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Supersymmetric Non-Linear ¢-Models and
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(5.V.97)

Abstract. We present a supersymmetric non-linear g-model built up in the N = 1 superspace of
Atiyah-Ward space-time. A manifold of the Kahler type comes out that is restricted by a particular
decomposition of the Kahler potential. The gauging of the o-model isometries is also accomplished
in superspace.

1 Introduction

In the past few years, there has been a great deal of attention drawn to the formulation
of globally and locally supersymmetric models in Atiyah-Ward space-times. One expects
that self-dual (super) Yang-Mills theories in D = (2 + 2) might act as a potential source
of new examples of integrable models [1, 2, 3]. Besides, it is well-known that Atiyah-Ward
space-times are the critical target manifolds for string models with 2 supersymmetries in the
world-sheet [4] and that they also provide actions for N=1 and N=2 supersymmetric non-
Abelian Chern-Simons theory in D = (2 4+ 1) by means of a suitable dimensional reduction
of a self-dual super-Yang-Mills theory [5].

Supersymmetry in D = (2 + 2) reveals a number of peculiarities, mainly due to the
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special properties of spinors in such a space: Majorana-Weyl spinors may be defined [6] and,
contrary to the case of D = (3 + 1), the chirality constraint in superspace is not affected by
complex conjugation of superfields. This statement is crucial in the process of building up
actions for the matter sector: propagation is achieved only if independent superfields with
opposite chiralities mix together [7].

This property of mixing different chirality sectors that are not related to one another by
means of a simple complex conjugation has a major influence on the coupling to Yang-Mills
superfields, as well as on the formulation of supersymmetric non-linear o-models. These
models, in D = (3 + 1) dimensions, have played an important role in the coupling of su-
persymmetric gauge theories to supergravity. This was due to the non-linear nature of the
coupling in a supergravity model, that can be interpreted in terms of a supersymmetric
non-linear o-model [8].

In the present work, we aim at an analysis of the geometrical properties of manifolds that
may underline the construction of supersymmetric non-linear g-models in D = (2 + 2), as
much as possible very close to the study of the strong connection that exists between complex
manifolds and supersymmetries defined on space-times with a single timelike coordinate
(9, 10, 11, 12, 13]. However, working in the Atiyah-Ward space-time brings new features to
those formulations. Especifically, in the N = 1 formulation of the supersymmetric o-model
in terms of a Kahler manifold, we will be led to assume it as a 4n-dimensional manifold, its
Kéahler potential being constrained by a certain decomposition. This naturally restricts our
manifold to a subclass of the more general possible Kahler manifolds. Our work is organized
as follows: in Section 2, we discuss the superspace formulation of the model and establish its
connection to Kahler manifolds. In Section 3, we contemplate the description of isometries
and geometrical conditions are set that allow us to conclude whether or not there will be
obstructions to the gauging of the isometries. The latter is the subject of Section 4, where
we also perform the coupling of the o-model to the Yang-Mills sector of N =1, D = (2+ 2)
supersymmetry. The procedure adopted in Sections 2 and 3 follows very closely the one of
ref.[10]. Finally, our Concluding Remarks are cast in Section 5. An Appendix follows, where
we set up some useful remarks about Killing vectors in our Kahler space.

2 The Model in Superspace

In our construction, we shall follow the method used by Zumino [9] for deriving a supersym-
metric o-model action in D = (3+1) dimensions. Here, the scalar fields defining the o-model
are the lowest components of a set of chiral and antichiral superfields, (®*,Z*)(z = 1...n),
which in D = (2 + 2) are conveniently written as (we adopt the notation and conventions of
Ref. [7])

O = A' 4 iy’ + 0 F + i0POA° + %ezé@w - }192525# , (2.1)
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== B + 0% + i6°G' + i090B + %éﬁeax" - ieQészi , (2.2)

where A, B are complex scalars, 1, x are Weyl spinors and F, G are complex scalar auxiliary
fields. It should be noted that, contrary to the D = (3 + 1) case, complex conjugation does
not change chirality, i.e.

