Published by Institute of Physics Publishing for SISSA Received: August 25, 2005 Accepted: October 11, 2005 Published: October 20, 2005

On the fermionic Grande Bouffe: more on higher spin symmetry breaking in AdS/CFT

Paul J. Heslop and Fabio Riccioni

DAMTP, Centre for Mathematical Sciences, University of Cambridge Wilberforce Road, Cambridge CB3 0WA, U.K.

E-mail: P.J.Heslop@damtp.cam.ac.uk, F.Riccioni@damtp.cam.ac.uk

Abstract: We discuss fermionic higher spin gauge symmetry breaking in AdS space from a holographic perspective. Analogously to the recently discussed bosonic case, the higher spin Goldstino mode responsible for the symmetry breaking has a non-vanishing mass in the limit in which the gauge symmetry is restored. This result is precisely in agreement with the AdS/CFT correspondence, which implies that N = 4 SYM at vanishing coupling constant is dual to a theory in AdS which exhibits higher spin gauge symmetry enhancement. When the SYM coupling is non-zero, the current conservation condition becomes anomalous, and correspondingly the local higher spin symmetry in the bulk gets spontaneously broken. We also show that the mass of the Goldstino mode is exactly the one predicted by the correspondence. Finally, we obtain the form of a class of fermionic higher spin currents in the SYM side.

Keywords: Space-Time Symmetries, Supersymmetry and Duality, AdS-CFT and dS-CFT Correspondence.

©SISSA 2005 http://jhep.sissa.it/archive/papers/jhep102005060 /jhep102005060 .pdf

Contents

1. Introduction 1

2. Higher-spin fermions in flat spacetime 3

3. Higher-spin fermions in AdS 5

4. Discussion and conclusions 7

1. Introduction

The AdS/CFT correspondence [1] is a conjectured duality relating a conformal field theory (CFT) in d dimensions to a field theory describing higher spin fields coupled to gravity in an AdS background in D = d + 1 dimensions. The most famous and remarkable example of this is the duality between IIB superstring theory on AdS_5 × S^5 with N units of 5-form flux and SU(N) N = 4 SYM theory in d = 4. The conjecture is most often discussed in the limit of large AdS radius where the higher spin fields become extremely massive and decouple from the (super)gravity modes. In this limit the AdS side is under control whereas the CFT side is not well understood since it corresponds to the limit of large ’t Hooft coupling. Therefore one can make predictions for the strongly coupled CFT using the correspondence but these can generally only be checked for certain protected objects.

More recently the opposite limit, in which the CFT is weakly coupled, has been discussed by a number of people [2] and it is possible to extrapolate the string spectrum and precisely match it with the operator spectrum of free N = 4 SYM in the planar limit [3]. In particular the limit of zero YM coupling has been conjectured to be dual to a massless higher spin field theory which, although inconsistent when coupled to gravity in flat space-time, can be consistently defined in AdS spaces [4] (for a review see [5] and references therein). When on the YM side the coupling is turned on, in AdS all the massless higher spin fields should develop a mass via the Stückelberg mechanism, essentially by eating lower spin Goldstone fields. This phenomenon was termed ‘La Grande Bouffe’ in [6]. The remaining massless fields will all be contained in the supergravity multiplet. On the other hand, in the dual CFT at zero coupling there will be infinitely many higher spin conserved currents (in one-to-one correspondence with the AdS higher spin gauge fields). The CFT counter-part of ‘La Grande Bouffe’ is the anomalous violation of these conserved currents when the coupling is turned on, with the only remaining conserved currents lying in the energy momentum multiplet. The most famous example of this anomalous violation of classically conserved currents is given by the Konishi multiplet.

– 1 –

The simplest example of a (bosonic) higher spin s field is that of a tensor with s completely symmetrised spacetime indices. For such an object, in flat spacetime, the massless limit of a massive spin s field gives rise to s + 1 massless fields of spins 0, 1, . . . s. However the AdS/CFT correspondence predicts that the massless limit of a massive spin s field in AdS is a massless spin s field and a massive spin s − 1 field. The reason for this is that HS currents J_{i1...is} with s > 2 occur in N = 4 SYM, where they are conserved at vanishing coupling g = 0, and conformal invariance fixes the dimension of such a spin s conserved current on the d dimensional boundary to be s + d − 2. Interactions are responsible for their anomalous violation

∂^{i1} J_{i1...is} = gX_{i2...is} ,

and in the zero coupling limit the dimension of X is s + d − 1. This implies that X is not a conserved spin s − 1 current when g = 0, and therefore one expects it to be dual to a massive field in the bulk.

