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1 Introduction

Two dimensional quantum field theories with chiral supersymmetry have appeared in a vari-
ety of physical and mathematical contexts. The most familiar example is the construction of
heterotic string models which have (0, 1) supersymmetry on the worldsheet [1]. Conformal
theories with (0, 2) supersymmetry were explored [2, 3] in the context of compactifications
of the type R* x K where K is a compact Calabi-Yau threefold. (0,2) Landau-Ginzburg
models were also found to furnish a large class of (0,2) heterotic sigma models [4]. (0,4)
worldsheet conformal theories are also interesting: they describe compactifications to six
dimensions [5-7] and are useful in worldsheet descriptions of five-brane instantons [8, 9].

Since the brane revolution, many two dimensional spacetime models with chiral su-
persymmetry have been constructed — these appear as low-energy effective theories on
two dimensional intersections of D-branes or on D1-branes probing manifolds with special
holonomy. Depending on the brane setup, the models on the intersection may have (0,1),
(0,2), (0,4) or even (0, 8) supersymmetry [10, 11]. Typically, D-branes have gauge fields as
part of their low-energy dynamics and the chiral supersymmetric theory is a gauged linear
sigma model.

For example, a D1-brane probing a Spin(7) manifold has (0, 1) supersymmetry on its
worldvolume whereas it has (0, 2) supersymmetry when probing a Calabi-Yau fourfold. The
intersection of two stacks of D5-branes on a two-dimensional plane has (0, 8) supersymmetry
on the common intersection [12]; including a probe D1-brane on the common intersection
gives (0,4) susy on the intersection [13-16]; various T-dual configurations have also been
explored, for instance, see [17]. Another system of D-branes which has (0,4) susy is the
D1 C D5 C D9 system which is a D1-brane probe of a gauge theory instanton on R* realized
by the D5 C D9 system [18], or instantons on an ALE space realized by taking the four
transverse directions of the D9-brane relative to the D5-brane [19]. Other brane realizations
include the worldvolume theory on Mb5-branes wrapped on a coassociative submanifold
of a Ge-manifold which has (0,2) supersymmetry [20] and M5-branes wrapped on a four
dimensional submanifold of a Calabi-Yau threefold which has (0,4) supersymmetry [21-23].

Superspace has proven to be powerful in understanding supersymmetric theories pri-
marily because it realizes the supersymmetry algebra off-shell. The advantage of an off-shell
realization is that, as long as the constraints on superfields do not themselves introduce
interactions, we have a clean separation of kinematics and dynamics and the sum of two su-
persymmetric actions is automatically supersymmetric. This has been useful in uncovering
the geometric structures hidden in supersymmetric theories and also understanding duali-
ties between very different-looking models [24, 25]. However, the presence of so-called E-
terms (which are deformations of the chirality constraints of fermionic superfields, see [26],
and also appendix A.2 of this paper) can mix dynamics with kinematics, and then super-
symmetry restricts the structure of the action even in superspace; we shall see that this
plays a crucial role in our construction of interacting models.

Superspace descriptions of (0,1), (1,1), (0,2), (1,2) and (2,2) theories exist [27-34]
and are well-understood. For theories with a higher amount of supersymmetry (for in-
stance (4,4) in two dimensions or more generally, theories with eight supercharges in other



dimensions), no description of off-shell charged hypermultiplets in ordinary superspace is
known (the naive ordinary superspace constraints for the charged hypermultiplet put it
on-shell, see [35, section 4.6]).

There are at least two approaches that address these issues, harmonic superspace [36,
37] and the closely related isotwistor superspace [38—40], and projective superspace [41, 42].
All approaches introduce a new set of bosonic coordinates u which are coordinates on an S2.
In the harmonic approach the u are viewed as harmonic coordinates on S? ~ SU(2)/U(1)
where SU(2) is the R-symmetry group or a subgroup thereof, and one considers superfields
which are harmonic functions on S2. For a detailed description of harmonic superspace
for (4,4) theories, see [43-46]. In the projective approach, the S? is viewed as CP! ~
{C? < 0}/C* and the u are homogeneous coordinates on the CP! and the superfields are
analytic functions on CP!. These two approaches are in fact related [47, 48].

Projective superspace has been successful in describing many supersymmetric models
with eight supercharges [42, 49-56]. In projective superspace, one can write down new
kinds of superfields and superspace constraints which depend on the coordinates u. More
precisely, they are fibred over the coset space CP!. Superfields over projective superspace
typically contain an infinite number of ordinary superfields (the coefficients in a Taylor
expansion in u) and these turn out to be crucial in realizing the off-shell version of the
hypermultiplet. Dynamically, most of these superfields turn out to be auxiliary and thus
do not change the on-shell content of the hypermultiplet.

In section 2, we construct (0,4) projective superspace and the realization of the (0,4)
supersymmetry algebra on it. We also describe the various superfields that are relevant to
us, a general (0,4) supersymmetric action in projective superspace, and the R-symmetry
properties of superfields and actions. Projective superspace for (0,4) supersymmetric the-
ories was introduced in [57, 58] and was used to give off-shell formulations of (0,4) super-
symmetric nonlinear sigma models involving hypermultiplets. In this paper, we describe
linear sigma models with manifest off-shell (0,4) supersymmetry.

The R-symmetry of the (0,4) supersymmetry algebra is SU(2) x SU(2)’ and thus one
has two projective superspaces with the CP's corresponding to the two SU(2) subgroups.
The hypermultiplets are also of two kinds, transforming as a doublet under either SU(2) or
SU(2)". We call them standard hypermultiplets and, following [59], twisted hypermultiplets
respectively. We describe these in detail in section 3. We shall see that a hyper can be
realized either as a linear polynomial in the homogeneous coordinates (the O(1) superfield)
or as a power series in a local coordinate on the CP! (the ‘polar’ superfield). The O(1)
superfield is treated in some detail in [57, 58]. A model with (0,p) supersymmetry can
admit fermionic multiplets with chirality opposite to that of the supercharges. These are
the fermi multiplets; we realize them in projective superspace in section 4.

In (0,2) models, we have interactions of the nonlinear sigma model type or the non-
derivative type. Non-derivative interactions between chiral multiplets, gauge multiplets and
fermi multiplets are described by modifying their superspace constraints with the so-called
E-terms, or by including superpotential-like J-terms in the Lagrangian (see appendix A.2
of this paper). In section 5, we describe the E-term type non-derivative interactions for
(0,4) models containing standard hypers, twisted hypers and fermis (see equation (2.14) for
a general description); it turns out that (0,4) superpotential-like J-terms are not possible.



In a companion paper [60], we describe gauge multiplets and their interactions with
hypers and fermis in projective superspace. Further extensions include coupling the various
different types of hypermultiplets to (0,4) supergravity in projective superspace (see [61]
for related work in ordinary (0,4) superspace).

In section 6, we describe in projective superspace a prominent (0,4) supersymmetric
model: a linear sigma model which flows down to a sigma model with target being an
instanton solution in four dimensions. The couplings of the linear sigma model and the
constraints they satisfy as a consequence of (0,4) supersymmetry encode the data that en-
ters the ADHM construction of instantons [62]. This was demonstrated in (0, 1) superspace
by Witten [59], and it was given a D-brane interpretation by Douglas [18]. A manifest (0,4)
construction was given in harmonic superspace in [63, 64] (see [65] for some partial results
in ordinary (0,4) superspace). At the end of this Introduction, we give a short summary
of our description of this model in (0,4) projective superspace.

The appendix includes a quick review of (0,1) and (0, 2) superspaces (appendix A), a
realization of the (4,4) hypermultiplet in (4, 4) projective superspace and its reduction to
(0,4) projective superspace (appendix B), and finally a detailed derivation of the ordinary
space component actions for the general (0,4) supersymmetric interacting linear sigma
model (appendix C).

The ADHM sigma model in (0,4) projective superspace: a precis. The target
space R* of the sigma model is realized in the (0, 4) projective superspace construction by a
pair of twisted hypermultiplets Hy-, Y’ = 1/,2, with a symplectic reality condition HY =
Y2 H, where ¢¥'%' is the Levi-Civita symbol. Projective superspace has an auxiliary
doublet coordinate v%, a’ = 1/,2’, corresponding to the R-symmetry SU(2) under which
each twisted hyper is a doublet (see section 2). Explicitly, the twisted hypers can be written
as Hyr =), H,yw® where the o index on Hyy indicates that we have an R-symmetry
SU(2) doublet for each Y’. The 4-tuple (v!',v?, Hy/, Hy) can be interpreted homogeneous
coordinates for the twistor space CP? in which case the definitions Hy+ = Doa Hyry v
are simply the twistor space incidence relations. These naturally give twistor space CP3
the structure of a CP! fibration over S*, where the v* describe the CP! and the Hy
describe R* (whose compactification is the S%). The CP! parametrizes the hyperkéhler
structure of R* and thus the hyperkihler nature of the target space is manifest.

The SU(n) instanton bundle (of winding number k) is realized by k arctic standard hy-
permultiplets and 2k +n arctic fermi superfields. Our description of arctic standard hypers
naturally associates two k dimensional vector spaces Vg and f/g to them, and similarly, a
2k 4+ n dimensional vector space Vg to the arctic fermis. The superspace constraints on
the standard hypers and fermis involve maps C: Vg = Vpand C : Vi — 175 which are
linear in the v® and the twisted hypers Hy, e.g., C = K v + LY Hy' with K, and LY’
constants. Supersymmetry invariance then demands that CC =0 and C = C. The first
equation (which is a condensed form of the ADHM equations) implies that

VSgVFgVS, (1.1)



is a monad, and the second equation gives the bundle described by the above monad a
symplectic structure. With an additional non-degeneracy condition on C, we precisely get
the holomorphic bundles on twistor space which correspond to instantons on R* [62, 67, 68].
In the rest of section 6, we review the analysis of the classical sigma model given in [59]
which explicitly gives the expression for the instanton gauge field in terms of the couplings
C. We also adopt bases for the vector spaces Vg, XA/S and Vg and write the ADHM
equations CC = 0 in a more traditional form, and also describe the symmetries of the
instanton moduli space. Our construction can be trivially extended to describe self-dual
solutions on R*’ with &’ > 1 [66], as suggested in [59].

2 (0,4) projective superspace

2.1 Introduction

The (0,4) supersymmetric algebra consists of four real supercharges Q, 4, p = 1,...,4,
of right-handed chirality. It is useful to write these real supercharges in terms of a 2 x 2
matrix Q.1 that satisfies the reality conditions

Qaa’+ - @If, €bakb'a’ (2'1)

where Q% = (Q,y,). Here, a = 1,2 and o’ = 1,2 are SU(2)-doublet indices. The
R-symmetry group is then SO(4) = (SU(2) x SU(2))/Zy. We will be interested in the
representations of the supersymmetry algebra which are charged under just one of the
SU(2)s and hence it is useful to consider the double cover Spin(4) ~ SU(2) x SU(2) :=
F x F'. The a and ' indices are lowered using the invariant tensors 4, and e, which
satisfy Eabz—:bc = —§%, €a/b,€blc/ = —5‘1,0/ and €10 = g1y = +1.

The supersymmetry algebra is

{Qaa’Jr ) be’+} = _2i<€ab€a’b’a++ . (22)

Ordinary (0,4) superspace R*!1%4 is described by the supercoordinates z = (z*+, §2¢'*)

++

where o=+ = % 2%+ 2'). The corresponding supercovariant derivatives are 014 = dg £ 0y

—~

and D,y with the algebra

{Daa’+ 7Dbb’+} = 2i?"—‘ab{‘:a’b’8—}—-{— ’ [Daa’—l- 7a:i::|:] =0. (23)

The derivatives D, 4 also satisfy the same reality condition as for the supersymmetry
generators (2.1). We loosely refer to (2.3) as the supersymmetry algebra though it differs
from (2.2) by a sign. The supersymmetry generators Q.4 and the derivatives Dy
mutually anticommute: {Quq/+ , Dy} = 0.

In this paper, we work exclusively with the derivatives D,, 4 rather than the super-
symmetry generators Qg. 4. Supersymmetry transformations of some component of a
superfield ® can be expressed in terms of D,/ because of the following fact which can be
easily verified by using the explicit superspace expressions for Qu.4 and Dggry:

, (2.4)

5P = (e““’+Qaa/+<b)l — (e“a’+Daal+q>)l



where €@t are constant Grassmann parameters, and (X )| stands for the operation of
setting the Grassmann coordinates 0%+ to zero in the expression X. The d6%¢'* that
appear in the superspace measure can also replaced by the corresponding D,,/4 up to total
derivatives.!

It is convenient to define

D+ = D11’+ s ﬁ+ = D22/+ 5 Q+ = D21/+ 5 QJF = —D12/+ . (25)
These derivatives span two (anti)commuting (0, 2) subalgebras:

{D4,Dy} =2i014, {Q4,Qy} =2i0;4, with other anticommutators equal to zero.
(2.6)

2.2 Algebras, superfields and actions

Consider two sets of commuting coordinates u® and v® which are doublets under the R-
symmetry SU(2) subgroups F' and F’ respectively. These are most usefully interpreted in
our context as homogeneous coordinates on CP! x CP! (we label the second CP! as CPY
to indicate its relation to F”). The superspace with the coordinates (z*+, gaa'+ o, va/) is
RLU04 % CP! x CPY which we refer to as projective superspace. The subspaces R110:4 x
CP! and RH194 x CPY are important for us.

