginary part remains independent. That is,

y := y(φ, φ̄) = −
1

2c
(
φ+ φ̄

) = −
1

4cReφ
. (6.17)

One should therefore interpret y as in eq. (6.17) in all equations that follow. Next, one

algebraically solve for Wαβ and W̄α̇β̇ in terms of the other independent fields by using

(6.6a) and (6.6b). After imposing the U(1)R gauge condition, we will have the inverse

vector multiplet field and its conjugate, φ−1 and φ̄
−1
, in our action as a direct result of

integrating out these auxiliary fields. Remember that eq. (6.16) requires the real part

of φ to be nonzero, so their presence is not problematic. This condition both on the

compensator and physical fields is a feature of the SU(1,1)/U(1) target space sigma model

in the symplectic frame that we have chosen which admits the holomorphic prepotential

(6.2). It is also straightforward to obtain the algebraic expression for Aa in terms of

the independent component fields by solving (6.6c) after imposing all the gauge fixings.

Finally, also note that the S-gauge (6.8b) can be applied in the following way

λi

α
= −y−1φ̄λiα , (6.18)

thereby removing λi
α from the final result. At the end of all these substitutions, the

bosonic part of the on-shell action is

Lbosons =−
1

2
R +

1

2
cy−1φ̄fabf

ab +
1

4
icy−1ǫabcdφ̄f

abf cd +
1

2
cyφ̄

−1
fabf

ab

+
1

4
icyǫabcdφ̄

−1
fabfcd +

1

2
cy−1φfabf

ab −
1

4
icy−1ǫabcdφf

abf cd

+
1

2
cyφ−1fabf

ab −
1

4
icyǫabcdφ

−1fabfcd + cyD′
aD

′a
(
φ+ φ̄

)

+ c2y2D′
aφ̄D

′aφ̄− 2c2y2D′
aφD

′aφ̄+ c2y2D′
aφD

′aφ

+ 16e4U h̃aij h̃aij − 2D′
aUD

′aU + 2D′
aD

′aU +
4

3
ǫmnpqξijhmnp

ijvq . (6.19)

Note that the Lagrangian has no scalar potential, as in the analogue model described

in [6, 7]. The rest of the Lagrangian, including all fermionic terms, is given in Section

IV of the supplementary file. Here we only present the fermionic mass terms, meaning

quadratic terms in the fermions that do not have any derivative coupling or coupling to

fields other than scalars. These terms take the form

Lfermions mass terms =−
1

16
cyMije

2Uρiαρj α −
1

16
cyMije2Uρiα̇ρj

α̇
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+
1

4
ceUMijλ

jαρi α +
1

4
ceUMijλ̄jα̇ρi

α̇

−
1

4
icMij(σa)

α
α̇ψ

aj
αλ̄

iα̇ −
1

4
icMij(σa)

α
α̇ψ̄

ajα̇λi α

+
1

4
icyeUMij(σa)

α
α̇ψ

aj
αρ

iα̇ +
1

4
icyeUMij(σa)

α
α̇ψ̄

ajα̇ρi α

−
1

2
cyMij(σab)

αβψai
αψ

bj
β −

1

2
cyM

ij
(σ̃ab)α̇β̇ψ̄

aα̇
i ψ̄

bβ̇
j . (6.20)

They are all proportional to either Mij or its complex conjugate M
ij
. This is expected

from the analysis in subsection 6.2, where we did show that in the on-shell theory, for

any scalar field configurations, half of the local supersymmetry is spontaneously broken

while half is preserved. Imposing the zero determinant (but rank one) condition that we

discussed in the previous subsections implies that half of the fermions remain massless,

in agreement with local partial supersymmetry breaking in a Minkowski vacuum.

We repeat that the complete action up to all orders in fermions is given in Section IV

of the supplementary file accompanying our paper. This notably includes the coupling be-

tween two gravitini and the three-form fields habc
ij that appear through their Hodge duals,

h̃a
ij. Remember that, roughly, in the hyper-dilaton Weyl multiplet h̃a

ij takes the place

of the SU(2)R connection φa
ij which within the supergravity-matter systems engineered

in terms of the standard Weyl multiplet (where matter fields have ubiquitous couplings

with φa
ij) becomes a linear combination of the vector multiplet gauge connections to-

gether with terms arising from the hypermultiplet moment map of the quaternion-Kähler

geometry. In the hyper-dilaton Weyl case, there is no gauging and only the coupling with

h̃a
ij appears in place of FI-type terms. It would be interesting in the future to explore in

more detail such property of this off-shell engineering of 4D N = 2 supergravity-matter

systems.

7 Conclusion and outlook

In this paper, we have elaborated on the deformation of off-shell vector multiplets

in supergravity, both in components and superspace. In a superconformal framework,

the deformations are associated with (composite) linear multiplets. Analogue to the

globally supersymmetric case where an interplay of electric and magnetic deformations

can lead to (partial) breaking of N = 2 global supersymmetry for systems of vector

multiplets [5,8,9,125,151], the aim of our work was to explore the off-shell engineering of

local partial supersymmetry breaking. To construct new off-shell models, we made use of
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superconformal tensor calculus techniques where the multiplet of conformal supergravity

was chosen to be the hyper-dilaton Weyl multiplet introduced in 2022 in [48], while

general off-shell vector multiplets were deformed with what proves to be local analogous

to global electric and magnetic FI terms. The hyper-dilaton Weyl multiplet was chosen

since it naturally contains a triplet of composite linear multiples, and one can easily

engineer non-parallel deformations, a prerequisite to obtaining partial supersymmetry

breaking, in a fashion very similar to the global case of [5, 8, 9]. As a proof of concept,

in this work, we did show that by considering the SU(1,1)/U(1) special-Kähler sigma

model, originally employed in [6,7], however working in a symplectic frame which admits a

holomorphic prepotential given by (6.2), and with both electric and magnetic deformations

appropriately turned on, we obtain local partial supersymmetry breaking.

It is inspiring that an off-shell model with partial supersymmetry breaking can be

engineered by the hyper-dilaton Weyl multiplet and off-shell deformations, as there is

potential in extending this simple example to more complicate supergravity-matter cou-

plings. Our set-up is related to the off-shell work of Müller from 1986 [127] that has not

been appreciated so far. We expect our results can be extended in various directions.

First of all, it would be interesting to extend the analysis of Section 6 to general

special-Kähler target spaces leading to scalar potentials and also with more physical vector

multiplets. In principle, one could revisit all the analyses performed in the past, see,

e.g., [7, 29–35], by employing the off-shell setting offered by vector multiplets in a hyper-

dilaton Weyl background. This might provide a new description of sectors of compactified

string theories with fluxes and their various patterns of supersymmetry breaking, see,

e.g., [32] and references therein.

Several features of our analysis resemble the global partial supersymmetry breaking

APT model. It is natural to expect that one can obtain this theory as the global limit of

our construction, as it was done with a different setting in [29] and more recently revisited

in [35] for the case of a single physical vector multiplet. We aim to look at the global

limit of our construction in the future.

It would also be intriguing to understand if and how the dilaton and triplet of gauge

two-forms sector of our models, and Müller’s Poincaré supergravity, is mapped to the

quaternion-Kähler hypermultiplet target spaces that characterise the work in [7,29,30,35].

For example, at least at the level of the on-shell Lagrangians, the SO(4, 1)/SO(4) hyper-

multiplet sector could arise by taking our model and dualising the triplet of physical gauge

two-forms into scalars which could then organise with the dilaton to parametrise the con-

ventional target space with two isometries. For general models based on the hyper-dilaton

57



Weyl multiplet, it also remains unclear how various fermions would become charged in

accordance with the standard gauging in N = 2 supergravity, see, e.g., [38, 152–157].

It is certainly an interesting option to further analyse, in N = 2 supergravity, this and

the surprising and intriguing mechanism that leads to scalar potentials without gauging

the SU(2)R symmetry in the hyper-dilaton and Müller frameworks. Moreover, perhaps

similar, so far missed, structures might be found also in N > 2 extended supergravities.

As repeatedly mentioned, the fact that we have an off-shell construction allows us

to straightforwardly extend our model without changing the local transformations of

the multiplets. For example, it would be possible to add higher-derivative actions to

these models based on the hyper-dilaton Weyl and the hyper-dilaton Poincaré multiplets.

Higher-derivative supergravity naturally arise in the low-energy description of string the-

ory but, despite its importance, is still poorly understood. Other types of dilaton Weyl

multiplets have been key to the construction of several off-shell higher-derivative super-

gravities in 4 ≤ D ≤ 6 dimensions, see, e.g., [71,76,77,80,82–84,89,90,93]. One can look

at this problem starting from a hyper-dilaton Weyl multiplet coupled to systems of vector

multiplets with electric and magnetic FI-type terms. Among higher-derivative couplings,

it would also be interesting to study the interplay between the FI-type terms used in our

paper and the new N = 2 FI term introduced in [158].

To conclude, it would be interesting to engineer other off-shell constructions for local

partial supersymmetry breaking. In fact, though we do value the simplicity of the defor-

mations in our hyper-dilaton Weyl set-up (which works well for constructions with vector

multiplets but no arbitrary sector for physical charged hypermultiplets), an approach

based on the standard Weyl multiplet and different types of off-shell matter multiplets

would be welcome. In our paper, we have avoided the option of admitting the (composite)

linear multiplets to be charged under central charge transformations, see for example [41].

It would be interesting to understand in detail if and how off-shell magnetic deformations

could be implemented when charged under the action of a gauged central charge in a

standard Weyl multiplet background. It is also worth mentioning that the most general

N = 2 supergravity-matter couplings are expected to be engineered off shell by coupling

the standard Weyl multiplet to matter multiplets defined by harmonic or projective super-

fields [49, 50, 53–66], which can include an infinite number of auxiliary fields. Though in

this setup the electric gauging has been studied, to the best of our knowledge, the off-shell

magnetic one has not. If one wanted to construct some composite multiplet similar to the

linear ones but quadratic in a hypermultiplet with an infinite number of auxiliary fields,

then an off-shell “magnetic” deformation would be associated with an extended vector
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multiplet field strength that should also have an infinite amount of component fields. This

might lead to some new extended vector multiplet, and possibly new implementations of

a central charge in the supergravity algebra. If understood, all these off-shell extensions

might lead to new mechanisms of partial supersymmetry breaking, possibly even engi-

neered with only (extended) vector multiplets and no physical hypers, in line with some

of the on-shell results obtained in [159, 160]. We hope to come back to these various

questions in the future.
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A Notations and conventions

Our notations and conventions follow mostly those in [45]. We briefly summarize them

here.

We use two-component notation where dotted and undotted spinor indices are raised

and lowered by ε tensors

ψα = εαβψ
β , χ̄α̇ = εα̇β̇χ̄β̇ , (A.1)

obeying

εαβ = −εβα , εαβε
βγ = δγα , εα̇β̇ε

β̇γ̇ = δγ̇α̇ , ε12 = 1 .