In a recent paper [7] the Stückelberg formulation of bosonic massive higher spin fields (with completely symmetrised spacetime indices) in AdS was derived. The method consisted in obtaining the field equations in flat space via dimensional reduction of the massless equations in one dimension higher, and then including the necessary counterterms in order to find the equivalent equations in AdS (see also [8, 9] for similar results using a different method). One can then use these equations in AdS to extrapolate the massless limit, and one indeed obtains a massless spin s field and a massive spin s − 1 field in line with the CFT predictions (this phenomenon has also been discussed from a cosmological viewpoint in [8] where it was termed ‘partial masslessness’). The mass of the spin s − 1 field one obtains in this way is precisely the one predicted by AdS/CFT.

In this note we wish to continue this study by considering fermionic higher spin currents. We again try to covariantise the Stückelberg formulation of massive fermionic higher spin fields from flat space [10] to AdS space. We will only focus on higher spin fermions whose spacetime indices are completely symmetrised. The fermionic case turns out to be quite different from the bosonic case, both in the auxiliary field structure and in the fact that here the gauge transformations themselves must be modified on covariantising from flat-space to AdS.

This note is organised as follows. In section 2 we consider the Stückelberg formulation of massive higher spin fermion field equations in D-dimensional flat spacetime. The equations are formally derived from D + 1 dimensions, giving an exponential dependence on the D + 1-th coordinate to the field [10]. In section 3 we consider the same equations in AdS, and we show that gauge invariance requires the inclusion of additional counterterms to the equations, such that one gets a massless spin s field and a massive spin s − 1 field from a massive spin s field in the limit of zero mass. We also show that, exactly as in the bosonic case, the mass of the spin s − 1 field is precisely in agreement with the one predicted by the AdS/CFT correspondence. Section 4 contains a discussion and the conclusions, focusing in particular on the case in which D = 5 (and d = 4), corresponding to the duality relating superstring theory on AdS_5 × S^5 to N = 4 SYM. All currents in the free theory are

– 2 – classified and examples of the fermionic currents dual to the fermionic higher spin fields are given together with their anomalous equations.

2. Higher-spin fermions in flat spacetime

In this section we study the Stückelberg formulation of massive higher spin fermion field equations in flat spacetime. In analogy with the bosonic case, analysed in [7], we obtain the massive equations in D dimensions via dimensional reduction of the massless equations in D + 1 dimensions. We restrict our attention to spinors that are completely symmetric with respect to the spacetime indices. Reality properties of the spinors are not relevant for this analysis. Moreover, in the interesting case of odd D, we assume that the D + 1 dimensional spinor is Weyl,^1 so that the D dimensional one is Dirac. If instead D is even, both the D + 1 and the D dimensional spinors are Dirac. The massless equations are

γ · ∂Ψ_{M1...Mn} − n ∂_{(M1} (γ · Ψ)_{M2...Mn)} = 0 , (2.1)

where the tensor-spinor Ψ is completely symmetric with respect to the spacetime indices, and satisfies the condition (γ · Ψ)^M_M = 0 . (2.2)

The equations are invariant with respect to the gauge transformation

δΨ_{M1...Mn} = n∂_{(M1} ϵ_{M2...Mn)} , (2.3)

where ϵ is a spinor symmetric in its spacetime indices, and satisfies the constraint

γ · ϵ = 0 . (2.4)

These equations can be obtained from the gauge-invariant lagrangian [11] L = 1 2 Ψ̄^{(n)}_{...} γ^M ∂_M Ψ^{(n)}_{...} + n 2 Ψ̄^{(n)}_{M...}γ^M γ^N ∂_N γ^P Ψ^{(n)}_{P...} − − n(n − 1) 8 Ψ̄^{(n)L}_{L...}γ^M ∂_M Ψ^{(n)N}_{N...} + + n(n − 1) 2 Ψ̄^{(n)L}_{L...}∂_M γ_N Ψ^{(n)MN}_{...} − n Ψ̄^{(n)}_{M...}γ^M ∂_N Ψ^{(n)N}_{...} . (2.5)

In order to obtain the equations for a massive field in D dimensions in the Stückelberg formulation, we consider the field Ψ to depend harmonically on the D + 1-th coordinate,

Ψ_{μ 1...μ n−k y...y}(x, y) = (i)^ke^{−i π4 γy} ψ^{(n−k)}_{μ 1...μ k} (x)e^{imy} + c. c. , (2.6)

1In this case all D + 1-dimensional γ-matrices in the equations below should be thought of as D + 1 dimensional σ-matrices.

