arXiv:hep-th/0401033 v2 8 Jan 2004

Extensions, expansions, Lie algebra cohomology and enlarged superspaces^1

J. A. de Azcárraga^a, J. M. Izquierdo^b, M. Picón^a and O. Varela^a

a Departamento de Física Teórica, Facultad de Física, Universidad de Valencia and IFIC, Centro Mixto Universidad de Valencia–CSIC, E–46100 Burjassot (Valencia), Spain b Departamento de Física Teórica, Universidad de Valladolid E–47011 Valladolid, Spain

Abstract

After briefly reviewing the methods that allow us to derive consistently new Lie (super)algebras from given ones, we consider enlarged superspaces and superalgebras, their relevance and some possible applications.

1 Introduction

Superstring theories, and their low-energy supergravity limits, have made apparent that the original supersymmetry algebra has to be enlarged beyond the restrictions imposed by the Haag- Łopuszański-Sohnius theorem [1]. This was so, in particular, for the following reasons:

• D = 11 supergravity [2] may be formulated in a way [3, 4] which suggests that its possible underlying (gauge) group is related to OSp(1|32) (see also [5, 6] and references therein).

• In situations where the topology is non-trivial, the quasi-invariance under supersymmetry of the Wess-Zumino (WZ) terms of the brane actions results in algebras realized by the conserved supercharges that include additional (topological) charges and that are extensions of the original supersymmetry algebra [7].

• The existence of solitonic brane solutions of the different supergravities that preserve a fraction of the supersymmetry may be explained from an algebraic point of view by considering more general forms of the algebra (see [8, 9] and references therein), and described by the preon hypothesis [10] (see also [11]).

The lesson to be learnt from these facts is that wherever there is a consistent modification of a given symmetry algebra, it will probably show up in an application. This spirit, in fact, inspired the old search for mixed unitary and kinematical symmetries that was halted by the well known no-go theorems (see [12] for a history of the subject), theorems that were finally bypassed by the realization that fermionic symmetries should be included, and hence by supersymmetry. In fact, if one grants that fermionic spinors exist as the only primary entities, already ordinary supersymmetry is seen to be a natural outcome: it is the result of a central extension of the odd abelian spinor translation group by the group of spacetime translations [13]. Thus, it makes sense to search for supersymmetry algebras beyond the standard superPoincaré algebra (see [14, 3, 7, 15, 16, 17] and references therein).

With this point of view, we shall first review the known methods for obtaining new algebras from given ones, i.e. contractions, deformations and extensions of Lie and super Lie algebras, plus a new one (that includes contractions) which we have called in [18] Lie (super)algebra expansions. Next we shall concentrate on extensions and expansions, and look for physical applications in both cases.

1 Invited talk delivered at the EU RTN Workshop, Copenhagen, Sep. 15-19 and at the Argonne Workshop on Branes and Generalized Dynamics, Oct. 20-24, 2003.

2 Four ways to relate and derive Lie (super)algebras

(a) Contractions of Lie (super)algebras

In their simplest İnönü-Wigner (IW) form [19], the contraction of G with respect to a subalgebra L_0 ⊂ G is performed by rescaling the generators of the coset G/L_0, and then by taking a singular limit for the rescaling parameter.

This procedure can be extended to generalized IW contractions in the sense of Weimar-Woods (W-W) [20]. These are defined when G can be split in a sum of vector subspaces

G = V_0 ⊕ V_1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ V_n = n⨁ s=0 V_s, (1)

(V_0 being the vector space of the subalgebra L_0), such that the following conditions are satisfied:

c^{ks}_{ipjq} = 0 if s > p + q i.e. [V_p, V_q] ⊂ ⨁ s V_s, s ≤ p + q , (2)

where i_p labels the generators of G in V_p, and c^k_{ij} are structure constants of G. Then the W-W [20] contracted algebra is obtained by rescaling the group parameters as g^{ip} → λ^pg^{ip} , p = 0, . . ., n and then by taking a singular limit for λ. The contracted Lie algebra obtained this way, G_c, has the same dimension as G. The case n = 1 corresponds to the simple IW contraction.

Well known examples of contractions that appear in physics include the Galilei algebra as an IW contraction of the Poincaré algebra, the Poincaré algebra as a contraction of the de Sitter algebras, or the characterization of the M-theory superalgebra [8] (ignoring the Lorentz part) as a contraction of osp(1|32).