Similarly SU(2) indices are raised and lowered by εij and ε
ij having the same properties
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as εαβ. Spinor indices are contracted as

ψχ := ψαχα , ψ̄χ̄ = ψ̄α̇χ̄
α̇ . (A.2)

For spinors which are also isospinors, we define

ψχ = ψα
i χ

i
α , ψ̄χ̄ = ψ̄i

α̇χ̄
α̇
i . (A.3)

The metric is ηab = diag(−1, 1, 1, 1). The sigma matrices are defined as

(σa)αα̇ = (1, ~σ) , (σ̃a)α̇α = εα̇β̇εαβ(σa)ββ̇ = (1,−~σ) , (A.4)

and have the properties

(σa)αβ̇(σ̃b)
β̇β = −ηabδ

β
α − 2(σab)α

β , (A.5)

(σ̃a)
α̇β(σb)ββ̇ = −ηabδ

α̇
β̇
− 2(σ̃ab)

α̇
β̇ , (A.6)

together with the following useful identities

(σa)αα̇(σa)ββ̇ = −2εαβεα̇β̇ ,

(σab)αβ(σ
ab)γδ = −2εγ(αεβ)δ ,

(σ̃ab)α̇β̇(σ̃
ab)γ̇δ̇ = −2εγ̇(α̇εβ̇)δ̇ ,

(σab)αβ(σ̃
ab)γ̇δ̇ = 0 ,

tr(σabσcd) = (σab)α
β(σcd)β

α = −ηa[cηd]b −
i

2
εabcd ,

tr(σ̃abσ̃cd) = (σ̃ab)α̇
β̇(σ̃cd)β̇

α̇ = −ηa[cηd]b +
i

2
εabcd ,

(σa)α
α̇(σab)βγ = ǫα(β(σb)γ)

α̇ ,

(σa)α
α̇(σ̃ab)

β̇γ̇ = ǫα̇(β̇(σb)α
γ̇) ,

(σ[a)αβ̇(σbc])γδ =
i

3
εabcdεα(γ(σ

d)δ)β̇ ,

εabcdεa′b′c′d′ = −4!δa[a′δ
b
b′δ

c
c′δ

d
d′] ,

(σabσc)α
α̇ = (σab)α

β(σc)β
α̇ = −ηc[a(σb])α

α̇ −
i

2
εabcd(σ

d)α
α̇ ,

(σ̃abσc)
α̇
α = (σ̃ab)

α̇
β̇(σc)α

β̇ = −ηc[a(σb])α
α̇ +

i

2
εabcd(σ

d)α
α̇ ,

εabcd(σ
cd)αβ = −2i(σab)αβ , εabcd(σ̃

cd)α̇β̇ = 2i(σ̃ab)α̇β̇ .
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The antisymmetric tensor is

ε0123 = −ε0123 = 1 , (A.8)

and (anti-)symmetrization includes a normalization factor, for example

V[ab] =
1

2!
(Vab − Vba) , ψ(αβ) =

1

2!
(ψαβ + ψβα) . (A.9)

For superform indices, we introduce graded antisymmetrization, e.g.,

V[AB} =
1

2!
(VAB − (−)abVBA) . (A.10)

When an index is not included, we separate it with vertical bars, e.g.,

T[AB
DF|D|C} =

1

3!

(
TAB

DFDC − (−)abTBA
DFDC + (−)ca+cbTCA

DFDB

− (−)cbTAC
DFDB + (−)ab+acTBC

DFDA − (−)ab+ac+cbTCB
DFDA

)
. (A.11)

A vector Va can be rewritten with spinor indices as

Vαβ̇ = (σa)αβ̇Va , Va = −
1

2
(σ̃a)

β̇αVαβ̇ . (A.12)

A real antisymmetric tensor, Fab = −Fba is converted to spinor indices as

Fαβ =
1

2
(σab)αβFab , F̄α̇β̇ = −

1

2
(σ̃ab)α̇β̇Fab , Fab = (σab)

αβFαβ − (σ̃ab)α̇β̇F̄
α̇β̇ . (A.13)

B Conformal superspace

In this appendix, we collect results about conformal superspace relevant to our dis-

cussion in the paper. The Lorentz generators obey

[Mab,Mcd] = 2ηc[aMb]d − 2ηd[aMb]c , [Mab,∇c] = 2ηc[a∇b] ,

[Mab,∇
i
α] = (σab)α

β∇i
β , [Mab, ∇̄

α̇
i ] = (σ̃ab)

α̇
β̇∇̄

β̇
i . (B.1)

The SU(2)R, U(1)R, and dilatation generators obey

[Jij, Jkl] = −εk(iJj)l − εl(iJj)k , [Jij,∇
k
α] = −δk(i∇αj) , [Jij , ∇̄

α̇
k ] = −εk(i∇̄

α̇
j) ,

[Y,∇i
α] = ∇i

α , [Y, ∇̄α̇
i ] = −∇̄α̇

i ,
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[D,∇a] = ∇a , [D,∇i
α] =

1

2
∇i

α , [D, ∇̄α̇
i ] =

1

2
∇̄α̇

i . (B.2)

The special superconformal generators KA transform in the obvious way under Lorentz

and SU(2)R rotations,

[Mab, Kc] = 2ηc[aKb] , [Mab, S
γ
i ] = −(σab)β

γSβ
i , [Mab, S̄

i
γ̇] = −(σ̃ab)

β̇
γ̇S̄

i
β̇
,

[Jij , S
γ
k ] = −εk(iS

γ
j) , [Jij , S̄

k
γ̇ ] = −δk(iS̄γ̇j) , (B.3)

while their transformation under U(1)R and dilatations is opposite that of ∇A:

[Y, Sα
i ] = −Sα

i , [Y, S̄i
α̇] = S̄i

α̇ ,

[D, Ka] = −Ka , [D, Sα
i ] = −

1

2
Sα
i , [D, S̄i

α̇] = −
1

2
S̄i
α̇ . (B.4)

Among themselves, the generators KA obey the algebra

{Sα
i , S̄

j
α̇} = 2iδji (σ

a)αα̇Ka . (B.5)

Finally, the algebra of KA with ∇B is given by

[Ka,∇b] = 2δabD+ 2Ma
b ,

{Sα
i ,∇

j
β} = 2δji δ

α
βD− 4δjiM

α
β − δji δ

α
βY + 4δαβJi

j ,

{S̄i
α̇, ∇̄

β̇
j } = 2δijδ

β̇
α̇D+ 4δijM α̇

β̇ + δijδ
β̇
α̇Y − 4δβ̇α̇J

i
j ,

[Ka,∇j
β] = −i(σa)β

β̇S̄j

β̇
, [Ka, ∇̄β̇

j ] = −i(σa)β̇βS
β
j ,

[Sα
i ,∇b] = i(σb)

α
β̇∇̄

β̇
i , [S̄i

α̇,∇b] = i(σb)α̇
β∇i

β , (B.6)

where all other (anti-)commutations vanish.

The covariant derivatives obey (anti-)commutation relations of the form

[∇A,∇B} = −TAB
C∇C −

1

2
RAB

cdMcd − RAB
klJkl

− iRAB(Y )Y −RAB(D)D−RAB
CKC , (B.7)

where TAB
C is the torsion, and RAB

cd, RAB
kl, RAB(Y ), RAB(D) and RAB

C are the cur-

vatures. Some of the components of the torsion and curvature must be constrained.
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Following [50], the spinor derivative torsions and curvatures are chosen to obey

{∇i
α,∇

j
β} = −2εijεαβW̄ , {∇̄α̇

i , ∇̄
β̇
j } = 2εijε

α̇β̇W , {∇i
α, ∇̄

β̇
j } = −2iδij∇α

β̇ , (B.8)

where W is some operator valued in the superconformal algebra. In [50], it was shown

how to constrain W entirely in terms of a superfield Wαβ so that the component structure

reproduces N = 2 conformal supergravity. In our notation, the constraints lead to

{∇i
α,∇

j
β} = 2εijεαβW γ̇δ̇M

γ̇δ̇
+

1

2
εijεαβ∇̄γ̇kW

γ̇δ̇
S̄k
δ̇
−

1

2
εijεαβ∇γδ̇W

δ̇
γ̇K

γγ̇ , (B.9a)

{∇̄α̇
i , ∇̄

β̇
j } = −2εijε

α̇β̇W γδMγδ +
1

2
εijε

α̇β̇∇γkWγδS
δ
k −

1

2
εijε

α̇β̇∇γγ̇Wγ
δKδγ̇ , (B.9b)

{∇i
α, ∇̄

β̇
j } = −2iδij∇α

β̇ , (B.9c)

[∇αα̇,∇
i
β] = −iεαβW α̇β̇∇̄

β̇i −
i

2
εαβ∇̄

β̇iW α̇β̇D−
i

4
εαβ∇̄

β̇iW α̇β̇Y + iεαβ∇̄
β̇
jW α̇β̇J

ij

− iεαβ∇̄
i
β̇
W γ̇α̇M

β̇γ̇
−

i

4
εαβ∇̄

i
α̇∇̄

β̇
kW β̇γ̇S̄

γ̇k +
1

2
εαβ∇

γβ̇W α̇β̇S
i
γ

+
i

4
εαβ∇̄

i
α̇∇

γ
γ̇W

γ̇β̇
Kγβ̇ , (B.9d)

[∇αα̇, ∇̄
β̇
i ] = iδβ̇α̇Wαβ∇

β
i +

i

2
δβ̇α̇∇

β
iWαβD−

i

4
δβ̇α̇∇

β
iWαβY + iδβ̇α̇∇

βjWαβJij

+ iδβ̇α̇∇
β
iW

γ
αMβγ +

i

4
δβ̇α̇∇αi∇

βjWβ
γSγj −

1

2
δβ̇α̇∇

β
γ̇WαβS̄

γ̇
i

+
i

4
δβ̇α̇∇αi∇

γ
γ̇WβγK

βγ̇ . (B.9e)

The complex superfield Wαβ = Wβα and its complex conjugate W α̇β̇ := Wαβ are super-

conformally primary, KAWαβ = 0, and obey the additional constraints

∇̄α̇
i Wβγ = 0 , ∇αβW

αβ = ∇̄α̇β̇W α̇β̇ , (B.10)

where we introduce the notation

∇αβ := ∇k
(α∇β)k , ∇̄α̇β̇ := ∇̄(α̇

k ∇̄β̇)k . (B.11)

Despite the appearance of the S-supersymmetry and special conformal Ka generators,

the algebra of covariant derivatives (B.9) is significantly simpler to work with than the

corresponding algebras of SU(2) [61, 161] or U(2) superspace [51, 52, 63].
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C S-supersymmetry transformations

The S-supersymmetry transformations of the descendant superfields of the super-Weyl

tensor are given as follows:

Sk
δWαβγ

i = 8ǫkiǫδ(αWβγ) , S̄ δ̇
kWαβγ

i = 0 , (C.1a)

S̄ δ̇
kW

α̇β̇ γ̇
i = 8ǫkiǫ

δ̇(α̇W
β̇γ̇)

, Sk
δW

α̇β̇ γ̇
i = 0 , (C.1b)

Sk
αΣ

i
β = −

4

3
ǫkiWαβ , S̄α̇

kΣ
i
β = 0 , (C.1c)

S̄α̇
k Σ̄

β̇
i =

4

3
ǫkiW

α̇β̇
, Sk

αΣ̄
β̇
i = 0 , (C.1d)

Sk
λWαβγδ = 24ǫλ(αWβγδ)

k , S̄λ̇
kWαβγδ = 0 , (C.1e)

S̄λ̇
kW

α̇β̇γ̇δ̇
= 24ǫλ̇(α̇W

β̇γ̇δ̇)
k , Sk

λW
α̇β̇γ̇δ̇

= 0 , (C.1f)

Sk
λΣαβ

ij =
28

3
ǫk(iǫλ(αΣ

j)
β) +

4

3
ǫk(iWαβλ

j) , S̄λ̇
kΣαβ

ij = 0 , (C.1g)

S̄λ̇
k Σ̄

α̇β̇
ij =

28

3
ǫk(iǫ

λ̇(α̇Σ̄
β̇)
j) −

4

3
ǫk(iW

α̇β̇λ̇
j) , Sk

λΣ̄
α̇β̇

ij = 0 , (C.1h)

Sk
λΣαβ =

32

3
ǫλ(αΣ

k
β) −

4

3
Wαβλ

k , S̄λ̇
kΣαβ = 0 , (C.1i)

S̄λ̇
k Σ̄

α̇β̇ =
32

3
ǫλ̇(α̇Σ̄

β̇)
k +

4

3
W

α̇β̇λ̇
k , Sk

λΣ̄
α̇β̇ = 0 , (C.1j)

Sk
λD = 0 , S̄λ̇

kD = 0 , (C.1k)

Sl
λΣαβγ

k =
2

3
ǫlkWαβγλ + 3ǫlkǫλ(αΣβγ) − 12ǫλ(αΣβγ)

lk , S̄λ̇
l Σαβγ

k = 0 , (C.1l)

S̄λ̇
l Σ̄

α̇β̇γ̇
k = −

2

3
ǫlkW

α̇β̇γ̇λ̇
+ 3ǫlkǫ

λ̇(α̇Σ̄β̇γ̇) − 12ǫλ̇(α̇Σ̄β̇γ̇)
lk , Sl

λΣ̄
α̇β̇γ̇

k = 0 . (C.1m)

The S-supersymmetry transformations of the descendants of the abelian vector mul-

tiplet are given as follows:

Sα
i λ

j
β = 4δαβ δ

j
iW , S̄i

α̇λ
j
α = 0 , Sα

i λ̄
α̇
i = 0 , S̄i

α̇λ̄
β̇
j = 4δβ̇α̇δ

i
jW , (C.2)

Sγ
i Fαβ =

1

2
δγ(αλβ)i , S̄i

α̇Fαβ = 0 , Sγ
i F̄

α̇β̇ = 0 , S̄i
γ̇F̄

α̇β̇ =
1

2
δ
(α̇
γ̇ λ

β̇)i , (C.3)

Sα
i X

kl = 0, S̄i
α̇X

kl = 0 . (C.4)

The S-supersymmetry transformations of the descendants of the tensor multiplet are

given as follows:

Sα
i χβj = 4δαβGij , S̄i

α̇χ̄
β̇j = 4δβ̇α̇G

ij , Sα
i χ̄

β̇j = 0 , S̄i
α̇χβj = 0 , (C.5)
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Sα
i F = −4χα

i , S̄i
α̇F̄ = −4χ̄i

α̇ , Sα
i F̄ = 0 , S̄i

α̇F = 0 , (C.6)

Sα
i Ha =

3i

4
(σa)

α
β̇χ̄

β̇
i , S̄i

α̇Ha = −
3i

4
(σ̄a)α̇

βχi
β . (C.7)

D Local superconformal transformations

The local superconformal transformations of the fundamental fields of the standard

Weyl multiplet are given by

δem
a = i ξiσ

aψ̄m
i + i ξ̄iσ̃aψmi − λDem

a + λabem
b , (D.1a)

δψm
α
i =

(
2∂mξ

α
i + ωm

ab(ξiσab)
α + 2φmi

jξαj + 2iAmξ
α
i + bmξ

α
i

)
−

i

2
(ξ̄iσ̃mσ

cd)αW+
cd

−
1

2
λab(ψmiσab)

α − λi
j ψm

α
j − iλY ψm

α
i −

1

2
λD ψm

α
i + 2i(η̄iσ̃m)

α , (D.1b)

δψ̄m
i
α̇ =

(
2∂mξ̄

i
α̇ + ωm

ab(ξ̄iσ̃ab)α̇ − 2φm
i
j ξ̄

j
α̇ − 2iAmξ̄

i
α̇ + bmξ̄

i
α̇

)
+

i

2
(ξiσmσ̃

cd)α̇W
−
cd

−
1

2
λab(ψ̄m

iσ̃ab)α̇ + λij ψ̄m
j
α̇ + iλY ψ̄m

i
α̇ −

1

2
λD ψ̄m

i
α̇ + 2i(ηiσm)α̇ , (D.1c)

δφm
ij =

(
∂mλ

ij − 2φm
(i
kλ

j)k
)
+

3i

2
ξ(iσmΣ̄

j) +
3i

2
ξ̄(iσ̃mΣ

j) − φm
(iξj) + φ̄m

(iξ̄j)

+2ψm
(iηj) − 2ψ̄m

(iη̄j) , (D.1d)

δAm = ∂mλY −
3

8
ξiσmΣ̄

i −
3

8
ξ̄iσ̃mΣi +

i

2
ξiφm

i −
i

2
ξ̄iφ̄mi −

i

2
ψmiη

i +
i

2
ψ̄m

iη̄i , (D.1e)

δbm = ∂mλD −
3i

4
ξiσmΣ̄

i +
3i

4
ξ̄iσ̃mΣi + ξiφm

i + ξ̄iφ̄mi − ψmiη
i − ψ̄m

iη̄i − 2λm , (D.1f)

δWab = −4ξkR(Q)ab
k − 4ξ̄kR(Q̄)abk − 2λ[a

cWb]c + λDWab − 2iλYW
+
ab + 2iλYW

−
ab , (D.1g)

δD = −iξkσa∇aΣ̄k − iξ̄kσ̃
a∇aΣ

k + 2λDD , (D.1h)

δΣαi = ξαiD +
4i

3
(ξiσab)αR(Y )ab +

2

3
(ξjσ

ab)αR(J)ab
ji −

i

3
(ξ̄iσ̃aσcd)α∇aW

+
cd

−
1

2
λab(Σiσab)

α + λijΣ
αj +

3

2
λDΣ

αi − iλYΣ
αi +

2

3
(ηiσcd)αW+

cd , (D.1i)

δΣ̄α̇i = −ξ̄α̇iD +
4i

3
(ξ̄iσ̃

ab)α̇R(Y )ab +
2

3
(ξ̄jσ̃ab)α̇R(J)abji −

i

3
(ξiσ

aσ̃cd)α̇∇aW
−
cd

−
1

2
λab(Σ̄iσ̃ab)α̇ − λi

jΣ̄α̇j +
3

2
λDΣ̄α̇i + iλY Σ̄α̇i +

2

3
(η̄iσ̃

cd)α̇W
−
cd , (D.1j)

where

∇aWbc = DaWbc + 2ψakR(Q)bc
k + 2ψ̄a

kR(Q̄)bck , (D.2a)

∇aΣ
αi = DaΣ

αi −
1

2
ψa

αiD −
2i

3
(ψa

iσcd)αR(Y )cd −
1

3
(ψajσ

cd)αR(J)cd
ji
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+
i

6
(ψ̄a

iσ̃bσcd)α∇bW
+
cd + (φa

iσcd)αW+
cd , (D.2b)

∇aΣ̄α̇i = DaΣ̄α̇i +
1

2
ψ̄aα̇iD −

2i

3
(ψ̄aiσ̃

cd)α̇R(Y )cd −
1

3
(ψ̄a

jσ̃cd)α̇R(J)cdji

+
i

6
(ψaiσ

bσ̃cd)α̇∇bW
−
cd + (φ̄aiσ̃

cd)α̇W
−
cd . (D.2c)

The local superconformal transformations of the fundamental fields of the vector mul-

tiplet fields in a standard Weyl multiplet background are

δφ = ξiλ
i + λDφ− 2iλY φ , (D.3a)

δφ̄ = ξ̄iλ̄i + λDφ̄+ 2iλY φ̄ , (D.3b)

δλiα = 2(σabξi)αFab + (σabξi)αW
+
abφ̄−

1

2
ξαjX

ij + 2i(σaξ̄i)α∇aφ

+
1

2
λab(σabλ

i)α + λijλ
j
α +

3

2
λDλ

i
α − iλY λ

i
α + 4ηiαφ , (D.3c)

δλ̄α̇i = −2(σ̃abξ̄i)
α̇Fab − (σ̃abξ̄i)

α̇W−
abφ−

1

2
ξ̄α̇jXij + 2i(σ̃aξi)

α̇∇aφ̄

+
1

2
λab(σ̃abλ̄i)

α̇ − λi
jλ̄α̇j +

3

2
λDλ̄

α̇
i + iλY λ̄

α̇
i + 4η̄α̇i φ̄ , (D.3d)

δX ij = −4iξ(iσa∇aλ̄
j) − 4iξ̄(iσ̃a∇aλ

j) + 2λ(ikX
j)k + 2λDX

ij , (D.3e)

δFab =

[
− iξkσ[a∇b]λ̄

k + 2
(
ξkR(Q)ab

k
)
φ̄−

1

2
(ξkλ

k)W−
ab + 2ηkσabλk + c.c.

]

+ 2λDFab − 2λ[a
cFb]c , (D.3f)

δvm = (ξkψm
k)φ̄− (ξ̄kψ̄mk)φ+ ∂mλV , (D.3g)

where

∇aφ = Daφ−
1

2
ψaiλ

i , (D.4a)

∇aφ̄ = Daφ̄−
1

2
ψ̄a

iλ̄i , (D.4b)

∇aλ
i
α = Daλ

i
α − (σcdψa

i)α

(
F+
cd +

1

2
W+

cdφ̄
)
+

1

4
ψaαjX

ij

−i(σbψ̄a
i)α∇bφ− 2φa

i
αφ , (D.4c)

∇aλ̄
α̇
i = Daλ̄

α̇
i + (σ̃cdψ̄ai)

α̇
(
F−
cd +

1

2
W−

cdφ
)
+

1

4
ψ̄a

α̇jXij

−i(σ̃bψai)
α̇∇bφ̄− 2φ̄a

α̇
i φ̄ , (D.4d)

and we have also included in (D.3g) the gauge field transformation parametrised by the

local real parameter λV .
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The local superconformal transformations of the fundamental fields of the tensor mul-

tiplet in a standard Weyl multiplet background are given by [116]

δGij = 2ξ(iχj) + 2ξ̄(iχ̄j) − 2λ(i
kGj)k + 2λDGij , (D.5a)

δχαi = −ξαiF − 4iHa(σ
aξ̄i)α + i(σaξ̄j)α∇aGij + 4ηjαGji

+
1

2
λab(σabχi)α − λi

jχjα +
5

2
λDχαi + iλY χαi , (D.5b)

δχ̄α̇i = −ξ̄α̇iF̄ + 4iHa(σ̃
aξi)α̇ + i(σ̃aξj)

α̇∇aG
ij + 4η̄α̇j G

ji

+
1

2
λab(σ̃abχ̄

i)α̇ + λijχ̄
jα̇ +

5

2
λDχ̄

α̇i − iλY χ̄
α̇i , (D.5c)

δF = −2iξ̄iσ̃a∇aχi + (ξ̄iσ̃cdχ̄i)W
−
cd − 6(ξ̄iΣ̄j)Gij + 4ηiχi

+3λDF + 2iλY F , (D.5d)

δF̄ = −2iξiσ
a∇aχ̄

i − (ξiσ
cdχi)W+

cd + 6(ξiΣj)Gij + 4η̄iχ̄
i

+3λDF̄ − 2iλY F̄ , (D.5e)

δHa =
1

2
ξiσab∇

bχi −
i

16
(ξiσaσ̃

cdχ̄i)W−
cd −

3i

8
(ξiσaΣ̄j)G

ij

−
1

2
ξ̄iσ̃ab∇

bχ̄i −
i

16
(ξ̄iσ̃aσ

cdχi)W
+
cd −

3i

8
(ξ̄iσ̃aΣ

j)Gij

+λa
bHb + 3λDHa −

3i

4
ηiσaχ̄i +

3i

4
η̄iσ̃aχ

i , (D.5f)

where

∇aGij = DaGij − ψa(iχj) − ψ̄a(iχ̄j) , (D.6a)

∇aχαi = Daχαi +
1

2
ψaαiF + 2i(σbψ̄ai)αHb −

i

2
(σbψ̄a

j)α∇bGij − 2φa
j
αGij , (D.6b)

∇aχ̄
α̇i = Daχ̄

α̇i +
1

2
ψ̄a

α̇iF̄ − 2i(σ̃bψa
i)αHb −

i

2
(σ̃bψaj)

α̇∇bG
ij − 2φ̄a

α̇
jG

ij . (D.6c)
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I Overview of the structure of this file: Fermionic

component actions

Here we provide the fermionic parts to component actions corresponding to those

seen in the main body as generated computationally by Cadabra [2–4] — see [5] for

information on the types of codes we use and detail of the repository where they are stored.

First, we give the fermionic terms of the general gauged off-shell N = 2 supergravity

component action for deformed abelian vector multiplets in a hyper-dilaton Weyl multiplet

background as discussed in Section 5 of the main paper. Second, we give the fermionic

terms of the off-shell action with the specific choice of the SU(1,1)/U(1) model as discussed

in Section 6.1. Lastly, we give the remaining fermionic terms of the same SU(1,1)/U(1)

model but on shell as discussed in Section 6.3. Note that given their computationally

generated origin, further reduction and simplification of these expressions can likely be

achieved.

II General off-shell vector multiplet action

Here, we give the entire fermionic Lagrangian for the general off-shell vector multiplet

action of eq. (5.1) in the paper divided as follows

Loff−shell = Loff−shell
c,0 + Loff−shell

c,2 + Loff−shell
c,4 + c.c. , (II.1)

where the subscript of the Lagrangian refers the order in explicit fermions. Note that

implicit fermions exist here and can be seen by converting Haij , F ab, and Fab to h̃aij , fab,

and fab, respectively, by eqs. (2.67), (2.68), and (2.44) in the main paper as well by the

fact that the Da derivative in eq. (2.82) has the gravitini torsion in the spin connection.