– 3 – where γ_y is the gamma-matrix in the D + 1-th direction. From eq. (2.1), we therefore obtain the equations

[γ^μ ∂_μ + m(1 − k)]ψ^{(n−k)}_{μ 1 ...μ n−k} − (n − k)∂_{(μ 1} (γ · ψ^{(n−k)} )_{μ 2...μ n−k )}−

−km(γ · ψ^{(n−k+1)} )_{μ 1...μ n−k} − (n − k)∂_{(μ 1} ψ^{(n−k−1)}_{μ 2...μ n−k )} = 0 , (2.7)

where k = 0, 1, . . . , n, and from the gauge transformations of eq. (2.3) one gets

δψ^{n−k}_{μ 1 ...μ n−k} = (n − k)∂_{(μ 1} ϵ^{(n−k−1)}_{μ 2...μ n−k )} + kmϵ^{(n−k)}_{μ 1...μ n−k} , (2.8)

where the D-dimensional gauge parameters ϵ^{(n−k)} are defined by means of

ϵ_{μ 1...μ n−k−1 y...y}(x, y) = (i)^ke^{−i π4 γy} ϵ^{(n−k−1)}_{μ 1...μ n−k−1} (x)e^{imy} + c.c. . (2.9)

In D dimensions, the gamma-traceless condition of eq. (2.4) on ϵ becomes

γ^μ ϵ^{(n−k)}_μ + ϵ^{(n−k−1)} = 0 , k = 1, . . . , n − 1 , (2.10)

while the condition (2.2) on Ψ becomes

(γ · ψ^{(n−k)} )^μ_μ + ψ^{μ(n−k−1)}_μ − (γ · ψ)^{(n−k−2)} − ψ^{(n−k−3)} = 0 , k = 0, . . . , n − 3 . (2.11)

If m ≠ 0, one can use eq. (2.8) to gauge away some of the lower rank spinors, while the lower rank spinors that can not be gauged away because of the constraint (2.4) turn out to be identically zero on shell, and are the auxiliary fields of the massive theory. therefore, one ends up with an equation for a massive spin s = n + 1/2 field. In [12] a lagrangian formulation for spinors completely symmetric in their spacetime indices was given in terms of a field ψ^{(n)} satisfying the gamma-traceless condition γ · ψ = 0. The condition that the divergence of this field vanishes on shell is realised by means of a set of auxiliary fields ψ^{(n−1)} , ψ^{(n−k)} , χ^{(n−k)} , with k = 2, . . . , n, all satisfying a gamma-traceless condition. In [10] it was shown that these auxiliary fields are precisely the fields that can not be gauged away in the Stückelberg formulation. Let us consider for simplicity the case of spin 5/2, i.e. n = 2. One can use the gauge parameter ϵ^{(1)} to gauge away ψ^{(1)} completely, while ϵ^{(0)} can not be used because it is related to ϵ^{(1)} via eq. (2.4). We are therefore left with ψ^{(2)} and ψ^{(0)}, and extracting the gamma-traceless part from ψ^{(2)} one gets exactly the auxiliary field structure of [12]. It is straightforward to see that a similar analysis works for any n.

If m = 0, the situation is different, since none of the gauge parameters can be used to gauge away any of the fields, and therefore all the fields ψ^{(n−k)} , k = 0, 1, . . . , n become massless. In order to see this from our equations, one has to perform recursive field redefinitions, so that eq. (2.10) becomes a gamma-traceless condition for the redefined parameters, while eq. (2.11) becomes a condition of the form (2.2) for the redefined fields, whose gauge transformations look exactly like eqs. (2.8) with m = 0 in terms of the new parameters.

As we will see in the next section, and analogously to the bosonic case, in AdS the massless limit of the Stückelberg equations gives a completely different result, since imposing masslessness for ψ^{(n)} will result in a mass term for ψ^{(n−1)} .

– 4 –

3. Higher-spin fermions in AdS

In this section we want to consider the AdS equivalent of the flat space Stückelberg equations of the previous section for m ≠ 0, and then study the limit of vanishing m. In analogy with the bosonic case [7] and for consistency with holography, we expect that the gauge fixing procedure that leads to an equation for a massive spin s field when m ≠ 0 can still take place up to spin s − 1 when m = 0, so that the resulting equations in this limit describe a massless spin s = n + 1/2 fermionic field ψ^{(n)} and a massive spin s − 1 = n − 1/2 fermionic field χ^{(n−1)} .

In analogy with the bosonic case [7], we consider eq. (2.7) for k = 1, and we gauge away ψ^{(n−2)} using ϵ^{(n−2)} . Therefore, only ψ^{(n)} and ψ^{(n−1)} (that will be denoted with χ^{(n−1)} from now on) will appear in the equation, and the only gauge invariance left is the one with respect to the gamma-traceless parameter ϵ^{(n−1)} . We will see that this gauge invariance in AdS will require the addition of a mass term for χ^{(n−1)} . We will then consider the limit of vanishing m, and we will see that this mass term differs from the AdS mass term^2 for χ^{(n−1)} . This result implies that the field χ^{(n−1)} is massive in the limit in which ψ^{(n)} becomes a massless field.

