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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 larXiv:2203.12203, coupled to the SU(1,1)/U(1) special-Kéhler 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 [12] and their eventual disproof [3H7],
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 [5,8HIT],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



one supersymmetry is manifestly preserved and linearly realized [12H23]. 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,[8,0]. 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 [2,6L[7,27-38]. In line with the early result of [I], 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-K&hler geometry of the vector multiplets [6]. The resulting model has one physical
vector multiplet parametrising a SU(1,1)/U(1) special-Kéhler sigma model together with
a hypermultiplet parametrising a SO(4,1)/SO(4) quaternion-Kéhler manifold and a set of

(electric) gaugings. This set-up has seen several generalisations, see, e.g., [29-311[33H3§],



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] 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-H47]. Similar to superspace approaches (see [44-47] for
introductory reviews and, e.g., [48166] and references therein, for the 4D, NV = 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., [38,40,142,67-69]. 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 [71H99]. 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,T00HI09] and references therein.

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

'One way to overcome this difficulty is to employ multiplets with gauged central charges, see for
example [4I], 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 ;Jﬁgrinciples constructed out of these

multiplets to obtain well-defined supergravity theories

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 [39,41L114H116] 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, AV = 1 conformal supergravity [I18,[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 [BOJII0] (see also the seminal work [I11]) and it was then developed for 3D, N-extended supergravity
[112], 5D, N' = 1 supergravity [84], 6D, N' = (1,0) supergravity [36,88], and recently 4D N = 3
supergravity [I13] — see [46L[47] for recent reviews.



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 [123124].

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)g x SU(2)g, and dilatation symmetry connections, the multiplet comprises
a set of covariant matter (auxiliary) fields: a real antisymmetric tensors, Wy, the real
scalar field, D, and the spinor fields that we denote by (X%, ¥4;). 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, 41l 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 (3%, ¥4;) and D, together with the SU(2)g symmetry connection
¢m™ become composite fields. On the other hand, the four bosonic ¢* and four fermionic
(pL, ,5?) fields of the hypermultiplet, together with an emerging triplet of real gauge two-
forms b2 = byt = —b,n%, are independent and not subject to any equations of
motion. In turn, the new set of independent fields describes another 24424 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)gr becomes pure

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

To construct a multiplet of AV = 2 Poincaré supergravity, where only local Lorentz
symmetry and local ()-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 Miiller 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



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 Miiller’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)g 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 Miiller 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 b,,,2. 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 [12§]. 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 Fl-type terms were intro-



duced in [19/129] and in depth supergravity analyses in components (though not fully
off shell) were presented earlier in [I30-H132]. 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 &, 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 {-deformation, the
bottom component of such a composite linear multiplet is given by Gei; = &;;qiiq;2. We
will see that off-shell magnetic FI-type deformations in a hyper-dilaton Weyi 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%-auxiliary
real field of a vector multiplet. These deformations are parametrised by the composite
field Geij = Cijqitqil with (i = (i, (¢i;)* = C2 constants that generalise the magnetic FI
terms of globz;l supersymm_etry. Given a system of n + 1 vector multiplets with scalar
fields ¢! (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 5%1 electric deformation or a ij magnetic deformation. These in general induce

non-trivial scalar potentials and vacuum structures.

Remarkably, due to the fact that each of the £ and ¢ 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-Kahler holomorphic prepotential
of the form F = co¢ (the reader can look at [38,143,46.,/47] for reviews on structures of
general Lagrangians for off-shell vector multiples), with ¢ a nonzero real constant while ¢
being the complex scalar field of the compensating vector multiplet and ¢ the same for

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

2 .

to be zero, det M = 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,



since all shift symmetry terms in the supersymmetry variation of the fermions, together
with the fermionic mass matrices, are all parametrized by the matrix M;; given above. A
difference, however, is the fact that here, one FI term belongs to the pl_lysical 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-Kahler potential, F = c¢¢, 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-Kéhler 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-Kéhler 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 2l 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 B, 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 [l 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-Kéhler sigma model and give the corresponding



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 [7l 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 [Al 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
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 [l 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 (z™) and
fermionic (64, 6%) coordinates 2 = (2™, 0/',6%), where m = 0,1,2,3, p, o = 1,2, and
1 = 1,2. To gauge the superconformal algebra, one introduces the covariant derivatives

Vi = (V,, Vi, V) which have the form
1 g
Va=Es—wa’Xy = E; — 5QAabMab —i®,Y — @47 J;; — BAD - F4PKp . (2.1)

Here E4 = E4M0,; is the inverse super-vielbein, M, are the Lorentz generators, Y is the
generator of the chiral rotation group U(1)g, J;; are generators of the SU(2)r R-symmetry
group, I is the dilatation generator, and K4 = (K,, S®, S%) are the special superconformal
generators. The super-vielbein one-form is E4 = dzMEy? with EyAE,Y = 63 and
EsMEN? = 68, Associated with each generator X, = (Mg, Y, Ji;,D, K% S, S5%) is
the connection super one-form w? = (Q®, ® 09 B, F,) = (Q? ®,0Y B,F,,§.,.3%) =
d2Muwy2 = BAwsl.
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The algebra of covariant derivatives is

1
C cd kl
o 5 A cd o
[V, Vi} = =TanVe = SROM) 45" Mea = R(J) 45" Tt = R(D) 1D
i )“() )AB Y : )'(S)ABZOZSZOC :l(S)ABZaS;z :l(]( )ABCJ(C ) (22)

and is constrained to be expressed in terms of a single primary superfield, the super-Weyl
tensor (Wag, WQB)E which has the following properties

WQB = Wga 5 KAWQB =0 5 DWQB = WQB 5 YWag = —QWQB s (2.3&)
w =W, kY =0, DWW =W, yWY =" . (2.3b)

The super-Weyl tensor also obeys the additional constraints
VW =0, VW = T, (2.4
where we have introduced the following notation,

Vs = V'favﬁ)k R v - v,&dﬁﬁ.)k : (2.5)

Ineq. Z2), Tag® is the torsion, while R(M) a5, R(J)as*, R(D) 5, R(Y) 415, R(S) 455,

R(S) 45+, and R(K) , ¢ are the curvatures associated with Lorentz, SU(2)g, dilatation,
U(1)g, 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 [Bl of our paper.

Let us introduce the descendant superfields constructed by acting successive spinor

covariant derivatives on W,s. These are the dimension-3/2 descendant superfields

at 1 i o
Wagy" i= VEWsy . 8% = SVl g (2.6a)
— 5 = (475775 S | & pr
W = Ve B, = —5ViWeas (2.6b)
other dimension-2 descendant superfields
Wagns = Vi Wasyk »  Bap” 1= V(,Z) | Tap = Vi, Ta; , (2.6¢)
3Here and in what follows, an antisymmetric rank-2 tensor Ty, = —Tp, can equivalently be written

as: Ty = (Uab)aﬁTaﬂ — (Uab)dBTdﬁ with Ta,@ = %(Uab)aﬁTab and TdB = —%(5ab)d5Tab.
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W= eI 8082 vEE)) | 508 = v (2.6d)

1 lo —ap 1 =
I af _ . _ kya _ avk
D = —12V Was = —12Vd5W = ZVQEk =7 POIHER (2.6¢)
and the dimension-5/2 descendant superfields
Sapyt = VESg, , S99, = VDA (2.6f)

It can be checked that only the superfields (2.6]) and their vector derivatives appear upon
taking successive spinor derivatives of W,5. The independent descendant superfields of
(Wag, Web ) are all annihilated by K,. However, under S-supersymmetry, they transform
non-trivially, as given in the Appendix [Cl

The gauge group of conformal supergravity is denoted by G. It is generated by co-
variant general coordinate transformations, deget, associated with a local superdiffeomor-
phism parameter €4 and standard superconformal transformations, dy, associated with
the following other local superfield parameters: the dilatation o, Lorentz A% = —Ab?,
SU(2)r A¥ = A% U(1)r A, and special conformal (bosonic and fermionic) transforma-

tions A4 = (i, 7%, A%). The covariant derivatives transform as
0gVa=1[K,Val, (2.7a)
with
K=¢Veo+ %AabMab + AT+ oD+ AY + AK, (2.7b)
A covariant (or tensor) superfield U transforms as
OgU = (cget + 0)U = KU . (2.8)

The superfield U is said to be superconformal primary of dimension A and U(1)g charge
qr if K4U =0 (it suffices to require that S*U = SLU = 0), DU = AU, and YU = qgU.

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 [39,4T,1T15,1T6] and [38,43] for reviews. The multiplet is comprised of 24 + 24

physical components described by a set of independent gauge fields: the vielbein e,,*
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and a dilatation connection b,,; the gravitino (¢,,%, ¥ ), associated with the gauging
of @-supersymmetry; a U(1)r gauge field A,,; and SU(2)r gauge fields ¢, = ¢,,7"
The fields associated to the remaining generators of SU(2,2|2) are composite and include
the Lorentz connections w,,®, S-supersymmetry connection (¢’ ¢n), and the special
conformal connection f,,,. The connections define the locally superconformal covariant

derivative
m m 1 i 1 - e 1 cd : kl
va = €q vm = €4 <8m - 5 mg Qa - iwm(j@i - iwm Mcd - 1AmY - (bm Jkl
1 . 1- ..
— bl = S0m S8 = SO = FneK”) | (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 W, = W, + W, which

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

fermions (X%, ¥4;). The covariant derivatives satisfy the algebra

[Vaa Vb] - _R(P)abcvc - R(Q)ab? fx - R(Q)ab&@? - %R(M)adeMcd - R(]D)ab]D

—iRY)wY — R(J) ™ Jis — R(S)a’,S* — R(S) S, — R(K) eS¢ . (2.10)

«

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

(¢m?)* = imdi ) (‘bmfx)* = ngai ) (¢m2]>* = ¢mij , (Eai)* = Sf‘ , (2.11&)
(R(Q)ap?)* = R(Q)ap™ . (R(S)arr)* = R(S)abai »  (R()ap™)* = R(J)apsa , (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 w,“®, (¢pl, dms),
and f,,, 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, wm e, by, Am, dm"™, (dmb, dm$), 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 (e,,*) and gravitini (¢,,%,,,%) appear as the

6 = 0 projections of the coefficients of dz™ in the supervielbein E4 one-form,
e’ =da™ep, = B, ¢® =da™,d =2EY, ¢ = da™y,k =28 . (2.12)

Here we have defined the double bar projection of a superform as Q| = Q|p—qp—o. On the
other hand, a single bar next to a superfield denotes the usual bar projection X | = X|s—o.