(b) Deformations

Lie algebra deformations [21] can be regarded, from the physical point of view, as a process inverse to contractions. Mathematically, a deformation G_d of a Lie algebra G is a Lie algebra close, but not isomorphic, to G. As in the case of contractions, G_d has the same dimension as G.

Deformations are performed by modifying the r.h.s. of the original commutators by adding new terms that depend on a parameter t in the form

[X, Y ]_t = [X, Y ]_0 + ∞∑ i=1 ω_i(X, Y )t^i , X, Y ∈ G , ω_i(X, Y ) ∈ G . (3) Checking the Jacobi identities up to O(t^2), it is seen that the expression satisfied by ω_1 characterizes it as a two-cocycle so that the second Lie algebra cohomology group H^2(G, G) of G with coefficients in the Lie algebra G itself is the group of infinitesimal deformations of G. Thus H^2(G, G) = 0 is a sufficient condition for rigidity [21]. In this case, G is rigid or stable under infinitesimal deformations; any attempt to deform it yields an isomorphic algebra. The problem of finite deformations depends on the integrability condition of the infinitesimal deformation; the obstruction is governed by the third cohomology group H^3(G, G) that needs being trivial.

As is known, the Poincaré algebra may be seen as a deformation of the Galilei algebra, a fact that may be viewed as a group theoretical prediction of relativity; so(4, 1) and so(3, 2) are stabilizations of the Poincaré algebra; osp(1|4) is a deformation of the N = 1, D = 4 superPoincaré algebra (for deformations of Lie superalgebras see [22]). Nontrivial central extensions (see (c) below) of Lie algebras may also be considered as deformations or partial stabilizations of trivial ones.

(c) Extensions

In contrast with the procedures (a), (b), the initial data of the extension problem include two algebras G and A. A Lie algebra G̃ is an extension of the Lie algebra G by the Lie algebra A if A is an ideal of G̃ and G̃/A = G. As a result, dim G̃ = dim G + dim A, so that this process is also ‘dimension preserving’.

Given G and A, in order to obtain an extension G̃ of G by A it is necessary to specify first an action ρ of G on A i.e., a Lie algebra homomorphism ρ : G −→ End A. The different possible extensions G̃ for (G, A, ρ) and the possible obstructions to the extension process are, once again, governed by cohomology [23]. To be more explicit, let A be abelian. The extensions are governed by H^2_ρ (G, A). Some special cases are: 1) trivial action ρ = 0, H^2_0 (G, A) ≠ 0. These are central extensions, in which A belongs to the centre of G̃; they are determined by non-trivial A-valued two-cocycles on G, and non-equivalent extensions correspond to non-equivalent cocycles; 2) nontrivial action ρ ≠ 0, H^2_ρ (G, A) = 0 (semidirect extension of G by A); and 3) ρ = 0, H^2(G, A) = 0 (direct sum of G and A, G̃ = G ⊕ A, or trivial extension).

Well-known examples of extensions in physics are the centrally extended Galilei algebra, which is relevant in quantum mechanics; the two-dimensional extended Poincaré algebra that allows [24] for a gauge theoretical derivation of the Callan-Giddings-Harvey-Strominger model, or the M-theory superalgebra that, without the Lorentz automorphisms part, is the maximal central extension of the abelian D = 11 supertranslations algebra (see Sec. 5.1 and [14, 8, 16]).

(d) Expansions

Under a different name, Lie algebra expansions were first used in [25], and then the method was studied in general in [18]. The idea is to consider the Maurer-Cartan (MC) equations of the starting Lie algebra G in terms of the invariant forms on the group manifold, and then perform a rescaling of some of the group parameters g^i, i = 1, . . . , dim G, by a parameter λ. Then, one expands the invariant one-forms ω^i in λ. Inserting these expansions (polynomials in λ) in the original MC equations for G, dω^i = − 1 2 c^i_{jk}ω^j ∧ ω^k , (4)

one obtains a set of equations that have to be satisfied, one for each power of λ. The problem to be addressed then is how to cut the series expansions of the ω^i’s in such a way that the resulting set of equations remains consistent i.e., closed under d, so that it defines the MC equations of a new algebra, the expanded Lie algebra. We do not enumerate all the possibilities here [18]. We shall just mention that, under the W-W conditions [20] for generalized contractions, Eq. (2), and with the corresponding rescaling, the {ω^i} MC forms are divided into n + 1 sets {ω^{ip} }, p = 0, 1, . . .n, and the forms ω^{ip} corresponding to each subspace in (1) have the expansion ω^{ip} = ∞∑ s=p ω^{ip,s}λ^s , i.e. ω^{ip} (λ) = λ^pω^{ip,p} + λ^{p+1}ω^{ip ,p+1} + . . . (5) (see [18]). If one demands that the maximum power in the expansion of the forms {ω^{ip} } in the p–th subspace is N_p ≥ p, then consistency requires that

