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1 Introduction

The Courant sigma model is a three-dimensional topological field theory that was first
constructed as a nontrivial coupling between 3D BF theory of 0-form and 2-form and Chern-
Simons theory [1]. Aspects of its quantization as a model of topological open membranes
were discussed in refs. [2, 3] and its construction as an AKSZ theory appears in ref. [4].
The local gauge structure of the model is governed by the local form of the axioms of a
Courant algebroid or equivalently by the homological vector field on a differential graded (dg)
symplectic supermanifold of degree 2 [5, 6]. The model has appeared in several instances in
physics, especially in the context of nongeometric string backgrounds and T-duality [7–11].

A direct generalization of the Courant sigma model appeared in the context of first class
constrained Hamiltonian systems together with a Wess-Zumino term supported on a 4D world
volume [12]. This is associated with membranes in nontrivial 4-form flux and it is the direct
analogon of the transition from Poisson to Wess-Zumino-Witten or 3-form twisted Poisson
sigma models in 2D [13]. The gauge structure of this model is governed by a particular
type of pre-Courant algebroids, the latter being relaxed structures originating from Courant
algebroids by dropping the Jacobi identity of the Dorfman bracket [14]. Hence we refer to
the corresponding 3D topological field theory as a (4-form) twisted Courant sigma model.

– 1 –



J
H
E
P
0
7
(
2
0
2
4
)
1
1
5

Both Courant and twisted Courant sigma models feature all three characteristics of a
gauge system that requires treatment within the BV-BRST formalism [15]. Their gauge
algebra is closed only on the stationary surface (on-shell), the coefficients of the gauge algebra
are field-dependent and not constant and moreover there are reducible gauge symmetries
simply because there are 2-forms in the theory. One can refer to, for instance, the textbook [16]
for the general theory of gauge systems and the review [17] for more details on local BRST
cohomology. Therefore these constitute a class of examples of the simplest theories that
feature all these three properties and can thus serve as prototypes to study several relations
between field theory and generalised geometric or higher structures.

On the other hand, there is an important difference between the twisted and untwisted
cases. The target space of the untwisted case is a QP manifold and its master action within
the BRST formalism need not be found by the usual complicated procedure; instead it
acquires a geometric form within the AKSZ construction [18], see also the earlier fundamental
papers [19] and [20]. This is no longer true for the twisted model. The compatibility of
the Q and P structures is obstructed by the 4-form and the AKSZ construction does not
apply per se. One could think that it would be enough to perform the AKSZ construction in
one dimension higher and recover the twisted Courant sigma model as a boundary theory.
However, as the simpler and lower-dimensional analogon of the twisted Poisson sigma model
shows, this is not as straightforward as one might expect. Indeed the master action of the
twisted Poisson sigma model is significantly more complicated than what one would naively
get as a boundary of the Courant sigma model, notably containing quadratic terms in the
components of the 3-form flux [21]. In fact there exists a much larger class of 2D topological
field theories based on Dirac structures that share this feature [22].

The above discussion presents a dichotomy between the general BRST formalism and
the AKSZ construction. The former is completely general and universally applicable, yet
technically complicated and lacking a geometric intuition, whereas the latter is remarkably
simple and with a geometric interpretation by construction, but it is not general. One would
then like to develop methods that keep the positive properties and dispense with the negative
ones, or at least come close to that. Twisted topological sigma models in various dimensions
is one possible arena to develop and test such methods. As already mentioned, the 3D
twisted Courant sigma model is perhaps the simplest class that is general enough to allow
us to draw such lessons. It is also welcome that a subclass of this, called twisted R-Poisson
sigma models in 3D, was completely worked out with traditional methods, albeit in a very
complicated and uninspiring way [23]. It will be used here as a benchmark example to test
the more systematic method we will propose.

According to the above, the first question we would like to answer is

• What is the master action of a 4-form twisted Courant sigma model?

Clearly it is not only the end result that we are interested in, but also the method to derive
it. In this respect, a crucial role is played by particular geometrical quantities that we
will encounter and use on the way. To motivate this further, we note that although for
any AKSZ sigma model the full action is of course covariant, the coefficients of the various
interaction terms in the master action do not exhibit manifest target space covariance term
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by term. Although there is nothing wrong with this, it is in fact advantageous to determine
the geometric meaning of these coefficients. One reason for this is that it provides a clear
path toward working out the twisted case.1 It also provides a globalization of the theory and
its master action, with manifest target space covariance and without need to consider a local
coordinate patch. Thus the second main question that we are interested in is:

• What is the generalised geometric meaning of the coefficients in the interaction terms
of the master action for the (twisted or not) Courant sigma model?

To answer this question, we need to consider generalised connections on (twisted) Courant
algebroids. We will then see that the main player that gives the sought after geometric
interpretation is an induced E-connection on E, where E is the vector bundle of the (twisted)
Courant algebroid, together with two associated tensors. One is its torsion and the other is the
so-called basic curvature. The former was introduced by Gualtieri in [25], after noticing that
the ordinary definition of the torsion tensor is not linear in all its arguments for generalised
connections. The basic curvature for Courant algebroids was introduced in [26] following a
similar spirit, namely generalizing the notion of basic curvature for Lie algebroids [27, 28]2
to make it tensorial in the realm of generalised connections on Courant algebroids. It was
also found earlier in [24] from a graded geometric viewpoint.

Understanding the geometric meaning of these coefficients will prove important in
“finessing” the master action without solving the master equation order by order in the
number of antifields, yet in a slightly different way than the ASKZ construction such that
the twisted case is also included. This approach is admittedly more complicated than AKSZ,
yet simpler than the traditional one and it reveals some aspects of the formalism that remain
hidden in AKSZ. Since the method we will propose involves computing powers — in the
3D case, the square and the cube — of the only on-shell closed BRST transformation (the
longitudinal differential in [16]) in a specific way to be explained in the main text, we call
this the BRST power finesse.

The rest of the paper is organised in the following way. In section 2 we recall some
basic facts about Lie and pre-Courant algebroids and their description as dg manifolds.
We pay special attention to the transformation of their structural data under change of
coordinates and introduce E-connections on Lie and pre-Courant algebroids, together with
their corresponding torsion and basic curvature tensors. This provides a covariant perspective
that sets the stage for manifest target space covariance in the field theory realization of
these structures. We also discuss twists and their particular role in each case, with emphasis
in drawing a parallel between twisted Poisson and twisted Courant structures and also
discussing their conceptual difference.

In section 3 we turn our attention to the BRST formalism for twisted Courant sigma
models. First we discuss in detail the classical action of the theory and the structure of its
gauge algebra, showing also how it fits within a broader graded geometric perspective to
higher gauge theories. Trivial gauge transformations are handled with care and the openness

1Another reason is that this approach can be related to the recently developed theory of representations
up to homotopy for Lie n-algebroids [24], whose relation to the BRST/AKSZ formalism and twisted sigma
models will be studied elsewhere. We will not discuss this further in the present paper.

2The concept is directly related to the notion of basic connections, see refs. [29, 30].
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of the gauge algebra is demonstrated. Notably we reveal and elaborate on the fact that
this is a prototype theory that exhibits the phenomenon of nonlinear openness, its gauge
algebra containing terms quadratic in field equations. In section 3.2 we present the on-shell
closed BRST transformations from the general point of view of dg manifolds. The main
result is Proposition 3.1 which gives the on-shell closed BRST transformation of all fields,
ghosts and ghosts for ghosts collectively in terms of the components of the homological
vector field and its derivatives. Section 3.3 contains a complete analysis of the tensorial
version of the previously found transformations. We discuss in details the transformation
of fields under changes of frame and present the fully tensorial BRST transformation in
Proposition 3.2, which yields a direct relation between the BRST transformation and the
Gualtieri torsion and Courant algebroid basic curvature tensors. This gives an answer to
the second main question we posed above.

Section 4 contains the main results of the paper and the answer to the first question we
posed. After determining the square of the on-shell closed BRST transformation explicitly
and introducing antifields, we explain a certain structure of higher powers of the BRST
transformation that can be used to express the master action. In the present case the highest
power is 3. We formulate Proposition 4.1 which describes a rewritting of the AKSZ-BV
master action for the untwisted Courant sigma model in terms of the elementary operations
we introduced. This is completely the same as the expanded form of the AKSZ action
in terms of number of antifields appearing in [4], but it can be used to determine the
correct master action for the twisted model as well and moreover bring it in a manifestly
covariant form term by term. The first statement is captured in Theorem 4.1 which gives
a compact form of the minimal solution of the classical master equation for the 4-form
twisted Courant sigma model. The expanded (and complicated) form then follows simply
and it is presented in appendix D both in non manifestly and manifestly covariant forms.
At the end of section 4 we also comment on the quantum master equation, solved by the
same master action described earlier.

To complete the picture we present the form of the gauge fixed master action in section 5.
Notably, we show that the result can be brought in the form of the classical action plus a
BRST commmutator thus proving that the model is a topological field theory of Schwarz
type, as expected. Section 6 contains a discussion on our results with an outlook to future
work. There are four Appendices that contain supplementary material. Appendix A details
aspects of the gauge invariance of the classical action of the twisted Courant sigma model
and it is used to examplify some statements in sections 2 and 3. Appendix B contains the
local form of the on-shell closed BRST transformations and of their squares, which appear
with less details and in more abstract form in sections 3 and 4. Appendix C is an annex
to the BRST power finesse that explains several details of more technical nature. Finally,
appendix D contains the expanded form of the complete minimal solution of the classical
master equation, also in a fully coordinate free form.

2 Dg manifolds, twists and target space covariance

In field theory we often encounter target spaces which are differential non-negatively graded
(dg+) manifolds,—a.k.a. NQ manifolds. These are graded (super)manifolds M endowed
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with a homological vector field Q ∈ X(M) that satisfies

Q2 := 1
2{Q,Q} = 0 . (2.1)

We refer to [31–33] for more precise definitions. Homological vector fields offer an elegant and
intuitive way to encode algebraic and geometric structures and their twists. For example, a Lie
algebra g, which is a vector space equipped with a skew-symmetric bilinear operation satisfying
the Jacobi identity, can be viewed as a dg manifold g[1] whose homological vector field is

QCE = −1
2C

a
bca

bac ∂

∂aa
, (2.2)

where aa are odd (degree 1) coordinates on g[1]. Eq. (2.1) implies that Ca
bc are the structure

constants of the Lie algebra. QCE is the Chevalley-Eilenberg differential of ordinary Lie
algebra cohomology. In the rest of this section we will take a new look to this approach
for Lie, Courant and pre-Courant algebroids, emphasizing covariance and connections and
elucidating the role of twists in case twisted geometric structures are encountered.

In the following we always work with non-negative grading and therefore we shall simply
refer to dg manifolds or Q manifolds without further reference to non-negative grading and
moreover we shall denote as Qn-manifolds those with highest degree n.

2.1 Revisiting Lie algebroids and Q1 manifolds

The above correspondence between a Lie algebra and a dg manifold is also established for Lie
algebroids [34]. A Lie algebroid is a triple (E, [·, ·]E, ρ) of a vector bundle E over a smooth
manifold M , of a Lie bracket on its sections e ∈ Γ(E) and of a smooth bundle map (the
anchor) ρ : E → TM such that

[e, fe′]E = f [e, e′]E + ρ(e)(f) e′ , f ∈ C∞(M) . (2.3)

It follows that ρ is a homomorphism of bundles,

ρ([e, e′]E) = [ρ(e), ρ(e′)] . (2.4)

In a local basis of E, say ea, and coordinates xµ on the base M , the bracket is given in terms
of some structure functions Cc

ab(x) and the map ρ has components ρa
µ(x) such that

[ea, eb]E = Cc
ab(x)ec , ρ(ea) = ρa

µ(x) ∂

∂xµ
. (2.5)

The statement that E is a Lie algebroid constrains the functions ρa
µ and Cc

ab to satisfy certain
conditions. The point now is that the very same conditions are obtained on the other side
where we have the graded Q1 manifold M = E[1] by shifting the fiber degree of the vector
bundle E by 1 and also the homological vector field Q ∈ X(E[1]),

Q = ρa
µ(x)aa ∂

∂xµ
− 1

2C
a
bc(x)abac ∂

∂aa
, (2.6)

where xµ and aa are degree 0 and 1 coordinates of the graded manifold respectively. The
space of vector fields on M is spanned by the derivations ∂/∂xµ and ∂/∂aa of degrees 0 and
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−1 respectively. That the vector field Q is homological, equivalently that (E[1], Q) is a dg
manifold, is then an if and only if statement with E being a Lie algebroid.

From a geometric point of view, there is a nuisance in the above considerations. This
is that the structure functions Cc

ab(x) do not transform homogeneously under a change of
basis of the vector bundle E, and therefore they are not tensorial. In particular, assuming
a change of basis on the vector bundle

ea = Λb
a(x̃) ẽb (2.7)

the structure functions transform according to the rule

Cc
ab = (Λ−1)c

c′Λa′
a Λb′

b C̃
c′
a′b′ + (Λ−1)c

c′ ρ̃a′ µ(Λa′
a ∂̃µΛc′

b − Λa′
b ∂̃µΛc′

a ) , (2.8)

where due to the coordinate transformation xµ = xµ(x̃), the partial derivatives and the
coefficients of the anchor map transform as

∂

∂xµ
= ∂x̃ν

∂xµ

∂

∂x̃ν
:= Λν

µ

∂

∂x̃ν
, (2.9)

ρa
µ = Λa′

a (Λ−1)µ
µ′ ρ̃a′ µ

′
. (2.10)

Although there is nothing wrong with this per se, both for aesthetic reasons but also to account
for the invariant geometric form of the BV/BRST action for field theories with underlying
Lie algebroid structure, it is desirable to rewrite the vector field Q in a different form. With
some prior knowledge, we would like to express the vector field in terms of the quantity

T a
bc = 2ωa

[bc] − Ca
bc , (2.11)

where in the non-graded differential geometric picture ωa
bc are coefficients of an E-connection

acting on the Lie algebroid E itself. An E-connection on E is a map

∇E : Γ(E)× Γ(E) → Γ(E)

(e, e′) 7→ ∇E
ee

′ , (2.12)

such that the following homogeneity and linearity conditions hold:

∇E
fe+e′ e′′ = f ∇E

ee
′′ +∇E

e′e′′ , (2.13)

∇E
e (fe′ + e′′) = f∇E

ee
′ +∇E

ee
′′ + ρ(e)fe′ . (2.14)

In terms of the local basis, the connection coefficients are obtained as

∇E
eb
ec = ωa

bcea , (2.15)

and they transform in the usual inhomogeneous way:

ωa
bc = (Λ−1)a

a′Λb′
b Λc′

c ω̃
a′
b′c′ + (Λ−1)a

a′Λb′
b ρ̃b′ µ∂̃µΛa′

c . (2.16)

The transformation is such that it counterbalances the one of the structure functions, allowing
for a homogeneous transformation for T a

bc. One may then immediately recognize that the
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quantities T a
bc are the coefficients of the Lie algebroid torsion (E-torsion) of this E-connection

on E, which is defined as

T E(e, e′) = ∇E
ee

′ −∇E
e′e− [e, e′]E , (2.17)

in other words T a
bc = ⟨T E(eb, ec), ea⟩ , where ea is the dual basis of the vector bundle E∗.

