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1.Introduction

In describingthe�eld theoreticrepresentation ofa supersym m etry algebra,oneusually speci�es

those �elds that represent physicalstates only. It is known that other �elds can be added

to the superm ultiplet that do not describe physicalstates but on which nevertheless the full

supersym m etry algebra can be realized (for an early discussion ofsuch potentials,see [1]). In

thispaperwe willfocuson thefollowing two classesofsuch �elds.
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The �rst class consists of (D � 1){form potentials in D dim ensions, which we willcall

\deform ation potentials" for the following reason. The equations ofm otion ofthese deform a-

tion potentials can be solved in term s ofintegration constants that describe deform ations of

the supersym m etrictheory. The forem ostexam ple ofa deform ation potentialisthe nine{form

potentialoftype IIA string theory that couples to the D8{brane [2{4]. The integration con-

stant corresponding to this nine{form potentialis the m asslike param eter m ofm assive IIA

supergravity [5].Therelation between thetwo isgiven by

d
?
F(10)(A (9))= 0 ) ?

F(10)(A (9)) / m : (1.1)

Thesecond classof�eldsthatdo notdescribephysicalstatesconsistsofD {form potentials

in D dim ensions,which we willcall\top{form spotentials",ortop-form sforshort. The prim e

exam ple ofa top{form istheRam ond{Ram ond ten{form thatcouplesto theD9{brane oftype

IIB string theory [2]. It turns out that this ten{form is part of a quadruplet of ten-form s

transform ing according to the 4 representation of the SL(2;R) duality group, while also a

doublet2 often-form scan beadded in IIB supergravity [6].

It has been known for a num ber ofyears that one can reproduce the physicaldegrees of

freedom ofm axim alsupergravityfrom theveryextended K ac{M oodyalgebraE 11 [7{9].Further-

m ore,thisK ac{M oody algebra containsgeneratorscorresponding to the deform ation potential

ofIIA [9,10]and the top{form potentialsofIIB [9,11,12]. Recently,the representationsunder

theduality group ofthedeform ation and top{form potentialsofallm axim alsupergravitieshave

been calculated [13,14].Rem arkably,theE 11 resultson deform ation potentialsarein agreem ent

with those of[15{24]where m axim algauged supergravitiesare classi�ed within a supergravity

approach1. In particular,this agreem ent shows that the com ponents ofthe em bedding ten-

sor [15,16,18]can be identi�ed with the m asslike deform ation param eters ofthe supergravity

theory. Therefore,the �eld strength F(D ) ofthe deform ation potentialA (D �1) is proportional

to theem bedding tensor�:
?
F(D )

�
A (D �1)

�
/ �: (1.2)

This relation can be viewed as a duality relation,like the ones between potentials and dual

potentials.

It is naturalto extend the analysis of[13,14]to other cases. In this paper we willdo

thisforthe classofhalf{m axim alsupergravity theories.TheK ac{M oody analysisforthiscase

showsa num berofnew features.Firstofall,onecan add m attervectorm ultipletsand consider

m atter{coupled supergravity [9,27]. O ur results on the deform ation and top{form potentials

willdepend on the num ber ofvector m ultiplets. Another new feature is that one encounters

duality groupsthatare notm axim alnon-com pact.O nly a lim ited num berofvectorm ultiplets

lead to a m axim alnon{com pactduality group. Finally,the duality groupsare notnecessarily

sim ply laced,and hencewewillhaveto addresstheissueofnon-sym m etricCartan m atricesand

rootsofdi�erentlengths.Form oredetailson thelatter,see appendix C.

1
An exception tothiscorrespondencearethegauging ofthe‘trom bone’orscalesym m etry ofthe�eld equations

and Bianchiidentities[25],asdiscussed in e.g.[23,24,26],forwhich no corresponding deform ation potentialshave

been identi�ed in E 11.
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An additionalm otivation to study the case ofhalf{m axim alsupergravitiesisthatforD <

10, e.g. D = 4 or D = 6, the corresponding m atter-coupled supergravities are related to

com pacti�cations ofstring theory and M -theory with background uxes. The nonzero uxes

lead to the additionalm ass param eters. Especially the D = 6 case is interesting due to the

existence ofa chiraland a non-chiraltheory. These two theories are related via S- and T-

dualities between Type I string theory on T4 and Type II string theory on K 3. The m ass

param eters ofthese theories have been investigated [28,29]and the m assive dualities between

them have been studied [30,31].

In thispaperwe willpay particular attention to the bosonic algebra thatthe di�erentp{

form K ac{M oody generatorswith p > 0satisfy am ongsteach other.W ewillcallthisalgebra the

\p{form algebra". Thisalgebra,withoutthe deform ation and top-form generators,also occurs

in [32,33]as the bosonic gauge algebra ofsupergravity. The p{form potentials corresponding

to these generators,together with gravity and the scalar�elds,constitute the partofthe very

extended K ac{M oody spectrum thatdoesnotrequiretheintroduction ofthedualgraviton.W e

willshow how thepossibledeform ation and top{form potentials,with which thep{form algebra

can be extended,follow from the K ac{M oody algebra. In particular,we willshow thatforthe

case ofhalf{m axim alsupergravity the deform ation potentialsofthe p{form algebra,and hence

also the em bedding tensor in generic dim ensions,can be written in term s ofthe fundam ental

and three-form representation oftheduality group.

O ne encounters the following subtlety in establishing the connection between the p{form

algebra and supergravity:whereasforeach physicalstate the K ac{M oody algebra givesrise to

both thepotentialand thedualpotentialthisisnotthecaseforthedeform ation potentials.The

K ac{M oody algebra doesgiveriseto thedeform ation potentialsbutnotto thedualem bedding

tensor. Indeed the duality relation (1.2) does not follow from the K ac{M oody approach. W e

know from supergravity thattheinclusion ofa m assparam eteroran em bedding tensorleadsto

deform ationsofthetransform ation rules.W ewillshow thatin speci�ccasesthesedeform ations

cannot be captured by the p{form algebra alone but that,instead,one is forced to introduce

furtherm ixed sym m etry generatorswhose interpretation hasyetto beclari�ed.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we briey sum m arize the K ac{M oody

approach to supergravity.In section 3 weintroducethep{form algebra and uncoverinteresting

propertiesofthe deform ation and top{form potentials in the context ofthis algebra. W e will

use the case ofm axim alsupergravity to elucidate a few ofthese generalproperties. In the

nextsection we apply the K ac{M oody approach to the case ofhalf{m axim alsupergravity. In

section 5 we willshow that the addition ofthe em bedding tensor leads to the introduction of

additionalsym m etry generators to obtain closure. Finally,in the conclusions we com m ent on

ourresults.W ehaveincluded fourappendices.Appendix A shortly sum m arizestheterm inology

we introduce in this paper. Appendix B contains a briefsum m ary ofthe physicaldegrees of

freedom and duality groupsofm atter-coupled half{m axim alsupergravity. Appendix C covers

som e group{theoreticaldetailsconcerning the K ac{M oody algebrasthatare non{sim ply laced.

Finally,appendix D contains listsoftables with the relevantlow levelresultsofthe spectrum

ofthe relevantK ac{M oody algebra.
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2.T he K ac{M oody approach to supergravity

Thespectrum ofphysicalstatesofthe di�erentm axim alsupergravity theoriescan beobtained

from the very extended K ac-M oody algebra E 11 [7{9]. This has been extended to the set of

allpossible deform ation and top{form potentials in [13,14]. A sim ilar analysis could be done

forE 10 [34{36]exceptforthe top{form potentials.In addition,non{m axim alsupergravity and

the associated very extended K ac{M oody algebras have been discussed in [9,27,37]. In the

presentpaperwe willapply the \K ac{M oody approach" to extract the deform ation and top{

form potentials ofhalf{m axim alsupergravity. In generalthisapproach breaksdown into four

steps:

1. Reduceto D = 3 overa torusand determ inethe G =K (G )scalarcosetsigm a m odel.

2. Take thevery extension G + + + =K (G + + + ).

3. O xidize back to 3 � D � D m ax.

4. Read o� the spectrum by m eansofa leveldecom position.

Assteps2,3,and 4 can beautom atically carried outon thecom puter[38],thisapproach isvery

sim pleto carry outin practice.W e willnow take a close look ateach ofthese steps.

The�rststep isto determ inetheG =K (G )scalarcosetsigm a m odelin threedim ensionsfor

thetoroidally reduced supergravity in question,whereK (G )isthem axim alcom pactsubgroup

ofG . Ifthere isno such a sigm a m odel,which often isthe case fortheories with lessthan 16

supercharges,theK ac{M oody approach com esto a standstill.Butwhen thecosetdoesexist,as

isthecaseform axim aland half{m axim alsupergravity,wecan goon and takethevery extension

G + + + =K (G + + + ).The�rstextension correspondsto the(untwisted)a�neversion ofG ,which

has been shown to be the sym m etry group ofvarious supergravities in D = 2 [39]. Also the

second (over)extension and the third (very)extension are conjectured to be sym m etry groups

ofm axim alsupergravity: the form er has been em ployed for a D = 1 coset [34{36]while the

latterhasbeen used fornon-linearrealisationsofthe higher-dim ensionaltheory [7{9].

O nce G + + + =K (G + + + ) has been constructed, we are in the position to oxidize back to

3 � D � D m ax dim ensionsusing group disintegrations. Thevalid disintegrationsforG + + + are

alwaysofthetypeG D 
 SL(D ;R),whereG D istheduality group in D dim ensionsand SL(D ;R)

refersto the space-tim e sym m etries. Extended Dynkin diagram sare a usefultoolto visualize

these group disintegrations: the disintegrationsthen correspond to ‘disabling’certain nodesof

thediagram in orderto obtain two disjointparts,ofwhich oneistheSL(D ;R)gravity lineand

theotheristheG D duality group.Asan exam plewegivethecasesofm axim alsupergravity in

D = 11;10 in �gure 1. Note thatthe duality group G D contains an extra R+ factorwhenever

thereisa second disabled node.Thisexplainswhy theduality group ofIIA supergravity isR+

and why those ofIIB and D = 11 supergravity do nothave such a factor.

Them axim um oxidization dim ension isdeterm ined by thelargestSL(D m ax;R)chain possi-

blestarting from thevery extended nodein the(extended)Dynkin diagram ofG + + + [40,41].In

ourconventionsthese willalwaysstartatthe righthand sideoftheextended Dynkin diagram .
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(a)E 8.

(b)E
+ + +

8 .

(c)E
+ + +

8 decom posed asA 10.

(d)E
+ + +

8 decom posed asA 9.

(e)E
+ + +

8 decom posed asA 1 
 A 9.

Figure 1: The Dynkin diagram sofE 8 (a),the very extended E
+ + +

8
(b),and its decom positions cor-

responding to 11D (c),IIA (d) and IIB (e) supergravity. In these decom positionsthe black nodes are

disabled,thewhitenodescorrespond to thegravity lineSL(D ;R)and thegray nodein thelastdiagram

correspondsto the duality group A 1.

The lower lim it on the oxidization dim ension stem s from the fact that below D = 3 the du-

ality group G D becom esin�nite-dim ensional,and there are currently no com puter{based tools

available to analyze these cases.

After the group disintegration has been �xed,the generators ofG + + + =K (G + + + ) can be

analyzed by m eans ofa leveldecom position [34,35]. A leveldecom position com es down to a

branching ofG + + + with respectto theG D 
 SL(D ;R)disintegration.Thedisabled nodesthen

induce a grading on G + + + which willbe indicated by the so-called levels. W hen G + + + is of

realsplit form ,i.e.m axim ally non-com pact,m odding out by the subgroup K (G + + + ) im plies

truncating allthe negative levels in the representation and generically also m odding out the

scalarsatlevel0 by the com pactpartofthe duality group G D .Forclarity we willrestrictour

discussion to the splitform s,although with som e slightm odi�cationseverything also holdsfor

thenon-splitcases,asfollowsfrom [42].Indeed,wehaveveri�ed forvariousnon-splitcasesthat

thecom putercalculationsgive riseto the generalresultsdiscussed in thispaper.

