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1 Introduction

Supersymmetric and non-supersymmetric Yang-Mills-Einstein theories (YME) combine gravi-
tational and non-abelian gauge interactions and, as such, exhibit more structure than theories
where all vector fields are abelian. YME scattering amplitudes have been subject to intense
investigation over the past decade, particularly in regard to their relation with simpler
amplitudes from Yang-Mills (YM) theory. Building on earlier work [1], a more complete
understanding of these theories from the point of view of the so-called double-copy construc-
tion [2, 3] was first obtained by the current authors in ref. [4]. Subsequent work investigated
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amplitudes in YME theories building on the scattering-equations formalism [5, 6], string
theory [7], and ambitwistor strings [8–10].

YME amplitudes exhibit unexpected structure: they may be expressed as a weighted sum
over amplitudes in YM theories, where the coefficients depend on the kinematic data [7, 11–
14]. Further investigation revealed that such amplitude relations can be understood as a
consequence of an underlying double-copy structure [15], and led to a general expression for m-
point amplitudes [16, 17] (see also ref. [18]). YME theories have a prominent place in the web
of double-copy-constructible theories (see refs. [19–21] for reviews) being also connected with
the Dirac-Born-Infeld and special Galileon theories by certain differential operators referred
to as transmutation operators [22, 23]. For other work related to double-copy constructions
that includes YME amplitudes, see refs. [24–29]. For loop-level results, see refs. [30–34].

The ubiquity of the double copy among gravitational theories inspired the suggestion [15,
35] that perhaps all such theories have a double-copy property. The main focus of the
investigations leading to this conjecture has been Maxwell-Einstein and YME theories with
compact gauge groups. An analysis of gravitational theories that depart from this pattern
has therefore the potential to further probe the breadth and validity of this proposal.

Supergravity theories possess non-compact duality groups (such as the E7(7) symmetry
of maximal supergravity in four dimensions). An interesting property of these theories is
that a non-compact subgroup of the duality group can be gauged without introducing ghost
states in the spectrum. This is a genuinely novel feature of gravitational theories, which
is not present in conventional gauge theories. Another important characteristic of these
theories is that they include fields transforming in nontrivial matter representations with
respect to the gauge symmetry. Extensive studies led to a comprehensive understanding
of YME theories in various dimensions from the Lagrangian perspective. In particular,
five-dimensional Maxwell-Einstein theories with N = 2 supersymmetry were investigated in
refs. [36–38], while YME and gauged supergravities were studied in refs. [39–44]. Despite
their new physical features, YME theories are still much simpler than gauged supergravities,
i.e. theories for which part of the R-symmetry is promoted to a local symmetry. For example,
the scalar potential in YME theories either vanishes identically or at the critical point,
guaranteeing the presence of Minkowski vacua. Scattering-amplitude methods offer a new
perspective on the rich structure of these theories and may reveal their place and connections
in the web of double-copy-constructible theories.

In this paper, we initiate the study of YME theories with non-compact gauge groups
from an amplitude perspective, focusing in particular on the double-copy approach. We draw
from earlier results, which construct simpler YME theories as double copies in which the
first gauge-theory factor is pure YM or super-Yang-Mills (SYM) theory and the second is a
deformation of a non-supersymmetric YM theory by trilinear scalar couplings (the so-called
YM+ϕ3 theory) [4, 45, 46]. Focusing on N = 2 supersymmetry and five spacetime dimensions,
we show that this construction can be extended by including extra massive hypermultiplets
in the supersymmetric gauge theory and extra fermions in the non-supersymmetric one,
so that massive vectors corresponding to the non-compact generators of the gauge group
and massive tensor fields are obtained as the double copies of two massive fermions. Two
main additional tools are used to carry out these constructions. The first is the analysis of
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Theory Gaugings
Generic Jordan SO(2, 1) U(1)⋉H3 U(1) gauging

family gauging gauging with tensors
Complex U(2)⋉H5 U(2) gauging U(1, 1)⋉H3 gauging

magical sugra gauging with tensors with tensors
Quaternionic U(2)⋉H5 gauging U(1, 1)⋉H5 gauging
magical sugra gauging with tensors with tensors

Table 1. List of gaugings constructed as double copies in this paper.

general constraints coming from color/kinematics (C/K) duality in the context of theories
with massive fermions, which was first carried out with the intent to formulate double-copy
constructions for gauged supergravities [47]. The second is the novel extension of the spinor-
helicity formalism to amplitudes in five spacetime dimensions [48] (see also refs. [49–55]
for earlier closely related work).

Apart from being of interest in its own right, the study of YME theories with non-compact
gauge groups from the double-copy perspective is also a stepping stone towards the analysis
of the more challenging case of gauged supergravities (theories in which R-symmetry is
also gauged). The double-copy construction for these theories was initiated in refs. [47, 56];
the close connection between these two classes of theories is further underlined by the fact
that they share a common gauge-theory factor in their construction. Amplitude methods
have been successfully applied to many gravity and supergravity theories, showing great
promise [4, 15, 35, 45, 46, 56–60] (see also ref. [19] and refs. [20, 21, 61] for reviews). Both in
case of YME theories and gauged supergravities, it is therefore hoped that the double-copy
approach can help identify and study new families of theories (i.e. new gaugings), connecting
amplitudes methods with very recent results from the supergravity community [62–64].

In this paper, we provide double-copy constructions for several gaugings of the generic
Jordan family, the complex magical supergravity theory, and the quaternionic magical
supergravity theory. Most of these constructions are based on the introduction of massive
fermions in the non-supersymmetric gauge theory in a way that preserves C/K duality.
Table 1 summarizes the main gaugings discussed here.

This paper is structured as follows. In section 2, we give a quick review on N = 2 YME
theories in five dimensions, summarizing the relevant results for the current investigation and
referring the reader to the original literature for details. In section 3, we give the generalities of
the double-copy construction for non-compact YME theories. We discuss our main technical
tools, such as C/K duality in theories with massive fermions and the choice of gauge-group
representations for the theories entering the double copy. We show that different pairings
between gauge-theory states give rise either to massive vectors or to massive tensors, the
latter possibility only existing in five or higher dimensions. We moreover include a summary
of the main constructions presented in this paper. Sections 3–5 contain details about the
above constructions, including matching with amplitudes from supergravity Lagrangians.
We focus separately on the generic Jordan family, the complex magical theory and the
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quaternionic magical theory. We conclude with a discussion of directions for future work,
while the appendices contain a summary of the five-dimensional spinor-helicity formalism we
employ throughout the paper and details on the choice of Gamma matrices.

2 Review of non-compact Yang-Mills-Einstein theories

We start by reviewing some fundamental results on Maxwell-Einstein and YME theories with
N = 2 supersymmetry in five dimensions. This section is meant as a non-comprehensive
summary of results that will be used in later sections to relate the output of the double
copy with amplitudes from the supergravity Lagrangian. We refer the reader to the original
literature, and in particular to refs. [36–39, 41, 65], for an exhaustive treatment.

2.1 General five-dimensional Maxwell-Einstein Lagrangian

Our starting point is a five-dimensional theory involving the N = 2 graviton multiplet
and nV vector multiplets. The bosonic part of the N = 2 Maxwell-Einstein supergravity
Lagrangian is the following,1

e−1L = −1
2R− 1

4 åIJF
I
µνF

Jµν − 1
2gxy∂µφ

x∂µφy + e−1

6
√
6
CIJKϵ

µνρσλF I
µνF

J
ρσA

K
λ , (2.1)

where AI with I = 0, . . . , nV are the vectors in the theory and φx, x = 1, . . . nV are real
scalars, which can be seen as the coordinates of the scalar manifold M5D with metric gxy.
CIJK are symmetric constant tensors. A key result in the supergravity literature is that
the CIJK tensor specifies completely the N = 2 Maxwell-Einstein supergravity theory, i.e.
all other objects, including the ones appearing in the fermionic part of the Lagrangian, are
expressible in terms of this tensor [36]. This is done as follows. We first use the CIJK tensor
to write an associated cubic polynomial in some auxiliary coordinates ξI ,

V(ξ) =
(2
3

)3/2
CIJKξ

IξJξK . (2.2)

We then define the scalar manifold M5D by the equation V(ξI) = 1 in the ambient space
spanned by the ξI coordinates. This ambient space can be naturally endowed with the metric

aIJ = −1
2∂I∂J lnV(ξ) . (2.3)

The metric in the kinetic-energy term for the vector fields is then the restriction of aIJ to the
scalar manifold M5D, while the scalar-manifold metric gxy is the induced metric on M5D,

åIJ(φ) = aIJ

∣∣
V(ξ)=1 , gxy(φ) = åIJ∂xξ

I∂yξ
J . (2.4)

All the above constraints follow from the local supersymmetry of the Lagrangian.
1Supergravity Lagrangians are given with mostly-plus metric signature throughout the paper, following a

standard choice in the supergravity literature.
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It will be useful to express åIJ in terms of the appropriate vielbeine and their inverses,
which obey the relations

hI
ah

J
b åIJ = δab , hI = åIJh

J , hIh
I = 1 ,

hIhIa = hIh
Ia = 0 , åIJ = hIhJ + ha

Ih
a
J . (2.5)

In turn, these objects are readily expressed in terms of the ambient-space coordinates,

hI(φ) =
√

2
3ξ

I
∣∣
V(ξ)=1 hI(φ) =

√
1
6∂I lnV(ξ)

∣∣
V(ξ)=1 ,

hI
x(φ) = −

√
3
2∂xh

I , hIx(φ) =
√

3
2∂xhI . (2.6)

The CIJK tensors are not completely free. Indeed, they are constrained by the requirement
that the kinetic terms for the physical fields must be positive-definite. To carry out amplitude
calculations it is necessary to expand the action around a base-point cI of the scalar manifold
M5D, i.e. an expectation value for the scalar fields, ξI = cI + . . ., compatible with V(cI) = 1.
Choosing the base-point as

cI =
(√

3
2 , 0, . . . , 0

)
, (2.7)

one finds that the most general CIJK tensor compatible with positive kinetic terms can
be brought to the form

C000 = 1, C0ab = −1
2δab, C00a = 0, a, b, c = 1, . . . , nV , (2.8)

with the remaining entries Cabc of the CIJK tensor being completely arbitrary.
From this discussion, it is clear that the invariance group of the CIJK tensor becomes

the global symmetry group of the whole theory. In this paper, we will focus mainly on
theories which possess symmetric scalar manifolds. The simplest group of theories of this
class is the so-called generic Jordan family, with scalar manifold in five dimensions

M5D = SO(nV − 1, 1)× SO(1, 1)
SO(nV − 1) , nV ≥ 1, (2.9)

where again nV is the number of vector multiplets. Gaugings for these theories will be
studied in section 4. For completeness, we also mention the generic non-Jordan family
of theories, which has scalar manifolds [39]

M5D = SO(nV , 1)
SO(nV )

. (2.10)

In this case, interactions break the isometry group down to the parabolic subgroup[
SO(nV − 1)× SO(1, 1)

]
⋉ TnV −1 . (2.11)

In addition to these two families, we have four isolated cases known as the Magical super-
gravities which are defined by the degree-three simple Euclidean Jordan algebras over the
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four division algebras [36]. They have the scalar manifolds

MR
5D = SL(3,R)

SO(3) , MH
5D = SU∗(6)

USp(6) ,

MC
5D = SL(3,C)

SU(3) , MO
5D =

E6(−26)
F4

, (2.12)

and describe the coupling of 5, 8, 14 and 26 vector multiplets to N = 2 supergravity in five
dimensions, respectively. Some of their gaugings will be studied in sections 5–6. We should
also note that complex, quaternionic and octonionic magical supergravities belong to three
infinite families of unified Maxwell-Einstein supergravity theories [43]. The scalar manifolds
of the other theories in these unified families are neither symmetric nor homogeneous, and
will not be studied in this paper.

A family of supergravities with homogeneous target spaces, in which the symmetric space
theories are a particular subset, was classified in ref. [66]. These theories form an infinite
family identified by two integers q ≥ −1 and P ≥ 0, with the option of a third parameter
Ṗ ≥ 0 appearing for q = 0 (mod 4). The corresponding isometry groups are[

SO(1, 1)× SO(q + 1, 1)× Sq(P, Ṗ )
]
⋉ T(P +Ṗ )Dq , (2.13)

where Sq(P, Ṗ ) is a flavor group depending on the value of q and Dq gives the number of
five-dimensional Dirac spinors corresponding to an irreducible spinor in (q + 6) dimensions.2
The corresponding scalar manifolds are homogeneous spaces and have been dubbed L(q, P )
and L(q, P, Ṗ ) spaces in the supergravity literature [66].

2.2 Yang-Mills-Einstein theories with and without tensors

YME theories are obtained by promoting a subgroup of the global symmetry group of
a Maxwell-Einstein theory to a local gauge symmetry. These theories are often times
referred to as “gaugings” of the original Maxwell-Einstein supergravity. More concretely,
the global invariance group G of a N = 2 Maxwell-Einstein supergravity is the group of
transformations leaving the CIJK tensor invariant. We then identify a subgroup K of G
which acts infinitesimally in the ambient space as

δαξ
I = (Ts)I

Jξ
Jαr , (Ts) L

(I CJK)L = 0 , (2.14)

where Ts are the generators to be gauged and αs are the transformation parameters. The
scalars and vectors transform as

δαφ
x = Kx

s α
s , δαA

I
µ = (Ts)I

JA
J
µα

s , (2.15)

where Kx
s is the Killing vector corresponding to the action of the s-th generator on the

scalar manifold,

Kx
s = −

√
3
2(Ts)J

IhJh
Ix. (2.16)

2It was shown in ref. [58] that these definitions for Sq, Dq are equivalent to the standard ones in the
supergravity literature, where Sq is obtained as the compact, metric-preserving group in the centralizer of the
Clifford algebra C(q + 1, 1) and Dq(P + Ṗ ) is the dimensionality of its representation [66].
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We will not need the transformations on the fermionic fields, for which the reader is referred
to the original literature [36].

To promote K to a local symmetry, we need the adjoint representation of K to be
embedded in the representation of the global symmetry G under which the vector fields
transform. We label the corresponding vectors as As

µ, with the index s running over the
adjoint representation of the gauge group K plus additional singlets. In the general case,
there will be vectors transforming in additional nontrivial representations of the gauge group.
One of the fundamental results from the supergravity literature [41] is that, in order for
the theory to preserve local N = 2 supersymmetry, the field strengths of these additional
vectors must be dualized to massive tensor fields, which will be denoted as BN

µν , where
the original index I is split as I = (s,N), J = (t, P ) and these massive tensors satisfy
odd-dimensional self-duality conditions [41].