Clearly T E ∈ Γ(∧2E∗ ⊗ E) is a tensor. Then we can rewrite the vector field Q in a fully
covariant form as

Q = aa D(0)
a + 1

2 T
a
bc a

bac D(−1)
a , (2.18)

where we have defined the natural degree 0 and degree −1 derivations

D(0)
a = ρa

µ ∂

∂xµ
− ωc

aba
b ∂

∂ac
, D(−1)

a = ∂

∂aa
. (2.19)

These are natural in the sense that they satisfy

D(0)
a xµ = ρa

µ , D(0)
a ab = −ωb

aca
c , (2.20)

D(−1)
a xµ = 0 , D(−1)

a ab = δb
a . (2.21)

In particular, keeping in mind that the degree 1 coordinate ab on the graded side corresponds
to the local basis of the dual bundle E∗ on the non-graded side, it should transform as a
section of E∗, which is indeed the case since we find −ωb

ac on the right-hand side. It should
be emphasized that this is a rewriting of the previous expression in covariant terms, no
additional terms have been added for covariantization; in other words, the vector field of (2.6)
is already covariant albeit not in a manifest way.3

There exists, moreover, a special case where the above considerations simplify further.
This corresponds to the choice of E-connection being induced by an ordinary vector bundle
connection ∇ on E, possibly with torsion, through the anchor. Denoting this induced
connection with a solid dot over it, it is

•
∇E

ee
′ = ∇ρ(e)e

′ . (2.22)

Although special, this is the connection of interest in topological sigma models as will
become transparent in the ensuing. It is convenient to define the difference of an arbitrary
E-connection on E from this induced one,

ϕ(e, e′) := (∇E
e −

•
∇E

e )e′ . (2.23)

This ϕ is evidently an endomorphism and its components are ϕc
ab = ωc

ab−ρa
µ ωc

µb . Equivalently,
we consider general E-connections of the form

∇E =
•
∇E + ϕ . (2.24)

3When an E-connection on some vector bundle V is considered, the graded geometric formulation goes
through the dg manifold E[1] ⊕ V equipped with a suitable homological vector field. This is not what we do
here and in the rest of this section.
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The torsion tensor for the induced E-connection becomes
•
T a

bc = 2ρ[b
µωa

µc] − Ca
bc , (2.25)

and the homological vector field is written as

Q = aaρa
µ D(0)

µ + 1
2

•
T a

bc a
bac D(−1)

a , (2.26)

with D(0)
µ = ∂

∂xµ − ωc
µba

b ∂
∂ac . More details on this are found in [26].

2.2 Poisson vs. twisted Poisson structure

It is useful to recall a nontrivial example that can moreover be twisted. Consider the Lie
algebroid on the cotangent bundle E = T ∗M of a Poisson manifold (M,Π) with Poisson
bivector Π ∈ Γ(∧2TM). The Lie bracket is the Koszul-Schouten bracket of 1-forms, given as

[η, η′]KS = LΠ♯(η)η
′ − LΠ♯(η′)η − d

(
Π(η, η′)

)
, η, η′ ∈ Ω1(M) , (2.27)

and the anchor map Π♯ : T ∗M → TM is induced by the Poisson structure Π. In addition,
choose a torsion-free ordinary connection ∇̊ on M and the induced E-connection on E given
in (2.22). Then the E-torsion is given as

•
Tµν

ρ = −∇̊ρΠµν . (2.28)

The homological vector field in covariant form turns out to be

Q = aµΠµν

(
∂

∂xν
+ Γ̊σ

ρνaσ
∂

∂aρ

)
− 1

2∇̊ρΠµνaµaν
∂

∂aρ
, (2.29)

where aµ is the degree 1 coordinate and ∂/∂aµ is the degree −1 derivation. This rewriting
appeared without much explanation in ref. [35].

In presence of a closed 3-form background H ∈ Ω3
cl(M), there exists a geometric structure

that departs from vanilla Poisson to what is called twisted Poisson structure [36]. This is
once more given by a bivector Π but this time it satisfies the defining property

1
2[Π,Π]SN = ⟨Π⊗Π⊗Π, H⟩ , (2.30)

in terms of the Schouten-Nijenhuis bracket, the extension of the Lie bracket of vector fields
to multivector fields. In other words, the Jacobi identity for the would-be Poisson bracket of
functions is violated and the violation is precisely controlled by the 3-form H three times
contracted with the bivector Π in its first slot. Nevertheless, the cotangent bundle T ∗M

continues to bear a Lie algebroid structure, this time with the Koszul-Schouten Lie bracket
being suitably twisted to

[η, η′]HKS = [η, η′]KS +H(Π(η),Π(η′)) , (2.31)

which satisfies the Jacobi identity by virtue of the twisted Poisson condition (2.30).
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The fact that a Lie algebroid underlies both Poisson and twisted Poisson manifolds also
means that there exists a Q1 manifold description for both. Indeed, the homological vector
field that gives rise to the twisted Poisson case is of the same form as the untwisted case,

QH = aµΠµν

(
∂

∂xν
+ Γσ

ρνaσ
∂

∂aρ

)
− 1

2∇̊ρΠµνaµaν
∂

∂aρ
, (2.32)

with the important difference that the connection on M that induces the connection on the
Lie algebroid now has torsion given by the closed 3-form H once contracted with the bivector
Π [21]. In particular, the connection coefficients are now given as

Γρ
µν = Γ̊ρ

µν + 1
2Π

ρσHµνσ . (2.33)

Note that regardless of whether the ordinary connection has torsion or not, the E-connection
always has E-torsion which is independent of the 3-form (2.28). In practice, the torsion of ∇
counterbalances the twist of the Lie algebroid bracket in the definition of the E-torsion.

The above example teaches us two lessons. First, when the Poisson structure is twisted
by a 3-form the covariant expression for the homological vector field that describes it retains
its form at the expense of introducing a connection with torsion on the manifold. Second, the
3-form twists various algebraic and geometric operations in different way. Note specifically
that it can be contracted once, twice or three times with the bivector Π and each of these
combinations plays a role in modifying some operation or quantity. Let us use the notation

Hµ
νρ = ΠµκHκνρ , Hµν

ρ = ΠµκΠνλHκλρ , Hµνρ = ΠµκΠνλΠρσHκλσ . (2.34)

Then we observe that from the classical differential geometric point of view the first modifies
the symmetric connection ∇ on M to one with torsion, the second modifies the binary bracket
on E = T ∗M and the third modifies the Schouten-Nijenhuis bracket of the bivector with
itself, i.e. the Jacobi identity for the Poisson bracket. This is of course a special case in the
category of Lie algebroids, since there exists a natural symplectic form and in absence of
H the Q1 manifold is in fact a QP1 manifold [6].

2.3 Pre-Courant algebroids and Q2 manifolds

The picture of Lie algebroids as dg manifolds extends to Courant algebroids too, and even
further to pre-Courant algebroids [37]. In the latter case it may happen that a closed 4-form
is responsible for the violation of the Jacobi identity, a structure called (4-form) twisted
Courant algebroid in ref. [12]. Let us give a definition. First we recall that a Courant vector
bundle is a pseudo-Euclidean anchored vector bundle (E, ⟨·, ·⟩, ρ : E → TM) such that the
transpose map ρ∗ : T ∗M → E∗ ≃ E to the anchor satisfies ρ ◦ ρ∗ = 0 [14].

Definition 2.1 [14] A pre-Courant algebroid is a Courant vector bundle together with a
binary operation ◦ on the space of sections Γ(E) that satisfies the following three axioms:

• ρ(e ◦ e′) = [ρ(e), ρ(e′)] ,

• ⟨e ◦ e, e′⟩ = 1
2ρ(e′)⟨e, e⟩ ,

• ρ(e)⟨e′, e′′⟩ = ⟨e ◦ e′, e′′⟩+ ⟨e′, e ◦ e′′⟩ ,
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for all e, e′, e′′ ∈ Γ(E). A Courant algebroid is a pre-Courant algebroid such that (Γ(E), ◦) is
a Leibniz algebra, which means that the Jacobiator satisfies

Jac(e, e′, e′′) := e ◦ (e′ ◦ e′′)− (e ◦ e′) ◦ e′′ − e′ ◦ (e ◦ e′′) = 0 . (2.35)

For a 4-form twisted Courant algebroid the Jacobiator is instead given as

Jac(e, e′, e′′) = ρ∗H(ρ(e), ρ(e′), ρ(e′′)) . (2.36)

The (small) difference of pre-Courant and twisted Courant algebroids was quantified in [38].
When ρ(E) = TM (transitive case) the two structures are the same. In the following sections
we will be concerned with twisted Courant algebroids. We note, moreover, that one may
write the definition of a pre-Courant algebroid in terms of the skew-symmetric operation

[e, e′]E := 1
2(e ◦ e

′ − e′ ◦ e) , (2.37)

see [14]. For (twisted) Courant algebroids we hence refer to the binary operations ◦ and
[·, ·]E as the Dorfman and the Courant bracket respectively.

Below we mostly work with the alternative definition in terms of dg manifolds. We begin
with Courant algebroids. The properties of the Courant algebroid data, namely the Courant
bracket [·, ·]E, anchor ρ and fiber metric ⟨·, ·⟩ can be neatly encoded in a homological vector
field Q ∈ X(M), this time with the dg manifold M being a Q2 manifold (in fact QP2, namely
equipped with a degree 2 symplectic form ω, which is compatible with Q in the sense that
LQ ω = 0) [5].4 In general, M is obtained as the symplectic submanifold of T ∗[2]E[1] that
corresponds to the isometric embedding of E in the direct sum E ⊕ E∗ with respect to the
canonical pairing of E and E∗. Local coordinates on this graded manifold are (xµ, aa, bµ) of
respective degrees (0, 1, 2). The space of vector fields on M is spanned by the corresponding
derivations of opposite degrees (0,−1,−2). Then the most general homological vector field
compatible with the graded symplectic form on M has the form5 [33]

Q = ρa
µaa ∂

∂xµ
−
(
ηabρb

µbµ + 1
2C

a
bca

bac
)

∂

∂aa
−
(
∂µρa

νbνa
a + 1

3!∂µCabca
aabac

)
∂

∂bµ
. (2.38)

Thinking in terms of ordinary differential geometric terms, we have introduced again a basis ea

for the vector bundle E of a Courant algebroid. In this basis, Ca
bc(x) are the structure functions

of the Courant bracket and ηab are the components of the fiber metric, in our conventions

ηab = 2⟨ea, eb⟩E . (2.39)

The ηab are the inverse metric components and Latin indices are raised and lowered with
this metric, for instance Cabc = ηcdC

d
ab. Finally, ρa

µ(x) are once more the components of the
anchor in this basis. The statement now is that the condition Q2 = 0 is equivalent to the

4A more recent approach to shifted symplectic structures is [39], where a version of the AKSZ construction
in derived algebraic geometry is proposed. The relation of this approach to theories such as twisted Courant
sigma models was studied in [40].

5If one works with general Q2 manifolds without necessarily having a symplectic structure, then the most
general case proliferates to semi-strict Lie 2-algebroids. This was discussed in detail in ref. [41].
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local coordinate form of the axioms of a Courant algebroid laid down in [42], as given in [1] in
suitable conventions. The homological vector field given in (2.38) requires covariantization in
the same spirit as the Lie algebroid homological vector field of the previous section. Indeed,
there are two obvious sources of noncovariance, the structure functions Ca

bc(x) and the partial
derivative on the components of the anchor. This evidently calls for the introduction of a
suitable connection. Moreover, this is once more a case of non-manifest covariance. Our goal is
to make covariance manifest and show the relation to appropriate Courant algebroid tensors.

An important difference to the case of Lie algebroids regards the transformation of
the structure functions under a change of basis on the bundle. In the present case this
transformation reads

Cc
ab = (Λ−1)c

c′Λa′
a Λb′

b C̃
c′
a′b′ + (Λ−1)c

c′ ρ̃a′ µ(Λa′
a ∂̃µΛc′

b − Λa′
b ∂̃µΛc′

a )

− 1
2 η̃a′b′ η̃c′d′

ρ̃d′ µ(Λ−1)c
c′(Λa′

a ∂̃µΛb′
b − Λa′

b ∂̃µΛb′
a ) , (2.40)

with the new term appearing due to the unconventional, anomalous Leibniz rule that the
Courant bracket satisfies:

[e, fe′]E = f [e, e′]E + ρ(e)f e′ − dEf⟨e, e′⟩ , (2.41)

where dE : C∞(M) → Γ(E) is the Courant algebroid differential defined via ⟨dEf, e⟩ = 1
2ρ(e)f .

We remark that ηab transforms homogeneously, namely

ηab = Λa′
a Λb′

b η̃a′b′ . (2.42)

Note that the unconventional transformation of the structure functions does not improve
for the Dorfman bracket, since it regards both entries in the bracket and even though the
Leibniz rule is standard in the second entry it is not so in the first one.

Then the first thing to note is that we need an E-connection on E, where E is the Courant
algebroid at hand. We use the same notation as for Lie algebroids and in the local basis the
connection coefficients are as in eq. (2.15). Famously, for Courant algebroid connections the
naive torsion tensor is not suitable since it fails to exhibit linearity in all its arguments. A
suitable Courant algebroid E-torsion tensor T E ∈ Γ(∧3E∗) was defined in [25] and it reads as

T E(e1, e2, e3) = ⟨∇E
e1e2 −∇E

e2e1 − [e1, e2]E, e3⟩E + 1
2
(
⟨∇E

e3e1, e2⟩E − ⟨∇E
e3e2, e1⟩E

)
(2.43)

in terms of the skew-symmetric Courant bracket and analogously for the Dorfman bracket.
Other possible options for a good definition of a torsion tensor for Courant algebroid
connections were suggested in [43]. In a chosen local basis, the components of the Gualtieri
E-torsion are

Tabc = ωd
[ab]ηcd −

1
2C

d
abηdc +

1
2ω

d
c[aηb]d . (2.44)

We could read this formula in an upside down way by solving in terms of the structure
functions of the bracket,

Cd
ab =

(
− 2Tabc + 2ωe

[ab]ηec + ωe
c[aηb]e

)
ηcd . (2.45)
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This can be used to substitute the structure functions with the E-torsion in the vector field
Q, plus additional terms that must and will be accounted for. Secondly, since there is a
differentiation on functions on M in the components of Q, we need a vector bundle connection
∇ on TM ⊕ E as well. This connection can be extended to act on differential forms in the
usual way and therefore we have an analog of the tetrad connection for Vielbeins, now on
the components of the anchor.6 Specifically,

∇µρa
ν = ∂µρa

ν + Γν
µρρa

ρ − ωb
µaρb

ν . (2.46)

We shall denote the torsionless part of this connection by ∇̊ as before.
We are now ready to express Q in a different form using (2.45) and (2.46). To reach a man-

ifestly covariant result, it is necessary to perform a coordinate transformation (corresponding
to a nonlinear field redefinition in the gauge theory to be discussed below) as follows

b∇
µ := bµ + 1

2ωµaba
aab , (2.47)

mixing the degree 2 and degree 1 coordinates. Let us pause to further justify this transforma-
tion. First note that the coordinate and bundle transformations of the Courant algebroid in
the classical differential geometric side correspond to graded coordinate transformations in
the Q2 manifold side. Specifically, these coordinate transformations are

xµ = xµ(x̃) (2.48)

aa = (Λ−1)a
a′ ãa′ (2.49)

bµ = Λµ′
µ b̃µ′ + 1

2∂µ(Λ−1)a′
a Λc

a′ η̃cbã
aãb (2.50)