We also introduce conjugate doublets @% and o which satisfy
5aba“ub =1, Ea/b/ﬁa/’ub/ =1. (2.7)
A shift symmetry. Note that there is more than one solution to the equation eq,u%u’ =
1. If @} is one solution, then so is 4 + wu® for any w € C. Thus there is a shift symmetry
on the u“:
u* = u"+wu®, for weC. (2.8)

There is a similar shift symmetry for the conjugate doublet 7% .
Derivatives on projective superspace. Consider the derivatives
Da’+ = UaDaa/+ y Da/+ = ﬁ“Daa/_,_ y Da+ = Daa/+ s Da+ =7 Daa/+ s (29)

where @® and 2% are any solutions to the equations (2.7). The algebra of the deriva-
tives (2.9) is obtained from (2.3):

{Doy ,Dys} =0, {Duyy,Dyy} =0, {Duy, Dyi}=—2icgydi,
{DCL+ ,Db+} = 0, {Da+ ,DbJr} = 0, {Da+ ,DbJr} = —Qiéab8++ . (210)
Note that the shift symmetry (2.8) shifts the derivatives Doy by wDg but it leaves the
algebra (2.10) unchanged. We shall see below that the action is also invariant under the

shift symmetry up to total derivative terms.
We also introduce the fully contracted derivative

D, = u% Dygry = u*Dyy = v* Dy which satisfies D2 =0, (2.11)

due to the anticommutation relations (2.3). We can recover the algebra in (2.10) by writing
D? = uu’{D,;,Dy; } or D2 = v " {Dy 4, Dy}

!This is standard procedure, see e.g. [35].



Projective superfields. An F-projective superfield ®(z,u) is a function of the super-
space coordinates z = (244, 9‘ml+) and the CP! coordinates u® which satisfy the following:

(1) @ is holomorphic in a domain in CP?!,
(2) ® satisfies the projective constraints Dy ®(z,u) = 0,

(3) ® may be in non-trivial representations of the R-symmetry group SU(2) x SU(2)’
and the Lorentz group SO(1,1).

An F’-projective superfield is analogously a function of the superspace coordinates z and
the CP" coordinate v* and is annihilated by Dg,i+. We discuss the different types of
projective superfields in section 2.4.

The F-projective constraints D, ®(z,u) = 0 can be encoded more economically in

terms of the fully contracted derivative (2.11) Dy = v% Dy
D, ®=0. (2.12)

Since ® depends only on u and not on v, Dy ® = v“/Da/+<I> implies Dy ® = 0. The
advantage of (2.12) is that it takes the same form for F’-projective superfields ®(z,v) as
well, since we can now recover D,y ® = 0 using Dy = u®Dg+. We frequently use the
derivative D in the paper.

Actions. The constraints D, , ® = 0 on a projective superfield ® imply that ® depends
on only half of the Grassmann coordinates. The appropriate superspace measure which
ensures (0,4) invariance of an action composed of projective superfields is then quadratic
in the derivatives f)a/+, ie., f)ll+f)2/+. The (0,4) supersymmetric action is then given by

S[®] = /dzm (y%aabu“dub Dy, Dy K__(<I>)) , (2.13)
27 ~ |

where

1. | sets all the Grassmann coordinates to zero (we frequently omit the | from our

expressions).

2. K__ is the superspace Lagrangian which satisfies Dy K = 0. It must carry the
—— Lorentz representation (left-moving part of a vector) in order to compensate the
++ in the projective superspace measure.

3. The contour v € CP! is chosen to avoid possible singularities in Dy +f)2/ LK.

The action is invariant (up to total spacetime derivatives) under the shift symmetry (2.8)
f)a/+ — f)ar+ + wDy/ 4 since the Lagrangian K__ satisfies Dy K__ = 0. Since the
superspace measure eabu“dubﬁ1/+]52/+ is invariant under F' and F”, the action (2.13) is
manifestly invariant under F' and F’ if the superspace Lagrangian is invariant.



Non-derivative interactions. Suppose a projective superfield ®; is in the spin s repre-
sentation of the Lorentz group SO(1,1). The requirement that D,y ®s = 0 can be relaxed
to have a non-zero right hand side:

DCL’+¢S = Sa/’s+1 3 (214)

where Sy 11 is a function of other superfields in the model and is in the spin s + 1
representation of SO(1,1). This allows us to introduce interactions (the so-called E-terms)
as we will see later in section 5:
The modified constraints (2.14) are consistent with the algebra {Dy/,, Dy} = 0 only
if the function satisfies
Dauer/,sH + Db’+Sa’,s+1 =0. (2.15)

To ensure (0, 4) invariance of the action, we require that the superspace Lagrangian K__ (®)
satisfies Dy K = 0 even if D, ® is not zero. This further constrains the S,/ 41 1.
Thus, any (0,4) supersymmetric model must satisfy the following constraints:

1. The (0,4) algebra D2 = 0 must be satisfied on every superfield in the model,

2. The superspace Lagrangian K__ must satisfy D, K__ = 0 to ensure (0,4) super-
symmetry of the action.

These criteria place stringent constraints on the superfield content and the interactions in
a model.
2.3 Projective superspace in inhomogeneous coordinates

A primer on CP!. The projective space CP! is constructed as the quotient space
{C? \ 0}/ ~, where ~ is the following equivalence relation on the coordinates of C2:
(u',u?) ~ (', Mu?), A € C*. We describe CP! in terms of two charts U; and Us:

Uy == {(u},u?) € C? | u® # 0} . (2.16)

The map S € SU(2) which acts on the homogeneous coordinates as

ul 01 ul —u?
s ()= (L) () - () e

interchanges the two charts. Using the equivalence (ul,u?) ~ (Aul, \u?), A € C*, we can
scale out the non-zero coordinate in each of the charts and obtain a description in terms
of inhomogeneous coordinates:

Ur={(1L—p) [peC}, U={(C1)[(eC}, (2.18)

with p = —u2/u1 and ¢ = ul/uz. On the intersection Ui := U; N'Us, the local coordinates
¢ and p are related by the S map (2.17)

S: (r——1/C=p. (2.19)

We can thus express all our results exclusively in terms of one of the inhomogeneous
coordinates, say (, by appending the point { = oo to the chart Us. We frequently adopt
this usage to avoid cluttering of notation.



The derivatives Dg/ 4, ]~)a/+. We next express the derivatives D,/ and ﬁaq_ in terms
of the local coordinates ( and p in the charts Uy and U; respectively. In the chart Us,
we have u? # 0 and u® = (u?)(¢,1). Thus, we can choose 4® = (u?)~1(1,0) which indeed
satisfies u%ule,, = 1. Using the scale invariance u® — Au®, we can set u? = 1 as discussed

above (2.18). The derivatives Dgy = u*Dyqy and Dy = 49Dgqry are then given by

ImUy: Dyp=¢Dy+Qy, Dyy=-CQ,+Dy, Dyy=D, Dyi=-Q,,
(2.20)

where we have used the expressions (2.5) for Dgg/4. A similar description can be obtained
in the chart U; in which u! # 0. Writing u® = u!(1, —p), choosing u® = (u!)~1(0, —1) and
setting u' = 1 by scale invariance, we have

U : Dyy=Dy—pQs, Dyy=-Q —pDy, Dyy=-Q4, Dyy=-D,.
(2.21)
Observe that, in the intersection Ujg, the derivatives D,/4 (p) defined in U; are related to
the Dy/4(C) defined in Us as

Do+ (p) = (=p)Dar+(C(p)) (2.22)

which is the gluing rule for a global section of the line bundle O(1) — CP! (we have used
that ¢(p) = —p~! on the overlap).
Similarly, the derivatives D/ (p) in Uy and Dy (¢) in Uy are related on the overlap as

Dy (p) = (=p) "' Dt (((p)) + p~'Dars (p) = (—p) "D+ (C(p) = Dt (C(p)), (2:23)
where we have used (2.22) in going to the last expression. The transformation (2.23) can
be viewed as the usual transformation of a section of O(—1) plus a shift term proportional
to Dy generated by the shift symmetry (2.8). This allows us to define D,/ globally on
CP!, not as a section of O(—1) but as a section of the affine bundle modelled on O(—1).

Note: there is an alternate way of writing the (0,4) algebra using the derivatives D,/
and %:

{Da’+ ) [8C ) Db’-l—]} = —2iegy Oty . (2.24)
Thus, one may use the derivatives D,/ and 9/90(¢ instead of Dy, and f)a/+ in describing
projective superspace. Observe that 9;Dy 4 coincides with f)b/+ in Uy and 9,Dy 4 coincides
with f)b/+ in Uy. Further, 0:D, 4 also satisfies the rule (2.23). However, this is expected
since the derivative of a section of O(1) transforms as a section of the affine bundle modelled

on O(—1).

A (0,2) action which is (0,4) supersymmetric. Plugging in the derivatives (2.20)
in the action (2.13), we get

d _
S[®] = /d%?{ —C,D+Q+K__(<I>) : (2.25)
~ 27l
We can also rewrite the above action in (0, 2) superspace. Using —Dy = —(~'D; +( 1Dy
and Dy K__ =0, we get
S[®] = /d% 7{dCD+D+K__(i>) = /d% D+ﬁ+j§ d K (®). (2.26)
~ 2mi¢ ~ 2mi¢



F’-projective superspace. For completeness, we explicitly describe some analogous
aspects of F’-projective superspace. We have the inhomogeneous coordinate ¢’ for the
CP! corresponding to the F’ doublet v*. We then choose v* = (¢,1) and ¥ = (1,0)
using the scale invariance v* — XNv®, X € C*. The F'-projective derivatives D, and
ﬁa+ are then

Dy =¢D:-Q,, Dy =¢Q;+Dy, Diy=D;, Do =Q;. (2.27)

A (0,4) supersymmetric action in (0,2) superspace for F’-projective superfields ®' is
given by

_ d¢’
S[®]=— / d*z D, D, ?ﬁ / %fg, K' (®). (2.28)

The actions we consider in this paper will only have a single contour integral over either ¢
or (.

The fully contracted derivative Dy = u®®* Dggy (2.11) in terms of ¢ and ¢’ is
D = (¢'Diry 4+ (Dizy + Doy + Doy =(C'Dy —CQy +¢'Qr +Dy . (2:29)

2.4 Analytic structure of projective superfields

Recall that F-projective superfields are holomorphic in a connected open subset of CP!
and that they are annihilated by the derivatives D,... We now describe the different types
of projective superfields which differ in their analytic structure on the CP!. F’-projective
superfields are defined analogously.

O(p) superfields. The superfield is a homogeneous polynomial in the u® of degree p > 0:
(2, 1) = Nayap (2)u™ - = mi(2) (u') (u?)P (2.30)

The components 7,,...q,(2) are ordinary (0,4) superfields, i.e., functions on R0, Note
that 1 is a global section of the line bundle O(p) — CP!. We thus call such superfields
O(p) superfields. In the chart Uy where u? # 0 we can write 1 as

n(z v) = (u?)Pn(z,¢) = ()P Y n;(2) ¢, (2.31)
=0

which becomes a polynomial in the inhomogeneous coordinate ¢ = u'/u? when we set
2
u® = 1.

Meromorphic O(n) superfields. The O(n) superfields discussed above are global holo-
morphic sections of O(n) — CP!. We can consider more general superfields which are only
local sections of O(n) and cannot be extended to all of CP!. A familiar class of examples
are the meromorphic sections of @(n) which are rational functions of u“:

P(ga u) o ‘Ptlzp(é)uzl e uzp
Q(§7 u) Qil.l.iq (g)uil coeqta ]

n(z,u) = (2.32)



where P and @ are homogeneous polynomials of degree p and g respectively. The domain
of definition D,, of n on CP! is restricted to the open set where Q(z,u) # 0. The degree
of homogeneity of n is then n = p — ¢ and thus 7 is a local section of O(p — q) — CP!
defined on Dy,. In terms of the inhomogeneous coordinate ¢, we have

ao(z) + a1(2)¢ + -+ - + ay(2)¢”
bo(z) + b1(2)C+ -+ + by(2)¢1 '

n(z,¢) = (2.33)
where the a;(z) are appropriate combinations of P;,..; (z) and similarly, b;(z) are combi-
nations of the Q;,...;,.

Local superfields. Consider superfields which are formal power series in ¢ or (~! or
both. These appear as series expansions of local holomorphic sections in the neighbour-
hoods of ¢ = 0, ¢ = oo or in the annulus CP! \ {0, 00}. Consider a power series in (:

Y(z,0) =Y 7(2)¢ - (2.34)
§=0

Such superfields shall be termed arctic since they are well-defined at the north pole { =0
of CP! (and possibly in a neighbourhood of ¢ = 0 as well). Similarly, a superfield which
is a power series in (™! is designated antarctic.

Finally, a superfield which is defined in the annulus and is real under the extended
complex conjugation given below in section 2.6 is called equatorial.