Thespectrum isobtained by associating to each generatora supergravity �eld in thesam e

representation.Thisleadsto thefollowing �eldsateach level:Atthelowestlevelsthe physical

states ofthe supergravity we started outwith appeartogether with their duals2. The duality

relationsthem selvesarenotreproduced by theleveldecom position:in theabsenceofdynam ics

2
M ore precisely: corresponding to any p{form generator we also �nd a (D � p� 2){form . In addition there
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these relations have to be im posed by hand (for a discussion ofdynam ics in the context of

E 10 and E 11, see e.g.[11,34,36]and [7,8]respectively). At higher levels there are the so-

called \dual" generators,which can be interpreted asin�nitely m any exotic dualcopiesofthe

previously m entioned �elds[37,43].Therem aining \non-dual" generatorsdo notcorrespond to

any physicaldegreesoffreedom .Am ongstthesearethe(D � 1){ and D {form potentialsweare

interested in.

In short,once the relevantG =K (G )cosetin three dim ensionsisknown,allwe have to do

isconsiderthedi�erentdecom positionsofitsvery extended Dynkin diagram .Thedeform ation

and top{form potentialscan then beread o� from the spectrum the com puterhascalculated.

3.T he p{form algebra

In thissection wewillconsiderthebosonicalgebrathatthedi�erentp{form K ac{M oody genera-

torswith p > 0 satisfy am ongsteach other.Subsequently itwillbeshown how thesam ealgebra

arises in supergravity. In the following two subsections we willdiscuss two classes ofspecial

generators. Frequently,we willclarify generalfeaturesofthe algebra by the exam ple ofm axi-

m alsupergravities.In thenextsection wewilldiscussthecaseofm atter{coupled half{m axim al

supergravities.

3.1 Truncation to p{form s

Itis convenient to introduce a specialalgebra,which we callthe \p{form algebra". Itcan be

obtained as a truncation from the very extended K ac{M oody algebra in a particular G D 


SL(D ;R) decom position by deleting allgenerators except those at positive levels in a purely

antisym m etric SL(D ;R) tensor representation ofrank3 1 � p � D . Em bedded within the

K ac{M oody algebra thisisgenerically nota propersubalgebra (itisnotclosed),buton itsown

it nonetheless is a Lie algebra. W hat one ends up with after the truncation is an algebra of

generatorsrepresented by com ponentsofp{form sthatsatisfy com m utation relationsoftheform

[A �1����p;B �1����q]= C�1����p�1����q : (3.1)

Suppressing the SL(D ;R)indices,we willwritethism ore concisely as

[p;q]= r: (3.2)

Herewehave introduced theshorthand notation p,which willbeused throughoutthispaper4.

In theabove com m utatortheranksofthep{form sadd up:r= p+ q.In otherwords,therank

ofthe third form isequalto thesum ofthe ranksofthe �rstand second form s.

An im portant property ofthe p{form algebra is the existence of\fundam ental" p-form s

whosem ultiple com m utatorsgive rise to the whole algebra by using the Jacobiidentity.These

isa (D � 3;1){form with m ixed sym m etriesand possibly (D � 2){form generators,which are interpreted asthe

dualgraviton and dualscalars,respectively.
3
O ne could also include the p = 0 orscalargenerators,which are the generatorsofthe duality group G D .

4
Note that p indicates the com ponents ofp{form s and not p{form s them selves. In this way we avoid the

anti{com m utatorswhich are used in [33].
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fundam entalp{form scorrespond to the positive sim plerootsofthedisabled nodesin theK ac{

M oody algebra. From the decom posed Dynkin diagram one can thus deduce the num berand

typeofthese fundam entalp-form s:any disabled nodeconnected to the nth nodeofthegravity

line (counting from the very extended node)givesrise to a (D � n){form . Furtherm ore,ifthe

disabled node in question is also connected to a node ofthe duality group the (D � n){form

carriesa non{trivialrepresentation oftheduality group.

In the sim plestcase when there isonly one disabled node,and thusonly one fundam ental

p{form ,we can schem atically writeforeach p{form

[q;:::;[q[q;q]]:::]
| {z }

‘ tim es

= p ; (3.3)

whereq istherank ofthefundam entalform and p = ‘q.Thenum beroftim esthecom m utators

are applied correspondsto the level‘atwhich the p-form occursin the leveldecom position of

the K ac{M oody algebra. By de�nition the fundam entalgenerators occuratlevelone. Thisis

the structure ofe.g.11D supergravity,which only hasa fundam entalthree{form 3,see �gure

1c. In addition there is a six-form 6,which can be obtained from the 3 by the com m utation

relation

[3;3]= 6 : (3.4)

According to the de�nition above the 6{form generator occurs at level‘ = 2. Note that this

p{form algebra isde�ned in any dim ension D .Itisonly afterwe im posedynam ics,i.e.duality

relations,thatweshould restrictto D = 11 in orderto m akecontactwith D = 11 supergravity.

Another exam ple m ight furtherclarify the above. Consider again the Dynkin diagram of

E 11 and the em bedding ofan SL(10;R) gravity line thatcorrespondsto IIB supergravity,see

�gure1e.W enow associateto each generatora supergravity �eld.Therearetwo nodesoutside

ofthe white gravity line. O ne is the grey node not connected to the gravity line. This node

corresponds to the SL(2;R) duality sym m etry. The other is the black node attached to the

gravity lineatthe8th position counted from theright,and hencecorrespondsto a fundam ental

two-form . Since thisnode is also connected to the internalsym m etry node the two-form isin

a non{trivialrepresentation ofSL(2;R):the IIB theory containsa doubletofNS-NS and R-R

two-form s. W e denote these two{form s by 2�. Using the sam e notation for the higher-rank

form swe have thefollowing p{form algebra

[2�
;2

�]= 4�
��
;

[2�
;4]= 6

�
;

[2�
;6

�]= 8
��
;

[2�
;8

�]= 10
�� + �

�(�
10

)
;

(3.5)

where allSL(2;R)representationsare sym m etric and ��� isthe Levi-Civita tensor. There are

othernon-zero com m utatorsbut,due to the Jacobiidentity,they follow from these basic ones

involving the fundam ental2�{form generators. The com m utators (3.5) specify the level‘ at

which each generator occurs. This levelcan be read o� from these com m utators by counting

{ 7 {



the num ber oftim es the fundam entalgenerators 2� occur in the m ultiple com m utator that

expresses the generator in term s of the fundam entalones. In this way we obtain that the

generators4;6�;8�� ;10�� and 10� occuratlevel‘= 2;3;4;5 and 5,respectively.

The p{form algebra contains generators corresponding to the following IIB supergravity

�elds:a doubletoftwo{form s,a singletfour-form potential,the doubletofsix-form potentials

thataredualtothetwo-form s,atripletofeight-form potentialsthataredualtothescalars5 [44]

and,�nally,a doubletand quadrupletoften-form potentials[6].

Itwasshown in [45]thatthe algebra ofbosonic gauge transform ationsofIIB supergravity

can bebroughtto precisely theform (3.5).Thiswasachieved afterm aking a num berofrede�-

nitionsofthe�eldsand gauge param eters,aswasalso donein the\doubled" form alism of[32].

Thecorrespondencegoesasfollows.Thep{form gaugetransform ationsofIIB supergravity can

bewritten as[45]

�A
�
(2) = ��(2);

�A (4) = �(4)+ ���


(2)
A
�
(2);

�A
�
(6) = ��(6)+ �(4)A

�
(2)� 2��(2)A (4);

�A
��

(8)
= �

��

(8)
+ �

(�

(6)
A
�)

(2)
� 3�

(�

(2)
A
�)

(6)
;

�A
��

(10)
= �

��

(10)
+ �

(��

(8)
A
)

(2)
� 4�

(�

(2)
A
�)

(8)
;

�A
�
(10)

= ��
(10)

+ 5

27
���

��

(8)
A


(2)
� 20

27
���

�

(2)
A
�

(8)
+ �(4)A

�
(6)

� 2

3
��
(6)
A (4):

(3.6)

Here we use the notation �(2n) � @�(2n�1) ,following [32]. By de�nition each param eter � is

closed.In contrastto[45]wehaverede�ned thegaugeparam eterofthedoubletten{form poten-

tialsuch thatthe gauge transform ationsofthispotentialprecisely agree with the K ac{M oody

algebra or its truncation to p{form s. This can always be done for top{form transform ations.

Note thatthe sam e structurealso followsfrom a superspacecalculation [46].

In orderto com parewith thep{form algebra wenow truncatethebosonicgaugealgebra to

a �nite{dim ensionalsubalgebra asfollows:

�(2n) isconstant or �(2n�1) = x � �(2n); (3.7)

whereitisunderstoodthatthespacetim ecoordinatex� iscontracted with the�rstindexof� (2n).

Notethatthisindeed isa consistenttruncation dueto thefactthatthelocalgaugeparam eters

�(2n�1) = �(2n�1) (x)alwaysoccursin thetransform ation rules(3.6)with a derivative acting on

it. Furtherm ore,we could have included a constant partin �(2n�1) ,butthis dropsoutofthe

gauge transform ationsforthe sam ereason.

Thecom m utatoralgebra correspondingto (3.6),forconstant�,isnow precisely oftheform

(3.5) provided we associate to each p{form in (3.5) the gauge transform ation,with param eter

�(p),ofap{form potentialin (3.6).Thep{form algebraarisesasaLiealgebratruncation,de�ned

5
Supersym m etry willim ply a singleconstrainton thenine{form �eld-strengthsin orderto producethecorrect

counting ofphysicaldegreesoffreedom dualto the scalars[44].

{ 8 {



K ac{M oody algebra

p{form algebra

Bosonic gauge algebra

(1 � p � D ){form

truncation

Constantgauge

param eters�= @�

Figure 2:Thep-form algebraastherespectivelim itsoftheK ac{M oody and thebosonicgaugealgebra.

by (3.7),ofthe bosonic gauge algebra6,see �gure 2. The p{form gauge �eld transform ations

(3.6)can now be viewed asa nonlinearrealisation ofthe p{form algebra (3.5)7.Note thatthe

p{form gauge �eldsnotonly transform undertheirown gauge transform ationsbutalso under

those ofthe othergauge �elds. Consequently,the curvaturesofthese gauge �eldswillcontain

Chern-Sim onslike term s.

W e would like to stress that the truncation ofthe bosonic gauge algebra to a p{form Lie

algebra is only possible in a particular basis of the supergravity theory. In particular, the

gauge transform ationsneed to beexpressed only in term softhegauge potentialsand nottheir

derivatives.Itwillnotalwaysbepossibletobringthegaugetransform ationsofany supergravity

theory to such a form .An exam pleofthiswillbediscussed in section 5 in thecontextofgauged

and m assive supergravities.

Theabove reasoning can beapplied to any very extended K ac{M oody algebra.Itprovides

a usefultruncation to thepartofthespectrum thatcontainsallp-form potentials,including the

deform ation and top-form potentials,which willbediscussed next.

3.2 D eform ation potentials

W enow wish to discusssom epropertiesofthedeform ation and top-form potentialsin thelight

ofthe p{form algebra introduced above. W e �rstconsider the deform ation potentials. It has

been argued in,e.g.,[2,4,13,14]thatdeform ation potentials are in one-to-one correspondence

with deform ationsofthesupergravity theory,such asgaugingsorm assivedeform ations.Indeed,

theD {form curvaturesofthe(D � 1){form potentialscan beseen asthedualsofthedeform ation

param eters:in the presence ofa deform ation,one can only realize the supersym m etry algebra

on a (D � 1){form potentialprovided its �eld strength is the Hodge dualofthe deform ation

param eter. As far as the deform ation param eters are concerned one can distinguish between

gauged and m assive deform ations,aswe willdiscussbelow.