In general, the representation matrices Ts will be written as

(Ts)I
J =

 f t
su 0
0 (Ts)N

P

 , (2.17)

where (Ts)N
P will become representation matrices for the massive tensors under the gauge

group. These are obtained from the entries of the CIJK tensor in terms of an antisymmetric
matrix ΩNP , which is interpreted as a symplectic metric (ΩNPΩP Q = δN

Q ), as

(Ts)N
P =

√
2
3Ω

NQCsQP . (2.18)

By construction, the representation matrices are symplectic with respect to the inverse
symplectic metric ΩNP ,3

(Ts)Q
NΩQP + (Ts)Q

PΩNQ = 0 . (2.19)

We can then group vector field strengths and tensors together defining

HI
µν = (Fs

µν , B
N
µν) , (2.20)

where Fs
µν = F s

µν + gf s
tuA

t
µA

u
ν are non-abelian field strengths and g denotes the coupling

constant for supergravity gauge group.4 The Lagrangian of the desired YME theory with
tensors is then obtained from eq. (2.1) by covariantizing derivatives and suitably extending
the F ∧ F ∧ A term; the bosonic sector has the Lagrangian [41]

e−1L = −R2 − 1
4 åIJHI

µνHJµν − 1
2gxyDµφ

xDµφy + e−1

6
√
6
Cstuϵ

µνρσλ
{
F s

µνF
t
ρσA

u
λ

+3
2gF

s
µνf

t
t′u′Au

ρA
t′
σA

u′
λ + 3

5g
2As

µf
t
s′t′A

s′
ν A

t′
ρ f

u
u′v′Au′

σ A
v′
λ

}
+e

−1

4g ϵ
µνρσλ ΩNPB

N
µνDρB

P
σλ − 9

8g
2̊aSN (Ts)S

Ph
shP (Tt)N

Qh
thQ , (2.21)

3The representations of the tensor fields are assumed to be symplectic, that is, there exists a singlet in the
antisymmetric tensor product of two representations.

4The supergravity coupling constant g was denoted as gs in ref. [48].
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where the covariant derivatives for scalars and tensors are

Dµφ
x = ∂µφ

x + gAs
µK

x
s ,

D[µB
N
νρ] = ∂[µB

N
νρ] + g(Ts)N

PA
s
[µB

P
νρ] . (2.22)

In this paper, we will consider both cases in which K is compact and cases in which it
is non-compact.

Finally, the block diagonal structure in eq. (2.17) can be further generalized to include
an off-diagonal block,

(Ts)I
J =

 f t
su (Ts)t

P

0 (Ts)N
P

 . (2.23)

In ref. [41], it was pointed out that such a generalization appears to be impossible to
supersymmetrize in a gauge-invariant way except possibly in very special cases. These
correspond to working with reducible but not completely reducible representations and
producing new vector-tensor couplings which were studied in ref. [67]. For compact gaugings,
such an extension is not possible since all their reducible unitary representations are fully
reducible. Similarly, every reducible representation of a connected semisimple non-compact
Lie group is also fully reducible [68]. Hence, the only way to extend gaugings to reducible
representations of the form (2.23) is to gauge a non-compact Lie algebra with an abelian
invariant subalgebra [67]. We shall see that such exotic gaugings appear naturally in the
framework of the double-copy construction.

2.3 Matching amplitudes and spectra with the supergravity Lagrangian

The first step to find double-copy realizations for the theories described in the previous
subsections is to identify parameters to match between the output of the double copy and
the Lagrangian description of the supergravities under consideration. In general, to compute
amplitudes directly, we will need to expand the Lagrangian around a base-point in the
scalar manifold, which we denote as ξI = cI in ambient space. Inspecting the terms of the
Lagrangian proportional to the coupling constant g we then have

−g åst

∣∣
0∂[µA

s
ν]f

t
uvA

uµAvν − g gxyK
y
s

∣∣
0Dµφ

xAsµ . (2.24)

The latter term gives a non-diagonal contribution to the quadratic Lagrangian, which we
cancel with the gauge-fixing term

Lgf = − 1
2ξ
(
DµAt

µ + ξ g gxyK
ty
∣∣
0φ

x
)2
, (2.25)

where ξ, not to be confused with the ambient-space coordinates, is the parameter in the Rξ

gauges, and gxy, Kty are evaluated at the base-point, and the square in the above equation
is understood to imply contraction by the metric åst

∣∣
0. Using this procedure, we can write

mass terms for the vector fields as

M2
st = g2gxyK

x
sK

y
t

∣∣
0 , (2.26)
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where we have used the definition (2.16).5 The masses of the tensor fields, on the other hand,
are given by the entries of the å matrix evaluated at the base-point,

MNP = g̊aNP

∣∣
0 . (2.27)

While a comparison of the mass spectrum is the first nontrivial check that a proposed double-
copy construction must pass, additional important information is in the three-point amplitudes.
In particular, three-point amplitudes between one vector and two tensors are of the form6

M3(1BN , 2BP , 3As, ) = i

√
8
3 å

st
0 ΩNRΩP SCtRS m

2ϵ
(
εB

1 , ε
B
2 , ε3

)
, (2.28)

where the Levi-Civita contraction between a vector and two tensors is defined in the natural
way ϵ(a, b, c) ≡ 1

4ϵ
µνρσζaµνbρσcζ , we use the convention ϵ01234 = +1, and åst

0 ≡ åst
∣∣
0 are

inverses of the matrix in the kinetic term for the vectors evaluated at the base-point (for
practical calculations it is often convenient to redefine fields so that their kinetic terms are
canonically normalized). Amplitudes between three vectors have the form7

M3(1As, 2At, 3Au) = i

√
8
3 å

ss′
0 ått′

0 å
uu′
0 Cs′t′u′ϵ

(
ε1, ε2, ε3, p1, p2

)
(2.29)

+ g
{̊
att′

0 å
uu′
0 f s

t′u′(ε1 · ε2 p1 · ε3 − ε1 · ε3 p1 · ε2) + cyclic(1, 2, 3)
}
.

The first term is the contribution of the F ∧ F ∧A term which is quadratic in the momenta
and non-vanishing if the gauge coupling constant is set to zero. We have ϵ(a, b, c, d, f) ≡
ϵµνρσλaµbνcρdσfλ. Note that this contribution is always symmetric in the three indices.
The second contribution originates from the covariantization of the derivatives in the YME
Lagrangian. Unless the åIJ already happens to be canonically normalized at the base-point
and the gauge group is compact, the color tensors will not be antisymmetric in all three
indices. This is an important difference with respect to the gauge-theory case. To inspect
three-vector amplitudes more in detail, we focus on the case in which the third vector is
massless, while the first two are massive.8 In this case, two different gauge-invariant terms
with linear dependence on momenta appear in the Lagrangian. The first amplitude we need
to consider originates from the operator

O1 = −2D[µW ν]D
µW ν . (2.30)

This leads to a contribution to the three-point amplitude which is proportional to

⟨WWA⟩
∣∣∣
|DW |2

= i(ε1 · ε2 (p1 − p2) · ε3 + ε2 · ε3 p2 · ε1 − ε1 · ε3 p1 · ε2) (2.31)

= i

2m2

{(
⟨12⟩ [21]− ⟨21] ⟨12]

)
(p1 · ε3)−

1
4
(
⟨1|p2|1] ⟨2|ε3|2]− (1 ↔ 2)

)}
,

5We should note that this mass term is non-zero only for the non-compact gauge fields.
6To have all three-point amplitudes exhibit the same mass dimension, we redefine the tensor fields with

respect to the supergravity Lagrangian so that an explicit factor of m2 appears in the amplitude.
7We note that this amplitude is not modified when the metric signature is changed to mostly minus.
8In analogy with dimensional compactification, in this paper, we take masses to carry a sign so that

amplitudes are supported by asymptotic states obeying the condition
∑

i
mi = 0. Our approach follows the

one from ref. [48], but some signs are different in this paper as we choose conventions in which all momenta of
the asymptotic states are taken to be incoming.
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where we have employed the five-dimensional spinor-helicity formalism in the last line,
and we have used the short-hand notation ⟨1|p2|1] ≡ ⟨1|✁p2|1] (with a similar notation for
other combinations of angle and square brackets). This will be used to simplify expressions
throughout the paper. Relevant identities are summarized in appendix A, while the reader
is referred to ref. [48] for a complete treatment. The second gauge-invariant term in the
supergravity Lagrangian has the form

O2 = −iF a
µνW

µ
taW ν . (2.32)

Its contribution is proportional to

⟨WWA⟩
∣∣∣
W ·F ·W

= i(ε1 · ε3 p3 · ε2 − ε2 · ε3 p3 · ε1)

= − i

8m2

(
⟨1|p2|1] ⟨2|ε3|2]− (1 ↔ 2)

)
. (2.33)

These operators are sufficient to account for the interactions introduced in the supergravity
theory by the gauging procedure. In addition to these, we should note that the ungauged
theory already has a non-zero three-point amplitude. The corresponding contribution to
the two-massive-one-massless three-vector amplitude is

⟨WWA⟩
∣∣∣
DW∧DW∧A

= 4i ϵ(ε1, ε2, ε3, p1, p2) = −i
(
⟨12⟩ [1|ε3|2] + [12] ⟨1|ε3|2⟩

)
, (2.34)

which is proportional to the CIJK-tensor of the theory.
In a concrete calculation, massive and massless vectors will carry additional indices of

the local (or sometimes global) symmetries of the supergravity theory under consideration.
Hence, eqs. (2.32) and (2.33) each give the kinematical part of a three-point amplitude which
also includes a color tensor. If we impose antisymmetry in the two massive vector fields,
eqs. (2.32) and (2.33) are the only independent three-point matrix elements that can appear.
By explicit comparison with (2.30) we can see that O1 is associated to the structure constants
f s,tu = −f t,su, while O2 carries a color factor of the form fu,st; here we have used the matrix
åIJ

0 at the base-point to raise two of the indices of the structure constants. Note that in the
YM Lagrangian with spontaneously-broken gauge symmetry both terms are present with the
same normalization. However, since the kinetic terms of the vector fields are not necessarily
canonically normalized at the base-point, and the gauge groups we are considering are not
necessarily semi-simple, these two terms can and will occur with different weights.

A simple and important example of a setting in which only O2 appears is given by the
case of the Heisenberg group H2P +1; in this case the algebra of the generators has the form

[qi,pj ] = Zδij , [pi,pj ] = [pi, Z] = [qi,qj ] = [qi, Z] = 0 , i, j = 1, . . . , P , (2.35)

where Z is the generator associated to the central charge of the algebra. If qi and pi are
Hermitian operators, the central charge Z must be anti-Hermitian. It is immediate to read
off the nonzero structure constants,

fZ
qi,pj = −fZ

pj ,qi = δij . (2.36)

In this case, provided that the matrix in the kinetic term for the vectors is canonically
normalized at the base-point, only the operator O2 appears in the three-point amplitudes.
As we shall see, the appearance of a Heisenberg group is a common feature of many of the
gaugings obtained from the double-copy construction in this work.
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3 Double-copy construction: generalities

We are now ready to describe the main features of the double-copy constructions considered
in this paper. The starting point is the construction for homogeneous Maxwell-Einstein
theories discussed in ref. [58],N = 2 homogeneous

supergravity

 =

N = 2 SYM
+ 1

2 hyperR

⊗

YM + ns scalars
+ nF fermionsR

 , (3.1)

i.e. a double-copy construction in which the first gauge theory is a supersymmetric theory
with a matter half-hypermultiplet, and the second theory is a higher-dimensional YM theory
with matter fermions reduced to five dimensions.

Since we are seeking to construct theories with various massive fields, it is clear that
we need to consider massive deformations of these gauge theories. The deformation for
the supersymmetric theory is straightforwardly obtained by adding a mass term for the
half-hypermultiplet. There is considerably more freedom as far as the non-supersymmetric
gauge theory is concerned. A very natural starting point is a massive deformation which
also involves trilinear scalar couplings, for which the Lagrangian is

L = −1
4(F

â
µν)2 + 1

2(Dµϕ
âi)2 − 1

2m
2
ijϕ

âiϕâj− g2

4 f
âb̂êf ĉd̂êϕâiϕb̂jϕĉiϕd̂j (3.2)

+ i

2 ψ̄✚
✚Dψ − 1

2 ψ̄Mψ + g

2ϕ
âiψ̄Γ4+itâRψ − gλ

3! f
âb̂ĉF 4+i,4+j,4+kϕâiϕb̂jϕĉk ;

here â, b̂, ĉ are gauge-group adjoint indices, i, j, k = 1, . . . , ns are global indices running over
the scalars. Fermions ψ transform in a representation with representation matrices tâR. ΓI

are matrices appearing in the Yukawa couplings and can be seen as gamma matrices for the
YM theory in D = ns + 5 dimensions, as explained in appendix B. Gauge and global indices
carried by the fermions are not explicitly displayed. This theory was studied in ref. [47],
where it was shown that C/K duality of the two-scalar-two-fermion four-point amplitude
requires that the fermion mass matrix M obey the relation[

ΓI ,
{
ΓJ ,M

}]
+ iλF IJKΓK = 0 , (3.3)

where ΓI are the Dirac matrices in higher dimensions and F IJK are related to the structure
constants of the supergravity gauge group. This constraint can be solved by the following
choice for the fermion masses,

M = ulΓl + i
λ

4!FijkΓijk , (3.4)

where uI are extra parameters and Γijk is the rank-three element of the Clifford algebra.
This theory can be further enriched by going on the Coulomb branch, which is necessary for
exploring the moduli space of the corresponding supergravities. Finally, an orbifold projection
can be used to eliminate some of the fields. These two latter steps will be enacted on a
case-by-case basis throughout the following sections.

Before outlining the details of all the possible constructions, we need to first comment
on two distinct ways to double copy two gauge-theory fermions. Using the five-dimensional
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spinor-helicity formalism summarized in appendix A, we can write the external spinor
polarizations as |pa⟩ and |pȧ], where a, ȧ are little group indices. The key observation is
that the double copy gives different outputs according to the way different fermionic states
from the gauge theories are paired.

1. One possibility is to associate supergravity states to fermion bilinears of the form

|pa⟩ ⊗ |pȧ] , |pȧ]⊗ |pa⟩ (3.5)

i.e. the spinor polarization from the different sides of the double copy obey the Dirac
equation with opposite sign for the mass.

2. Another possibility is to associate supergravity states to fermion bilinears of the form

|pa⟩ ⊗ |pb⟩ , |pȧ]⊗ |pȧ] (3.6)

i.e. the spinor polarization from the different sides of the double copy obey the Dirac
equation with same sign for the mass.

In five dimensions, as the little-group indices suggest, the above choices leads to different
fields in the double copy. The first leads to a five-dimensional vector, with polarization

εµ
aȧ(p) = −⟨pa|γµ|pȧ]

2
√
2m

. (3.7)

The second choice leads to a five-dimensional massive tensor field plus a scalar. The tensor is
given by the symmetric combination of little-group indices, and their polarization are

εµν
ab (p) =

⟨pa|γµν |pb⟩
4
√
2m

, εµν

ȧḃ
(p) = [pȧ|γµν |pḃ]

4
√
2m

. (3.8)

The additional state, given by the antisymmetric combination of little-group indices, is a
scalar, which bringing the total number of degrees of freedom to four. In the presence of
N = 2 supersymmetry, these tensor and scalar fields belong to a massive tensor multiplets.
On the other side, the massive vector field belongs to a massive vector multiplet which is
BPS and does not have any scalars. The properties of these polarization tensors and vectors
are summarized in appendix A.

In practical situations, the gauge-group representations of the fermions in the two
gauge theories dictate which states should be combined under the double copy, according
to the criterion that a supergravity state is associated to a gauge-invariant bilinear of
gauge-theory states.

In contrast to the construction in ref. [45] for massless theories, when introducing masses,
it will be more convenient to consider complex gauge-group representations. The reason
for this choice can be traced back to the properties of the supersymmetric gauge theory
entering the construction. This is a six-dimensional YM theory with matter. In ref. [45], the
matter content of the theory consists of a half-hypermultiplet in a pseudo-real representation
of the gauge group. We recall that this choice is made possible by the fact that in six
dimensions we can find a constant matrix B obeying the conditions BB∗ = −1, [Γ∗, B] = 0,
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D Supergravity q P

5 Generic non-Jordan family −1 2nF

6 Generic Jordan family 0 2nF

7 Homogeneous supergravity 1 2nF

8 Homogeneous supergravity 2 nF

(Complex Magical sugra when nF = 1)
9 Homogeneous supergravity 3 nF

10 Homogeneous supergravity 4 nF

(Quaternionic Magical sugra when nF = 1)
...