N_{q+1} = N_q or N_{q+1} = N_q + 1 (q = 0, 1, . . ., n − 1) . (6)

The new Lie algebras, generated by the MC forms {ω^{i0,0}, ω^{i0,1},^{N0+1}. . . , ω^{i0,N0} ; ω^{i1 ,1},^{N1}. . ., ω^{i1,N1} ; . . . ; ω^{in ,n},^{Nn−n+1}. . . , ω^{in,Nn} } , (7) are labelled G(N_0, N_1, . . . , N_n) and define expansions of the original Lie algebra G. The case N_p = p , G(0, 1, . . ., n), coincides with the generalized W-W contraction and has the same dimension as the original G; thus, the W-W contraction is a particular expansion. In all other cases the expanded algebra G(N_0, N_1, . . . , N_n) is larger than G [dimG(N_0, . . ., N_n) = ∑_n p=0(N_p − p + 1) dim V_p], so that the expansion process is not ‘dimension preserving’ (hence its name).

Other interesting cases are those of Lie superalgebras with splittings satisfying the W-W conditions e.g., of the form G = V_0 ⊕ V_1 or G = V_0 ⊕ V_1 ⊕ V_2 and such that V_0 or V_0 ⊕ V_2 contain all the bosonic generators and V_1 contains the fermionic ones. Then, the expansions of the one-forms in the (dual) subspaces V^∗_1 (V^∗_0 and V^∗_2 ) of G^∗ only contain odd (even) powers of λ. The consistency conditions for the existence of the G(N_0, N_1) and G(N_0, N_1, N_2) expanded superalgebras require that N_0 = N_1 − 1 , N_0 = N_1 + 1 , (8) and N_0 = N_1 + 1 = N_2 , N_0 = N_1 − 1 = N_2 , N_0 = N_1 − 1 = N_2 − 2 , (9) respectively.

3 Super–p–branes and extended superspaces with additional fermionic generators

As mentioned, the standard supersymmetry algebra {Q_α, Q_β} = (CΓ^μ)_{αβ}P_μ, [Q_α, P_μ] = 0, may be viewed [13] as a central extension of the odd abelian algebra {Q_α, Q_β} = 0 by the spacetime translations. Other ‘central’ (ignoring the Lorentz part) extensions, with additional bosonic generators, are realized in brane theory and have a topological origin, as shown in [7]. Thus, one may ask whether modifying the [Q, P ] commutator by adding new fermionic generators also gives physically relevant supersymmetry algebras.

The first example was the Green algebra [26], which contains an additional fermionic generator, Z_α, that extends centrally the graded translations algebra (superPoincaré without the Lorentz part) provided that the gamma matrices obey an identity that is satisfied only for the number of spacetime dimensions for which superstrings exist. Further examples were given in [27, 28], which gave the form of the spacetime superalgebras underlying the Lie algebra cohomology characterization [29] of the WZ terms of the scalar p-branes [30]. This led naturally to the consideration of enlarged superspaces that may be seen to have a supergroup extension structure [16]. Using them, it is possible to construct the super–p–brane actions in such a way that the WZ terms become strictly invariant: then, the Chevalley-Eilenberg (CE) Lie algebra cohomology (2p + 2)-cocycles that define the WZ terms of the scalar p–branes [29] are trivialized [27, 16] (for further work along this line see [31, 32]). These algebras are not central extensions of the starting centrally extended algebra, {Q_α, Q_β} = (CΓ^μ)_{αβ}P_μ + (CΓ^{μ1...μp} )_{αβ}Z_{μ1 ...μp} , [Q_α, P_μ] = 0 = [Q_α, Z_{μ1...μp} ] , (10) although they can be obtained by a step by step process by extending centrally the previous one. In the fist step, one extends centrally (10) by adding the new fermionic generators Z_{μ1 ...μp−1 α1} (the case for the Green algebra corresponds to p = 1). The resulting algebra can be extended again centrally by bosonic generators of the form Z_{μ1...μp−2 α1α2} ; this yields an algebra that is not a central extension of the original one, Eq. (10). The procedure continues [27, 28, 16] by adding centrally more generators of the type Z_{μ1 ...μp−k α1...αk} , and it ends when one reaches a set of generators where all spacetime indices have been replaced by spinorial ones. Interestingly enough, the existence of these extensions depends on the same gamma matrix identities valid for the (D, p) values that allow for the existence of the given super–p–brane.