2.5 R-symmetry in projective superspace

We consider the R-symmetry transformation of the various objects in projective superspace
for the subgroup F = SU(2) in this subsection [42] (the discussion for F’ = SU(2)’ proceeds
analogously). The homogeneous coordinates u® = (u', u?) on CP! transforms as a doublet

under F":

u — (g . u)C — ngud’ g= ( aB b> with aa + bg =1. (235)
—0 a

Accordingly, the inhomogeneous coordinate ¢ = u!/u? transforms fractional-linearly:

_ag+b
C—>g-C—7_BC+a- (2.36)

Also, a doublet ug = e45u’ with a lower index a transforms as
Ug = (g-u)g := ub(g_l)ba . (2.37)

Factor of automorphy. We define a factor of automorphy j : F x CP! — C for the

action of F on CP! as follows. Let g = ( aB b) € F and ¢ € CP!. Then we have
a

3(9,€) = (@—b¢) . (2.38)
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It is easy to check that j(g,() satisfies j(g192,¢) = j(91,92 - €) j(g92,(). Suppose we have
an object ®(¢) that depends holomorphically on (. The transformation of ® by a F-
transformation ¢ is denoted by ¢ - ®. An object ®(() is said to have F-weight n if it
satisfies

®(¢) =i(g, )" x[g-®(g-Q), geF, (2.39)

That is, ® is a local section of the line bundle O(n) — CP!. Note that weight 0 objects
are simply local functions on CP!.
Next, we describe the R-symmetry of O(n) superfields and arctic superfields.

O(n) superfields. Consider an O(n) superfield n given by n(u) = 7q,.. q,u™ - - - u®.
Since all F-doublet indices are contracted in n(u), it is invariant under F'. That is,

nu)=[g-nl(g-u), geF, (2.40)

where [g - n](g - u) on the right hand side is a new O(n) superfield [g - 1] obtained by
transforming the components 7, ...q,,, and evaluated at the transformed coordinates ¢ - u.
In terms of the inhomogeneous coordinate ¢, we have

n(w) = (2)'n(C), with () =3 n,c ) (2.41)
=0

where 7); are appropriate combinations of the 7,,...q,. Similarly,

lg-nl(g - u) = (@u* —bu')" x (g - ¢) = (u*)"j(g,¢)" x lg-ml(g- <) - (242)
This leads to
n(¢) =39, 9)"lg-nl(g-C) - (2.43)
We define the transformation of a O(n) superfield n(¢) by an element g € F as

n(¢) = g7 ml(Q) = i(g.)"nlg-¢), (2.44)

where the right hand side must be expanded about ¢ = 0 so that it is a function of { rather
than g - (. Thus, an O(n) superfield has weight n (note that this is also the degree of the
line bundle O(n) — CP'). Meromorphic sections of O(n) also transform similarly under
R-symmetry.

An example. We are primarily interested in describing hypermultiplets which corre-
spond to n = 1. In this case the components 71, of n(z,u) = n,(z)u® transform as an
F-doublet. We check that n satisfies (2.43) for n = 1:

3(9,€) % [g-nl(g-C) = (@m +bnz)(aC +b) + (—=bm1 +anp) (@—b¢) = m¢+n2 = n(C), (2.45)

where we have used the SU(2) transformation of a doublet 7, with a lower index as described
in eq. (2.37). It can be easily checked that the conjugate § = 7' — (72 (cf. (2.64)) also
transforms as an O(1) multiplet.
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Arctic superfields. Arctic superfields are typically defined only in a neighbourhood
of ¢ = 0 and not globally on CP!. As a result, we may only consider infinitesimal R-
symmetry transformations of arctic superfields since they retain ¢ in a neighbourhood of
¢ = 0. These we obtain by setting a = 1 + i and b = 3, with « and £ infinitesimal, in
the formula for the F-transformation g in (2.35). The determinant condition aa + bb = 1
then gives i(a — @) = 0 to first order in the infinitesimals, i.e., « is real. The infinitesimal
F-transformation of ¢ is then (cf. [53])

8¢ = B + 2ial + B¢ . (2.46)

The F-transformation of an arctic superfield Y(¢) = Y3°7; ¢/ of weight k is then given
by the infinitesimal version of [g~% - Y](¢) = j(g,¢)* x Y (g - ¢):

ox
o¢

It is important to note that arctic superfields can be assigned any integral weight k a

0Y(¢) = —k(ia+BOY) + =+ 0¢, keZ. (2.47)

priori since arctics go to arctics under infinitesimal transformations for any k in eq. (2.47).2
Further, it is easy to check that ¢¥X(—¢~!) also transforms as an object of weight k& but
is no longer an antarctic superfield.

The components 7 transform under (2.47) as

0y = (j + )BT g1 + (2 — k)aTy + (j — 1 — k)BYj_1 . (2.48)

Let us look at k = 1 which will be required in our study of hypermultiplets. We shall show
below that, with our choice of action for the arctic superfield, the components 1>o will
turn out to be auxiliary and will be set to zero by their equations of motion. The arctic
superfield then truncates to an O(1) superfield after substituting 7j>2 = 0. It is then clear
that the components 7 and 17 decouple from the Yj>2 components in (2.48) and 7, and
77 transform as

0Ty = —aXo+ 6811, o7 =al7 — BTO . (2.49)

These are the transformation rules for an F-doublet (77,7p) and this is the standard
transformation of a hypermultiplet under SU(2) R-symmetry.

The derivatives Dy ,Dg4.  Since Dy = 1uDgyy 4, the same manipulations we did for
O(n) superfields works here and it follows from (2.43) that D,/ has F-weight +1. Let us
next discuss the F-weight of f)a/+. Recall from the discussion above equation (2.20) that
our chosen solution for the equation e4,u%u? = 1 is

ul
" = (u?)71 (é) , given u®= <u2> = u? (i) . (2.50)

2Explicitly, we have

OY =l X)Q) ~ X(Q) = (1~ kia — k) <T<<) + %’g&:) ~Y(0) = —h(ia +BOX(Q) + G0C

Clearly, the right hand side is also an arctic superfield.
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Under F-transformations, since u? transforms as u? — j(g, ()u?, u® and @® transform as

1 e
a® = j(g,Q) (w7 <0> ,ut = (g, Qu’ <“1b<> : (2.51)
From this, it is clear that f)a/+ has F-weight —1. This is consistent with the algebra
{Da+ ,f)b/+} = —2igy 044 since the right hand side is independent of ¢ and hence, has
weight 0.
However, the transformation (2.51) of u® does not look like that of an F-doublet. The

latter looks like b
—a a(u®)”
ut — (b(uQ)_1> . (2.52)

How do we reconcile (2.51) and (2.52)7 Recall that we had a shift symmetry (2.8) du® =
wu® in the space of u® that satisfy eapt®u? = 1. We could add a shift in one of the
transformations, say (2.51) and see if that can be matched with (2.52) for a particular
value of the shift parameter. Indeed, writing

. —1/ 2v—1 1 . f@jﬁb 2\—1 a
39 O (W) | +wilg, Que “1b< =) 5 (2.53)

we get a solution for w

w=—b(u®) (g, )" . (2.54)
In analogy with (2.44), we define the transformations of the D, and f)a/+ expressed in

inhomogeneous coordinates as

Dy (¢) = j(9,0)Dar1(g-¢), D, +(¢) — Jlg, C) a+(9 () —bDay(g-¢) . (2.55)

The projective superspace measure. Recall that the (0,4) projective superspace ac-
tion (2.13) is

1 -~
= / d2:c2—m ]f eqpu’du’ Dy Doy K (®) . (2.56)
ol

As discussed after (2.13), the action is manifestly F' and F’ invariant provided the super-
space Lagrangian K_ _ is invariant. In terms of F-weight, it has weight 0 since the measure
u®du® has two factors of u® and I~)1/+]52r+ has two factors of u®. Let us elaborate in terms
of inhomogeneous coordinates. The action takes the form

/d2 ffDHDT+ K __(®). (2.57)
The measure d¢ transforms with F-weight 2 under an F-transformation { — ¢ - (:
d¢ = j(g,¢)*d(g - <) - (2.58)

The superderivatives f)a/+ effectively transform with F-weight —1 (cf. the first term in
the transformation of Dy in (2.55); the second term in (2 55) is proportional to Dy
which annihilates K__). As a result, the combination d¢ D1/+D2/+ has weight 0, i.e.,
the superspace measure is invariant (up to total derivatives). Since integrating a weight 0
object with the invariant measure yields an F-invariant answer, the action is R-symmetric
if the superspace Lagrangian K__ has weight 0.
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2.6 Extended complex conjugation

Recall the § map (2.17) which takes ( —+ —1/(. The antipodal map Z that takes a point
on CP! to its antipode is the composition of the S map and complex conjugation:

T: <Z;> — (?S?) , thatis Z: Ci—>—2. (2.59)

The antipodal map can be used to define a new real structure [51] on the (sheaf of) sections
of a line bundle as the action of the antipodal map on a section followed by ordinary complex
conjugation of the resulting section.

For instance, the antipodal map acts on an arctic superfield Y (¢) = 3,50 7;¢? (which
is a local section of some line bundle on CP!) as

DL =Y (=07 (2.60)
720 j=0

Ordinary complex conjugation of the resulting local section is

S T(-0) 7 = > T( (2.61)

j>0 j>0

Thus, the extended complex conjugate of an arctic superfield Y(¢) is

(=1/¢) ==Y T(=1/¢) (2.62)

j>0

Let us compute the extended complex conjugate of an O(p) superfield n. Since 7 is
globally defined on CP!, and the antipodal map contains the S map, we can use the F-
transformation rule (2.44) for O(p) superfields to obtain the extended complex conjugate:

p p p
2O => n¢ I FOPY n@(=07 &S Y (=P . (2.63)
j=0 j=0 =0

The difference between the above and (2.62) is that there is an additional factor of (—()?
in the antipodal map step. This factor makes the new section also a global section of O(p).
Thus, the extended complex conjugate of an O(p) superfield 7 is

7(z,¢) =D _7;(2)(=OP 7. (2.64)
j=0

A reality condition. As is obvious from (2.64), the extended conjugate of an O(p)
superfield is also an O(p) superfield. Notice that applying the extended complex conjugate
twice on 7 gives

n=(-1)'n. (2.65)

Thus, we can impose a reality condition on an O(p) superfield only when p is even:

n(Q) =7(C), thatis, D mi(2)¢! =Y 7 (=P (2.66)
j=0 j=0
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Extended complex conjugates of D, and ﬁa/+. Next, consider the derivatives
D, and Dy,. Since they are globally defined (see the equations (2.22), (2.23) and
the discussion around them), we use the global F-transformation rules in (2.55) to get
the conjugates. The factor of automorphy for the S-map is j(S,{) = —(. The complex
conjugate of D/, is then

Da/—i— >i> - Z(fz_lDla’-i- + D2a’+) »i> - C(*C_lﬁla’-i- + ﬁ2a’—&-)

alb/ a/b/ (2’67)
=" (Doy4 +(Diyy) =" Dy .

The complex conjugate of ]~)a/+ is obtained as follows. First, we apply the antipodal map:

Doy Iy, (=0 'Duy(—CH —Duy(—C7H

- o (2.68)
= (—() ' Dig+ — (=C 'Dig+ + Doy4) = —Dog/+ .

where we have used the fact that since the f)a/+ are independent of (, the expressions for
Dy (—=C71) are the same as in (2.20), i.e., Dy y(—("!) = Dygy. Next, doing ordinary
complex conjugation, we get

— D2a/+ |i) Ea,b/le/+ = Ea/b/ﬁb/+ . (269)
Thus, we have -
ﬁljj — €a/leb/+, Dz{ — Ealleb,+ ' (270)

We may need to consider a slightly different version of the complex conjugates of the
derivatives when they act on arctic superfields for the following reason. Under extended
complex conjugation, an arctic superfield goes to an antarctic superfield (see (2.62)). We
would like this to be true for the derivative of an arctic as well. However, applying (2.70)
on D, Y gives ealb’DburT which is not antarctic due to a term proportional to ¢ in Dy .
On the other hand, treating D, 4+ Y as a new arctic superfield with components

Dy Y(C) = S (CDiwrs + Daw )¢ = 3 Do Ty + Diwi Tyr), (271)
Jj=0 j=0

we can apply the conjugation rule (2.62) to the above and obtain

S (=1/¢) e (=Dyy T + Dyw Tjo1) (2.72)
j=0
as the conjugate antarctic superfield corresponding to D, Y. Clearly, (2.72) can be writ-
ten as
eV (—Diyy — ¢ Dayy) D (—1/0)Tj = —¢ ' Dy Y(-1/C), (2.73)
Jj=0
which suggests that we modify the conjugate of the derivative D,/ when acting on arctic

superfields to
Dy, — DY = (71D, . (2.74)

Similarly, we have

f)a/—i-T(C) = Z CleaUrTj : (2.75)
320
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Applying (2.62) to the above, we get

S (-1/¢)V " Doy, T (2.76)
Jj=0
Note the identity
Doy = —(Diy+ + Dyy = —(Dyy + Dy . (2.77)

This allows us to write (2.76) as

Y (=1/¢Y e Doy T = e (~(Dy 1 + Dy )X(=1/), (2.78)
=0

which suggests the modification

Da’+ — ﬁal+ = 8a/b/(—Cﬁb/+ + Db’+> . (279)

Thus, on arctic superfields, we can postulate the following modified extended complex
conjugates of the derivatives:

Y

]v)i/ = _C—lga’b’qu_’ ]5(_1’_/ = 6a/b/(—C1~)b/+ + Db/+) . (2.80)

The notation ~ for the above notion of the extended complex conjugate of a derivative has
been used earlier in [47] and has been called ‘smile conjugation’; we continue to use the
same notation in this paper. Note that the smile conjugation simply treats D,/ () and

D, +(¢) as local sections and applies the conjugation rule (2.62).