We now derive first the AdS mass for a generic spin s = l + 1/2 field. We therefore consider the equation

γ · ∇ψ_{μ 1...μ l} − l ∇_{(μ 1} (γ · ψ)_{μ 2 ...μ l)} + M_{AdS} ψ_{μ 1...μ l} + M̃_{AdS} γ_{(μ 1} (γ · ψ)_{μ 2...μ l)} = 0 , (3.1)

where ψ^{(l)} satisfies the constraint (γ · ψ^{(l)})^μ_μ = 0, and its gauge transformation is

δψ^{(l)}_{μ 1 ...μ l} = l∇_{(μ 1} ϵ^{(l−1)}_{μ 2...μ l)} + M^′γ_{(μ 1} ϵ^{(l−1)}_{μ 2...μ l)} , (3.2)

where ϵ is gamma-traceless, and we want to determine M_{AdS} , M̃_{AdS} and M^′ such that eq. (3.1) is gauge invariant with respect to the transformation of eq. (3.2). Using the fact that the commutator of two covariant derivatives acting on a spinor with l − 1 vector indices is

[∇_μ , ∇_ν ]ϵ_{ρ1...ρl−1} = − 1 2L^2 γ_{μν} ϵ_{μ 1...μ l−1} + l − 1 L^2

(g_{ν(ρ1} ϵ_{ρ2...ρl−1 )μ} − g_{μ(ρ 1} ϵ_{ρ2...ρl−1 )ν} ) , (3.3)

where L is the AdS radius, one obtains

M^′ = l 2L , (3.4)

M_{AdS} = 1 2L [D + 2(l − 2)] , (3.5)

M̃_{AdS} = l 2L . (3.6)

Since the gamma-trace of the field can always be put to zero choosing a suitable gauge, the relevant AdS mass term is M_{AdS} in eq. (3.5).

2Recall that in AdS one defines a field to be massless if its equation of motion is gauge invariant. As we will see, such an equation contains a mass-like term which we call the AdS mass.

– 5 –

We now consider the equation for the spin n + 1/2 field ψ^{(n)} and the spin n − 1/2 Stückelberg field χ^{(n−1)} , after having gauged away ψ^{(n−2)} by means of ϵ^{(n−2)} . The covariantisation of eq. (2.7) for k=0 takes the form of eq. (3.1) together with mass terms for ψ^{(n)} and a term involving the derivative of the spin n − 1/2 Stückelberg field χ^{(n−1)} ,

γ · ∇ψ^{(n)}_{μ 1...μ n} − n ∇_{(μ 1} (γ · ψ^{(n)})_{μ 2 ...μ n)} + M_{AdS} ψ^{(n)}_{μ 1 ...μ n} +

+M̃_{AdS} γ_{(μ 1} (γ · ψ^{(n)})_{μ 2 ...μ n)} + m ψ^{(n)}_{μ 1 ...μ n} − n∇_{(μ 1} χ^{(n−1)}_{μ 2...μ n)} − n 2L γ_{(μ 1} χ^{(n−1)}_{μ 2...μ n)} = 0 . (3.7)

This equation is gauge invariant under

δψ^{(n)}_{μ 1 ...μ n} = n∇_{(μ 1} ϵ_{μ 2μ n)} + n 2L γ_{(μ 1} ϵ_{μ 2...μ n)} , δχ^{(n−1)}_{μ 1...μ n−1} = mϵ_{μ 1...μ n−1} . (3.8)

Indeed the first and second lines are separately gauge invariant: the first line is simply the equation for a massless spin n + 1/2 field in AdS derived above, whereas in the second line there is a mass term for ψ^{(n)} whose gauge variation is cancelled by the gauge variation of the terms involving χ^{(n−1)} .

In order to derive the equation for χ^{(n)}, we consider the expression that we get from eq. (2.7) for k = 1,

γ^μ ∇_μ χ^{(n−1)}_{μ 1...μ n−1} − (n − 1)∇_{(μ 1} (γ · χ^{(n−1)} )_{μ 2...μ n−1 )} − m(γ · ψ^{(n)})_{μ 1 ...μ n−1} . (3.9)

Its variation with respect to the gauge transformation (3.8) with ϵ gamma-traceless, is − m 2L [D + 2(n − 1)]ϵ_{μ 1 ...ϵn−1} , (3.10)

and in order to cancel this, one needs to include the mass term

Mχ^{(n−1)} = 1 2L [D + 2(n − 1)]χ^{(n−1)} , (3.11)

so that the resulting equation is

γ^μ ∇_μ χ^{(n−1)}_{μ 1...μ n−1} − (n − 1)∇_{(μ 1} (γ · χ^{(n−1)} )_{μ 2...μ n−1 )}−

−m(γ · ψ^{(n)})_{μ 1...μ n−1} + 1 2L [D + 2(n − 1)]χ^{(n−1)}_{μ 1 ...μ n−1} = 0 . (3.12)

If m ≠ 0, one can still gauge away the Stückelberg field χ^{(n−1)} , so that only a massive spin s field remains. If m = 0, though, it is clear from eq. (3.8) that this is no longer possible. What we are going to show now is that one can consistently consider the m → 0 limit of Equations (3.7), (3.12), since all the lower rank fields can still be gauged away in this limit.