The remaining component one-forms are defined as

A=, ¢":=0", b:=B|, w':=Q7, (2.13)
of =281, ol =28, fo=Fl. (2.14)

The covariant matter fields Wy, D, and (X%, ;) (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

1 |
Wab(x> = Wab(z)| ) D = Evaﬁwaﬁ| = Evaﬁwdﬁ‘ ) (215&)
[e % 1 7 «Q N 1 =gz

n = SV Al, Bai= —gvfwdg\ : (2.15h)

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

forwardly derived by taking the 6 = 0 projection of the superspace transformations (2.7)).

The transformations of Wy, D, and (X%, ¥4;) 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

V, eq. (20), and by appropriately interpreting the projected spinor covariant derivatives

Vi| and V¢| as the generators of Q—supersymmetry 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 § = 0

°Given a covariant superfield U, and its lowest component & = U/, one defines Q\.U = V., |U := (V. U)|
and QMU = VU := (VEU)|. The other generators X, act on U as XU = (X U)|.
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projections of the superspace ones. The resulting algebra coincides with (2.10) subject to

the following conventional constraints

R(P)ay* (2.16a)
R(Q)uyo” = —Zz 00 RQu =595, (2.160)
R(M) aep = R(D)ap + 30aD — W, W, . (2.16¢)

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 ¢ and are defined by the following operator

§=&0QN + Q% + = )\“bM b+ N T+ ApD + Ay Y + A K+ 0l 8¢+ 72 SE L (2.17)
The local superconformal transformation of the fundamental fields of the standard Weyl

multiplet are then given in the Appendix[Dl The composite Lorentz and S-supersymmetry

connections are, respectively,

1 _ _ _
Wabe = w(e)abc - 277a[bbc} - 5 (,lvbajo-[bwc]] + ¢[bj0c]wa] + w[bja\a|wc]]) s (218)
and
) ] 1 _
Py = ~(0%0 — =0m5") T 42 W 0" = Wi (0%0)s + < (UmZ])B , (2.19a)
4 3 85 4
7B i ~bc ~ 1. be 7 1 + .7bB bc I

The field w(e)qpe in ([2.I8) is the usual torsion-free Lorentz connection given in terms of

the anholonomy tensor C,,,*(e) as
lE)ate = ~Cap€) + 5Cocale) , Con(€) 1= 2o, Cut(e) = ™" Co(e) , (2:20)
while the fields (\Ifabz, @abf{) are the gravitini field strengths

oy = 26" Dimthnl ,  Varh = 2€," € Dt (2.21)
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Also, the derivatives D, areH
1 -
D, = " D,, = e (am — S Mot = 6 Sy = 1ARY — me> L (2.22)

Note that (R(Q)abz, R(Q)abﬂj) are the QQ-supersymmetry curvatures and satisfy

i, - ~ c
EW[a ko)W (2.23a)

;(w[ Eoy &) W | (2.23b)

R(Q)abz =
R(Q)abg -

1 T -
§\I]abz — i(@par o))" +
1—

§\Ilab»y (¢ on)s —

while R(Y)q and R(J)g"" are

R(Y)ay = 2€4™ € OpmAn) — w[ajcbb] + w[a b+ w[a,o—b 59+ w[aﬂab]z, . (2.24a)
R(J)abkl = 2eamebna[mqﬁn M 2¢a p¢b + Qw[a(kgbb] - 2¢[a( ¢b]
31 .
_§¢[a(kab Zl - _¢[a(k ) (224b)

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

fma and other superconformal curvatures. We will however use e,™f,,* which is given by

1 e | R _
fo = _ER +D — _4 S (T Unquﬁqj) + ﬂg pq(¢mjanpp¢q])
1 o 1 .
__wa] aZ] + wa Ewab+(¢a]wbj) + Ewab_(wajwb]) ) (225)

where R = e,e" Ryn® is the scalar curvature constructed from the Lorentz curvature

Riin = 20mwn ™ — 2wpn“wp) e . (2.26)

cd

Also do remember that the spin connection w,,“® is a composite field of the vielbein, the

gravitini, and the dilatation connection, eq. (ZI8]).

It is important to note that the transformations (D.I]) 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 [l which provides a summary

6In many cases, such as eqs. (D-2]), we do not explicitly write the expressions for the D, derivatives
acting on different fields. However, it is straightforward to find the results by use of the chiral and
dilatation weights in Table [I] together with the Lorentz and SU(2)R representations of fields as well as
by using the action of My, and J;; 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.

‘ H ema ‘ 'l/)mia Sz ‘ 'l/)mia SZ ‘ Cbmia UZ ‘ ¢mi> 77]2 ‘ fmc ‘ W;l; ‘ Wa_b ‘ ZZ ‘ Zz ‘ D ‘
D —1] —1/2 | —1/2 | 1/2 12 [ 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' = dz"Vy; = E4V, by F = dV = 1E® A EAF,p, or equivalently,

Fap =2VaVe — TupVe . (2.27)

Due to the existence of the one-form potential the field strength must satisfy the Bianchi
identity
dF =0 = V[AFBC} — T[ABDF]D|C} =0. (228)

At mass dimension-1 we impose the constraints
Fity = —2eYe W, F =2eeW ., Fl=0, (2.29)
where W is a primary superfield with dimension 1 and U(1)g weight —2,

KaW=0, DW=W, YW=-2W. (2.30)

Then the Bianchi identities may be solved giving

S o . ; .

Fajg :g(aa)ﬂV%W s Fa? = —i(Ua)»yBV;-YW , (231&)
1 B L

Fup = = 5(0u)ap(VOW + AWT) + 2(80)35(VW 4 4T ‘. (2.31b)

The Bianchi identities also require W to be a reduced chiral superfield,
ViW =0, VW=VW. (2.32)
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Note that we have introduced the notation
V= viivd) V=iV yel = vlehy) o vel = VItV L (2.33)

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

dants:
No=ViW, X=ViW , XY.=VIW =VIW , (2.34a)
F = —%(aab)ag(vaﬁw + AW W) + é(a—ab)dg(vdf‘W 4w W), (2.34b)
F.p:= %(a“b)agFab = —%(va[gw + AW, W) | (2.34c)
Fob = —%(a—“b)é‘f?Fab = —%(vdﬁ'W AT W) (2.34d)

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

analysing the structure of invariants:

Vi = 3eas XV 4469 o + 289 Wos TV (2.35a)

VIN = 2i6IVSW VN = iy, ST (2.35b)

T I y Yy

VIA] = €K + dey FY 4 2¢,TW ‘w, (2.35¢)

Vi XTE = —4ieUv, N8 wixIE = 4igUv AR (2.35d)
i i =, L. avi

V,YFQB = EW(QZB)W — §WQBVW + ileﬁ(avﬁ) )‘d , (2.356)

. ‘ . 1 .

ViF.; = %v(aumk — 5Washi | (2.35¢)
i pab Lo @ayak  LoraB g

VP = SV, = ST (2.35g)

4= =3 1__u5- 1. ... ;

ViFY = —aC)w - W Pw 4 SOV (2.35h)

These descendant superfields transform under S-supersymmetry as given in the Appendix
of our work.

2.2.2 The abelian vector multiplet in components
We define the component fields of the abelian vector multiplet as follows
p=W|, MNo=MN|=V.W|, XY9:=X9=VIW|, Fu:=Fyu|. (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% follows from the Bianchi identity. The remaining component field being the gauge
connection v, is given by the lowest component of the corresponding superspace connec-
tion, v, = Vj,|. It is worth underlining that the following definition for Fy, from (2.341)

can be directly projected to components
1 — 1 R S pu—
Fup = =5 (0u)as (VW + AWPT)| 4 2 (G0n)g5 (VT + 4T Wy (2.37)

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

two-form,
Jmn = Fon| = 205, V)| = 205,05 (2.38)
Making use of the identity
Fon = En* BB Fap(—)™, (2.39)

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

1 o ay P « 7 G
§(U[a)a Yy AL + 5(%)@ Ay

1 I
5 aZ¢b5¢ + 5¢al¢b5¢ . (2-40)

Fab = Fab| - 6am6bn.fmn -

In the superconformal tensor calculus’ language, F,;, is referred to as the supercovariant
field strength (as it transforms covariantly under any local superconformal transforma-
tions) whereas fr,, = 20U is the conventional field strength. By construction Fy,

satisfies the Bianchi identity
i I
V[anc} = _§R(Q)[abj0'c]>\] + ER(Q)[QI)]O'C]AJ- . (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 Dl
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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 =1EB ANEAByp by

2

1
H=dB = gEC ANEP NE*Hape,  Hape = 3VaBsoy — 3T1ag” Bipiey - (2.42)

The field strength remains invariant under gauge transformations 68 = dV with V a
one-form gauge parameter. The existence of the gauge potential requires that the Bianchi
identity
3
dH =0 = V[AHBCD} — §T[ABEH|E|CD} =0, (243)
be satisfied. As with the gauge one-form, we must impose constraints to reduce the
multiplet. At mass dimension—% they consist of

HiS} = HE%Y = 1127 = HE%k — 0 (2.44)

afy tiy T

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

iJ &f ia 1 i
Hil=0, HM=0, HL%= 5(70)a"G'; (2.452)
g . A
Hep, = g(aab)aﬁvéglk . Hgs' = 6(%5) nggki , (2.45Db)
i s
Hape = gs2aa(0) 5[V V510 = eanca H” (2.45¢)

where G¥ is a real symmetric conformally primary dimension-2 superfield, i.e.,
KaG7 =0, DG7=2G7, YG7=0, (G) =Gy =-cuc;G" . (2.46)
The superfield G¥ also obeys the constraint
Vigh = vigt — ¢ | (2.47)

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

G gives the following descendants:
Lo ai . Leagni
Xoi *—= §Viglj y X = gng J y (248&)
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1 .. _ 1 .
F:=—VY ) F.=—-VY ) 248b

i

Habc = %azbcd(ad)ag[vg’ vf]gjz = 5abcde y (248C)
i T bed
Ha = %(UQ) B[va, Vj]g]i - égabcdH . (248d)

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

the structure of invariants:

ViGh = —26UxD | VIG, = —265X0) (2.49a)

Vixs = 0ieapF . Vixg = —4ie;jHo(0%)s" —iV5Gy; , (2.49D)