3 Hypermultiplets

The dynamical degrees of freedom of a (0,4) hypermultiplet consists of two (0,2) chiral
superfields ¢ and x such that (¢,%) form an SU(2) doublet. The SU(2) in question can
be either F' or F’ and the corresponding hypers are called standard and twisted hyper-
multiplets respectively. A standard hypermultiplet® can be described in (0,4) projective
superspace either by an O(1) superfield [57] or by a pair of F-arctic superfields (¥, Y__).
The analogous notation for the twisted hypers is O(1)" and F’-arctic respectively. We
describe free hypermultiplets in this section and study interactions in section 5.

3.1 Standard hypermultiplets
3.1.1 O(1) superfield

We start with a complex O(1) superfield n = n,u®. In terms of the inhomogeneous coor-
dinate ¢, we have u* = ({,1) and

nQ)=m+{m, A =7 —". (3.1)

3See also [65] for a discussion in ordinary superspace.

~16 —



The projective constraints D,y 1 = 0 give the following constraints on n; and ns:
Qm =0, Dym=0, Dymp=0, Qunmn=0, Qum=Din, Qum=-Din.
(3.2)

We see that 7' and 7 are (0,2) chiral superfields since D, annihilates them. See ap-
pendix A.2 for a review of (0,2) superspace.
The superpartner fermions are defined as?

ffa I+ = D, '+1, \/igil = _5a/blf)b’+ﬁ . (33)

The superpartners £, are in the doublet of F’; they are also independent of ( since
the above combinations are globally defined welght 0 superfields, i.e. global holomorphic
functions on CP! which are indeed constants in ¢. Using the expressions Da 1 = Digs
and that D, m = 0, we can arrive at the following (0, 2) superspace definitions for the

§QI+:

V2 =Dimp, V28 =-Dy?, —V2&, =Dim, V28 =D.7'. (3.4)
The next superfield in the multiplet would be f)a/+f)b/+n which (1) is globally defined on
CP!, (2) has F-weight —1, (3) is antisymmetric in a’b’, and (4) is a Lorentz vector. The
only superfield which satisfies all these properties is €,y 0+1n, where n = u®n,. Thus, we

have
Dy+Dyin= —2iggy 0ram) , Dy yDyim= —2iggp 044m . (35)

The above equations (3.5) can be explicitly checked by using the expressions for f)a/+
n (2.20), the complex conjugate derivatives in (2.70), and the projective constraints (3.2).
The (0,4) supersymmetric action that describes the (free) hypermultiplet is

/ e f—DHDz/ (¢ 70 m) . (3.6)

Using the fact that the superspace Lagrangian is annihilated by D/, we can write it as
an action in (0,2) superspace as in (2.26). We get

S=: / a2 74 DD (o) (3.7)

Next, we can obtain the component action by first performing the (-integral, pushing in the
derivatives and using the definitions (3.4) and that 7' and 7, are (0,2) chiral superfields:

d¢
~ 2miC

i _
= §/d2$ DDy (7'0-—m — 770 _1m2),

= / d*x (—0, 10", — 151’8__§a,+) ) (3.8)

§=3DsDy [ @ f (=)0 (Cm + ).

4The conjugate fermions are obtained as follows. ]~)af+n is best thought of as [ﬁa/+ ,m] which, under

7~

conjugation, goes to (77, (]:N)aur)] = —"“ D47
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(See appendix A.2 for a derivation of the component action from the (0,2) action in the
second line in (3.8).) We can also obtain the same component action as above by pushing
in the derivatives Dy Dy, in (3.6), use the definitions (3.3) and (3.5), and finally perform
the ( integral (see appendix C.2).

The O(1) superfield can be described in ordinary (0,4) superspace as well. Writing
Dyt = u*Dgyy+ and n = u®n,, the projective constraints D,/ n = 0 are equivalent to

Daa’-i—nb + Dba/—i-na =0. (39)

As noted in [57], in contrast to an O(1) superfield in (4, 4) projective superspace, the above
(0,4) constraints do not put the O(1) superfield on-shell. Only the antisymmetric part
in ab of D,y ymp is non-zero and it gives the superpartner fermions defined in (3.3) (or

equivalently (3.4)):
Do =: V2eapar . \/56“1’?}; = —e“cs‘llchccurﬁb . (3.10)

Note that the scalars 7, are in an F-doublet whereas the fermions £,/ are in an F’-doublet.
Recall from (3.2) that 7' and 7, are annihilated by Dy and Q. Thus, we can write
down a manifestly (0,4) supersymmetric action with the measure D Q 4

S = %/dzx D, Q, (7'0__n) . (3.11)

This is the projective superspace action (3.6) after plugging in f)lz+ =D, ]52/+ = —Q+
and performing the ¢ integral; therefore, it also coincides with the (0, 2) action (3.7). The
above action is not manifestly R-symmetric, but a manifestly R-symmetric action also
exists which agrees with any of the above actions (up to total spacetime derivatives):

i 13/
S= i/dQeT e b Da,a’-l-Dbb’—i- (ﬁaa__gbcnc) : (312)

However, the above action is not manifestly supersymmetric since the measure does not
involve all four superspace derivatives.

The F-projective superspace action (3.6) does not seem to be invariant under R-
symmetry since the Lagrangian does not seem to transform with F-weight 0. To write
a manifestly R-symmetric action in projective superspace, we use the arctic realization
of the hypermultiplet, one that arises naturally from (4,4) projective superspace (see ap-
pendix B.2).

3.1.2 Arctic superfield

Consider two arctic multiplets Y and Y __ with (-expansions
YO =Y 7¢, Y= 7--¢. (3.13)
j=0 j=0

The projective constraints Dy Y = 0 give

QYy=0, D=0, QYj1=-Dy7;, Q1;=DTjq for j>0, (3.14)
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and similarly for Y__. The zeroth components 1 and 7y—_ are (0,2) chiral superfields

since D47y = D42~ = 0 whereas the 7j, 75__, j > 1, are unconstrained as (0,2)
superfields.
The (0,4) supersymmetric action that describes the (free) standard hypermultiplet is
9 d¢ = = i — ==
5= /d acj{ DDy (GYO XYY +CIT T (315)

In fact, the above action is equivalent to that of an O(1) superfield when we go partially
on-shell by performing the (-integral in the last two terms and integrating out the fields
Y;—_ for j > 1:

~D,D, ) 2%4 (—CT‘I‘__ 1 g—lT__T) ,
oo
= DD, (11T +To_11 + > (~1)7*! (_Tjﬂr-__ - ?j__rjﬂ) . (3.16)
j=1
Since the 7;__, j > 1, are unconstrained as (0, 2) superfields, we can integrate them out
in the above superspace action. This imposes TjH = Tj4+1 = 0 for j > 1 and retains only
the ¢° and ¢! terms in Y. Integrating out Vg1, we get T _ = %8__Tj+1 for j > 1. We
cannot integrate out 7p—_ in the same way and set 77 = 0 since 7p__ is constrained as
a (0,2) superfield, D, 75__ = 0. Instead, integrating out the constrained superfield 75—

constrains 77 to satisfy D 71 = 0.°
Thus, we have two (0,2) chiral superfields 7y and 7'; which we relabel as 7o and 7"
respectively to make contact with the O(1) superfield terminology (3.1). Thus, Y becomes
an O(1) superfield when we go partially on-shell by integrating out the auxiliary superfield
T __:
Y=D+Ti=Cn+m, YT=7"-C'7=-"0-P), (3.17)

and the action (3.15) becomes the O(1) action (3.8):

i — =a
S= B /d2$ D. Dy (ﬁla__nl — ﬁza__"h) = /dzif (_8uﬁaau77a — iy O-—&wr+) - (3.18)

Since integrating out Y __ gives an O(1) superfield, it is consistent to give an F-weight
of +1 to Y. However, the action does not seem to have F-weight 0 and hence does not
appear R-symmetric. But the action in ordinary space (3.18) is certainly R-symmetric!
Let us see how to understand the R-symmetry of (3.15).

The terms depending on Y__ can be made to have weight 0 by declaring that Y __
is a weight —1 superfield. However, the kinetic term is still a problem. Since Y__ is an
auxiliary superfield, we can give it a non-standard R-symmetry transformation so that it

5Here is the procedure to integrate out a constrained superfield: we first relax the constraint on Yo_ _
and introduce a Lagrange multiplier superfield A_: —D D, (TlTO,, + A,(ﬁ+TO,,)). Integrating out
A_ re-imposes the constraint D;2p—_ = 0 whereas integrating out To—_ gives 71 = =D A_, which indeed
satisfies D171 = 0. We can conclude the same by going down to components, or at an intermediate stage
by pushing in D in the first term in the Lagrangian (3.16) to get —D. ((5+T1 )To,,). Since the remaining
measure D does not kill 75— _, we can integrate it out to conclude that D477 = 0.
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cancels that of the kinetic term (this is motivated from the (4,4) — (0,4) reduction in
appendix B.2):

T (O =007 (¢~ 250 T(g-C), where g=<abb)eF (3.19)

Recall that we must only perform infinitesimal F-transformations on arctic superfields (see
the discussion above eq. (2.46)). It is easy to check that the Lagrangian (3.15) transforms
with weight zero when we transform Y__ according to the above rule (see appendix B.2
for an explicit demonstration).

We could write down the (0,4) descendants directly by acting on ¥ and Y __ with
the derivatives f)a/+. We could then compute the component action (3.18) by pushing
the derivatives in the measure D1/, Dy, into the Lagrangian in the (0,4) action (3.15)
and using the definition of the (0,4) descendants. This procedure results in the same
conclusions, namely that Y is truncated to an O(1) superfield and Y __ is auxiliary, and
hence we do not describe it here. However, see appendix C.2 for an illustration of this
method for an arctic fermi superfield.

3.2 Twisted hypermultiplets

A twisted hypermultiplet is described by a complex O(1)" superfield H({’) that is speci-
fied as

H()=(Hy+Hy, H()=-CH" +H" . (3.20)
The F’-projective constraints D,y H = 0 are given by
Q. Hy =Dy Hy, Q+Hy = —-DyHy,
Q. Hy =0, DiHy =0, Q.Hy =0, DyH;y=0. (321

H" and Hy are (0,2) chiral superfields since D, annihilates them. As for the standard
hyper, the superpartner fermions are defined by

Daa’+Hb’ = \/iga’b’ga—&— . (322)

The above definition makes it clear that the superpartner fermions &,, of H, are in the
doublet of F'. Explicitly, we have

V26, =D.Hy, V28, =-D,H”, V26, =-D Hy, V28! =D,H". (3.23)
The (0,4) Supersymmetrlc action that describes the twisted hypermultiplet is

S=- /d2 7{ —D1+D2+ (zg’ "Ho__H >:/d2x g ;jri,mm( ('Ho__H )
(3.24)

Performing the ¢’ integral, we get

S= [@aDDy (A oty ~H0__Hy) = [ & (-0, H 0" Hy ~i€50__01).
(3.25)
which is the action for two (0, 2) chiral multiplets H' and Hy. The H, « form an F’-doublet
and hence, the above multiplet describes a twisted hyper. The description in terms of F’-
arctic superfields is analogous to that of the standard hyper.
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3.3 Other (0,4) scalar multiplets

The work [61, 65] describes four different scalar multiplet representations of the (0,4)
supersymmetry algebra. Their (0,4) algebra is in terms of the superderivatives D,; and
D% where a is an SU(2) doublet index (in [61, 65], the SU(2) doublet index is written as
i instead of a). This SU(2) is one of the SU(2) subgroups of the R-symmetry F' x F’ and
we identify it with F. The F’ subgroup is not manifest but can be restored by defining
the derivatives Dyqr4 such that D7y = Dgy and Dyory = —5(11,31_1. The scalar multiplets
(SM) are described as follows.

1. SM-I: a pair of complex scalar fields A, B, and an SU(2) doublet of fermions 1)~

2. SM-II: a real scalar field ¢, a real SU(2) triplet of scalar fields ¢,°, a doublet of
complex fermions A, .

3. SM-III: an SU(2) doublet of scalar fields A,, and a pair of complex fermions p~, 7.

4. SM-IV: an SU(2) doublet of scalar fields B,, a real fermion ¢, a real SU(2) triplet
of fermions v °.

The pair of scalar fields (A, B) in SM-I and the pair of complex fermions (p~,7~) can be
interpreted as doublets under a different SU(2) which we identify with the F’ subgroup
of the R-symmetry group. The Lorentz spinor superscript index on the fermions can
be lowered using the Levi-Civita symbol €4 = —e_, = 1. Thus, the fermions occurring
above are right-handed fermions that occur as superpartners in the various hypermultiplets
described in this section.

Given the above identifications, it is clear that SM-I describes the content of a twisted
hyper, i.e., an O(1)" superfield, and SM-III describes a standard hyper, i.e., an O(1) su-
perfield. It can be easily checked that the supersymmetry transformations of the various
components given in [61, 65] agree with those of the O(1) and O(1) superfields given in this
section. The multiplet SM-II is described by a real O(2) superfield and SM-IV is described
by a real O(2) superfield. We give a short analysis of the O(2) superfield below.

3.4 O(2) superfields
A real O(2) superfield X can be described in terms of a rank two tensor X, as
X = uaubXab = C2X11 + (X122 + Xo1) + X9 . (3.26)

It satisfies the projective constraints D, X = 0 and the reality constraint X = X (where
the extended complex conjugate for an O(2) superfield is defined in equation (2.64) of
section 2.6). In terms of X, they become

D(a\aUrXbc) =0, X = 5aC8bchd . (3.27)

The first equation says that the totally symmetric part of the rank three tensor D4 Xp. =
0. The totally antisymmetric part is also trivially zero. The mixed symmetric part then
defines the superpartner fermions &4+

Daa’+Xbc = \/i(gabgca’-l— + Eacgba’—‘r + 5bcga(z’—i—) . (328)
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These fermions satisfy the reality constraint Ei“/ = aaba"/blfbbur. Thus, the independent
fermion content is in the doublet £,1/,. This way of describing the fermion content breaks
the F’ R-symmetry.