...
...

...
14 Homogeneous supergravity 8 2nF

Table 2. Homogeneous supergravities constructed as double copies involving complex gauge-theory
representations. D and nF are the dimension in which the non-supersymmetric gauge theory can
be written and the number of D-dimensional fermions. Identification with the parameters q, P from
ref. [66] is provided. Note that, in case of a complex gauge-group representation, chirality conditions
can be imposed on the fermions, but not reality conditions.

where Γ∗ is the chirality matrix in six dimensions. The fermions in the half-hypermultiplet
obey conditions of the form

Ψ∗ = BVΨ , Γ∗Ψ = Ψ , (3.9)

where V is a constant antisymmetric matrix with gauge-group-representation indices whose
existence is linked to the representation being pseudo-real. With this choice, one can write
a kinetic term for the half-hypermultiplet fermions without having to complete the matter
content to that of a full hypermultiplet. It is however impossible to write a simple mass
term without adding extra fields. This would have the form

mΨTCVΨ , (3.10)

where C = Γ0B is the six dimensional charge conjugation matrix. In six dimensions, it is
possible to take C to be symmetric, as required for the mass term not to vanish. However,
with this choice, [C,Γ∗] ̸= 0 and we need to include spin-1/2 fields of both chiralities to
have a non-vanishing mass term. Hence, it becomes easier to just have matter fields in
complex representations. Since this family of constructions is a subset of the one obtained
using pseudo-real representations, we list the supergravities that can be constructed in this
way in table 2.

More concretely, we will take all external gauge-theory states with incoming momenta,
and label them with their representation. The following fermion polarizations will be used
for the supersymmetric gauge theory

u = |pȧ⟩R , v̄ = ⟨pȧ|R̄ . (3.11)
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Even if we are using angle spinors for both bra and ket, the sign of the mass is taken to
be aligned with the representation. In this way, amplitudes are nonzero provided that the
condition ∑imi = 0 is obeyed. It should be stressed that, in this case, u and v̄ are not
the conventional particle/antiparticle polarizations, and obey a modified reality condition,
as explained in the appendix.

The states above are combined with the ones from the non-supersymmetric theory;
these states will in general carry an extra global index. In some of the cases considered
here, the mass matrix in the non-supersymmetric theory has both negative and positive
mass eigenvalues. If we diagonalize the mass matrix and denote by Σ and Σ′ the indices
corresponding to eigenvalues of opposite sign, we obtain the states

[pȧ
Σ|R , ⟨pa

Σ′ |R , |pȧ
Σ]R̄ , |pa

Σ′⟩R̄ . (3.12)

The global indices can be combined to obtain a spinor index with respect to the SO(D−5)
group coming from the compact dimensions as (Σ,Σ′) . The double copy between two
fermions leads to the states

W aȧ
Σ = |pa⟩R ⊗ |pȧ

Σ]R̄ , Bab
Σ′ = |pa⟩R ⊗ |pb

Σ′⟩R̄ ,

W
aȧ
Σ = [pȧ

Σ|R ⊗ ⟨pa|R̄ , B̄ab
Σ′ = ⟨pa

Σ′ |R ⊗ ⟨pb|R̄ . (3.13)

Note that pairing conjugate representations under the double copy prevents us from generating
twice as many states. For the complex magical theory we have (Σ,Σ′) = 1, 2, whereas the
quaternionic theory has (Σ,Σ′) = 1, 2, 3, 4. In some of the above theories, different choices
for the individual ranges of Σ and Σ′ are possible, leading to theories with different numbers
of vectors and tensors. The fermion bilinears above can be expanded as

|pa⟩R ⊗ |pȧ
Σ]R̄ = −mW√

2
(✁εaȧ

W ΣΩ−1) + 1√
2
(✁p✁ε

aȧ
W ΣΩ−1) ,

[pȧ
Σ|R ⊗ ⟨pa|R̄ = −

mW√
2
(Ω✁ε

aȧ
W Σ)−

1√
2
(Ω✁p✁ε

aȧ
W Σ) , (3.14)

which can also be rewritten as

|pa⟩R ⊗ [pȧ
Σ|R̄ = mW√

2
(✁εW )aȧ

Σ − 1√
2✁
p(✁εW )aȧ

Σ ,

|pȧ
Σ]R ⊗ ⟨pa|R̄ = −

mW√
2
(✁εW )aȧ

Σ − 1√
2✁
p(✁εW )aȧ

Σ . (3.15)

In the above equation, W aȧ
Σ are states corresponding to a massive W-boson transforming

in a complex representation of the unbroken supergravity gauge group, while W aȧ
Σ give the

states of its conjugate.
The tensor bilinears obey a similar relation

|pa⟩R ⊗ ⟨pb
Σ|R̄ = 1

2ϵ
ab(✁p+m)− m√

2
(✁εB)ab

Σ′ . (3.16)

The above construction with complex representations provides the correct number of degrees
of freedom for the complex and quaternionic magical theories. However, a naive extension
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of the construction for the real and octonionic theories presented in ref. [58] to complex
representations yields too many degrees of freedom (in the case of the octonionic theory a
total of 32 vectors or tensors are constructed from fermion bilinears, as opposed to 16). It is
possible to check that this double copy gives the homogeneous L(q, P ) theories with q = 1
and P = 2 and q = 8, P = 2 instead of the real and octonionic magical theory (q = 1, P = 1
and q = 8, P = 1). Obtaining these theories from double-copy constructions with complex
fields requires additional projections, as it will be discussed in the conclusion.

The construction outlined above must be further generalized if the spectrum of the theory
contains more than one nonzero mass (up to a sign). A possible approach is to assign different
gauge-group representations to matter hypermultiplets with different masses. Examples of
this generalized construction will be discussed in later sections of this paper.

3.1 Three-point amplitudes from the double copy: the dictionary

We now study how amplitudes obtained from the double copy yield supergravity interactions
of the types discussed in section 2.3. A particularly relevant subclass of amplitudes we shall
consider is amplitudes between two massive and one massless vector, since they probe the
spontaneously-broken part of the supergravity gauge group.9 A massive vector can arise both
as a bosonic double copy of one massive vector and one massive scalar from the gauge theories
and as a fermionic double copy of two spin-1/2 fields (with opposite sign of the masses).

In the case of a bosonic double copy we have three distinct possible three-vector amplitudes.
The first has the form10

M3(1W, 2W, 3V ) = iA3(1W, 2W, 3A)A3(1φ̄, 2φ, 3ϕ) (3.17)

= −λ2
(
⟨WWA⟩

∣∣∣
|DW |2

+ ⟨WWA⟩
∣∣∣
W ·F ·W

)
= −λ2 ⟨WWA⟩

∣∣∣
YM

,

where λ is the constant appearing in the three-scalar coupling. The second class of amplitudes
differs because the massive and massless scalars come from different gauge theories,

M3(1W, 2W, 3V ) = iA3(1W, 2W, 3ϕ)A3(1φ̄, 2φ, 3A)
= im(ε1 · ε2)(ε3 · p1 − ε3 · p2)
= m⟨WWA⟩|DW |2 −m⟨WWA⟩W ·F ·W .

The last possibility for a bosonic double copy has the massless vector constructed as an
antisymmetric combination of the two gluons from the gauge theories

M3(1W, 2W, 3V ) = i
ϵab

4
∂

∂za
3
A3(1W, 2W, 3A) ∂

∂zb
3
A3(1φ̄, 2φ, 3A)

= − 1
2
√
2
⟨WWA⟩DW∧A∧DW . (3.18)

In this case, the amplitude is the same as in the massless case.
9We include in this class massive vector fields associated with non-compact gaugings since in their vacua

the non-compact gauge group is broken to its maximal compact subgroup.
10We denote as Vµ massless supergravity vectors obtained as double copies, to differentiate them from the

fields from the supergravity Lagrangian.
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If the massive vectors are realized as fermionic double copies, we have two possible three-
point amplitudes. The first involves the massless vector is constructed as the antisymmetric
combination of the gauge-theory bosons:

M3(1W, 2W, 3V ) = i
ϵab

4
∂

∂za
3
A3(1χ̄, 2χ, 3A)

∂

∂zb
3
A3(1χ̄, 2χ, 3A)

= −
√
2im

[
(ε1 · ε3 p3 · ε2 − ε2 · ε3 p3 · ε1)

]
= i

4
√
2m

(
⟨1|p2|1] ⟨2|ε3|2]− (1 ↔ 2)

)
(3.19)

= −
√
2m⟨WWA⟩W ·F ·W .

Fermionic masses are taken as m1 = −m, m2 = m. We see that this particular vector couples
to other massive vectors obtained from fermionic bilinears through its field strength, but
does not appear in the covariant derivatives. As we have previously mentioned, this type of
interactions are characteristic to gauge groups with a central charges. Since such a massless
vector is ubiquitous to the double-copy framework, many of the gaugings we construct in
this work will have the form G ⋉H, where H is the Heisenberg group.

A second class of double-copy amplitudes involving supergravity vectors constructed
as fermion bilinears is

M3(1W, 2W, 3V ) = iA3(1χ̄, 2χ, 3A)A3(1χ̄, 2χ, 3ϕ) (3.20)

= i

2[21] ⟨1|ε3|2⟩ = m⟨WWA⟩|DW |2+
1
4⟨WWA⟩DW∧A∧DW ,

where we have used again m1 = −m,m2 = m. In contrast to the previous case, we see
that covariant-derivative couplings arise on top of the interactions already present in the
ungauged theory.

As discussed, the double-copy realization of massive tensors is closely related to that of
massive vectors, cf. eq. (3.13). We may therefore obtain three-point amplitudes with one
massless vector and two massive tensors by simply rearranging the order of fields in eqs. (3.21)
and (3.20). If the massless vector is realized as a scalar-vector pair, the amplitude is

M3
(
1B̄, 2B, 3V

)
= iA3

(
1χ̄, 2χ, 3A

)
A3
(
1χ̄, 2χ, 3ϕ

)
= i

2⟨12⟩ ⟨2|ε3|1⟩ = im2ϵ
(
εB

1 , ε3, ε
B
2
)
. (3.21)

Note that, from the supergravity perspective, this amplitude comes entirely from the B∧B∧A
term. Finally, if the special vector is a double copy of two gluons the three-point amplitude
vanishes,

M3(1B̄, 2B, 3V ) = i
ϵab

4
∂

∂za
3
A3(1χ̄, 2χ, 3A)

∂

∂zb
3
A3(1χ̄, 2χ, 3A) = 0 . (3.22)

The amplitudes between vectors and tensors presented here give the fundamental ingredients
for analyzing the output of several possible double copies. In general, fields in the two gauge
theories will have extra indices that require a case-by-case study, and result in different
options for the choice of the supergravity gauge group. C/K duality typically constrains the
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couplings that appear in the gauge theories as well as the matter content and spectra, while
matching of the supergravity spectra also requires a careful analysis. The basic kinematic
dependence of the amplitudes is however the same in all cases, and the dictionary established
in this section will be consistently used in the remainder of the paper.

3.2 Summary of the constructions presented in this paper

We are now ready to summarize the main results in this paper. Concretely, different
constructions will depend on the number of scalar fields in the non-supersymmetric gauge-
theory factor, the choice for the F ijk tensors, as well as the choice of representation for
the fermions, which will also affect how fields are paired by the double copy. Details about
individual constructions and, in particular, matching with the supergravity Lagrangians,
will be given in the following sections.

1. Non-compact SO(2, 1) gauging for the generic Jordan family. This construction has the
schematic form(

N = 2 SYM on Coulomb branch
)
⊗
(
YM + ns massive scalars

)
. (3.23)

This construction always yields two massive gauge fields. At least one massless scalar
is present, but additional massless scalars can also be added. Specific choices for the
trilinear couplings between two massive and one massless scalars can yield either a
non-compact SO(2, 1) gauging or a compact SO(3) gauging.

2. Generic Jordan family, U(1)⋉H2P +1 gauging. This has the construction:(
N = 2 SYM + hyperR

)
⊗
(
YM + 1 scalar + P massive fermionsR̄

)
. (3.24)

The appearance of a central charge seems to be a generic feature of the double copy
and is related to the presence of a massless vector field in the spectrum that originates
from the double copy of two gauge-theory gluons.

3. Generic Jordan family, U(1) gauging with massive tensors. This is a variant of the
previous construction in which different signs for the fermionic masses are used.

4. Complex theory, U(2)⋉H5 gauging. Schematically, the 5D double-copy construction
has the form(

N = 2 SYM + hyperR

)
⊗
(
YM + 3 scalars + 2 massive fermionsR̄

)
, (3.25)

where the F ijk tensor determining the fermion mass matrix, cf. eq. (3.4), is chosen
to give the unbroken U(2) gauge symmetry. This construction yields at least four
massive vectors, but taking the first gauge-theory factor on the Coulomb branch and
adding masses for some of the scalars results in a double-copy theory in which U(2) is
spontaneously broken and hence two additional vectors acquire masses. These gaugings
can also be seen as U(2, 1) gaugings in which a pp-wave limit has been taken.
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5. Complex magical theory, U(2) gauging with massive tensors. This is obtained as a
seemingly minor variant of the previous construction in which matter representations
are chosen so that tensors arise instead of vectors in the double copy. This construction
yields four massive tensors, but taking the first gauge-theory factor on the Coulomb
branch and adding masses for some of the scalars results in a double-copy theory in
which U(2) is spontaneously-broken.

6. Another variant of the above construction has four massive vectors, two massive tensors
and three massless vectors. It corresponds to a U(1, 1)⋉H3 gauging of the complex
theory.

7. Quaternionic theory, U(2)⋉H5 gauging. This construction has the schematic form(
N = 2 SYM + hyperR

)
⊗
(
YM + 5 scalars + 4 massive fermionsR̄

)
. (3.26)

All the vector fields in the quaternionic theory transform in the adjoint representation
of the SO∗(6) = SU(3, 1) subgroup of its global symmetry group SU∗(6). The group
SU(3, 1) leads to the group SU(3) ⋉ H7 by taking a particular pp-wave limit. One
can gauge the [U(2) ⋉ H5] subgroup of SU(3) ⋉ H7. The spectrum then contains
four massive vector fields, four massive tensors and a vector field corresponding to the
central charge. In addition to these, there are two extra massless vectors that partake
in couplings between massive vectors and massive tensors. This indicates that the
construction gives a gauging with an abelian invariant subalgebra along the lines of
ref. [67]. One can also spontaneously break U(2) to a U(1)2 subgroup and obtain two
additional massive vectors in the spectrum.

8. Another variant of the above construction with 6 massive vectors is given by gauging
U(1, 1)⋉H5 symmetry. This realization can be truncated to the U(1, 1)⋉H3 gauging
for the complex theory discussed above.

We also comment on the construction(
N = 2 SYM + hyperR

)
⊗
(
YM + 9 scalars + 8 massive fermionsR̄

)
,

which gives gaugings for the homogeneous theory with q = 8, P = 2, and mention in the
conclusion the possibility of obtaining the octonionic theory through a truncation after
the double copy.