Although the new, extended superspaces (generically denoted ~Σ) trivialize the WZ terms of the p–brane actions, their relevance, beyond the topologically non-trivial case, is marginal here since the new superspace group variables corresponding to the new superalgebra generators appear in the action (in the WZ term) through a total derivative, and therefore they do not modify the Euler-Lagrange equations (it will be different for the Dp-branes case below). Let us see this more explicitly. The Lagrangian density of a scalar p–brane is of the form L = L_0 + L_{W Z} , where L_0 is the kinetic part and L_{W Z} is the WZ term, given by L_{W Z} d^{p+1}ξ = ϕ^∗b, where ϕ is the mapping that locates the p–brane in rigid superspace, and b is a (p + 1)-form such that

h = db ∝ Π^α ∧ (CΓ_{μ1 ...μp} )_{αβ}Π^β ∧ Π^{μ1} ∧ · · · ∧ Π^{μp} , (11)

Π^α and Π^μ being, in the standard flat superspace Σ parametrized by (x^μ, θ^α), the invariant oneforms dual to the Q_α and P_μ superalgebra generators respectively. The form h = db is invariant under supersymmetry transformations, but b is only quasi-invariant: it cannot be written in terms of Π^α, Π^μ since h is a non-trivial (2p+2)-CE cocycle [29]. However, there is a form b̃ on the specific extended superspace ~Σ that differs from b by a total exterior differential and can be written in terms of the forms Π^α, Π^μ and Π_{μ1 ...μp−k α1...αk} on ~Σ. Since the new coordinates φ_{μ1 ...μp−k α1...αk} of ~Σ are not present in db̃ = h, they appear trivially in the action.

4 Another example of the use of extensions: D-branes, the M5-brane and worldvolume fields/extended superspace coordinates democracy

The action of the 10-dimensional D-branes [33, 34, 35, 36] contains a one-form A(ξ), the Born-Infeld field, that is directly defined on the worldvolume parametrized by ξ = (τ, σ^1, . . . , σ^p). Similarly, that of the 11-dimensional M5-brane [37, 38, 39] contains a worldvolume two-form, which we shall also denote A(ξ). One can use the extended superspaces ~Σ of Sec. 3 to write these forms on the worldvolume also as pull-backs (by ϕ^∗) of forms defined on ~Σ. Since the forms A(ξ) appear non-trivially in the actions, the same happens to the new superspace variables if one writes A(ξ) = ϕ^∗(A), for some form A constructed from forms on a suitable ~Σ [16]. This is an example where the additional coordinates of ~Σ appear non-trivially.

Let us consider the case of the type IIA Dp–branes, with p even (the case of the type IIB Dp–branes could be treated similarly [40, 16]). In the flat case, with vanishing dilaton field, their action can be constructed entirely in terms of the forms of the free differential algebra given by

dΠ^α = 0 ,

dΠ^μ = 1 2 (CΓ^μ)_{αβ}Π^α ∧ Π^β ,

dF = Π^μ ∧ (CΓ_μΓ_{11})_{αβ}Π^α ∧ Π^β , (12)

where the first two equations are the MC equations for the D = 10, N = 2 superPoincaré algebra, for which the spinors are of Dirac type as corresponds to the IIA case, and F is an invariant two-form given by

F = dA − B , dB = −Π^μ ∧ (CΓ_μΓ_{11})_{αβ}Π^α ∧ Π^β . (13)

Both the form F(ξ) that appears in the kinetic and in the (quasi-invariant) WZ term as F_{ij}(ξ) (F(ξ) =^1_2 F_{ij}(ξ)dξ^i ∧ dx^j) and A(ξ) are forms directly defined on the worldvolume. The M5-brane case can be treated similarly by replacing F(ξ) by the three-form H(ξ) = dA(ξ) − C(ξ).