Indeed, the fact that M ≠ M_{AdS} proves that in the limit of vanishing m, in which the field ψ^{(n)} becomes massless, the field χ^{(n−1)} remains a massive field. The difference between the square of the mass M and the square of the AdS mass M_{AdS} for χ^{(n−1)} , obtained from (3.5) with l = n − 1, is

M^2L^2 − M^2_{AdS} L^2 = 2D + 4n − 8 . (3.13)

– 6 –

This result is in perfect agreement with the AdS/CFT relation [13]

M^2L^2 − M^2_{AdS} L^2 = Δ(Δ − d) − Δ_{min}(Δ_{min} − d) , (3.14)

where d = D − 1 and Δ is the dimension of the operator dual to χ^{(n−1)} , whose value is

Δ = d + n − 1 2 (3.15)

in the limit of vanishing Yang-Mills coupling, while Δ_{min} = d + n −^5_2 represents the conformal unitary bound for the dimension of a spin n − 1/2 operator. Finally, as in the flat spacetime case, a field redefinition for ψ^{(n)} is needed in order to recover the standard massless equation for a spin s = n + 1/2 field in AdS when m = 0.

4. Discussion and conclusions

Free N = 4 SYM contains many spin s conserved currents which conformal representation theory tells us must have dimension Δ = s + 2. The fundamental fields of the theory, ϕ_I , λ^A_α , λ̄_{α̇A} , F_{ij} all have twist (Δ − s) one, and since any composite operator must have twist greater than or equal to the sum of the twists of its constituent fundamental fields in the free theory, it follows that all currents must be bilinear in the fundamental fields and are thus elements of the higher spin doubleton multiplet [14]. Indeed it turns out that all bilinear conformal primary operators have twist two and so the following statement is true: all currents belong to the higher spin doubleton multiplet and conversely all primary operators in the doubleton multiplet with spin j_1 > 0, j_2 > 0 are currents.

The higher spin doubleton multiplet splits into infinitely many representations of the superconformal group, namely the energy-momentum supermultiplet T_{IJ} := Tr(W_I W_J − 1/6δ_{IJ} W_K W_K ), the Konishi supermultiplet H := Tr(W_I W_I ) and the higher spin analogues of the Konishi supermultiplet [15] H^{(s)} ∼ Tr(W_I ∂^sW_I ) + · · · , s ∈ 2Z (the precise form of the latter are given in [7] where one can also find details about our notation). Since all component currents in N = 4 SYM are contained in these multiplets they are all of the form

D_{(α 1 A1} . . . D_{α k Ak}D̄^{A1}_{(α̇ 1} . . . D̄^{Al}_{α̇ l} H^{(s)}_{α k+1...α k+s)α̇ l+1...α̇ l+s} |_{θ=}¯_{θ=0} 0 ≤ k, l ≤ 4 (4.1)

or are currents contained in the energy-momentum multiplet. One can thus straightforwardly classify all currents in the theory (see table 1 below and also [16]).

In the interacting N = 4 SYM theory, all higher spin currents, other than those in the energy-momentum supermultiplet, become anomalous meaning their current conservation condition is violated ∂^{i1} J_{i1...is} = gX_{i2...is} . The anomalous (non)-conservation equations for these currents are encoded in analogous anomalous equations for the N = 4 superfields H_{α 1...α sα̇ 1...α̇ s} (supercurrents) containing these currents. The relevant superfield equations are

D^α_AH^{(s)}_{α...} = gM_{A...} D̄^{α̇A} H^{(s)}_{α̇...} = gM̄^A_{...} s ≥ 2 (4.2) D_{αA} D^α_B H^{(0)} = gM_{AB} D̄^A_{α̇} D^{α̇B} H^{(0)} = gM̄^{AB} . (4.3)

– 7 –

Current Spin(j_1, j_2) H^{(s)} : s = (k, l) SU(4)rep.