They are obtained by integrating the infinitesimal counterparts which are generated by a
quadratic Hamiltonian and the canonical Poisson bracket on M which exists because it is a
cotangent bundle [6]. Observing the complicated transformation of the degree 2 coordinate
we can ask whether it can be undone by a suitable redefinition. Indeed this is the redefinition
of (2.47). The fact that

b∇
µ = Λµ′

µ b̃∇
µ′ (2.51)

justifies it. In the following we will work with this “covariant” degree 2 coordinate and the
corresponding degree −2 derivation ∂/∂b∇

µ .
Taking all these into account, a straightforward calculation leads to the following al-

ternative form of the homological vector field:

Q = aaρa
µD(0)

µ −
(
ηacρa

µb∇
µ +

(
−Tab

c + ϕab
c + 1

2ϕ
c
ab

)
aaab

)
D(−1)

c +

+
(
−∇νρa

µb∇
µa

a +
(1
3∇νTabc −

1
2∇νϕabc +

1
2ρa

µηcdR
d

bνµ

)
aaabac

)
Dν

(−2) , (2.52)

6To avoid misunderstanding of this analogy, we mention that no “tetrad postulate” is imposed here.
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where we have defined the natural degree 0, degree −1 and degree −2 derivations in the
present case, which have the form

D(0)
µ = ∂

∂xµ
− 1

2
∂ωνbc

∂xµ
abac ∂

∂bν
+ Γσ

νµb
∇
σ

∂

∂bν
− ωµb

cabD(−1)
c , (2.53)

D(−1)
a = ∂

∂aa
+ ωµbaa

b ∂

∂bµ
, (2.54)

Dµ
(−2) =

∂

∂b∇
µ

. (2.55)

Once more these are natural in the sense of the following relations when they act on the
coordinates,

D(0)
µ xν = δµ

ν , D(−1)
a xµ = 0 , Dν

(−2)x
µ = 0 , (2.56)

D(0)
µ ac = −ωµb

cab , D(−1)
a ac = δc

a , Dν
(−2)a

c = 0 , (2.57)

D(0)
ν b∇

µ = Γσ
µνb

∇
σ , D(−1)

a b∇
µ = 0 , Dµ

(−2)b
∇
ν = δµ

ν . (2.58)

In case the induced connection
•
∇E is chosen, the endomorphism ϕ vanishes and the vector

field takes the simpler form

Q = aaρa
µD(0)

µ −
(
ηacρa

µb∇
µ −

•
Tab

caaab
)
D(−1)

c

+
(
−∇νρa

µb∇
µa

a +
(1
3∇ν

•
Tabc +

1
2ρa

µηcdR
d

bνµ

)
aaabac

)
Dν

(−2) . (2.59)

There is a further geometrical association to make. Recall that from the non-manifestly
covariant expression (2.38) we observe that a derivative on the structure functions appears.
This turned to a derivative on the components of the E-torsion T E through (2.45) and in turn
this derivative got covariantized in (2.52). However, the covariant derivative on the Courant
algebroid torsion has an independent geometrical essence. As proven in [26], it is related to
the tensor that measures the compatibility between an (ordinary) connection on E and the
bracket on the Courant algebroid — see [27] for introducing this notion for Lie algebroids
and [28, 44] for more detailed explanations. This tensor is called the basic curvature tensor
SE ∈ Ω1(∧2E∗ ⊗ E∗) and for Courant algebroids it is defined as [24, 26]

SE(e1, e2, e3)X = ⟨∇X [e1, e2]E − [∇Xe1, e2]E − [e1,∇Xe2]E −∇∇E
e2 X

e1 +∇∇E
e1 X

e2, e3⟩E

+ 1
2

(
⟨∇∇E

e3 X
e1, e2⟩E − ⟨∇∇E

e3 X
e2, e1⟩E

)
, (2.60)

in terms of an E-connection on TM (the opposite to an ordinary vector bundle connection
on E) given as

∇E
eX = ρ(∇Xe) + [ρ(e), X] . (2.61)
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It is also proven in [26] that it may be expressed as

SE(e1, e2, e3)X = −∇XT E(e1, e2, e3) + ⟨C(e2, X)e1 − C(e1, X)e2, e3⟩E

− 1
2

(
⟨C(e3, X)e1, e2⟩E − ⟨C(e3, X)e2, e1⟩E

)
, (2.62)

in terms of the Gualtieri torsion and a tensor C defined through

C(e1, X)e2 := [∇E
e1 ,∇X ]e2 −∇[ρ(e1),X]e2 + ϕ(∇Xe1, e2) , (2.63)

where we recall that ϕ is the difference of the E-connection we work with from the induced E-
connection. Note that ϕ obviously vanishes when the induced connection is chosen. However,
in the general case the last term in the definition of C is absolutely necessary to guarantee
that it transforms tensorially in all arguments.

In a local basis the components of the Courant algebroid basic curvature tensor read

Sµabc = −∇µTabc − Cµ[ab]c −
1
2Cµc[ab] , (2.64)

with

Cµab
c = ρa

ν∂νω
c
µb − ∂µω

c
ab + 2ωd

µbω
c
(ad) − ωd

abω
c
µd + ∂µρa

νωc
νb − ρd

νωd
µbω

c
νa . (2.65)

Caution is drawn to the fact that the coefficients of two different connections appear in this
formula, both denoted as ω and distinguished by their indices. One is the ordinary vector
bundle connection and one is the E-connection, which can be completely general. In the
case of induced E-connection, the tensor simplifies greatly to

•
Cµab

c = ρa
νRc

bνµ , (2.66)

thus being the anchored curvature tensor. Note that the usual expression for the curvature
for Courant algebroid connections is a tensor if and only if the induced connection is chosen,
which explains this relation.

We are now ready to express Q in an alternative manifestly covariant form using the
definitions related to the Courant algebroid basic curvature tensor S. For the induced
E-connection the result is remarkably simple,

Q = aaρa
µD(0)

µ −
(
ηacρa

µb∇
µ −

•
Tab

caaab)D(−1)
c −

(
∇νρa

µb∇
µ + 1

3
•
Sνabca

bac)aaDν
(−2) .

(2.67)

We have thus expressed the homological vector field corresponding to a Courant algebroid
in terms of the Gualtieri torsion and the basic curvature of the induced Courant algebroid
connection on itself. In the following we will always refer to the connection

•
∇ and hence

we denote
•
T and

•
S simply as T and S.

Let us now turn to twisted Courant algebroids. As discussed earlier, the main difference
to Courant algebroids is that the Jacobi identity for the Dorfman bracket (2.36) is modified.
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The description of this structure in terms of a Q2 manifold is as follows. We consider the
same graded manifold M and the homological vector field

QH = Q− 1
3!ρa

νρb
σρc

λHµνσλa
aabac ∂

∂bµ
, (2.68)

where Q is the one of the Courant algebroid. In other words, the vector field (2.68) is
homological if and only if the following conditions hold:

ηabρa
µρb

ν = 0 , (2.69)

ρb
µ∂µρa

ν − ρa
µ∂µρb

ν + ηefρe
νCfab = 0 , (2.70)

ρd
µ∂µCabc − ρa

µ∂µCbcd + ρb
µ∂µCcda − ρc

µ∂µCdab +

+ ηefCeabCcdf + ηefCeacCdbf + ηefCeadCbcf = − ρd
µρa

µρb
κρc

λHµνκλ . (2.71)

These are nothing else but the local coordinate form of the axioms of a twisted Courant
algebroid. The third, H-dependent equation is the local coordinate form of the Jacobia-
tor (2.36). Note that compatibility of QH with the symplectic form is now obstructed by
the 4-form, since LQHω ̸= 0.

It is useful to write down the covariant form of these conditions in terms of the ordinary
connection ∇ on E and of the basic curvature and Gualtieri torsion tensors. For (2.70), the
covariant expression in terms of the components of the Gualtieri torsion is

ρa
µ∇µρb

ν − ρb
µ∇µρa

ν + 2ηefρe
νTabf = 0 . (2.72)

Similarly, the covariant expression for (2.71) can be written in terms of the Gualtieri torsion
and the basic curvature tensor, yielding the following elegant formula:

ρ[d
µSµabc] + 3

2η
efTea[bTcd]f = −1

8ρd
µρa

νρb
ρρc

σHµνρσ , (2.73)

which is essentially an algebraic Bianchi identity for the Courant algebroid basic curvature.
Furthermore, prompted by eq. (2.68) we define

S̃µabc := Sµabc +
1
2Hµabc , (2.74)

having introduced the notation

Hµνρa = ρa
κHµνρκ ,

Hµνab = ρa
κρb

λHµνκλ ,

Hµabc = ρa
κρb

λρc
νHµκλν ,

Habcd = ρa
µρb

νρc
κρd

λHµνκλ . (2.75)

As usual, the bundle indices in these quantities are raised with the (inverse) metric ηab, and H
remains totally antisymmetric in all indices, e.g Hµabc = −Haµbc = Habµc = −Habcµ. Similar
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to the discussion of the twisted Poisson case following eq. (2.34), these quantities have a
definite geometric interpretation. The last quantity, Habcd, modifies the Jacobi identity for
the Dorfman bracket (2.36). The next to last, Hµbcd, modifies the basic curvature (2.74).
In different terms, akin to the L∞ description of a Courant sigma model [45], this term
twists the ternary bracket.7 We shall see later that Hµνcd modifies the ordinary curvature
of the connection ∇ on E, while the first term Hµνρa controls the non-exact part of H, as
discussed in appendix A. Then we observe that the homological vector field for a twisted
Courant algebroid may be written as

QH = aaρa
µD(0)

µ −
(
ηacρa

µb∇
µ − Tab

caaab)D(−1)
c −

(
∇νρa

µb∇
µ + 1

3 S̃νabca
bac
)
aaDν

(−2) . (2.76)

Notice that the form is the same as for the usual Courant algebroid with the difference
that S is replaced by the H-dependent S̃.

3 BRST structure of twisted Courant sigma models

3.1 Action, gauge symmetry & nonlinearly open gauge algebra

The Courant sigma model can be described as a membrane sigma model with target space
M, a symplectic dg manifold of degree 2 [1, 2, 4]. As such, its gauge structure is encoded
in the axioms of a Courant algebroid and vice versa; or, in other words, the solution to the
classical master equation in the BV/BRST formulation of the theory is encoded in the graded
symplectic structure and the homological vector field on M, which is the original spirit of the
AKSZ construction [18]. Here we take the above logic one step further and slightly depart
from the usual AKSZ construction by considering topological membrane sigma models with
a Wess-Zumino term. This was originally suggested in [12] in the context of Hamiltonian
systems with first class constraints and also implicitly in [49] in studies related to fluxes in
double field theory. We refer to them as twisted Courant sigma models here because it turns
out that their gauge structure is governed by a twisted Courant algebroid.

In this section we revisit the classical action of the model using dg manifold language
and filling in some gaps regarding the structure of its gauge algebra. The source space (world
volume) of the model is the dg manifold T [1]Σ, where Σ is a three-dimensional manifold
without boundary (the closed membrane). For convenience, we introduce coordinates on T [1]Σ
denoted as σm of degree 0 and θm of degree 1 for the fibre coordinates. In accord with the
notation introduced in the previous section, the classical fields are real functions Xµ(σ), X∗E-
valued 1-forms A = Aa

m(σ)θmea, where ea is a local basis of the pullback bundle X∗E and
X∗T ∗M -valued 2-forms B = 1

2Bµmn(σ)θmθndXµ. Note that the 2-form is not global, see the
way that the degree 2 coordinate transforms in (2.50). As discussed in section 2.3, a connection
is needed to account for this. We address this issue in section 3.3. The latter two fields can
also be viewed as pullback coordinates for a suitable degree-preserving map ϕ : T [1]Σ → M,
at least locally. As suggested in [41], eventually it is necessary to extend this to a map

ϕ× : T [1]Σ → T [1]Σ×M , (3.1)
7We recall that the L∞ description of a Courant algebroid was given in ref. [46]. More generally, the

relation of L∞ to perturbative (gauge) field theories was explored and reviewed in [47, 48].
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which is the identity on the first factor, in order to be able to treat Σ-dependent gauge
parameters. Then locally Aa = ϕ∗×(aa) and Bµ = ϕ∗×(bµ). The classical action functional
of maps in our conventions reads

Scl =
∫

T [1]Σ

(
−BµdXµ + 1

2ηabA
adAb + ρµ

a(X)BµA
a + 1

3!Cabc(X)AaAbAc
)
+
∫

Σ̂
X∗H (3.2)

where H ∈ Ω4
cl(M) and we make the usual assumptions the guarantee the existence of the

extension of the world volume to a 4D one Σ̂ with ∂Σ̂ = Σ and the independence of the
action functional of this extension, see e.g. [50] for a clear exposition in any dimension.

The topological membrane action (3.2) is invariant under a prescribed set of infinitesimal
gauge symmetries provided that ρµ

a , ηab, Cabc and Hµνρσ are the components of the anchor
map, fibre metric, binary bracket and 4-form of a twisted Courant algebroid E. This means
that they satisfy the set of algebraic and differential equations (2.69), (2.70) and (2.71). These
gauge symmetries may be neatly encoded in compact form using the homological vector field
QH , eq. (2.76). Denote the fields of the model collectively as ϕα = (Xµ, Aa, Bµ), understood
as pull-backs via the map ϕ× defined above of the coordinates xα = (xµ, aa, bµ), namely

ϕα = ϕ∗×(xα) . (3.3)

Note that ϕα = ϕα(σ, θ) are dependent on the coordinates of the source Q manifold T [1]Σ.
The homological vector field on T [1]Σ is simply the de Rham differential d = θm∂/∂σm.
Define a collective gauge parameter as ϵα = (0, ϵa,−ψµ) with components of degrees 0 and 1
respectively — we denoted explicitly the obvious absence of gauge parameter for the lowest
field which is a scalar. Then we can rewrite

dϵα = [d, ϵ]α = (Ldϵ)α , (3.4)

in terms of the (graded) Lie bracket of vector fields, provided we introduce the vector
field ϵ = ϵα∂α on T [1]Σ × M. Then it becomes advantageous to introduce the following
distinguished vector field on the product manifold T [1]Σ × M,

Q̂ = d +QH . (3.5)

The gauge transformations of the fields are then given in terms of this vector field as

δϕα = (ϕ∗× ◦ L
Q̂
ϵ)(xα) + δtrivϕ

α , (3.6)

in the spirit of [41] as revisited in [26]. Here L
Q̂

is the Lie derivative along the homological
vector field Q̂. The second term denotes the contributions that are proportional to the
field equations Fµ and Ga obtained by varying with respect to the 2-form and the 1-form
respectively — the remaining field equation has degree 3, one higher than the top form
field in the model and does not contribute. It is useful to mention that the field strengths
of the various fields take the form

Fα = dϕα − ϕ∗(Qα) , (3.7)

in terms of the components of the homological vector field QH [41].
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Note that as long as ϵ is expressed in the canonical basis (∂α) these gauge transformations
are not in manifestly covariant form. We are not going to present the expanded form of this
set of gauge transformations at this stage. For Courant algebroids it is found in various works
in the literature, for example [1]. For twisted Courant algebroids it is instructive to isolate the
H-dependence in this gauge transformations in order to understand its geometric significance.
Note that only the top form field acquires an H-dependence in its gauge transformation,
see appendix A, therefore we only write this one:

δBµ = δBµ|H=0 − 1
2Hµabc ϵ

aAbAc − 1
2Hµνab ϵ

aAbF ν − 1
3!Hµνρa ϵ

aF νF ρ (3.8)

where δBµ|H=0 is the transformation of the 2-form in the Courant sigma model and F

is given as

Fµ = dXµ − ρa
µAa . (3.9)

Then Fµ = 0 is the field equation of the 2-form field. Thus we observe that in presence of the
4-form H, there are field-equation dependent (trivial) gauge transformations in δBµ. What
is more, these include a somewhat unorthodox nonlinear term in the field equations.