2



II.1 Loff−shell
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abI+
1
8
FI(σ̃ab)α̇β̇W

abW
I
q−2ρiα̇ρi

β̇− 1
48
FIJKLλi

αIλiβJλjα
Kλ

j
β
L−1

4
iFI(σa)

α
α̇W

I
q−2ρi

α̇Daρi α+
1
4
iFI(σb)

α
α̇ψai

α̇W abλi
α
I−1

8
FIǫ

c
dab(σc)

α
α̇ψ

dα̇
i W

abλi
α
I−1

4
iFI(σa)

α
α̇W

I
q−2ρi αD

aρi
α̇+

1
2
FIJǫ

c
dab(σc)

α
α̇ψ

dα̇
i λ

i
α
IFabJ

− 1
2
FI(σ̃cd)ρ̇α̇(σ̃ab)

ρ̇
β̇ψ

ciα̇
ψ

dβ̇
iW

abWI
−

8FIψaiα̇W
I
q−4qi iρj

α̇Haij+1
2
FIJψai

αλi
α
IDaW

J
+FIJ(σba)

βαψb
iβλ

i
α
IDaW

J
+

FIJ(σa)
α
α̇W

I
λiα

Jq−2qiiρi
α̇Aa+iFIψa

i
α̇λ

α̇

i
IAa+1

2
iFI(σb)

α
α̇ψa

i
αψ

bα̇
i D

aW
I
−

1
2
iFI(σb)

α
α̇ψ

bi
αψai

α̇DaW
I
−1

2
FIǫ

b
cda(σb)

α
α̇ψ

ci
αψ

dα̇
i D

aW
I
−iFI(σa)

α
α̇λ

α̇

i
Iq−2qi iD

aρi α−
1
4
iFIJ(σb)

α
α̇ψai

α̇W abWIλi
α
J + 1

8
FIJǫ

c
dab(σc)

α
α̇ψ

dα̇
i W

abWIλi
α
J +

1
2
FIW

I
q−2qiiρiα̇Daψ

aα̇
i +

1
2
FIψaiα̇W

I
q−2ρi

α̇Daqii+FI(σ̃ba)β̇α̇ψ
bβ̇
i W

I
q−2ρi

α̇Daqii+
1
2
FIψaiα̇W

I
q−2qiiDaρi

α̇+FI(σ̃ba)β̇α̇ψ
bβ̇
i W

I
q−2qiiDaρi

α̇−16FIψaiα̇λ
α̇

j
Iq−4qi iq

j
jH

aij−

1
2
FIJ(σab)

βαW abW
I
λiβ

Jq−2qi iρ
i
α−4iFI(σa)

α
α̇W

I
q−4ρiαρj

α̇Haij−

iFIJψai
αW

I
λi

α
JAa−iFIJ(σa)

α
α̇W

I
λiα

Jq−2qiiDaρi
α̇+FIψajα̇λ

α̇

i
Iq−2qi iD

aqji+

4FI(σ̃ba)β̇α̇ψ
bβ̇
jλ

α̇

i
Iq−2qi iD

aqji−FIψaiα̇λ
α̇

j
Iq−2qi iD

aqji+8FIψai
αW

I
q−4qi iρjαH

aij−

1
4
FIJλi

αIλjα̇
Jq−4qi iq

jjρi αρj
α̇−1

4
FIJλi

αIλjα̇
Jq−4qijqj iρ

i
αρj

α̇−

1
2
iFIJ(σa)

α
α̇λiα

Iλ
α̇

j
Jq−2qi iD

aqji−1
2
iFIJ(σa)

α
α̇λjα

Iλ
α̇

i
Jq−2qi iD

aqji−

3



1
2
FIW

I
q−2qiiρ

iαDaψ
ai
α+

1
2
FIψai

αW
I
q−2qi iD

aρi α+FI(σba)
βαψb

iβW
I
q−2qi iD

aρi α−
1
2
FIψai

αW
I
q−2ρiαD

aqii−FI(σba)
βαψb

iβW
I
q−2ρiαD

aqii+1
4
FIǫ

b
cad(σb)

α
α̇ψ

ci
αW

I
Daψ

dα̇
i −

1
4
FIǫ

b
cad(σb)

α
α̇ψ

cα̇
i W

I
Daψdi

α+16FIJψai
αW

I
λjα

Jq−4qi iq
j
jH

aij−

8iFIJ(σa)
α
α̇λiα

Iλ
α̇

j
Jq−4qi iq

j
jH

aij−FIJψaj
αW

I
λiα

Jq−2qi iD
aqji−

4FIJ(σba)
βαψb

jβW
I
λiα

Jq−2qi iD
aqji+FIJψai

αW
I
λjα

Jq−2qi iD
aqji−

iFI(σb)
α
α̇ψaiαψ

bα̇
jW

I
q−2qi iD

aqji+iFI(σb)
α
α̇ψ

b
iαψaj

α̇W
I
q−2qi iD

aqji−

FIǫ
b
cda(σb)

α
α̇ψ

c
iαψ

dα̇
jW

I
q−2qi iD

aqji+iFI(σb)
α
α̇ψajαψ

bα̇
i W

I
q−2qi iD

aqji−

iFI(σb)
α
α̇ψ

b
jαψai

α̇W
I
q−2qi iD

aqji−FIǫ
b
cda(σb)

α
α̇ψ

c
jαψ

dα̇
i W

I
q−2qi iD

aqji−
1
4
FIǫ

b
cde(σb)

α
α̇ψ

ci
αW

I
Ψ

deα̇
i −

1
2
FI(σ̃cd)α̇β̇λ

iα̇I
Ψ

cdβ̇
i +

1
2
FI(σ̃cd)α̇β̇W

I
q−2qiiρi

α̇Ψ
cdβ̇

i −

FIJ(σcd)
αβW

I
λiα

JΨcdi
β+

1
2
FIǫ

b
cde(σb)

α
α̇ψ

cα̇
i W

I
Ψdei

α−
1
2
FI(σcd)

αβW
I
q−2qiiρ

i
αΨ

cdi
β

where,

Ψab
γ
k = 2ea

meb
nD[mψn]

γ
k , Ψab

k
γ̇ = 2ea

meb
nD[mψ̄n]

k
γ̇ . (II.2)

II.3 Loff−shell
c,4

1
4
FIJ(σ̃ab)α̇β̇ψ

aα̇
i ψ

bβ̇
jλ

iαIλj
α
J+1

8
FIψa

iαψ
a
iα̇W

I
q−2ρi αρi

α̇+1
4
FIJψai

αψ
aj

α̇λ
i
α
Iλ

α̇

j
J+

1
4
FI(σab)

βαψai
βψ

b
iα̇W

I
q−2ρi αρi

α̇−1
4
FI(σ̃ab)β̇α̇ψ

aiαψ
bβ̇
i W

I
q−2ρi αρi

α̇−

1
4
FIψa

jαψ
a
jα̇λ

α̇

i
Iq−2qi iρ

i
α+

1
4
FIψa

jαψ
a
iα̇λ

α̇

j
Iq−2qi iρ

i
α−

1
4
FIψa

j
β̇ψ

a
jα̇λ

β̇

i
Iq−2qiiρi

α̇+

1
4
FIψa

j
α̇ψ

a

iβ̇λ
β̇

j
Iq−2qiiρi

α̇+1
2
FIJ(σab)

βαψa
iβψ

bj
α̇λ

i
α
Iλ

α̇

j
J+1

8
FIJ(σab)

αβψ
aj

α̇ψ
bα̇
j λiα

Iλi
β
J−

1
4
iFǫabcdψ

ai
α̇ψ

bα̇
i ψ

cj

β̇ψ
dβ̇
j+

1
12
iFIJK(σa)

α
α̇ψ

aα̇
j λiα

IλiβJλ
j
β
K+FI(σ̃ab)β̇α̇ψ

ajαψ
bβ̇
jλ

α̇

i
Iq−2qi iρ

i
α−

FI(σ̃ab)ρ̇β̇ψ
ajρ̇
ψ

b
jα̇λ

β̇

i
Iq−2qiiρi

α̇− 1
16
FIψai

αψaiβW
I
q−2ρiαρ

i
β−

1
16
FIψa

i
α̇ψ

a

iβ̇W
I
q−2ρiα̇ρi

β̇+
1
8
FIψaiβ̇ψ

a
jα̇W

I
q−4qiiqjjρi

α̇ρj
β̇+1

4
FIǫ

a
bcd(σa)

α
β̇ψ

bj
αψ

ci
α̇ψ

dβ̇
jλ

α̇

i
I−

1
4
FIǫ

a
bcd(σa)

α
β̇ψ

bj
α̇ψ

cα̇
j ψ

dβ̇
i λ

i
α
I−1

4
FIJψai

αψ
a
jα̇W

I
λj
α
Jq−2qiiρi

α̇+
1
4
FIJψa

jαψ
a
jα̇W

I
λiα

Jq−2qiiρi
α̇+ 1

4
iFI(σb)

α
β̇ψa

j
αψ

ai
α̇ψ

bβ̇
jλ

α̇

i
I−

1
4
iFI(σa)

α
β̇ψ

aj
αψb

i
α̇ψ

bβ̇
jλ

α̇

i
I−1

8
iFIJ(σa)

α
β̇ψ

a
jα̇λ

j
α
Iλ

β̇

i
Jq−2qiiρi

α̇−

1
4
FI(σab)

ραψa
iρψ

biβW
I
q−2ρiαρ

i
β−

1
4
FI(σ̃ab)ρ̇α̇ψ

aiρ̇
ψ

b

iβ̇W
I
q−2ρiα̇ρi

β̇+

FIJ(σab)
βαψaj

βψ
b
jα̇W

I
λiα

Jq−2qiiρi
α̇+1

8
iFI(σa)

α
α̇ψ

a

iβ̇W
I
q−4qijρi αρj

α̇ρi
β̇−

1
4
FIψai

αψ
a
jα̇W

I
q−4qijqj iρ

i
αρj

α̇−1
4
FIǫ

a
bcd(σa)

α
β̇ψ

bj
αψ

c
jα̇ψ

dβ̇
i W

I
q−2qiiρi

α̇−

1
4
FIJψaj

βψajαW
I
λiβ

Jq−2qi iρ
i
α+

1
4
FIJψaj

αψa
i
βW

I
λ

j
β
Jq−2qi iρ

i
α+

1
4
iFI(σa)

α
α̇ψ

a

iβ̇λ
β̇

j
Iq−4qi iq

jjρi αρj
α̇+1

4
iFI(σa)

α
α̇ψ

a

iβ̇λ
β̇

j
Iq−4qijqj iρ

i
αρj

α̇−

1
4
iFI(σb)

α
β̇ψa

j
αψ

a
jα̇ψ

bβ̇
i W

I
q−2qiiρi

α̇+1
4
iFI(σa)

α
β̇ψ

aj
αψbjα̇ψ

bβ̇
i W

I
q−2qiiρi

α̇+
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1
8
iFIJ(σa)

α
β̇ψ

aj
α̇λiα

Iλ
β̇

j
Jq−2qiiρi

α̇−1
8
iFIJ(σa)

β
α̇ψ

a
j
αλ

j
β
Iλ

α̇

i
Jq−2qi iρ

i
α+

1
8
iFIJ(σa)

β
α̇ψ

ajαλiβ
Iλ

α̇

j
Jq−2qi iρ

i
α−FIJ(σab)

ρβψa
jρψ

bjαW
I
λiβ

Jq−2qi iρ
i
α−

1
8
iFI(σa)

α
α̇ψ

a

iβ̇W
I
q−4qi iρ

i
αρ

jα̇ρj
β̇+1

8
iFI(σa)

α
α̇ψ

a
i
βW

I
q−4qi iρ

i
αρ

j
βρj

α̇−

1
8
iFI(σa)

α
α̇ψ

a
i
βW

I
q−4qijρiαρ

i
βρj

α̇+1
8
FIψai

βψa
j
αW

I
q−4qi iq

j
jρ

i
αρ

j
β−

1
4
FIǫ

a
bcd(σa)