D;® =0 and Di®* =0 ,
DS =0 and D% =0 (2.3)

with _ N _ ~
= 60 — iaadga and Dd = 6a = ’i@doﬁa y (24)

—

{ D Ba) = -2, a5 1Ba Dgh = DDy} =0
[Dmau] = [Dd’au] =0

$*1(=*) being the complex conjugates of ®*(Z'). Following Zumino, we take for the super-
symmetric action ®

S = 2 fd“xdzad?éf{(qﬂ,Ef;cb*i,s"') , (2.5)

where the potential K is a real function. It is obvious from (2.5) that we need to take the
manifold spanned by the scalars fields as a 4n-dimensional manifold. Terms involving only
one chirality, e.g., functions of " and ®** or =! and =**, would not provide the kinetic term
for the c—model. Then, from the component expansion of (2.5), we get

= 3 fd4 ( OK o wgp s 0K 5 g
BAIBBJ 8A10B* *
BA”gBJ 9,A"0* B’ + 52%-3—53#14**8“3” + interaction terms ) . (2.6)

In the latter expression, we have written only the piece associated to the kinetic term of the
complete action, which gives us the metric of the manifold as

K %K
0 8A 0B 0 8A'GB*)
32K 0 82K 0
ng = aBloaAJ 2 BBISA‘J 82K 3 (27)
8A* 9B 6A*'GB*J
K 0 9’K 0
8B*'0A) 8B*19A*)

where

I, T = Lwdn ond 4,3 =1, .5 .

3[ d*zd?0d%6 = & [ d*zD*D*DyD,
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Equation (2.7) shows that in a four-dimensional space-time with signature 242, it is not
necessary that a supersymmetric c—model be associated with a Kahler manifold, contrary
to what happens in D = (3 + 1). In fact, a condition for having a Kahler metric is that gz
should be hybrid [14] and here this can only be achieved if K admits a decomposition as
below:

K(F . B50°.2Y) = H@&"] + B @".5) . (2.8)
Consequently, if this is the case, the metric turns out to be
0 0 0 Sl
Qi = ( 0 g7 ) — 0 3221- a_gfg;a_': 0 ) (2.9)
915 O 620H FAT5ET 0 0
S, g 0 0

In the above expression for gr7, we suceeded in explicitly writing down the off-diagonal
structure that characterizes the metric for Kahler manifolds [14]. However, due to the
absence of the diagonal pieces in g7y we conclude that the manifold we arrived at is in
fact more constrained than a general Kahler manifold. This will become clearer in the next
section, when we shall discuss the isometries of this manifold.

With this choice for the potential K, and using the equations of motion to eliminate the
auxiliary fields, we get from (2.5) the full action as

. , 1 _ |
s = [da ( 2 hz0, A0 B +2 K50,A"0 B — i hzXI5" D,

1. : N T -7 » ~j
_52 hﬁ@zau'D#Xc] — — h’{}'X]g#'Du’l/)a . 51 h%?/}mO'uDuX]

2
1 k; e _ Nectioed ) man
__.8_(h a;hkjamhm.—ama;hnj)x XY™
1 ki * * x \~1~j,..Ccm_;cn
=5 (W80 Omhsy — OmOihes )X X W™ ) : (2.10)

where we have denoted

i=1i+n, i=1+2n, and 1 =1+ 3n

(2.2:1)
The components of the metric were written as
0*H o*H* 0?H* 0°H
h‘::—-—“— ?—:_——* ::—— h=:—— y 212
v QA9B* W 9Bi9AY v 9A*IBI W 0B*0AI (‘ )

and the covariant derivatives for the fermions are directly read off:

'

D,y =0, + h“c'_)khﬁ VR, A7
'Duy(cz — a'uj&cz-_i_ hiz?_f;hl;)zckaﬂBsJ I,
'D‘uw.cz — a#,d‘)cz e }i*ziagh;ﬂ/}ckau.Ad ,
| Dux = 0% + W0, 50,7 .
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In the above expressions ¥ C=io,¢* and ¥C=io,x* [7]. Using them, we get:

1 ~ | : : 1 < :
e el - Cl Sl [ . f.~-7~“ ct — o ___"C]“'U. 1
5t hi_}':’\ c'D,y 5 hex? a* Dy 2Re{ 5t hsz atDp }
(iciicjwmwn> — Xixjwcm,lpcn
from which we can easily conclude for the reality of the action.