Two important remarks are in order. First, the algebra of gauge transformations is
both open and soft, in other words it only closes on the stationary surface and its structure
“constants” are field dependent. Moreover, since the theory features a 2-form field, it is a
first stage reducible Hamiltonian system. Let us take a closer look to the gauge algebra.
We focus on the most complicated commutator of two gauge transformations on the highest
degree field Bµ. This is

[δ1, δ2]Bµ = δ12Bµ + Uµν ∧ F ν + VµνρF
ν ∧ F ρ +WµaG

a , (3.10)

where Ga is the field equation for the field Aa given in non-covariant form as

Ga := dAa + ηabρb
µBµ + 1

2C
a
bcA

b ∧Ac = 0 , (3.11)

δ12 is the gauge transformation with gauge parameters ϵa12 and ψµ12, which are found to be

ϵa12 = Ca
bcϵ

b
1ϵ

c
2 , (3.12)

ψµ12 = 2∂µρa
νϵa[1ψν2] − (∂µCabc +Hµabc)ϵa1ϵb2Ac − 1

2Hµνabϵ
a
1ϵ

b
2F

ν , (3.13)

and the three coefficients U, V and W are given by8

Uµν = 2∂µ∂νρa
σψσ[1ϵ

a
2] + ϵa1ϵ

b
2A

c(∂µ∂νCabc + ∂(µHν)abc) , (3.14)

Vµνρ = −1
3ϵ

a
1ϵ

b
2 ∂(µHν)ρab , (3.15)

Wµa = −ϵb1ϵc2(∂µCabc + 1
2Hµabc) . (3.16)

8We note in advance that tensors such as the basic curvature appear in the covariant version of these
coefficients. That the basic curvature appears as a coefficient in the gauge algebra of the simpler case of Lie
algebroid gauge theories was first noticed in [52], even though the geometric meaning of the tensor was not
yet identified there.
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Field/Ghost Xµ Aa Bµ ϵa ψµ ψ̃µ

Ghost degree 0 0 0 1 1 2

Form degree 0 1 2 0 1 0

Table 1. The eight fields and ghosts of the twisted Courant sigma model (due to the index a the
fields A and ϵ are doubled). The ghosts ϵa, ψµ correspond to the scalar and 1-form gauge parameters
and the degree 2 ghost ψ̃µ is the ghost for the ghost ψµ.

We observe that a term quadratic in the field equations is generated in the gauge algebra (3.10).
This term is absent for vanishing 4-form. Thus we see that twisted Courant algebroids feature
a new property compared with standard gauge theories, that of nonlinear openness of their
gauge algebra. This was also identified before in the context of twisted R-Poisson models [35],
further studied in [23, 51]. Related to this is the fact that the 1-form gauge parameter ψµ12
receives a field equation contribution, one more unconventional feature of the model. In
principle one should further calculate the Jacobi identity for the gauge algebra and higher
identities thereof and identify all the structural quantities that appear on the way. We
refrain from embarking in this complicated task for the moment, since an equivalent way
of addressing this goes through the BRST transformation and its various powers, as we
discuss below. Another feature of the gauge algebra which is worth highlighting is that the
coefficient of the term which is nonlinear in the field equations is explicitly symmetric in
its first two indices, see eq. (3.15). This will also play a crucial role in understanding the
systematics of the BRST formalism for the model.

The second remark is that the gauge transformation δϕα is not tensorial. To express
it in a basis-independent form one must take into account changes of frame in the target
space. This can be parametrized by a connection on the twisted Courant algebroid, which is
one of the reasons we introduced such objects in the previous section. We will also account
for this directly within the BRST formalism.

3.2 On-shell closed BRST transformations

Following the standard steps of the BRST procedure, we now promote the gauge transforma-
tions discussed previously to BRST transformations which will be nilpotent on-shell, namely
on the constrained surface. The two gauge parameters ϵ and ψ are assigned a ghost degree 1
(we do not introduce new notation for them) and moreover due to the first stage reducibility
of the system we must introduce an additional ghost of degree 2 which we denote as ψ̃. This
is the ghost for the ghost ψ. We summarize the fields and ghosts, which are the same as
for the usual Courant sigma model, in table 1.
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We denote the on-shell closed BRST transformations as s0 to avoid confusion with previous
and later notation. We have not introduced antifields yet but we can already mention that
s0 is the “longitudinal differential” in the sense of [16] and therefore it annihilates antifields.
According to our earlier discussion, the BRST transformation of the fields in non manifestly
covariant form is

s0ϕ
α = dϵα + ϵβ∂βQ

α + strivϕ
α , (3.17)

where Qα are the components of QH . The coefficients are controlled by the first derivatives of
the homological vector field, as expected by the general form that contains the Lie derivative
along it. Anticipating a generalization of the present situation to any higher gauge theory in
the sense of ref. [41], we move on to determine the analogous general collective expressions
for the ghosts and ghost for ghost, a task that was not performed in [41]. To determine
the general form of the BRST transformation on the ghosts we make the following degree
2 Ansatz, neglecting the pull-back map for the time being:

s0ϵ
α = dϵ̃α + ϵ̃βκα

β(ϕ) +
1
2ϵ

βϵγλα
βγ(ϕ) + strivϵ

α , (3.18)

where ϵ̃α = (0, 0,−ψ̃µ) is an alternative notation for the ghost for ghost that aligns with the
previously introduced notation. Consistency of the BRST formalism imposes constraints on
the undetermined coefficients κ and λ. To determine κ and λ in eq. (3.18) it is enough to
require that the square of the BRST transformation on the fields vanishes weakly,

s2
0ϕ

α ≈ 0 , (3.19)

with ≈ denoting weak equality. Note that strivϕ
α ≈ 0 anyway and it does not influence

the rest of the calculation. The result of imposing this condition is that the coefficients
κ and λ are given as

κα
β = −∂βQ

α , (3.20)

λα
βγ = −∂β∂γQ

α . (3.21)

We observe that they are controlled by the first and second derivatives of the homological
vector field QH . We note in passing that second derivatives of the homological vector field
are related to the Atiyah cocycle on the dg manifold M, here for the trivial connection. A
relation of the Atiyah cocycle to gauge theory was suggested in ref. [26].

To complete this local analysis, we need to determine the BRST transformation on the
ghosts for ghosts ϵ̃α. Since in the present case the single component of this quantity is a
scalar field, we do not need to include any exterior derivatives. We make the degree 3 Ansatz

s0ϵ̃
α = ϵ̃βϵγ κ̃α

βγ(ϕ) + 1
3!ϵ

βϵγϵδλ̃α
βγδ(ϕ) . (3.22)

Consistency requires that

s2
0ϵ

α ≈ 0 , (3.23)
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which fixes the new undetermined coefficients to be

κ̃α
βγ = ∂β∂γQ

α , (3.24)

λ̃α
βγδ = ∂β∂γ∂δQ

α . (3.25)

It is thus found that also third derivatives of the homological vector field appear in the BRST
transformation of the ghost for ghost. This is also expected in view of the relation of these
transformations to the Kapranov L∞[1] algebra that governs the BRST structure of any higher
gauge theory as proposed in ref. [26] to which we refer for more details. Summarizing the
above discussion and ignoring pullbacks for the time being, we have proven that consistency
of the BRST formalism leads to the following:

Proposition 3.1 The BRST transformations of the fields (ϕα) = (Xµ, Aa, Bµ), ghosts
(ϵα) = (0, ϵa,−ψµ) and ghost for ghost (ϵ̃α) = (0, 0,−ψ̃µ) for a 4-form twisted Courant sigma
model take the following form in terms of the components (Qα) of the homological vector field
QH of a twisted Courant algebroid (eq. (2.76)) and their derivatives:

s0ϕ
α = dϵα + ϵβ∂βQ

α + strivϕ
α , (3.26)

s0ϵ
α = dϵ̃α − ϵ̃β∂βQ

α − 1
2ϵ

βϵγ∂β∂γQ
α + strivϵ

α , (3.27)

s0ϵ̃
α = ϵ̃βϵγ∂β∂γQ

α + 1
3!ϵ

βϵγϵδ∂β∂γ∂δQ
α , (3.28)

with striv vanishing on the stationary surface.

3.3 Manifestly covariant BRST transformations

We would now like to understand the global meaning of the various coefficients in Proposi-
tion 3.1 and reach a manifestly target space covariant formulation. Let us first explain what
it would mean to implement manifest target space covariance and obtain inherently tensorial
expressions for the gauge symmetries. One may think of this as the following three-step
algorithm: (i) Consider the field ϕα and its non-tensorial gauge transformation δϕα and
rewrite it in terms of covariant quantities using the connection ∇; (ii) consider the index-free
field ϕ = ϕα ⊗ eα and isolate the transformation of the pull-back basis eα in δϕα; (iii) define a
different, tensorial transformation δ∇ϕ by absorbing suitable field equation dependent terms
such that the final expression is manifestly covariant and tensorial.

To illustrate this procedure let us consider an example. In the twisted Courant sigma
model take the gauge transformation of the 1-form as given from eq. (3.6):9

δAa = dϵa + Ca
bcA

bϵc + ηabρb
µψµ . (3.29)

9A gauge transformation always has ambiguity of trivial gauge transformations, strivϕα. We fix this
ambiguity of the gauge transformation of Aa to the standard form. Such ambiguities of gauge transformations
in the BV and BFV formalisms have been discussed for the twisted PSM in [54].
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Step (i) of the above algorithm instructs us to rewrite this transformation in the alter-
native form

δAa = Dϵa − 2ηadTbcdA
bϵc + ηabρb

µψ∇
µ − ωa

µbF
µϵb − ρb

µωa
µcA

cϵb , (3.30)

where D is the exterior covariant derivative induced by ∇, T is the Gualtieri torsion tensor
and ψ∇ is a redefined 1-form gauge parameter. We take this opportunity to introduce the
following redefined field and parameters in accord with the analysis of section 2:10

B∇
µ = Bµ + 1

2ωµabA
aAb , (3.31)

ψ∇
µ = ψµ + ωµabA

aϵb , (3.32)

ψ̃∇
µ = ψ̃µ + 1

2ωµabϵ
aϵb . (3.33)

Note now that this completely equivalent form of the gauge transformation for the 1-form
Aa contains two additional terms generated during the covariantization process. If we now
consider the pull-back basis ea of the vector bundle X∗E, this transforms under a change
of frame according to

δea = ωb
µaδX

µeb . (3.34)

We now observe that for the field A = Aa ⊗ ea we can apply the Leibniz rule to obtain

δA = δAa ⊗ ea +Aa ⊗ δea := δ̄Aa ⊗ ea , (3.35)

where we defined the tensorial transformation (see e.g. [53])

δ̄Aa = δAa + ωa
µbA

bδXµ . (3.36)

It is a matter of mere inspection to see that the second term in this Leibniz rule corresponds
precisely to the last term in the transformation δAa in the form of eq. (3.30). This isolates
the transformation of the pull-back basis as instructed in step (ii) of the algorithm. Finally
we define the new transformation

δ∇Aa := δAa + ωa
µbF

µϵb , (3.37)

and the associated tensorial one

δ̄∇Aa := δ∇Aa + ωa
µbA

bδXµ . (3.38)

This is step (iii) of the algorithm and together with the previous steps leads to the final
tensorial and manifestly covariant result

δ∇A = (δ∇A)a ⊗ ea = δ̄∇Aa ⊗ ea = Dϵ− 2T (A, ϵ) + ρ∗(ψ∇) , (3.39)

where ρ∗ is the transpose map to the anchor ρ. In the BRST setting we should replace δ and
δ∇ with operators s0 and s∇

0 and the gauge parameters with the corresponding ghosts.
10Of course it is no accident that these three quantities appear together in the same superfield of degree 2

in the AKSZ construction of Courant sigma models.
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Even though the analysis above illustrates the general procedure, it hides the advantages
of the covariantized homological vector field for twisted Courant algebroids introduced in
section 2. Indeed this rewriting obviates the need to apply the above algorithm. Instead
one obtains automatically the correct tensorial transformations on the fields of the model as
follows. We start by revisiting the example of the field Aa that was detailed above. Note
first that there are two expansions of the homological vector field QH , one in the basis (∂α)
and one in the basis (Dα) introduced by the differential operators D(0), D(−1) and D(−2) in
eqs. (2.53), (2.54) and (2.55). The coefficients in each expansions are of course different:

QH = Qα∂α = Qα
∇Dα . (3.40)

According to eq. (2.76) the “covariant” components are given as

Qµ
∇ = aaρa

µ , (3.41)

Qa
∇ = −ηabρb

µb∇
µ + Tbc

aabac , (3.42)

Q∇
µ = −∇µρa

νb∇
ν a

a − 1
3 S̃µabca

aabac . (3.43)

Notice now that

Dµ
(−2)Q

a
∇ = −ηabρb

µ , (3.44)

D(−1)
b Qa

∇ = 2Tbc
aac . (3.45)

Putting these together we directly observe that

δ̄∇Aa = Dϵa + ϵα∇DαQ
a
∇ , (3.46)

where we used the coefficients in the alternative expansion of the collective gauge parameter:

ϵ = ϵα∂α = ϵα∇Dα , (3.47)

which are nothing but (ϵα∇) = (0, ϵa,−ψ∇
µ ). Doing the same analysis for all fields and ghosts

in the classical basis of the model, it is straightforward to show that the tensorial version
of Proposition 3.1 (with implicit pull-backs) is:

Proposition 3.2 The BRST transformations on the fields ϕ = (ϕα
∇) = (Xµ, Aa, B∇

µ ), the
ghosts ϵ = (ϵα∇) = (0, ϵa,−ψ∇

µ ) and the ghost for ghost ϵ̃ = (ϵ̃α
∇) = (0, 0,−ψ̃∇

µ ) of a 4-form
twisted Courant sigma model with source T [1]Σ and target M with coordinates (xα) =
(xµ, aa, b∇

µ ) of degrees (0, 1, 2) are given in terms of the homological vector field QH of a
4-form twisted Courant algebroid given in (2.76) and in tensorial form as s∇

0 ϕ = s∇
0 ϕ

α
∇ ⊗ eα

(and similarly for ϵ and ϵ̃) with

s∇
0 ϕ

α
∇ = Dϵα∇ + ϵβ∇DβQ

α
∇ + s∇

trivϕ
α
∇ , (3.48)

s∇
0 ϵ

α
∇ = Dϵ̃α

∇ − ϵ̃β
∇DβQ

α
∇ − 1

2ϵ
β
∇ϵ

γ
∇DβDγQ

α
∇ + s∇

trivϵ
α
∇ , (3.49)

s0ϵ̃
α
∇ = ϵ̃β

∇ϵ
γ
∇DβDγQ

α
∇ + 1

3!ϵ
β
∇ϵ

γ
∇ϵ

δ
∇DβDγDδQ

α
∇ , (3.50)
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where D is the exterior covariant derivative on Σ, the differential operators Dα are as in
eqs. (2.53), (2.54) and (2.55) and s∇

triv vanish on the stationary surface.