If one can find forms F and H on a suitably extended superspace ~Σ such that their differentials coincide with those of Eq. (12) and with the corresponding ones for the M5-brane respectively, it follows that in both cases A(ξ) is A(ξ) = ϕ^∗(A), where A is obtained [16] by identifying ϕ^∗F, ϕ^∗H with F(ξ), H(ξ) respectively. The form A on ~Σ contains additional coordinates of ~Σ, which are included in F (or H) inside a total derivative. This is achieved using an extended superspace ~Σ, which for the fivebrane is a D = 11, p = 2 extended supergroup (obtained from Eq. 10 for p = 2), and for the case of the D–branes is its dimensional reduction to D = 10 [16].

The extended superspace ~Σ that allows us to describe the Born-Infeld fields also in terms of one-forms on ~Σ may not be always sufficient (as it is for the D2–branes) to make the D–brane WZ terms strictly invariant. It may be seen (see [16] for details) that a larger extended superspace will trivialize the CE (2p + 2)-cocycles although it may correspond to a rather large superalgebra (see [28]).

The replacement of A(ξ) by ϕ^∗(A) in the D–brane and fivebrane actions gives models that are classically equivalent to the original ones. This may be seen by noticing that the field equations obtained by varying the original superspace Σ variables and A(ξ) coincide with those obtained by varying the extended superspace ~Σ variables in the new action, provided that the induced worldvolume metric is non-degenerate, as it is the case in brane theory. Furthermore, it may be seen [17] that there exist the necessary gauge invariances to reduce the number of degrees of freedom of [ϕ^∗(A)]_i (resp. [ϕ^∗(A)]_{ij} ) to those of A_i(ξ) (resp. A_{ij}(ξ)).

The above facts support the worldvolume fields/superspace variables democracy hypothesis [16, 17], according to which the action of the flat superspace version of superbranes may be written entirely in terms of invariant one-forms defined on a suitably extended superspace ~Σ group. The fact that D–branes include the dilaton field in their action does not contradict this conjecture because the dilaton field in 10 dimensions comes from the K-K reduction of the 11-dimensional metric, and so it may be viewed as an effect of moving to a curved D = 11 spacetime. There is also an auxiliary (PST) scalar field [37] in the M5-brane action of [38], its only role in the covariant action being to account for the required worldvolume self-duality of A.

5 Applications of Lie algebra expansions

5.1 The complete M-theory superalgebra

The statement that the M-theory superalgebra is a contraction of osp(1|32) actually refers to what may be called the ‘maximal graded translation algebra’ Σ^{(528|32)} (in general, Σ^{( n(n+1)2 |n)}) . This has a central extension (of {Q_α, Q_β} = 0 by [P_{αβ}, P_{γδ}] = 0) structure and is given by {Q_α, Q_β} = P_{αβ} , [Q_α, P_{βγ} ] = 0 , P_{αβ} = P_{βα} , α, β = 1, . . . , 32 , (14) the generators P_{αβ} being central. These may be written as P_{αβ} = P_μ(CΓ^μ)_{αβ} +Z_{μ1 μ2} (CΓ^{μ1μ2} )_{αβ} + Z_{μ1 ...μ5} (CΓ^{μ1...μ5} )_{αβ} which is the most general splitting for the symmetric P_{αβ} in terms of Spin(1, 10) gamma matrices; this expression breaks the general GL(32, R) invariance of Eq. (14) down to Spin(1, 10). This M-algebra, however, does not include the Lorentz automorphisms part.

The MC equations of osp(1|32) may be written as follows: dρ^{αβ} = −ρ^α_γ ∧ ρ^{γβ} − ν^α ∧ ν^β dν^α = −ρ^α_β ∧ ν^β , α, β = 1, . . . , 32 , (15) where the forms ρ^{αβ} = ρ^{βα} dual to Z_{αβ} are bosonic, and those ν^α dual to Q_α are fermionic; the indices α, β are raised and lowered by means of the 32 × 32 charge conjugation matrix C_{αβ}. Let us perform a generalized W-W contraction relative to the splitting osp(1|32) = V_0 ⊕ V_1 ⊕ V_2, where V_0 = 0, V^∗_1 is generated by the ν’s, and V^∗_2 is generated by the ρ’s. Then if ν and ρ are rescaled as ν → λν, ρ → λ^2ρ and the limit λ → 0 is taken, one arrives at dρ^{αβ} = −ν^α ∧ ν^β dν^α = 0 , (16)

which is precisely the dual or MC forms version of the superalgebra (14). The dimensions of both osp(1|32) and the maximal graded translations algebra in D = 11, Eq. (14), are the same: 32 × 33/2 + 32 = 560. However, the full M-theory superalgebra has the additional

(_{11} 2 ) = 55 Lorentz generators, so it is not possible to obtain it by contracting the smaller osp(1|32) algebra.