6
The relation between the bosonic gauge algebra and the p{form algebra,in the sense thatthe latterisa Lie

algebra truncation ofthe form er,can also be introduced fordi�eom orphism s.Restricting the generalcoordinate

transform ationsto x ! �x,where � isa constantG L(D )m atrix,these span a Lie algebra.
7
Note thatthegauge transform ations(3.6)contain no term sthatare higherorderin the potentials,aswould

occurin a generic non{linearrepresentation.Itturnsoutthatallhigherorderterm s(butnotthe 0
th
orderone)

can be elim inated by m aking appropriate �eld rede�nitions.
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The m ostfam iliar class ofdeform ed supergravities are the so-called \gauged" supergravi-

ties.They are specialin the sense thatthe deform ationscan beseen asthe resultofgauging a

subgroup H ofthe duality group G . Notalldeform ed supergravitiescan be viewed asgauged

supergravities.In the case ofm axim alsupergravity there isone exception:m assive IIA super-

gravity cannotbeobtained by gauging theR+ duality group [5].Thegauged supergravitiescan

beseen asthe�rstin aseriesof\typepdeform ations".Thereisa asim plecriterion thatde�nes

to which type ofdeform ation param eter each deform ation potentialgives rise to. The central

observation isthatto each (D � 1){form one can associate a uniquecom m utator

[p;(D � p � 1)]= (D � 1); (3.8)

wherep correspondsto a fundam entalp-form and wherewehavesuppressed therepresentation

oftheduality group.Thedeform ation potentialcorresponding to such a deform ation generator

givesrise to a typep deform ation param eter.

W e observe thateach type p deform ation is characterized by the fact that a fundam ental

p{form gauge �eld becom es m assive. For p = 1 this leads to gauged supergravities,in which

a vector can becom e m assive by absorbing a scalar degree offreedom 8. Note that other non-

fundam entalgauge �elds m ay becom e m assive as well. The case p = 2 entails a fundam ental

two{form thatbecom esm assiveby \eating" a vector.Theprim eexam pleofthisism assiveIIA

supergravity in ten dim ensions[5].Anotherexam pleisthenon-chiralhalf{m axim alsupergravity

in six dim ensions [47]. An exam ple ofa p = 3 deform ation is the half{m axim alsupergravity

theory of[48]wherea fundam entalthree-form potentialacquiresa topologicalm assterm .Due

to the restricted num berofdim ensionsitcan be seen thatthere are no p � 4 deform ationsof

supergravity theories.

Itisinteresting to apply these generalobservationsto the case

D
Fundam ental

p{form s

11 3

IIA 1;2

IIB 2

3{9 1

Table 1: Fundam entalp{

form s for m axim al super-

gravity [7,8,13,14], where

we have suppressed the du-

ality group indicesand m ul-

tiplicities.

ofm axim alsupergravity. In that case alldeform ations are gauge

deform ations except m assive IIA supergravity. This can be easily

understood from the K ac{M oody approach. In D � 9 allfunda-

m entalp{form s are vectors (see table 1) and thus one can never

realizethecom m utation relation (3.8)forp 6= 1.O nly in D = 10 we

have a fundam ental2{form m aking m assive supergravity possible.

In D = 10 a deform ation potentialis a 9{form and eq.(3.8) be-

com es[7;2]= 9. Instead we have that[8;1]vanishes. Note that

IIA supergravity allowsa m assivedeform ation butIIB supergravity

doesnot. The reason forthis,from the K ac{M oody pointofview,

isthatin writing the com m utator[7;2]= 9 itisunderstood that

there iseithera fundam ental7{form ,which isnotthe case,orthis

representation can be written asa m ultiple com m utatoroffundam entalp{form s.The latteris

only possible ifthere isatleastone fundam entalp{form with an odd num berofindices. This

condition isonly satis�ed in the case ofIIA supergravity.

Note that in D = 11 we have a single fundam ental3{form ,butin D = 11 a deform ation

potentialisa 10{form which cannotbewritten asam ultiplecom m utatorof3{form s.Therefore,

thereisno m assive deform ation in D = 11.
8
In the p = 0 case there isonly a m assive vectorwhen an isom etry ofthe scalarm anifold isbeing gauged.
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3.3 Top{form potentials

Finally,weconsiderthetop{form potentialsand pointoutan intriguing relation with thedefor-

m ation potentialsand param eters.G iven a supergravity theory with deform ation param etersin

di�erentrepresentations ofthe duality group,itisnotobviousthatthese deform ation param -

eterscan be turned on allatthe sam e tim e. In fact,in the case ofgauged supergravitiesitis

known thatthedeform ation param eterssatisfy certain quadratic constraints[16,18].

To illustratetheneed forquadraticconstraintson thedeform ation param etersand observe

the relation with the top{form potentials it is instructive to consider D = 9 m axim algauged

supergravity with duality group R
+ � SL(2;R) [23]. There is a triplet m �� ofdeform ations,

corresponding to the gauging ofa one-dim ensionalsubgroup ofSL(2;R),and a doubletm � of

deform ations,corresponding to an R+ gauging:

3 , m �� :

SO (2)

SO (1;1)

R
+

9
>=

>;

2 SL(2;R) -IIB (and m IIA)origin. (3.9a)

2 , m � : R
+ -IIA origin. (3.9b)

Allcom ponentsofthetripletand ofthedoubletcan beobtained viageneralized Scherk{Schwarz

reductions ofIIB and ofm assless IIA supergravity,respectively. In addition,one com ponent

ofthe triplet,corresponding to the R
+ 2 SL(2;R) gauging, can be obtained via a K aluza-

K lein reduction ofthe m assive IIA theory. Note thatitisim possible to perform a generalized

Scherk{Schwarz reduction in the m assive case,since the m ass param eter breaks the relevant

scale sym m etry.

Due to the di�erent origins ofthe triplet and the doublet itis im possible to obtain them

sim ultaneously from ten dim ensions. However,one m ightwonderwhetherthey can be turned

on at the sam e tim e,independent ofany higher-dim ensionalorigin. This question has been

answered in the negative [23],which can be sum m arized by im posing the following quadratic

constraint:

quadraticconstraint: m �� m  = 0 , 3 � 2 = 4 + 2: (3.10)

These constraints occurin the 4 and 2 representation which are in one-to-one correspondence

with two of the three representations of top{form s, as can be seen in [13,14]. So for each

constraintthere isa corresponding top{form potential.

Also in lower dim ensions,both for m axim alsupergravity in 3 � D � 7 [15,16,18]and

half{m axim alsupergravity in D = 3;4;5 [17,49],thequadraticconstraintshavebeen calculated

with the em bedding tensor approach. In each case we observe that there is an exact one-to-

one correspondence between the quadratic constraintsand the top{form potentialsin term sof

representationsoftheduality group.

In theem beddingtensorapproach thiscorrespondencecan beexplained asfollows.Starting

with a gauged supergravity Lagrangian Lsugra one can always replace the constantem bedding
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tensorby a scalar�eld thatisconstantonly on{shelldueto the�eld equation ofa deform ation

potentialA (D �1) ,seealso e.g.[4,33].Furtherm ore,foreach quadraticconstraintoneintroduces

a top{form Lagrangem ultiplierA (D ) in thesam erepresentation to enforcetheconstraint
9.The

totalLagrangian thusbecom es(suppressing duality group indices)

L = Lsugra + A (D �1) @�+ A (D )��; (3.11)

where � isthe em bedding tensor. O ne m ightwonderhow a gauge �eld can actasa Lagrange

m ultiplier.Itturnsoutthatthegauge transform ation ofthetop{form in (3.11)iscancelled by

adding an extra term to thegauge transform ation ofthedeform ation potentialin thefollowing

way

�A (D �1) = @�(D �2) + �(D �1) �;

�A (D ) = @�(D �1) :
(3.12)

The �eld equation forthe em bedding tensor�eld leadsto a duality relation ofthe form (1.2).

Thisprovidesa concrete way ofexplaining why the deform ation potentialsand the em bedding

tensorm ustbe in the sam e representation ofthe duality group,and sim ilarly forthe top{form

potentialsand the quadratic constraints.

W e conclude that one can divide the top{form potentials into two classes: the �rst class

consists ofalltop{form s that are Lagrange m ultipliers enforcing quadratic constraints on the

deform ation param eters,while the second class contains allthe other independent top{form s

whose role is unclear from the present point ofview. Exam ples ofsupergravity theories with

independenttop{form potentialsarethe half{m axim alchiralsupergravity theory in six dim en-

sionsand IIB and D = 9 m axim alsupergravity.The�rsttheory doesnotcontain deform ation

potentialsand henceno quadraticconstraints.Thesam eappliesto IIB which containsan inde-

pendentquadrupletofpotentials that isrelated to the D9{brane and an independentdoublet

oftop{form s that sofar has no brane interpretation. Finally,in D = 9 m axim alsupergravity

there isanother top{form representation,in addition to (3.10),thatdoes notcorrespond to a

quadratic constraint.

4.M atter coupled half{m axim alsupergravity

W e now proceed with the case ofm atter coupled half{m axim alsupergravity. In subsection

4.1 we �rstinvestigate the structure ofthe K ac-M oody and p{form algebras. In the nexttwo

subsectionswe discussthe deform ation and top{form potentialsthatare contained in it.

4.1 K ac{M oody and p{form algebras

Half{m axim alsupergravities,coupled to D � 10+ n vectorm ultiplets,reduceto thescalarcoset

SO (8;8+ n)=SO (8)� SO (8+ n)when reduced to threedim ensions.In otherwords,therelevant

groupsforsupergravity theorieswith 16 superchargesare the B and D seriesin the above real

9
W e thank Henning Sam tleben forpointing thisoutto us.See also the recentpaper[50].
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form . O fthese,only three are ofsplitrealform ,i.e.m axim ally non-com pact,which are given

by n = � 1;0;+ 1.Thesecorrespond to the splitform sofB 7,D 8 and B 8,respectively.

W eareinterested in thedecom position ofthevery extensionsofthesealgebraswith respect

to the possible gravity lines.An exhaustive listofthe possibilitiesforthe algebrasofrealsplit

form is given in table 2. As can be seen from this table,these correspond to the unique D -

dim ensionalsupergravity theory with 16 superchargescoupled to m + n vectorm ultipletswith

m = 10� D . The corresponding duality groupsG D in D dim ensionsare also given in table 2.

Note thatthere isno second disabled nodeand therefore no R+ factorin the duality group for

the6b case and in D = 3;4.

In appendix D the result ofthe decom position ofthe D + + +
8 algebras with respect to the

di�erentSL(D ;R)subalgebrasisgiven. In addition,the decom positionsofthe othertwo split

form s B + + +
7;8 can be found on the website ofSim pLie [38]. It can be seen that these decom -

positions give rise to exactly the physicaldegrees offreedom [9]. In addition there are the

deform ation and top-form potentials in the K ac{M oody spectrum . In particular,table 3 sum -

m arisesourresultsforthe deform ation and top{form potentialsforhalf{m axim alsupergravity

in D dim ensions.

To discussthep{form algebra itiseasiestto startwith 8 � D � 10 dim ensionswherethere

is a uni�ed result valid in any dim ension D = 8;9;10. W e willrefer to this as the \generic"

situation.In lowerdim ensionsthisgenericpattern rem ainsbutthereareextrageneratorsspeci�c

foreach dim ension D < 8,seetable3.W ewillnotdiscussallthedetailsofthelowerdim ensions

butitsshould be clearthatthey follow the sam e pattern asthe higherdim ensionsexceptthat

theexpressionsinvolved are a bitm essier.