The proof of the proposition is completed using the following set of equations for first
derivatives

DνQµ
∇ = 0 , DaQ

µ
∇ = ρa

µ ,

DνQa
∇ = −ηabρb

ν , DbQ
a
∇ = 2T a

bca
c ,

DνQ∇
µ = −∇µρa

νaa , DaQ
∇
µ = −∇µρa

νb∇
ν − S̃µabca

bac ,

and the following set for second and third derivatives

DaDνQ∇
µ = −∇µρa

ν , DcDbQ
a
∇ = 2T a

bc ,

DbDaQ
∇
µ = −2S̃µabca

c , DνDaQ
∇
µ = −∇µρa

ν ,

DcDbDaQ∇µ = −2S̃µabc .

These allow to express the tensorial form of the BRST transformations on the fields and
ghosts in terms of the classical differential geometric data on a twisted Courant algebroid,
namely the anchor map ρ and its transpose ρ∗, the Gualtieri torsion T and the 4-form twisted
basic curvature S̃. We present some additional details and expressions in a coordinate basis
as supplementary material in appendix B; here we report the final manifestly tensorial and
basis-independent result — with suitable grouping of terms:

s∇
0 X = ρ(ϵ) , (3.51)

s∇
0 ϵ = − ρ∗(ψ̃∇) + T (ϵ, ϵ) , (3.52)

s∇
0 A = Dϵ+ ρ∗(ψ∇)− 2T (A, ϵ) , (3.53)

s∇
0 ψ̃

∇ = −∇ρ (ψ̃∇, ϵ)− 1
3 S̃(ϵ, ϵ, ϵ) , (3.54)

s∇
0 ψ

∇ = Dψ̃∇ +∇ρ(ψ̃∇, A) +∇ρ(ψ∇, ϵ) + S̃(A, ϵ, ϵ) + s∇
trivψ

∇ , (3.55)

s∇
0 B

∇ = −Dψ∇ +∇ρ(ψ∇, A)−∇ρ(B∇, ϵ)− S̃(A,A, ϵ) + s∇
trivB

∇ , (3.56)

where the final terms in the BRST transformation of the 1-form ghost and the 2-form
field are given by

s∇
trivψ

∇ = 1
4(H(ρ(ϵ), ρ(ϵ))−R(ϵ, ϵ))(−, F ) , (3.57)

s∇
trivB

∇ = −1
2(H(ρ(ϵ), ρ(A))−R(ϵ, A))(−, F )− 1

3!H(−, ρ(ϵ), F, F ) (3.58)

To completely clarify and explain our notation, first note that all geometric objects mentioned
below are understood in composition with the map X and their components in a coordinate
basis are therefore functions of the pull-back coordinates Xµ. One can understand this better
by noting that for example the scalar parameter ϵ ∈ Γ(X∗E[1]) (which should not be confused
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with the collective gauge parameter introduced earlier) is also a section of the pull-back
bundle, and thus ρ cannot just act on it since its domain is the bundle E; a composition
with X is due. The same remark holds in all other cases.

The covariant BRST transformation s∇
0 (obtained directly from Proposition 3.2 and

corresponding to δ̄∇ on the classical fields) is different off-shell than the BRST transformation
s0 (corresponding to δ̄ on fields) for all non-scalar fields, but remains unchanged for the
scalar fields X, ϵ and ψ̃∇. To explain this, first note that the field equations of the fields
Bµ and Aa written in covariant form are

Fµ := dXµ − ρa
µAa = 0 , (3.59)

Ga
∇ := Ga + ωa

µbF
µAb = DAa + ηabρb

µB∇
µ − ηabTcdbA

cAd = 0 . (3.60)

Our definition of covariant BRST transformation is then given for the three non-scalar fields as:

s∇
0 A

a = s0A
a + ωa

µbF
µϵb , (3.61)

s∇
0 ψ

∇
µ = s0ψ

∇
µ − Γ̊ν

µσψ̃
∇
ν F

σ + 1
2(∂(µων)ab + ωd

[µaων]bd)F νϵaϵb , (3.62)

s∇
0 B

∇
µ = s0B

∇
µ − Γ̊ν

µσψ
∇
ν F

σ − (∂(µων)ab + ωd
[µaων]bd)F νAaϵb − ωµabG

aϵb , (3.63)

where s0ϕ
α is the tensorial transformation corresponding to the gauge transformation δ̄ϕα.

Obviously on scalar fields there is no difference since there are no scalar equations of motion
and also the field equation of Xµ plays no role in this since it is of too high degree (a 3-form).

4 The BRST power finesse and the master action

The BRST transformation is nilpotent on-shell, a fact that does not depend on whether
a manifest target space covariant formulation is employed or not — we shall mostly be
working on a local patch in this section but the globalisation can be performed in a fairly
straightforward way as in previous sections. Off-shell its square contains contributions
proportional to the field equations of the model, a fact we already used in order to fix it.
It is instructive and in fact very useful to determine these expressions, see appendix B for
more technical details. In terms of the components Qα of the homological vector field QH ,
using definition (3.7) for the various field strengths that correspond to the field equations
of the model, first we find that11

s0Fα = (−1)|ϵβ |ϵβFγ∂γ∂βQ
α + d(strivϕ

α)− strivϕ
β∂βQ

α , (4.1)

where Fα = {Fµ, Ga} are the field equations defined in (3.59) and (3.60). This is simply
the statement that the field strengths transform covariantly. Furthermore, the Bianchi
identities have the simple form

dFα + Fβ∂βQ
α = 0 . (4.2)

11The consistent choice of grading is dictated by the form degree of the field in question: |ϕ| = 0, |ϵ| =
−1, |̃ϵ| = −2, |F| = 1. Note also that we use Deligne’s sign convention for fields with multiple grading, e.g. for
differential form degree f and ghost degree g: α1α2 = (−1)f1f2+g1g2 α2α1.
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We need these transformations in order to proceed with determining the explicit form of
the square of the BRST transformation on the classical basis. Indeed it is straightforward
to show that

s2
0ϕ

α = −ϵ̃βFγ∂γ∂βQ
α − 1

2(−1)|ϵβ |+|ϵγ |ϵβϵγFδ∂δ∂β∂γQ
α

+ d(strivϵ
α) + s0(strivϕ

α) + strivϵ
β∂βQ

α − ϵβstrivϕ
γ∂γ∂βQ

α , (4.3)

s2
0ϵ

α = (−1)|ϵγ |ϵ̃βϵγFδ∂δ∂β∂γQ
α + 1

3!(−1)|ϵβ |+|ϵγ |+|ϵδ |ϵβϵγϵδFκ∂κ∂β∂γ∂δQ
α

+ s0(strivϵ
α)− strivϵ

βϵγ∂β∂γQ
α − 1

2ϵ
βϵγstrivϕ

δ∂δ∂β∂γQ
α . (4.4)

The square of the BRST transformation on all scalar fields vanishes identically, which also
explains the absence of s2

0ϵ̃
α. Using (4.1) and (4.2) we can easily see that both s2

0ϕ
α and

s2
0ϵ

α vanish weakly. Additionally, expression (4.3) is used to find the trivial transformation of
the ghosts from the trivial transformations of the physical fields by demanding the mutual
cancellation of the dϵα-dependent terms arising from the first two terms in the second line
of (4.3). This results in the general expressions

strivϕ
α = −(−1)(|Qβ |+1)Fα 1

3!H
α

βγδϵ
ε∂εQ

β
(
3FγQδ + FγFδ

)
, (4.5)

strivϵ
α = (−1)(|Qβ |+1)Fα 1

4H
α

βγδϵ
ε∂εQ

βϵε
′
∂ε′QγFδ , (4.6)

with only nonvanishing component of Hα
βγδ being the 4-form Hµνκλ. Although this is a

somewhat redundant presentation of the already found ones in (3.57) and (3.58), it shows the
appearance of the derivatives of the homological vector field in the trivial transformations.
Furthermore, the explicit form of the non-vanishing squares on the non-scalar fields is:

s2
0A

a = −ηabFµ
(
∂µρb

νψ̃ν + 1
2(∂µCbcd + 1

2Hµbcd)ϵcϵd
)
,

s2
0ψµ = −F λ

(
∂µ∂λρa

νψ̃νϵ
a + 1

6(∂µ∂λCabc + ∂(µHλ)abc)ϵaϵbϵc
)
,

s2
0Bµ = −F λ

(
∂µ∂λρa

ν(ψνϵ
a + ψ̃νA

a) + 1
2(∂µ∂λCabc + ∂(µHλ)abc)Aaϵbϵc

)

−Ga
(
∂µρa

νψ̃ν + 1
2(∂µCabc + 1

2Hµabc)ϵbϵc
)
− 1

6∂(µHλ)σabϵ
aϵbF λF σ . (4.7)

These reflect the openness of the gauge algebra of the model, even more so the nonlinear
openness as obvious from the last term in eq. (4.7), where we note again the symmetrization
in the first two indices in the derivative of the 4-form components.

At the end of the day we should have a BV-BRST transformation which is nilpotent
off-shell. The usual procedure invokes antifields such that they transform to equations of
motion. In that way the contributions of the square s2

0 will appear in the solution of the
classical master equation together with the prescribed combination of antifields. We shall
return to this in more detail below. What is important to mention here already is that besides
the square of the BRST transformation, higher powers of it which are also weakly vanishing
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Antifield X†
µ A†

a B†µ ϵ†a ψ†µ ψ̃†µ

Ghost degree −1 −1 −1 −2 −2 −3

Form degree 3 2 1 3 2 3

Table 2. The set of antifields of the twisted Courant sigma model.

can (and in the present case will) in principle play the same role. In other words, one should
also compute all necessary sn

0 for n > 2, in the precise way we will explain below. In practice
it is not necessary (or possible) to compute all these powers. However, there is a maximum
power n relevant in each case. To determine this power we need to introduce the antifields,
even though we will continue working with the longitudinal differential (which annihilates
them) and not with the Koszul-Tate one. There is one antifield for each field, ghost and
ghost for ghost of the model. In the present case of twisted Courant sigma models the set of
antifields together with their ghost number and form degree appear in table 2.

We recall the main properties of these antifields. For a given field or ghost φ the
corresponding antifield φ† has ghost number gh(·) and form degree deg(·) such that

gh(φ) + gh(φ†) = −1 , (4.8)

deg(φ) + deg(φ†) = 3 . (4.9)

In words, the sum of the form degrees of any field and its antifield must be equal to the
spacetime dimension where the model is defined, here 3, because they appear as a pair in the
sector of the master action with one antifield, whereas the ghost degrees sum to −1 since the
BRST formalism introduces the extended cotangent bundle T ∗[−1]M with negative degree
shift that accomodates the fields and antifields together. The BV-BRST transformation12 of
each antifield is an equation of motion for its associated field, in our conventions

sφ† = (−1)deg(φ†)Fφ + . . . , (4.10)

where the ellipses denote further terms that are antifield dependent and guarantee that
the BV-BRST transformation is nilpotent. Recall that the s0 (or s∇

0 ) part of s annihilates
the antifields,

s0φ
† = 0 , (4.11)

and the part of it that is responsible for eq. (4.10) is the Koszul-Tate differential [16].
12Our terminology is such that the off-shell nilpotent transformation is called BV-BRST and the only

on-shell nilpotent one is called just BRST.
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In the present work we will not have to deal with the full BV-BRST transformation. The
above properties of the antifields already dictate which powers of the BRST transformation
before the introduction of antifields are sufficient to determine the master action. To find this
all we need to know is that the master action must have vanishing ghost degree. Obviously
the classical action Scl already satisfies this requirement. Furthermore the generic term φ†s0φ

also satisfies it for any field and ghost due to (4.8) and the fact that the BRST transformation
has ghost degree 1. This is the well known term in the master action with one antifield.
Taking this logic one step further, let us consider the square of the BRST transformation on
some field or ghost φ. This is either zero or it contains terms proportional to one or more
equations of motion, including products thereof in the case of nonlinear openness. To include
these terms in the action we need to replace equations of motion by corresponding antifields
that transform to them under the Koszul-Tate differential. Then one must consider higher
powers of the BRST transformation and do the same as long as the result is of vanishing
ghost degree. To remain general, assume that we include in the action a term of the type

φ†O(n)φ , (4.12)

of ghost degree zero, and with O(1)φ = s0φ. Assuming absence of scalar antifields and of
terms in the action that would contain a Hodge star, the lowest form degree of an antifield is
1 and we conclude that there is a bound on the integer n, equivalently on the power n− 1:

n− 1 ≤ deg(φ) . (4.13)

Thus the total power of the BRST transformation we must consider is field dependent and
the absolute maximum power in a model is equal to the highest form degree. For instance
in the case of the twisted Courant sigma model this power amounts to n = 3, whereas for
the twisted Poisson sigma model it is not necessary to go beyond n = 2.

Based on the above discussion and disregarding scalar fields for which this is obviously
irrelevant, we see that for the 1-forms Aa and ψµ we only need to know the square of their
BRST transformation, which we have already found, see (4.7). These will contribute to
the action as

φ†O(2)φ = φ†f
(
s0(O(1)φ)

)
, (4.14)

where we defined the operation of taking any expression φ (here of the form (s0)2φ) that
contains an equation of motion and replacing the equation of motion with the corresponding
antifield:

f(φ) = φ|F→(−1)degF+1φ†
F
. (4.15)

Specifically,

A†
aO(2)A

a = ηabA†
aB

†µ(−∂µρb
νψ̃ν − 1

2(∂µCbcd + 1
2Hµbcd)ϵcϵd) ,

ψ†µO(2)ψµ = ψ†µB†λ(−∂µ∂λρb
νψ̃νϵ

a − 1
6(∂µ∂λCabc + ∂(µHλ)abc)ϵaϵbϵc) . (4.16)

Moving on, for the 2-form Bµ there is a subtlety due to the nonlinear openness of the
gauge algebra. Recall that in the commutator of gauge transformations on the 2-form,
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eq. (3.10), we encountered a nonlinear term with symmetrization in the first two indices
of its coefficient. The same structure appears in the square of the BRST transformation,
the last term in eq. (4.7). Since this will have to appear together with a product of two
commuting antifields, we are prompted to replace only the equation of motion whose index is
within the symmetrization. In other words the operator f acts only on one of the two field
equations in the product as specified. This gives the term

B†µO(2)Bµ = B†µB†λ(−∂µ∂λρa
ν(ψνϵ

a + ψ̃νA
a)− 1

2(∂µ∂λCabc + ∂µHλabc)Aaϵbϵc)

− ηadB†µA†
d(−∂µρa

νψ̃ν − 1
2(∂µCabc + 1

2Hµabc)ϵbϵc)

− 1
6B

†µB†λ∂µHλσabϵ
aϵbF σ . (4.17)

Furthermore, for the 2-form field Bµ we expect a cubic antifield contribution of ghost degree
zero.13 The cubic contribution is obtained by replacing the remaining equation of motion in
O(2)φ with the corresponding antifield, performing a (third) BRST transformation and again
replacing the newly generated field equation with the corresponding antifield. The result
contains terms of various ghost degrees and to isolate the correct term we should project
to degree 0. What we explained in words takes the form:

φ†O(3)φ = φ†f
(
s0
(
f
(
O(2)φ

)))
|gh=0 . (4.18)

This is the right way in which the cube of the BRST transformation contributes. Specializing to
the only field for which this general procedure is relevant in the present case, the contribution
to the master action is

B†µO(3)Bµ = B†µB†λB†σ
(
∂µ∂λ∂σρa

νψ̃νϵ
a + 1

6∂µ∂λ∂σCabcϵ
aϵbϵc

+ 1
6
(
∂σ∂µHλabc − 3

2∂µ∂λρa
νHνσbc

)
ϵaϵbϵc

)
. (4.19)

The procedure is described in more technical detail in appendix C. Then as a preliminary, cal-
ibrating result which is simple to prove we state the following for the case of vanishing 4-form:

Proposition 4.1 The AKSZ-BV master action for the (untwisted) Courant sigma model
can be expressed as

SBV,0 = Scl|H=0 +
3∑

n=1

(−1)ghφ+n

β†!βn
φ† · O(n)φ|H=0 , (4.20)

where Scl is the classical action, φ = (ϕ, ϵ, ϵ̃) is the collection of fields, ghosts and ghost for
ghost, and the O(n)φ is defined as above with H = 0. The factor β† counts the number of
antifields of the same kind in any of the terms in the sum and the symmetry factor βn counts
the terms that appear more than once for a fixed n.