J_{(i1...in)} (^n_2 ,^n_2 ) n (0, 0) 1 n − 1 (1, 1) 4 × ¯4 = 15 + 1 n − 2 (2, 2) 6 × 6 = 20^′ + 15 + 1 n − 3 (3, 3) ¯4 × 4 = 15 + 1 n − 4 (4, 4) 1

Ψ_{α̇(i 1...in)} (^n_2 ,^{n+1}_2 ) n (0, 1) ¯4 n − 1 (1, 2) 4 × 6 = 20 + ¯4 n − 2 (2, 3) 6 × 4 = 20 + ¯4 n − 3 (3, 4) ¯4

J_{[kj](i1...in)} (^n_2 ,^n_2 + 1) n (0, 2) 6 n − 1 (1, 3) 4 × 4 = 10 + 6 n − 2 (2, 4) 6

Ψ_{α̇[jk](i 1...in)} (^n_2 ,^{n+3}_2 ) n (0, 3) 4 n − 1 (1, 4) 4 J_{[jk][lm](i1...in)} (^n_2 ,^n_2 + 2) n (0, 4) 1

Table 1: Table giving all currents (up to complex conjugation) in N = 4 SYM (apart from those in the energy-momentum multiplet), the supermultiplets they appear in and the SU(4) representations they carry. The numbers (k, l) indicate where the currents lie in the supermultiplet according to ¡(4.1). These operators are only currents for j_1 > 0, j_2 > 0. We must also have s ≥ 0 and even. The mixed symmetry tensors lie in irreducible representations of the Lorentz group given by Young tableaux (4.6)–(4.8). Finally, the complete current content of N = 4 SYM must include the energy-momentum multiplet which contains 1 real spin (1, 1) current, 4 complex spin (1, 1/2) currents, and 15 spin (1/2, 1/2) currents.

Here H, M, M̄ are separate N = 4 supermultiplets in the free theory (g = 0) whereas in the interacting theory we can see that they combine and indeed they further combine with another supermultiplet N to form one long supermultiplet.^3

In [7] the Stückelberg AdS equations for massive bosonic spin s fields, completely symmetric in their spacetime indices, was given. These fields are the holographic duals of the currents J_{(i1 ...in)} in the first row of table 1. In the limit of zero mass for the spin s field, a massive spin s − 1 field appears, whose mass is exactly in agreement with the AdS/CFT correspondence. In this note we have studied the same mechanism for the fields dual to the fermionic currents Ψ_{α̇(i 1...in)} in the second row of table 1. The simplest example of such fermionic currents is the first supersymmetric descendant of the higher spin analogues of the Konishi supermultiplet,

λ^{(n)}_{Aα 0...α nα̇ 1...α̇ n} := D_{(α 0 A}H^{(n)}_{α 1...α n)α̇ 1 ...α̇ n} . (4.4)

This is the descendant with (k, l) = (1, 0) (the complex conjugate of the spin (n/2, n/2 + 1/2) current in the ¯4 representation in table 1, for which s = n). Here n is even and non-vanishing and is the spin of the top component of the multiplet while the spin of λ^{(n)}

3The precise forms of M, M̄ and N are given in [7, 17].

– 8 – is n + 1/2. The violation of the current conservation equation can be found using standard superfield methods from the above superfield equations (4.2) to be

4∂^{α 0α̇ 0} λ_{Bα 0 ...α sα̇ 0...α̇ s−1} = g 2 ∂_{(α 1}^{α̇ 0} M_{Bα 2...α s)α̇ 0...α̇ s−1} |_{θ=}¯_{θ=0} −

−igD_{(α 0 B}D^{α 0}_A M̄^A_{α 1...α sα̇ 1...α̇ s−1} |_{θ=}¯_{θ=0} + + ig 2 [D̄^{α̇ 0A}, D_{(α 1 B}]M_{Aα 2 ...α s)α̇ 0...α̇ s−1} |_{θ=}¯_{θ=0} . (4.5)

As in the bosonic case, we have shown that a massive fermion field of spin s in AdS becomes a massless spin s field and a massive spin s − 1 field. We computed the mass of the spin s − 1 field, showing that it exactly agrees with the dimension of the dual operator in SYM in the limit of vanishing coupling.

The above fermionic currents have spin 2k + 1/2 for k a positive integer. For vanishing k, corresponding to the Konishi multiplet, one obtains a spin 1/2 operator which can never be a conserved current. There are also fermionic currents of spin 2k + 3/2 the simplest case being the spin 3/2 case in the Konishi multiplet. Indeed there are two spin 3/2 currents in N =4 SYM, the supersymmetric current in the energy momentum tensor multiplet which is also conserved in the interacting theory, and the descendant of the Konishi which is only conserved in the free theory.

It would be interesting to study the same mechanism for the fields dual to the remaining currents in table 1. The Young tableaux associated to them are n+1 � � �

, (4.6) n+1 � � �

α , (4.7) n+2 � � �

, (4.8)

corresponding respectively to the last three rows of the table. The field strengths of these fields satisfy self-duality conditions that are generalisations of the self-duality condition of the antisymmetric 2-forms in the supergravity multiplet [14]. Massive fields of mixed symmetry in AdS_5 were discussed in [18], while flat space equations for gauge fields in arbitrary representations of the Lorentz group were introduced in [19] and more recently discussed in [20]. We hope to soon report on progress in this direction.