We can get a very simplified expression if we introduce *

I _ w.f, _ wfzi I _ Ai. T _ A":
\I‘_()zii),‘I’m()zgi),z_(Bl),Z_(B“), (213)

and the matrix

o~

vio= (o G ) (A= laa), B= (0.0 2.14)

Then, the action (2.10) becomes
5 = [da (2913 0,7/ Z7 - L7, VD ¥ = 295 W'D, 07
1

3

Rycym MOV G W) , (2.15)

where
»DM\I}IA — au\I}[A +QIZ aK 9,7 ‘IJKAauZJ }
Rz = 010 9w — QKL 01 9% O3 9w, s (2.16)

this expression being similar in form to the action appearing in [9].

It is worthwhile to notice that in D = (2 + 2), we can also formulate a supersymmetric
non-linear o- model using chiral and anti-chiral superfields both subject to a reality condition
(@' = ®*, =' = =*'). Here, we take our potential K as a function of (®*, =) and the action
as in the usual form

S = 2 / d*zd20d*§ K (3',=1) (2.17)
We obtain
i ;1 i - ot i B, gy ig
s = [d ( 205027 — g VDY — g VD, ¥ + CRipp V"YW )
(2.18)

“We will also use Z! as denoting Z! = (&, =1).
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where we have used a notation s_imilar to (2.13), but wiqh the hatted components denoting
the chiral conjugates, i.e. (Z¢, Z!) = (4%, BY) and (¥%, %) = (¢, ¥*). Naturally, the metric
1S
0K
% = paioBT
and the covariant derivatives and Riemann curvature are totally analogous to (2.16).

(2.19)

Onmne should remark that this space is not Kéhlerian, as it is not a Hermitian manifold.
However, it is curious to notice that it possesses some properties of a Kéahler space, if we
just replace the notion of complex conjugation by that of chiral conjugation (that would
take Z* into Z' and vice-versa) and if we simultaneously replace the notion of holomorphic
transformation by that of a chirality-preserving transformation. In this case we have the same
kind of transformations allowed by a locally-product space [14], i.e. Z! = Z¥ = Z"(Z%) and
AR e Z;'(Zi) and consequently the space also admits a canonical locally-product
structure. Nonetheless the hybrid structure of the metric shows that it is not a locally-
product space. This class of o-models shows up as a feature of the (2 + 2) signature of the
space-time on which we build our supersymmetry. In D = (3+1), an N = 1-supersymmetric
o-model necessarily requires a complex Kahler manifold as its target space [9, 11]. This type
of supersymmetric o-model will be necessary to derive the N=2 transformation of the gauge
superfield when we build the N = 2 extension of the model in D = (2 + 2) [15]. We then
see another example, together with the one appearing in (2.7), of a non-Kéahler manifold
associated to NV = l-supersymmetric o-models in D = (2 + 2); however, they exhibit the
nice feature of being included in the class of theories generated by a scalar potential K.