Nevertheless, the M-theory superalgebra including the Lorentz part can be obtained as the expansion osp(1|32)(2, 1, 2) of osp(1|32). Let us start by splitting osp(1|32) = V_0 ⊕ V_1 ⊕ V_2, where now the (dual) space V^∗_0 is generated by the ρ^{μν} and V^∗_2 is generated by ρ^μ and ρ^{μ1 ...μ5} . This is made explicit by writing ρ_{αβ} = − 1 32 ( ρ_μCΓ^μ − 1 2 ρ_{μν} CΓ^{μν} + 1 5! ρ_{μ1 ...μ5} CΓ^{μ1...μ5} ) αβ , μ, ν = 0, 1, . . ., 10 . (17) If, fulfilling condition (9), we set N_0 = 2, N_1 = 1, N_2 = 2, this means that we expand ρ and ν as follows:

ν = λν^{(1)} , ρ_{ab} = ρ^{(0)}_{μν} + λ^2ρ^{(2)}_{μν} , ρ_μ = λ^2ρ^{(2)}_μ , ρ_{μ1 ...μ5} = λ^2ρ^{(2)}_{μ1 ...μ5} . (18)

It is then seen that the new MC equations are precisely the dual of the complete M-theory superalgebra, the Lorentz generators being ρ^{(0)}μν , and the ‘generalized translations’ being ρ^{(2)}μ , ρ^{(2)}μν , ρ^{(2)}μ_1 ...μ_5 , which can be collected as ρ^{(2)}_{αβ} . Therefore, using the notation of the introduction, it follows that the full M-theory superalgebra is osp(1|32)(2, 1, 2).

5.2 Expansions of gauge differential algebras and Chern-Simons Poincaré supergravity in 2 + 1 dimensions

It is known that Poincaré supergravity in 2 + 1 dimensions is a Chern-Simons (CS) gauge theory based on the superPoincaré algebra. It can also be shown that it may be obtained from a (contraction) limit (that setting the cosmological constant equal to zero) of the (2 + 1)-dimensional type (0, 1) anti-de Sitter supergravity [41], which is also a CS theory based on sp(2) ⊕ osp(1|2) (the IW contraction limit involves simultaneously the two algebras). We are going to show here that Poincaré supergravity in D = 3 may also be obtained from an expansion of a CS model based on osp(1|2), with an appropriate splitting. This is based on the fact that the expansion method may be also used to expand the gauge theories associated with the original algebra [18].

Let us start from the MC equations of osp(1|2). These are given also by (15), but now with α, β = 1, 2. The corresponding gauge free differential algebra (FDA) is given in terms of the gauge potentials f^{αβ} and ξ^α and their curvatures Ω^{αβ} = df^{αβ} +f^α_γ ∧f^{γβ} +ξ^α∧ξ^β and Ψ^α = dξ^α+f^α_β ∧ξ^β by the equations defining the curvatures and the Bianchi identities. Using this FDA, one sees that the gauge invariant 4-form H = Ω^α_β ∧ Ω^β_α − 2Ψ_α ∧ Ψ^α (19)

is closed. So, if B is its CS form, dB = H, it is possible to define a CS model through the action ∫ M^3 B.

Let us split osp(1|2) in the form osp(1|2) = V_0 ⊕ V_1, where the dual space V^∗_0 contains the one-forms ρ^{αβ} , and V^∗_1 contains the ν^α. It may be shown [18] that the expansion of the gauge potentials follows the same pattern as that of the MC forms,

f^{αβ} = ∞∑ n=0 f^{αβ,2n}λ^{2n} , ξ^α = ∞∑ n=0 ξ^{α,2n+1}λ^{2n+1} (20)

and similarly for Ω^{αβ} and Ψ^α. We now assign physical dimensions to the parameter λ. Since we want to make contact with gravity, we would like f^{αβ,0} to correspond to the Lorentz generators and f^{αβ,2} to the dreibein forms. This means that [λ] = L^{−1/2}. On the other hand, the action for D = 3 gravity in geometrized units has dimensions of L, so if we expand the CS action in λ we need the term in λ^2 in it in order to obtain a new CS action with the right physical dimensions. The resulting action and its corresponding superalgebra osp(1|2)(2, 1) (the consistent one that contains all the gauge fields that appear in the action integrand), coincides with the D = 3 supergravity action and the D = 3 superPoincaré algebra respectively. Indeed, the osp(1|2) action is ∫ M^3 B = ∫ M^3 ( f^α_β ∧ Ω^β_α − 2ξ_α ∧ Ψ^α − 1 3 f^α_β ∧ f^β_γ ∧ f^γ_α − f^α_β ∧ ξ^β ∧ ξ_α ) . (21)