Acknowledgments

We are grateful to I. Buchbinder, F. Dolan and in particular to M. Bianchi for discussions. The work of F.R. is supported by a European Commission Marie Curie Postdoctoral Fellowship, Contract MEIF-CT-2003-500308.

– 9 –

References

[1] J.M. Maldacena, The large-N limit of superconformal field theories and supergravity, Adv.

Theor. Math. Phys. 2 (1998) 231 [hep-th/9711200];

S. Ferrara and C. Fronsdal, Conformal Maxwell theory as a singleton field theory on AdS_5, IIB three branes and duality, Class. and Quant. Grav. 15 (1998) 2153 [hep-th/9712239]; Gauge fields and singletons of AdS(2p + 1), Lett. Math. Phys. 46 (1998) 157 [hep-th/9806072];

E. Witten, Anti-de Sitter space and holography, Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 2 (1998) 253 [hep-th/9802150];

S.S. Gubser, I.R. Klebanov and A.M. Polyakov, Gauge theory correlators from non-critical string theory, Phys. Lett. B 428 (1998) 105 [hep-th/9802109].

[2] B. Sundborg, The hagedorn transition, deconfinement and N = 4 SYM theory, Nucl. Phys. B 573 (2000) 349 [hep-th/9908001];

A.M. Polyakov, Gauge fields and space-time, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A17S1 (2002) 119–136 [hep-th/0110196];

I.R. Klebanov and A.M. Polyakov, AdS dual of the critical O(N) vector model, Phys. Lett. B 550 (2002) 213 [hep-th/0210114];

L. Girardello, M. Porrati and A. Zaffaroni, 3-d interacting CFTS and generalized Higgs phenomenon in higher spin theories on AdS, Phys. Lett. B 561 (2003) 289 [hep-th/0212181]; E. Sezgin and P. Sundell, Holography in 4D (super) higher spin theories and a test via cubic scalar couplings, JHEP 07 (2005) 044 [hep-th/0305040];

R.G. Leigh and A.C. Petkou, SL(2, Z) action on three-dimensional CFTS and holography, JHEP 12 (2003) 020 [hep-th/0309177];

R.G. Leigh and A.C. Petkou, Holography of the N = 1 higher-spin theory on AdS_4, JHEP 06 (2003) 011 [hep-th/0304217].

[3] N. Beisert, M. Bianchi, J.F. Morales and H. Samtleben, On the spectrum of AdS/CFT beyond supergravity, JHEP 02 (2004) 001 [hep-th/0310292]; Higher spin symmetry and N = 4 SYM, JHEP 07 (2004) 058 [hep-th/0405057];

M. Bianchi, Higher spins and stringy AdS_5 × S^5, Fortschr. Phys. 53 (2005) 665 [hep-th/0409304]; Higher spin symmetry (breaking) in N = 4 SYM and holography, Comptes Rendus Physique 5 (2004) 1091–1099 [hep-th/0409292].

[4] M.A. Vasiliev, Consistent equation for interacting gauge fields of all spins in (3+1)-dimensions, Phys. Lett. B 243 (1990) 378.

[5] For review see e.g. M.A. Vasiliev, Progress in higher spin gauge theories, hep-th/0104246;

Higher spin gauge theory, Usp. Fiz. Nauk. 173 (2003) 226; Higher spin gauge theories in any dimension, Comptes Rendus Physique 5 (2004) 1101–1109 [hep-th/0409260]; Higher spin gauge theories in various dimensions, Fortschr. Phys. 52 (2004) 702 [hep-th/0401177]; N. Bouatta, G. Compere and A. Sagnotti, An introduction to free higher-spin fields,

hep-th/0409068;

X. Bekaert, S. Cnockaert, C. Iazeolla and M.A. Vasiliev, Nonlinear higher spin theories in various dimensions, hep-th/0503128;

M. Bianchi and V. Didenko, ’massive’ higher spin multiplets and holography,

hep-th/0502220;

D. Sorokin, Introduction to the classical theory of higher spins, AIP Conf. Proc. 767 (2005) 172–202 [hep-th/0405069].

– 10 –

[6] M. Bianchi, J.F. Morales and H. Samtleben, On stringy AdS_5 × S^5 and higher spin holography, JHEP 07 (2003) 062 [hep-th/0305052].

[7] M. Bianchi, P.J. Heslop and F. Riccioni, More on la grande bouffe, JHEP 08 (2005) 088 [hep-th/0504156].