VEXH = 61PF | Wiyt = —die; Ho(0%)5 —iV5°Gy; (2.49¢)
ViF =0, VIF =2V, —2W".x/ —657G, , (2.49d)
VOF =0, V.F=2iV, X} +2W,, X" — 6X.G'; , (2.49e)
i 1 i 1 B i B i

ViHay = 5(0w)a VX = 5 (0)as [WX, +38 6" (2.49¢)

_ 1. 5o,

Vm-Ha = —5( ab)dﬁ'vaiﬁ + g(UCL)dB [Wﬁﬁ/Xw‘ + BEﬁlGli] . (249g)

These descendant superfields transform under S-supersymmetry as given in the Appendix
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 Bup itself. It holds that

Bil = —2eUe,50 , B = 2e,e%0 B —0, (2.50)

where U is a chiral superfield, V¢W¥ = 0, of dimension 1 and U(1)g weight -2, but otherwise

arbitrary
Kyv=0, DUV=v, YU=-2U. (2.51)

Constraints of this kind are quite natural since the gauge transformation 6B = dV = F
amounts to
o =T, (2.52)

with W a generic vector multiplet chiral field strength satisfying the Bianchi identities of
eq. (232). We can then proceed to solve (Z42) for the full two-form B:

Buty = 3(0)a Vil . Byl = —5(0,)a VIV | (2.532)
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1 - 1 N Y
Buy = — 5 (0) (Vs ¥ + W 0) + (50)oa(V4T + 4700) . (2530)

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

tiplet in terms of an unconstrained chiral prepotential
GV = = (ViU = VI0) = m[VIW] . V90— V9T = 2iGY (2.54)

One can check that G¥ 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,
116 126,134H139] for seminal works. The linear multiplet is described by a real primary
superfield G¥ of dimension 2 (2.40)) satisfying the constraint (247). The corresponding
3-form field strength H in superspace is given by (2.44) and (2Z.45). Within the superfield
G are the matter components of the linear multiplet: a real isotriplet field G¥, a fermion

Xai, and a complex scalar F":

GY =G|, (2.55a)
Lo i |-
Xai ‘= gvtjxglj‘ y X = gng ]| y (255b)
1 _ .. _ 1 _ .
.= -—-VYgG,: F.=-—-VYG,: 2.
12V gz;| ) 12v g2]| ) ( 550)
! da i B od | d
Habc — %&Lbcd(a ) B[VOC’ V]]gjz‘ - 5abcdH y (255d)
o 1 a 7 _B i 1 bed
Ha = %(UQ) ﬁ[va,vj]g]2| = égabcdH . (2556)
The remaining component field, the two-form, is given by b,,, := Bp,|. Owing to the
superspace identity
S 1 . .
Vi, ViGM = —éaagal(kal)”qugpq : (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
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The covariant conservation equation for H, is

3 3_
V*H, = §22xl- + 522-)22 . (2.57)
The constraint locally implies the existence of a gauge two-form potential, b,,, = —b,m,

and its exterior derivative Ry, := 30),bnp). The solution of (2.57) is
1 3i R . S
Ho = 22 (hyea = 200’ = S0 ks = S0 )Gy) - (2.58)
6 4 4 4
where hgpe = €4 €p™ e hynnyp. The local superconformal transformations of by, are
i i 1/- . A
5bmn = %gigmnxl + %gzamnii + 5 <w[mzo_n]€] - w[mlgn}§]>Gij + Qa[mln} ) (259)

where we have also included the vector gauge transformation ;b,,, = 20,1, that leaves
Pypnp and H invariant. In constructing the superspace three-form H,,,, = 30, Bnp we

can make use of the superspace identity
Hyp = En E,PE,C H o (—)®roctte (2.60)
Projecting this equation to the lowest component, and defining
Pnnp = Hyppp| = 30umbnp) , Pabe := €2 " €l Ny (2.61)

it is easy to show that

Pomnp = EmnpgH|€a” + %(0 mn)o U TXG + %(5 ) 5
2 O daatn® T (2.62)
or, equivalently,
H = HY| = égabcdecd|
= 2o (huea = To)e S — TG 5N+ S0P UETHGR) - (263)

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

1
h = aﬁadethd . (264)
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We also keep using the same notation for the superfield H* and the covariant component
field H*|, 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 ¥. By making use of the gauge trans-
formations (2.52), one can choose for the components of Bap that Bug| = B =0
and B,s| = B*| = 0 while By| remains unconstrained by imposing the component
constraintsﬂ

Ul=0, VU =0, VI =-Viy. (2.65)

One may easily construct by, using b, = en®e,’Ba|. 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 ¢ and spinor fields (p% ,py) — see [39,41] 115,116, 125] 126]
together with [3843.67] 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
@) =aqi,  (P)" = Pai - (2.66)

They also satisfy the following dilatation and chiral weight identities

o .3 _ 3
Dqlg — qu , Dp:;l — ipi , Dpag = §pa£ , (267&)
V' =0, Yol =ph, Y= —Dai- (2.67b)

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

"The 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,[39,141]43]67,115,[116]

8¢t = %51# — %glﬁ + A%g™ + Apg® (2.68a)
Mﬁ=~MM&MVMM+%&wwﬁh+uw%+gméﬁﬂﬁ%a (2.68b)
55; = 4i(6°¢")"Vagu + %)\ab(&abﬁi)d - i)\yﬁ'z‘ + g)\nﬁ? —8n2q";,  (2.68¢)

where
Vag" = Dug" wa -+ wa 5. (2.69)

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

perfield Q%, neutral under U(1)g, and satisfying the following analyticity constraint
Vi = i@ . (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
¢t=Q", ph=ViQi, = ViQH . (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 ¢* and (p%, p¢) are:

(Varto®)y = S )alWa+ 6% (2.72a)

(Vapi 6°)% = _%( o )W+ 61X s (2.72b)
i 3

qul = _iDqu ’ U= Vava . (272C)

The expressions for V,p%, V,pi, and Og™ in terms of the derivatives D, are given by

; ; 0 bT ;1 oLy i
vap%x = Daﬂi + 21(0bwak)a <quk - Zwbkﬁ + Zwbkﬁ) + 4¢aaqu’ s (273&)
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- - . @ 1 1 _—
Vi = Dol — 2i(6"0,") <qu/m' — Zwbk/?g + Zwbkm) — 40, qp; (2.73b)

i afy i O N P S S S o R UYL S UV S
Oq" = D*D.q" — 2§, q" — = p"Dap —i—ZpDa?ﬁ -y Daﬁ+—¢ Daﬁ

4 2
100 P LB+ Dt + T (o S+ S ()
BT T IV — < (o T W — (67 + (D)
—i(wa(iab@k)a)(wbkﬂi) + i(wa(iacﬁk)a)(@ckﬁi) : (2.73¢)

It is important to stress that eqs. (2.72]) are typically read as equations of motion for
the hypermultiplet fields, see for example, [3839,41L[43/67,115/116]. They certainly are
dynamical equations for ¢ and (pf, , ') 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 (3%, ¥;) and D in terms of ¢ and
(P, py) together with the other independent fields of the standard Weyl multiplet. If we

assume that ¢% is an invertible matrix, which is equivalent to imposing
q2 = qli%z 52]5_7q q]l = 2det qii 7& 0, (274)
then the following relations hold

i = ~a\« j b~a\a 1 1~ =
~(Dupi ) + (Y’ 0"6) (qu]'i - Z%jﬂg + Z¢bjpi)

2 _2q—2 zz[_2

ab\ O i 1 cdron i 0 e
(Parjo™)"¢’s + 7 (pio™) Wi + 5 (as0 o) ”chZ] , (2.75a)
S ) I i a T ~b_a i 1ji 1—34
Yai = 2¢ i | — —(Dafﬂf )a - (¢aj0 o )a Dyq™* — Zwb P+ Z% I

i 1 i ~cd a~c 1
(\I]ab o )aqﬂi_ Z([)EU ) cd_l_ (wa d)aqj ch] ) (2-75b)

— a i1 1 i1 1 i~a _cd 1 1 i __a =i 1 7 at
D =q %q [ D*D.q™ + gRq- — é(% oYW — Egba o'pt — §p—'Da¢
- ¢aiDaVi + 2(%%”)% (¢a2 “%; )qﬁ + = (wa‘] azj)
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i i Lorabt 75T N i i( (b Tia i
(G Dty )" W () (0" Dig

=

_l_
- %(wa(iabwj)“)(@bbjpi) +c.c. . (2.75¢)

In the expression for D, eq. (Z75d), remember that (X7, %;) and (¢, ¢;), together with

the spin connection w,,

, are composite fields. Note that so far we have only used one of
the four equations that are equivalent to (2.72d)) to solve for D in eq. (2.75d). It is simple

to show that the remaining independent three equations are equivalent to the following
V(¢"“Vaq?) =0 . (2.76)

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

connection ¢,," 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]

Gifi = Q(iZQj)l = Qi@%’i) ) (Gijii)* = Gijgg ) (2.77&)
Xaill = §qi@p£) ;XY= —%qi(m?) : (Xai?)" = Nadj - (2.77b)

Fi = %/J(iﬁi) By = %ﬁ@_ﬁ : (F2)" = Fy . (2.77c)
H"™ = —iqi(ivaqij) + B%p(ia“ﬁj) : (H*9)* = H; . (2.77d)

These fields all transform according to linear multiplet transformation (D.5) and each of
the previous fields is symmetric in 7 and j. Within the previous composite fields, the field
H%J is particularly interesting. In fact, eq. (2.77d) together with (Z58) represent the
solution to the constraint (2.76) and can be used to express the SU(2)g connection ¢,,"

as a composite field. By introducing the derivative
1 g
D, =e," (8m — §mendd — bm]D) =D, + e, o Jij +1A,Y (2.78)

and by using eq. (2:69), eq. ([2.77d]) can be rearranged for the SU(2)g gauge connection
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as follows

¢ V= 4(] q( zq J [ h Dan* (djakﬁ]) + q (wakp]) /raap] + 4H, J] s (279)
with
ij 7 1 31 c a. kij 3i ~c 3 3 a7, ij
H.H = hot + ggabcd< 5o Do PP RxEL — n D% PRl + n a")a kwdlﬁ'Gkﬂ) :
(2.80)
which plugged back into (2.79) along with ([2.77) gives
¢aij = 2¢~ 2 (7, Da ¢aa(z —2 p:,_x ¢ g«q—2q pz + 16q—4q7,1q] lilal‘l
1' 1 aoc
=510 a0 " i o) = e 0n) atheli
2 (0 g i + 726500, e (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
Gi? = Qu'Qy’ = Q:"QY vighy, V(Zg]k =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: €,%, by, Am, Wap, @ by, (Vmi, ¥m'), and
(p%, pi). 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.1al)-(D.Id), (D.1e)-(D.Ig), (2:59), and (2.68a)-
(Z68d) after using the appropriate identities for all the composite fields w,, fma, Gm™,

(émis '), (B, Sai), and D respectively given by eqs. [2I8), 279), 219), and (2.75).