In 8 � D � 10 dim ensions the p{form algebra is given by the following generators and

com m utation relations.Ascan beseen from table2,exceptin a few special(lower{dim ensional)

cases to be discussed below,in each dim ension the fundam entalp{form s ofthe algebra are a

1M and a (D � 4).The form erisin the fundam entalrepresentation ofthe duality group G D

while the latterisa singlet.The othergeneratorsfollow from the following basic com m utators

describing thep{form algebra:

[1M
;1

N ]= �
M N

2 ;

[1M
;(D � 4)]= (D � 3)

M
;

[1M
;(D � 3)

N
]= (D � 2)

[M N ]
+ �

M N
(D � 2);

[1M
;(D � 2)

[N P ]
]= �

M [N
(D � 1)

P ]
+ (D � 1)

[M N P ]
;

[1M
;(D � 2)]= (D � 1)

M
;

[1M
;(D � 1)

N
]= �

M N
D + D

[M N ]
;

[1M
;(D � 1)

[N P Q ]
]= �

M [N
D

P Q ]+ D
[M N P Q ]

;

(4.1)

where �M N is the SO (m ;m + n) invariant m etric and the straight brackets indicate anti{

sym m etrization. In addition [1M ;2]vanishes. From these com m utators we read o� the lev-

els (‘1;‘2) of the di�erent generators. Here ‘1;‘2 is the num ber of tim es the fundam ental

(D � 4);1M generatorsoccurin the m ultiple com m utatorsexpressing thegeneratorin term s
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D G D M ultiplets B
+ + +
7 (n = � 1) D

+ + +
8 (n = 0) B

+ + +
8 (n = 1)

10 R
+ � SO (n) G V n �

9 R
+ � SO (1;1+ n) G V n+ 1

8 R
+ � SO (2;2+ n) G V n+ 2

7 R
+ � SO (3;3+ n) G V n+ 3

6a R
+ � SO (4;4+ n) G V n+ 4

6b SO (5;5+ n) G Tn+ 4

5 R
+ � SO (5;5+ n) G V n+ 5

4
SO (6;6+ n)�

� SL(2;R)
G V n+ 6

3 SO (8;8+ n) G V n+ 7

Table 2:Thedecom positionsofB + + +

7
,D + + +

8
and B + + +

8
with respectto the possiblegravity lines.Theduality groupsG D and them ultiplet

structures(whereG isthe graviton,V the vectorand T the self-dualtensorm ultiplet)arealso given.

{
1
4
{



of the fundam entalones. Suppressing the duality indices we obtain that the generators 2,

(D � 3),(D � 2),(D � 1) and D occur at the levels (0;2),(1;1),(1;2),(1;3) and (1;4),

respectively.Theseresultsare in agreem entwith the tablesin appendix C 10.

W ewillnow turn tothepotentialsassociated tothedi�erentgenerators.W ewill�rstdiscuss

the potentials corresponding to the physicaldegrees offreedom ofhalf{m axim alsupergravity.

A sum m ary ofthese can be found in appendix B and in particulartable 4.Afterwardswe will

discussthe non{propagating deform ation and top-form potentials.

The2 correspondsto thetwo-form potential,which isindeed presentin any half{m axim al

supergravity.Notethatthe�rstcom m utatorin (4.1)tellsusthatthetwo-form potentialtrans-

form sin a Chern-Sim onsway underthe vectorgauge transform ations:

�A (2) = @�(1)+ @�M(0)A
N
(1)

�M N : (4.2)

Hence,the K ac{M oody approach autom atically leads to the Chern{Sim onsgauge transform a-

tionsthatarecrucialforanom aly cancellationsin string theory [51].The(D � 3)
M
,(D � 2)

and (D � 2)
[M N ]

correspond tothedualsofthevectors,thedilaton and thescalarcoset,respec-

tively.Note thatthe num berof(D � 2)[M N ]{form sexceedsthatofthe scalars,since the latter

takevaluesin thescalarcosetG =K and hencearem odded outby thecom pactsubgroup K ofG .

Therefore,weexpectthattherewillbea num beroflinearrelationsbetween the�eld strengths

ofthe (D � 2){form s,sim ilarto whathasbeen found forthe 8{form sofIIB supergravity [44].

Extrem ecasesoccurwhen thesym m etry group iscom pact,i.e.m = 0 orm + n = 0.These

correspondtoten dim ensionsorpuresupergravity,withoutvectorm ultiplets,respectively.These

theoriesdo nothave any otherscalarsthan the dilaton and hence one expectssupersym m etry

to require allofthe �eld strengths ofthe (D � 2)[M N ]-form s to vanish. Although we are not

aware ofa discussion ofthis phenom enon in the context ofhalf{m axim alsupergravity,it has

recently been encountered in pureD = 5,N = 2 supergravity [52].

W e should also m ention two exceptions that di�er from the above pattern. The D = 10

theory withoutvectorm ultipletsand the D = 6b theoriesdo notcontain any vectors. Rather,

thesim plerootscorrespond to a 2 and a 6 in theD = 10 caseand to a 2M in theD = 6bcase.

Thesegenerate thefollowing gauge transform ations:

D = 10;n = 0 :

8
><

>:

[2;2]= 0;

[2;6]= 8 ;

[2;8]= 10 ;

(4.3)

fortheten-dim ensionaltheory and

D = 6b:

(
[2M

;2
N ]= 4

[M N ]
;

[2M
;4

[N P ]]= �
M [N

6
P ]+ 6

(M [N )P ]
;

(4.4)

10
Notethatwereferto the generic situation.There are specialcases.Forinstance,pureD = 10 half{m axim al

supergravity has no 1{form generators and the fundam entalgenerators are a 2{form and a 6{form . Another

exception is pure D = 9 half{m axim alsupergravity which has an R
+
� SO (1;1) duality group. W e now need

three levelnum bers(‘1;‘2;‘3)in orderto distinguish between the di�erentPoincare dualitiesunderSO (1;1).
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forthesix{dim ensionalcase.

In yetlowerdim ensionsa sim ilarpattern occurs.Them ain di�erence,however,isthatfor

half{m axim alsupergravity in D � 5 dim ensions,allfundam entalp{form sare vectors. Thisis

in contrastto higherdim ensionswheretherearealso fundam entalp{form sofhigherrank.The

explicitform ulaearea bitm essierin thelowerdim ensions,ascan also beseen from table4,and

hencewewillrefrain from giving them .Itshould bestressed thatthey follow exactly the sam e

pattern asabove.Thesam eappliesto thedeform ation and top-form potentialsdiscussed in the

nexttwo subsections where there is a plethora ofrepresentations in the lower dim ensions,see

table 3.

This�nishesthe discussion ofthe physicaldegreesoffreedom and theirduals[9,27]. The

generators corresponding to these potentials are already present in the a�ne K ac{M oody ex-

tension [41].Potentialsofyethigherrank do notcorrespond to propagating degreesoffreedom

and only occur in the over{ and very{extended K ac{M oody algebras. W e now discuss the

deform ation and top{form potentialsofhalf{m axim alsupergravity.

4.2 D eform ation potentials

Turning �rstto the (D � 1)-form s,itfollowsfrom (4.1)thatin generic dim ensionsthese occur

in a fundam entaland an anti-sym m etric three-form representation. In dim ensions8 � D � 10

thisisthe com plete story aswell.

In lowerdim ensions,however,there are m ore possibilities. Forexam ple,in D = 7 one can

generatean additionaldeform ation potential6from am ultiplecom m utatorofthedualtwo-form

D � 4,which isa 3 in thiscase.Thiscorrespondsto the singletin table 3.In addition there

isanothertop-form representation 7M .Theadditionalcom m utatorsare:

D = 7 :

(
[3;3]= 6 ;

[3;4M ]= 7
M
:

(4.5)

In fact, also the com m utator [1M ;6]is non-vanishing and leads to a 70M . However, this

com m utator is related to the one above by the Jacobiidentity and hence 7M and 70M are

linearly dependent.

In D = 6 one has D � 4 = 2,i.e.the dualofthe two-form is itselfagain a two-form . To

avoid confusion,we willdenote the fundam ental2{form by 2 and the one com ing from the

com m utatorofthevectorsby 20.In thistheory thereareagain a num berofextra com m utators

thatcontribute to thedeform ation and top-form potentials:

D = 6a :

8
>>>>><

>>>>>:

[2;3M ]= 5
0M

;

[2;4[M N ]]= 6
0[M N ]

;

[2;4]= 6
0
;

[1M
;5

0N ]= �
M N

6
0+ 6

(M N )
:

(4.6)

Therearealso othernon-vanishing com m utatorsbutthese are related by theJacobiidentity.

W e now turn to the question to which types ofdeform ations the deform ation potentials

correspond.G iven thatthereareonlyafew ofthese,wewillstartwith them assivedeform ations.
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D
(D � 1){form s D {form s

p = 1 p = 2 p = 3 constraintson p = 1 other

10,9,8 1

7 1 1

6a 1 1 1

6b

5 1

4 (2; )

�

2;

�

(3;1)
�
3;

�
�

3;

�

3 1

Table 3: The representationsofdeform ation{ and top{form sin allhalf{m axim alsupergravities. The

representationsreferto the duality group G D given in table 2. W e also indicate which type p ofdefor-

m ationsthey correspond to,and to which top{form sone can associatea quadraticconstrainton type 1

deform ation param eters.

Ascan beseen from thepreviousdiscussion,type3 deform ationsofhalf{m axim alsupergravity

are only possible in D = 7,forthe sim ple reason thatonly here there isa fundam ental3-form .

Thedeform ation isa singletofthe sym m etry group R+ � SO (3;3+ n)and hasbeen explicitly

constructed for n = � 3 [48]. Sim ilarly,type 2 deform ations ofhalf{m axim alsupergravity are

only possible in D = 6a and occur in the fundam entalrepresentation ofthe sym m etry group

R
+ � SO (4;4+ n).Thedeform ed theory hasbeen explicitly constructed forthespecialcasesof

n = � 4 [47]and n = 16 [29].

Allrem aining deform ation potentials correspond to type 1 deform ations,i.e.to gaugings.

Note that in every dim ension D � 4 there is a fundam entaland three-form representation of

such deform ation potentials.To beableto do m oregeneralgaugingsoneneedsm orespace-tim e

vectorsthan only thefundam entalrepresentation,which ispresentin allthesedim ensions.For

exam ple,in D = 5 an additionalvector is provided by the dualofthe two-form ,giving rise

to an extra two-form representation ofpossible gaugings. In D = 4 the extra vectors are the

Hodgedualsoftheoriginalones,leading to an SL(2;R)doubletofpossiblegaugings.Finally,in

D = 3 scalarsaredualto vectors.Thisistheunderlying reason forthesym m etry enhancem ent

in threedim ensions,and also givesriseto them oregeneralpossibilitiesofgaugingsin thiscase.

M any ofthese gaugings have been obtained in the literature. Explicit calculations ofthe
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possible gaugings using the em bedding tensorform alism in D = 3;4;5 have uncovered exactly

thesam erepresentations[15,49].In addition,onecan obtain com ponentsofthethree-form rep-

resentation ofgaugingin any dim ension D by aScherk-Schwarzreduction from D + 1dim ensions

using theSO (m ;m + n)sym m etry,see e.g.[28,31].

A prediction that follows from the above analysis is that in the dim ensions where the

possiblegaugingshavenotyetbeen fully analyzed,i.e.in D � 6,itwillbepossibleto introduce

a fundam entaland a three-form representation ofgaugings.In term softhe em bedding tensor,

which describes the em bedding ofthe gauge group in the duality group G [16,18],thiswould

read

� M
N P = fM

N P + �
[N

M
�
P ]
;

� N
0 = �N ;

(4.7)

where�M = �M N �
N and fM N P arethefundam entaland three-form representationsofgaugings,

respectively. The notation here isasfollows: the subscriptindex M = 1;:::;2m + n refersto

the generatorsofthe gauge group and the superscriptindicesf0;M N g labelthe generatorsof

the duality group R
+ � SO (m ;m + n).Theem bedding tensorthusencodeswhich subgroup is

gauged by thevectors1M .NotethattheR+ factoriscrucialfortheintroduction of�N ,ascan

beseen from the � N
0 com ponent.The di�erentcom ponentsof� M

N P and � N
0 specify which

linearcom binationsofthegauge�eldsareused togaugeR + and asubgroup H � SO (m ;m + n),

respectively:

� M
N P

1
M : H � SO (m ;m + n);

� N
0
1
N : R

+
: (4.8)

4.3 Top{form potentials

Subsequently,weconsiderthetop{form potentialsand theirrelation tothequadraticconstraints.

In genericdim ensionsthesetop{form soccurin a singletand anti-sym m etrictwo-and four-

form representations. Using the em bedding tensorapproach,an analysisofthe quadratic con-

straints on the possible deform ations has been explicitly carried out in D = 3;4;5 [15,49]. It

turnsoutthatthe representationsofthe quadratic constraintsexactly coincide with the repre-

sentationsofthe possibletop-form sin these dim ensions.