3 Isometries

In the previous section, we have imposed the decomposition (2.8) in order to render manifest
the Kahlerian structure of the target space. From (2.9), we observe that the transformations
for the potential K, allowed by the condition of metric invariance, are of the form

K — K = K+ F(Z) +G(Z) . (3.1)

These are the holomorphic transformations of a general Kahler manifold. Nevertheless, the
D = (2 +2) spacetime structure forbids such a transformation, since terms out of the blocks
g,7 would be generated. This happens because the invariance of the action (2.5) is ensured
by chiral transformations

K — K = K+ F(9,") + G(Z,Z") . (3.2)

The way to make (3.1) and (3.2) compatible is to admit that the most general transformation
of the potential K is
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K — K = K+ n(® + n(®") +0(5) + 0°(Z) . (3.3)

This has an immediate consequence on the possible coordinate transformations allowed for
the manifold. The holomorphic transformations of a general Kahler manifold are decomposed
into a more restricted subgroup, in which coordinates associated to different chiralities do
not mix °

A — A'=f4) , B — B'=f(B") and cc. . (3.4)

If we permitted that a coordinate A* could have been taken into a B?, terms out of the
anti-diagonal in the metric of (2.9) would have been generated. In this way, we see that
we are dealing with a subset of manifolds among those that have the most general Kahler
form. Also, from these facts, we can conclude that the Killing vectors will be parametrized
in terms of different chiral components:

< - (e ) - - (HE) 63

The possibility of working with the above Killing vectors is due to the fact that the metric

does not contain the components g, g, g;;, %; (see Appendix). Under a global isometry,

1]
the coordinates of the Kahler manifold will transform as

ZII = €exp (LA.)C)ZI —p { A; exp (LAN)A

B = exp (L) B’ and c.c. , (3.6)
where Ly is the Lie derivative along X and A is a global parameter. The Killing vectors
generate the algebra of the isometry group of the Kihler manifold, i.e. [KC,, KCy] = &, K¢. The

isometries induce transformations in the potential K, which are described in their general
form by

. (ar( oK

o N _8H 8H* . _ BH* oH
B Z1 077

Gt N g Tt N e N e (3D

iC):)\

Comparing eq.(3.7) with eq.(3.3), which is also an invariance of the metric, we can write

n(a) = 2L )+ via B

0(8) = 2 ip) - vis,4)

ma) = A iy 1 s

oy = PLE) gy vam) (38)

SFrom now on, the term holomorphic will mean not only a splitting in terms of fields and their conjugated,
but also a splitting in different chiralities.
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The introduction of the complex functions Y, is necessary, so that no further restriction is
imposed on the potentials H's. The Y,s are naturally related to the structure of Killing
vectors in Kihler space. To show this, we may start by the derivation of the first equation

in (3.8) with respect to B*:

PH aY,
gagEs =W =~ 5p7 (3:9)
or deriving #, with respect to A*:
oPH* aY;*
o5oAs P = s (810

These equations and their conjugates can be written in a compact form in terms of a real
potential Y, = 1Y (B, A*) — 1Y, (A, B*)

0
o T = g o9
97K, = —i 377 and c.c. . (3.11)
This equation is just the restriction imposed by the Killing equation with mixed indices,
Vi }Cj + Vj Xe = 0 5 (3.12)

on the form of the Killing vectors, which become described by the potential },.

The determination of this potential is crucial for the process of gauging, as we shall see
in what follows. In order to accomplish this goal, we will use the method established in [10].
Contracting eq.(3.11) with }C,{_ and its conjugate with X}, and then comparing them both,
we get the identity

aya T ayb
= . 13
K azT t ¥ ¥ ° 971 ’ (3.13)
Now, under an isometry transformation, ), transforms as
a9y, Y
Y a 0%a
5 = A (az, Ko+ =2 /cb) , (3.14)
which, by virtue of (3.13), may be written as
Ao Va1
Ve = S (ShKh + 2Kh) 3.15
% 2 \ozl "8 T g1 ™M (315)
With the help of egs.(3.7 - 3.11), we get the fundamental relation
0 9&;) . "
Kl KL, 321' < (& + &), (3.16)

where £, = n,+0, and f{, are the structure constants of the isometry group. In components,
this last equation means
1‘ 3776
"o 0A?
A 00y
[a (’)‘\Bl

= facb Ne + Cab

= [0 — ¢y and €8 s (3.17)
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and ¢, = — €p 1S @ complex constant. Finally, from (3.15 - 3.17) we get
ay, . oy, ..
Y, = N (BAi Ky + 35 T[,") = -\ e Yo — N andce. . (3.18)