13The cubic contributions of higher ghost degree contribute to potential anomalies controlled by Bianchi
identities [55]. We shall not analyse these issues here.
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The proof is a direct comparison14 of each term in the sum of eq. (4.20) with the corresponding
terms with 1, 2 and 3 antifields in ref. [4]. This is then nothing but an alternative rewriting
of the AKSZ theory in 3D, in which the expansion in the antifields is obtained at face value.
This slightly alternative perspective is useful for two reasons. First, it can be upgraded
relatively easily to a manifestly target space covariant form where the various coefficients
in the master action acquire a geometric interpretation in terms of the Courant algebroid
structures and tensors, namely the Gualtieri torsion and the basic curvature. The second
advantage, in which we focus here, is that the above form of the master action can be used to
account for the 4-form twisted Courant sigma model for which there is no three-dimensional
AKSZ construction.15 This is accounted for by the following:

Theorem 4.1 The minimal solution of the classical master equation for the 4-form twisted
Courant sigma model is

SBV = Scl +
3∑

n=1

(−1)ghφ+n

β†!βn
φ† · O(n)φ , (4.21)

where Scl is the classical action, φ = (ϕ, ϵ, ϵ̃) is the collection of fields, ghosts and ghost for
ghost, and the O(n)φ is defined as above including the 4-form contributions. The factor β†
counts the number of antifields of the same kind in any of the terms in the sum and the
symmetry factor βn counts the terms that appear more than once for a fixed n.

We call this procedure for obtaining the master action the “BRST power finesse” because
instead of the standard approach of homological perturbation theory where the master
equation is solved order by order by adding terms to the master action with increasing
number of antifields, here all essential information is obtained directly from the on-shell closed
BRST transformation. This is of course completely equivalent, it just avoids some technically
challenging steps at the price of computing the higher powers of the BRST transformation
as explained above. In cases where the AKSZ construction is not directly applicable or
when a global geometric interpretation of the coefficients in the master action is desired,
this procedure is technically advantageous.

The detailed expression for the BV master action is given in appendix D. Obviously it
reduces to the AKSZ-BV action when the 4-form vanishes. Moreover, it is directly checked
that for the special case of M being a twisted R-Poisson manifold of order 3 in the sense of
ref. [35] it reduces to the master action of the three-dimensional twisted R-Poisson sigma
model, which was tediously determined in ref. [23], see in particular section 4 in that paper.
The agreement of the presently more general case to the special case there is established
with the following identifications,

ρ = Π♯ , Cµν
ρ = ∂ρΠµν , Cµνρ = Rµνρ , (4.22)

14Up to irrelevant differences in conventions and notation.
15Even though one can consider that it can be obtained as a boundary theory of the AKSZ construction in

four dimensions, see e.g. the approach developed in ref. [56], it would be difficult to find the right boundary
conditions for this to happen, especially to do this in a systematic way.
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where Π♯ : T ∗M → TM is the map induced by a Poisson structure Π and Rµνρ are the
components of a 3-vector that satisfies

[Π, R]SN + ⟨Π⊗4, H⟩ , (4.23)

which is the defining condition of a 4-form twisted R-Poisson structure of order 3, giving
rise to a special case of a 4-form twisted Courant algebroid.

The general result may also be written as

SBV = SBV,0 + SBV,H , (4.24)

where the AKSZ action is what we denoted above as SBV,0 and SBV,H contains only H-
dependent terms. This is useful in isolating the new contributions and eventually proving that

(S0, S3)BV + (S1, S2)BV = 0 , (4.25)

2(S1, S3)BV + (S2, S2)BV = 0 , (4.26)

where Si is the sector of SBV with i antifields and (·, ·)BV is the odd BV bracket. Using the
axioms of the pre-Courant algebroid in the covariant form (2.72) and (2.73), their derivatives
and the following identity,

ρ[a
µ∇µS̃νbcd] = −∇νρ[a

µS̃µbcd] − 3 S̃νe[abT e
cd] , (4.27)

we have validated by direct computations that these nontrivial conditions hold. Together
with the remaining, simpler identities, this establishes that this is a solution to the classical
master equation and that the above theorem is valid.

Comment on the quantum master equation. Before closing this section, let us turn to
the question of the solution to the quantum master equation. Recall that the BV Laplacian
is defined as

∆ =
∑

α

(−1)gh(φα) δ2

δφαφ†
α

, (4.28)

where the sum is taken over all fields and ghosts and the functional derivative acts from
left to right. Then the quantum master equation is

iℏ∆W = 1
2(W,W )BV , (4.29)

where W is the quantum action whose loop expansion starts with the classical master action
SBV. It was shown in ref. [57] that the minimal solution to the classical master equation
of the Poisson sigma model satisfies the quantum master equation too. Note, moreover,
that this remains true for the twisted Poisson sigma model, as can be directly seen via its
master action in eq. (4.36) of ref. [21].

– 31 –



J
H
E
P
0
7
(
2
0
2
4
)
1
1
5

Let us check what happens in the Courant or twisted Courant sigma model. There are
six terms in the minimal solution to the classical master action on which the BV Laplacian
does not vanish, namely those with simultaneous appearance of a field and its antifield:

Sh =
∫ (

−X†
µρa

µ(X)ϵa −
(
A†

aA
b + 1

2ϵ
†
aϵ

b
)
Ca

bcϵ
c + (B†µBν + ψ†µψν + ψ̃†µψ̃ν)∂µρa

νϵa
)
.

(4.30)
This is easier to see in the expanded form of appendix B. The rest of the terms are in the
kernel of the Laplacian. All terms in (4.30) are independent of the 4-form and therefore they
are the same for both the twisted and the untwisted models. A simple inspection shows that
the X†X and ψ̃†ψ̃ terms cancel out after the action of the BV Laplacian. Noting moreover
that a 2-form and an 1-form have the same number of components in three dimensions, it
turns out that the B†B term cancels out with the ψ†ψ term. What remains are the A†A and
ϵ†ϵ terms, which vanish separately under the action of ∆ because the result is proportional to
Ca

ab. Thus the classical master action we determined for the (twisted) Courant sigma model
is also a solution of the quantum master equation.16 We clarify that by this we mean the
naive quantum master equation in the sense of ref. [58], since in the infinite dimensional
setting of field theory the odd Laplacian is not well defined.

5 The gauge fixed master action

To complete the picture painted in the previous sections we embark in gauge fixing the large
gauge symmetry of the twisted Courant sigma model. This is a necessary task if one wants
to compute correlation functions, even though we shall not do this in the present paper —
see [2] for computations of bulk/boundary correlators in the open membrane case. It also
serves as an illustrating example for the general theory of gauge fixing within the BRST
formalism [16, 59] and the AKSZ construction in particular [60].

The first step toward gauge fixing is to further enlarge the minimal set of fields and
ghosts to a non-minimal set. A non-minimal set contains more fields than it is sufficient to
solve the classical master equation. However the classical master equation does not have a
unique solution and indeed the larger set still generates a solution. These additional fields
are usually called trivial pairs and they contain antighosts17 and Lagrange multipliers. We
will use the general notation ξ for antighosts and ζ for Lagrange multipliers. They also come
together with their corresponding antifields so that ξ† will be antifields for the antighosts
and ζ† antifields for the Lagrange multipliers.

Let us briefly recall the general properties of these additional fields. For an ordinary
1-form gauge field such as Aa, we have a scalar gauge parameter such as ϵa which we replaced
by a ghost of ghost number 1 with the same name in the BRST treatment. To each such
ghost we assign a trivial pair (ξa, ζa). The ghost number of the antighost ξa is the opposite

16Note that the calculation of the ∆S includes divergences since the BV Laplacian includes the trace of
the functional derivative. In fact, ∆Sh = C · 0 with an infinite constant C similar to the case of the Poisson
sigma model [57]. We can prove that the proper gauge invariant regularization exists and the (twisted or not)
Courant sigma model satisfies the quantum master equation under this regularization.

17We remind here that antighosts are not the same fields as the antifields of the ghosts.
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of one for its ghost, in the present case gh(ξa) = −1. We also require that the ghost number
of the Lagrange multiplier is in general

gh(ζ) = gh(ξ) + 1 . (5.1)

The reason for this is that the Lagrange multiplier will eventually pair with the antifield
of the antighost in the non-minimal solution of the classical master equation and therefore
the two must have opposite ghost number. Since gh(ξ†) = −1− gh(ξ), this means that we
require gh(ζ) = −gh(ξ†) which is nothing but eq. (5.1). This means in particular that for a
usual gauge field the ghost number of the Lagrange multipler vanishes. Counting degrees of
freedom, an 1-form in d dimensions has d components and we reduce 1 for the ghost and 1
for the antighost to reach the correct number of d− 2 polarizations for a massless gauge field.

For 2-form gauge fields the situation is a little more involved due to the reducibility of
the gauge theory. An example is the 2-form18 Bµ in the twisted Courant sigma model but
the discussion is general. In this case we have a 1-form gauge parameter ψµ which we turn
into a ghost of the same name and ghost number 1. To this we assign an 1-form antighost ξµ

of ghost number −1 and the Lagrange multiplier ζµ of ghost number 0. We also have the
scalar ghost for ghost ψ̃µ of ghost number 2 to which we assign a scalar antighost ξ̃ µ of ghost
number −2 and a Lagrange multiplier ζ̃ µ of ghost number −1. This is however not enough to
yield the correct degree of freedom count. There is one additional field to introduce, what is
usually called an extraghost that we denote as ξ̄µ. This is an auxiliary scalar field of vanishing
ghost number together with the Lagrange multiplier ζ̄µ of ghost number +1. To justify this
proliferation of fields, recall that a 2-form in d dimensions has d(d− 1)/2 components from
which we subtract 2d from the two 1-form (anti)ghosts and we add 3 at the next level from
the ghost for ghost, antighost for ghost and extraghost. The result is (d− 2)(d− 3)/2 which
is the correct number of polarizations for a massless 2-form. For the field content of the
(twisted or not) Courant sigma model we summarize the trivial pair content in table 3 and
their antifields in table 4. Although in the case at hand the situation is not exceedingly
complicated, we also present the rather simple BV triangles for clarity:

Aa Bµ

ξa ϵa ξµ ψµ

ξ̄µ ξ̃ µ ψ̃µ

(5.2)

Now we are ready to write down a non-minimal solution to the classical master equation
which is

S+
BV = SBV +

∫
ξ†αζα , (5.3)

where the collective notation ξ†α = (ξ† a, ξ†µ, ξ̃
†
µ , ξ̄

µ
† ) and ζα = (ζa, ζ

µ, ζ̃ µ, ζ̄µ) was introduced.
This is the action that we would like to gauge fix. To do so we must introduce a Lagrangian

18In this section we consider the original fields before the redefinition.
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Antighost/Multiplier ξa ξµ ξ̃ µ ξ̄µ ζa ζµ ζ̃ µ ζ̄µ

Ghost degree −1 −1 −2 0 0 0 −1 +1

Form degree 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0

Table 3. Antighosts/extraghost ξ and Lagrange multipliers ζ for the twisted Courant sigma model.

Antifield ξ† a ξ†µ ξ̃ †µ ξ̄µ
† ζ† a ζ†µ ζ̃ †

µ ζ̄µ
†

Ghost degree 0 0 +1 −1 −1 −1 0 −2

Form degree 3 2 3 3 3 2 3 3

Table 4. Antifields of the antighosts/extraghost ξ and of the Lagrange multipliers ζ for the twisted
Courant sigma model.

of degree −1 usually called the gauge fixing fermion and denoted by Ψ. This is a functional
independent of all antifields and it is used to fix all antifields as

φ† = ∂Ψ
∂φ

(5.4)

and thus eliminate them from the action as

SGF = S+
BV

[
φ,φ† = ∂Ψ

∂φ

]
. (5.5)

The gauge fixing fermion is of course not unique and its choice implements different gauges.
Nevertheless there are some basic requirements that have to be satisfied, stemming from the
necessity to have properly defined propagators in the theory. We refer to [61] and to the
review [59] for more details on this general point. For a δ-function gauge fixing the gauge
fixing fermion is independent of the Lagrange multipliers and an admissible choice for a first
stage reducible system has the following form in our notation:

Ψδ =
∫ (

ξaf
a
1 (ϕ) + ξµf2 µ(ϕ) + ξ̃ µfν

3 µ(ϕ)ψν + ξµfν
4 µ(ϕ)ξ̄ν

)
, (5.6)

where all four fi are functionals only of the fields and they are required to have proper
rank [61] so that propagators exist. As remarked e.g. in [62] a standard gauge fixing in the
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AKSZ construction is to consider a Riemannian metric that defines a Hodge star operator
and a gauge fixing fermion with fields in the image of the codifferential d† = − ∗ d ∗. This
is in line with eq. (5.6) and it was already used in [2] to consider the following gauge fixing
fermion for the Courant sigma model

Ψδ,CSM =
∫ (

dξa ∗Aa + dξµ ∗Bµ + dξ̃ µ ∗ ψµ + dξ̄µ ∗ ξµ
)
, (5.7)

which up to total derivatives is of the same form as (5.6) for suitable choice of fi, that is
fa

1 = ∗d†Aa, f2 µ = ∗d†Bµ, fν
3 µ = ∗d†δν

µ and fν
4 µ = d† ∗ δν

µ. We can use the same one for
the twisted Courant sigma model too. This choice fixes the antifields as

X†µ = 0 , A†
a = ∗ dξa , B†µ = ∗ dξµ , (5.8)

ϵ†a = 0 , ψ†µ = − ∗ dξ̃ µ , ψ̃ †µ = 0 , (5.9)

ξ† a = −d ∗Aa , ξ†µ = d ∗Bµ + ∗ dξ̄µ , ξ̃ †µ = −d ∗ ψµ , ξ̄µ
† = −d ∗ ξµ , (5.10)

and all antifields of the Lagrange multipliers vanish: ζ†α = 0. Then we can write the
complete form of the gauge fixed master action as

SGF = Skin + Sint,0 + Sint,H , (5.11)

where the kinetic, H-independent interaction and H-dependent interaction terms are given
in non manifestly covariant form as:

Skin =
∫ (

−Bµ(dXµ−∗dζµ)+Aa(1
2ηabdAa+∗dζa)+ψµ(∗dζ̃ µ−d∗dξµ)

−ϵad∗dξa+ ψ̃µd∗dξ̃ µ+ζµ ∗dξ̄µ+ ζ̄µd∗ξµ
)
, (5.12)