ForD � 6 theem bedding approach hasnotyetbeen applied and theK ac{M oody approach

leads to a prediction. The generic top-form s occur in the singlet,two- and four-form repre-

sentations. In addition,from the lower-dim ensionalanalysis[15,49]one would expectthem to

correspond to a quadraticconstraint.In term softheem bedding tensor� thesewould takethe

following form :

fM N P �
P = 0;

3fR [M N fP Q ]
R = 2f[M N P �Q ]; (4.9)

�
M N

�M �N = 0:

The prediction isthatthe m ostgeneralgauging ofhalf{m axim alsupergravity in D � 6 is

described by the em bedding tensor (4.7) subject to the quadratic constraints (4.9). It would
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be interesting to explicitly constructthese gauged theories. Note thatthe fundam entalrepre-

sentation �M cannot be non-zero in D = 10,since the quadratic constraint requiring it to be

a nullvector can not be satis�ed for an SO (n) representations. The gauging with deform a-

tion param eters fM N P can be viewed as a gauging ofa subgroup H � SO (n) with structure

constants fM N P . In thissense D = 10 half-m axim alm atter{coupled supergravity with gauge

groupsSO (32)orE 8 � E 8,i.e.the low{energy lim itoftypeIorheterotic string theory,can be

viewed asthegauged deform ation ofD = 10 half-m axim alsupergravity coupled to 496 M axwell

m ultiplet11.

In addition,it would be interesting to investigate the possibilities ofincluding the type 2

and 3 m assivedeform ationsin six and seven dim ensions,respectively,in thegauged theories;in

otherwords,to see which typesofdeform ationscan beturned on sim ultaneously.

5.D eform ations

Up to this point we have only considered the role ofthe deform ation potentials in the K ac-

M oody or p{form algebra butnot the deform ation param eters them selves. These param eters

can be seen as the duals of(the �eld strengths of) the deform ation potentials,see eqs.(1.1)

and (1.2).Thisisin contradistinction with the lower-rank potentialsin which case the p{form

algebra givesrise to both thepotentialsand theirduals.In thissection wewillbriey consider

how the inclusion ofthe deform ation param etersin supergravity e�ectsthe p{form algebra.In

particular,we willdiscusshow the bosonic gauge transform ationscould be truncated to a Lie

algebra in the deform ed case,�rstform assive IIA supergravity and in the nextsubsection for

gauged half{m axim alsupergravity.

5.1 M assive IIA supergravity

For m assless IIA supergravity the fundam entalgenerators are a 1-form generator 1 and a 2{

form generator2,see�gure1d.TheothergeneratorsaretheR-R generators3;5;7;9 and the

NS-NS generators6;8;10;100.Thebasic com m utatorsare given by

[2;1]= 3 ; [1;7]= 8 ;

[2;3]= 5 ; [2;7]= 9 ;

[1;5]= 6 ; [2;8]= 10 ;

[2;5]= 7 ; [1;9]= 10
0
: (5.1)

W e have not included the 0{form generator corresponding to the duality group R
+ . In fact,

also the com m utator [2;6]isnon-vanishing and leads to an 80. However,thiscom m utator is

related to [1;7]by the Jacobiidentity and hence 8 and 80 are linearly dependent. Ascan be

seen from (5.1),theIIA theory hasa type2 deform ation potentialand two top{form potentials.

Thereisno quadratic constraintassociated to eitherofthetop{form s.

Letusnow turn to the realisation ofthissym m etry on theIIA potentials.In the following

wewillonly considerthetruncation to thelow{levelpotentialscorresponding to 1;2;3 asthis

11
W e thank AxelK leinschm idtfora discussion on thispoint.
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willbe su�cientforourpurpose. The gauge transform ationsofm asslessIIA supergravity are

given by

�A (1) = �(1);

�A (2) = �(2);

�A (3) = �(3)+ 3�(1)A (2); (5.2)

where the gauge param eters are allclosed and hence �(p) = @�(p�1) . The restriction to the

p-form algebra corresponds to constant �(p)’s,or equivalently �(p�1) ’s with linear coordinate

dependence,as discussed around (3.7). It can easily be veri�ed that this truncation to a Lie

algebra satis�esthe �rstcom m utator of(5.1). Sim ilarly,itispossible to include allpotentials

ofIIA and truncate to thep{form Lie algebra,thatsatis�esthefull(5.1)[45].

There are severalform ulations of the m assive IIA theory. The originalform ulation by

Rom ans [5]contains a constant m ass param eter m and no deform ation potential. Later, it

wasshown thatthere isan alternative description with a scalar m ass function m (x)and a 9{

form deform ation potential[4]. There iseven a third form ulation [4]with only a deform ation

potentialand noparam eterbutthebosonicgaugetransform ationsofthisform ulation arehighly

non-linearand have notbeen explicitly worked outyet. W e willconsiderthe originalRom ans

form ulation here.

Itturnsoutthatthe IIA bosonic gauge transform ationscan be written asin the m assless

case:

�A (1) =
~�(1);

�A (2) = �(2);

�A (3) = �(3)+ 3~�(1)A (2); (5.3)

butwith a di�erentparam eter ~�(1) thatisnotclosed: @
~�(1) = � m �(2). Note that,up to this

level,the m assive m odi�cation ofthe gauge transform ations only occurs via ~�(1). The �;~�

param eterscan beexpressed in term softhelocalgauge param eters�(p�1) asfollows:

~�(1) = @�(0)� m �(1);

�(2) = @�(1);

�(3) = @�(2): (5.4)

Ifweperform thesam etruncation (3.7)asin them asslesscaseto�(p)’swith linearcoordinate

dependence12,the m assive transform ation param etersreduceto

~�(1) = �(1)� m x � �(2); (5.5)

and �(2) and �(3),with constant�(i)’s.

12
Note that in the m assive case the constant part of �(1) does not drop out,but it can be absorbed by a

rede�nition of� (1).Hence we willnotconsiderthisconstantpart.
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A new feature isthe appearance ofan explicitcoordinate dependence in the m assive case.

Thishasbeen interpreted from thepointofview ofthep{form algebrain thefollowing way.The

coordinatex� can beseen asanew potentialwith itsassociated sym m etry beingthetranslations

[53]. Using the term inology of[33]13 we willcallx� a \(-1){form potential". Following [53]

the m assive deform ation param eter m can be introduced to the p{form algebra by including

an additionalgenerator, which willbe denoted by � 1. Subsequently one m ust de�ne the

com m utatorsbetween the translation generatorand the fundam entalgeneratorsofthe p{form

algebra.In the case ofm assive IIA,thenon-zero com m utatorsare [53]

[2��;� 1
�]= m 1[��

�

�]
: (5.6)

Thiscom m utator is realized by the truncated m assive IIA gauge transform ations(5.5) due to

theterm with explicitcoordinate dependence.

The com m utator (5.6),or equivalently the gauge transform ation (5.4),tells us that the

1{form istransform ing with a shift,proportionalto m ,underthe gauge transform ationsofthe

2{form .Therefore,the1{form is\eaten up"by the2{form and thetwo potentials(2;1)together

form a so{called St�uckelberg pairdescribing a m assive 2{form .Thecom m utator(5.6)de�nesa

deform ation ofthe directsum ofthe p{form algebra and the translation generator[53].

It is not guaranteed that the truncation (3.7) is consistent in the m assive case,since �(1)

also appearswithoutan accom panying derivative.Therefore,closing thealgebra m ightforceus

to introducem ore sym m etries.Indeed,we �nd thatthefollowing com m utatordoesnotclose:

[�2;�20]A ��� = 3m (x���[��
0
��]� x

��0�[����]): (5.7)

Although the three-form potentialtransform s with a shift by a closed three-form ,this is not

covered by the present Ansatz for the gauge param eter �(2), as it leads to a constant, x{

independent,shiftonly.To obtain closure one m ustintroducean additionalterm oftheform

��� = x
����� + x

�
x
���;��� ; ) ~���� = ���� +

4
3
x
���;��� : (5.8)

Thealgebra then closesprovided

��;��� = 9
4
m (��[��

0
��]� �0�[����]): (5.9)

The additionalparam eteris anti-sym m etric in the lastthree-indices and satis�es � [�;���] = 0.

In term s ofLorentz representations,this corresponds to a (3;1) representation with m ixed

sym m etry and its trace,which is a 2. Since the trace properties play no role here,we will

denote both togetherby �(3;1).

O ne can see the need to include such a sym m etry also from the p{form algebra point of

view. G iven the com m utator (5.6) between the translation generator and the fundam ental2,

theJacobiidentity between the f2;2;� 1g generatorsim plies

[[2��;2 ��];� 1
�]= m 3��[��

�
�]+ m 3��[� �

�
�]: (5.10)

13
Actually,reference [33]proposes a di�erent way ofintroducing the deform ation param eters which willbe

discussed later.
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Hence,in the m assive case,[2��;2��]m ustbe non-vanishing.Itisanti-sym m etric in a pairof

twoanti-sym m etricindicesand hencehas 1
8
(D + 1)D (D � 1)(D � 2)com ponentsin D dim ensions.

Thisisequalto the num berofcom ponentsofa (traceful)(3;1) representation. Therefore we

write

[2��;2��]= m (3;1)
[�;�]��

� m (3;1)
[�;�]��

: (5.11)

Theabove Jacobiidentity isthen satis�ed provided

[(3;1)
�;���

;� 1�]= �
�
�3��� � �

�
[�
3���] : (5.12)

W e have checked thatthe �rstcom m utator of(5.1)together with (5.6),(5.11) and (5.12)

lead to a closed Liealgebra.Schem atically we have

[2;1]= 3 ; [2;� 1]= m 1 ;

[2;2]= m (3;1); [(3;1);� 1]= 3 : (5.13)

Notethat� 1 doesnotappearon theright-hand sideofany com m utator,i.e.thecom plem entary

generators form an ideal,and the form ercan therefore be quotiented out. However,the sam e

cannotbesaid forthe(3;1) dueto thecom m utator(5.11).

W econcludethatatruncation ofthem assiveIIA gaugetransform ationsforcesustoconsider

extensionsofthep{form algebrawith additionalm ixed sym m etry generators.Itisexpected that

m ore such generatorsare needed when also the higherrank potentialsare included.Itrem ains

to beseen whethera consistenttruncation existswhen allp{form generatorsare included.

Itisinterestingtocom parethepresentresultwith theapproach of[33]which takesthesam e

m assive IIA gauge transform ation rules as their starting point. Before doing any truncation

one �rst rewrites the m assive transform ation rules such that every param eter occurs with a

derivative,like in the m asslesscase. Thism akesitpossible to perform the sam e truncation as

in the m asslesscase. Forthisto work itiscrucialthatone �rstform ulatesthe transform ation

rules in term s ofform s and next form ally write the 0{form m as the exterior derivative ofa

\(-1){form potential" A (�1) :

m = dA (�1) : (5.14)

O nce every param eteroccursundera derivative one can write the transform ation rulesasthe

non-linearrealization ofan algebrathatincludesaform al\(-1){form generator".W eunderstand

thatin thisprocedure one should notconvertto com ponentnotation in the presence ofthe (-

1){form potential. O nly after all(-1){form potentials have been converted into deform ation

param eters a transition to com ponent notation can be m ade. In particular,one should not

consideracom ponentform ulation of(5.14)sincethiswould lead usback toourearlierdiscussion

with the need to introduce extra m ixed sym m etry generators. It would be interesting to see

whetherthe\(-1){form s" needed in thisprocedurecan begiven a rigorousm athem aticalbasis.

Sofar,wehavediscussed twowaystoproceed in them assivecase.Eitheronestartsextending

the directsum ofthe p-form algebra and the translation generatorswith new m ixed sym m etry

generators or one extends the p{form algebra with the form alconcept of a new \(-1){form
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generator". There is even a third way to proceed in the m assive case which uses E 10 instead

ofE 11 [54]. The spectrum ofE 10 leads to precisely the sam e representations as E 11 except

for the top{form s which only follow from E 11. By using E 10 one is able to not only consider

kinem atics butalso dynam icsconsistent with E 10. By using the dynam ics the authorsof[54]

seem to beableto derivetheequationsofm otion ofm assiveIIA supergravity withouttheneed

to introduce new sym m etry generators. Itwould be interesting to m ore carefully com pare the

di�erentapproachesand to obtain a betterunderstanding ofwhattherole ofthe dynam icsis.