The multiplet Xp. decomposes into the symmetric part Sp. = %(Xbc + X)) and the
antisymmetric part X = %echbC which are as irreducible representations of SU(2). These
satisfy

Daa’+Sbc = \/i(gabgca’+ + 5ac£ba/+) ) Daa’+X = \/ﬁgaaur : (3'29)

Using the Schoutens’ ‘identity’ eupéear+ + €calbars + Ebclaar+ = 0 (which is merely the
statement that a totally antisymmetric rank three tensor where the indices run over two
values vanishes identically), we equivalently have

Daa’+Sbc = \/E(Qeabgca’—i- + 8bcgaa’-i—) ) Daa’—i-X = \/ﬁgaa’—&— . (330)

Note that the O(2) superfield contains only the symmetric part Sp. of Xj. and does not
contain the antisymmetric part X. Moreover, the superpartners of X are the same fermions
as those of Sp..

Finally, defining Sp¢ = Spac®, we see that Sp? = 0. Thus, the scalars fields Sp¢ and X
form the scalar content of SM-II and the fermions &,y form the fermion content of SM-II.
The multiplet SM-IV is similarly described by an O(2)" superfield.

4 Fermi multiplets

In this section, we describe matter fermi multiplets. We focus on F-projective fermi su-
perfields below; the F’-case follows analogously. Like hypermultiplets, fermi multiplets
can be realized either as O(n) superfields or F-arctic superfields. We only describe arctic
superfields here since all our constructions use only those and not the O(n) superfields.

4.1 Arctic fermi superfields
Start with a weight 0 F-arctic superfield Y_ = >6°7;_(’ satisfying

Da/+T_ = 0 . (41)
The constraints in terms of 1;_ are
Q+To- =0, QiYj-+DiT;- =0, DyY- =0, DiYjyi-—-QuY;-=0. (42)

The Yj_ for j > 1 are unconstrained (0,2) superfields while Y satisfies the chirality
constraint D, 75 = 0. We relabel 75— as ¢_. The action is

R N d¢ = /2

1 - 1 & . _
=~ [ 2D Dy _v_)+ =Y (1) [ @®>xD D4 (T;-7;-),
; [ 0.5, szl / rD.D. (T,-T,

D+ﬁ+ (Y-7-),
- % / 2D, Dy (b_v_) . (4.3)
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In the last step, we have integrated out the (0,2) unconstrained superfields 7 with j > 1.
Note that this is consistent with the F-transformations discussed in section 2.5 only for
weight k£ = 0. In more detail, the F' transformation rules for the fields 2;_ in (2.48) preserve
the auxiliary field equations 7, = 0, j > 1, only for weight 0.

To get the component action, we push the measure derivatives D, D, into the La-
grangian:

S= / A2z (GG +10,4_1_), (4.4)

where the auxiliary field G is defined as —v/2G = D_1_. In appendix C.2, we define the
ordinary space components of Y_ directly without going to (0,2) superspace by acting
on Y_ with ﬁa/+ successively. We also compute the above component action by directly
pushing in the (0,4) measure D1/ Do in (4.3) and using the definitions of the components
that were just alluded to, and finally perform the (-integral.

4.2 Other fermi superfields

We can also write down fermi superfields that are globally defined on CP', i.e., spinorial
O(n) superfields. Of particular interest are the complex O(1) fermi superfields ¥_ and
real O(2) fermi superfields X_. The O(1) superfield contains an F-doublet of fermis 1,
and an F’-doublet of auxiliary scalars F,, defined by

Daa’-{—wb— = \/§€abFa’ . (45)

Similarly, a real O(2) superfield is described by a rank two tensor X,;_ (compare with (3.26))
with superpartner auxiliary scalars Fyy :

Daa’+Xbc— = \/i(gacha/ + Sacha’ + Echaa’) . (46)

In [65], four types of (0,4) fermi multiplets are described, namely, MSM-I, -II, -III and -IV
(MSM is short for Minus Spinor Multiplet). It is easy to repeat the steps of section 3.3
to arrive at the fact that MSM-I is an O(1) superfield, MSM-II is an O(2)" superfield,
MSM-IIT is an O(1)" superfield and MSM-IV is an O(2) superfield.

5 Interactions

The criteria for (0,4) supersymmetry are closure of the algebra D%r = 0 on all the superfields
and the invariance of the action (see the comments at the end of section 2.2). In this section,
we use these criteria to discover possible (0,4) supersymmetric interactions between twisted
hypers, standard hypers and fermis.

As indicated in the Introduction (section 1), interactions could be E-terms, gauge
interactions, or of the nonlinear sigma model type. Nonlinear sigma models have been
discussed for O(1) standard hypers in (0,4) projective superspace [58] and arctic standard
hypers in (4, 4) projective superspace [51]. We have not explored all the possibilities for E-
term interactions. In this paper, we consider the combination of F-arctic standard hypers,
F-arctic fermis and O(1)" twisted hypers with the R-charge assignments given previously
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(of course, everything we say can be used for the mirror combination where we swap the
two R-symmetry groups).

Consider F-arctic fermi multiplets Y _, arctic standard hypermultiplets (Y, Y__) and
O(1) twisted hypermultiplets H with the following projective constraints:

D,Y=0, D,Y_ =-V2CY, D,Y_ _= ECT_ , D,H =0,
_ _ = 1 _
D, Y=0, D, XY =v2YC, D, Y _=-—-Y C, D,H=0. (51

where Dy = u*% D,y is the fully contracted derivative (see (2.29) in section 2), C' =
v¥'Cy and C = v Cyy are O(1) superfields which are functions of the various superfields in
the model. The second line in (5.1) is obtained by applying extended complex conjugation
on the first line and using the appropriate definitions of extended complex conjugates from
section 2.6.

The closure of the supersymmetry algebra D2 =0 on Y_ and Y__ give

D,C=0, D,C=0, CC=0. (5.2)

The action S for the above superfields splits into an action Sg in F-projective super-
space for the standard hypers and the fermis, and an action Sg+ in F’-projective superspace
for the twisted hypers, i.e., § = Sp + Spr with

dc = ~ (i - e -
Sp— /d%;f Dy Dy <2ra__r COYY YT 2T_T_> ,
o (A= = L1
SF/ = /d .’L‘% 7_D1+D2+ —*C Ho__H . (5.3)
2mi 2

The action Sg and Spr in (5.3) are (0,4) invariant if the Lagrangians are annihilated
by D. This is obvious for Spr. The action of D on the Lagrangian in Sp is

- B B -
D, (;’I‘&T — XY+ YT — 2’rr>

1 _ 1 (5.4)
=——((Y(C+CO)Y_+—=Y_(C-C)Y .
\@C ( ) 7 ( )
For the right hand side to be zero, the following conditions then have to be satisfied:
C=C, C=-C, ic, 0V =c"YCy . (5.5)
(the two conditions are consistent with each other since we have & = —® for an oy
superfield ®.)
Upon using (5.5), the constraints CC =01in (5.2) become
J— ] N4 1 —_/ /
CC=0 & (0= 5CeC° o . (5.6)

C and C are a priori functions of both standard and twisted hypers. We restrict ourselves
to the case where C' and C' are polynomials in the standard and twisted hypers. Recall
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that the F-weights of Dy, Y, Y_ and Y__ are +1, +1, 0 and —1 respectively. Since the
F-weight has to be preserved in the constraint equations (5.1) above, C and C should have
F-weight 0. Further, since we restrict C' and C to be polynomials in the superfields, they
must simply be independent of the standard hypers Y.

The reality constraints (5.5) are also consistent with C' and C being independent of
standard hypers. However, note that C and C can be chosen to be more general F-weight 0
functions of the standard hypers (e.g. rational functions) and these may have good Taylor
expansions around both ¢ = 0 and ( = oco. Then it is possible to satisfy the reality
constraint (5.5) even when C' and C depend on arctic standard hypers non-trivially.

Since C' is an O(1)’ superfield which is assumed to be a polynomial in the twisted
hypers and is annihilated by D, it must be linear in the O(1)" twisted hypers H. Thus,
C must take the form

C=K+LH, (5.7)

where K is O(1)" and constant, and L is constant.

Recall from sections 3.1, 3.2 and 4 that the dynamical components of the arctic stan-
dard hyper are (1,,&.1 ), those of the twisted hyper are (H,/,&q+) and that of the fermi is
(1p_). The full component action for these fields that follows from the projective superspace
action (5.3) is worked out in appendix C. We give the result here:

§= /de (_auHalauHa’ - igia——éa—&— - ﬂaauna - igﬂia——ﬁaur - i@_3++w—)

1 —_— —_
+ / 2 (—2n“ca,0“ Mo + (—gicanp_ — O Lég - + c.c.)> . (5.8)

6 Example: ADHM sigma model

In this section we consider an interacting model with standard hypers, fermis and twisted
hypers. This is a particular (0, 4) linear sigma model which flows to a nonlinear sigma model
with target space a k-instanton solution in Yang-Mills theory in four dimensions. This
model was written in (0, 1) superspace in [18, 59] and in harmonic superspace in [63, 64].

This linear sigma model for U(n) instantons is realised by the following nested D-brane
configuration in Type IIB theory [18]: 1 Dl-brane C k D5-branes C n D9-branes. The
k D5-branes appear as k-instanton configurations in the D9-brane U(n) gauge theory and
the D1-brane probes this configuration. The 1 + 1 dimensional linear sigma model is the
theory on the D1-brane worldsheet.

The D1-brane worldsheet theory includes a U(1) gauge multiplet arising from the D1-
D1 open string spectrum. However, the U(1) multiplet does not have an effect on the
computation of the instanton connection on target space in the classical theory on the
D1-brane [18]. We describe the classical U(n) instanton model without the U(1) gauge
multiplet in section 6.1 and show that it reproduces the calculation in [18], and redo the
analysis more carefully in the companion paper [60] with the gauge multiplet included.
The novelty of the projective superspace approach is that twistor space and the relevant
holomorphic bundles on twistor space required for describing instantons [62, 67, 68] appear
explicitly in the description of the model which we describe below.
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For SO(n) instantons, we add an O9~-plane to the above D-brane configuration. The
orientifold projection requires an even number of D5-branes which we take to be 2k, and
after the projection pairs of D5-branes are stuck and cannot be separated. The projection
reduces the D9-brane gauge group to SO(n), that of the D5-branes to Sp(k) and projects
out the vector multiplet on the D1-brane. For Sp(n) instantons, we start with 2n D9-
branes, k D5-branes and 2 D1-branes and add an O9*-plane which results in an Sp(n)
gauge group on the D9-branes, an SO(k) gauge group on the D5-branes and an Sp(1)
gauge group on the Dl-branes (again, the two D1-branes cannot be separated). These
facts may be found in, e.g., [69]. Since the Sp(n) instanton sigma model requires a gauge
multiplet, and both SO(n) and Sp(n) models require orientifolds, we describe both sigma
models together in the companion paper [60].

6.1 U(n) instantons

The superfield content consists of

1. 2k’ twisted hypers Hy+, Y/ =1',... 2k’ (we consider 2k’ = 2 for most of the discus-
sion),

2. k standard hypers (Yy,Yy__), Y =1,...,k,
3. 2k +mnfermis Y4, A=1,...,2k +n.

The above superfields (for 2k’ = 2) are a subset of the low-energy spectrum of the various
Dp-Dg open strings in the D-brane configuration described above. Since we are interested
in the low-energy theory on the D1-brane, we retain only those fields that appear from
the D1-Dp open string sectors for p = 1,5,9. The two twisted hypers Hy: arise from the
D1-D1 strings in the directions transverse to the D1-brane and D5-branes. The k standard
hypers Yy arise from D1-D5 strings and the 2k 4+ n fermis Y 4 arise from the D1-D5
strings (2k fermis) and the D1-D9 strings (n fermis). Part of the couplings C described
below arise from the D5-D9 open string degrees of freedom which are frozen from the point
of view of the D1-brane, and they contain the instanton moduli.

We suppress the flavour indices Y’, Y and A on the twisted hypers, standard hypers
and fermis respectively unless we wish to explicitly exhibit the flavour properties of the
Y'Z'

superfields. We work with a given symplectic structure w on the space of twisted

hypers. This allows for a reality condition:
"7 =wZHy,, ie, A"V =YW Hy, . (6.1)
(note that according to the a@ve condition ﬁy/ = —Hy since wY/ZIwZ/ X = —6}?,. This
is consistent with the result H = —H for an O(1)" multiplet). The most general (0,4)
constraints are those given in (5.1):
1
V2

where recall from section 5 that C' = v“/Ca/, C = v“/CA’a/ are O(1)" superfields. As discussed
in section 5, C and C are independent of the standard hypers Y and are linear in the o)y

D.Y=0, D, Y_=-V2CY, D,Y__=—CY_, D.,H=0, (6.2)

— 96 —



twisted hypers H. The constraints on the couplings C' and C that follow from the closure
of the (0,4) superalgebra are (5.2) which we reproduce here for convenience:

D.C=0, D,C=0, CC=0. (6.3)

C and C and are k x (2k +n) and (2k + n) x k matrices respectively; with the flavour
indices explicitly displayed, the matrices are resp. written as Cé and (AZ'X . Recall from
the discussion around (5.7) that C has to be of the form

C=K+L"Hy, (6.4)

where Hy are the twisted hypermultiplets. The coupling K is a constant k X (2k + n)
matrix O(1) superfield and the LY  are constant k x (2k 4+ n) matrices (one matrix for
each Y’ € {1,...,2k'}).