α
β̇ψ

b
iαψ

cjβ̇
ψ

d
jα̇W

I
q−2qiiρi

α̇+1
4
FIǫ

a
bcd(σa)

β
α̇ψ

b
jβψ

cjαψ
dα̇
i W

I
q−2qi iρ

i
α+

1
4
FIǫ

a
bcd(σa)

β
α̇ψ

b
iβψ

cjαψ
dα̇
jW

I
q−2qi iρ

i
α−

1
4
iFI(σb)

α
β̇ψaiαψ

aj
α̇ψ

bβ̇
jW

I
q−2qiiρi

α̇+
1
4
iFI(σa)

α
β̇ψ

a
iαψb

jβ̇ψ
b
jα̇W

I
q−2qiiρi

α̇+1
4
iFI(σb)

β
α̇ψajβψ

ajαψ
bα̇
i W

I
q−2qi iρ

i
α−

1
4
iFI(σb)

β
α̇ψaiβψ

ajαψ
bα̇
j W

I
q−2qi iρ

i
α−

1
4
iFI(σb)

β
α̇ψaj

αψbj
βψ

aα̇
i W

I
q−2qi iρ

i
α−

1
4
iFI(σb)

β
α̇ψa

jαψb
iβψ

aα̇
jW

I
q−2qi iρ

i
α−

1
4
iFIJ(σa)

α
α̇ψ

a
i
βW

I
λjβ

Jq−4qi iq
jjρi αρj

α̇−

1
4
iFIJ(σa)

α
α̇ψ

a
i
βW

I
λjβ

Jq−4qijqj iρ
i
αρj

α̇

III Off-Shell SU(1,1)/U(1) sigma model

Here, we give the entire fermionic Lagrangian for the SU(1,1)/U(1) off-shell model

corresponding to eq. (6.3) of the main paper divided as follows

Loff−shell,SU(1,1)/U(1) = L
off, SU(1,1)/U(1)
0 + L

off,SU(1,1)/U(1)
2 + L

off, SU(1,1)/U(1)
4 , (III.1)

where once again the subscript of the Lagrangian refers the order in explicit fermions.

Note again that implicit fermions exist here and can be seen by converting Haij , F ab, and

Fab to h̃aij, fab, and fab, respectively, by eqs. (2.67), (2.68), and (2.44) in the main paper

and that the Da derivative has gravitini hidden in the spin connection.

III.1 L
off, SU(1,1)/U(1)
0

cφφR+cφφR−2cFabF
ab+1

8
cXijX

ij
−cWabφF

ab−1
2
icǫcdabW

cdφF ab−

cWabφF
ab

− 1
2
icǫabcdW

abφFcd
− cWabφF

ab + 1
2
icǫcdabW

cdφF ab −

cWabφF
ab+1

2
icǫabcdW

abφFcd+cφDaD
aφ+cφDaD

aφ+cφDaD
aφ−

8cφφAaA
a+cφDaD

aφ−8cφφAaA
a−1

2
cWabW

abφφ−1
4
icǫabcdW

abW cdφφ−
1
2
cWabW

abφφ+ 1
4
icǫabcdW

abW cdφφ−4icφAaD
aφ+4icφAaD

aφ−

4icφAaD
aφ+4icφAaD

aφ−128cφφq−4HaijH
aij−128cφφq−4HaijH

aij+

2cǫijǫijφφq
−2Daq

iiDaqjj+4cφφq−2qiiDaD
aqii+2cǫijǫijφφq

−2Daq
iiDaqjj+

4cφφq−2qiiDaD
aqii−4cφφq−4qiiqjjDaq

ijDaqji−4cφφq−4qiiqjjDaq
ijDaqji+

1
4
ξijq

iiqjjXij +
4
3
ξijǫ

mnpqhmnp
ijvq

5



III.2 L
off, SU(1,1)/U(1)
2

(
1
16
icζij +

1
8
ξij

)
φρiαρj α−

(
1
4
icζij +

1
2
ξij

)
λi

αqijρi α+
(

1
4
icζij −

1
2
ξij

)
λiα̇q

ijρiα̇+
(

1
4
cζij −

1
2
iξij

)
(σa)

α
α̇ψ

aα̇
i φq

ijρi α+
(
− 1

16
icζij +

1
8
ξij

)
φρ

i
α̇ρ

jα̇+
(

1
4
cζij +

1
2
iξij

)
(σa)

α
α̇ψ

a
iαλj

α̇qiiqjj−
(

1
4
cζij −

1
2
iξij

)
(σa)

α
α̇ψ

aα̇
j λiαq

iiqjj−
(

1
4
cζij +

1
2
iξij

)
(σa)

α
α̇ψ

a
iαφq

ijρiα̇+
(

1
2
icζij + ξij

)
(σ̃ab)α̇β̇ψ

aα̇
i ψ

bβ̇
j φq

iiqjj+
(
−1

2
icζij + ξij

)
(σab)

αβψa
iαψ

b
jβφq

iiqjj + c(σa)
α
α̇λ

i
αλi

α̇Aa −

c(σa)
α
α̇λi

α̇λi
αA

a+1
2
ic(σa)

α
α̇λi

α̇Daλi α+
1
2
ic(σa)

α
α̇λi

α̇Daλi
α+

1
2
ic(σa)

α
α̇λ

i
αD

aλi
α̇+1

2
ic(σa)

α
α̇λ

i
αD

aλi
α̇+c(σa)

α
α̇φφq

−2ρi αρi
α̇Aa+

c(σa)
α
α̇φφq

−2ρi αρi
α̇Aa+c(σ̃ab)β̇α̇W

abφλi
β̇q−2qiiρi

α̇+c(σ̃ab)β̇α̇W
abφλi

β̇q−2qiiρi
α̇+

1
2
cǫc dab(σc)

α
α̇ψ

di
αλi

α̇F ab+1
2
cǫc dab(σc)

α
α̇ψ

di
αλi

α̇Fab+1
2
cǫc dab(σc)

α
α̇ψ

dα̇
i λ

i
αF

ab+
1
2
cǫc dab(σc)

α
α̇ψ

dα̇
i λ

i
αF

ab + 1
2
cφλi

αDaψ
ai
α − 1

2
cψai

αφDaλi
α −

c(σba)
βαψb

iβφD
aλi

α−
1
2
cψai

αφDaλi α+
1
2
cψai

αλi αD
aφ+c(σba)

βαψb
iβλ

i
αD

aφ+
1
2
cφλi

αDaψ
ai
α − 1

2
cψai

αψb
i
αφF

ab + 1
4
icǫcdabψ

c
i
αψdi

αφF
ab −

1
2
cψai

αψb
i
αφF

ab+1
4
icǫcdabψ

c
i
αψdi

αφF
ab+1

2
cφλ

i
α̇Daψ

aα̇
i −

1
2
cψa

i
α̇φD

aλi
α̇+

1
2
cψa

i
α̇λi

α̇Daφ+c(σ̃ba)β̇α̇ψ
biβ̇

λi
α̇Daφ+1

2
cψa

i
α̇λi

α̇Daφ+c(σ̃ba)β̇α̇ψ
biβ̇
λi

α̇Daφ−

1
2
cψa

i
α̇φD

aλi
α̇+ 1

2
cφλ

i
α̇Daψ

aα̇
i −2c(σa)

α
α̇φλi

α̇q−2qi iρ
i
αA

a−

2c(σa)
α
α̇φλi

α̇q−2qi iρ
i
αA

a+1
8
cφφq−4ρiαρj αρiα̇ρj

α̇+1
8
cφφq−4ρiαρj αρiα̇ρj

α̇+

c(σcd)
ρα(σab)ρ

βψc
iαψ

di
βφF

ab+c(σcd)
ρα(σab)ρ

βψc
iαψ

di
βφF

ab
−c(σba)

βαψb
iβφD

aλi α−
1
4
c(σab)

αβW abφφq−2ρiαρ
i
β−

1
4
c(σab)

αβW abφφq−2ρiαρ
i
β+

1
2
cψai

αλi
αD

aφ+

c(σba)
βαψb

iβλ
i
αD

aφ+1
2
cψa

i
α̇ψbi

α̇φF ab+1
4
icǫcdabψ

ci
α̇ψ

dα̇
i φF

ab+

1
2
cψa

i
α̇ψbi

α̇φFab+1
4
icǫcdabψ

ci
α̇ψ

dα̇
i φF

ab
−c(σ̃ba)β̇α̇ψ

biβ̇
φDaλi

α̇−

c(σ̃ba)β̇α̇ψ
biβ̇
φDaλi

α̇+2c(σa)
α
α̇φλiαq

−2qiiρi
α̇Aa+2c(σa)

α
α̇φλiαq

−2qiiρi
α̇Aa−

c(σ̃cd)ρ̇α̇(σ̃ab)
ρ̇
β̇ψ

ciα̇
ψ

dβ̇
i φF

ab−c(σ̃cd)ρ̇α̇(σ̃ab)
ρ̇
β̇ψ

ciα̇
ψ

dβ̇
i φF

ab+1
4
c(σ̃ab)α̇β̇W

abφφq−2ρiα̇ρi
β̇+

1
4
c(σ̃ab)α̇β̇W

abφφq−2ρiα̇ρi
β̇−1

2
ic(σa)

α
α̇φφq

−2ρi
α̇Daρi α−

1
2
ic(σa)

α
α̇φφq

−2ρi
α̇Daρi α−

1
2
ic(σa)

α
α̇φφq

−2ρi αD
aρi

α̇−1
2
ic(σa)

α
α̇φφq

−2ρi αD
aρi

α̇− 1
12
cψai

αψb
i
αW

abφφ−
1
12
cψai

αψb
i
αW

abφφ+c(σcd)
ρα(σab)ρ

βψc
iαψ

di
βW

abφφ−1
2
cψai

αψb
i
αW

abφφ−
1
4
icǫcdabψ

c
i
αψdi

αW
abφφ−c(σab)

βαW abφλiβq
−2qi iρ

i
α−c(σab)

βαW abφλiβq
−2qi iρ

i
α−

c(σ̃cd)ρ̇α̇(σ̃ab)
ρ̇
β̇ψ

ciα̇
ψ

dβ̇
iW

abφφ+1
2
cψa

i
α̇ψbi

α̇W abφφ−1
4
icǫcdabψ

ci
α̇ψ

dα̇
i W

abφφ−

16cψaiα̇φφq
−4qi iρj

α̇Haij−16cψaiα̇φφq
−4qi iρj

α̇Haij−2icψai
αφλi αA

a−

2icψai
αφλi

αA
a+1

2
ic(σb)

α
α̇ψa

i
αψ

bα̇
i φD

aφ−1
2
ic(σb)

α
α̇ψ

bi
αψai

α̇φDaφ+
1
2
cǫb cda(σb)

α
α̇ψ

ci
αψ

dα̇
i φD

aφ+1
2
ic(σb)

α
α̇ψa

i
αψ

bα̇
i φD

aφ−1
2
ic(σb)

α
α̇ψ

bi
αψai

α̇φDaφ+
1
2
cǫb cda(σb)

α
α̇ψ

ci
αψ

dα̇
i φD

aφ+2icψa
i
α̇φλi

α̇Aa+2icψa
i
α̇φλi

α̇Aa+
1
2
ic(σb)

α
α̇ψa

i
αψ

bα̇
i φD

aφ−1
2
ic(σb)

α
α̇ψ

bi
αψai

α̇φDaφ−1
2
cǫb cda(σb)

α
α̇ψ

ci
αψ

dα̇
i φD

aφ+

6



1
2
ic(σb)

α
α̇ψa

i
αψ

bα̇
i φD

aφ−1
2
ic(σb)

α
α̇ψ

bi
αψai

α̇φDaφ−1
2
cǫb cda(σb)

α
α̇ψ

ci
αψ

dα̇
i φD

aφ−

2ic(σa)
α
α̇φλi

α̇q−2qi iD
aρi α−2ic(σa)

α
α̇φλi

α̇q−2qi iD
aρi α−2ic(σa)