5.2 H alf-m axim alsupergravity

W e now discussthe case ofhalf{m axim alsupergravity.Forsim plicity wewillconsideronly the

three{form representation fM N P and notthe m ostgeneraldeform ation. Thiswillbe su�cient

forthepresentpurpose.

Thestarting pointwillbetheoriginalungauged p{form algebra ofhalf{m axim alsupergrav-

ity,which we truncate to the vectors 1M . In addition we include the scalars0M N ,which are

the generators ofthe specialorthogonalpartofthe duality group G D = R
+ � SO (m ;m + n).

Thesegeneratorssatisfy

[1M
;0

N P ]= 1
[N
�
P ]M

; (5.15)

whileothercom m utatorsvanish (including [1M ;1 N ]in thistruncation).

Subsequently we introduce the three-form deform ation fM N P ,which isde�ned by the fol-

lowing non{zero com m utatorsbetween thetranslation generator� 1 and thefundam entalgen-

erators,see also [13]:

[1M
;� 1]= f

M
N P 0

N P
: (5.16)

Based on ourexperience with the m assive IIA case we do notexpectthe above deform ation to

lead to a closed algebra.Indeed,from thef1;1;� 1gJacobiidentity itfollowsthatoneisled to

extend thealgebra with a new generatorthattransform sin thesym m etric(1;1)representation.

Theadditionalcom m utatorstake theform

[1M
� ;1

N
� ]= 2fM N

P (1;1)
P

��
;

[(1;1)
M

��
;� 1�]= �

�
(�
1
M
�)
: (5.17)

Theabove Jacobiidentity then vanishes.

Unlikein them assiveIIA case,thereareadditionalnon-trivialJacobiidentities,forexam ple

of the form f1;� 1;(1;1)g. To satisfy these one needs to introduce additionalsym m etric

three-index tensor generators with com m utator relations sim ilar to (5.17). Subsequently one

�ndsthatthere are Jacobiidentitiesinvolving the sym m etric three-index tensors,thatrequire

the introduction ofsym m etric four-index tensors.Thisiterative proceduredoesnotterm inate.

In term softhe localgauge param eters�M ofthe vector transform ations,the new sym m etries

can beunderstood asthe expansion

�
M = �M� x

� + �M�;�x
�
x
� + :::; (5.18)
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where�M� and ��;� aretheparam eterscorrespondingtothe1
M and (1;1)

M
generators,respec-

tively. Hence itappearsthatthe gauge transform ationsofgauged half-m axim alsupergravities

can only betruncated to an in�nitenum berofgenerators.

It would be interesting to see ifthere exist an interpretation (or m odi�cation) ofthe ap-

proaches[13,33,53,54]thatcan reproducealltheresultsthatfollow from theem bedding tensor

m ethod [15,16,18].

6.C onclusions

In the �rst part ofthis paper we have re�ned the correspondence between the K ac{M oody

spectrum ofdeform ation and top{form potentialsand thegaugingsand m assivedeform ationsof

theassociated supergravity.Itwasshown thatthereisa truncation oftheK ac{M oody algebra

to a Lie algebra ofp{form s,which encodes allthe relevantinform ation forthe physicalstates

(apartfrom gravity and scalars)plusthenon-propagating deform ation and top{form potentials.

A specialrole is played by the fundam entalp{form s,from which allother potentials can be

constructed via com m utators. In particular,one hascom m utatorsofthe form (3.8)giving rise

to the (D � 1){form s,from which the corresponding type ofsupergravity deform ation can be

deduced.In addition,the p{form algebra containscom m utatorsleading to D {form s,and these

m ay be associated to quadratic constraints on the deform ation param eters. W e should stress

thatthepropertiesderived from (3.8)and therelation to thequadraticconstraintsareem pirical

observations. It would be interesting to understand how these follow from the bosonic gauge

transform ationsofsupergravity.

In thesecond partwehaveestablished thatthecorrespondencealso holdsforhalf{m axim al

supergravity. In particular,in table 3 the spectrum ofdeform ation and top{form potentials

ofthe associated K ac{M oody algebras issum m arized. These possibilitiesagree perfectly with

the known gaugings and m assive deform ations ofhalf{m axim alsupergravity and the ensuing

quadraticconstraints,respectively.In addition itgivesaprediction forthem ostgeneralgaugings

in 6 � D � 10:theseareencoded in a fundam entaland three-form representation oftheduality

groupssubjectto thequadratic constraints(4.9).

Notethatwehaveonlyrealized a�nite-dim ensionalpartoftheK ac-M oodyalgebraasasym -

m etry.However,in di�erentdim ensions,thisp{form algebraconstitutesadi�erenttruncation of

theK ac-M oody algebra.Thelattercontainsallsym m etry groupsofhalf-m axim alsupergravity

in D dim ensions.Thisshowshow thevery extended K ac{M oody algebra SO (8;8+ n)+ + + plays

a unifying rolein describing thesym m etriesofhalf{m axim alsupergravity coupled to 10� D + n

vectorm ultiplets.

Finally,we considered the e�ect ofthe deform ation itselfon the p{form algebra. It was

found thatin the deform ed case,the bosonic gauge algebra can notbe truncated to a p{form

algebra. Instead,to obtain a closed algebra,one needs to include additionalgenerators with

m ixed sym m etrieswhose role from theK ac-M oody pointofview rem ainsto beclari�ed.

In addition to the open issuesm entioned above,we see a num berofinteresting venues to

extend thepresentresults.Firstofall,a relevantquestion iswhethertheabovecorrespondence,

which holdsform axim aland half{m axim alsupergravity,can also beextended to theorieswith
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lesssupersym m etry.A num berofsuch supergravitiesaregiven by a scalarcosetG =K (G )after

reduction to three dim ensions. Restricting to groups G with a realsplit form these cosets

have been classi�ed [40].Itisnaturalto investigate whetherthe overand very extensionsofG

contain deform ation and top{form potentialscorrespondingtoalldeform ationsoftheassociated

supergravitiesaswell.Furtherm ore,thesecosetm odelsG =K (G )arespecialpointsin alandscape

ofm ore generalgeom etries. Itwould be interesting to learn m ore aboutthe deform ation and

top{form potentialsassociated to the generalnon{cosetgeom etries.

Recently,an exam ple where the correspondence between supergravity and very extended

algebras does not hold straightforwardly was found in the theory that reduces to the coset

m odelG 2=SO (4) in three dim ensions. W hile m inim alD = 5 sim ple supergravity allows for

a triplet ofdeform ation potentials,related to the gauging ofa U (1) subgroup ofthe SU (2)

R-sym m etry,there are no such potentialsin the associated K ac{M oody algebra G + + +
2 [52]. A

possible explanation for this phenom enon m ay be that in this case the R{sym m etry does not

act on the originalbosonic �elds ofthe theory [37]. Another possibility m ay be that there is

an extension ofG
+ + +
2 thatdoestake the gauging into account.Itwould beworthwhile to �nd

m oreexam plesofthisphenom enon and to understand itin m oredetail.

Itwould also be interesting to study the brane interpretation ofthe deform ation and top{

form potentials.They naturally coupleto dom ain wallsand space{�lling branes,respectively.It

isknown thatin IIA supergravitythedeform ation potential9 couplestothehalf-supersym m etric

D8{brane and that the top{form potential100 couples to a half-supersym m etric space-�lling

brane whose string interpretation has yet to be clari�ed [45]. The other top-form potential

10 couples to a non-supersym m etric space-�lling brane. Sim ilarly,the quadruplet 4 oftop{

form potentials ofIIB supergravity couples to a half{supersym m etric nonlinear doublet of9{

branes,including the D9{brane [55]. The doublet 2 oftop{form potentials couples to half{

supersym m etric space{�lling branes whose string interpretation is yet unclear. It would be

interesting to perform a sim ilaranalysisforthe otherdim ensionsaswelland see how allthese

branes�tinto string theory.

Furtherm ore,whilein thispaperthepossibilitiesofaddingdeform ation and top{form poten-

tialsto m attercoupled supergravity theorieshave been discussed,onem ay ask whetherm atter

m ultiplets notcoupled to supergravity can be extended with such potentials as well. Itturns

outthatthisisindeed the case.In fact,ithasbeen suggested thata dom ain wallstructureon

a D{brane,interpolating between di�erentvaluesofthe brane tension,should be described by

a worldvolum edeform ation potential[56],sim ilarto theway stringsending on such a braneare

described by a worldvolum e vector. In the case ofthe D9{brane this m eans that the D = 10

M axwellm ultiplet can be extended with a nine{form potential,which is indeed possible [56].

Thiscould correspond to the fundam entalrepresentation ofdeform ation form sin table 3.This

fundam entalrepresentation does not correspond to a deform ation ofsupergravity due to the

third quadratic constraintin (4.9). W e expectthatallfundam entalrepresentations in table 3

correspond to possible extensions ofthe D < 10 vector m ultiplets with deform ation and top{

form potentials as well. It m ight be worthwhile to consider the brane interpretation ofthese

possibilitiesin furtherdetail.
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A .Term inology and notation

Below weshortly sum m arizethe term inology we have introduced in thispaper.

D eform ation potential A (D � 1){form potentialin D dim ensions.

Top{form potential A D {form potentialin D dim ensions.

p{form algebra Truncation oftheK ac{M oody algebra in a particularG D 
 SL(D ;R)decom -

position by restricting to only the generatorsatpositive levelsin a purely antisym m etric

SL(D ;R)tensorrepresentation ofrank 1 � p � D .Also arisesby considering thebosonic

gauge algebra with constantgauge param etersoftheassociated supergravity.

Fundam entalp{form A p-form corresponding to a positivesim plerootofoneofthedisabled

nodesin the decom posed Dynkin diagram ofthe K ac-M oody algebra. G enerates the p{

form algebra.

Type p deform ation A deform ation ofthe p{form algebra in which a fundam entalp{form

becom esm assive.

Furtherm oreweindicatecom ponentsofp{form sby a boldfaceitalicnum berequalto theirrank,

e.g.5 standsfor5�1����5.Thisisnotto beconfused with group representations,which arerep-

resented with aboldfacenum berequalto theirdim ension.O urconvention forthenorm alisation

ofproductsofp{form s is the sam e as in [45];in particular,we (anti-)sym m etrize with weight

one.

B .Physicalstates ofhalf{m axim alsupergravity

W e considerhalf{m axim alsupergravity in any dim ension and coupled to an arbitrary num ber

ofvectorm ultiplets.Starting with thegraviton m ultipletofD -dim ensionalhalf{m axim alsuper-

gravity,itsbosonicpartconsistsofa m etric,m vectorgauge�eldswith m = 10� D ,a two-form

gauge �eld and a single scalar which is the dilaton. It has a globalSO (m ) sym m etry,under
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D Cont g�� p = 0 p = 1 p = 2

10 G V n 35 � 1 1 � 1 8 � n 28 � 1

9 G V n+ 1 27 � 1 1 �

�

1+ (1n + 1)

�

7 � (n + 2) 21 � 1

8 G V n+ 2 20 � 1 1 �

�

1+ (2n + 4)

�

6 � (n + 4) 15 � 1

7 G V n+ 3 14 � 1 1 �

�

1+ (3n + 9)

�

5 � (n + 6) 10 � 1

6a G V n+ 4 9 � 1 1 �

�

1+ (4n + 16)

�

4 � (n + 8) 6 � 1

6b G Tn+ 4 9 � 1 1 � (5n + 25) 6 � 1
2
(10 + n)

5 G V n+ 5 5 � 1 1 �

�

1+ (5n + 25)

�

3 � (n + 11)

4 G V n+ 6 2 � 1 1 �

�

(1;2)+ (6n + 36;1)

�

2 � (n + 12)

3 G V n+ 7 { � 1 1 � (8n + 64)

Table 4: The physicalstatesofallD = 10� m half{m axim alsupergravitiescoupled to m + n vector

m ultiplets. The m ultipletstructures(where G is the graviton,V the vectorand T the self-dualtensor

m ultiplet)arealso given.

which thevectorstransform in thefundam entalrepresentation.Theonly exceptionsareD = 4

and D = 3 where there are non-trivialhidden sym m etries. In D = 4 there isone extra scalar

dueto theduality ofthetwo-form potentialto an axionicscalar.Togetherwith thedilaton this

leadsto an enhanced SL(2;R)� SO (6)hidden sym m etry.Sim ilarly,in D = 3 thereare7 extra

scalarsdueto theduality in D = 3 dim ensionsbetween thevectorsand scalars.In thiscaseall

physicaldegreesoffreedom are carried by a scalarcosetSO (8;1)=SO (8).