Sint,0 =
∫ (

ρa
µBµA

a+ 1
3!Cabcϵ

aϵbϵc+(ηabρb
µψµ+Ca

bcA
bϵc)∗dξa

+(∂µρa
ν(Bνϵ

a−ψνA
a)+ 1

2∂µCabcA
aAbϵc)∗dξµ

−(∂µρa
ν(ψ̃νA

a+ψνϵ
a)+ 1

2∂µCabcA
aϵbϵc)∗dξ̃ µ

−ηab(∂µρb
νψ̃ν + 1

2∂µCbcdϵ
cϵd)∗dξa ∗dξµ

+(∂µ∂λρa
νψ̃νϵ

a+ 1
6∂µ∂λCabcϵ

aϵbϵc)∗dξ̃ µ ∗dξλ

− 1
2(∂µ∂λρa

ν(ψνϵ
a+ ψ̃νA

a)+ 1
2∂µ∂λCabcA

aϵb)∗dξµ ∗dξλ

+ 1
6(∂µ∂λ∂σρa

νψ̃νϵ
a+ 1

6∂µ∂λ∂σCabcϵ
aϵbϵc)∗dξµ ∗dξλ ∗dξσ

)
, (5.13)
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Sint,H =
∫ (

− 1
2(HµabcA

aAbϵc+Hµνabϵ
aAbF ν + 1

3Hµνλaϵ
aF νF λ)∗dξµ

− 1
2(HµabcA

aϵbϵc+ 1
2Hµνabϵ

aϵbF ν)∗dξ̃ µ

− 1
4η

abHµbcdϵ
cϵd ∗dξa ∗dξµ+ 1

6∂(µHλ)abcϵ
aϵbϵc ∗dξ̃ µ ∗dξλ

− 1
4(∂µHλabcA

aϵb+ 1
3∂µHλσbcϵ

aϵbF σ)∗dξµ ∗dξλ

+ 1
36(∂µ∂λHσabc− 3

2∂µ∂λρa
νHνσbc)ϵaϵbϵc ∗dξµ ∗dξλ ∗dξσ

)
+
∫

Σ̂
X∗H . (5.14)

The gauge fixed master action can be written as the sum of the classical action plus a
BRST exact contribution, as expected for a topological field theory of Schwarz type [63],
where the classical action is completely metric independent. In order to show this, we can
first write the gauge fixed BRST transformations:

sGFφ = (SBV, φ)BV|φ†= ∂Ψ
∂φ
. (5.15)

The precise form of these for the relevant fields is

sGFA
a = s0A

a + ηab(∂µρb
νψ̃ν + 1

2(∂µCbcd + 1
2Hµbcd)ϵcϵd

)
∗ dξµ , (5.16)

sGFψµ = s0ψµ +
(
∂µ∂λρa

νψ̃νϵ
a + 1

6(∂µ∂λCabc + ∂(µHλ)abc)ϵaϵbϵc
)
∗ dξλ , (5.17)

sGFξ
α = ζα , (5.18)

and finally a longer one for the 2-form which is

sGFBµ = s0Bµ − ηab(∂µρb
νψ̃ν + 1

2(∂µCbcd + 1
2Hµbcd)ϵcϵd

)
∗ dξa

+
(
∂µ∂λρa

νψ̃νϵ
a + 1

6(∂µ∂λCabc + ∂(µHλ)abc)ϵaϵbϵc
)
∗ dξ̃ λ

−
(
∂µ∂λρa

ν(ψνϵ
a + ψ̃νA

a) + 1
2(∂µ∂λCabc + ∂(µHλ)abc)Aaϵbϵc

+ 1
6∂(µHλ)σabϵ

aϵbF σ) ∗ dξλ

+
(
∂µ∂λ∂σρa

νψ̃νϵ
a + 1

6∂µ∂λ∂σCabcϵ
aϵbϵc

+
(1

6∂(µ∂λHσ)abc + 1
4∂(µ∂λρa

νHσ)νbc

)
ϵaϵbϵc

)
∗ dξσ ∗ dξλ . (5.19)

Using these BRST transformations, the gauge fixed action (5.11) for the 4-form twisted
Courant sigma model can be written in the simple form

SGF = Scl +
∫
sGF(Aa ∗ dξa +Bµ ∗ dξµ − ψµ ∗ dξ̃ µ + ξµ ∗ dξ̄µ) . (5.20)

This proves that the twisted Courant sigma model is a topological field theory of Schwarz
type, as expected.
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6 Conclusions and outlook

Motivated by the geometric approach to the BRST formalism mainly represented by the
celebrated AKSZ construction, we have studied in depth the BRST structure of 4-form twisted
Courant sigma models. These are topological membrane sigma models in three dimensions
with a Wess-Zumino term that corresponds to a 4-form flux. Their gauge structure is
controlled by pre-Courant algebroids where the violation of the Jacobi identity of their
binary bracket is controlled by a closed 4-form. Our approach offers simultaneously a global
perspective to ordinary Courant sigma models that constitute one of the main examples
of the AKSZ construction and a method to solve the master equation for twisted models
where the AKSZ construction is not directly applicable.

Specifically, we showed that there is a manifestly frame independent formulation of the
master action of the Courant sigma model with all coefficients in the interaction terms acquir-
ing a geometric meaning. This is achieved by the introduction of an auxiliary (generalised)
E-connection on the Courant algebroid with vector bundle E. Two tensors associated to this
connection play a distinguished role. One is the Gualtieri torsion tensor and the other is the so-
called basic curvature tensor which measures whether an ordinary connection on the Courant
algebroid from which the generalised connection is induced is compatible with the Courant
bracket—(in the sense of being a derivation of it). Although the full AKSZ master action is
of course covariant in any form, our approach reveals that covariantizing term by term the
expanded action the interaction terms come together with these tensors and their derivatives.

Apart from the aesthetic appeal of a geometric interpretation of the BV coefficients, an
advantage of this geometric observation is that it shows a clear path in finding the master
action of the twisted Courant sigma model, which is not of the AKSZ type in three dimensions,
without residing on four-dimensional AKSZ and boundary conditions or to direct order by
order computations, both of which can be very complicated. In applying the method we
proposed, it is enough to work at the level of the on-shell closed BRST transformation and
compute higher (in the present case third) powers of it beyond the usual square, at least in a
certain way that involves a specific replacement of field equations with antifields before each
higher power is taken. What happens then is that we obtain a formally identical expanded
expression of the master action for the untwisted (AKSZ) and twisted (non AKSZ) cases.
This BRST power finesse of the master action utilizes the masterful AKSZ construction to
go slightly beyond it, being admittedly more complicated that vanilla AKSZ but still simpler
and more geometric than fully fledged BRST.

Having identified all the 4-form-dependent terms in the master action, we also discussed
its gauge fixing and in particular we showed that the complete quantum action can be
written as the classical action plus a “BRST commutator” term. This confirms that the
theory is topological and in particular that it takes precisely the form of a Schwarz type
theory, as expected since this is the case for Chern-Simons theory which is the backbone
of the twisted Courant sigma model.

Although the model we studied is particular, the approach we have followed is expected
to have broader applicability in the realm of higher gauge theory, especially in the graded
geometric approach of ref. [41]. One obvious desideratum would be to extend the spirit of
the AKSZ construction beyond the topological field theory territory. An example of this
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has been suggested in refs. [64, 65]. Another path toward more universal results would be
to develop a precise correspondence between the BRST formulation of the twisted Courant
sigma model and representations up to homotopy (ruths) for Lie 2-algebroids. The reason
to expect a direct correspondence is that the main example of ruth for Lie algebroids is
their adjoint representation constructed in [28] in terms of the basic connection and the
basic curvature tensor. Then one could expect that the appearance of the basic curvature
tensor for Courant algebroids in the Courant sigma model and its twisted version is a signal
of a ruth. Ruths beyond Lie algebroids were discussed in [24] and precise constructions
inspired by the BRST formalism for higher dimensional Hamiltonian mechanics will be
reported in future work.
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A Classical gauge invariance

The classical action functional of the twisted Courant sigma model (3.2) is

Scl =
∫

T [1]Σ

(
−BµdXµ + 1

2ηabA
adAb + ρµ

a(X)BµA
a + 1

3!Cabc(X)AaAbAc
)
+
∫

Σ̂
X∗H

where H is the pullback of closed 4-form on the body M of the target. If H is also exact,
H = dG, the resulting action functional can be rewritten as an untwisted Courant sigma
model with redefined 2-form B̃µ and redefined structure functions C̃abc

B̃µ = Bµ − 1
3!GµνσF

νF σ + 1
2Gµνσρa

σAaF ν − 1
2Gµνσρa

νρb
σAaAb ,

C̃abc = Cabc + ρa
µρb

νρσ
cGµνσ ,

for G = 1
6Gµνσ(X)dXµdXνdXσ and Fµ = dXµ − ρa

µAa. Thus we see that the only relevant
part of the twist originates from the non-exact part of the 4-form H [12].

The gauge variation of the Wess-Zumino term drops to the boundary:

δ

∫
Σ̂

1
4!HµνσλdXµdXνdXσdXλ =

∫
T [1]Σ

1
3!ϵ

aρa
µHµνσλdXνdXσdXλ . (A.1)

Now we can use the symmetry H → H + dΛ, for some 3-form Λ, in order to remove the
exact part of H from further discussion. Namely,

δ

∫
Σ̂
X∗(H + dΛ) =

∫
T [1]Σ

1
3!ϵ

a(Haνσλ + 4ρa
µ∂[µΛνσλ])dXνdXσdXλ ,

so we can choose Λ to remove the exact part of H, i.e., to set 3-form on the target to zero.
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One can now proceed with finding the gauge transformations that leave the classical
action invariant. The only new term in comparison to the untwisted case is (A.1). The
simplest way to obtain the sought-after result is to substitute dXµ = Fµ + ρa

µAa in all its
three appearances on the right hand side of (A.1). All H-dependent terms that contain Fµ

will go to the redefinition of the gauge transformation of Bµ, and the only one that does not
contain Fµ and is proportional to Habcd twists the Jacobi identity (2.71). Using the classical
gauge transformations for the untwisted case, which we recall here,

δXµ = ϵaρa
µ , δAa = dϵa + Ca

bcϵ
bϵc + ηabρb

µψµ ,

and eqs. (2.69) and (2.70) we obtain

δScl =
∫ (

−Fµ
(
δBµ + dψµ + ∂µρa

ν(Bνϵ
a − ψνA

a) + 1
2(∂µCabc +Hµabc)AaAbϵc

+ 1
2Hµνabϵ

aAbF ν + 1
6Hµνλaϵ

aF νF λ
)

+ 1
6ϵ

dAaAbAc(ρd
µ∂µCabc − 3ρa

µ∂µCbcd + 3CebcC
e
ad −Habcd)

)
. (A.2)

The vanishing of the first two lines fixes the classical gauge variation of Bµ, and the last
line gives the Jacobi identity for a twisted Courant algebroid, (2.71).

B BRST transformations in local form

In Proposition 3.1 we gave a set of general expressions for the BRST transformation of
the fields (ϕα) = (Xµ, Aa, Bµ):

s0ϕ
α = dϵα + ϵβ∂βQ

α + strivϕ
α . (B.1)

The invariance of the classical action (3.2) fixes the transformations strivϕ
α. Using the

explicit expression for the homological vector QH given in (2.68) one can show that the
transformations (B.1) which explicitly read

s0X
µ = ρa

µϵa ,

s0A
a = dϵa + ηabρb

µψµ + Ca
bcA

bϵc ,

s0Bµ = − dψµ − ∂µρa
ν(Bνϵ

a − ψνA
a)− 1

2(∂µCabc +Hµabc)AaAbϵc

− 1
2Hµνabϵ

aAbF ν − 1
6Hµνλaϵ

aF νF λ , (B.2)

indeed leave the classical action invariant. As explained in section 3.2, the BRST transforma-
tions of the ghosts (ϵα) = (0, ϵa,−ψµ) and ghost for ghost (ϵ̃α) = (0, 0,−ψ̃µ) are determined
imposing that (s0)2ϕα and (s0)2ϵα vanish weakly. Thus the general expressions

s0ϵ
α = dϵ̃α − ϵ̃β∂βQ

α − 1
2ϵ

βϵγ∂β∂γQ
α + strivϵ

α ,

s0ϵ̃
α = ϵ̃βϵγ∂β∂γQ

α + 1
3!ϵ

βϵγϵδ∂β∂γ∂δQ
α , (B.3)
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lead to

s0ϵ
a = − ηab(ρb

µψ̃µ + 1
2Cbcdϵ

cϵd) ,

s0ψ̃µ = − ∂µρa
νψ̃νϵ

a − 1
6(∂µCabc +Hµabc)ϵaϵbϵc ,

s0ψµ = dψ̃µ + ∂µρa
ν(ψ̃νA

a + ψνϵ
a) + 1

2(∂µCabc +Hµabc)Aaϵbϵc + 1
4Hµνabϵ

aebF ν . (B.4)

It is straightforward to verify that (B.2) and (B.4) indeed give (4.7) when squared.
Similarly, in Proposition 3.2 we defined the tensorial BRST transformations of (redefined)

fields and ghosts (3.31)–(3.33). The explicit coordinate expressions of the covariant BRST
transformations with the basis transformations defined in analogy to (3.37) are:

s∇
0 X

µ = ρa
µϵa ,

s∇
0 ϵ

a = −ηabρb
µψ̃∇

µ + ηabTcdbϵ
cϵd − ρb

µϵbωa
µcϵ

c ,

s∇
0 ψ̃

∇
µ = −∇µρa

νψ̃∇
ν ϵ

a − 1
3 S̃µabcϵ

aϵbϵc + ρa
σϵaΓ̊ν

µσψ̃
∇
ν ,

s∇
0 A

a = Dϵa + ηabρb
µψ∇

µ − 2ηabTcdbA
cϵd − ρb

µϵbωa
µcA

c, ,

s∇
0 ψ

∇
µ = Dψ̃∇

µ +∇µρa
ν(ψ̃∇

ν A
a + ψ∇

ν ϵ
a) + S̃µabcA

aϵbϵc + ρa
σϵaΓ̊ν

µσψ
∇
ν

+ 1
4(Hµνab −Rabµν)ϵaϵbF ν ,

s∇
0 B

∇
µ = −Dψ∇

µ +∇µρa
ν(ψ∇

ν A
a −B∇

ν ϵ
a)− S̃µabcA

aAbϵc + ρa
σϵaΓ̊ν

µσB
∇
ν

− 1
2(Hµνab −Rabµν)ϵaAbF ν − 1

6Hµνσaϵ
aF νF σ . (B.5)

As discussed in section 3, for A,ψ∇, B∇ these transformations, defined in eqs. (3.61)–(3.63),
differ off-shell from the non-tensorial ones. Finally, the non-vanishing squares are:

(s∇
0 )2Aa = ηabFµ(−∇µρb

νψ̃∇
ν − S̃µcdbϵ

cϵd + 1
4(Hµbcd − ρb

νRcdµν)ϵcϵd) ,

(s∇
0 )2ψ∇

µ = F λ((ρa
σRν

(µλ)σ −∇(µ∇λ)ρa
ν)ψ̃∇

ν ϵ
a − 1

3∇(µS̃λ)abcϵ
aϵbϵc) ,

(s∇
0 )2B∇

µ = F λ((ρa
σRν

(µλ)σ −∇(µ∇λ)ρa
ν)(ψ∇

ν ϵ
a + ψ̃∇

ν A
a)−∇(µS̃λ)abcA

aϵbϵc)

+G∇a(−∇µρa
νψ̃∇

ν − S̃µabcϵ
bϵc + 1

4(Hµabc − ρa
νRbcµν)ϵbϵc))

+ F λF σ(2
3R

ν
(µλ)σψ̃

∇
ν − 1

6(∇(µHλ)σab −∇(µRabλ)σ)ϵaϵb) . (B.6)

C Technical annex to the BRST power finesse

As discussed in section 3, we can use just the on-shell closed BRST transformations to obtain
the minimal solution to the classical master equation. When the 4-form H vanishes we
can fix O(n)φ using only the homological vector field Q, as one expects from the AKSZ
construction. For n = 1, by definition we have

O(1)ϕ
α = s0ϕ

α = dϵa + ϵβ∂βQ
α .