α
α̇φλiαq

−2qiiDaρi
α̇−

2ic(σa)
α
α̇φλiαq

−2qiiDaρi
α̇+cψaiα̇φφq

−2ρi
α̇Daqii+2c(σ̃ba)β̇α̇ψ

bβ̇
i φφq

−2ρi
α̇Daqii+

cψaiα̇φφq
−2qiiDaρi

α̇+cψaiα̇φφq
−2ρi

α̇Daqii+2c(σ̃ba)β̇α̇ψ
bβ̇
i φφq

−2ρi
α̇Daqii+

cψaiα̇φφq
−2qiiDaρi

α̇+cφφq−2qiiρiα̇Daψ
aα̇
i +cφφq

−2qiiρiα̇Daψ
aα̇
i −

1
2
cλi

αλjα̇q
−4qi iq

jjρi αρj
α̇−1

2
cλi

αλjα̇q
−4qijqj iρ

i
αρj

α̇+1
2
cλjα̇λi

αq−4qi iq
jjρi αρj

α̇+

1
2
cλjα̇λi

αq−4qijqj iρ
i
αρj

α̇+2c(σ̃ba)β̇α̇ψ
bβ̇
i φφq

−2qiiDaρi
α̇+2c(σ̃ba)β̇α̇ψ

bβ̇
i φφq

−2qiiDaρi
α̇−

32cψaiα̇φλj
α̇q−4qi iq

j
jH

aij−32cψaiα̇φλj
α̇q−4qi iq

j
jH

aij−1
4
ic(σa)

α
β̇ψ

a
jα̇λ

j
αλi

β̇q−2qiiρi
α̇+

1
4
ic(σa)

α
β̇ψ

a
jα̇λi

β̇λj
αq

−2qiiρi
α̇−ic(σa)

α
α̇λiαλj

α̇q−2qi iD
aqji−

ic(σa)
α
α̇λjαλi

α̇q−2qi iD
aqji+ic(σa)

α
α̇λj

α̇λiαq
−2qi iD

aqji+ic(σa)
α
α̇λi

α̇λjαq
−2qi iD

aqji−

8ic(σa)
α
α̇φφq

−4ρiαρj
α̇Haij−8ic(σa)

α
α̇φφq

−4ρiαρj
α̇Haij+2cψajα̇φλi

α̇q−2qi iD
aqji+

8c(σ̃ba)β̇α̇ψ
bβ̇
jφλi

α̇q−2qi iD
aqji−2cψaiα̇φλj

α̇q−2qi iD
aqji+2cψajα̇φλi

α̇q−2qi iD
aqji+

8c(σ̃ba)β̇α̇ψ
bβ̇
j φλi

α̇q−2qi iD
aqji−2cψaiα̇φλj

α̇q−2qi iD
aqji+16cψai

αφφq−4qi iρjαH
aij+

16cψai
αφφq−4qi iρjαH

aij+cψai
αφφq−2qi iD

aρi α+2c(σba)
βαψb

iβφφq
−2qi iD

aρi α+

cψai
αφφq−2qi iD

aρi α+2c(σba)
βαψb

iβφφq
−2qi iD

aρi α−cφφq
−2qiiρ

iαDaψ
ai
α−

cφφq−2qiiρ
iαDaψ

ai
α−cψai

αφφq−2ρiαD
aqii−2c(σba)

βαψb
iβφφq

−2ρiαD
aqii−

cψai
αφφq−2ρiαD

aqii−2c(σba)
βαψb

iβφφq
−2ρiαD

aqii+32cψai
αφλjαq

−4qi iq
j
jH

aij+

32cψai
αφλjαq

−4qi iq
j
jH

aij−1
4
ic(σa)

β
α̇ψ

a
j
αλj βλi

α̇q−2qi iρ
i
α+

1
4
ic(σa)

β
α̇ψ

ajαλiβλj
α̇q−2qi iρ

i
α+

1
4
ic(σa)

α
β̇ψ

aj
α̇λiαλj

β̇q−2qiiρi
α̇−

1
4
ic(σa)

α
β̇ψ

aj
α̇λj

β̇λiαq
−2qiiρi

α̇−16ic(σa)
α
α̇λiαλj

α̇q−4qi iq
j
jH

aij+
1
4
ic(σa)

β
α̇ψ

a
j
αλi

α̇λj
βq

−2qi iρ
i
α−

1
4
ic(σa)

β
α̇ψ

ajαλj
α̇λiβq

−2qi iρ
i
α+

16ic(σa)
α
α̇λj

α̇λiαq
−4qi iq

j
jH

aij−2cψaj
αφλiαq

−2qi iD
aqji−8c(σba)

βαψb
jβφλiαq

−2qi iD
aqji+

2cψai
αφλjαq

−2qi iD
aqji−2cψaj

αφλiαq
−2qi iD

aqji−8c(σba)
βαψb

jβφλiαq
−2qi iD

aqji+

2cψai
αφλjαq

−2qi iD
aqji+1

2
cǫb cad(σb)

α
α̇ψ

ci
αφφD

aψ
dα̇
i +

1
2
cǫb cad(σb)

α
α̇ψ

ci
αφφD

aψ
dα̇
i −

1
2
cǫb cad(σb)

α
α̇ψ

cα̇
i φφD

aψdi
α−

1
2
cǫb cad(σb)

α
α̇ψ

cα̇
i φφD

aψdi
α−2ic(σb)

α
α̇ψaiαψ

bα̇
j φφq

−2qi iD
aqji+

2ic(σb)
α
α̇ψ

b
iαψaj

α̇φφq−2qi iD
aqji−2cǫb cda(σb)

α
α̇ψ

c
iαψ

dα̇
j φφq

−2qi iD
aqji−

2ic(σb)
α
α̇ψaiαψ

bα̇
j φφq

−2qi iD
aqji+2ic(σb)

α
α̇ψ

b
iαψaj

α̇φφq−2qi iD
aqji−

2cǫb cda(σb)
α
α̇ψ

c
iαψ

dα̇
j φφq

−2qi iD
aqji+2ic(σb)

α
α̇ψajαψ

bα̇
i φφq

−2qi iD
aqji−

2ic(σb)
α
α̇ψ

b
jαψai

α̇φφq−2qi iD
aqji−2cǫb cda(σb)

α
α̇ψ

c
jαψ

dα̇
i φφq

−2qi iD
aqji+

2ic(σb)
α
α̇ψajαψ

bα̇
i φφq

−2qi iD
aqji−2ic(σb)

α
α̇ψ

b
jαψai

α̇φφq−2qi iD
aqji−

2cǫb cda(σb)
α
α̇ψ

c
jαψ

dα̇
i φφq

−2qi iD
aqji− 1

48
cǫcd ee1ǫcdabψ

e
i
αψe1 i

αW
abφφ−

1
48
cǫcd ee1ǫcdabψ

e
i
αψe1 i

αW
abφφ−3

4
cǫb cde(σb)

α
α̇ψ

ci
αφφΨ

deα̇
i −

3
2
c(σ̃cd)α̇β̇φλ

iα̇
Ψ

cdβ̇
i +

c(σ̃cd)α̇β̇φφq
−2qjiρi

α̇Ψ
cdβ̇

j−
3
4
cǫb cde(σb)

α
α̇ψ

ci
αφφΨ

deα̇
i −

3
2
c(σ̃cd)α̇β̇φλ

iα̇
Ψ

cdβ̇
i +

c(σ̃cd)α̇β̇φφq
−2qjiρi

α̇Ψ
cdβ̇

j−
3
2
c(σcd)

αβφλiαΨ
cdi

β+
3
4
cǫb cde(σb)

α
α̇ψ

cα̇
i φφΨ

dei
α−

7



c(σcd)
αβφφq−2qjiρ

i
αΨ

cdj
β−

3
2
c(σcd)

αβφλiαΨ
cdi

β+
3
4
cǫb cde(σb)

α
α̇ψ

cα̇
i φφΨ

dei
α−

c(σcd)
αβφφq−2qjiρ

i
αΨ

cdj
β

III.3 L
off, SU(1,1)/U(1)
4

1
2
c(σab)

αβψaj
αψ

bi
βλjα̇λi

α̇+1
2
c(σ̃ab)α̇β̇ψ

aα̇
j ψ

bβ̇
i λ

jαλi
α+

1
2
cψaj

αψ
ai

α̇λ
j
αλi

α̇−

1
2
cψai

αψ
aj

α̇λj
α̇λi

α+
1
2
c(σab)

βαψa
jβψ

bi
α̇λ

j
αλi

α̇+1
4
c(σ̃ab)β̇α̇ψ

a
j
αψbj

αλ
iβ̇
λi

α̇−

1
2
c(σ̃ab)β̇α̇ψ

a
j
αψ

biβ̇
λj αλi

α̇−1
2
c(σab)

βαψa
iβψ

bj
α̇λj

α̇λi
α+

1
4
c(σab)

βαψ
aj

α̇ψ
bα̇
j λiβλ

i
α+

1
2
c(σ̃ab)β̇α̇ψ

a
i
αψ

bjβ̇
λj

α̇λi
α+

1
4
cψa

iαψ
a
iα̇φφq

−2ρi αρi
α̇+1

4
cψa

iαψ
a
iα̇φφq

−2ρi αρi
α̇+

1
2
c(σab)

βαψai
βψ

b
iα̇φφq

−2ρi αρi
α̇+1

2
c(σab)

βαψai
βψ

b
iα̇φφq

−2ρi αρi
α̇−

1
2
c(σ̃ab)β̇α̇ψ

aiαψ
bβ̇
i φφq

−2ρi αρi
α̇−1

2
c(σ̃ab)β̇α̇ψ

aiαψ
bβ̇
i φφq

−2ρi αρi
α̇−

1
2
cψa

jαψ
a
jα̇φλi

α̇q−2qi iρ
i
α+

1
2
cψa

jαψ
a
iα̇φλj

α̇q−2qi iρ
i
α−

1
2
cψai

αψ
a
jα̇φλ

j
αq

−2qiiρi
α̇−

1
2
cψai

αψ
a
jα̇φλ

j
αq

−2qiiρi
α̇+1

2
cψa

jαψ
a
jα̇φλiαq

−2qiiρi
α̇+1

2
cψa

jαψ
a
jα̇φλiαq

−2qiiρi
α̇−

1
2
cψa

jαψ
a
jα̇φλi

α̇q−2qi iρ
i
α+

1
2
cψa

jαψ
a
iα̇φλj

α̇q−2qi iρ
i
α−

1
2
cψa

j
β̇ψ

a
jα̇φλi

β̇q−2qiiρi
α̇−

1
2
cψa

j
β̇ψ

a
jα̇φλi

β̇q−2qiiρi
α̇+1

2
cψa

j
α̇ψ

a

iβ̇φλj
β̇q−2qiiρi

α̇+1
2
cψa

j
α̇ψ

a

iβ̇φλj
β̇q−2qiiρi

α̇+

2c(σab)
βαψaj

βψ
b
jα̇φλiαq

−2qiiρi
α̇+2c(σab)

βαψaj
βψ

b
jα̇φλiαq

−2qiiρi
α̇+

2c(σ̃ab)β̇α̇ψ
ajαψ

bβ̇
j φλi

α̇q−2qi iρ
i
α+2c(σ̃ab)β̇α̇ψ

ajαψ
bβ̇
jφλi

α̇q−2qi iρ
i
α−

2c(σ̃ab)ρ̇β̇ψ
ajρ̇
ψ

b
jα̇φλi

β̇q−2qiiρi
α̇−2c(σ̃ab)ρ̇β̇ψ

ajρ̇
ψ

b
jα̇φλi

β̇q−2qiiρi
α̇−

1
8
cψai

αψaiβφφq−2ρiαρ
i
β−

1
8
cψai

αψaiβφφq−2ρiαρ
i
β−

1
8
cψa

i
α̇ψ

a

iβ̇φφq
−2ρiα̇ρi

β̇−

1
8
cψa

i
α̇ψ

a

iβ̇φφq
−2ρiα̇ρi

β̇+1
4
cψaiβ̇ψ

a
jα̇φφq

−4qiiqjjρi
α̇ρj

β̇+1
4
cψaiβ̇ψ

a
jα̇φφq

−4qiiqjjρi
α̇ρj

β̇+
1
4
cǫa bcd(σa)

β
α̇ψ

b
j
αψcj

αψ
di
βφλi

α̇+1
4
cǫa bcd(σa)

β
α̇ψ

b
j
αψcj

αψ
di
βφλi

α̇−

1
4
cǫa bcd(σa)