Twistor space. Let us consider two twisted hypers, i.e., 2k’ = 2 (everything we say for
two twisted hypers can be extended to general k’). The twisted hyper superfields H,y: are
coordinates on the target space R*. The SU(2)" doublet v® together with the projective
superfields Hy+ can be interpreted as homogeneous coordinates Z = (vll,v?, H,/, Hy) for
a CP? which is in fact the twistor space of 8* (the one-point compactification of the target

R*). The symplectic structure wY'?'

a’'t!

on the space of twisted hypers and the symplectic
structure £*” on the space of F’-doublets together give an antiholomorphic involution
v’ = e, Hyr — wyr 7 H?Z', on the CP? which squares to —1. The (v“/, Hy 1) serve
as coordinates on the correspondence space and the incidence relations Hy ' = Hy/a/v“/

are simply the definition of the Hy- as projective superfields.

Monads on twistor space. Next, we show that the couplings C and C encode the data
of a monad on CP3. Let Vg and 175 be the vector spaces of X and Y __ respectively with
dim Vg = dim ‘A/S = k and Vg be the vector space of fermis with dim Vg = 2k + n. Then,
the couplings C and C can be interpreted as elements of Hom(Vr, Vs) and Hom(Vs, Vi)
respectively, as is clear from the constraints (6.2). Recall that these maps are linear in the
homogeneous coordinates Z = {v“/, Hy '} since C = Kyv® + LY Hy/. We thus have

Ve S v S vy (6.5)

The constraint CC = 0 that follows from the closure of the algebra (6.3) makes (6.5)
a complex. We further require that C is injective and C' is surjective: this imposes non-
degeneracy conditions on the couplings K, and LY. Then the above complex is precisely a
monad and the cohomology at Vg, i.e., ker C'/im Cisa holomorphic rank n vector bundle
£ on CP? which is trivial when restricted to lines in CP?, and has c3(€) = k. Thus, the
data that goes into choosing the off-shell superfield content of our linear sigma model is
precisely the same data that goes into defining a holomorphic bundle on twistor space CP3
that is trivial on lines.

We get a symplectic structure on the bundle £ also from the requirement that the
action is (0, 4) supersymmetric. Some reality conditions (which were implicit in the previous
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sections) are necessary on the vector spaces Vg, Vg and ‘75 to write down an action for
the projective superfields Y_, X and Y __. They are (1) a hermitian structure on Vg that
identifies V& ~ V¥, and (2) the identification V& ~ V¥, where V* and V'V stand for the
complex conjugate and dual of a vector space V respectively. With these at hand, the (0,4)

~

invariance of the action gives the following constraint (5.5) on the couplings C and C:
c=cC, (6.6)

where the bar on C acts the hermitian conjugate on the matrix components and extended
conjugate on the O(1)" superfield. This imposes a symplectic structure on the bundle &£
obtained from the monad (6.5). By the Penrose-Ward-Atiyah correspondence [67, 68|, the
bundle £ on twistor space with the symplectic structure described above corresponds to a
self-dual SU(n) connection on R* (more precisely, on the one-point compactification S* of
R*). The ADHM construction [62] gives an explicit expression for the instanton gauge field
in terms of the data described above. The constraints CC = 0 are precisely the ADHM
equations that describe the instanton moduli space [62].

Next, we show that the model flows to an SU(n) instanton solution in the infrared
by explicitly obtaining the expression for the instanton gauge field given by the ADHM
construction [62]. The material in the rest of this section is not new and follows the
calculations in [18, 59]. In section 6.2 below, we choose particular bases for the vector spaces
of superfields to give the usual standard characterization of the ADHM instanton moduli
space in terms of finite dimensional matrices. Again, most of the material is standard
except for a formula of the virtual dimension of the instanton moduli space on R*’ for
K > 2.

Instantons on R%. The potential energy density of the model described above can be
read off from the general expression in (5.8) and is positive-definite:

1 — 1 —
V= §ﬁaCa'Ca Na = §ﬁaYC§YC%Z77aZ . (6.7)

Recall that Cy = K+ LY H,y and the Nqy are components of the arctic standard hyper
Yy = (my + noy once we eliminate the auxiliary superfields accompanying higher powers
of ¢ (see (3.17) and the discussion around it). Suppose the constant matrices K, and LY
are sufficiently generic so that %Caléa' = f~!is an invertible k x k matrix, i.e., all its
eigenvalues are non-zero, for any value of H,y/. Then, the vacuum corresponds to setting
the n,y = 0 for every flavour Y =1,... k.

About this vacuum, the potential V' vanishes and in particular does not give a mass
for the twisted hyper scalars: there is a classical moduli space of vacua R* parametrized
by the four twisted hyper scalars with the reality condition (6.1). Under the genericity
assumption on K, and LY, the eigenvalues of the standard hyper mass matrix f~! are
all (1) positive since f~! is a positive-definite matrix, and (2) strictly positive since f~! is
invertible. We list them as (m?,m3, . .. ,mz) Then, the mass of the standard hyper scalars
Nay for a given Y is my. The Yukawa couplings can also be read off from (5.8):

— &Y Cuth- — " Léasth- — Y _C¥6ury — 0 4L . (6.8)
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On the classical vacuum moduli space characterised by 1,y = 7Y = 0 and arbitrary Hy o,
the twisted hyper fermions &y,1 again have no mass terms. Let us look at the mass terms
for the standard hyper fermions £y q/4:

—EVCytp —p_CVEy = —ECY Chypa_ — PACYY Euyy (6.9)

where we have displayed the flavour indices explicitly. Recall that we have diagonalized
f~1 =y CY = CyC?. By using an appropriate U(2k +n) transformation, we can further

cast the 2k x (2k 4+ n) matrix (gg:) into a block form with a non-trivial 2k x 2k block
and a zero 2k x n block:
Cily
<C§}Y> = (*2k><2k OQan) ; (6.10)
where the non-trivial 2k x 2k block is diag(myq, ..., mg,mq,...,my). For a fixed flavour

Y of the standard hyper, the two fermions &1y, §2ry4 and the two fermis ¢y, _, ¥piy,—
my

my
Recall that the standard hyper scalars 7,y also have the same mass my. The zero block

interact through the 2 x 2 mass matrix and become massive with mass my.

of size 2k x n implies that the n fermis ¥4, A =2k +1,...,2k + n are massless. Thus,
for generic values of the couplings K, and LY/, we have k massive standard hypers, 2k
massive fermis and n massless fermis about any point of the classical vacuum moduli space
that is parametrized by the massless twisted hypers.

The n massless fermis can be characterised more generally as the solutions of the

equation
2k+n

> Cipa-=0. (6.11)

A=1
Let the n massless solutions be arranged into the (2k + n) x n matrix V4" with the nor-
malisation (V1) jAVAi = 5; The most general massless solution is then

ham = Va'dio . (6.12)
=1

Plugging in the above expression for ¥ 4_ in its kinetic term, we get the kinetic term for
the massless modes \;_:

a vy

LoHY | T
(6.13)

We see that the massless fermis have now acquired an additional connection which is the

G204 = N (VD00 (VAP Nj) = X {87044 + 0 HY @ (V)

pullback of a connection A on target space R*:

) ) OV 47
J . A
(AY/U/ )lj T I(V )l a*HY/a/

(6.14)

This is the connection for a k-instanton solution with U(n) gauge group, a fact that follows
from standard results in the ADHM construction. Since we have assumed the instanton to
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be non-degenerate, the U(1) part of the connection is trivial and Ay, is in fact an SU(n)
instanton connection. We study the degenerate cases carefully in [60] where we shall find
that the U(1) gauge multiplet on the D1-brane worldsheet plays an important role.

6.2 The instanton moduli space and symmetries

The constraints CC = 0 and the fermi zero modes (6.11) (and in turn, the formula for the
instanton gauge field) are unaffected by GL(k, C) transformations on the space of standard
hypermultiplets and U(2k + n) transformations of the space of fermis:

C—-S-C-U', SeGLkC), UecUQ2k+n). (6.15)

Thus, two different solutions of CC = 0 that are related by a GL(k,C) x U(2k + n)

transformation as in (6.15) correspond to the same instanton solution. This redundancy

allows us to choose a simple form for the coupling C' and the equations CC = 0.
Plugging in the explicit form C = K + LY Hy, we get

0=CC = KK + KZZ/ HZ, + HYILY/F + LYIIZ/HY/HZ/ ,
=KK+KLyw?XYHyxy +Hy LYK+ LY Ly Hyw? X' Hy, . (6.16)
We have used the reality condition (6.1) on the twisted hypers in going to the second line

above. Terms with different numbers of twisted hypers must vanish separately. Let us
study each of them in turn:

1. The constant part KK of (6.16) satisfies KK = 0. Displaying the SU(2)" indices
explicitly, we have

Kb/FCIEC/a/ + Kalfdé‘db/ = 0, i.e., Kblfcl = /Lfsb/cl y (6.17)
where p is a positive-definite k x k& matrix.

2. The vanishing of the terms linear in Hy- in (6.16) requires

KLyw?Y + V'K = 0, or, with SU(2)’ indices, KyLypw?Y = —LY'Ke.y .
(6.18)

3. The term quadratic in the twisted hypers LY/ZZ/wZIX /Hy/H x+ vanishes when
LY Tpw?X + IXTw?Y =0, thatis LY Lypw? X =X, (6.19)
Y'XT g antisymmetric in Y’X’ and is an arbitrary hermitian k x k& matrix

for each X')Y" € {1,...,2k'}. For the special case k' = 1, i.e., when there are two
Y'X!

where v

twisted hypers, the antisymmetric matrix v
Y'X'.

is proportional to the symplectic
form w

LY Tyw?X =v Y'Y thatis LY Ly =v6 4, (6.20)

where v is now a single positive-definite k x k matrix.
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The couplings K and LY transform under the GL(k, C) x U(2k 4 n) (6.15) as
K-S - K-Ut, LY »55.0Y .Ut (6.21)

with the same GL(k, C) matrix S and U(2k +n) matrix U for all Y'. This freedom can be
used to choose a convenient form for LY and K as follows.

First, the LY satisfy the constraints (6.19) LY Lw?' X' + LX'T 5w?Y" = 0. Suppose
we choose the symplectic form canonically to be

O.)Y,Z/ = diagk,/Q{WQ,wz, co,wel,  with we = <_01 [1)> , (6.22)

where diag, indicates that length of the diagonal matrix is ¢. Let us look at the pair of
matrices L', L?. They satisfy

LDy =L¥Ly =%, LV'Iy=0. (6.23)
By an appropriate GL(k, C) transformation S (6.21), we can transform v*'? into the k x k

L
identity matrix. Then, the 2k x (2k 4+ n) matrix ( L2/> satisfies

'\~ - 1y, O
i) (L1 Lo ) = ) 6.24
(LZ)(l ”) (Oklk) (6.24)
where 1, and 0y are the k x k identity and zero matrices respectively. Using an appropriate
U(2k + n) transformation U (6.21), we can cast the above 2k X (2k + n) matrix into the

form ,
L _ (L& O Oxxn (6.25)
r? Ok 1k Okxn/ '

There is a residual U(k) x U(n) subgroup of GL(k, C) x U(2k + n) which preserves the
above configuration (6.25) which corresponds to

U Ok Ogxn
S=U, U=| 0y U Open|, where UecUk), UecU(n). (6.26)
Onxk Onxk u

The reality constraint (6.18) for Y/ =1/,2', i.e.,
~KLy+IL'K=0, KLy+L*K=0, (6.27)
is solved by the following expression for K:
K = (¢B" + B{"T —¢/BY) 4+ BIT 100 4 g0t (6.28)

where 1Y) J)T are k x n matrices and B%l/), Béll) are k x k matrices. The remaining

matrices LY, Y/ = 3/,4/,... 2k’ can also be simplified to a form similar to (6.28) using
the constraints

LMDy 1 — L% Ty =0, L¥Loy 1 +L¥Ly=0, ¢y =2, F, (6.29)
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where we have introduced the index y' = 2',... k', such that the pairs {2y’ — 1,21’} cover
the index Y’ € {3',4/,...,2k'} (later, we will append the value ¢y = 1" as well). We then

get the simplified form
N (B ) ) 650
I Béy')T B§y')”r JwHt ) '

Thus, the degrees of freedom that remain after fixing the GL(k, C) x U(2k + n) symme-
tries are

(BY) BY) 1) WY for o =1, K (6.31)
There are k'(2k? +2k? +2kn+2kn) = k'(4k*+4kn) real degrees of freedom. The remaining
constraints on the K, and LY, Y/ =3/, 4/, ..., are

KG/FC/€CII)/ + KGIXCIEC/I)/ = 07
Ka/fZ/wZ,Y/ + LY/FCIEC/G/ =0, LY,ZZ/WZIX/ + LX,ZZ/WZ/Y/ =0. (6.32)

In terms of the matrices B§y/), Béy,), IW) and JW), o =1/,... K, we have the equations

[B§y/),B2Z/)] i [BEZI),BS/)] + 1@ gE) 4 1) ) — o,
[BYJ’)’BiZ’)T] + [Béy/),B§Z/)T] + 7WET g GO ) — 0, forall ¢, 2/ =1,...,K .
(6.33)

Let us get a count of the number of such equations. The above equations are symmetric

in ¢, 2. For 3y = 2/, the last equation in (6.33) is manifestly real whereas the first

equation is complex. Thus, for 3/ = 2/, we have k' x 3k? real equations. For 3/ # 2/, it is
sufficient to restrict ¥’ < 2/, and both equations in (6.33) are complex. This gives a count
of $k'(K' — 1) x 4k%. In total, the number of equations is k*k’(2k’ + 1). For k' = 1, the
target space is R* and the above equations are precisely the ADHM equations.