4 Gaugings for the generic Jordan family

4.1 Gauge-theory factors and double-copy amplitudes

The supersymmetric (left) theory is a spontaneously-broken theory similar to the ones studied
in ref. [45]. We only write the bosonic part of the Lagrangian,

LL = −1
4
(
F â

µν + 2igW [µt
âWν]

)2
+ 1

2
(
Dµϕ

â + iWµt
âφ− iφtâWµ

)2

−2
∣∣D[µWν]

∣∣2 + ∣∣Dµφ+ imWµ + iϕâtâWµ

∣∣2 + fermions . (4.1)
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This theory contains massless adjoint gluons Aâ
µ and scalars ϕâ, the former appearing through

their respective field strengths F â
µν . â, b̂ . . . are adjoint indices of the unbroken gauge group.

The massive non-adjoint fields of the theory consist of Wµ and Wµ bosons, transforming
in conjugate representations R and R̄ of the unbroken gauge group, and their respective
multiplets. Hermitian representation matrices are denoted as tâ. The scalar fields φ and φ̄

are eaten by the corresponding massive vector fields, and decouple manifestly from the theory
when an appropriate choice of the gauge-fixing term is made. A theory of this sort can be
obtained from an unbroken, purely adjoint gauge theory with SU(N1+N2) gauge group giving
the five-dimensional scalar field a vev breaking the gauge group to SU(N1)× SU(N2)× U(1).
In this case, the structure constants of the original gauge group give the structure constants
of the unbroken gauge group f âb̂ĉ and the representation matrices tâ. This implies that, aside
from the standard commutation relations, the representation matrices obey color relations
stemming from the Jacobi relation of the original theory before the vev is introduced. These
extra relations have the form

(tâ) β̂
α̂ (tâ) δ̂

γ̂ = (tâ) δ̂
α̂ (tâ) β̂

γ̂ , (4.2)

where we have now explicitly displayed the representation indices. This is a particular case
of the seven-term relation in ref. [45]. There are only two amplitudes with one massless
and two massive fields in five dimensions:11

A3
(
1W, 2W, 3ϕ

)
= i

√
2m(ε1 · ε2) ,

A3
(
1W, 2W, 3A

)
= i

√
2(k2 · ε1)(ε2 · ε3) + cyclic = 1√

2
⟨WWA⟩YM . (4.3)

We now turn to the non-supersymmetric (right) theory. We choose a YM theory with
one massless adjoint scalar ϕ and a complex massive scalar in the conjugate representations
to the one of the W multiplet in the left gauge theory. We also introduce a trilinear coupling
between massless and massive scalars. The full Lagrangian is

LR = −1
4(F

â
µν)2 + 1

2(Dµϕ
â)2 + |Dµφ|2 −m2|φ|2 + gλϕâφ̄tâφ

−g
2

2 (φ̄tâφ)(φ̄tâφ)− g2ϕâϕb̂(φ̄tâtb̂φ) . (4.4)

This theory obeys C/K duality. In particular, inspecting the four-scalar amplitude

A4
(
1φ̄α̂, 2φ̄β̂ , 3φγ̂ , 4φδ̂

)
leads to the numerator and color factors

nu = nt = 2s+ λ2 , cu = (tâ)γ̂
α̂(tâ)δ̂

β̂ , ct = (tâ)δ̂
α̂(tâ)γ̂

β̂ , (4.5)

and the extra identity (4.2) is satisfied by the numerator factors. The only relevant three-
point amplitudes with two massive and one massless fields for the non-supersymmetric gauge

11Partial amplitudes are normalized as A(1, 2, 3) = gTr(T â1 T â2 T â3 )A(1, 2, 3), with Tr(T â1 T â2 ) = δâ1â2 ,
while generators appearing in the Lagrangian have the standard textbook normalization Tr(tâ1 tâ2 ) = 1

2 δâ1â2 .
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theory are the following:

A3
(
1φ, 2φ, 3A

)
= −i

√
2(p1 · ε3) ,

A3
(
1φ, 2φ, 3ϕ

)
= i√

2
λ (4.6)

Looking at the output of the double copy, and using the results from the previous subsections,
we have three distinct supergravity amplitudes between one massless and two massive vectors12

M3
(
1W, 2W, 3V 0) = − 1

2
√
2
⟨WWA⟩DW∧DW∧A ,

M3
(
1W, 2W, 3V 1) = 2im(p1 · ε3)(ε1 · ε2) = m

(
⟨WWA⟩|DW |2 − ⟨WWA⟩W ·F ·W

)
,

M3
(
1W, 2W, 3V 4) = −iλ

(
(k2 · ε1)(ε2 · ε3) + cyclic

)
= −λ2 ⟨WWA⟩YM . (4.7)

Here V 0 denotes a vector obtained from the double copy of two gauge-theory gluons, and V 1

and V 4 are two distinct massless vectors arising from the double copies of adjoint vectors
and scalars from the two sides of the theory.

4.2 Supergravity amplitudes

To identify the supergravity Lagrangian for the theory obtained from the double copy, we
consider the example of a SO(2, 1) gauging of theories belonging to the generic Jordan family
in five dimensions. To fix notation, we take the cubic polynomial

V
(
ξI) = √

2ξ0((ξ1)2 − (ξ2)2 − . . .− (ξnV )2) , (4.8)

where nV is the number of vector multiplets in five dimensions. We take nV ≥ 3 and
proceed to identify the relevant non-compact transformations written in ambient space
according to eq. (2.14). The SO(2, 1) generators T act nontrivially only in the (ξ1, ξ2, ξ3)
subspace. They are

T1 =


0 0 0
0 0 −1
0 1 0

 , T2 =


0 0 1
0 0 0
1 0 0

 , T3 =


0 1 0
1 0 0
0 0 0

 , (4.9)

Note that the compact generators are anti-hermitian, while the non-compact generators are
hermitian. The structure constants for this choice of generators are

f3
12 = −1 , f2

31 = −1 , f1
23 = 1 . (4.10)

Amplitudes are obtained expanding the Lagrangian around the base-point13

ξI = cI =
(
1/
√
2, coshϕ, 0, 0, sinhϕ, 0, . . .

)
. (4.11)

12Here the normalization of the double-copy follows the KLT formula with the gravitational coupling set to
κ = 2, i.e. M3 = iA(1, 2, 3)Ã(1, 2, 3).

13One can consider the more general choice cI =
(
e−2θ/

√
2, eθ cosh ϕ, 0, 0, eθ sinh ϕ, . . .

)
, but the extra

parameter θ can be absorbed by a redefinition of g.
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With this choice, the (nV + 1) × (nV + 1) matrix that appears in the kinetic term for the
vector fields is

åIJ

∣∣
0 =



1 0 0 0 0 · · · 0
0 cosh 2ϕ 0 0 − sinh 2ϕ · · · 0
0 0 1 0 0 · · · 0
0 0 0 1 0 · · · 0
0 − sinh 2ϕ 0 0 cosh 2ϕ · · · 0
...

...
...

...
...

0 0 0 0 0 · · · 1


. (4.12)

The nV × nV matrix in the kinetic term for the scalars is

gxy

∣∣
0 =



1 + 2 cosh 2ϕ 0 0 −2 sinh 2ϕ · · · 0
0 1 0 0 · · · 0
0 0 1 0 · · · 0

−2 sinh 2ϕ 0 0 2 cosh 2ϕ− 1 · · · 0
...

...
...

...
0 0 0 0 · · · 1


. (4.13)

Explicit calculation with our choice of base-point leads to

M2
IJ = g2 diag

(
0, 0, cosh2 ϕ, cosh2 ϕ, 0, . . .

)
(4.14)

for the vector fields. It is then convenient to redefine the fields so that the vector-field kinetic
term becomes canonically normalized,

A1
µ → coshϕA1

µ + sinhϕA4
µ ,

A4
µ → sinhϕA1

µ + coshϕA4
µ , (4.15)

where the other fields are left invariant. The final result for the relevant three-vector
amplitudes after this field redefinition is

M3(1A2, 2A3, 3A1) = −2g coshϕ (p1 · ε3)(ε1 · ε2) = −2m(p1 · ε3)(ε1 · ε2),
M3(1A2, 2A3, 3A4) = ig sinhϕ ⟨WWA⟩YM. (4.16)

Note that now A2 and A3 are massive, leading to the identification with the double-copy fields

A0
µ = V 0

µ , A1
µ = V 1

µ , A4
µ = V 4

µ , Wµ = 1√
2
(A2

µ − iA3
µ) . (4.17)

We see that two parameters are accessible at the level of the amplitudes from the supergravity
Lagrangian: the supergravity coupling constant g and the angle ϕ.

These Lagrangian-based amplitudes can be matched by the double-copy calculation
with the identification

λ = −2g sinhϕ . (4.18)
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Since m = g coshϕ, the non-compact gauging implies the relation |λ| < 2m. The structure
constants corresponding to the amplitudes above are

f1
23 = coshϕ , f2

31 = − coshϕ , f3
12 = − coshϕ ,

f4
23 = − sinhϕ , f2

34 = − sinhϕ , f3
42 = − sinhϕ . (4.19)

They correspond to the commutation relations between generators

[t2, t3] = coshϕ t1 − sinhϕ t4 ,
[t1, t3] = coshϕ t2 ,
[t1, t2] = − coshϕ t3 , (4.20)
[t3, t4] = − sinhϕ t2 ,
[t2, t4] = sinhϕ t3 .

For ϕ finite, defining the new generators coshϕ t1 − sinhϕ t4 and sinhϕ t1 − coshϕ t4, we can
see that the group in indeed isomorphic to SO(2, 1), where the second generator decouples.
However, for ϕ ̸= 0, the above field redefinition does not preserve the diagonalized form of
the kinetic term for the vector fields at the base-point. Hence, it is not possible to decouple
the field A4

µ in eq. (4.16). We also note that the physical graviphoton (i.e. the combination
appearing in the supersymmetry transformation of the graviton) is given by

1√
2
A0

µ +A1
µ , (4.21)

while the field A0 couples to the others only through the CIJK term in the action, which
is unaffected by the gauging procedure.

We can repeat the analysis for the compact SO(3) gauging, using the vectors A2
µ, A

3
µ, A

4
µ.

The base-point is left as before while the matrices T generating SO(3) now act nontrivially
only in the (ξ2, ξ3, ξ4) subspace,

T1 =


0 0 0
0 0 −1
0 1 0

 , T2 =


0 0 −1
0 0 0
1 0 0

 , T3 =


0 −1 0
1 0 0
0 0 0

 , (4.22)

where all other entries are zero. After repeating a similar computation with respect to the
non-compact gauging, we get a mass matrix of the form

M2
IJ = g2diag

(
0, 0, sinh2 ϕ, sinh2 ϕ, 0, . . .

)
, (4.23)

where one can see that setting ϕ = 0 gives the unbroken SU(2) phase. The final result for
the relevant three-vector amplitudes after the field redefinition is

M3(1A2, 2A3, 3A1) = −2g sinhϕ (p1 · ε3)(ε1 · ε2) = −2m(p1 · ε3)(ε1 · ε2)
M3(1A2, 2A3, 3A4) = ig coshϕ ⟨WWA⟩Y M (4.24)

i.e. hyperbolic sine and cosine are exchanged. The parameter identification from the double
copy is now

λ = −2g coshϕ , (4.25)

and the compact gauging solution obeys the condition |λ| > 2m.
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Note that the solution with λ = ±2m corresponds to taking the limit ϕ→ ±∞. In this
limit, it is convenient to take the linear combinations A1

µ ±A4
µ; combined with the massive

vectors, they give a gauging of the form

SO(2)⋉H3 , (4.26)

where H3 is the three dimensional Heisenberg group. This limit can also be thought of
as a pp-wave limit.

The appearance of the Heisenberg group may look surprising at first sight since SO(3)
is compact. However both SO(2, 1) and SO(3) admit contractions to the Euclidean group
E2 = ISO(2) = SO(2) ⋉ T2. Interestingly, in the limit λ = ±2m the translations T2 close
into a central charge in the supergravity theory which is gauged by the extra vector field
other than the graviphoton.

At this point it may be useful to point out that simple non-compact groups G admit what
is called the Iwasawa decomposition, which decomposes any group element G uniquely as14

G = KAN , (4.27)

where K belongs the maximal compact subgroup, A is an element of some suitable abelian
subgroup and N is an element of a nilpotent subgroup of G.15 Both A and N are closed
subgroups of G. The nilpotent subgroup N is normalized by A. For the group G = SL(m,C)
of m×m complex matrices with unit determinant, the group K is SU(m), A is the Abelian
group of diagonal matrices with positive entries and N is the nilpotent group generated by
m ×m upper triangular matrices with 1 in each diagonal entry. At the Lie-algebra level,
we have the corresponding decomposition

g = k⊕ a⊕ n , (4.28)

such that g, k, a and n denote the Lie algebras of G,K,A and N , respectively. a is abelian,
n is nilpotent, a ⊕ n is a solvable subalgebra, and [a ⊕ n, a ⊕ n] = n. For studying the
non-compact gaugings of five-dimensional supergravity theories with non-compact U-duality
groups G, the subgroups H of the form

H =MAN , (4.29)

will be particularly important. M is a subgroup of K which commutes with the abelian
subgroup A such that both M and A normalize a nilpotent subgroup N .

4.3 Another realization for the generic Jordan family

In ref. [45] it was noted that the generic Jordan family has two distinct double-copy realizations.
Aside from the purely-adjoint double copy described in the previous subsection, we also can
consider a construction along the lines of the homogeneous theories in which the right gauge-
theory factor is a six-dimensional pure YM theory augmented with P irreducible fermions.
In five dimensions, the supersymmetric (left) gauge theory has a massless vector multiplet

14We are using the same symbol for denoting the group element and the group.
15For a review of Iwasawa decomposition of non-compact groups we refer to ref. [69].
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and one massive complex hypermultiplet transforming in the fundamental representation;
its Lagrangian is given by

LL = −1
4(F

â
µν)2 + iψ̄â

✚✚Dψâ + 1
2(Dµϕ

â)2 + |Dµφ|2 + iχ̄✚✚Dχ−mχ̄χ−m2|φ|2 (4.30)

+
√
2gψ̄âφtâχ+

√
2gχ̄tâφψâ + igf âb̂ĉϕâψ̄b̂ψĉ + g2ϕâϕb̂φ̄tâtb̂φ+ gχ̄tâχϕâ + g2(φ̄tâφ)2 .

As usual, the covariant derivatives encode the gauge-group representations of the fields; for
our purpose they are given by

(Dµψ)â = ∂µψ
â + gf âb̂ĉAb̂

µψ
â , (Dµϕ)â = ∂µϕ

â + gf âb̂ĉAb̂
µϕ

â , (4.31)
(Dµχ) = ∂µχ− igtâAâ

µχ , (Dµφ) = ∂µφ− igtâAâ
µφ .