It is important to underline that the local gauge transformations of the hyper-dilaton
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6ma wmab bm fma ¢mij Am ¢mi ¢mi Wab PL q% bmnll
16B 0 4B 0 0 4B  32F 0 6B 8F 4B 18B
P, Mg D K, J4 Y Q S AmZ-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 A, describes the vector symmetry associated with the gauge two-forms b,,,* with field
strength three-forms hmnpii and H*Y. 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 (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 G;;% is a linear multiplet. It is
straightforward to show that its descendant fields o2, Y%, FZ, and F}; transform
correctly as linear multiplet fields using only the hypermultiple’g supersymmet}y 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 space@ is given by
i
32

8For simplicity we restrict to a flat geometry where the derivatives should be V, — 8,, but it is
straightforward to extend this analysis to a Weyl multiplet background.

SH™ = —20q'0V"q?) — 3qU6V"q?) + 3pUo"s) + 3i2,o<laaapz>
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1. . . ; 1 o _
— ggmqi(zvapf_x) + Z(O_ab)aﬂygwpa(lqu#) +c.c. . (283)

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
(Vapto®), =0 — Vi =2(0™)asVip™ .
Inserting this back into the transformation rule we have

O™ = —(0")ast™ (Vip™ g2 + p70V12) + c.c.

1
= §§i0abvalﬂ +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,W =0, (3.1)
and satisfies the additional constraint
DYW — DYW =0 , DY :=D*DJ | Dy = DDy | (3.2)
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where

Dl = —
o« = g T

i(0"),50"0, ,  Df = a +i(67)3505:0, , (3.3)

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

solved through the Mezincescu prepotential [140]
W= %AD”VU , (3.4)
where Vj; satisfies Vi; = Vj;, (Vi;)* = V¥, while
~ 1

_ 1 —.5= = AP
A= g DDy = _4_8D%Da6 » Dag = DaxDy , (3:5)

is the N/ = 2 chiral projecting operator such that
/d4:)3d49d49£ = /d4xd46’ AL = /d49:d49 AL . (3.6)

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

grangian
1 .
SO = —Im [5 / d4xd4erw2] . Ti=— 4. (3.7)
g
In the case of a self-interacting theory, the previous model can be lifted to

S, = —Im[ / d4:cd49F(W)] , (3.8)

where F'(W) is an arbitrary function of W which is the special-Kéhler geometry holomor-
phic prepotential. An A" = 2 (electric) FI term is defined by

Spp = / d*xd*9d*0 ¢V, (3.9)

with £€¥ being a triplet of real constants. The theory described by S, = S, + Sy is referred
to as electrically deformed [5,8,9].

The magnetic dual of S, is described in terms of the Lagrangian
S = —Im[ / dizd'e F(W)] , (3.10a)
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where, however, the superfield W satisfies a modified reduced chiral constraint as follows
DYW — DW = 2i¢" | (3.10Db)

with (¥ 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'(IW) of the electric S, action. The duality between S, and S,, can be

implemented through the action
Satity = —1 dedio F(Y)| — L [ dtadiedtg U, [ DT — DT — 21c 11
duality — m X ( ) g X i IC ) (3 )

where U;; is an unconstrained real (U;;)* = U% superfield and Y is an arbitrary (and
long) chiral superfield. T can be represented by using the chiral projecting operator and

an arbitrary complex prepotential superfield as
T=AV. (3.12)

When integrating out U;; and renaming T = W in the previous action, one obtains the
N = 2 vector multiplet action deformed by a magnetic FI term in eq. (BI0). After
integration by parts and using (B.6) one can rewrite (3.11) as

Sanatity = —Im [ / dizdte (F(T) . TWU)] . i / dlzd'0d'g ¢iU;, , (3.13a)

with
1- .
WU - ZADUUU . (314)
The variation of the previous action with respect to T, after using (812) and integrating
by parts, is
i __7OF(T)
O Sauaity = 5 / d1zd*9d'd 5\11( - WU) : (3.15)
implying that on shell it holds
F(Y 1o ..
887,(r) == WU y WU = ZADUUZ] 5 (316)
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which turns (3.13al) into

o~ ~ 1 ..
S, = —Im [ / d*zd*o F(WU)] + / d*zd*0d*0 €Uy, | = _ZCU . (3.17)

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

OF(Wy)

F(Wy) = F[X(Wy)] = T(Wy)Wy oWy,

=V, (3.18)

This is a usual Legendre transform of the special-Kéahler holomorphic prepotential ' and

its dual F', and T (W) is an implicit solution (which we assume to exist) of af;gr) =Wy
satisfying
oY (W, oWyt _ -
e I GG RES U (3.19)
where
O?F(T) _ PPLE(Wy)
T) = =" 2

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 [51,8,9]

S = —Im [ / d*zd*0 F(W)} + / d*zd*0d*0 7V | (3.21a)
D'W — D"W =2i(¥ | W = iADijVij + %eijcij : (3.21b)

where 0;; := 0{0,;. 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 Fl-type deformation will be associated to the following full conformal superspace

invariant
/ dzd0dEGIVE G = QN (3.22)

where Q% is the on-shell hypermultiplet in conformal superspace, while 5? = 5%1 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]
VIW — VW = 2iG7 | (3.23)

where W is only required to be covariantly chiral. The constraint now holds in conformal
supergravity where the V 4 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+1U, (3.24)

where W is the prepotential of G¥ and is a chiral superfield, V¢¥ = 0, of dimension 1 and
U(1)g weight -2, but otherwise arbitrary — see eqs. (2.50)—(2.54).

It is straightforward to deduce that
VYW — VW = V9 — V9 = 2iG7 | (3.25)

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

W gives the following independent descendants:
AN =VIW, X'=Vi'W, (3.26a)
. 1 . o . 1 - o
X = S(VIW + VIW) | GV = —S(VIW - VIW) | (3.26b)
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1 - 1 = 4Bk =4
Fup =~ (0u)" (Vg W+ AWes W) + £ (600) (VW + AWW) L (3.260)

Fo.3 = %(o—“b)aﬁFab = —%(vaﬁw + 4Wo5W), (3.26d)
Fof — —%(a—“b)dBFab - —%(Wﬁv‘v + 4T W) | (3.26¢)
Xai = %Vggij , & = %?j”g"j , (3.26f)
F = 1—12v“gij : F= 1—12v“gij : (3.26g)
Hepe = é%ﬁabcd(ad)ag[vg, ??]gji = Cabea (3.26h)
H, = %(%)%[VL V)G = éeabcdH e (3.261)

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

lyzing the structure of invariants:

S 1 . ] - - - _
Vi = SeasX + %eaﬁgw + 4€TF o5 + 26T W5 W | (3.27a)
VN, = —2i6] V5*W | (3.27b)
ViXD = 2151V, SW (3.27¢)
S R _ Y
ViA] = Sex %eaﬁg” + 46, FY 4 26, WPW (3.27d)
Vi X = iUk — 4y o\ (3.27¢)
VX, = 2ieiXny — 4 Va® g (3.27f)
i i YA 1 iR 1. i 1. ayl
ViFas = 64X W — §WOCBVW + 516 Xp) + §1ev(av5) A (3.27g)
. i . 1 .

ViF.s = %v(auﬁ)k — 5Washl | (3.27h)
imap L axBk  l—ap 4 )
VIFY = §v7< AT = SWEAD, (3.271)

P i 1 s I N
R Hw - AN+ S EVLIAL (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

5 = EX + \pdp — 2Ny | (3.28a)
0 = EXi+ Mo+ 2iNv @ (3.28b)
. . . _ 1 . ] . _.
0N, = 20" ¢)aFuy + (0€)a Wi — 560 X7 - %gajG” +2i(0°E) Vb
1 . .3 . . .
+§>\“b(aab)\l)a AN F FAA — I, 46 (3.28c¢)
— o P 1-.. .. R
OX! = ~2(6"6) Fupy — (3€) Winp — SE9X + %gaJGij +2i(69,)0V .
1 1 \a o 3\ ya .\ yo VT
_'_§>\ab(5-ab)\i)a — NS+ §>\D>\,~ +iAy A, +407¢ (3.28d)
XY = 20gd) + 4ig°0V, XY — 2i€l ) + 4iE[ VAN
+2XE XIR Loy X (3.28¢)
ab : yF k 1 o By k\ 1 k —
SF = | = i6oVyA" + (0wt = 560 (0) " Wap )6 = S(EXIW,
+ %fkdabxk + 277k0ab)\k +c.c.| + 2)\1DFab — QA[ach]c , (328f)

while all the transformations of the descendants of W and W associated to G¥ are exactly
the same transformations as the linear multiplet component fields G¥, x,;, ¥, F, and
F 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

VIW! - VIW' =2iglY | Glv .= (Lt (3.29)
where Q™ is the on-shell hypermultiplet in conformal superspace, while gj = fl 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=S.+cc., S.= /d8z5£c . d%z:=d'zd% (4.1)

where L, is covariantly chiral, V&£, = 0, and £ is a suitably chosen chiral measure
[50,141H143]. The Lagrangian £. must be a conformally primary Lorentz and SU(2)g

chiral scalar with conformal dimension two and U(1)g weight —4:
DL, =2L.,, YL.=-4L,, J'L.=MyL.=K,L.=S'L.=8L.=0. (42

Any action involving an integral over the full superspace may be converted to one over
the chiral subspace by the rule [50]

_ o 1 .. _
/d%Eﬁ - /d8z5v4£, A%z = dled0d', V= VIV, (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
S. = d4 1 vzjv 1 - l(~d 5aqu 1~ l(-d 'deva W‘j‘BW .
.= Tre 4_8 i — E@bd(;(o' ) aVig T+ 5%5(0 )aa ; T+ ap
1-, - e 1 .: . 5 ~c —=af
+ chfﬂﬁdf; ((U d)’y&vkl - 56756]“(0 d)ﬁ7V57 _ 45%6;&[(0’ d)aBW 5)