β
α̇ψ

b
i
αψcj

βψ
dα̇
jφλ

i
α+

1
4
cǫa bcd(σa)

α
β̇ψ

bj
αψ

ci
α̇ψ

dβ̇
jφλi

α̇+
1
4
cǫa bcd(σa)

α
β̇ψ

bj
αψ

ci
α̇ψ

dβ̇
j φλi

α̇−1
4
cǫa bcd(σa)

α
β̇ψ

bj
α̇ψ

cα̇
j ψ

dβ̇
i φλ

i
α−

1
4
cǫa bcd(σa)

β
α̇ψ

b
i
αψcj

βψ
dα̇
j φλ

i
α−

1
4
cǫa bcd(σa)

α
β̇ψ

bj
α̇ψ

cα̇
j ψ

dβ̇
i φλ

i
α+

1
4
icǫabcdψ

a
i
αψbi

αψ
c
j
βψdj

βφφ−
1
4
icǫabcdψ

ai
α̇ψ

bα̇
i ψ

cj

β̇ψ
dβ̇
j φφ−

1
4
ic(σb)

β
α̇ψai

αψaj
βψ

bα̇
j φλ

i
α+

1
4
ic(σb)

β
α̇ψai

αψbj
βψ

aα̇
j φλ

i
α+

1
4
ic(σb)

α
β̇ψa

j
αψ

ai
α̇ψ

bβ̇
jφλi

α̇+1
4
ic(σb)

α
β̇ψa

j
αψ

ai
α̇ψ

bβ̇
j φλi

α̇−

1
4
ic(σa)

α
β̇ψ

aj
αψb

i
α̇ψ

bβ̇
jφλi

α̇−1
4
ic(σa)

α
β̇ψ

aj
αψb

i
α̇ψ

bβ̇
j φλi

α̇−1
4
ic(σb)

β
α̇ψai

αψaj
βψ

bα̇
j φλ

i
α+

1
4
ic(σb)

β
α̇ψai

αψbj
βψ

aα̇
j φλ

i
α − 1

2
c(σab)

ραψa
iρψ

biβφφq−2ρiαρ
i
β −

1
2
c(σab)

ραψa
iρψ

biβφφq−2ρiαρ
i
β−

1
2
c(σ̃ab)ρ̇α̇ψ

aiρ̇
ψ

b

iβ̇φφq
−2ρiα̇ρi

β̇−

1
2
c(σ̃ab)ρ̇α̇ψ

aiρ̇
ψ

b

iβ̇φφq
−2ρiα̇ρi

β̇ − 1
2
cψaj

βψajαφλiβq
−2qi iρ

i
α −

1
2
cψaj

βψajαφλiβq
−2qi iρ

i
α+

1
2
cψaj

αψa
i
βφλj βq

−2qi iρ
i
α+

1
2
cψaj

αψa
i
βφλj

βq
−2qi iρ

i
α+

1
4
ic(σa)

α
α̇ψ

a

iβ̇φφq
−4qijρi αρj

α̇ρi
β̇+1

4
ic(σa)

α
α̇ψ

a

iβ̇φφq
−4qijρi αρj

α̇ρi
β̇−

2c(σab)
ρβψa

jρψ
bjαφλiβq

−2qi iρ
i
α−2c(σab)

ρβψa
jρψ

bjαφλiβq
−2qi iρ

i
α−

1
2
cψai

αψ
a
jα̇φφq

−4qijqj iρ
i
αρj

α̇−1
2
cψai

αψ
a
jα̇φφq

−4qijqj iρ
i
αρj

α̇−

8



1
2
cǫa bcd(σa)

α
β̇ψ

bj
αψ

c
jα̇ψ

dβ̇
i φφq

−2qiiρi
α̇−1

2
cǫa bcd(σa)

α
β̇ψ

bj
αψ

c
jα̇ψ

dβ̇
i φφq

−2qiiρi
α̇+

1
2
ic(σa)

α
α̇ψ

a

iβ̇φλj
β̇q−4qi iq

jjρi αρj
α̇+1

2
ic(σa)

α
α̇ψ

a

iβ̇φλj
β̇q−4qijqj iρ

i
αρj

α̇+
1
2
ic(σa)

α
α̇ψ

a

iβ̇φλj
β̇q−4qi iq

jjρi αρj
α̇+1

2
ic(σa)

α
α̇ψ

a

iβ̇φλj
β̇q−4qijqj iρ

i
αρj

α̇−

1
2
ic(σb)

α
β̇ψa

j
αψ

a
jα̇ψ

bβ̇
i φφq

−2qiiρi
α̇−1

2
ic(σb)

α
β̇ψa

j
αψ

a
jα̇ψ

bβ̇
i φφq

−2qiiρi
α̇+

1
2
ic(σa)

α
β̇ψ

aj
αψbjα̇ψ

bβ̇
i φφq

−2qiiρi
α̇+1

2
ic(σa)

α
β̇ψ

aj
αψbjα̇ψ

bβ̇
i φφq

−2qiiρi
α̇−

1
4
ic(σa)

α
α̇ψ

a

iβ̇φφq
−4qi iρ

i
αρ

jα̇ρj
β̇−1

4
ic(σa)

α
α̇ψ

a

iβ̇φφq
−4qi iρ

i
αρ

jα̇ρj
β̇+

1
4
ic(σa)

α
α̇ψ

a
i
βφφq−4qi iρ

i
αρ

j
βρj

α̇−1
4
ic(σa)

α
α̇ψ

a
i
βφφq−4qijρiαρ

i
βρj

α̇+
1
4
ic(σa)

α
α̇ψ

a
i
βφφq−4qi iρ

i
αρ

j
βρj

α̇−1
4
ic(σa)

α
α̇ψ

a
i
βφφq−4qijρiαρ

i
βρj

α̇+
1
4
cψai

βψa
j
αφφq−4qi iq

j
jρ

i
αρ

j
β+

1
4
cψai

βψa
j
αφφq−4qi iq

j
jρ

i
αρ

j
β−

1
2
cǫa bcd(σa)

α
β̇ψ

b
iαψ

cjβ̇
ψ

d
jα̇φφq

−2qiiρi
α̇−1

2
cǫa bcd(σa)

α
β̇ψ

b
iαψ

cjβ̇
ψ

d
jα̇φφq

−2qiiρi
α̇+

1
2
cǫa bcd(σa)

β
α̇ψ

b
jβψ

cjαψ
dα̇
i φφq

−2qi iρ
i
α+

1
2
cǫa bcd(σa)

β
α̇ψ

b
jβψ

cjαψ
dα̇
i φφq

−2qi iρ
i
α+

1
2
cǫa bcd(σa)

β
α̇ψ

b
iβψ

cjαψ
dα̇
j φφq

−2qi iρ
i
α+

1
2
cǫa bcd(σa)

β
α̇ψ

b
iβψ

cjαψ
dα̇
j φφq

−2qi iρ
i
α−

1
2
ic(σa)

α
α̇ψ

a
i
βφλjβq

−4qi iq
jjρi αρj

α̇−1
2
ic(σa)

α
α̇ψ

a
i
βφλjβq

−4qijqj iρ
i
αρj

α̇−

1
2
ic(σa)

α
α̇ψ

a
i
βφλjβq

−4qi iq
jjρi αρj

α̇−1
2
ic(σa)

α
α̇ψ

a
i
βφλjβq

−4qijqj iρ
i
αρj

α̇−

1
2
ic(σb)

α
β̇ψaiαψ

aj
α̇ψ

bβ̇
j φφq

−2qiiρi
α̇−1

2
ic(σb)

α
β̇ψaiαψ

aj
α̇ψ

bβ̇
j φφq

−2qiiρi
α̇+

1
2
ic(σa)

α
β̇ψ

a
iαψb

jβ̇ψ
b
jα̇φφq

−2qiiρi
α̇+1

2
ic(σa)

α
β̇ψ

a
iαψb

jβ̇ψ
b
jα̇φφq

−2qiiρi
α̇+

1
2
ic(σb)

β
α̇ψajβψ

ajαψ
bα̇
i φφq

−2qi iρ
i
α+

1
2
ic(σb)

β
α̇ψajβψ

ajαψ
bα̇
i φφq

−2qi iρ
i
α−

1
2
ic(σb)

β
α̇ψaiβψ

ajαψ
bα̇
j φφq

−2qi iρ
i
α−

1
2
ic(σb)

β
α̇ψaiβψ

ajαψ
bα̇
j φφq

−2qi iρ
i
α−

1
2
ic(σb)

β
α̇ψaj

αψbj
βψ

aα̇
i φφq

−2qi iρ
i
α−

1
2
ic(σb)

β
α̇ψaj

αψbj
βψ

aα̇
i φφq

−2qi iρ
i
α−

1
2
ic(σb)

β
α̇ψa

jαψb
iβψ

aα̇
j φφq

−2qi iρ
i
α−

1
2
ic(σb)

β
α̇ψa

jαψb
iβψ

aα̇
j φφq

−2qi iρ
i
α

IV On-Shell SU(1,1)/U(1) sigma model

The bosonic and some of the fermionic terms of the on-shell SU(1,1)/U(1) sigma model

are given in eqs. (6.18) and (6.19) of the Subsection 6.3 in the main paper. The on-shell

action is derived by substituting the equations of motion for all auxiliary fields eqs. (6.4)

and (6.5) followed by the imposition of gauge-fixing conditions as seen in eqs. (6.7) into

the off-shell action of eq. (6.3). These terms along with the remaining higher fermionic

terms of the SU(1,1)/U(1) on-shell component action are given by

Lon−shell,SU(1,1)/U(1) = L
on, SU(1,1)/U(1)
bosons + L

on,SU(1,1)/U(1)
2ferms + L

on,SU(1,1)/U(1)
4ferms , (IV.1)

where once again the subscript of the Lagrangian denotes the order in explicit fermions.

In this section, there are no implicit fermions as the conversion has been performed for

9



Haij , F ab, and Fab to h̃aij, fab, and fab, respectively, by eqs. (2.67), (2.68), and (2.44) in

the main paper and Da has been replaced by D′
a plus gravitini by using eq. (2.14) for the

spin connection with ba = 0.

IV.1 L
on, SU(1,1)/U(1)
bosons

16e4U h̃aij h̃
aij−1

2
R+1

2
cy−1φfabf

ab+1
4
icy−1ǫabcdφf

abf cd+1
2
cyφ

−1
fabf

ab+
1
4
icyǫabcdφ

−1
fabfcd+1

2
cy−1φfabf

ab−1
4
icy−1ǫabcdφf

abf cd+1
2
cyφ−1fabf

ab
−

1
4
icyǫabcdφ

−1fabfcd+cyD′
aD

′aφ+c2y2D′
aφD

′aφ−2c2y2D′
aφD

′aφ+

c2y2D′
aφD

′aφ+cyD′
aD

′aφ−2D′
aUD

′aU+2D′
aD

′aU+4
3
ξijǫ

mnpqhmnp
ijvq

IV.2 L
on, SU(1,1)/U(1)
2ferms

1
4
cMije

Uλjαρi α−
1
16
cye2UMijρ

iαρj α−
1
4
icMij(σa)

α
α̇ψ

aj
αλ

iα̇
−1

4
icMij(σa)

α
α̇ψ

ajα̇
λi α+

1
4
ceUMijλjα̇ρi

α̇ − 1
16
cye2UMijρiα̇ρj

α̇ + 1
4
icyeUMij(σa)

α
α̇ψ

aj
αρ

iα̇ +
1
4
icyeUMij(σa)

α
α̇ψ

ajα̇
ρi α−

1
2
cyMij(σab)

αβψai
αψ

bj
β−

1
2
cyM

ij
(σ̃ab)α̇β̇ψ

aα̇
i ψ

bβ̇
j+

1
4
eUρi

αD′
aψ

ai
α−

1
4
eUψai

αD′aρi α+
1
4
eUρi α̇D

′
aψ

aα̇
i −

1
4
eUψa

i
α̇D

′aρi
α̇+

2e3Uψajα̇ρi
α̇h̃aji+cψai

αλi αD
′aφ+cψa

i
α̇λi

α̇D′aφ+1
2
ǫa bcd(σa)

α
α̇ψ

bi
αD

′cψ
dα̇
i −

1
2
ǫa bcd(σa)