The non-supersymmetric (right) theory has Lagrangian

LR = −1
4(F

â
µν)2 + 1

2(Dµϕ
â)2 + iχ̄p

✚✚Dχp −mχ̄pχp + gϕâχ̄ptâχp , (4.32)

where p = 1, . . . , P is a global flavor index. The simplest case is the one in which P = 1,
which yields a non-compact gauging for the generic Jordan family theory with scalar manifold

M5D = SO(3, 1)
SO(3) × SO(1, 1) . (4.33)

In this case, there are three relevant amplitudes between one massless and two massive
vectors. The first is given by the double copy

M3(1W, 2W, 3V 4) = iAN=2
3 (1χ̄, 2χ, 3A)AN=0

3 (1χ̄, 2χ, 3ϕ)

= m⟨WWA⟩|DW |2+
1
4⟨WWA⟩DW∧DW∧A . (4.34)

The result gives both a term proportional to F ∧ F ∧A and a term proportional to the mass,
which corresponds to a minimal coupling. The second amplitude has the same expression,
with the difference that the scalar comes from the supersymmetric theory,

M3(1W, 2W, 3V 1) = iAN=2
3 (1χ̄, 2χ, 3ϕ)AN=0

3 (1χ̄, 2χ, 3A)

= −m⟨WWA⟩|DW |2+
1
4⟨WWA⟩DW∧DW∧A . (4.35)

The third amplitude involves the 5D massless vector that comes from the dualization of the
antisymmetric part of the double copy of two gluons,

M3(1W, 2W, 3V 0) = i
ϵab

4
∂

∂za
3
AN=2

3 (1χ̄, 2χ, 3A) ∂

∂zb
3
AN=0

3 (1χ̄, 2χ, 3A)

= −
√
2m⟨WWA⟩W ·F ·W . (4.36)

We can reproduce the amplitude in the previous section from the supergravity Lagrangian
with the identification

A0
µ =

V 1
µ + V 4

µ

2 , A1
µ =

V 1
µ − V 4

µ

2 −
V 0

µ√
2
, A4

µ =
V 1

µ − V 4
µ

2 +
V 0

µ√
2
, (4.37)

provided that we rescale g = e−ϕg′ and take the pp-wave limit ϕ → ∞ while identifying
g′ = −λ.
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Representation GT 1 mass 1 GT 2 mass 2 Supergravity
(N2 − 1) VN=2 0 A⊕ ϕ 0 HN=2 ⊕ 2VN=2

N1 ΦN=2 m1 χ1 −m1 VN=2

N̄1 Φ̄N=2 −m1 χ̄1 m1 VN=2

Table 3. Double-copy map for the alternative realization of the generic Jordan family; hypermultiplets
and matter fermions are in the fundamental and antifundamental representations, respectively. Masses
from the gauge theories are taken with opposite signs.

4.4 Theories with tensors

The simplest example of a theory with massive tensors arises from a simple modification
of the construction in the previous subsection, namely flipping the sign of the mass for the
fermions in the non-supersymmetric theory. The ungauged theory is the same as before
and we focus again on the P = 1 case.

As before, the scalar manifold is

M5D = SO(3, 1)
SO(3) × SO(1, 1) . (4.38)

However, now we have a pair of massive tensors instead of massive vectors. Their appearance
is a consequence of the gauging of a U(1) subgroup of the global symmetry group of the
theory under which some of the vectors are charged. The natural choice of this U(1) follows
from the decomposition of the isometry group as

SO(3, 1) → U(1)× SO(1, 1) . (4.39)

Two vectors are charged under U(1) with opposite charges, and hence need to be dualized
to tensors. Here we take U(1) to be unbroken.

The double-copy one-gluon-two-tensor amplitude is

M3
(
1B̄, 2B, 3V

)
= iAN=2

3
(
1χ̄, 2χ, 3A

)
AN=0

3
(
1χ̄, 2χ, 3ϕ

)
= i

2⟨12⟩ ⟨2|ε3|1⟩ . (4.40)

As previously explained, this amplitude can be rewritten as

M3
(
1B̄, 2B, 3V

)
= im2ϵ

(
εB

1 , ε3, ε
B
2
)

(4.41)

and, from the perspective of the supergravity Lagrangian, comes entirely from the B ∧B ∧A
term. When the gauge coupling is taken to zero this amplitude becomes the three-vector
amplitude in the ungauged theory.

The second amplitude has the same expression, with the difference that the scalar comes
from the supersymmetric theory. The third amplitude involves the 5D vector from the double
copy of two gluons, and vanishes identically. These amplitudes are consistent with eq. (2.28).

4.5 Additional generalizations

The construction outlined in the previous subsection can be generalized to include P > 1
fermions in different representations and matching hypermultiplets of the same mass from
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Representation GT 1 mass 1 GT 2 mass 2 Supergravity
(N2 − 1) VN=2 0 A⊕ ϕ 0 HN=2 ⊕ 2VN=2

N1 ΦN=2 m1 χ1 m1 TN=2

N̄1 Φ̄N=2 −m1 χ̄1 −m1 T N=2

Table 4. Double-copy map for the alternative realization of the generic Jordan family; hypermultiplets
and matter fermions are in the fundamental and antifundamental representations; taking masses from
the gauge theories with the same sign leads to tensors in the output of the double copy.

the supersymmetric gauge theory. The fields and their masses and representations are
summarized in table 5.

It is interesting to outline how these generic masses arise from the point of view of the
supergravity theory Lagrangian. The starting point is an ungauged theory with scalar manifold

SO(2P + 1, 1)
SO(2P + 1) × SO(1, 1) , (4.42)

where now we have 2P massive vectors and only three massless vectors. In order to have
the appropriate number of masses, we need to gauge 2P + 1 generators. To achieve this we
start from the Iwasawa decomposition KAN of an element G of SO(2P + 1, 1)

G = KAN , K ∈ SO(2P + 1) , A ∈ SO(1, 1) , N ∈ T(2P ) , (4.43)

where T(2P ) is the nilpotent group generated by 2P translations along compact directions.
The maximal subgroup that commutes with dilatations SO(1, 1) is K0 = SO(2P ) which
normalizes T(2P ), i.e.

K0AN , K0 ∈ SO(2P ) , A ∈ SO(1, 1) , N ∈ T(2P ) , (4.44)

We shall gauge the subgroup of the form

UD(1)⋉H2P +1 , (4.45)

where UD(1) is a diagonal subgroup of U(1)P ⊂ SO(2P ). Under the action of U(1)P the
translation generators T(2P ) form P doublets with charges ±mi (i = 2, 3, 4, . . . , P + 1). The
resulting theory has 3 massless vector fields i.e. the gauge field of UD(1) and two massless
spectators and 2P massive vectors.

Labelling the coordinate index A of a vector XA of SO(2P + 1, 1) to run from 1 to
2P + 2 with time-like coordinate labelled as 1 and introducing complex coordinates zi =

1√
2(Xi+2 + iXi+P +2) and z̄i = 1√

2(Xi+2 − iXi+P +2) (i = 1, . . . , P ) the structure constants
for this gauging (obtained from three-point amplitudes) are

f1
iȷ̄ = −f1

ȷ̄i = δiȷ̄ , f i
2j = −f i

j2 = miδ
i
j , f ı̄

2ȷ̄ = −f ı̄
ȷ̄2 = −miδ

ı̄
ȷ̄ . (4.46)

All other structure constants are zero. Here 1, 2 represent special (real) directions, while
all other generators carry a complex index running from 1 to P .16 mi are free parameters

16An extra coordinate ξ0 is present in ambient space. We remark that the double-copy map between fields
of the supergravity Lagrangian and gauge theory bilinears is different in the alternative realization of the
generic Jordan family with respect to the one in section 4.2. In particular, here A0

µ is not the supergravity
vector obtained from the double copy of gauge-theory gluons.

– 26 –



J
H
E
P
0
8
(
2
0
2
4
)
0
0
7

Representation GT 1 mass1 GT 2 mass 2 Supergravity
(N2

1 − 1)⊕ · · · ⊕ (N2
P − 1) VN=2 0 A⊕ ϕ 0 HN=2 ⊕ 2VN=2

(N1, 1, . . . , 1) ΦN=2 m1 χ1 −m1 V1
N=2

(N̄1, 1, . . . , 1) Φ̄N=2 −m1 χ̄1 m1 V1
N=2

...
...

...
...

...
...

(1, . . . , 1, NP ) ΦN=2 mP χP −mP VP
N=2

(1, . . . , 1, N̄P ) Φ̄N=2 −mP χ̄P mP VP
N=2

Table 5. Double-copy map for the alternative realization of the generic Jordan family; we take the
gauge group to be SU(N1)×· · ·×SU(Np) and put hypermultiplets in the fundamental representations
and matter fermions in the antifundamental representations.

(corresponding to the masses of the vectors). Jacobi relations are satisfied by this choice of
structure constants. Moreover, the above gauging naturally lead to a realization with a central
charge gauged by the vector field corresponding to the ξ1 coordinate in ambient space. This
construction can be straightforwardly modified to include both massive vectors and tensors.

5 Gaugings for the complex magical theory

In this section, we move beyond the generic Jordan family, and discuss the double-copy real-
ization of different gaugings of the complex magical theory together with their correspondence
with the Lagrangian formulation of this theory.

5.1 U(2) ⋉ H5 gauging for the complex magical theory

For the 5D N = 2 side of the double copy we use the Lagrangian (4.30),17

LL = −1
4(F

â
µν)2 + iψ̄â

✚✚Dψâ + 1
2(Dµϕ

â)2 + |Dµφ|2 −m2|φ|2 + iχ̄✚✚Dχ−mχ̄χ (5.1)

+
√
2gψ̄âφtâχ+

√
2gχ̄tâφψâ + igf âb̂ĉϕâψ̄b̂ψĉ + g2ϕâϕb̂φ̄tâtb̂φ+ gχ̄tâχϕâ + g2(φ̄tâφ)2 .

The moduli space of vacua is parameterized by the vevs of scalar fields:

ϕâ → uâ + ϕâ , φ→ v + φ . (5.2)

Minimizing the scalar potential leads to two possible solutions: uâ = 0
m = 0

or v = 0 = v̄ . (5.3)

The former is the Higgs branch, the latter is the Coulomb branch, and they intersect at the
origin of the moduli space, where all fields are massless.

17This Lagrangian should be obtainable through a combination of Higgsing and orbifolding starting from
the breaking of a larger gauge group with the procedure outlined in ref. [70]. This construction guarantees
that scattering amplitudes following from this Lagrangian obey C/K duality.
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In the following, we focus on the Coulomb branch and consider the symmetry-breaking
pattern given by the adjoint-scalar vev

⟨ϕâ⟩tâ =

 u1IN1 0
0 u2IN2

 . (5.4)

This breaks the gauge symmetry as

U(N1 +N2) → SU(N1)× SU(N2)× U(1)2 , R→ (N1, 1)⊕ (1, N2) , (5.5)

where the W -bosons transform is bifundamental representations. The masses of the fields in
the various representations are given in table 6. Denoting the masses of the two hypermultiplets
as m1 = m + u1 and m2 = m + u2, we note the relation

m1 −m2 = mW , (5.6)

which will also need to be obeyed by the masses of the fields that double copy with the
hypermultiplets.

For the non-supersymmetric side of the double copy we start from the Lagrangian

LR = −1
4(F

â
µν)2 + 1

2(Dµϕ
â)2 + |Dµφ̄|2 − m̃2

φ|φ|2 ++iχ̄1✚✚Dχ1 − m̃1χ̄1χ1

+iχ̄2✚✚Dχ2 − m̃2χ̄2χ2 + a1gϕ
âχ̄1t

âχ1 + a2gϕ
âχ̄2t

âχ2 + λgϕâφ̄T âφ

+bgφα̂χ̄1C
α̂χ2 + b̄gφ̄α̂χ̄2C̄α̂χ1 + g2ϕâϕb̂φ̄T âT b̂φ+ c

2g
2(φ̄T âφ)2 . (5.7)

We fix the coefficients a1, a2, b, b̄ and c so that the amplitudes obey C/K duality and moreover
the mass spectrum is the same as that of the supersymmetric side. Here the fermions χ1
and χ2 transform in the antifundamental representations (N̄1, 1) and (1, N̄2) respectively,
for which representation matrices are denoted as tâ. The massive scalars φ are in the
bifundamental representation (N̄1, N2), for which the representation matrices are denotes as
T â. Representations are chosen so that asymptotic states can be paired with the ones from
the supersymmetric gauge theory so that supergravity states correspond to gauge-invariant
bilinears. We find that:

• The amplitude A4(1χ̄i, 2χi, 3ϕ, 4ϕ) has numerators

nt = 1
2a

2
i [1|(✁p3 + 2m̃i)|2] ,

nu = 1
2a

2
i [1|(✁p4 + 2m̃i)|2] , (5.8)

ns = 1
2[1|(✁p3 − ✁p4)|2] .

The kinematic Jacobi relation nt − nu = ns implies ai = ±1. Note that leg one is taken
with a mass of −mi and leg two is taken with a mass of +mi so that masses add to
zero.
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• The amplitude A4(1χ̄1, 2χ1, 3φ̄, 4φ) has numerators

nt = 1
2 |b|

2[1|(✁p3 + m̃1 + m̃2)|2] ,

ns = 1
2[1|(2✁p3 + a1λ)|2] . (5.9)

C/K duality nt = ns implies |b|2 = 2 and the condition

m̃1 + m̃2 = λ

2 . (5.10)

• The amplitude A4(1χ̄1, 2χ2, 3φ, 4ϕ) has numerators

nt = 1
2a1b [1|(✁p3 + m̃1 + m̃2)|2] ,

nu = 1
2a2b [1|(✁p4 + 2m̃2)|2] , (5.11)

ns = 1
2bλ [12] .

C/K duality nt − nu = ns implies the additional condition a1 = −a2.

• The amplitude A4(1φ̄, 2φ̄, 3φ, 4φ) has numerators (i = 1, 2)

nt = 1
2(s− u+ λ2 + c t) ,

nu = 1
2(s− t+ λ2 + c u) . (5.12)

C/K duality nt = nu implies the condition c = −1.

Note that the mass m̃φ of the bifundamental scalar does not obey any constraint other
than the one following from matching the mass spectra of the two theories. We can rewrite
the amplitudes we have analyzed above in the m̃1 = m̃2 case in a form that is explicitly
covariant under the unbroken SU(2) symmetry by expressing the complex scalar fields in
terms of real fields as φ = 1√

2(ϕ
1 − iϕ2) and identifying ϕ3 = ϕ. The resulting amplitude

A4(1χ̄, 2χ, 3ϕi, 4ϕj) has numerators

nt = 1
2[1|(✁p3 + 2m̃)|2] tjti , (5.13)

nu = 1
2[1|(✁p4 + 2m̃)|2] titj , (5.14)

ns = [1|✁p3|2]δij − i

2λ[12]ϵijktk , (5.15)

where ti = σi are SU(2) representation matrices.
The double copy combines fields with in conjugate representations of the gauge group

and with equal masses up to a sign. The resulting supergravity fields and their gauge-theory
origin are collected in table 6. We now focus on three-point amplitudes containing vectors
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RepresentationGT 1 mass 1 GT 2 mass 2 Supergravity
Adj. VN=2 0 Aµ ⊕ ϕ 0 HN=2 ⊕ 2VN=2

(N1, N̄2) V(m)
N=2 mW = u1 − u2 φ m̃φ = −mW V(m)

N=2

(N̄1, N2) V(m)
N=2 −mW φ̄ −m̃φ V(m)

N=2

(N1, 1) ΦN=2 m1 = m+ u1 χ1 m̃1 = −m1 V(m)
N=2

(N̄1, 1) Φ̄N=2 −m1 χ̄1 −m̃1 V(m)
N=2

(1, N2) ΦN=2 m2 = m+ u2 χ2 m̃2 = −m2 V(m)
N=2

(1, N̄2) Φ̄N=2 −m2 χ̄2 −m̃2 V(m)
N=2

Table 6. Double-copy construction for spontaneously broken U(2)⋉H5 → U(1)2 ⋉H5 gauging of the
complex magical theory. Masses in the two gauge theories are matched with opposite signs. Fields in
GT 1 are taken in the representations listed in the table, while GT 2 fields are taken in the conjugate
representations. The Adj. representation is (N2

1 − 1, 1)⊕ (1, N2
2 − 1)⊕ (1, 1). The supergravity gauge

group U(2) is unbroken when u1 = u2.

obtained from the double copy and consider the case in which u1 = u2. A first amplitude
comes from the bosonic double copy,

M3(1V i+1, 2V j+1, 3V k+1)= iAN=2
3 (1A, 2A, 3A)AN=0

3 (1ϕi, 2ϕj, 3ϕk) = −iλ2 ϵ
ijk⟨WWA⟩YM

(5.16)
where all vectors and scalar fields are now taken to be massless and i, j, k = 1, 2, 3. Fermionic
double copies give amplitudes of the form

M3(1W, 2W, 3V i+1) = iAN=2
3 (1χ̄, 2χ, 3A)AN=0

3 (1χ̄, 2χ, 3ϕi)

= mσi⟨WWA⟩|DW |2 +
σi

4 ⟨WWA⟩DW∧DW∧A,

M3(1W, 2W, 3V 1) = iAN=2
3 (1χ̄, 2χ, 3ϕ)AN=0

3 (1χ̄, 2χ, 3A)

= −m⟨WWA⟩|DW |2+
1
4⟨WWA⟩DW∧DW∧A,

M3(1W, 2W, 3V 0) = i
ϵab

4
∂

∂za
3
AN=2

3 (1χ̄, 2χ, 3A) ∂

∂zb
3
AN=0

3 (1χ̄, 2χ, 3A)

= −
√
2m⟨WWA⟩W ·F ·W . (5.17)

We shall see how the same amplitudes can be obtained from the supergravity Lagrangian.