At this point we see that, in order to make explicit the potentials Y, as functions of the
Killing vectors, we have to restrict the isometry groups to be semi-simple. This becomes
clearer if we combine (3.11) in (3.18):
: 0’H
. : *j bd bd

¥, = 8wl 5457 9 + f& cac g andc.c. . (3.19)
To define ¥, we needed to introduce the inverse Killing metric, and this means that Abelian
factors would spoil the definition of Y;, so that only semi-simple groups are allowed [16].
The constants cg, express an arbitrariness in the definition of Y, as they can be reabsorbed
by the shift Y, — Y, = Y, — f&cqg%, whenever g* is defined. This property will be of
fundamental importance in the procedure of gauging the model.

In the particular case of a non-semi-simple group, G, of isometries, for which f5 is non-
vanishing only when all its indices are associated to generators in the semi-simple factor S,
t.e. G has the form

G =S5 ® Ay, (3.20)

where Ay represents the direct product of V Abelian factors, and if all the constants cg,
(determined by (3.17)) with indices associated to the latter vanish, then from (3.18) we
can conclude that the potential Y, will be always determined up to /N arbitrary complex
constants associated to each Abelian factor.

In the general case of a non-semi-simple group, with Abelian factors generating non-zero
constants cg, €q.(3.18) may not admit any solution and this will be an obstruction to the
gauging, as we shall see in the following.

4 The Gauging

The isometry transformations of the coordinates on a Kéhler manifold are given in eq.(3.6).
Now we can make this symmetry local by taking the constant parameter A as superfields of
definite chirality. Those transformations are then written in superfields as

d— & = exp(Lan)®

=E— E = exp(Lrs)Z and cc , (4.1)

The superfields A and I' are chiral and anti-chiral respectively. But as we have already seen,
in D = (2+2) this does not make any restriction on their reality. In D = (3+ 1) they would
be necessarily complex conjugates of each other.
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Let us then take A = A*, ' = I'*. Here, the local infinitesimal isometries read as
6 = A%
= = It and co | (4.2)

and the Kahler potential transforms like

oH Kt oH* ) Fa(@H*Ti + o0H T”-)
gA " BA*”* Fa oB* ¢ 9B* ¢

In order to have a transformation which could be compared with (3.3), all superfields should
transform with the same parameter. This can be obtained if we introduce a real vector

superfield V, which in D = (2 + 2) assumes the form,

5K = A( (4.3)

V(z,0,8) = C(z) +i6¢(z) + ibA(z) + %iHQM(a:) + %z’gzN(a:) +
-{—%i@a“gA#(:v) ~ SP0A(@) - %9255(33) —ePDE) , (44)

where C, M, N and D are real scalars, ¢, 77, A and p are Majorana-Weyl spinors and A, is
a vector field. Now we replace the superfields =* [17] by

= = exp(Ly..)ZE and cec. , (4.5)
so that = can transform as o -
=t = exp (Li+)E - (4.6)
This is only possible if the vector superfield transforms as
exp (Ly.,) = exp(Lp.)exp(Lv..)exp(—Lr.r) . (4.7)

Since the parameters A and I' are real, we have from (4.7) that V' transforms indeed as a
real vector superfield. The infinitesimal isometries have the form

5O = A%

a

S = A and cc. , (4.8)

a

and the transformation (4.3) takes a form comparable to (3.3), with the replacements
=, =} — {Z, =*} . But now, since the parameter A is a chiral superfield, we do
not have the action invariant under local isometries, for

55 = 2 / d'2d%0d%G A® (aa(é) + eg(é*)) £ 0. (4.9)
However, the invariance of the action can be recovered if we introduce an antichiral superfield
and its complex conjugate, v and v*, such that they transform, in the global case, as below:

du = A%;(S) ,
su* A%0%(=*) (4.10)
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and as pointed out in [10], this will be possible if the c,'s can be removed. This is an
important remark and it shall become much more evident later on after the coupling of Y,
to the Yang-Mills superpotentials V is performed.