Inserting the expansions (20), selecting the λ^2 terms and using that, in three dimensions, one may write

f^{αβ,0} =^1_4 (CΓ^{ab})^{αβ}ω_{ab} , Ω^{αβ,0} =^1_4 (CΓ^{ab})^{αβ}R_{ab} , f^{αβ,2} = −^1_2 (CΓ^a)^{αβ}e_a , ξ^{α,1} = ψ^α , (22)

we obtain the D = 3 superPoincaré gravity action, I = ∫ M^3 ( ϵ^{abc}R_{ab} ∧ e_c + 4ψ_α ∧ Dψ^α ) . (23)

The method may be applied to Chern-Simons supergravities in higher dimensions (see e.g. [5, 6] for an outlook of CS supergravities and further references) to compare e.g., with the standard supergravity [2] and the approach of [3].

Acknowledgments. This work has been partially supported by the Spanish Ministry of Science and Technology through grants BFM2002-03681, BFM2002-02000 and EU FEDER funds, and by the Junta de Castilla y León through grant VA085-02. Two of the authors also wish to thank the Spanish Ministry of Education and Culture (M.P.) and the Generalitat Valenciana (O.V.) for their research grants.

References

[1] R. Haag, J.T. Lopuszański and M. Sohnius, Nucl. Phys. B88, 257-274 (1975).

[2] E. Cremmer, B. Julia and J. Scherk, Phys. Lett. 76B, 409-412 (1978).

[3] R. D’Auria and P. Fré, Nucl. Phys. B201, 101-140 (1982) [E.: ibid., B206, 496 (1982)].

[4] L. Castellani, P. Fré, F. Giani, K. Pilch and P. van Nieuwenhuizen, Ann. Phys. 146, 35-77 (1983).

[5] J. Zanelli, Braz. J. Phys. 30, 251-267 (2000) [arXiv:hep-th/0010049]; (Super)-gravities beyond 4 dimensions, arXiv:hep-th/0206169.

[6] H. Nastase, Towards a Chern-Simons M theory of OSp(1|32) × OSp(1|32), arXiv:hep-th/0306269.

[7] J.A. de Azcárraga, J.M. Izquierdo, J. Gauntlett and P.K. Townsend, Phys. Rev. Lett. 63, 2443-2446 (1989).

[8] P. Townsend, p–brane surgery in Particles, strings and cosmology, J. Bagger et al. eds., World Scientific 271-285, 1996 [arXiv:hep-th/9507048]; M-theory from its superalgebra, in Cargèse 1997, Strings, branes and dualities, L. Baulieu et al. eds., NATO ASI Series, C520, 141-177 [arXiv:hep-th/9712004].

[9] M.J. Duff, R.R. Khuri and J.X. Lu, Phys. Rep. 259, 213-326 (1995) [arXiv:hep-th/9412184];

M.J. Duff, Supermembranes, in Fields, strings and duality: TASI 96, C. Efthimiou and B. Greene eds., World Scientific, 1997 [arXiv:hep-th/9611203].

[10] I. Bandos, J.A. de Azcárraga, J.M. Izquierdo and J. Lukierski, Phys. Rev. Lett. 86, 4451-4454 (2001) [arXiv:hep-th/0101113].

[11] I. Bandos, J.A. de Azcárraga, J.M. Izquierdo, M. Picón and O. Varela, On BPS preons, generalized holonomies and D = 11 supergravities, arXiv:hep-th/0312266.

[12] F.J. Dyson (ed.), Supersymmetry groups in nuclear and particle physics, Benjamin, N.Y., 1966.

[13] V. Aldaya, J.A. de Azcárraga, J. Math. Phys. 26, 1818-1821 (1985).

[14] J.W. Holten and A. van Proeyen, J. Math. Phys. 15, 3763-3783 (1982).

[15] S. Bars, Phys. Rev. D55, 2373-2381 (1997) [arXiv:hep-th/9607112].