5.2 Supergravity identification

The starting point is to write the cubic polynomial with an explicit U(2, 1) symmetry. To
this end, we introduce the matrix

N(ξ) =


ξ1 − ξ4 −ξ2 − iξ3 −ξ5

−ξ2 + iξ3 ξ1 + ξ4 −ξ6

ξ̄5 ξ̄6 √
2ξ0

 . (5.18)
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The cubic polynomial in the canonical basis is then given by

V(ξ) = detN(ξ) , (5.19)

while a U(2, 1) transformation V acts on N as

N(ξ) → V −1N(ξ)V , (5.20)

The U(2, 1) generators associated to each direction in ambient space are then given by18

TI = − i

2
∂N(ξ)
∂ξI

. (5.21)

We choose a base-point that depends on 2 parameters θ, ϕ, such that

N(cI) = diag
(
− eθ/3+ϕ, −eθ/3−ϕ, e−2θ/3) . (5.22)

Repeating the steps described in section 2.1 we obtain expressions for åIJ and Kx
I . It is

convenient to introduce a linear field transformation that brings the vector-field kinetic term
to the canonical form, Aµ → UAµ,

U =



e−
2
3 θ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 e

θ
3 coshϕ 0 0 −e

θ
3 sinhϕ 0 0 0 0

0 0 e
θ
3 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 e θ
3 0 0 0 0 0

0 −e
θ
3 sinhϕ 0 0 e

θ
3 coshϕ 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0
√
2e− θ

6 + ϕ
2 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0
√
2e− θ

6−
ϕ
2 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0
√
2e− θ

6 + ϕ
2 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
√
2e− θ

6−
ϕ
2



.

This further requires a rescaling of the supergravity gauge coupling

g = e−
2θ
3 g′ . (5.23)

After these transformations, the mass matrix for the supergravity vector fields has mostly
vanishing entries except for

m22 = m33 = g′ sinhϕ , m55̄ = g′e
ϕ−θ

2 cosh θ + ϕ

2 , m66̄ = g′e−
ϕ+θ

2 cosh θ − ϕ

2 . (5.24)

We note that the parameter ϕ is related to the spontaneous breaking of the compact subgroup
U(2); the unbroken phase is obtained with ϕ = 0. The three masses are not independent.
They obey the simple relation

m55̄ −m66̄ = m22 , (5.25)
18This expression can be obtained from the conventional organization of the ambient-space coordinates as

a Hermitian 3 × 3 matrix by a field redefinition. Making manifest the U(2, 1) action comes at the price of
obfuscating the connection with Euclidean Jordan algebras from ref. [36].
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RepresentationGT 1 mass 1 GT 2 mass 2 Supergravity
Adj. VN=2 0 Aµ ⊕ ϕ 0 HN=2 ⊕ 2VN=2

(N1, N̄2) V(m)
N=2 mW = u1 − u2 φ m̃φ = −mW V(m)

N=2

(N̄1, N2) V(m)
N=2 −mW φ̄ −m̃φ V(m)

N=2

(N1, 1) ΦN=2 m1 = m+ u1 χ1 m̃1 = m1 T (m)
N=2

(N̄1, 1) Φ̄N=2 −m1 χ̄1 −m̃1 T (m)
N=2

(1, N2) ΦN=2 m2 = m+ u2 χ2 m̃2 = m2 T (m)
N=2

(1, N̄2) Φ̄N=2 −m2 χ̄2 −m̃2 T (m)
N=2

Table 7. Double-copy construction for the spontaneously broken U(2) → U(1)2 gauging of the
complex magical theory with tensors. The theory is unbroken when u1 = u2.

which we have seen emerge naturally from the double-copy framework in eq. (5.6).
The three-point amplitudes between the three SU(2) fields are

M3(1Ai+1, 2Aj+1, 3Ak+1) = ig′ coshϕ ϵijk⟨WWA⟩YM , (5.26)

with i, j, k = 1, 2, 3. Additionally, we have four massive vectors that transform in the
fundamental of SU(2) and the anti-fundamental. We denote them as W and W and do not
display the SU(2) indices explicitly. The extra amplitudes that involve the massive vectors
are given in the ϕ = 0 case for notational convenience,

M3(1W, 2W, 3Ai+1) = −1
2g

′σi
{
e−θ⟨WWA⟩

∣∣∣
W ·F ·W

− ⟨WWA⟩
∣∣∣
|DW |2

}
,

M3(1W, 2W, 3A0) = 1√
2
g′I2

{
e−θ⟨WWA⟩

∣∣∣
|DW |2

− ⟨WWA⟩
∣∣∣
W ·F ·W

}
,

M3(1W, 2W, 3A1) = 1
2g

′I2
{
e−θ⟨WWA⟩

∣∣∣
W ·F ·W

− ⟨WWA⟩
∣∣∣
|DW |2

}
. (5.27)

Amplitudes can be matched with the double-copy formulae (5.17) only in the θ → ∞ limit.
The masses are then matched provided that

2m+ u1 + u2 = −λ2 = g′ coshϕ , u1 − u2 = g′ sinhϕ . (5.28)

Note that the difference between U(2, 1) and this contraction is detectable only at the level
of three-point amplitudes and cannot be seen from the spectra alone.

5.3 Non-compact gaugings with tensors

The simplest example of gauging which interchanges massive non-compact gauge fields with
tensors is a U(2) gauging of the complex magical theory; this gauging is obtained by flipping
the signs for the fermionic masses in the non-supersymmetric gauge-theory factor entering
the double copy. The resulting spectrum can be found in table 7.

Note that this theory has a U(2) compact gauge symmetry that can generically be
spontaneously broken. Four tensor fields transform in the 2 and 2̄ representations. To
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identify the corresponding supergravity Lagrangian we write the cubic polynomial as the
determinant of the matrix

N(ξ) =


ξ1 + ξ4 ξ2 − iξ3 ξ5

ξ2 + iξ3 ξ1 − ξ4 ξ6

ξ̄5 ξ̄6 √
2ξ0

 (5.29)

and take the following base-point cI in the ambient space19

N(c) = diag
(
e

θ
3 +ϕ, e

θ
3−ϕ, e−

2
3 θ) . (5.30)

The steps taken in finding the åIJ and Kx
I are the same as in the previous section, with the

difference that only a compact U(2), with gluons corresponding to the ξ1, . . . , ξ4 coordinates
in ambient space, is gauged. The fields corresponding to the coordinates ξ5, . . . , ξ8 are now
dualized to tensors, with the entries of the matrix åIJ giving the values for the corresponding
masses. As before, a linear field redefinition is needed to bring the kinetic term for the
remaining vector fields to the canonical form, AµUAµ,

U =



e−
2
3 θ 0 0 0 0
0 e

θ
3 coshϕ 0 0 e

θ
3 sinhϕ

0 0 e
θ
3 0 0

0 0 0 e
θ
3 0

0 e
θ
3 sinhϕ 0 0 e

θ
3 coshϕ


.

After these operation, the mass matrix for the massive W vectors becomes as before

m22 = m33 = ge
θ
3 sinhϕ , (5.31)

where all other entries are zero. Similarly, ϕ is related to the spontaneous breaking of the
compact group U(2). The masses for the tensors can be obtained from the corresponding
entries of the åIJ matrix; they are

mT± = g
2e

θ
3±ϕ . (5.32)

Again, the three masses are related by eq. (5.6) which is inherited from the spontaneously
broken gauge theory entering the double-copy construction. In this case, it is not necessary
to take a particular limit to obtain the supergravity Lagrangian which matches the output
from the double copy. Instead, the parameter θ can be absorbed by a redefinition of g. The
presence of a U(1) factor in the gauge group cannot be avoided, as pointed out in ref. [71].
From the perspective of the double-copy construction this is a consequence of the presence of
a scalar in the supersymmetric theory, which produces a vector in the double-copy theory
that is coupled to the massive tensors.
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RepresentationGT 1 mass 1 GT 2 mass 2 Supergravity
Adj. VN=2 0 Aµ ⊕ ϕ 0 HN=2 ⊕ 2VN=2

(N1, N̄2) V(m)
N=2 mW = u1 − u2 φ m̃φ = −mW V(m)

N=2

(N̄1, N2) V(m)
N=2 −mW φ̄ −m̃φ V(m)

N=2

(N1, 1) ΦN=2 m1 = m+ u1 χ1 m̃1 = −m1 V(m)
N=2

(N̄1, 1) Φ̄N=2 −m1 χ̄1 −m̃1 V(m)
N=2

(1, N2) ΦN=2 m2 = m+ u2 χ2 m̃2 = m2 T (m)
N=2

(1, N̄2) Φ̄N=2 −m2 χ̄2 −m̃2 T (m)
N=2

Table 8. Double-copy construction for U(1, 1) ⋉H3 gauging with tensors of the complex magical
theory. Here the Adj. representation is (N2

1 − 1, 1)⊕ (1, N2
2 − 1)⊕ (1, 1).

5.4 U(1, 1) ⋉ H3 gauging of the complex theory with tensors

We have seen that the choice of signs in matching masses between the two gauge theories
entering the double copy can have significant consequences. Considering all possible ways
of doing so, one may wish to study a third option in which an equal number of massive
tensors and vectors is realized, in the double-copy sense, as direct product of fermions. This
is done by matching one of the masses with the same signs, and the other with opposite
signs, as illustrated in table 8. This choice changes the constraints imposed by C/K duality,
which now become

λ = m̃1 + m̃2 = u2 − u1 . (5.33)

How can we characterize this new double-copy theory? Unlike previous constructions, setting
u1 = u2 forces the coupling between three gluons to vanish. Hence, the theory does not
have an unbroken U(2) phase. Instead, the gauge group is the non-compact U(1, 1) and
three gluons become spectators when u1 = u2. For all values of the parameters, this gauging
has two massive vectors and a central charge vector gauging the Heisenberg group H3. We
also note that truncating away all fermionic fields gives the non-compact SO(2, 1) gauging
of the generic Jordan family, whereas the constructions in the previous subsections would
give compact SO(3) gaugings.

A striking feature of this hybrid construction is that it gives the nonvanishing amplitude

M3(1B̄, 2W, 3W ) = i

2⟨12⟩[2|ε3|1⟩ , (5.34)

which corresponds to a coupling between two vectors and a tensor. The third vector is in
general massive, but can be made massless by choosing u1 = u2. This is an example of exotic
vector-vector-tensor couplings introduced in ref. [67].

6 Gaugings for the quaternionic magical theory

We turn our attention to gaugings for the quaternionic magical theory. As usual we are
constrained by the fact that there is a limit to the rank of the unbroken gauge theory

19We emphasize that we have not chosen the most general base-point.
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coming from the double-copy construction which is in turn linked to the number of scalar
fields of the non-supersymmetric gauge-theory factor, i.e. the non-compact gauge group
can be at most U(2, 1).

The supersymmetric gauge theory is the same we have utilized for the complex theory.
For the non-supersymmetric gauge-theory factor, we take a YM+fermion theory in 10D and
reduce it to five dimensions. The five dimensional fields are{

Aµ, ϕ
i, χαra

}
, (6.1)

where i = 1, . . . , 5 is an index running over the compact directions, α is a 5D spacetime spinor
index, a = 1, . . . , 4 is a spinor index corresponding to the five compact directions, r = 1, 2 is
a an extra index which is eventually fixed by imposing the 10D chirality condition. Details
about gamma matrices can be found in appendix B. The Lagrangian has the form

LR = −1
4(F

â
µν)2 + 1

2(Dµϕ
âi)2 + iχ̄✚✚Dχ− χ̄M̃χ− gϕâiχ̄tâγ̃iχ

+λgF̃ i+4,j+4,k+4f âb̂ĉϕâiϕb̂jϕĉk +O(ϕ4) . (6.2)

where γ̃ and M̃ are matrices acting on the internal a, b spinor indices. They can be obtained
from the D-dimensional gamma matrices ΓI and mass matrix M = −iI⊗ σ2 ⊗ M̃ obeying
the C/K duality condition (3.3), as explained in appendix B. F IJK is the tensor giving the
symmetric trilinear scalar couplings. We choose F IJK and uI in eq. (3.4) so that the only
non-zero entries are F 789 = −1 and u9 = u. The result is

M̃ = λ

4 (σ
3 ⊗ 1) + u(σ3 ⊗ σ3) , (6.3)

where our choice of gamma matrices, reported in appendix B, is such that the mass matrix
is diagonal. In contrast to the complex case, our spinors have now two indices, the first
of which corresponds to a SU(2) group that will be gauged in the output of the double
copy. An important property of the mass matrix above is that it is traceless, so that mass
eigenvalues come in pairs with opposite signs. Thus, the spectrum of the double-copy theory
contains both vectors and tensors.