Then, we take our action as

g = 9 /d4xd29d29 (H(cb,z*) + H'(®",5) — v — v"‘) . (4.11)

This action is globally invariant under the infinitesimal form of the transformations (3.6)
and (4.10), and since v and v* are anti-chiral, we also have S, = S. Although being
equivalent in the global case, we will need to work with the action in the form S, when
dealing with the local isometries. The superfields v and v»* should be thought of as extra
coordinates extending our manifold [10]. In this way, we write two new Killing vectors

0 _. 0
PE + 90(:)a—v and c.c. | (4.12)
and the new Kahler potential K' = K — v — v* is invariant under their action. With the
results presented in egs. (4.10) to (4.12), we are ready to finally carry out the gauging of
the isometry: it is performed by simply replacing = — =, v — ¥ and c.c. in (4.11), with
0U = A%,. Now, with the help of the result

T2(E) — T.(E) = (3

N - o (L) -1
K(®,2 8" 5 = K(@,E,@',z*)wRe{i"—p% v“(aa(5)+ya*(q)*,5))} | (4.13)

where v and L' are defined as follows:

xp (L) -1
b o= v+ 3% Veg,(2) | (4.14)
E & Ly , (4.15)
we are left with the form for the action that couples the o-model to Yang-Mills fields through
the gauging of the isometries:
4 2 27 — * x = exp (L) -1 a \/* * =
5 = » fdxd@d@ H(®,=*) + H'(®",5) + 2Re{—L——V ye (@ ,;)} |
(4.16)
It should be noted that the invariance of (4.16) follows from (4.11) assuming that the con-
stants ¢, are eliminated from the definition of ¥,. We can still implement a simpler expres-
sion for this action if we choose to work in the Wess-Zumino gauge (4.7) (see for instance
[17]). We also make use of eqs.(3.5) and (3.11). In this way, the action (4.16) is rewritten in
the following very simple final form

~

S = 2 /d4xd29d29 (H(CI?,E‘) + H*(®,2) + VoY, + V°Y,

1 —_
v rleg k) (417
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Then, we see how the potential Y,, determined in eq.(3.19) for semi-simple isometry groups,
couples to the vector superfield VV* in the gauged action. As we discussed in the end of
Section 3, Abelian factors in the isometry group may lead to the appearance of arbitrary
constants in the potential ¥,. These will also couple to the vector superfield generating the
so-called Fayet-Iliopoulos terms [10, 18]. In the general case of non-semi-simple isometry
groups, as it happens in D = (3 + 1) dimensions, the potential Y, may not be determined,
and this will represent an obstruction to the gauging of the non-linear g-model.

It would be perhaps interesting to consider the possibility of working with superfield
parameters, A and I', that are not real. This would lead to the introduction of a family of
complex vector superfields to perform the gauging; however, the appearance of more than
one Yang-Mills multiplet in the gauging of the isometry group is beyond the scope of the
present work.

5 Concluding Remarks

We have here considered a few geometrical aspects concerning non-linear o-models in the
context of an NV = 1 supersymmetry defined in D = (2+2). We have shown that such models
in general do not need to be of a Kahler type, even if they are generated by a potential K.
As an explicit example, the construction of a real supersymmetric o-model has been worked
out. Then, restricting ourselves to a special sub-class of Kahler manifolds, we proceeded
to an investigation of the main points involved in the process of gauging its isometries. In
particular, we have choosen the gauge parameters as real chiral superfields, which would not
be possible in a D = (3 + 1) space-time. We ended up with a superspace action, eq.(4.16),
that is invariant under local isometry transformations. The kinetic terms of D = (2 + 2)
o-models are off-diagonal (2.6) and this would signal the presence of ghosts (negative-norm
states) in a space-time of the Minkowski type. However, the next step would be to carry
out a dimensional reduction from D = (24 2) to D = (2+ 1) and D = (1 + 1), where
the propagation of fields is better controlled. Following the results of [5] and [7], one could
go to lower dimensions in such a way that non-physical modes be eliminated and o-models
coupled to Yang-Mills fields may be of some relevance in connection with conformal theories
and integrable models.