α
α̇ψ

bα̇
i D

′cψdi
α+

1
2
eU(σab)

αβρiαD
′aψbi

β−
1
2
eU(σba)

βαψb
iβD

′aρi α+

1
2
eU(σ̃ab)α̇β̇ρ

iα̇D′aψ
bβ̇
i −

1
2
eU(σ̃ba)β̇α̇ψ

biβ̇
D′aρi

α̇+ 1
4
eUψai

αρi αD
′aU+

1
4
eUψa

i
α̇ρi

α̇D′aU+4e3U (σ̃ba)β̇α̇ψ
bβ̇
j ρi

α̇h̃aji+1
8
ie2U (σa)

α
α̇ρ

i
αD

′aρi
α̇+

1
8
ie2U(σa)

α
α̇ρi

α̇D′aρi α+2c(σba)
βαψb

iβλ
i
αD

′aφ+2c(σ̃ba)β̇α̇ψ
biβ̇
λi

α̇D′aφ+

1
2
eU(σba)

βαψb
iβρ

i
αD

′aU+1
2
eU (σ̃ba)β̇α̇ψ

biβ̇
ρi

α̇D′aU−2e3Uψaj
αρiαh̃

aji−

1
4
y−1ψa

i
α̇ψbi

α̇fab+i(σb)
α
α̇ψa

i
αψ

bα̇
i D

′aU−i(σb)
α
α̇ψ

bi
αψai

α̇D′aU−

1
8
iy−1ǫabcdψ

ai
α̇ψ

bα̇
i f

cd−1
2
cψai

αψb
i
αφf

ab−1
2
cψai

αψb
i
αφf

ab+1
4
cǫc dab(σc)

α
α̇ψ

di
αλi

α̇fab+
1
4
cǫc dab(σc)

α
α̇ψ

dα̇
i λ

i
αf

ab
−1

2
cyψai

αψb
i
αf

ab+1
2
cyψa

i
α̇ψbi

α̇fab− 1
16
e2U(σab)

αβφ
−1
fabρiαρ

i
β+

1
16
e2U (σ̃ab)α̇β̇φ

−1fabρiα̇ρi
β̇−4e3U(σba)

βαψb
jβρiαh̃

aji− 1
16
y−1e2U(σab)

αβfabρiαρ
i
β+

1
16
y−1e2U(σ̃ab)α̇β̇f

abρiα̇ρi
β̇+1

4
icǫabcdψ

a
i
αψbi

αφf
cd+1

4
icǫabcdψ

a
i
αψbi

αφf
cd+

1
2
ic(σb)

α
α̇ψa

i
αλi

α̇fab−1
2
ic(σb)

α
α̇ψai

α̇λi αf
ab
−1

2
icy−1(σa)

α
α̇φλ

i
αD

′aλi
α̇−

1
2
icy−1(σa)

α
α̇φλi

α̇D′aλi α−
1
2
icy−1(σa)

α
α̇φλ

i
αD

′aλi
α̇−1

2
icy−1(σa)

α
α̇φλi

α̇D′aλi α−
1
2
icy−1(σa)

α
α̇λ

i
αλi

α̇D′aφ+1
2
icy−1(σa)

α
α̇λ

i
αλi

α̇D′aφ+1
4
icyǫcdabψ

c
i
αψdi

αf
ab+

1
4
icyǫcdabψ

ci
α̇ψ

dα̇
i f

ab+1
2
ic2(σa)

α
α̇φλ

i
αλi

α̇D′aφ−1
2
ic2(σa)

α
α̇φλ

i
αλi

α̇D′aφ+
1
2
ic2(σa)

α
α̇φλ

i
αλi

α̇D′aφ−1
2
ic2(σa)

α
α̇φλ

i
αλi

α̇D′aφ+ie4U(σa)
α
α̇ρiαρj

α̇h̃aij+
1
2
cyǫa bcd(σa)

α
α̇ψ

bi
αψ

cα̇
i D

′dφ−1
2
cyǫa bcd(σa)

α
α̇ψ

bi
αψ

cα̇
i D

′dφ+4e2Uǫa bcd(σa)
α
α̇ψ

b
iαψ

cα̇
j h̃

dij+
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1
2
icy(σb)

α
α̇ψa

i
αψ

bα̇
i D

′aφ+1
2
icy(σb)

α
α̇ψa

i
αψ

bα̇
i D

′aφ−1
2
icy(σb)

α
α̇ψ

bi
αψai

α̇D′aφ−
1
2
icy(σb)

α
α̇ψ

bi
αψai

α̇D′aφ+1
8
icye2U(σa)

α
α̇ρ

i
αρi

α̇D′aφ−1
8
icye2U(σa)

α
α̇ρ

i
αρi

α̇D′aφ+
1
4
cǫc dab(σc)

α
α̇ψ

di
αφφ

−1
λi

α̇fab+1
4
cǫc dab(σc)

α
α̇ψ

dα̇
i φ

−1φλi αf
ab
−1

4
cy−1ǫa bcd(σa)

α
α̇ψ

bi
αφλi

α̇f cd−

1
4
cy−1ǫa bcd(σa)

α
α̇ψ

bi
αφλi

α̇f cd−1
4
cy−1ǫa bcd(σa)

α
α̇ψ

bα̇
i φλ

i
αf

cd−1
4
cy−1ǫa bcd(σa)

α
α̇ψ

bα̇
i φλ

i
αf

cd−

1
2
cyψai

αψb
i
αφ

−1φfab+1
2
cyψa

i
α̇ψbi

α̇φφ
−1
fab+1

2
ic(σb)

α
α̇ψa

i
αφφ

−1
λi

α̇fab−
1
2
ic(σb)

α
α̇ψai

α̇φ−1φλi αf
ab
−1

2
icy−1(σb)

α
α̇ψa

i
αφλi

α̇fab−1
2
icy−1(σb)

α
α̇ψa

i
αφλi

α̇fab+
1
2
icy−1(σb)

α
α̇ψai

α̇φλi αf
ab+1

2
icy−1(σb)

α
α̇ψai

α̇φλi αf
ab+1

4
icyǫcdabψ

c
i
αψdi

αφ
−1φfab+

1
4
icyǫcdabψ

ci
α̇ψ

dα̇
i φφ

−1
fab+4icy−1e2U (σa)

α
α̇φλiαλj

α̇h̃aij+4icy−1e2U(σa)
α
α̇φλiαλj

α̇h̃aij

IV.3 L
on, SU(1,1)/U(1)
4ferms

−1
8
e2Uσc

a
ρα(σcb)

λβψa
jρψ

bj
λρiαρ

i
β−

1
8
e2Uσc

a
ρβ(σcb)

λαψa
iρψ

b
jλρ

i
αρ

j
β−

1
32
e2U (σa)

β
β̇(σb)

α
α̇ψ

aj
βψ

bβ̇
j ρ

i
αρi

α̇− 1
32
e2U(σa)

α
β̇(σb)

β
α̇ψ

aj
βψ

bβ̇
j ρ

i
αρi

α̇−

1
32
e2U (σa)

β
α̇(σb)

α
β̇ψ

aj
βψ

bβ̇
j ρ

i
αρi

α̇− 1
32
e2U(σa)

α
α̇(σb)

β
β̇ψ

aj
βψ

bβ̇
j ρ

i
αρi

α̇−

1
32
e2U (σa)

β
β̇(σb)

α
α̇ψ

aj
βψ

bβ̇
i ρ

i
αρj

α̇− 1
32
e2U (σa)

α
β̇(σb)

β
α̇ψ

aj
βψ

bβ̇
i ρ

i
αρj

α̇−

1
32
e2U (σa)

β
α̇(σb)

α
β̇ψ

aj
βψ

bβ̇
i ρ

i
αρj

α̇− 1
32
e2U (σa)

α
α̇(σb)

β
β̇ψ

aj
βψ

bβ̇
i ρ

i
αρj

α̇+
1
8
eUǫab cd(σae)

ρα(σb)
β
α̇ψ

c
jβψ

ej
ρψ

dα̇
i ρ

i
α+

1
8
eUǫab cd(σae)

ρα(σb)
β
α̇ψ

c
iβψ

ej
ρψ

dα̇
j ρ

i
α−

1
8
e2U σ̃c

aρ̇α̇(σ̃cb)λ̇β̇ψ
ajρ̇
ψ

bλ̇
j ρ

iα̇ρi
β̇−1

8
e2U σ̃c

aρ̇β̇(σ̃cb)λ̇α̇ψ
aiρ̇
ψ

bjλ̇
ρi

α̇ρj
β̇−

1
4
eUǫab cd(σa)

α
β̇(σ̃be)ρ̇α̇ψ

cj
αψ

diβ̇
ψ

eρ̇
jρi

α̇−1
4
eU ǫab cd(σa)

α
β̇(σ̃be)ρ̇α̇ψ

ci
αψ

djβ̇
ψ

eρ̇
jρi

α̇−

1
8
eUǫab cd(σa)

β
α̇(σbe)

ραψc
jβψ

ej
ρψ

dα̇
i ρ

i
α−

1
8
eUǫab cd(σa)

β
α̇(σbe)

ραψc
iβψ

ej
ρψ

dα̇
j ρ

i
α−

1
8
ψai

αψb
i
αψ

aj
α̇ψ

bα̇
j+

1
8
(σa)

β
α̇(σb)

α
β̇ψ

a
iαψ

bi
βψc

jα̇ψ
cβ̇
j−

1
4
(σb)

α
β̇(σc)

β
α̇ψaiαψ

bi
βψ

ajα̇
ψ

cβ̇
j+

1
8
(σb)

α
β̇(σc)

β
α̇ψaiαψ

ai
βψ

bjα̇
ψ

cβ̇
j−

1
2
ψa

iαψaj
αψbiα̇ψ

bα̇
j+

1
4
ψa

iαψb
j
αψ

a
iα̇ψ

bα̇
j−

1
8
(σa)

β
α̇(σb)

α
β̇ψ

ai
αψ

bj
βψci

α̇ψ
cβ̇
j+

1
4
(σb)

α
β̇(σc)

β
α̇ψa

i
αψ

bj
βψ

aα̇
i ψ

cβ̇
j−

1
8
(σb)

α
β̇(σc)

β
α̇ψa

i
αψ

aj
βψ

bα̇
i ψ

cβ̇
j+

1
8
e2U (σab)

βαψaj
βψ

b
iα̇ρ

i
αρj

α̇−

1
8
e2U(σ̃ab)ρ̇β̇ψ

aiρ̇
ψ

bj
α̇ρi

α̇ρj
β̇+ 5

32
eUǫa bcd(σa)

α
β̇ψ

bj
αψ

ciβ̇
ψ

d
jα̇ρi

α̇+

1
4
eUǫa bcd(σa)

α
β̇ψ

bi
αψ

cjβ̇
ψ

d
jα̇ρi

α̇− 3
128

ie3U (σa)
β
α̇ψ

a
i
αρi αρ

j
βρj

α̇+
5

128
ie3U (σa)

β
α̇ψ

a
iβρ

iαρj αρj
α̇+ 1

16
ie3U (σa)

α
α̇ψ

ajβρiαρ
i
βρj

α̇+

1
16
ie3U (σa)

α
α̇ψ

a

iβ̇ρ
i
αρ

jα̇ρj
β̇+ 5

128
ie3U (σa)

α
β̇ψ

ajβ̇
ρi αρjα̇ρi

α̇−

3
128

ie3U (σa)
α
β̇ψ

aj
α̇ρ

i
αρj

α̇ρi
β̇− 1

16
ie2U ǫab cd(σa)

β
β̇(σb)

α
α̇ψ

c
iβψ

djβ̇
ρi αρj

α̇−

1
16
ie2U ǫab cd(σa)

β
β̇(σb)

α
α̇ψ

cj
βψ

dβ̇
i ρ

i
αρj

α̇−1
8
e2U(σab)

ρβψa
iρψ

b
j
αρi αρ

j
β−

1
8
e2U(σ̃ab)β̇α̇ψ

ajαψ
bβ̇
i ρ

i
αρj

α̇−1
4
eUǫa bcd(σa)

β
α̇ψ

b
jβψ

cjαψ
dα̇
i ρ

i
α−

5
32
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