The next step is to orbifold the theory with respect to the group element acting on
the fields of the theory as

Φ → RΦ
34(θ)g†Φg , Ψ → RΨ

34(θ)gΨ , g = diag
(
eiθIN , e

−iθIN

)
, (6.4)

where Φ is a generic adjoint field, Ψ is a generic fundamental field, RΦ
34(θ) and RΨ

34(θ) are
rotations by some angle θ in the 3− 4 plane in the compact directions in the corresponding
representations of the fields Φ and Ψ of the rotation group, and g is the realization of that
rotation as a subgroup of the gauge group. We may choose θ = 2π/n for any n ≥ 3. This
operation breaks the gauge group as

SU(2N) → SU(N)× SU(N)× U(1) . (6.5)

Since they carry nontrivial R12 charge, the surviving scalars ϕ3,4 are in bifundamental
representations and the surviving fermions are in fundamental representations. It is possible
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Representation GT1 mass 1 GT2 mass 2 Supergravity
Adj. VN=2 0 Aµ ⊕ ϕ5⊕ 0 HN=2 ⊕ 4VN=2

z ⊕ z̄

(N1, N̄2) V(m)
N=2 mW = u1 − u2 φ m̃φ = −mW V(m)

N=2

(N̄1, N2) V(m)
N=2 −mW φ̄ −m̃φ V(m)

N=2

(N1, 1) Φ(m)
N=2 m1 = m+ u1 χ11

λ
4 + ũ = −m1 V(m)

N=2

(N1, 1) Φ(m)
N=2 m1 χ21 −λ

4 − ũ = m1 T (m)
N=2

(N̄1, 1) Φ(m)
N=2 −m1 χ̄11 −λ

4 − ũ V(m)
N=2

(N̄1, 1) Φ(m)
N=2 −m1 χ̄21 λ

4 + ũ T (m)
N=2

(1, N2) Φ(m)
N=2 m2 = m+ u2 χ12

λ
4 − ũ = −m2 V(m)

N=2

(1, N2) Φ(m)
N=2 m2 χ22 −λ

4 + ũ = m2 T (m)
N=2

(1, N̄2) Φ(m)
N=2 −m2 χ̄12 −λ

4 + ũ V(m)
N=2

(1, N̄2) Φ(m)
N=2 −m2 χ̄22 λ

4 − ũ T (m)
N=2

Table 9. Double-copy construction for the U(2) gauging of the quaternionic theory with tensors. For
mφ ̸= 0 U(2) is spontaneously broken to U(1)2. The Adj. representation is (N2

1 − 1, 1) ⊕ (1, N2
2 −

1)⊕ (1, 1).

to add a mass term m̃2
φTr[φ̄φ] for the complex scalar built as φ = 1√

2(ϕ
3 − iϕ4). This

deformation corresponds to spontaneously breaking the supergravity gauge group. Matching
the masses requires the identification

m+ u1 + u2
2 = −λ4 ,

u1 − u2
2 = −ũ (6.6)

between the parameters in the left and right gauge theory. The output of the construction is
summarized in table 9. For m̃φ = 0 we have a theory in which the gauge group is U(2)⋉H5.

The two constructions outlined in the previous section can be obtained as truncations
removing massive vectors or tensors of the one described here. In this respect, it is straight-
forward to identify the base-point for the supergravity theory using the matching we have
already worked out.

To work out this example more explicitly, we take u1 = u2 and computing amplitudes
involving vectors and tensors at three points. The amplitude between three gauge bosons is

M3
(
1V i+3, 2V j+3, 3V k+3) = iAN=2

3
(
1A, 2A, 3A

)
AN=0

3
(
1ϕi+2, 2ϕj+2, 3ϕk+2)

= −iλ2 ϵ
ijk⟨WWA⟩YM . (6.7)

Then, the amplitude between one gluon and two massive vectors is

M3
(
1W, 2W, 3V j+3) = iAN=2

3
(
1χ̄, 2χ, 3A

)
AN=0

3
(
1χ̄, 2χ, 3ϕj+2) = i

2σ
j [12] ⟨2|ε3|1⟩ . (6.8)

Here W and W represents the SU(2) doublets (W1,W2) and (W 1,W 2) and σi are Pauli
matrices acting on the SU(2) indices. We note the relation

ti = {γ̃i, M̃} , (6.9)
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connecting the Dirac matrices in higher-dimension, the fermion mass matrix and the repre-
sentation matrices of the supergravity gauge group. This notation makes it explicit that the
supergravity SU(2) ⊂ U(2, 1) gauge group is unbroken for the choice u1 = u2. We also have

M3
(
1W, 2W, 3V 1) = iAN=2

3
(
1χ̄, 2χ, 3ϕ

)
AN=0

3
(
1χ̄, 2χ, 3A

)
= i

2⟨12⟩ [1|ε3|2] .

(6.10)

This amplitude indicates that the unbroken gauge group is U(2). We also get the additional
amplitudes involving the massive vectors and massive tensors

M3
(
1B, 2B, 3V i+3) = i

2σ
i+2⟨12⟩ ⟨2|ε3|1⟩ ,

M3
(
1B, 2B, 3V 1) = i

2⟨12⟩ ⟨2|ε3|1⟩ . (6.11)

These amplitudes make explicit that the massive tensors transform in the 2 and 2̄ repre-
sentations of U(2) with opposite charges. The amplitude

M3
(
1W, 2W, 3V 0) = −

√
2m⟨WWA⟩W ·F ·W (6.12)

shows that massive vectors have a field-strength coupling with the massless vector obtained
from the double copy of two gluons. This coupling reveals the appearance of the central
charge in the Heisenberg group H5.

Finally, we introduce the additional complex gauge-theory scalar z = 1√
2(ϕ

1 − iϕ2) and
denote by V z

µ the corresponding supergravity vector from its double copy. We have the
nonzero amplitude

M3
(
1B, 2W, 3V z) = i

2⟨12]⟨2|ε3|1⟩ , (6.13)

which indicates that this is an exotic gauging with CijM ̸= 0. These gaugings are usually
considered a very special case, but appear to emerge very naturally from the double-copy
framework.

It is worth giving more details about this gauging at the level of the algebra. The
maximal subgroup of the global symmetry group SU∗(6) is SO∗(6) = SU(3, 1) whose Lie
algebra admits a three grading of the form SU(3, 1) = 3̄⊕ U(3)⊕ 3, which naturally leads
to a five-grading of the form G−2 ⊕ G−1 ⊕ G0 ⊕ G1 ⊕ G2 by decomposing SU(3)with respect
to SU(2) ⊕ U(1). The various terms in this decomposition are

G−2 = 2̄−2
−2 ,

G−1 = 2̄−2
−1 ⊕ 10

−1,

G0 = U(1)Q ⊕ U(1)Q̃ ⊕ SU(2) , (6.14)
G1 = 22

1 ⊕ 10
1,

G2 = 22
2 .

A linear combination Q of the two U(1) generators determines the five-grading and another
linear combination Q̃ assigns charges ±2 to the doublets of SU(2) in grade ±1 and ±2
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subspaces. The other generators have vanishing Q̃ charges. The U(1)Q̃ charges are indicated
as a superscript and U(1)Q charges are indicated as subscripts.

Taking the pp-wave limit of SU(3, 1) leads to the algebra SU(3) ⋉ H7 with the U(1)
generator that gives the 3-grading becoming a central charge of H7 [72]. The double-copy
construction given in table 7 corresponds to gauging the (SU(2)⊕ U(1)Q̃)⋉H5 subalgebra
of SU(3) ⋉H7 with correct assignment of Q̃-charges. The four SU(2) ⊕ U(1)Q̃ grade-zero
generators become gauged and correspond to double-copy fields realized as scalar times
vector or vector times scalar. Four grade-one generators transforming in the fundamental
and antifundamental of SU(2)⊕U(1)Q̃ become massive vectors. The remaining two grade-±1
generators with vanishing Q̃-charge correspond to vectors that stay massless, and have
nonzero commutators with the other four grade-one generators. Finally, four tensor fields
that transform as doublets of SU(2)⊕ U(1)Q̃ correspond to grade-two and grade-minus-two
generators. The construction for the quaternionic theory presented in this section can be
modified by matching masses as m1 = −m̃1 and m2 = m̃2, as we have done in section 5.4.
The result is a double-copy construction for a U(1, 1)⋉H5 gauging with four massive tensors,
which has a truncation reproducing the theory studied in section 5.4.

7 Conclusion and outlook

In this paper, we have introduced a framework for considering non-compact and solvable-
group gaugings from the double-copy perspective, and discussed applications to N = 2
YME supergravity theories. This framework is analogous to the one employed for gauged
N = 8 supergravity in ref. [47], with central ingredients being gauge theories coupled to
massive fermions, or matter multiplets, that satisfy C/K duality. This guarantees that, even
though the matching with supergravity parameters was done at the three-point level, valid
higher-point gravitational amplitudes automatically follow. Our construction covers both
unbroken and spontaneously broken supergravity gauge groups.

While we obtained several examples of non-compact gaugings, it is clear that further
generalizations should be possible. Most gaugings we have constructed appear to share a
common feature that the supergravity gauge group is the semi-direct product of a compact
group with several nilpotent generators. Inspection of the amplitudes reveals that the
gauge algebra includes an Heisenberg subalgebra due to the appearance of a central charge.
Interestingly, this is almost a generic feature of the double copy in the presence of massive
gauge-theory fermions, in the sense that the vector field corresponding to the central element
of the algebra is the special supergravity vector originating from the double copy of two
gauge-theory gluons. This structure is consistent with the Scherk-Schwarz reductions from a
six-dimensional theory in the presence of masses [73, 74]. An open question is the realization
of more general gaugings as double copies. The simplest such example is a U(2, 1) gauging of
the complex magical theory. While our framework gives the right field content for this theory,
the U(2)⋉H5 gauging we have obtained can be seen as a particular contraction (or pp-wave
limit) of a more general U(2, 1) gauging. We should also mention that the procedure outlined
in this paper can be straightforwardly applied to homogeneous supergravities beyond the
magical and generic Jordan family of theories, including in particular the generic non-Jordan
family, for which we get U(1) ⋉ H2P +1 gaugings.
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It is worth emphasizing that the five-dimensional spinor-helicity formalism of ref. [75] has
been essential for a streamlined treatment of the theories discussed in this paper. Moreover,
the use of complex representations for matter fields represents a departure from the massless
constructions for magical and homogeneous theories in ref. [58], in which matter fields were
in pseudo-real representations. Complex representations are indeed more natural for massive
fields since, in many cases, masses can be understood as compact higher-dimensional momenta
and their signs differentiate between a representation and its conjugate. Notably, the tools
we have presented here do not provide a direct construction of gaugings of the real and
octonionic magical theories. To obtain these theories, an additional projection on the output
of the double copy appears to be required. Without such a projection one simply obtains
homogeneous supergravities with q = 1, P = 2 and q = 8, P = 2.

It is instructive to spell out how this projection would work in the case of the real
magical theory. The relevant non-supersymmetric theory is the dimensional reduction of
seven-dimensional YM theory with a Dirac fermion in the fundamental representation. Since
there are only two scalars in the theory reduced to five dimensions, it is not possible to write
a trilinear coupling, which implies that the output of the double copy cannot have a gauge
group with an unbroken non-abelian factor. The constraint from C/K duality (3.3) can be
satisfied by a fermionic mass (3.4) with u5 ̸= 0, which leads to five dimensional fermions
χ1, χ2 with masses m̃1 = −m̃2. These fermions give double-copy states according to table 6
(in which, however, the scalar ϕ is absent and the other two scalars are kept massless). At
this point, we impose a reality condition on the massive vectors from the fermionic double
copy. The spectrum after this condition involves two massive and four massless vectors.
Direct inspection of the amplitudes reveals that the output of the double copy is a U(1)⋉H3
gauging, which can also be obtained from the complex magical theory by truncation.

The octonionic magical theory is particularly interesting because it cannot be obtained
as a truncation of the maximal supergravity theory. In this case, the simplest example of
nontrivial gauging still has a single SU(2) factor and is very similar to the case discussed in
the previous sections. Referring to the explicit gamma matrices outlined in the appendix and
without loss of generality, we use directions 11, 12 and 13 for the trilinear couplings. The
resulting mass matrix acting on the SO(9) spinor indices is already diagonal,

M = λ

4σ
3 ⊗ σ3 ⊗ I2 ⊗ σ3 . (7.1)

Because of this gauging, the global symmetry is broken to SO(6) ⊂ SO(9). However,
the fermionic double copies give a total of 16 massive tensors and 16 massive vectors,
Wia,W

ia
, Bia, B̄

ia, where i is an internal SU(2) index, and a is an internal SU(4) ∼= SO(6)
index. Hence, this gives a gauging of the form

U(2)⋉H17 (7.2)

for the q = 8, P = 2 homogeneous theory. Ultimately, in order to recover the octonionic
magical theory, an additional reality condition needs to be imposed on the output of the
double copy, which would take the schematic form

W
ia = ϵijCabWjb , (7.3)
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where Cab acts as a charge-conjugation matrix for the SU(4) index. Realizing these conditions
requires a careful analysis of the amplitudes to ensure that the relevant interactions are not
projected out. Ultimately, whether a double copy can be formulated for gaugings of the
octonionic theory is an important open question.

A related and well known problem is how to obtain gauge groups with large rank in the
double-copy framework, since at present the only known mechanism to turn on non-abelian
gauge interactions in the supergravity theory is the addition of trilinear scalar couplings in
one of the gauge theories, and this can affect only supergravity vectors obtained as the double
copy of a gauge-theory scalar with a gauge-theory vector. Despite considerable progress in
extending the double copy, a solution to this problem remains elusive.

Given the need for possible extensions of this framework, it is natural to consider further
generalizations of the gauge-theory factors that enter the double-copy construction. Here
we have used field-theory orbifolds as a tool to generate theories that obey C/K duality
starting from a simpler parent theory, as originally introduced in ref. [70]. An important
open question is whether there exist more general procedures to truncate theories preserving
C/K duality. In particular, it is currently unclear whether all consistent truncations of
supergravity theories need to be symmetry-based, or if all truncations must be realized as
symmetry-based projections of the gauge-theory factors entering the double-copy construction.
A possible example of the latter are the non-factorizable orbifolds of N = 8 supergravity
discussed in ref. [57].

A natural direction to extend our results is to formulate a double-copy construction for
non-compact gaugings coupled to hypermultiplets. The scalar manifolds of the hypersector
are quaternionic symmetric spaces of the form

GH

KH × SU(2) .

The possible gauge groups HD of the supergravity theory once hypermultiplets are included
are diagonal subgroups of products of isomorphic subgroups HV and HH of the isometry
groups GV and GH of the vector sector and the hypersector, respectively, such that some of the
vector fields transform in the adjoint representation of HD. Isometry groups of the hypersector
have some distinguished Heisenberg subgroups obtained by para-quaternionic decomposition
of their isometry groups [76, 77]. The introduction of hypermultiplets corresponds to adding
matter scalars in the non-supersymmetric gauge-theory factor in the same gauge-group
representations as the fermions. Cubic couplings between these newly introduced scalars and
the adjoint scalars are constrained by imposing C/K duality on four-scalar amplitudes. This
forces the matrices entering the couplings between one adjoint and two matter scalars to be
representation matrices for a group with structure constants given by the couplings between
three adjoint scalars. This is a double-copy version of the isomorphism between HV and HH .
It should be noted that the matter scalars in the non-supersymmetric gauge-theory factor
have a manifest SU(nH) global symmetry, where nH is the number of additional matter
scalars, yielding hypermultipets in the output of the double copy. This symmetry is broken
down to HH by the gauging procedure. Details about this class of double-copy constructions
will be left to future studies. Another promising direction is the inclusion of R-symmetry
gaugings with Minkowski vacua along the lines of ref. [56].
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Finally, the theories studied in this work need to be revisited, and better understood, in six
dimensions. Gaugings of six-dimensional magical supergravity theories with hypermultiplets
included were studied in [78]. Possible gauge groups were found to include, in general, central
charges. However, six-dimensional versions of the double copy have received relatively little
attention thus far, and basic questions about the construction are still to be investigated. It
would be particularly interesting to describe the theories studied in refs. [73, 74, 78] from the
double-copy perspective. In particular, one could use a loop-level double-copy construction
to obtain a different perspective on anomalies in six-dimensional supergravity theories. We
plan to return on some of these issues in future work.
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A Spinor-helicity formalism in five dimensions

In this appendix, we give a summary of the five-dimensional spinor-helicity formalism, referring
the reader to ref. [48] for a complete treatment.