1ac~.a_'__' iac i & i T B
-3 bed 5,8 wbéwgdevw G bed i ¢ %é%?) L. (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 [1441[145]. We stress that the component action (4] is
the primary building block for the superconformal invariant actions considered throughout
this work wherein a consistent choice for L. 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 £. = F(WT) of n
deformed abelian vector multiplets W’. Note that F(W7) must be homogeneous of

degree two in W/,
W/ F =wW!

il = 2F . (4.5)

with
ViW! — VIiW' = 2ighii | (4.6)

Recall that the above follows from the fact that the deformed abelian vector multiplet
can be defined by the shift
W =w! 4 vl (4.7)

where ¥ are the prepotential for the linear multiplets G/%
Ghi — _%(vihpf — VT (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
SW! =0 | (4.9)
which is apparent from
oul =W, swl=-w!, (4.10)
for a vector multiplet field strength W/ satisfying
VT — 0, VI = VI (4.11)
By the component action principle of eq. ([A4), this action in components was gener-
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ated computationally by the computer algebra software, Cadabra [146-H148]. 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

: o 3 ea
SC:/d4l’6[fjm¢l—Q‘F]WQ&FIO‘V_‘FW@BW 6+3F1D¢I+§f122)\k

i a1 3
— TN IV X + S P MM, — 25 F R
_ 1 1 1 .
_ 2'FIJ¢IWOCBF£5 _ §‘FIJ¢I¢JWOCBWOCB + 1_6FIJK (AIZ)\JJ) Mz[]{

1 o 1 i o
+ 5 PN ENR Y 4 S Fred! NN Wy

1 o 1 e
+ —fIJKL)\m’L)\f;K/\?’J)\gj - 5}} (vl ab)d Vb)\]I-

48
— P (T8N MY i (3h67) AL
LR () N W — - Fuu (35,07A) (WAY)
6N — L (31,67 04) M)
= L (B ) (NAD) + 1 (Bu) (™) B
i %]:@I (V) (™) Wag + %FIJ (Umhn) (0™ A])

 F () (0T 5+ 3 Fre™ (D) (TN
- L FE (i) (5)

. . | .
n %]—}FI + %J—“U (W) + 57 (5,67) | - (4.12)

where we have introduced the following complex triplet of scalar fields

I _~;I i Vi ' AT alt
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, £. = F(W?), 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 ([LI2)
N N DV T - Fa o T
VbAj = DbAj - 2¢bj ¢) + Z’lvba Mjk + %w (2F + W ¢) )
: ay 1 eNay /(T
— 1 (D %+ 5(0) '*(mm”“)) ; (4.14a)
1 am 3 Y cexIky L (g myI) L my T8y L
06" = D'Dug’ + 5D UA™) + 5 (607 A]) + 7 Wm0 ™), AT
‘ 1 _
- % (Ymjo™S) @' — 5sz%§ — 2" . (4.14Db)

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
Fiy| = Eyl + Byl | (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 %]—" e\ MZJJ +c.c. from
[#I2). The quadratic term in X/, 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]

Sitandard 71 = —2i / Bz EVW! +cc = / 22 EGYV] (4.16)

17
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where

- - - 1-_ ..
GY = —= (VYU - VIT;) , W= ZAvwvlg . (4.17)

i
2
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 Sggangara 71 can be obtained by using eq. (£.4]) in the first
definition in (£.I6]). The result is

Sstandard F1 — / d4LE‘€ FI¢I + X?IAZ{ + gG[]XZIJ — € qumnl I{q

1~ ~d\ba 7 k7 ~ cd\ 46
—§¢dg(0d)5 [Qxal[¢l + qu[>\gﬂ +¢cfﬂpdf’;(0 d)ﬁﬂgle[qf)I +c.c., (418&)

or equivalently

N 2
Fro' + X3\ + ngX{’j + —Em"pqhmnpfvé

4
Sstandard FI :/d xe 3

1 - ~d\ba Tk ~ cd\4d
—§w25(ad)5 [2Xair¢" + Gigr A ] + 054 (6 Grrg' | +cc. . (4.18b)

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

metry of the linear multiplet prepotentials by vector multiplets,
oW, =W, . (4.19)
This is manifestly an invariance, assuming that SW! =0 and
VoW, =0, V9, = ViIW, . (4.20)

Here we have used the symbol Wr to distinguish the closed, super two-form field strength
vector multiplet gauge parameter from the physical vector multiplet W!. The invariance
can be trivially seen when looking at the second equation in (£.I6]) and by noticing that
G? is identically zero if ¥; is replaced with the vector multiplet, Wy, in ([@IT). Moreover,

the action (4.10) is also invariant under the following gauge transformations of the vector
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multiplets prepotentials
5AV;§ _ nglgk + ?dkj_\ldijk : Algk _ AI{(Nijk) : ‘/_\I%k _ (Alaijk)* : (421)

for a set of complex gauge parameter superfields A’%* being arbitrary up to the algebraic
and reality conditions stated above. This transformation leaves the field strengths W/
in ([AI7) invariant and, after superspace integration by parts and using VSG]I%) = 0,
?SGJI%) = 0, one can directly show the invariance of the second form of (4.I6). The

invariances under ¢ and 6, manifest themselves in the component action (ZI8) by the

1
pg’

which transform as total derivatives under the ¢ and & A variations.

fact that the only term transforming would be €™, equivalent to €™"P9h,,,, Ivé ,

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/[8l[Q]. 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 Fl-type

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

Suppose that we consider magnetically deformed vector multiplets
W =W 0! | VIW! - VIW =gl | (4.22)
which possess the gauge transformation
SWi=0, 0¥ =w!, swi=-w, (4.23)
for a vector multiplet field strength W/ satisfying
VT =0, VI = VT (4.24)

We do use § to distinguish from § and also to distinguish W from W’ and W, Assuming
U’ and ¥; are unrelated, the possible candidates for an electric FI-type deformation would
be

—2i / P2 EVW! +cc. = /d% EGYV!

ij

W= iAv“vl (4.25)

ij
which, is invariant under the U, = W, transformation, but, with oV, = 0, it is not
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invariant under & transformations, and
—2i / Bz &V, W! tcec. (4.26)

which, is invariant under the § transformation but not 4. Note that the previous no-go
argument holds also in cases where the electric and magnetic deformations are defined in
terms of the same W building block. This is for instance the case of the hyper-dilaton Weyl
composite linear multiplet G;;2 that leads to G¢? = &; g”J and G/V = CI G“Y. TIn this
case, assuming the existence of a potential U¥ for G¥¥, the ¢ and § transformations would
coincide with a single one generated by §¥% = W¥ for a triplet of vector multiplets with
field strengths W¥. The reader can check that by choosing W := 5?‘11 and W[ := ¢/, 0¥,
together with W’ = W 4+ WL both (@25 and [{26) are in general not invariant under &
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 (279) into (£12).
Because the special conformal f,,. and S-supersymmetry (¢p,",, ¢me) connections depend
on D and (X%, ¥4;) and because the SU(2)g connection ¢,,” is composite in the hyper-
dilaton Weyl background, we degauge the derivative V, to D, as defined in eq. (2.18).
Also, note that the linear multiplet ﬁelds are composite of hypermultiplet fields, eq. (2.77)
and G971 = CI G, Xl = Cixai, XM = (X, and F' = ¢, FY. With this in mind,
the bosonic part of the action followsH ) )

1 7 1 1 1 1
Lo posons = 5.7—"1WIR + 5uf,Fg + Z]-"WabW“b — gifeabch‘“’W"d — §fIWabF“bI

9In the discussion in this section, we should use ¢’ rather than W' 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’ 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 : abypedl 1 InhabJ 1 : abl pedJ 1 I ijd
+Zl]-}eabch F - if]JFab F — ilfjjeabch F — 3—2]:]JG<Z-]-GCJ
1 . _ _ 1
5 F1 Xy X FDDW' — AF;W' A, A" — TFWa W W

+%i.7-}eabch“bWCdWI - %quabWIF“bJ - iifueabch“bWIFCd‘]
+11—6ifﬂxij TG - %EJWabwabW[W" - %iFIJeadeW“bWCdWIWJ
—4iF A,D'W' — 2iF;W D, A" — 64F,W ¢ *H,,;H

+]:1W1q_2 (QQizDaDain +D.¢" D% — Qq_2QiQle'DaqiiDaqﬁ> : (5.1)

Note that implicit fermions exist here and can be seen by converting H, F* and F®
to A%, fo and £, respectively, by egs. (263), (2:64), and (240). This notably includes
the coupling of h%d to two gravitini. Otherwise, the fermionic counterpart of the action
is given in Section II of the supplementary file. The component action for Sgiandard FI
in the hyper-dilaton Weyl background will remain the same as in the standard Weyl
multiplet background (EI8)), as it does not depend on the composite fields D, (X%, 34;),
and ¢,,". Keep also in mind that some of the fields in the previous bosonic Lagrangian
are composite and include fermions. For example, FCI in a hyper-dilaton Weyl background
is purely quadratic in fermions while the D, derivative is defined in terms of w,,°¢ 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 =S, + c.c. + Sgtandard FI - (5.2)

In all the expressions in this section, we will formally allow for arbitrary “electric” (gg?' )
and “magnetic” (ggfj) 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 [04.06] 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 X%/, The X“/-dependent terms in the action are

1 — are 3 1 3
Lx =1 (f,JKA;”Ag]. Tk IAC{j) XK 4 Niy X[ X
1 _ I
—I-El (FIJ - ]:IJ) Xileng + ZGH]Xz'Ij ) (5.3)

where Géj I and Géj are the magnetic and electric deformations, respectively. Thus the

equations of motion follow (one for each selection of I):
0= (.F[JKA?JAQZ —+ ?[JKS\QL-]Z-S\?K) + N[JX;:]]' +1 (.F[J — ﬁ[J) GC;]J —+ 4G5ij[ , (54)
where we have defined the special Kahler metric

Nij=Fi+Fus - (5.5)

Next, we find the Euler-Lagrange equations of motion for the auxiliary fields W,z and
—écB
W

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

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

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 for Wz, Wd‘B, we can directly use the above
action as degauging is already completed. Collecting all terms up to all orders in fermions
with W,s and W, we have

— 1 S — 1 —T .
ﬁWM = _2]:IJVVO»\VVIFaA — 5‘7‘—1JWQ>\W0‘)‘W[WJ + ZfIJKEijWa)\WIAwCJ)\]AK
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ol ad AN — 1 ol o A —
+‘FIJWO!>\W QZQA Jﬁ)‘q 2 + ZIIEQWQAW I p‘l)‘q 2
+]:"IWQA)\O‘”q,iqu_2 — Qﬁ]Wa)\FaAI — ‘/—:.WQAWQA +c.c. .