We must also remember that the instanton connection (6.14) is invariant under the
residual U(k) transformations (6.26). We treat the residual U(n) in (6.26) as a symmetry of
framings at oo of the instanton solution. The B%y/), Béy,) are inert under framing whereas
the 1) and J®) transform as

1Y) 5 1@y W) Syt g (6.34)
Thus, the moduli space of framed instantons is described by
{FIELDS ‘ EQUATIONS} /SYMMETRIES, (6.35)
with
1. Fierps: BY), BY) 10D g6 o =1/ K,
2. EQUATIONS: the equations (6.33), and
3. SYMMETRIES: the residual U(k) symmetry in (6.26) which acts on the various fields as

BY) suBWut, BY) suBWut, 1@ Sy, g@) o g@yt L (6.36)
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The virtual dimension of the moduli space of framed instantons is then
dimg {F1ELDS} — dimg { EQUATIONS} — dimr { SYMMETRIES }
= K/ (4> + 4kn) — K*K' (2K 4+ 1) — k? = 4K'kn — K> (2K — 1)(K' — 1) . (6.37)

When k&’ = 1, this becomes 4kn which is the virtual dimension (in fact, the dimension
itself) of the SU(n) k-instanton moduli space on R*.
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A (0,1) and (0,2) superspace

A.1 (0,1) superspace

(0,1) superspace has coordinates (xF*, 0%) where 0T is a real Grassmann variable. The
corresponding supercovariant derivatives are (014, D4 ) which satisfy the algebra

D2 =04 . (A1)

with all other commutators being zero.

Multiplets of the (0, 1) supersymmetry algebra are not constrained. The most common
ones are the scalar multiplet (spin 0), the fermi multiplet (spin %, left-handed) and the
gauge multiplet (spin 1). The multiplets are irreducible representations of the algebra when
they are real (or hermitian).

A real scalar superfield ¢ has components

¢, &+ = (Ds9), (A.2)

where ¢ is a real scalar field and £y is a real right-handed fermion. We follow the usual
convention of denoting the lowest component of a superfield by the same symbol and drop
the ‘slash’ | from here on. A supersymmetric action with the lowest number of derivatives is

i 1 .
Sscaar = 5 [ B2 D (~(D26)0-—0) = 5 [ @ (-"60,0~i610-&) . (A3)
A real fermi superfield 1)_ has the components
Y, F=Diy_, (A.4)

where 1 _ is a real left-handed fermion and F' is a real auxiliary field, with the action

Stermi = % / 22Dy (p_Dytp_) = % / o (—ip 04y + F?) . (A.5)
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One can add a potential term in the action via a term that is linear in the fermi superfields
q— in the theory:

oM™

Spotentan = [ Dy (o M) = [ (FQMQ—%_M@Q . (A6)

where M® := M“(¢) are functions of the scalar superfields in the theory.

A.2 (0,2) superspace

(0,2) superspace has coordinates (z¥*,6%,6%) where 7 and 6% are left-handed spinors.
We denote the corresponding supercovariant derivatives by (044,D4,D.). They satisfy
the algebra

D2 =D% =0, {D;,D;}=2i0,4 . (A7)

We review various constrained superfields that are required to write down supersymmetric
actions in superspace.

Chiral. A scalar chiral superfield (or, simply a chiral superfield) ¢ is a Lorentz scalar
and satisfies D1 ¢ = 0 and has components

¢7 aa \/§£+ = D+¢> _\/§E+ = ﬁ+$7 (AS)

and consequently, DD ¢ = 2i0, ; ¢. The action for a free chiral superfield is
S = =3 [ @2D,Dy (G0--0) = [ (-TGo0 - €0 &) . (A9)

Fermi. A Fermi superfield _ is a left-handed spinor and satisfies the constraint D ¢_ =
0. It has components

Vo, P_, —V2G:=Di_, —2G:=D.y_. (A.10)

The action for a free Fermi multiplet v_

SFermi = = /d DD, (Y_v_) /d2 i@_8++w—+§G) : (A.11)

We see that the left-handed fermion 1_ satisfies the equation of motion 0441_ = 0 and
hence is right-moving on-shell. The field G is auxiliary with equation of motion G = 0.

Potential terms. Let ¢; collectively denote all the (0,2) chiral superfields in the theory
and 14— the (0,2) Fermi superfields. We can modify the constraint Dy, = 0 to

ﬁ+¢a7 = \@Ea(¢)7 (A'12)

where the E,(¢) are holomorphic functions of the chiral multiplets ¢;. This modification
results in additional interaction terms in the action for the fermi superfields:

1 _ _
SFermi = 5 /d2$D+D+ (1/131%—)7
OF, OE> _,
§z++ *~ 5@%—) .

- [ (—iwa8++¢a— GG~ B (@) Ea(0) + 07 5" G+ G

(A.13)
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We can also write a superpotential term, known as a “J-term” in (0, 2) literature:

1
S1=-75 [ 2D (1 (6)as) + b,

= [ (10)Ga + TTa@) - 20 702 (A14)

« « ) ¢j J+¥Ya— — 853 + . .
Since the superspace measure in the J-term involves only half the supercovariant deriva-
tives, its invariance under (0,2) supersymmetry requires the integrand to be chiral, i.e.,

D4 (to—J*) = 0. This implies
E-J:=) E,J*=0. (A.15)
«
If the above constraint is not satisfied, supersymmetry is softly broken down from (0, 2) to
(0,1), even though the J-term is written in (0, 2) superspace.
Reduction to N/ = (0,1) superspace. Define the derivatives

Dy +Dy

DD
D, = N *

D
7+ Wlth D_zi_ = ia++, Q?‘r = —ia++, {D+, Q+} =0.
V2

(A.16)

D, is the real (0,1) super derivative and Q is the generator of the extra (non-manifest)

, Qp =

supersymmetry.
The (0,2) chiral and fermi multiplets (and their antichiral counterparts) become com-
plex (0, 1) scalar and fermi multiplets with components

Chiral: ¢, Dip=¢&r, Did=-E,,
Fermi: ¢_, Dy =G+E=F, Dy =G+E=F. (A.17)

We have D, Dy = —iD,Q, +id,,. We can discard the second term since it gives rise to
a total derivative term in the action. Using that Q. acts as —iD4 on superfields satisfying
D (-) = 0, we can write the (0,2) actions in (0, 1) superspace:

i _ .
Suivat = 5 [ 2D (<43 061~ 0-_FD101) .
N 1
Sfermi = /deD+ (wa— (2D+wa— - HOz> + <2D+¢a - ﬁa> 1/}01—) ) (Alg)
where o = Eq + Ja.

B (4,4) projective superspace and (4,4) — (0,4)

B.1 Definitions

We start with the (4,4) real supercharges (Qm+, Qm—) with m, m = 1,2,3,4. The R-
symmetry group is

Spin(4), x Spin(4)g ~ SU(2), x SU(2)}, x SU(2)r x SU(2)%, .
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We restrict our attention to the subgroup F x F’ x F” where F = SU(2)a, the diago-
nal subgroup of SU(2); x SU(2)g, F' = SU(2)}, and F” = SU(2)%,. The supercharges
can then be written as (Quq/4, Qua—) where a, @’ and a” are doublet indices of F, F’
and F" respectively. This restriction of the R-symmetry group to a subgroup seems to
be required to obtain the vector multiplet via gauged supercovariant derivatives and the
relevant superspace constraints [70].

The algebra of (4,4) supercovariant derivatives Dgpq and Dy is

{Daa’+ anb’—i-} = 2180,1)5CL’l)’a+Jr ) {Daa”— 7Dbb”—} = 2iggpEqrpr 0 — ) {Daa’+ anb”—} =0.

(B.1)
The reality conditions on the derivatives are
Daa’:l: = ﬁféjl&“baz?b/a/ . (B2)
It will be useful to define the (2,2) subalgebra spanned by the derivatives
D+ = D11/+ s D_:= Dll”— 5 5+ = D22/+ 5 ﬁ, = D22//_ 5 (B3)
which satisfy
{D4,Di} =2i014 . (B.4)
The non-manifest (4,4) supersymmetry generators are then Q4 := Doy/y, Q 4= =Dy

and Q_ = D21//_, Q_ = —Dlgu_.

The general projective superspace corresponding to F' x F’ x F" is described by intro-
ducing a doublet for each of the SU(2)s in the R-symmetry group: u® = (¢,1), v* = (¢’,1)
and w® = (¢”,1) for the subgroups F = SU(2)a, F' = SU(2)} and F” = SU(2)’, respec-
tively.

We then define the following projective supercovariant derivatives:

Dy = uDyyry ie, Dyy=¢D,+Q, Dy = —CQ, + D4,
Doy = 1" Dyary , ie, Dip=(Dy-Q,, Dy =('Q4 + Dy,
D,_ = uDygr_, ie, Dw_=(D_+Q_, Dy =—-(Q_+D_,
D, :=w” Dggr, ie, Di_=¢D_-Q_, Do=¢"Q_+D_. (B5)

We also introduce the doublets 7%, 7 and @ as was done in the main text above eq. (2.9).
We again choose 4% = (1,0), o = (1,0) and @*" = (1,0) and define the linearly indepen-
dent derivatives:

Dy = Dygry , ie, Dyy=Dg, Dy, =-Q,,
Dyt = 7" Dygrs ie, Dy =Dy, Do = Q4 ,
Dy = u*Dygr_ ie, Dy_=D_, Dy = —Q_,
D, := 0" Dygr_ , ie., Di_=D_, Dy, =Q_ . (B.6)

We consider projective superfields which are functions of one projective coordinate from the
left moving sector (¢ or ¢’) and one projective coordinate from the right-moving sector (¢
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or ¢") and are annihilated by the corresponding set of projective derivatives. For example,
an (F, F") projective superfield ® is a function of ¢ and ¢” and is annihilated by D,/ (¢)
and D,_(¢"). The (4,4) supersymmetric action is

dC”
d"‘f Dy, Dy,D; Dy K(®) . B.
@ = [@rf = SrDriDr.Di Dy K(@) (B.7)
Using that K (®) is annihilated by Dy/y and Do_ and Doy = ("'Dyy — ¢~ 1Dy, Dy =
¢"1Dy_ — ¢"71D_, we can replace the measure by the (2,2) measure and do the ¢, ¢”
integrals to get an action in (2,2) superspace:

9 . . dC dC//
= /d DD D_D_ ﬁ 2miC Fr 3micr K(®). (B.8)
There are many choices for projective superfields: they can be a polynomial or a power
series in each of the projective coordinates that they depend on. A polynomial O(n)
superfield with respect to F', F and F” will be respectively denoted as O(n), O(n') and
O(n"). Power series superfields are typically denoted as F-arctic, F-antarctic, F’-arctic
and so on. Below, we discuss the (F, F) arctic superfield, i.e., an arctic superfield which is
a power series only in ¢ and is annihilated by D (¢) and Dg»_ ().

B.2 (4,4) standard hypermultiplet

Consider an (F, F) arctic superfield X(¢) = 3°2°, 7;¢* with alternate notation ® and X for
Yo and 77 respectively. The constraints D, Y = D,/ Y = 0 give the (2,2) constraints

Q:®=0, Di®=0, Q,&=D:X=D,D X =0,
QsYj1=-DiTjfor j>0, and Qu2; =Dy forj>1. (B.9)

® is chiral as an (2,2) superfield since Do ® = 0, ¥ is complex linear since D, D_¥ = 0,
whereas the 7> are unconstrained as (2, 2) superfields.
The action for the arctic superfield is

4/d2 ]{—Dl,+DQ,+D1,, Dy (CTY) . (B.10)

This action is R-symmetric since the measure has F-weight —2 ( 42 from d{, —2 from
Dy Dy and —2 from Dy»_Dyv_) and the Lagrangian has F-weight 42 (+1 each from
Y and (Y, see the paragraph after equation (2.47) in section 2.5).