Amplitudes are given using a spacetime metric with mostly-minus signature. Because of
the isomorphism SO(4, 1) ∼ USp(2, 2), massless momenta contracted with five-dimensional
gamma matrices give objects with two USp(2, 2) fundamental indices,

pAB = pµγ
µ
AB ≡ −pµ(γµ) C

A ΩCB = −(/pΩ)AB , (A.1)

where A,B are fundamental USp(2, 2) indices, and the symplectic matrix Ω has been used to
lower the second index (since gamma matrices naturally have one low and one high spinor
index). In our conventions, we take Ω to be in the form

ΩAB =

ϵαβ 0
0 −ϵα̇β̇

 = ΩBA . (A.2)

The indices A,B are decomposed as A = α ⊕ α̇. The two-dimensional Levi-Civita symbol
is normalized as ϵ12 = ϵ21 = 1.

The gamma matrices with lowered indices, γµ
AB = ΩBC(γµ) C

A , are antisymmetric and
Ω-traceless. Aside from the Clifford algebra identity {γµ, γν} = 2ηµν , gamma matrices
obey the extra identity

(γµ) B
A (γµ) D

C = −2ΩACΩBD + 2δD
A δ

B
C − δB

Aδ
D
C . (A.3)

Since pAB has rank two, it can be written as

pAB = |pa⟩A|pa⟩B or /pA
B ≡ pA

B = |pa⟩A⟨pa|B , (A.4)
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in terms of USp(2, 2) spinors which are labelled by extra SU(2) little-group indices a, b, . . .
which are also lowered and raised through left-multiplication with the Levi-Civita symbol
ϵab = ϵba. Here we also define ⟨pa|B = ΩBA|pa⟩A. The inner product between two spinors
obtained from the same massless momentum gives,

⟨pa|pb⟩ ≡ ΩBA|pa⟩A|pb⟩B = 0 . (A.5)

Which is equivalent to requiring that |pa⟩B satisfies the massless Dirac equation.
To extend this construction to massive momenta in five spacetime dimensions we split

a massive momentum p into two massless momenta k and q,

pµ = kµ +m2qµ , (A.6)

where qµ is null and obeys the constraint

2p · q = 2k · q = 1 . (A.7)

After using (A.4) for the massless momenta, we get a corresponding expression in terms of
the SU(2) × SU(2) little-group indices a, b and ȧ, ḃ,

pAB = |ka⟩A|ka⟩B +m2|qa⟩A|qa⟩B = 1
2 |pa⟩A|pa⟩B + 1

2 |pȧ]A|pȧ]B . (A.8)

In this expression, we have defined two new massive spinors, each carrying a fundamental
index with respect to one of the little-group factors,

|pa⟩A = |ka⟩A +m|qa⟩A ,

|pȧ]A = |kȧ⟩A −m|qȧ⟩A . (A.9)

Following standard notation, spinors corresponding to massive momenta are in boldface. We
furthermore demand that the reference spinor |qa⟩ satisfies the constraint

⟨ka|qb⟩ = ϵab , (A.10)

which yields automatically eq. (A.7). Moreover, (A.10) implies the following identities,

⟨pa|pb⟩ = 2mϵab , [pȧ|pḃ] = −2mϵȧḃ , ⟨pa|pḃ] = 0 , (A.11)

as well as the fact that the massive spinors are solutions of the Dirac equations with opposite
signs for the mass,

pAB|pa⟩B = −m⟨pa|A ,
pAB|pȧ]B = m [pȧ|A . (A.12)

We proceed to list some useful identities. In the above spinor notation, the USp(2, 2) identity
operator can be written as

|qa⟩A⟨ka|B + |ka⟩A⟨qa|B = δB
A . (A.13)
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The massive spinors obey the following completeness relations,

|pa⟩A⟨pa|B = p B
A +mδB

A ≡ 2m(P+) B
A ,

|pȧ]A[pȧ|B = p B
A −mδB

A ≡ 2m(P−) B
A , (A.14)

where P± are projectors satisfying P±P± = ±P± and P±P∓ = 0.
In giving explicit expressions for amplitudes, it is sometimes convenient to adopt a short-

hand notation based on introducing auxiliary variables to contract free little-group indices,

| i ⟩ ≡ |ka
i ⟩zia , | i ⟩ ≡ |pa

i ⟩zia , | i ] ≡ |pȧ
i ]z̃iȧ , (A.15)

where the index i is the particle label.
We continue by giving expressions for 5D polarization vectors using our spinor variables.

Massless vectors polarizations carry two symmetric SU(2) little-group indices and have
expressions

εµ
ab(k, q) =

⟨k(a|γµ|qb)⟩√
2

= −
⟨q(a|γµ|kb)⟩√

2
. (A.16)

Massive vectors have the following polarizations:

εµ
aȧ(p) = −⟨pa|γµ|pȧ]

2
√
2m

. (A.17)

As explained above , free little-group indices can be dressed with auxiliary variables za,
z̃ȧ as follows,

εµ
i = εµ

ab(ki, qi)za
i z

b
i , εµ

i = εµ

aḃ
(pi)za

i z̃
ḃ
i . (A.18)

Both massive and massless polarizations are by definition transverse and obey little-group
and Minkowski space completeness relations (see ref. [48] for details).

In five dimensions, there exist an additional kind of asymptotic states which correspond to
massive tensors obeying self-duality (or anti-self-duality) conditions [79]. Their polarizations
for massive self-dual and anti-self-dual tensors are

εµν
ab (p) =

⟨pa|γµν |pb⟩
4
√
2m

, εµν

ȧḃ
(p) = [pȧ|γµν |pḃ]

4
√
2m

. (A.19)

As for the vector polarizations, these tensor polarizations are transverse and satisfy
a little-group completeness relation for each SU(2) factor, as well as the Minkowski-space
completeness relation. The polarization (3.8) satisfy the (anti)self-duality relations,

pρϵµνρσλ ε
µν
ab (p) = −2mεσλ,ab(p) ,

pρϵµνρσλ ε
µν

ȧḃ
(p) = 2mεσλ,ȧḃ(p) . (A.20)

Finally, external spinor polarizations obeying the standard on-shell conditions

(✁p−m)u(p) = 0 , v̄(p)(✁p+m) = 0 , (A.21)

are taken as

u(p) = |pa⟩ , v̄(p) = ⟨pa|. (A.22)
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in the supersymmetric gauge-theory and

u(p) = |pȧ], v̄(p) = [pȧ|. (A.23)

in the non-supersymmetric theory. The fermionic propagator is

i ✁p+mi

p2 −m2
i

. (A.24)

Note that spinor momenta in the amplitudes we calculate are taken as incoming.
This choice of spinor polarizations obeys reality conditions of the form

(|pa⟩R)∗ = BEab|pb⟩R̄ (A.25)

where B = Cγ0 is the B matrix and E is a unit-determinant matrix acting on the little group
indices as explained in ref. [48], where the reader can also find explicit representations for
the spinors and the matrix E in terms of five-dimensional momenta under consideration. In
particular, E does not need to be the two-dimensional Levi-Civita symbol.

B Gamma matrices

Here we collect explicit representations for Gamma matrices which are employed for the
construction of the theories under consideration along the lines outlined in ref. [58]. The
main variant with respect to the construction in ref. [58] is that we work directly in five
dimensions. More specifically, the theories under consideration can all be uplifted to an
even higher dimension; in this case, it is natural to look for Gamma matrices such that a
higher-dimensional spinor can be written as

χαζa , (B.1)

where α is a five dimensional spinor index, a is a spinor index for the compact SO(D−5) group
and ξ = 1, 2 is an additional spinor index. Denoting as γµ the spacetime gamma matrices
and as γ̃i the gamma matrices for the compact SO(D − 5), we can write D-dimensional
gamma matrices as

Γµ = γµ ⊗ σ1 ⊗ I , µ = 0, . . . , 4 ,
Γ4+j = i I⊗ σ2 ⊗ γ̃j , j = 1, . . . , D − 5 . (B.2)

This choice leads naturally to a chirality matrix in D-dimensions Γ∗ = I ⊗ σ3 ⊗ I for all
D. Since we consider irreducible spinors in D dimensions, and D is even for nearly all
cases explicitly studied, we can fix the additional index ξ ≡ 1 by taking D-dimensional
spinors of positive chirality; this leads to a formalism where reduction to five dimensions
is completely straightforward.

More explicitly, we take the gamma matrices in five dimensions as:

γ0 = σ1 ⊗ 1 , γ3 = iσ2 ⊗ σ3 ,

γ1 = iσ2 ⊗ σ1 , γ4 = iσ3 ⊗ 1 . (B.3)
γ2 = iσ2 ⊗ σ2 ,
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The charge conjugation matrix in five dimensions is C5 = i1⊗ σ2 = Ω, while the B matrix
is B5 = σ1 ⊗ σ2 and obeys B∗

5B5 = −1, B5γ
µB−1

5 = +(γµ)∗. Gamma matrices also obey
the relation Tr(γµγνγργσ)γλ = −4ϵµνρσλ with ϵ01234 = +1. The physical masses are related
to the D-dimensional mass matrix M as

M = −iI⊗ σ2 ⊗ M̃ , (B.4)

where M̃ is a matrix with spinor indices corresponding to the compact dimension that has
the physical masses of the fermions as eigenvalues.

In the construction for massless, theories, it is natural to use pseudo-real gauge-group
representations and impose the reality condition

Ψ = ΨtCV , (B.5)

where V is an antisymmetric matrix in the gauge indices, together with the chirality condition,
reducing the fermionic on-shell degrees of freedom to two (which corresponds to a half-hyper).
However, when we turn on masses, it becomes more natural to consider complex gauge-group
representations. This is a consequence of the fact that the most straightforward way to
introduce masses is through dimensional reduction in the presence of some compact momenta,
where the sign of the momentum of a massive field now differentiates between a representation
and its conjugate. In the following, we study in detail Gamma matrices and spinors for the
main cases discussed in the main body of this paper, namely D = 6, 7, 8, 10, 14. This choice
of Gamma matrices can also be used for reproducing the results of ref. [45].

D = 6. The first case that needs to be discussed is the N = 2 gauge-theory factor, which
can be uplifted to six dimensions. In this case, we have just one compact gamma matrix γ̃,
which can be taken to be equal to one. The matrix Γ5 becomes then

Γ5 = iI⊗ σ2 . (B.6)

The charge conjugation matrix and B matrix in six dimensions are C = C5 ⊗ σ1, B = B5 ⊗ 1.
The combinations C5γ and CΓ are all antisymmetric. We have manifestly [Γ∗, B] = 0
and, because B∗B = −1, we can impose a reality condition if we use pseudo-real gauge
group representations.

D = 7. This is the only odd dimension relevant to the cases explicitly discussed in this
paper. In this case, we make a slightly different choice for the 5D Gamma matrices,

Γµ = γµ ⊗ σ2 , (B.7)

and add two Gamma matrices for the compact directions,

Γ5 = iI⊗ σ1 , Γ6 = iI⊗ σ3 . (B.8)

The charge conjugation matrix and B matrix in six dimensions are C = C5 ⊗ σ2, B = B5 ⊗ 1.
The combinations C5γ and CΓ are all antisymmetric. As before, B∗B = −1, and we can
impose a reality condition if we use pseudo-real gauge group representations.
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D = 8. This choice is appropriate for the non-supersymmetric theory entering the con-
struction for the magical complex theory. We use the following Gamma matrices for the
compact directions:

Γ5 = iI⊗ σ2 ⊗ σ1 ,

Γ6 = iI⊗ σ2 ⊗ σ2 , (B.9)
Γ7 = iI⊗ σ2 ⊗ σ3 .

The charge conjugation and B matrix become

C = C5 ⊗ σ3 ⊗ σ2 , B = B5 ⊗ σ2 ⊗ σ2. (B.10)

In this case, the combinations CΓ are all symmetric. Since [Γ∗, B] ̸= 0, we cannot impose
a reality condition if we want to work with chiral spinors.

D = 10. This choice gives the non-supersymmetric gauge theory in the construction for
the quaternionic theory. We use the following Gamma matrices:

Γ5 = iI⊗ σ2 ⊗ σ1 ⊗ 1 ,
Γ6 = iI⊗ σ2 ⊗ σ2 ⊗ 1 ,
Γ7 = iI⊗ σ2 ⊗ σ3 ⊗ σ1 , (B.11)
Γ8 = iI⊗ σ2 ⊗ σ3 ⊗ σ2 ,

Γ9 = iI⊗ σ2 ⊗ σ3 ⊗ σ3 .

The charge conjugation and B matrix have expressions

C = C5 ⊗ σ1 ⊗ σ1 ⊗ σ2 , B = B5 ⊗ 1⊗ σ1 ⊗ σ2 , (B.12)

With this choice CΓ are all symmetric, and this is sufficient if we want to work with complex
gauge-group representations. In case one wants to use a pseudo-real representation, the above
matrices are augmented by one last 2 by 2 factor that is interpreted as acting on the flavor
indices. The charge conjugation and B matrix become

C = C5 ⊗ σ1 ⊗ σ1 ⊗ σ2 ⊗ σ2
F , B = B5 ⊗ 1⊗ σ1 ⊗ σ2 ⊗ σ2

F , (B.13)

where the last factor acts on the extra flavor index. Taking the flavor index into account, the
combinations CΓ are antisymmetric and C̃γ̃ are symmetric, as desired.

D = 14. Finally, the extra Gamma matrices for the octonionic construction are:

Γ5 = i I⊗ σ2 ⊗ σ1 ⊗ 1⊗ 1⊗ 1 ,
Γ6 = i I⊗ σ2 ⊗ σ2 ⊗ 1⊗ 1⊗ 1 ,
Γ7 = i I⊗ σ2 ⊗ σ3 ⊗ σ1 ⊗ 1⊗ 1 ,
Γ8 = i I⊗ σ2 ⊗ σ3 ⊗ σ2 ⊗ 1⊗ 1 ,
Γ9 = i I⊗ σ2 ⊗ σ3 ⊗ σ3 ⊗ σ1 ⊗ 1 , (B.14)
Γ10 = i I⊗ σ2 ⊗ σ3 ⊗ σ3 ⊗ σ2 ⊗ 1 ,
Γ11 = i I⊗ σ2 ⊗ σ3 ⊗ σ3 ⊗ σ3 ⊗ σ1 ,

Γ12 = i I⊗ σ2 ⊗ σ3 ⊗ σ3 ⊗ σ3 ⊗ σ2 ,

Γ13 = i I⊗ σ2 ⊗ σ3 ⊗ σ3 ⊗ σ3 ⊗ σ3 .
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In this case, the charge conjugation and B matrix are

C = C5 ⊗ σ1 ⊗ σ1 ⊗ σ2 ⊗ σ1 ⊗ σ2 , B = B5 ⊗ 1⊗ σ1 ⊗ σ2 ⊗ σ1 ⊗ σ2 (B.15)

The combinations CΓ are antisymmetric, while the combinations C̃γ̃ are symmetric in the
spinor indices. One has also B∗B = −1, indicating that one needs to put the gauge fields in
a pseudo-real representation (in case of the massless construction), or impose an additional
condition after the double copy.

Open Access. This article is distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attri-
bution License (CC-BY4.0), which permits any use, distribution and reproduction in any
medium, provided the original author(s) and source are credited.
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