The relation of N = 1 models after dimensional reduction to chiral g-models in 2 dimen-
sions [19], and also the construction of an N = 2 o-model in Atiyah-Ward space-time will
be the subject of further investigation [15].
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6 Appendix

The Kahler space treated in this work is of the type C2™ x C?™ with metric (2.9), where each
of the blocks is a (2n x 2n) matrix whose respective components 95> 95 and g;;, g; vanish.

Since the more general Kahler space would allow those components, our Kahler space is a
subclass of the more general one.

From (2.9), we obtain for the connections

i _ir _
Uik = 97097 »

Fé‘ = gﬁa"g];ﬁ 3
Fl __gzra_g_r’
F‘ =g"0g (6.1)

and for the curvatures

>
31

RM BTy with L={LLl}, Rig=-0xT% with K = (k% k},
JkL = aLrt with L={L[I}, Ri,;=-0xT} with K={kF, E} ,
lkL = aLr with L= {l,,i}, R%KI = —GKF% with K = {k,k,k}

R;EL = aLr}E with L= {11}, R%Kz = —6KI“§.—[ with K = {k,k,k} .

Now, we shall analyse the assumption on the structure of the Killing vectors shown in
eq.(3.5). We intend to show just a sketch of a proof that is in complete analogy to the one
given in [20], so that it will be just a slight modification of the Theorems 2.4 and 2.5 of that
reference.

As it is well known, in a compact Kahler space a necessary and suficient condition for a
contravariant vector X! be a Killing vector is

gV, VKM +RIKT =0
vkl =0, (6.2)

where R is the Ricci tensor.
Let us impose that the Killing vector X! = (k?, ki Kt kz) satisfies
Vk' = V;ki =0 and oo . (6.3)

Then, from (6.2), we also have ¢/ = (k%,0,0,0), v/ = (0,%%0,0), A = (0,0,4",0) and
= 0,0, 0, k;) as Killing vectors. This allows us to write for each of them,

Vi¢;+Vi( =0 etc. (64)
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with £ = (0,0,0; &); % = gr_jkj. Recalling that I‘}‘; is the only non-vanishing component
i i 17

of I“EJ, we have from (6.4) that G = C;.(E‘) or ks = kg(E*), and in an analogous way k; =
ki(®), k; = k;(Z) and k; = k;(®*). Those covariant components of the Killing vector K/
being holomorphic, we have from [20] that K’ is harmonic, i.e., it satisfies,

VI]CJ - VJ}C] =i . (65)

Since X! is a Killing vector we also have V;K; + V;K; = 0. This, together with eq.(6.5),
gives V;K; = 0, and then V;K’ = 0, which also implies

ko= E(®), K = E(T), k' = K(®*), ki = K(Z") . (6.6)

We have then proven that Killing vectors satisfying (6.3) are holomorphic in all their coor-
dinates.

Conversely, let K7 be a vector satysfying (6.3) and holomorphic in all its coordinates
(6.6). From the Ricci identities

V, VK - VgV, K =RE ., KF (6.7)
we get
ViVik' = R:kj—_ K,
ViVik' = Ri- k'
V;Vek' = R k',
V,Voki = R K (6.8)

ik
Contracting each of them respectively with g§’° L gk gik, gjz, and using (6.3), we can write
g5kvj.—.vkki F Rk =0 , Viki=0 and cc. ,
P*V-Viki + Rk =0 , Vik'=0 and cec (6.9)
Or iIn a compact way,
g7 KV VKT +RIKY =0 and ViK' =0 .

This is exactly the condition (6.2) for a Killing vector. We have proven then that a vec-
tor satisfying (6.3) is a Killing vector if and only if its components are holomorphic in all
coordinates ¢, =, &*, =*.
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