[16] C. Chryssomalakos, J.A. de Azcárraga, J.M. Izquierdo and J.C. Pérez Bueno, Nucl. Phys. B567, 293-330 (2000) [arXiv:hep-th/9904137].

[17] J.A. de Azcárraga, J.M. Izquierdo, Superalgebra cohomology, the geometry of extended superspaces and superbranes, in 2001 Karpacz 37th Winter School, J. Lukierski and J. Rembieliński eds., AIP Conf. Proc. 589, 3-17 (2001) [arXiv:hep-th/0105125].

[18] J.A. de Azcárraga, J.M. Izquierdo, M. Picón and O. Varela, Nucl. Phys. B662, 185-219 (2003) [arXiv:hep-th/0212347].

[19] E. İnönü and E.P. Wigner, Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 39, 510-524 (1953); E. İnönü, contractions of Lie groups and their representations, in Group theoretical concepts in elementary particle physics, F.Gürsey ed., Gordon and Breach (1964), pp. 391-402.

[20] E. Weimar-Woods, J. Math. Phys. 36, 4519-4548 (1995); Rev. Math. Phys. 12, 1505-1529 (2000).

[21] M. Gerstenhaber, Ann. Math. 79, 59-103 (1964);

A. Nijenhuis and R.W. Richardson Jr., Bull. A, Math. Soc. 72, 1-29 (1966); J. Math. Mech. 171, 89-105 (1967);

R.W. Richardson, Pac. J. Math. 22, 339-344 (1967). [22] B. Binegar, Lett. Math. Phys. 12, 301-308 (1986).

[23] See, for instance, J.A. de Azcárraga and J.M. Izquierdo, Lie groups, Lie algebras, cohomology and some applications in physics, Camb. Univ. Press., 1995.

[24] D. Cangemi and R. Jackiw, Phys. Rev. Lett. 69, 233-236 (1992) [arXiv:hep-th/9203056]. [25] M. Hatsuda, M. Sakaguchi, Progr. Theor. Phys. 109, 853-869 (2003) [arXiv:hep-th/0106114]. [26] M.B. Green, Phys. Lett. B223, 157-164 (1989).

[27] E. Bergshoeff and E. Sezgin, Phys. Lett. B354, 256-263 (1995) [arXiv:hep-th/9504140]. [28] E. Sezgin, Phys. Lett. 392, 323-331 (1997) [arXiv:hep-th/9609086]. [29] J.A. de Azcárraga and P. Townsend, Phys. Rev. Lett. 62, 2579-2582 (1989). [30] A. Achúcarro, J.M. Evans, P.K. Townsend and D.L. Wiltshire, Phys. Lett. B198, 441-446 (1987).

[31] H. Hammer, Nucl. Phys. B512, 503-546 (1998) [arXiv:hep-th/9711009]. [32] L. Angelova and P.A. Grassi, Super D-branes from BRST cohomology, JHEP 010, 0311 (2003) [arXiv:hep-th/0307260].

[33] M. Cederwall, A. von Gussich, A. Miković, B.E.W. Nilsson and A. Westerberg, Phys. Lett. B390, 148-152 (1997) [arXiv:hep-th/9606173].

[34] E. Bergshoeff and P.K. Townsend, Nucl. Phys. B490, 145-162 (1997) [arXiv:hep-th/9611137]. [35] M. Aganagic, C. Popescu and J.H. Schwarz, Nucl. Phys. B495, 99-126 (1997) [arXiv:hep-th/9612080].

[36] P.S. Howe and E. Sezgin, Phys. Lett. B390, 133-142 (1997) [arXiv:hep-th/9607227]. [37] P. Pasti, D. Sorokin and M. Tonin, Phys. Lett. B398, 41-46 (1997) [arXiv:hep-th/9701037]. [38] I. Bandos, K. Lechner, A. Nurmagambetov, P. Pasti, D. Sorokin and M. Tonin, Phys. Rev. Lett. 78, 4332-4334 (1997) [arXiv:hep-th/9701149].

[39] M. Aganagic, J. Park, C. Popescu and J.H. Schwarz, Nucl. Phys. B496, 191-214 (1997) [arXiv:hep-th/9701166].

[40] M. Sakaguchi, Phys. Rev. D59, 046007 (1999) [hep-th/9809113]; JHEP 04, 019 (2000) [arXiv:hep-th/9909143].

[41] A. Achúcarro, P.K. Townsend, Phys. Lett. B180, 89-92 (1986); ibid. B229, 383-387 (1989).