As explained in the main text, O(2)ϕ
α is obtained from (s0)2ϕα by substituting a field equation

with the corresponding antifield. Because of the grading we must carefully define how this
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substitution is done. We postulate that the field equation is first brought to the left-most
position of each expression and then the substitution is performed. Thus we rewrite eq. (4.3) as

(s0)2ϕα = −Fδ
(
ϵ̃β∂δ∂βQ

α + 1
2(−1)sϵβϵγ∂δ∂β∂γQ

α
)
,

where s = (|ϵβ |+ |ϵγ |)(|Fδ|+ 1) are signs obtained from commuting graded variables. After
substituting F → (−1)degF+1ϕ†F we obtain

O(2)ϕ
α = (−1)|Fδ |ϕ†δF

(
ϵ̃β∂δ∂βQ

α + 1
2(−1)sϵβϵγ∂δ∂β∂γQ

α
)
. (C.1)

Similarly, for the ghosts we have

O(1)ϵ
α = dϵ̃α − ϵ̃β∂βQ

α − 1
2ϵ

βϵγ∂β∂γQ
α ,

O(2)ϵ
α = ϕ†δF

(
(−1)s1 ϵ̃βϵγ∂δ∂β∂γQ

α + 1
3!(−1)s2ϵβϵγϵε∂δ∂β∂γ∂εQ

α
)
,

where the signs are s1 = (|ϵγ |+ 1)|(Fδ|+ 1) and s2 = (|ϵβ |+ |ϵγ |+ |ϵε|+ 1)(|Fδ|+ 1).
For the Courant sigma model we also get a cubic contribution from the highest-degree

field Bµ. Thus we need to calculate s0(O(2)ϕ
α) and collect contributions proportional to

the field equations. The only relevant contributions come from dϵ̃ and dϵ terms which are
in turn obtained from s0ϵ

a and s0ϕ
α:

s0(O(2)ϕ
α) ⊃ (−1)|Fδ |+1ϕ†δF

(
ϵ̃βdϵγ∂γ∂δ∂βQ

α + (−1)sdϵ̃βϵγ∂δ∂β∂γQ
α

+ 1
2(−1)s′

ϵβϵγdϵλ∂λ∂δ∂β∂γQ
α
)
;

we used ⊃ to denote that the terms on the right hand side are included to the quantity on
the left hand side together with additional terms that we do not focus on presently, and
s′ = (|ϵβ | + |ϵγ |)|Fδ|. We find that the first two terms on the right-hand side collect into
a term proportional to d(ϵ̃βϵγ), while the last one is rewritten as a term proportional to
d(ϵβϵγϵλ). Thus we have

s0(O(2)ϕ
α) ⊃ −d

(
ϕ†δF

(
ϵ̃βϵγ∂γ∂δ∂βQ

α + 1
6(−1)s′

ϵβϵγϵλ∂λ∂δ∂β∂γQ
α
))

+ dϕ†δF
(
ϵ̃βϵγ∂γ∂δ∂βQ

α + 1
6(−1)s′

ϵβϵγϵλ∂λ∂δ∂β∂γQ
α
)

+ (−1)|Fδ |ϕ†δF

(
ϵ̃βϵγdϕκ∂k∂γ∂δ∂βQ

α + 1
6(−1)s′

ϵβϵγϵλdϕκ∂k∂λ∂δ∂β∂γQ
α
)
.

The first two lines do not contribute to the ghost number zero action. We focus on the last
line and use dϕα = Fα + ϕ∗(Qα) keeping only the field equation part to get

s0(O(2)ϕ
α) ⊃ (−1)|Fδ |ϕ†δF

(
ϵ̃βϵγFκ∂κ∂γ∂δ∂βQ

α + 1
6(−1)s′

ϵβϵγϵλFκ∂κ∂λ∂δ∂β∂γQ
α
)
.
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Now we commute the field equation to the left-most position and replace it with the cor-
responding antifield

O(3)ϕ
α = (−1)s1ϕ†κF ϕ

†δ
F

(
ϵ̃βϵγ∂κ∂γ∂δ∂βQ

α + 1
6(−1)s2ϵβϵγϵλ∂κ∂λ∂δ∂β∂γQ

α
)
,

where the signs are s1 = 1+|Fδ|+|Fκ|(|ϵγ |+|Fδ|+1) and s2 = |Fδ|(|ϵβ |+|ϵγ |)+|Fκ|(|ϵβ |+|ϵλ|).
Evaluating the relevant derivatives of the homological vector field Q we obtain

B†µO(3)Bµ = B†µB†λB†σ
(
∂µ∂λ∂σρa

νψ̃νϵ
a + 1

6∂µ∂λ∂σCabcϵ
aϵbϵc

)
.

D Complete minimal solution of the master equation

Based on the results of Theorem 4.1 we write down the expanded form of the minimal
solution of the classical master equation for the twisted Courant sigma model, separating
sectors by number of antifields. This comprises the usual sectors found e.g. in ref. [4]—in
different notation and conventions — plus additional contributions that contain the 4-form
components and it reads:

SBV = S0 + S1 + S2 + S3 , (D.1)

where S0 = Scl is the classical action (3.2) and the rest of the terms are given as

S1 =
∫ {

−A†
a(dϵa + ηabρb

µψµ + Ca
bcA

bϵc)−X†
µρa

µϵa − ϵ†a(ηabρb
µψ̃µ + 1

2C
a
bcϵ

bϵc)

+ B†µ
(
dψµ + ∂µρa

ν(Bνϵ
a − ψνA

a) + 1
2(∂µCabc +Hµabc)AaAbϵc+

+ 1
2Hµνabϵ

aAbF ν + 1
6Hµνλaϵ

aF νF λ
)

+ ψ̃†µ(∂µρa
νψ̃νϵ

a + 1
6(∂µCabc +Hµabc)ϵaϵbϵc

)
+ ψ†µ

(
dψ̃µ + ∂µρa

ν(ψ̃νA
a + ψνϵ

a)+

+ 1
2(∂µCabc +Hµabc)Aaϵbϵc + 1

4Hµνabϵ
aϵbF ν

)}
, (D.2)

S2 =
∫ {

−A†
aB

†µηab(∂µρb
νψ̃ν + 1

2(∂µCbcd + 1
2Hµbcd)ϵcϵd

)
+ ψ†µB†λ(∂µ∂λρa

νψ̃νϵ
a + 1

6(∂µ∂λCabc + ∂(µHλ)abc)ϵaϵbϵc
)

− 1
2B

†µB†λ(∂µ∂λρa
ν(ψνϵ

a + ψ̃νA
a) + 1

2(∂µ∂λCabc + ∂µHλabc)Aaϵbϵc

+ 1
6∂µHλσabϵ

aϵbF σ)} , (D.3)

S3 =
∫

−1
6B

†µB†λB†σ
(
∂µ∂λ∂σρa

νψ̃νϵ
a + 1

6∂µ∂λ∂σCabcϵ
aϵbϵc

+
(1

6∂σ∂µHλabc − 1
4∂µ∂λρa

νHνσbc

)
ϵaϵbϵc

)
(D.4)
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The manifestly covariant expression where all coefficients have a clear geometric meaning is

SBV = S′
0 + S′

1 + S′
2 + S′

3 , (D.5)

where the primed sectors are

S′
0 =

∫ (
−B∇

µ (dXµ − ρa
µAa) + 1

2ηabA
aDAb − 1

3TabcA
aAbAc

)
+
∫

Σ̂
X∗H , (D.6)

S′
1 =

∫ {
−X†∇

µ ρa
µϵa −A†

a(Dϵa + ηabρb
µψ∇

µ − 2ηabTbcdA
cϵd)

+ B†µ(Dψ∇
µ −∇µρa

ν(ψ∇
ν A

a −B∇
ν ϵ

a) + S̃µabcA
aAbϵc+

+ 1
2(Hµνab −Rabµν)ϵaAbF ν + 1

6Hµνλaϵ
aF νF λ)

+ ϵ†aη
ab(−ρb

µψ̃∇
µ + Tcdbϵ

cϵd) + ψ̃†µ(∇µρa
νψ̃∇

ν ϵ
a + 1

3 S̃µabcϵ
aϵbϵc)

+ ψ†µ
(
Dψ̃∇

µ +∇µρa
ν(ψ̃∇

ν A
a + ψ∇

ν ϵ
a) + S̃µabcA

aϵbϵc+

+ 1
4(Hµνab −Rabµν)ϵaϵbF ν

)}
, (D.7)

S′
2 =

∫ {
A†

aB
†µηab

(
−∇µρb

νψ̃∇
ν − S̃µcdbϵ

cϵd + 1
4ρb

ν(Hµνcd −Rcdµν)ϵcϵd
)

− ψ†µB†λ
(
(ρa

σRν
(µλ)σ −∇(µ∇λ)ρa

ν)ψ̃∇
ν ϵ

a − 1
3∇(µS̃λ)abcϵ

aϵbϵc
)

+ 1
2B

†µB†λ
(
(ρa

σRν
µλσ −∇µ∇λρa

ν)(ψ∇
ν ϵ

a + ψ̃∇
ν A

a)−∇µS̃λabcA
aϵbϵc

+ F σ(2
3R

ν
µλσψ̃

∇
ν − 1

6∇µ(Hλσab −Rabλσ)ϵaϵb)
)}

, (D.8)

S′
3 =

∫
−1

6B
†µB†λB†σ

(
−∇σ(ρa

ρRν
µλρ −∇µ∇λρa

ν)ψ̃νϵ
a + 1

3∇σ∇λS̃µabcϵ
aϵbϵc

+ 1
4(ρa

ρRν
µλρ −∇µ∇λρa

ν)(Hνσbc −Rbcνσ)ϵaϵbϵc
)
, (D.9)

where we used the following redefined antifield:

X†∇
µ = X†

µ − ωa
µb(ϵbϵ†a +AbA†

a) + Γ̊ν
µσ(B∇

ν B
†σ + ψ∇

ν ψ
†σ + ψ̃∇

ν ψ̃
†σ) . (D.10)

A redefinition like that is expected since this is the only antifield that has total degree 2 and
participates in the same superfield as the other three fields we redefined earlier. One can
also observe that the BV symplectic form after the field redefinition becomes

ωBV =
∫

Σ
δB∇

µ δB
†µ + δψ∇

µ δψ
†µ + δψ̃∇

µ δψ̃
†µ + δXµδX†∇

µ + δϵaδϵ†a + δAaδA†
a . (D.11)

A change of coordinates, as described in section 2.3, corresponds to a canonical transformation
for this symplectic form provided that the BV momentum is covariantized as in eq. (D.10).
This is true because under a change of coordinates19 we obtain

X†∇
µ = X ′†∇

µ + (Λ−1)λ
ν∂µΛσ

λ(B′∇
σB

′†ν + ψ′∇
σψ

′†ν + ψ̃′∇
σ ψ̃

′†ν)− (Λ−1)c
b∂µΛa

c (ϵ′
b
ϵ′
†
a +A′bA′†

a) ,
(D.12)

19Here we use φ′ instead of φ̃ to denote transformed fields in order to avoid clash of notation.
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taking into account how the connection coefficients transform. Notice that this becomes
simple precisely because b∇ transforms as in eq. (2.51). The original coordinate with trans-
formation (2.50) would yield a very complicated result. Finally, we stress once more that
eqs. (D.1) and (D.5) are two ways of writing the same master action SBV. This is possible
because the solution to the master equation is up to field redefinitions and the nonmanifestly
and manifestly covariant forms are related by one.

Finally we can write the action in a completely coordinate free form term by term.
The result is

S′
0 =

∫ {
−(B∇, F ) + ⟨A,DA⟩ − 1

3T (A,A,A) +
∫

Σ̂
X∗H

}
, (D.13)

S′
1 =

∫ {
(X†∇, ρ(ϵ))− ⟨A†,Dϵ+ (ρ∗, ψ∇)− 2T ∗(−, A, ϵ)⟩

+
(
B†,Dψ∇ + (∇ρ(A), ψ∇) + (∇ρ(ϵ), B∇) + S̃(A,A, ϵ)

+ 1
2(H(ρ(ϵ), ρ(A))−R(ϵ, A))(−, F ) + 1

6H(−, ρ(ϵ), F, F )
)

+ 2⟨ϵ†, (ρ, ψ̃∇) + T (−, ϵ, ϵ)⟩+ (ψ̃†, (∇ρ(ϵ), ψ̃) + 1
3 S̃(ϵ, ϵ, ϵ))

+
(
ψ†,Dψ̃∇ + (∇ρ(A), ψ̃∇)− (∇ρ(ϵ), ψ∇) + S̃(A, ϵ, ϵ)

+ 1
4(H(ρ(ϵ), ρ(e))−R(ϵ, ϵ))(−, F ))

)}
, (D.14)

[4pt]S′
2 =

∫ {
−(B†,−(∇ρ(A†∗), ψ̃∇)− S̃(A†∗, ϵ, ϵ)

+ 1
4(H(ρ(ϵ), ρ(ϵ))−R(ϵ, ϵ))(−, ρ(A†∗)))

+ 1
2(ψ

†, (B†, (DLCρ(ϵ), ψ̃∇) + 1
3∇S̃(ϵ, ϵ, ϵ)))

+ 1
2(B

†, (ψ†, (DLCρ(ϵ), ψ̃∇) + 1
3∇S̃(ϵ, ϵ, ϵ)))

+ 1
2(B

†, (B†, (DLCρ(ϵ), ψ∇) + (−DLCρ(A), ψ̃∇)−∇S̃(A, ϵ, ϵ)

+ 2
3R

LC(ψ̃∇,−,−, F )− 1
6(∇H(ρ(ϵ), ρ(ϵ))−∇R(ϵ, ϵ))(−, F ))))

}
, (D.15)

S′
3 =

∫ {
−1

6(B
†, (B†, (B†,∇DLCρ(ϵ), ψ̃∇)) + 1

3∇∇S̃(ϵ, ϵ, ϵ))))

− (B†, (B†, (1
4D

LCρ(ϵ), (H(ρ(ϵ), ρ(ϵ))−R(ϵ, ϵ))(−, B†))))
}
. (D.16)

Here (·, ·) is the pairing between TM and T ∗M and ⟨·, ·⟩ is the pairing between E and E∗

and contractions of two E’s or two E∗’s with the fiber metric η, eq. (2.39). R is the curvature
tensor for the connection ω and RLC is the Riemann curvature tensor for the Levi-Civita
connection Γ̊. DLCv := ∇∇v − (RLC , v) is the second order differential operator acting on
a vector field v ∈ X(M). All tensors are understood in composition with the sigma model
base map X, for example as ρ ◦X, T ◦X, S̃ ◦X and so on, meaning that their components
in a given basis are compositions with the map X.
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