[8] S. Deser and A. Waldron, Gauge invariances and phases of massive higher spins in (A)dS, Phys. Rev. Lett. 87 (2001) 031601 [hep-th/0102166]; Partial masslessness of higher spins in (A)dS, Nucl. Phys. B 607 (2001) 577 [hep-th/0103198]; Null propagation of partially massless higher spins in (A)dS and cosmological constant speculations, Phys. Lett. B 513 (2001) 137 [hep-th/0105181]; Arbitrary spin representations in de Sitter from dS/CFT with applications to ds supergravity, Nucl. Phys. B 662 (2003) 379 [hep-th/0301068].

[9] Y.M. Zinoviev, On massive high spin particles in (A)dS, hep-th/0108192.

[10] S.D. Rindani, D. Sahdev and M. Sivakumar, Dimensional reduction of symmetric higher spin actions, 1. Bosons, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 4 (1989) 265; Dimensional reduction of symmetric higher spin actions, 2. Fermions, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 4 (1989) 275; F. Riccioni, Laurea Thesis (in italian), available on: http://people.roma2.infn.it/∼stringhe/activities.htm.

[11] C. Fronsdal, Massless fields with integer spin, Phys. Rev. D 18 (1978) 3624;

J. Fang and C. Fronsdal, Massless fields with half integral spin, Phys. Rev. D 18 (1978) 3630.

[12] L.P.S. Singh and C.R. Hagen, Lagrangian formulation for arbitrary spin, 1. The boson case, Phys. Rev. D 9 (1974) 898;

L.P.S. Singh and C.R. Hagen, Lagrangian formulation for arbitrary spin, 2. The fermion case, Phys. Rev. D 9 (1974) 910.

[13] S. Ferrara and A. Zaffaroni, Bulk gauge fields in AdS supergravity and supersingletons,

hep-th/9807090;

S. Ferrara and E. Sokatchev, Superconformal interpretation of BPS states in AdS geometries, Int. J. Theor. Phys. 40 (2001) 935 [hep-th/0005151];

S. Ferrara and A. Zaffaroni, Superconformal field theories, multiplet shortening and the AdS_5/SCFT(4) correspondence, hep-th/9908163.

[14] E. Sezgin and P. Sundell, Massless higher spins and holography, Nucl. Phys. B 644 (2002) 303 [hep-th/0205131], erratum ibid. B660 (2003) 403; Towards massless higher spin extension of D = 5, N = 8 gauged supergravity, JHEP 09 (2001) 025 [hep-th/0107186]; Doubletons and 5D higher spin gauge theory, JHEP 09 (2001) 036 [hep-th/0105001].

[15] L. Andrianopoli and S. Ferrara, Short and long SU(2, 2/4) multiplets in the AdS/CFT correspondence, Lett. Math. Phys. 48 (1999) 145 [hep-th/9812067]; *nonchiral* primary superfields in the AdS(d+1)/CFT(d) correspondence, Lett. Math. Phys. 46 (1998) 265 [hep-th/9807150];

M. Bianchi, S. Kovacs, G. Rossi and Y.S. Stanev, Anomalous dimensions in N = 4 SYM theory at order g^4, Nucl. Phys. B 584 (2000) 216 [hep-th/0003203]; On the logarithmic behavior in N = 4 SYM theory, JHEP 08 (1999) 020 [hep-th/9906188].

[16] F.A. Dolan and H. Osborn, On short and semi-short representations for four dimensional superconformal symmetry, Ann. Phys. (NY) 307 (2003) 41 [hep-th/0209056].

[17] J. Henn, C. Jarczak and E. Sokatchev, On twist-two operators in N = 4 SYM,

hep-th/0507241.

– 11 –

[18] L. Brink, R.R. Metsaev and M.A. Vasiliev, How massless are massless fields in AdS(d), Nucl.

Phys. B 586 (2000) 183 [hep-th/0005136];

R.R. Metsaev, Massless arbitrary spin fields in AdS_5, Phys. Lett. B 531 (2002) 152 [hep-th/0201226];

R.R. Metsaev, Light-cone form of field dynamics in AdS space-time, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A16S1C (2001) 994–997 [hep-th/0011112]; Mixed symmetry massive fields in AdS_5, Class. and Quant. Grav. 22 (2005) 2777 [hep-th/0412311];

Massive totally symmetric fields in AdS(d), Phys. Lett. B 590 (2004) 95 [hep-th/0312297].

[19] W. Siegel and B. Zwiebach, Gauge string fields from the light cone, Nucl. Phys. B 282 (1987) 125;

W. Siegel, Fields, hep-th/9912205.

[20] X. Bekaert and N. Boulanger, Tensor gauge fields in arbitrary representations of GL(D,R):

duality and Poincaré lemma, Commun. Math. Phys. 245 (2004) 27 [hep-th/0208058]; P. de Medeiros and C. Hull, Geometric second order field equations for general tensor gauge fields, JHEP 05 (2003) 019 [hep-th/0303036].

– 12 –