Theotherpossiblem ultipletin genericdim ensionsisthevectorm ultiplet,which containsa

vectorand m scalars.The e�ectofadding m + n vectorm ultipletsisto enlarge the sym m etry

group from SO (m )to SO (m ;m + n). The scalarsparam eterize the corresponding scalarcoset

whilethevectorstransform in thefundam entalrepresentation.In fourdim ensionsthesym m etry

becom esSL(2;R)� SO (6;6+ n)while in three dim ensionsitisgiven by SO (8;8+ n). In the

latter case there again is sym m etry enhancem ent due to the equivalence between scalars and

vectors.Theentire theory can bedescribed in term softhecorresponding scalarcoset(coupled

to gravity).

The above m ultiplets belong to non-chiralhalf{m axim alsupergravity and are the correct

and com pletestory in genericdim ensions.In six dim ensions,however,thehalf{m axim altheory

can be chiralor non-chiral,sim ilar to the m axim altheory in ten dim ensions. The non-chiral

theory isdenoted by D = 6a and followstheabove pattern.Thechiraltheory,D = 6b,instead

hasdi�erentm ultiplets. In particular,the graviton m ultipletcontains gravity,�ve scalarsand

�ve self-dualplus one anti-self-dualtwo-form gauge �elds. The globalsym m etry is given by

SO (5;1). The other possible m ultiplet is that ofthe tensor,which contains an anti-self-dual

two-form and �ve scalars. Adding 4 + n ofsuch tensor m ultiplets to the graviton m ultiplet

enhancesthe sym m etry to SO (5;5+ n).

Upon dim ensionalreduction over a circle,the graviton m ultiplet splits up into a graviton

m ultipletplusa vector m ultiplet. A vector (or tensor)m ultipletreducesto a vector m ultiplet

{ 27 {



in the lower dim ensions. This was the reason for adding m + n instead ofn vector or tensor

m ultiplets in any dim ension;itcan easily be seen thatn rem ainsinvariant underdim ensional

reduction.Thatis,a theory with a certain value ofn reducesto a theory with the sam e value

ofn in lowerdim ensions.

Forthereader’sconveniencewehavegiven thephysicalstatescorrespondingto D = 10� m

half{m axim alsupergravitycoupled tom + n vector(ortensor)m ultipletsin table4,see,e.g.,[57].

C .G roup theory

In this appendix we willgeneralize the analysis of[14]to allow for non{sim ply laced Dynkin

diagram s. The key di�erence between a sim ply laced and a non{sim ply laced diagram is that

forthelattertheassociated Cartan m atrix isnotsym m etric,and no longerful�llstherole ofa

m etric on the rootspace. M oreover,the m etric on the weight space is no longer given by the

inverse ofthe Cartan m atrix.

Therootspacem etricisim portantin constructingtherootsystem {oneneedsittocom pute

innerproductsbetween roots.Theweightspacem etricplaysasim ilarroleforthehighestweight

representations,which area necessary ingredientfortheleveldecom position.W ewillshow how

both m etricscan beobtained from appropriatesym m etrizationsofthe(inverse)Cartan m atrix.

W e startoutfrom the de�ning equation forthe Cartan m atrix,which reads

A ij = 2
(�ij�j)

(�jj�j)
: (C.1)

Here�iarethesim plerootswhich span thewholerootsystem �,and (� j� )isthenorm inferred

from theK illing norm .Theindicesrun overthe rank ofthe associated Lie algebra.

Any root� of� can beexpressed asa linearcom bination ofsim ple roots,

�= m
i
�i; (C.2)

where contracted indicesare being sum m ed over. The valuesofm i are also known asthe root

labels.

Because the K illing norm is sym m etric and bilinear,an inner product between two roots

�= m i�i and �= ni�i can bewritten as

(�j�)= B ijm
i
n
j
; (C.3)

wherethem etric B on the rootspaceisde�ned as

B ij � (�ij�j)= A ij

(�jj�j)

2
; (C.4)

which issym m etric by construction. Note thatin thiscase the repeated index isnotsum m ed

overbecause itisnotcontracted.

From (C.3)and (C.4)itisapparentthatwe m ust�rstdeterm ine the norm softhe sim ple

roots before inner products on � can be com puted. To that end we reshu�e the de�ning

equation forthe Cartan m atrix to obtain
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(�ij�i)=
A ij

A ji

(�jj�j): (C.5)

So once a norm alization forone ofthe sim ple roots hasbeen chosen,allothers are also �xed.

A com m on norm alization isto choose �2 = 2 forthe longestsim ple root(i.e. the sim ple root

which has the highest norm ). Instead,we willadhere to �2 = 2 for the shortest sim ple root

(the sim ple rootwith the lowestnorm ).The latternorm alization isparticularly convenientfor

com puter-based calculations,becausethen the rootm etric B hasonly integervalues.

W e now turn to the m etric on the weightspace. The weightspace itselfisspanned by the

fundam entalweights�i,which arede�ned via

�
i��j = �

i
j; (C.6)

where the sim ple coroots ��i are given by ��i =
2�i

(�ij�i)
. The basisspeci�ed by the fundam ental

weightsisalso known astheDynkin basis.Every weight� can beexpanded on thisbasisas

�= pi�
i
: (C.7)

The valuesofthe pi are also known asthe Dynkin labelsofthe weight. The relation between

theDynkin labelsand thecom ponentsofthe rootisgiven by

pi= A jim
j
: (C.8)

AstheDynkin basisisthedualbasisofthesim plecoroots,them etricG on theweightspaceis

theinverse ofthe sim plecorootm etric.Thelatterisgiven by

(��ij��j)=
2A ij

(�ij�i)
: (C.9)

ThereforeG isgiven by

G
ij � (�ij�j)=

(�jj�j)

2

�
A
�1
�ij

: (C.10)

By construction G issym m etric,justlike therootm etric B .

As explained in [9,35],the leveldecom position ofin�nite-dim ensionalLie algebra entails

scanning for subalgebra representations at given levels. The subalgebra representations are

de�ned by theirDynkin labels,and have to satisfy threeconditions:

(i) TheDynkin labelsallhave to beintegerand non-negative.

(ii) Theassociated rootlabelshave to beintegers.

(iii) Thelength squared oftherootm ustnotexceed the m axim um value.

The subalgebra is obtained by ‘disabling’nodes from the Dynkin diagram . W e can then

splitup theindex ofthefullalgebra into i= (a;s),wherea runsoverthedisabled nodesand s
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overthesubalgebra.To seewhethercondition (ii)issatis�ed forparticularvaluesofps,wecan

invertequation (C.8)in orderto obtain

m
s =

�
A
�1

sub

�ts
(pt� l

a
A at); (C.11)

where m s are the rootlabelsassociated to the Dynkin labelsps,A sub isthe Cartan m atrix of

thesubalgebra,and la arethelevels.Condition (iii)m ay beveri�ed by decom posing (C.3)into

itscontributionsfrom the deleted nodesand the subalgebra:

�
2 = G

st
sub

�

pspt� A asA btl
a
l
b
�

+ B abl
a
l
b � �

2
m ax : (C.12)

Here G sub isthe weightm etric ofthe subalgebra,and �
2
m ax isgiven by thenorm ofthe longest

sim pleroot.Notethatforthisform ula to bevalid,wehaveto m akesurethata long (orshort)

root in the fullalgebra is also a long (short) root in the subalgebra,which in generalis not

autom atically the case. Luckily we are always free to choose a norm alization such that root

lengthsm atch.

W hen using (C.12)to scan forrepresentations,itisim portantforG sub to only have non-

negativeentries.Ifthisisnotthecase,then therootnorm �2 isnota m onotonically increasing

function ofthe Dynkin labelsps at�xed levels la,and one m ightm issrepresentations using a

sim plescanning algorithm .However,aswealwaysshallbedecom posing with respectto (direct

productsof)�nitedim ensionalsubalgebras,G sub willnevercontain negative entries.

D .Low levelD
+ + +
8 decom positions

HerewelisttheoutputofSim pLie[38]atlow levels,using thevariousdecom positionsofD + + +
8

asindicated by theDynkin diagram accom panying thetables.Theregularsubalgebrasplitsinto

a partbelonging to the gravity line A n (the white nodes)and a partbelonging to the internal

duality group G D (the grey nodes).

In the following tableswe respectively listthe levels,the Dynkin labelsofA n and G D ,the

rootlabels,the rootlength,the dim ension ofthe representationsofA n and G ,the m ultiplicity

ofthe root,the outerm ultiplicity,and the interpretation asa physical�eld.Thedeform ation{

and top{form potentialsare indicated by ‘de’and ‘top’,respectively. W hen the internalgroup

doesnotexist,we do notlistthe corresponding colum ns. In allcasesthe Dynkin labelsofthe

lowestweightsofthe representationsare given. Alltablesare truncated atthe pointwhen the

num berofindicesofthegravity subalgebra representationsexceed thedim ension.Theorderof

the levels,Dynkin labels,and root labels as they appear in the tables are determ ined by the

orderofthenodelabelson theDynkin diagram .Thisordering isalways�rstfrom leftto right,

then from top to bottom .

Theinterpretation oftherepresentationsatlevelzero asthegraviton is,unlikethep-form s

athigherlevels,notquitestraightforward.Thegraviton em ergeswhen onecom binestheadjoint

representation ofA n with a scalarcom ing from one ofthe disabled nodes,see [9,34]. W e have

indicated thesepartsofthe graviton by �g�� and ĝ��,respectively.
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1 2

3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

Figure 3:D
+ + +

8
decom posed asA

9

Table 5:A 9 representationsin D
+ + +

8

l pgrav m �
2

dgrav m ult(�) � �elds

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 2 99 1 1 �g��

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 11 2 0 ;̂g��

1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 45 1 1 2

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 210 1 1
?
2

1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 2 1155 1 1
?
g��

1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 1 0 0 0 45 8 1
?
0

2 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 1 0 0 2 1925 1 1

2 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 1 1 3 3 3 3 3 2 1 0 0 99 8 1

2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 2 4 4 4 4 4 3 2 1 -2 1 45 1 top

1 2

3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

Figure 4:D
+ + +

8
decom posed asA

8

Table 6:A 8 representationsin D
+ + +

8

l pgrav m �
2

dgrav m ult(�) � �elds

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 2 80 1 1 �g��

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 11 3 0 ;̂g��

1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 9 1 1 1

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 126 1 1
?
2

0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 9 1 1 1

1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 2 84 1 1
?
1

1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 36 1 1 2

0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 2 84 1 1
?
1

1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 2 720 1 1
?
g��

1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 1 0 0 0 36 8 2
?
0

2 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 1 0 0 2 315 1 1

2 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 1 1 3 3 3 3 3 2 1 0 0 9 8 1 de

1 1 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 0 0 2 315 1 1

1 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 2 3 3 3 3 3 2 1 0 0 9 8 1 de

2 1 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 1 2 3 2 2 2 2 1 0 0 2 1215 1 1

2 1 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 1 2 3 3 3 3 3 2 1 0 0 80 8 2

2 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 2 4 4 4 4 4 3 2 1 -2 1 45 2 top
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1 2