Next, we obtain the (0,4) content by applying D,/ _ to X:

1

Y, =-—Dy Y, Y__= —Zﬁl,,_ﬁQ,,_r. (B.11)

f

Recall from (2.80) that the conjugate of D,/_ when acting on arctic superfields is

ﬁg// _ a"b//(—Cﬁb”— —+ Db”—) . (B.12)
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Using this, we get

— 1 a'b" — — 1 ~ ~ _
‘r(i = ——=¢ b D// —D//,T, Y = —(—=(Dor_ +Don_ Dy —Dn )Y .
N (¢Dy, b—) 4( (Do 27— )((Dy 1)
(B.13)
Using Dy Y =0 and {Dgv_ ,Dyn_} = 2i0__, we get
¥ — LC al/bNDb// T T__ = }CQf)lN f)g// T+ 1(8 s (B.14)
B ﬂ T 4 B h 2> T ’

The (0,4) supersymmetric action is obtained by pushing in the D,/_ derivatives in the
measure:

/ d?x 7{ —D1/+D2/+D1~ Dy (CYY),

/d2 ]{7D1/+D2l+ (g Y r- f(a,, Y - (YY__

ey, ey ,,_) . B.1
ST- s AR (B.15)

Let us study the R-symmetry invariance of the above action in more detail. Recall that Y
and Dgv_ (see (2.80)) transform under F' as

Y(¢) = Y0 =4(9,0X(9-¢), Dar = 5(9,) ' Dar—(g-¢) = tDar—(g-¢), (B.16)

where Y’ is a new superfield which is evaluated at ¢ whose expression is given by expanding
the right hand side j(g,{)Y (g - ¢) around ¢ = 0. The transformations of all the other
superfields can be obtained by using the above. We first summarize the results and then
detailed calculations. The hypers Y, (Y transform as weight 1 objects:

Y(¢) = i(9:0Y(g-¢), ¢X(=¢) = 34(9,¢) (9-¢) X(=(g-¢)71), (B.17)
the fermis Yov_, X% transform as weight 0 objects:
Yor-(Q) = Yar—(g-¢), X(=¢H =X (~(g-O7), (B.18)

and Y__, ("'Y__ transform as weight —1 objects, along with an additional shift:

T () i(9.07 0 (g0~ 550 Y(g-C).

() = 0.0 e O T (O o0 T(—(g- 07 - (B19)

Using these, the (0, 4) supersymmetric action (B.15) can be checked to be R-symmetric, a
fact which was already demonstrated for the (4,4) action (B.10).
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The derivation of R-symmetry transformations.

Note: in the following calculations, a ’ on superfields denotes the transformed superfield
and must not be confused with the ’ on the R-symmetry indices.
Given the transformation of X in (B.16), the transformation of Y is

—, N e[ —aC 4D
T(-¢) 2 T = @+ )T (W)

o al+b o (—act+b
x(a—b()xa_bCXT<a_|_bC_1>,

(B.20)

N =

which implies that
CY(—¢ = (X (=¢=4(9.0) (9-O) X(=(g-O)7"). (B.21)
This tells us that (Y transforms as a weight 1 field as well. Y__ transforms as
p(y
=1 (i0.07 B (g0 =D (9-0) (3(0:0) Do (9-0) (30,09 Q)
= J(9.07 - (9-0) ~byo Y(g-0), (.22
that is,

T (T Q=000 T (0 Q-b0 Y. (B

Thus, Y__ transforms as a weight —1 superfield but with an additional shift term pro-
portional to d__ Y. Finally, we need the transformation of ¥ __. Analogous to (B.20), we

have
— 1y | R —aC ' +b i o~ (—aC'+0b
Y (=) =gt T <+bg‘1> Fh30--1 <+b§1> :
a- 1 o —aC ' +b i —(—aC'+b
=T ba i <+b§—1> Fhy0--X <+bg‘1) - (B24)

which gives
() = 30,07 Mo O T (g O+ ¢y T(—(g-07) . (B25)

Again, we see that (~'¥__ transforms as a weight —1 superfield, along with an additional
shift term proportional to __Y. We can also start with the definition of Y__ in (B.14)
and arrive at the above result. In detail, we have
C]fjlll_]AjQN_T(_Cil)

— C]Ajlu_]f\jQN_T,(—Cil)

— ¢(3(9.Q ™ Pro—(9- ) —BD1_(9-)) (i(9.0) " Der_(g- )% j "F(~(9-07)
=j(9,0)7 - ¢ DD X(~(g-¢) ) +2ibg-CO-_L(~(9-O)").  (B26)
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Also using the transformation of X from (B.21), we get
(Dyr_Don X (—¢C1) +2i0_ T (—¢7Y)
=5(9,¢)7" g+ ¢ Duw_Don X(—(g-¢)7") +2i <b g-C+ ) 0--Y(~(g-¢O)7
= (9,07 (9 ¢ Dir-Dov T(~(g-)7") +2i0--T-(=g-¢)7"))

+ 2 (b g-C+ aCC—% b —j(g,C)_1> 0--Y(=(9-O7") - (B.27)

The quantity in the parentheses in the last line simplifies to give b/¢. Plugging this
into (B.27) and dividing by 4, we get (B.25).
The fermis Y ,»_ transform as weight 0 objects:

aC+b

Yoo (Q) = (9,0 Dar—(g- ) = BDar (g Q) (39, )X (9 - )

( (B.28)
=Dy (9-O)X(g-¢)=Yar_(g-¢) .

The conjugates Y% also transform with weight 0, a fact which can be seen either by
complex conjugating the expressions in (B.28) or by direct calculation using the expression
for Y% in (B.14):

Cf)a”—T(_Cil) — Cf)a”—T,(_Cil)

= ¢(3(9:6) Dur—(g+¢) = (- 0) “ A (~(g- 07
=g (Dar—(g-OX(~(g-0)7"), (B.29)
which gives
T = T (g O (8B.30)

C Component actions

In this appendix, we derive the action for the ordinary space components of the various
superfields in two ways: (1) by reducing to (0,2) superspace and using standard results
from appendix A.2, and (2) by reducing directly to ordinary space by pushing in the D,/

in the superspace measure.

c.1 (0,4) — (0,2) — (0,0)
Recall from sections 3 and 4 the ¢ and (' expansions of the various superfields:
Y=>T7, Y__=>7,__, Y_=>7,_, H=(H/+Hy. (C.1)
j=0 j=0 §=0

Also recall that we relabelled some low-lying components of the above superfields since
they were constrained as (0, 2) superfields:

Yo —=mn2, Ti—m, and Yo =Y. (C.2)
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We reproduce here the projective superspace constraints on the various superfields given
in (5.1):

_ 1
D,Y=0, D.Y_=—-/2CY, D,Y__= ﬁcr_, D,.H =0,
_ _ = _ 1 — _
D.Y=0, D.Y_=vV2YC, D, Y__= 72@(_0, D,.H =0, (C.3)
The actions are given by
S = /d%% d—c_]:~)1,+152,+ (lra__r —(YY__+¢ XYY - 1'I‘_T_) ,
2mi 2 2
2 dCI -~ —~ i 1177
SF/ = /d l‘]{ %D1+D2+ —*C HO_ _H 5 (04)
2mi 2

The closure of the projective superspace algebra D%r =0 on Y__ gives the constraints
D.C=D,C=0, CC=0, ie, DyC=D C=0, CuCy=0, (C5)
and the (0,4) invariance of the above actions gives
C=C, thatis, Cp=C"cpy . (C.6)

The assumption that the C are polynomials in the various superfields constrains C' to take
the form C = K + LH. The constraints (C.3) lead to the following E-terms for the (0, 2)
superfield ¢_ = Ty and 1p__:

1
—Coyp_ .
73 (4

Integrating out the auxiliary superfield Y __ proceeds in the same way as in the free case,

ﬁ_i_’lﬂ_ - —\/§E = —\/5612/772” 5+T0__ - (C?)

with one important difference due to the E-term for 7p__ above. Unconstraining 7p—_ in

the standard way (see Footnote 5), we get

_D,D, <mr0 A (DJO - é@"”)) . (C.8)

Integrating out 7p__ gives 77 = —D; A_ which implies that 7 is a (0,2) chiral superfield
which we labelled as 77'. In addition, there is now a (0,2) J-term:

_ \}5 —\2 D, (7'Coyp_),
(C.9)

where, in the last equality, we have used the constraint CyCy = 0 that follows from (C.5).

1

D+ (ﬁlCQ’w— - \/iA—CQ/éQ/n2) = ﬁ

D, D, (~A_Cotp_) =

Rewriting the projective superspace measure in (C.4) as —¢~'D,D, and performing
the (- and (’-integrals, we get the following (0, 2) superspace actions:
SF/ :/d2$D+ﬁ+ (;HllaHl/ — ;H218H2/) R

1

ﬂn102/¢_> +c.c.,

(C.10)

_ i i 1—
Sp— / 422D, D, (ina__m — TP+ 2¢_¢_> + / 422D, (

with ﬁ+¢_ = \/éE = —\/562/772.
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Now we further push in the derivatives in the (0,2) actions above and compute the
component actions according to appendix A.2. Recall that the superspace components of
H, are

\/§£1+ - D+H2/ s \@E}’_ - —ﬁ+ﬁ2, 5 \/§£2+ = —ﬁ+H1/ y \/ﬁgi - D+F1/ 5 (Cll)
and the superspace components of 7, are
V2, =Dimy, V28| =-Di?, —V2&, =Dim, V282 =D.7'. (C12)
The components of the fermi ¢_ are
D,y =—v2G, Dy =-—V2G. (C.13)

Let us work out the twisted hyper part of Sgr first. We have
i —yp i
——=H"0__ &y + 72§}-v——H2’

Spr[Ha :/d2xD+( NG NG ) :
— / Q2 (~O,HY 0, Hy — €0 _Eqy) - (C.14)

The standard hyper part of Sp is given by
Selna] = [ daD (‘118 . ) ,
7Nl D\ =" St \/§§+ 2
= [ o (-0, — €06, (C.15)

whereas the fermi part of Sg is given by

Splp-] = \}Q /d% Dy (=Gy- —¢_FE) + /dQCU <D+ <—\}§77102/¢—> +C-C-> ;

= /d% <1(5’++¢—)1/)— + GG —72C% Coy

1 — X9l ]_ j— ~ —1 1 =/ -~
+ EWQ(DJJQ Y- — ﬁd}_(DqLCw)?h — & C%y_ — ¢_C2'€1/+>
+/d2x (-g%ﬁw Lo, e +7710/G+cc) (C.16)
- p +C ) 2 . ), .

Integrating out the auxiliary fields G, G, we get
G=-7'Cy, G=-C"n, (C.17)
and the fermi action becomes
Srly-] = /d% <i(D++¢_)1/J— — 7' CyC% iy =72 C? Cyrmy

1

. =4 1 — ~ = o~
+ EWZ(DJrCQ )Y — ﬁw—(D-‘rCQ’)nQ —&iC%y_ — ¢_02'§1'+>
+ /d2x <—£{C’2/1,Z) — \}inl(DJng/)d} + c.c.> . (C.18)
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Let us look at the potential terms:
—V = 7' CyC% iy — PC% Cormpy = —77' Co T my — 72C1C o, (C.19)

where, in the second step, we have used the reality constraint (C.6). The above form does
not seem invariant under R-symmetry. However, it follows from CC = 0 that C;/CY =
CyC? which allows us to write the potential in manifest R-symmetry form:

1 —
-V = —iﬁ“Ca/C“ Na, - (C.20)
Next, let us collect all the Yukawa couplings from the fermi action (C.18):
1 2/~ 71/ 72/ 1 —1 )
—n (D4 Cy ) — &L Cyp- — £ Cop — —=17 D1Coytp_ | + c.c. C.21
(ﬁnul)w €/ Cri —ECo = 7D s (c21)
We have Cy = Ky + LHy. Then, we get

(-#ngﬁ, —&(Ky + LHy ) — € (Ky + LHy ) — ﬁlL&w,) tee  (C.22)
We thus get the manifest R-symmetric form of the Yukawa couplings
(~EY Kot = 7" Léaytp— — ELLHyy ) + cc., (C.23)

where the first term and its complex conjugate together are mass terms which contain
the fermis and the superpartners of the standard hypers. The other terms are Yukawa
couplings which involve the standard hypers, the twisted hypers and the fermis.

c.2 (0,4) — (0,0)

In this subsection, we directly go from (0,4) superspace to ordinary space. We give two
illustrative examples, an O(1) standard hyper and an arctic fermi.

O(1) standard hyper. Recall from (3.3) and (3.5) that the (0,4) descendants of ) are,
at the first level,

fga 4= a’+77; \/igil = _Ea,b/]sb'-‘rﬁv (024)
and at the second level,
Dy Dyin =2y 0417, D Dyl = —2icqy 0y 17 . (C.25)
The action is
/d2 f—DHDQ/ (¢ '[o__m) . (C.26)

Pushing in the derivatives in the measure and using (C.24) and (C.25), we get
@2 d 8 1 = - _
S=-i[d% oic (—1044m0——n + L0 &y + €10 &y —INO__014M),
5
d¢ _ ey _
= [ f S OO~ ELO s — WO Orsm).
y 2mi¢

- / i (— 0 00 — XD _Eus) . (C.27)

where, in going to the second line, we have used the expllclt expressions 7 = 17 and

1 = —7° (to compute 7, we follow the same steps as for D, /4 in section 2.6).
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The arctic fermi superfield. We look at the weight 0 arctic fermi superfield. The
descendants are

\/>F , =Dy +‘r_ ’ \/ifa/ _ _EalbICEb/+T_ 7
X, =Dy Dy, Y_, X, =-CDy Dy Y_ -2, X_ . (C.28)

The action is
/d2 ]ffDHf)Q,+ (r_x_). (C.29)

Pushing in the derivatives in the measure, we get

/d2 (2110 XY (PR 4 XX, -2 FUR,)
(C.30)
The superfields X and F, are auxiliary and can be integrated out. The terms involving
X are
d o _
% 2751 (T X+ —C 2X+T,) = — Z(—l)]Tj+1,7Xj+ +c.c.. (031)
Jj=0

Integrating out X, gives
;- =0 for 7>1. (C.32)

Thus, the weight 0 superfield Y_ which was locally defined on CP! becomes a constant
on CP!, which is nothing but a globally defined weight 0 superfield. Integrating out Fy
just sets them to zero. Relabelling Ty — v _, the action becomes

S— / A2 (=) D_Os st . (C.33)
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