The Euler-Lagrange equations of motion for the auxiliary fields Wg, Wb follow
Y S — 1 N .
N WAW' W = 2N, WF7 ¢ ZEJK%WIXJ(“M)JK
+(ﬁ[] - f_-IJ)WI%}\iJ(apA —|— f[GJW pz(a Ni (56)

together with its complex conjugate. Note that the EOM for W,z and Wb are manifestly
covariant and do not depend on the gravitini as expected.

Next, to prove that the equation of motion for A,, is covariant, we need to perform
integration by parts, which makes it essential to degauge the covariant derivative D,
with respect to My, in the above action and insert the composite expression for the spin
connection w,,? in terms of w(e),,? together with bilinear terms in gravitini, eq. (2.I8).
Once these steps are carried out, the terms involving A, = ¢, A,, in the Lagrangian take
the following form:

La, = = T e i W N Ay = Fiue ey p65(00) WX g7, A
1 Q ayi _B a : i'fad_B
+ 5}"“6 Bedﬁ-(aa)a )\BI/\Z-JA + 1Fres 5670 i)\jIAa
a axPI i § pa— 1 a axxr! i = B ga—
+ Fre BEQBEQ'(U@)Q ;g Ll g A% + §f1€ ﬁedﬁ-(aa)a %% pfﬁpiBA q 2

— 4iF A%, "0, W — AF W' A"A, — 6F, W ,"0,, A° + c.c. . (5.7)
The Euler-Lagrange equation of the auxiliary fields A* give:

1 R
8N A, = —iFr0a . W AL — Fr5(04)a W X 05,0072 + 37 10(00)a NN
HI SN + Fr(0)a® A,aq”pf -
. . .
15 F1(0)a W 0P~ = AF,WIDLW + 217, W DLW 4 ec. (58)

where we have defined
N = N,W'W’ | (5.9)

and the covariant derivative D! contains only the Lorentz connection (without gravitini
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torsion) and the inverse vielbein, i.e.,
! m 1 cd
D =e, (am — 5¥m (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 A¢

o _ y 1 R
Nij(04)a® (WI)\?J_M + WIXdef) ¢ig % + §N1J(aa)a°‘)\’al)\id

1 . _ _
5N ()" Pisa - AN, WV W’ + 2N, W V,W/ =0. (511

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
def =ME+ -+ . (6.1)

Here £ = (£, €L) refers to the supersymmetry transformation parameters and M is a
(field dependent) matrix. If M is degenerate, det M = 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[0,[7,27H38]. 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 =cod (6.2)

where ¢ is a compensator, ¢ is a deformed physical vector multiplet, and ¢ 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 Kahler 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-K&hler 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 (G.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 Kahler 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.

48



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 Kahler 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. (B.0) and (5.9]), implies

Fo=cp, Fi=co, Foo=0, Fio=Fn=c¢, Fuu=0,
N()Q = O, NlO = NOl = 20, Nll = 0, N = 26(@5&) + ¢Q§) . (63)

We also choose the electric and magnetic deformations to be Gg? = (&;4%¢’2,0) and
Gcfj = (O,ng}qjl), respectively. This means that the compensator is “eiectrically 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 §;; and ¢;; we will find

zero vacuum energy and partial supersymmetry breaking.

For simplicity, we consider the case where ¢ # 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. (B.I]) 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:
N ab 1 ij
‘Cbosons - ER - 2CF’abF‘ + gCXin J — 4NAaAa
_ _ 1 _ _
- C(d)Fab + ¢Fab)Wab . iiCEade((ﬁFGb + ¢Fab)ch

1
= o(QF™ + OF ") Wap + Siceaa(F™ + 6F) W
+ c¢pD, D + c¢pD, D} + céD, D¢ + céD, D¢

— %cWabW“b(% + o) — iiCEabchGbWCd(w — 0¢)
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— dic(¢p — ) A, D¢ — dic(¢p — ¢)A,D P
— 64N Hyyy H* + Nq?Dy,g;;D%¢" + 2Nq*q;; D, D"
- QNC]_LLQi;‘jSDaqiiDaqﬁ

1 P y
+ EQZ%LleXU + gg@iemnpqhmnpqu . (64)

Note that, once again, implicit fermions exist from the conversion of H*, F% and
F® to h*Y, fob and f°, respectively, by eqs. 263), (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* and
X" can be obtained by substituting (6.2]) into the general equation of motion (5.4) and

are given by the following two equations
X;; =0, (6.5a)
2 o
Xij = —Efgi%iq]'l : (6.5b)

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

eq. (L13)

2 N\ .
M;; = <_E£ii + 1@1) g - (6.5¢)

The Euler-Lagrange equations of motion for the remaining auxiliary fields Wz, W‘iﬁ.,
and A, can once again be obtained by substituting (6.2]) into the general equations of
motion for (B.0]), its complex conjugate, and (5.8), respectively. They are all given by the

following;:
AGHIW = 2 (66 + 68N 7o — A GF + GF) (6.62)
1e0gT7™ = 2 (66 + 58)a ) — AclgF + GF) (6.6b)

8NA, = dic(¢D,¢ + ¢pDyp — ¢D,p — ¢D,0)
~2icth, (DXT + AL + 2ict,d (6N + P ;)
+¢(02)a* (NN ia + XNNia) + c(04)a (0 + é¢)ﬁmﬁgaq_2
+2¢(02) 0" (PA™ + PN)qiPsq
+2¢(00)a (PXia + PNia)d pia > . (6.6¢)
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Note that from the action in eq. (6.4]) we see that the scalar potential
4 L i NI 1 i i
Spotcntial = d*re 1—60X (MU + MZJ) + Z@l-qqu—X =0 y (67)

is zero on the vacuum where X% = (. Hence, we have zero cosmological constant. By
analysing in the following subsection the supersymmetry variation of the fermions, we
will see that the condition det M = 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: (0@ + 9p) = —5 . (6.8a)

The S-gauge can be obtained by simply taking the Q-supersymmetry transformation of
the D-gauge

S-gauge: AN+ o, =0. (6.8b)

With this choice, the D-gauge is invariant under ()-supersymmetry. Next, the consistent

gauge choice for the U(1)g symmetry [38] is

U(1)-gauge: o=0=y, (6.8¢)

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 ¢;; fields. We then impose

SU(2)-gauge : G = eie” Y, (6.8d)
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which gauge fixes SU(2)g. Lastly, we take the standard choice of gauge fixing condition
K-gauge : by =0, (6.8¢)

to fix special conformal symmetry.

The transformation rules of the resulting Poincaré supergravity multiplet [127] are
those that preserve the previous gauge conditions of egs. (6.8). To preserve the gauge
condition (6.8a) we need to impose A\p = 0. Because Q-supersymmetry does not pre-
serve the gauge, it is necessary to accompany these transformations with appropriate .S-
supersymmetry, U(1)g, special conformal, and SU(2)g compensating transformations. To
preserve (6.8D]), by examining the transformations of egs. (D.3)) and (B:2]), it is straight-
forward to show that any ()-supersymmetry transformation has to be accompanied by a

compensating S-supersymmetry transformation with the following parameter

= g (2<o—abgi>a<Fab<}b + OF ) + 2(0™E) W, (0) — %gaj(X Y+ oM¥)
12i(0°E)a(Vabp + BVad) + X, (X)) + (EX)A, ) - (6.9)

To preserve the gauge condition (6.8d), by examining the transformations of eqs. (D.3)
and ([B.28), it is straightforward to show that any @-supersymmetry transformation has

to be accompanied by a compensating U(1)g-symmetry transformation with parameter
i o
Ay = ——(EXN =&\ . 6.10
v ==X =€) (6.10)

A similar analysis shows that to preserve the gauge condition (6.8€) one needs to en-
force non-trivial compensating special conformal K-transformations with a parameter
A%(&). 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 \%(&)
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 5™ = 0 by implementing a compensating SU(2)g

transformation with the following parameter
U

Nid(€) = — % [g(ipj) _ g(iﬁn] ’ (6.11)

where p' = §p* and p; = 6;p;.

(2
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The local super-Poincaré transformations of the fermionic fields after gauge fixing are

given by:
X, = 200 Fup + (7€) WV — 5 X + %A“%aabma
+2i(0°€") o (D¢ + 2iAs¢ — %BX )+ (5%” — 9 ey — 4—1?/(€k)\k — & Ne) AL
2 |20 ) (P + OF.s) + 201V (60) — 160, (X764 &Miﬁ)} ’
+2e |210°€). ((Pio+ 2100 = J035)6 + 6(DL+ 214u — 10X ) | o
+2¢ [NL(EN)) + (EA)AL] ¢, (6.12a)
S = (200E0 + 0™ (E00)" + 200 7€0 + DALE + bl ) — 5 (EF0) W

l\DIH

1 U

(§] - _ g 1 7 =AY (0%
—5)\ab(¢mi0ab)a - 7(5@'%‘) - f(ipj)) Y™ — —(&)\ '3 ‘i i) Ymg

()|~ A6UENH (GFs + Fusdp + W) — 569 <Xu¢ + ¢M,)

FAGE) (B(DLD — 248 — STA)) + (D — 24,6 — S0 7))

HEN)A] + X?‘(&X’)] (6.12b)

: s Q& ab i 1 ) 1) 7
0pe = —4i(06)aVag™ + 5 A b0 + @(SM —&"Ni)pg,

) _ _ ) __ 1 o .
+4e[2(0™¢") o (Fu + asFab) +2(0™€)aWih(60) — 6o (X”qb + GMY)
+2i(0°) o (DL + 21400 — afx )@ + (Dl + 2iA, ¢ — afx )

FALEN) + (XA ait (6.12¢)
together with their complex conjugates. Note that we have only given the transformation
of N, since the S-supersymmetry gauge condition (G.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, Fy;,, Wy, etc.) as

these are the ones to investigate the supersymmetry breaking pattern in the model. The

resulting equations are

SN, = —cy® M€y + -, (6.13a)

53



OV = %(Um)admijgdj +- (6.13b)