3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

Figure 5:D
+ + +

8
decom posed asA

1

 A

1

 A

7

Table 7:A 1 
 A 1 
 A 7 representationsin D
+ + +

8

l pgrav pG m �
2

dgrav dG m ult(�) � �elds

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 2 63 1 1 1 �g��

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 -1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 3 1 1 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 -1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 3 1 1 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 11 2 0 ;̂g��

1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 70 1 1 1
?
2

0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 8 4 1 1 1

1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 2 56 4 1 1
?
1

2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 1 2 3 2 1 0 2 63 1 1 1

0 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 28 1 1 1 2

1 2 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 2 420 1 1 1
?
g��

1 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 1 1 0 2 2 2 2 2 1 0 0 2 28 3 1 1
?
0

1 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 0 0 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 1 0 0 2 28 3 1 1
?
0

1 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 1 0 0 0 28 1 8 1
?
0

1 3 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 3 2 2 2 2 1 0 0 2 216 4 1 1

1 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 3 3 3 3 3 2 1 0 0 8 4 8 2 de

1 4 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 1 2 4 3 2 2 2 1 0 0 2 720 1 1 1

1 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 2 1 1 4 3 3 3 3 2 1 0 2 63 3 1 1

1 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 1 1 2 4 3 3 3 3 2 1 0 2 63 3 1 1

1 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 1 2 4 3 3 3 3 2 1 0 0 63 1 8 1

1 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 1 1 4 4 4 4 4 3 2 1 0 1 3 8 1 top

1 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 1 2 4 4 4 4 4 3 2 1 0 1 3 8 1 top

1 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 2 4 4 4 4 4 3 2 1 -2 1 1 45 2 top

1 2

3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

Figure 6:D
+ + +

8
decom posed asA
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 A

6

Table 8:A 3 
 A 6 representationsin D
+ + +

8

l pgrav pG m �
2

dgrav dG m ult(�) � �elds

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 2 48 1 1 1 �g��

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 -1 0 -1 -1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 15 1 1 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 11 2 0 ;̂g��

1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 35 1 1 1
?
2

0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 7 6 1 1 1

1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 2 35 6 1 1
?
1

2 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 1 2 3 2 1 0 2 7 1 1 1 de
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0 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 2 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 21 1 1 1 2

2 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 2 0 0 1 1 2 3 2 1 0 2 48 6 1 1

2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 0 0 1 2 3 4 3 2 1 0 1 6 7 1 top

1 2 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 2 2 1 1 1 0 0 0 2 224 1 1 1
?
g��

1 2 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 2 2 2 2 1 0 0 2 21 15 1 1
?
0

1 2 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 1 0 0 0 21 1 8 1
?
0

1 3 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 2 3 2 2 2 1 0 0 2 140 6 1 1

1 3 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 0 1 1 0 2 3 3 3 3 2 1 0 2 7 10 1 1 de

1 3 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 0 0 1 1 2 3 3 3 3 2 1 0 2 7 10 1 1 de

1 3 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 2 3 3 3 3 2 1 0 0 7 6 8 1 de

1 4 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 1 2 4 4 3 2 2 1 0 0 2 392 1 1 1

1 4 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 3 4 3 3 3 2 1 0 2 48 15 1 1

1 4 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 1 2 4 4 3 3 3 2 1 0 0 48 1 8 1

1 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 3 4 4 4 4 3 2 1 0 1 15 8 2 top

1 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 2 4 4 4 4 4 3 2 1 -2 1 1 45 1 top

1 2

3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

Figure 7:D
+ + +

8
decom posed asD

4

 A

5

Table 9:D 4 
 A 5 representationsin D
+ + +

8

l pgrav pG m �
2

dgrav dG m ult(�) � �elds

0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 2 35 1 1 1 �g��

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 -1 0 -1 -2 -1 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 28 1 1 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 11 2 p = 0;�g��

1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 15 1 1 1
?
2

0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 6 8 1 1 1

1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 2 20 8 1 1
?
1

0 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 2 2 2 1 0 0 0 0 2 15 1 1 1 2

2 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 2 0 0 0 1 2 3 2 1 0 2 6 8 1 1 de

1 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 2 2 2 1 0 0 2 15 28 1 1
?
0

1 2 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 2 2 2 1 1 0 0 0 2 105 1 1 1
?
g��

1 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 1 0 0 0 15 1 8 1
?
0

2 2 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 2 0 0 1 2 2 3 2 1 0 2 35 28 1 1

2 2 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 1 2 2 2 2 2 1 0 0 2 189 1 1 1

2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 2 3 4 3 2 1 2 1 35 1 1 top

2 2 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 2 1 2 2 2 2 3 2 1 0 0 35 1 8 1

2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 0 0 1 2 3 4 3 2 1 0 1 28 7 1 top

2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 1 2 2 2 3 4 3 2 1 -2 1 1 43 2 top

1 3 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 2 2 3 2 2 1 0 0 2 84 8 1 1

1 3 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 2 3 3 3 2 1 0 2 6 56 1 1 de

1 3 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 2 2 3 3 3 2 1 0 0 6 8 8 1 de

1 4 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 2 3 4 3 3 2 1 0 2 35 28 1 1

1 4 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 2 4 4 4 3 2 1 0 0 2 189 1 1 1

1 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 1 1 0 2 3 4 4 4 3 2 1 2 1 35 1 1 top
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1 4 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 1 1 2 3 4 4 4 3 2 1 2 1 35 1 1 top

1 4 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 1 2 4 4 4 3 3 2 1 0 0 35 1 8 1

1 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 2 3 4 4 4 3 2 1 0 1 28 8 1 top

1 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 2 4 4 4 4 4 3 2 1 -2 1 1 45 1 top

1 2

3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

Figure 8:D
+ + +
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Table 10:D 5 
 A 5 representationsin D
+ + +

8

l pgrav pG m �
2

dgrav dG m ult(�) � �elds

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 -1 0 -1 -2 -2 -1 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 45 1 1 0

0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 -1 0 0 0 0 0 -1 -1 -1 -1 2 35 1 1 1 �g��

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 11 1 ĝ��

1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 15 10 1 1 2;
?
2

2 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 2 2 1 0 0 2 15 45 1 1
?
0

2 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 2 2 2 2 1 0 0 0 2 105 1 1 1
?
g��

3 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 2 3 3 2 1 0 2 35 120 1 1

3 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 3 2 1 0 0 2 189 10 1 1

3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 2 0 0 0 1 3 4 3 2 1 2 1 320 1 1 top

3 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 3 3 2 1 0 0 35 10 8 1

3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 2 1 2 2 2 3 4 3 2 1 -2 1 10 43 1 top
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3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

Figure 9:D
+ + +
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Table 11:D 5 
 A 4 representationsin D
+ + +

8

l pgrav pG m �
2

dgrav dG m ult(�) � �elds

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 -1 0 -1 -2 -2 -1 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 45 1 1 0

0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 -1 -1 -1 -1 2 24 1 1 1 �g��

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 11 2 p = 0;̂g��

1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 5 1 1 1 1

0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 5 10 1 1 1

1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 2 10 10 1 1
?
1

0 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 2 2 2 2 1 0 0 0 2 10 1 1 1
?
1

1 2 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 2 2 1 0 0 2 10 45 1 1
?
0

1 2 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 1 0 0 0 2 40 1 1 1
?
g��

1 2 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 1 0 0 0 10 1 8 1
?
0

2 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 0 0 0 1 2 3 2 1 0 2 5 45 1 1 de

2 2 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 1 2 2 2 2 2 1 0 0 2 45 1 1 1
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1 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 2 3 3 2 1 0 2 5 120 1 1 de

1 3 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 3 2 1 0 0 2 45 10 1 1

1 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 3 3 2 1 0 0 5 10 8 1 de

2 3 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 0 0 1 2 3 3 2 1 0 2 24 120 1 1

2 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 2 0 0 0 1 3 4 3 2 1 2 1 320 1 1 top

2 3 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 2 1 2 2 2 3 3 1 0 0 2 75 10 1 1

2 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 0 0 1 2 3 4 3 2 1 0 1 120 7 1 top

2 3 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 2 1 2 2 2 3 3 2 1 0 0 24 10 8 2

2 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 2 1 2 2 2 3 4 3 2 1 -2 1 10 43 2 top

1 4 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 2 2 3 4 3 2 1 0 2 24 45 1 1

1 4 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 2 3 4 4 3 2 1 2 1 210 1 1 top

1 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 2 2 3 4 4 3 2 1 0 1 45 8 1 top

1 4 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 2 4 4 4 4 3 1 0 0 2 75 1 1 1

1 4 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 2 4 4 4 4 3 2 1 0 0 24 1 8 1

1 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 2 4 4 4 4 4 3 2 1 -2 1 1 45 1 top
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Table 12:D 6 
 A 1 
 A 3 representationsin D
+ + +

8

l pgrav pG m �
2

dgrav dG m ult(�) � �elds

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 -1 0 -1 -2 -2 -2 -1 0 0 0 0 2 1 66 1 1 0

0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 -1 -1 -1 2 15 1 1 1 �g��

0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 -1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 3 1 1 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 11 1 ĝ��

1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 4 24 1 1 1;
?
1

2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 2 1 0 0 2 6 66 1 1
?
0

2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 0 0 0 2 10 1 1 1
?
g��

2 0 1 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 2 2 2 2 2 1 0 0 2 6 3 1 1
?
0

3 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 2 3 2 1 0 2 4 440 1 1 de

3 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 3 1 0 0 2 20 24 1 1

3 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 3 2 1 0 0 4 24 8 1 de

4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 2 0 0 0 1 2 4 3 2 1 2 1 2079 1 1 top

4 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 1 2 3 4 2 1 0 2 15 495 1 1

4 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 2 3 4 3 2 1 2 1 1485 1 1 top

4 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 2 1 2 2 2 2 4 2 1 0 2 15 77 1 1

4 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 2 1 2 2 2 3 4 2 0 0 2 20 66 1 1

4 1 0 1 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 2 2 2 3 4 2 1 0 2 15 198 1 1

4 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 2 1 2 2 2 3 4 2 1 0 0 15 66 8 1

4 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 2 2 2 3 4 3 2 1 0 1 198 8 1 top

4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 2 1 2 2 2 3 4 3 2 1 -2 1 66 43 2 top

4 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 2 4 4 4 4 4 1 0 0 2 45 1 1 1

4 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 2 4 4 4 4 4 2 0 0 2 20 3 1 1

4 1 0 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 2 4 4 4 4 4 2 1 0 0 15 3 8 1

4 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 2 4 4 4 4 4 2 1 0 -2 15 1 44 2
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Table 13:D 8 
 A 2 representationsin D
+ + +

8

l pgrav pG m �
2

dgrav dG m ult(�) � �elds

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 -1 -1 -1 -2 -2 -2 -2 -2 0 0 0 2 1 120 1 1 0

0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 -1 -1 2 8 1 1 1 �g��

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 11 1 ĝ��

1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 3 120 1 1
?
0

2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 2 2 1 0 2 3 1820 1 1 de

2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 0 0 2 6 120 1 1

2 0 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 0 2 3 135 1 1 de

2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 2 4 4 4 4 4 2 1 0 -2 3 1 44 1 de

3 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 2 3 3 2 1 2 1 60060 1 1 top

3 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 1 2 3 4 3 1 0 2 8 8008 1 1

3 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 3 3 1 0 2 8 7020 1 1

3 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 3 3 2 1 0 1 7020 8 1 top

3 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 2 1 2 2 2 3 4 3 1 0 0 8 1820 8 1

3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 2 1 2 2 2 3 4 3 2 1 -2 1 1820 43 1 top

3 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 2 2 4 4 4 4 4 3 0 0 2 10 120 1 1

3 1 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 2 4 4 4 4 4 3 1 0 0 8 135 8 1

3 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 2 2 4 4 4 4 4 3 1 0 -2 8 120 44 2

3 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 2 4 4 4 4 4 3 2 1 -2 1 135 45 1 top

3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 2 2 4 4 4 4 4 3 2 1 -4 1 120 195 1 top

3 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 3 6 6 6 6 6 3 1 0 -4 8 1 192 1
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