Spt = —20yinMij§Z¥ R (6.13c)

We see immediately that all these terms are proportional to a single complex matrix,
M,;;. To achieve partial supersymmetry breaking and zero vacuum energy, we impose a

vanishing determinant of this matrix, M;;. This implies the following expression is zero

R RV PP
M MY = 56568 — 760 — ~i6;¢2 =0, (6.14)
thereby giving the two independent conditions on the magnetic and electric deformation
parameters
4 ij ]
gfg‘f T — (¢ =0, (6.15a)
£iC2=0. (6.15b)

It follows that for generic solutions of the previous equations, det M = 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 egs. (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:

(Bt )= (6.16)

—50

This implies that the real part of ¢ 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 B = =

2¢ (¢ + @)  4cRe¢ (6.17)

One should therefore interpret y as in eq. (6.17) in all equations that follow. Next, one
algebraically solve for W,z and Waﬁ' in terms of the other independent fields by using
(66a) and (6.6D). After imposing the U(1)g gauge condition, we will have the inverse
vector multiplet field and its conjugate, ¢~ ' and q_b_l, in our action as a direct result of
integrating out these auxiliary fields. Remember that eq. (6.16]) requires the real part
of ¢ 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
62). It is also straightforward to obtain the algebraic expression for A, in terms of
the independent component fields by solving (6.6d) after imposing all the gauge fixings.
Finally, also note that the S-gauge (6.8D) can be applied in the following way

AL ==y oA, (6.18)

thereby removing A, from the final result. At the end of all these substitutions, the
bosonic part of the on-shell action is

101 1 1
ﬁbosons = - _R_l_ 5CY 1¢fabf b+_lcy 1€abcd¢f b.f d_l_ §Cy¢ 1fabfab

2 2 4
1. _— 1 w L. ab re
+ Zlcy%bcdfﬁ 1fabf8d+ icy 1¢fabf b— Zlcy 1€abcd¢f bf ¢

1 1 -
+ §cy¢_1fabfab — Zicyeabcdqﬁ_lf“bf:d +cyD, D" (¢ + @)
+ YD, gD P — 2¢y* D, D" b + *y* D, pD" b
~ 4 .

+ 16e*Y h* h,y; — 2D, UDU + 2D, D"U + gemnmgijhmnp%q : (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

1 T L2U ia g 1 ij 2U—= —= &
»Cformions mass terms — EcyMije P P] a ]._60yM e pidpj
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1T 1 N
+ ECQUMU)\]OCPZ ot iceUM”)\jdpi @

1 L 1 .
— ZiCMij(O'a)adlpafl)\la — ZICMU (O_a)adwajakza
1 | _ o
+ iicyeUMij(Ua)ad aéﬁza + ZicyeUl\/Iij(O_a)ozdwajoz Za
1 i j L —ij Tac, 7bh
— UM () P — SN (G (620)

They are all proportional to either M;; or its complex conjugate M. 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 hq,.2 that appear through their Hodge duals,
ho¥. Remember that, roughly, in the hyper-dilaton Weyl multiplet h,? takes the place
of the SU(2)g connection ¢, which within the supergravity-matter systems engineered
in terms of the standard Weyl multiplet (where matter fields have ubiquitous couplings
with ¢,”) becomes a linear combination of the vector multiplet gauge connections to-
gether with terms arising from the hypermultiplet moment map of the quaternion-Kéahler
geometry. In the hyper-dilaton Weyl case, there is no gauging and only the coupling with
hoi appears in place of Fl-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 [518,9,125,T51], 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 [5,8,0]. As a proof of concept,
in this work, we did show that by considering the SU(1,1)/U(1) special-Kéhler 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 Miiller 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-Kahler 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., [1L29H35], 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 Miiller’'s Poincaré supergravity, is mapped to the
quaternion-Ké&hler hypermultiplet target spaces that characterise the work in [7,29130135].
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
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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 AN/ = 2 supergravity, this and
the surprising and intriguing mechanism that leads to scalar potentials without gauging
the SU(2)g symmetry in the hyper-dilaton and Miiller 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., [T1L[76L77,80,82-84,[89L90.93]. 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 [I5§].

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,[53H66], 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.

Acknowledgements:

We thank W. Kitchin for collaboration at the early stage of this project and J. Hutomo
for collaboration on related projects. G.T.-M. is also grateful to I. Antoniadis, J.-
P. Derendinger, L. Girardello, F. Farakos, H. Jiang, S. Kuzenko, and A. Van Proeyen
for several discussions and collaborations on topics related to this work. We are also
grateful to F. Farakos and S. Kuzenko for the careful reading and the useful feedback
on our manuscript. This work has been supported by the Australian Research Council
(ARC) Future Fellowship FT180100353, ARC Discovery Project DP240101409, and the
Capacity Building Package of the University of Queensland. G.G. and S. K. have been
supported by postgraduate scholarships at the University of Queensland. We acknowledge
the kind hospitality and financial support at the MATRIX Program “New Deformations
of Quantum Field and Gravity Theories,” that took place in Creswick (Australia) between
22 January and 2 February 2024, and the meeting “Integrability in low-supersymmetry
theories,” held in Trani between 22 July and 2 Aug 2024 and funded by the COST Action
CA22113 by INFN and by Salento University, where part of this work was performed.

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 ¢ tensors
,lvba = Eaﬁ'lvbﬁ 5 XOC - EQBXB 5 (Al)

obeying

PN R 12 _
Eapf =04, €°=1.

«

Eap = —C8a , Eape’? =07

o )

Similarly SU(2) indices are raised and lowered by e;; and £” having the same properties
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as €43. Opinor indices are contracted as
X =N, OX =YX
For spinors which are also isospinors, we define

Vx =X, U = Vi

The metric is 7, = diag(—1,1,1,1). The sigma matrices are defined as

(0Daa = (1,5) , (69 =¥ (0%) 45 = (1, —0) ,
and have the properties

(Ua)ag(&b) - _nabég - 2(O-ab)o¢6 )

&

(%)dﬂ(ab)m = —nabég‘ —2(6a)%

together with the following useful identities

(0ab)ap(0)ys = —2e4aEp)s
(5ab)a5(5ab)«y5 = —2e5E4) »
(0ab)ap(6%)55 =10,
1
tr(0ap0ca) = (Tap)a’ (0ca)5” = ~laleMdb — 5 abed
~ o~ ~ 3/~ & 1
tr(gabacd) - (O-ab)dﬁ(o-cd)g = _na[cnd}b + igabcd s
(Ua)ad(aab)ﬁ“f = ea(ﬁ(ab)’y)d )
(Ua)ad(&ab)ﬁ:y = Ed(ﬁ(ab)a’y) y
1
(010)as (T )35 = Fateaaz (05
E:adeE:a/b/C/d/ - _4'5&/53/55153/] 5
o B o « 1 d\ &
(Uabac)a = (Uab)a (UC)B - _nc[a(ab]>a - §5abcd(0' )a )
~ & ~ & 3 o, 1 &
(Uabgc) a — (Uab) B(O-c)aﬁ = _nc[a(gb])oc + igabcd(ad)a s
5abcd(00d)aﬁ = _2i(aab)aﬁ ) gabcd(50d>dﬁ' = Qi(&ab)dg .
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The antisymmetric tensor is
80123 — —&p123 — 1 s (AS)

and (anti-)symmetrization includes a normalization factor, for example

1 1
‘/[ab} = _(Vab - ‘/ba) ) 'lvb(aB) = 5(¢o¢6 + ¢Ba) : (Ag)

2

For superform indices, we introduce graded antisymmetrization, e.g.,

1
Viapy = E(VAB — (=)®Vga) . (A.10)
When an index is not included, we separate it with vertical bars, e.g.,

1
Tias” Fipicy = 30 (TABDFDC — (—)*Tpa" Fpc + (=) Tea” Fpp

_ (_)CbTAC’DFDB + (_)ab-i—acTBCDFDA o (_)ab-i—ac—i—chCBDFDA) ) (A.ll)

A vector V, can be rewritten with spinor indices as

a 1 ~ .a
Vg =(0"pVa, Vo= —5(%)5 Vi (A.12)

A real antisymmetric tensor, F,, = —F}, is converted to spinor indices as

1 1 ~a e ~ 3
Faﬁ = 5(0’ab)aﬁFab 3 Faﬁ = _E(U b)dBFab 5 Fab = (Uab) BFaﬁ - (Uab)dBF g . (A13)

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] = 2770[0,Mb}d - 277d[aMb}c ) [Maba vc] = 2nc[avb} )

[Maba fo] = (Uab)aﬁviﬁ ) [Maba vﬂ = (6ab)d8?iﬁ : (Bl)
The SU(2)g, U(1)g, and dilatation generators obey

[ijs Jut) = —erdin — ciadin » [Jigs Vil = =0Vag) » i, Vil = —exa V5
va vla] = fo ) va vza] = _v? ’
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. 1 . 1.,
D,V = V., [B,Vil=5Vi, [D,Vi]=;Vi. (B:2)

The special superconformal generators K4 transform in the obvious way under Lorentz
and SU(2)g rotations,

[Mabu Kc] = 27]0[(1Kb} s [Mabv S;y] = _(O-ab)ﬁ’ysiﬁ 5 [Mabv gfy] = _(&ab)ﬁ.ﬁgi'

B
[Jij, S]Z] = _5k(iS;) 5 [JZ gk] = —(5@5'«'/]') , (B?))

0 =y
while their transformation under U(1)g and dilatations is opposite that of V 4:
[KS?]:_quv [ngé]:‘gév
1 _ 1.
D, K, =—-K,, [D,S]= —55’? , D, Sy = —55’& . (B.4)

Among themselves, the generators K obey the algebra

{52,587} = 216! (09) %4 K, . (B.5)

Finally, the algebra of K4 with V3 is given by

(K, V| =26D+2M%, |

(S, Vi) = 26]65D — A6I M® 5 — 5165 + 46307
Gi Py _ ogish T8 L sisP B i

{56, Vi1 = 2056, + 40: M s” + 6;0,Y — 40,J"5

(K%, V5] = —i(0%)"5) . [K% V)] = ~i(0*)"55]
(7, V] = i(ab)aﬁ'?iﬁ ) [giavb] = i(O'b)aBV% ) (B.6)

where all other (anti-)commutations vanish.

The covariant derivatives obey (anti-)commutation relations of the form

1
[V, Vp} =TV — §RABCndd — Rag™ Iy
— iR (Y)Y — Rap(D)D — Rap®Ke (B.7)

where Ty is the torsion, and R, Rap™, Rap(Y), Rap(D) and R3¢ 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
{Vi,V)} = —2eYe,sWV , {?f‘,?f} = 2e,;eW | {Vg,?f} = —215;1%5 . (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 W, 5 so that the component structure

reproduces N = 2 conformal supergravity. In our notation, the constraints lead to

(Vi Vi) = 260, W31 + %eijeaﬁwW%Sg - %giﬂ'eaﬁv%W‘ZKW . (B.9a)
{VE, U5} = —2e,e WM, 5 + %aijadﬁvvkwwsg - %aijedﬁ'vwwﬁ(ﬁ ., (B.9b)
(Vi, Vi = 25V, | (B.9c)
Vi V] = —izasTW 455 — 2eas VAT 15D — 2eas VATV 5 + icus V0T 157

— ieas V3T — Leas VT 5% 4 eag VW 8,

+ ieaﬁﬁgquﬁﬁ'Kw , (B.9d)
[Vaa, VO] = 100 W,V + %5§vfwa5m> - iaﬁv?waﬁy + 100V IW, 5

FSOVIW My, + iaﬁvmvﬁjwﬁvsw - %5§v%WQB§j

+ iéﬁvmvuwﬁmﬁ‘f . (B.9¢)

The complex superfield W,5 = Wpg, and its complex conjugate Wdﬁ- = Wyp are super-
conformally primary, K4W,3 = 0, and obey the additional constraints

ViWsy =0, VW =VYPW,5 (B.10)
where we introduce the notation
Vas = ViV, V= VEVIE, (B.11)

Despite the appearance of the S-supersymmetry and special conformal K, 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 [51L52,63].
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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:

S(];Wagfy 86 E&(aWB’y s SgWagfyi =0 s (C.la)
S — Semeé(aw ST — g (C.1b)
Skyl = —gekiWag , SpYL =0, (C.1c)
S R—y =4

Si) = geulV oSl =0, (C.1d)
Sl;Wagfy(; = 246)\(061/1/5%)}€ y g]i‘Waﬁyg =0 y (C.le)
SI Z auMa O gt (C.1f)

- 2 4 . ) _ -

S)\Zaﬁw - 386 i ( ZJB)) + gEk(ZWOCBA]) s S]?Zaﬁu =0 s (C.lg)
A SGS 28 = 4 —aBA ST

SiEy = e Aag) SV RPNCIO LS (C.1h)

2 4 5

¥ s = %e,\(aZg) 3Wam’“ , S =0, (C.1)
ead 32 4 gy ,
SpEes — 5 e +3W A0 S (C.1j)
S¥D=0, S}D=0, (C.1k)

2
S\ Eapy" = gelkWaw + 3% ey Dsy) — 12630y . §'Bas," =0, (C1D)

N 2 s o o .
ST = —ZenlW I 1 3 MGER _ 19 AGEA,  GLSEBY, — 0 (C.1m)

The S-supersymmetry transformations of the descendants of the abelian vector mul-

tiplet are given as follows:

SeN, = 4656IW , SINL =0, SPAE =0, SN = 4506, (C.2)
1 Qi nile Rl 1

S Fag = 500 A SiFas =0, SJF¥ =0, SiF = 55,5 A (C.3)

Sexk =0, SiXF =0, (C.4)

The S-supersymmetry transformations of the descendants of the tensor multiplet are

given as follows:
SO = 405Gy, 8L =450GT | Sex¥ =0, Sixs =0, (C.5)
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D Local superconformal transformations

The local superconformal transformations of the fundamental fields of the standard

Weyl multiplet are given by

Sem® = 1&0"m' +1E6"ms — Apem” + A%em” (D.1a)
S = (2am§,.a + win®(Ei0a) " + 20 €5 + 204567 + bm@“) - %(&%ood)“wg

N W) A Dy i — Ao i+ 215" (D.1)
STty = (2004 + ™ (E0u)a— 2056 — RAnEL + b ) + 5(E05) W

A G+ X B+ Dy G — £ B+ 2 (D.10)

240, ) — 24h,, i
0An = dudy — ¢ S e i

(D.1d)
~ i i gy i 1

3i —. 31 - . L
5bm - am)\D - Zlgiamzz + Zl gza-mzi + gngmz + §Z¢mz - @Dminz - @szﬁi - 2)‘771 ) (le)

Wy = =46 R(Q)ap” — AEFR(Q) vk — 2MaWije + ApWoap — 2i0y W5 + 2Ny W, |, (D.1g)

O™ = (amx'j - 2¢> G+ %éiamiﬂ + %éi&mzﬂ — b€ + fu'€”

DN | —-

)
3
8

6D = —itko av ik — 165V 5F + QADD (D.1h)
on :6“2D+ (62 DY R(Y )ap + 5 (EJ PV R(J)a’ (62 o) VW
—%Aab(zlo—ab)a + N2+ gADEM — Iy X + g( oWt (D.1i)
0840 = SMD+ (Sz D)aR(Y )ap + 3 (5] Ve R(T)avji — (& e VW
—%Aab(zia—ab) — A4+ 2)\DZM + iy Bgi + i(— FHNaWy, (D.1j)
where
VaWie = DoWie + 20001 R(Q)pe" + 20" R(Q)per. (D.2a)

. 1 . 2i ~ ji
vazon — Dazaz . 5waoczD . g(waZUCd)aR( )cd o _(¢a] cd ) (J)Cd]z
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('lvbaz 5 Cd)avbw+ + (gbaiUCd)a WC—Z ; (D2b)

_ ; y 1, ..
Vil = DuXai + —¢aaiD — (¢az d) R(Y )ea — g(waJU d)dR(J)cdji

(@bmab N VW + (00id™)a W . (D.2c)

The local superconformal transformations of the fundamental fields of the vector mul-

tiplet fields in a standard Weyl multiplet background are

8¢ = EN + Apd — 2iAv ¢ | (D.3a)
8¢ = E'N; + Apo + 2Ny o | (D.3b)
X, = 20" ) Fup + (0E)alWih — €0 XY 4 20(0°E) V6

. .. 5 . . .
+§Aab(o—abx)a + NN F AL — AN, 40 (D.3c)

Na ~abgF \ & ~abgF \ayrs— 17(5!' s sac \a 4
SAY = =2(6°°&)  Fup — (6°6) Wy — 55 7 Xij +21(6°6:)*Va¢

1 ~ Y& NG Sy Ya iy ya —& T
_|_§)\ab(0'ab)‘i> — >\ij)\j + 5)\@)\1 -+ 1)‘Y}‘i + 47]@ ¢ , (D?)d)
60X = —4i¢lo"V N — 405V N + QA(ika)k +22p X7 | (D.3e)
§Fw = | — &0 VA + 2(&R(Q)ab") ¢ — (fk MW, + 20 o\, + c.c.
+ 2 pFp — QA[ach}c , (D.3f)
where
1 .
va¢ = Da¢ - §wai)\l s (D4a)
_ S
va¢ = Da¢ - §¢a2)\i ) (D4b)
. . . 1
Vs = Dy — (0 o (Fii 550 + 00y X
—i(0"%a")a Vo — 2000, | (D.4c)
_. _. _ . 1 1- ..
VA& = DoAE 4 (5%%0,;) (Fc; + §Wc;l¢) + Xy
—i(6"ai)* Vi — 2005 (D.4d)

and we have also included in (D.3g) the gauge field transformation parametrised by the

local real parameter \y.
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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 [110]

0G5 = 28X + 266X5) — 206" Gy + 2X Gy (D.5a)
OXai = —EaiF — 4iH,(0°E) o +i(0°E1) o Vu Gy + A7) G
1 , 5
+§)‘ab(0ain)a — Ai'Xja + 5ADXai + 1Ay Xai (D.5Db)

ox = —Ed"F +AH (5°€)* +1(5°€) VoGV + 477 G

5 y
+= A“b(oabx )¢+ A+ )\]DX — Ay x™, (D.5c¢)
oF = —21520“Va><2 + (§0°I )Wy — 6(8'S7)Gyj + 4"
OF = —2i&;0°V, ¢’ — (5, CONYWE +6(E°5) Gy + 4 X
+3)\]D)F 21>\yF (D5e)
0H, = glaabvb - —(£Zaa~6d Z)WCE ( Zaaij)Gij
~ Y. 1~ _C 3 [ ]
_§€Zaabvai - E(& 0q0 dXZ)Wc—ic_l _(5 Ua )GU
31 3i
0" Hy + 3AoHy = 0 0u% + T8 (D.5f)
where
VaGij = DaGij — Ya(iXj) — ia(iij) ) (D.6a)
1 _ .
vaXon' - DaXai + _¢aaiF + 2i(ab¢¢u) Hb - _( wa ) vbGYij - 2¢a] Gz (D6b)
—Cl{Z —az 1 az a T (e} (3
VX = D™ + 2% F — 21(6%,") o Hy — —( "1ha;)*VbG7 — 26,5 G . (D.6c)
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ZEICTIITS

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 [2H4] — 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
Eoff—sholl — ng—shell + E(c)g—sholl 4 in—shell +c.c. ’ (IIl)

where the subscript of the Lagrangian refers the order in explicit fermions. Note that
implicit fermions exist here and can be seen by converting H*, F* and F® to hoi fab.
and £, respectively, by eqs. (2.67), (2.68), and (2.44) in the main paper as well by the

fact that the D, derivative in eq. (2.82) has the gravitini torsion in the spin connection.
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IIT 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
[off—shell, SU(L1)/U(1) _ ngf, SU@D/UQ) ngf ,SULD/UA) LZH SU(L,1)/U(1) (I11.1)
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 H*, F®_and
F® to hid, b and £, respectively, by egs. (2.67), (2.68), and (2.44) in the main paper

and that the D, derivative has gravitini hidden in the spin connection.
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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 egs. (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 egs. (6.4)
and (6.5) followed by the imposition of gauge-fixing conditions as seen in eqgs. (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

on—shell, SU(LL/U(L) _ pon, SUMLL/UQ) 4 pon,SULD/U) | pon, SULD/U() (IV.1)

bosons 2ferms 4ferms )

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



HY F® and F® to hd, fo and %, respectively, by eqs. (2.67), (2.68), and (2.44) in
the main paper and D, has been replaced by D/, plus gravitini by using eq. (2.14) for the

spin connection with b, = 0.
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