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Abstract

We study the general requirement for supersymmetric AdSg solutions in type IIB su-
pergravity. We employ the Killing spinor technique and study the differential and algebraic
relations among various Killing spinor bilinears to find the canonical form of the solutions.
Our result agrees precisely with the work of Apruzzi et. al. [I] which used the pure spinor
technique. We also obtained the four-dimensional theory through the dimensional reduc-
tion of type IIB supergravity on AdSg. This effective action is essentially a nonlinear sigma
model with five scalar fields parametrizing SL(3,R)/SO(2, 1), modified by a scalar potential
and coupled to Einstein gravity in Euclidean signature. We argue that the scalar poten-
tial can be explained by a subgroup CSO(1,1,1) C SL(3,R) in a way analogous to gauged

supergravity.
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1 Introduction

In recent years, there have been renewed interests in supersymmetric AdSg solutions in D = 10
supergravity. Via the gauge/gravity correspondence [2], such solutions should be dual to certain
D = 5 superconformal field theories. Five-dimensional gauge theories are perturbatively non-
renormalizable. Seiberg nonetheless argued that ' = 1 supersymmetric Sp(N) gauge theories
with hypermultiplets of Ny <8 fundamental and one antisymmetric tensor representation flow
in the infinite gauge coupling limit to superconformal theories, and their SO(N;)xU(1) global
symmetry is enhanced to Ex, 1 [3, 4, [5]. Such fixed point theories have string theory construc-
tion: in terms of the near-horizon limit of D4-D8 brane configurations. Based on the AdSg/CFT5
correspondence [6], Brandhuber and Oz identified the gravity dual as supersymmetric AdSg x ,, S*
solution of massive type IIA supergravity [7]. More recently this correspondence was generalized
to quiver gauge theories and AdSg x,, S*/Z, orbifolds in [8].

Thanks to the development of the localization technique [9] and its generalization to five-
dimensional gauge theories [10, [I1], some BPS quantities can be calculated exactly. The conjec-
tured enhancement of global symmetry to Ej, .1 was verified from the analysis of superconformal
index in [12]. Furthermore, the S® free energy and also the %-BPS circular Wilson loop operators
are calculated and shown to agree with the gravity side computations [I3], 14 [15, [16].

Encouraged by the successful application of localization technique on the field theory side, it is
natural for us to look for new supersymmetric AdSg solutions. In massive type ITA supergravity, it
was proved that the Brandhuber-Oz solution is the unique one [17]. In type IIB supergravity, the
T-dual version of the Brandhuber-Oz solution has been known for a long time [18]. A new solution
was obtained more recently employing the technique of non-Abelian T-dual transformation in
[19]. The dual gauge theory was investigated in [20], but it is not completely understood yet.

For a thorough study, the authors of [I] investigated the general form of supersymmetric
AdSg solutions of type IIB supergravity, using the pure spinor approach. They found that the
four-dimensional internal space is a fibration of S? over a two-dimensional space, and also showed
that the supersymmetry conditions boil down to two coupled partial differential equations. Of
course any solution of the PDEs provides a supersymmetric AdSg solution at least locally. In
particular, the two explicit solutions mentioned above can be reproduced as specific solutions to
the PDEs. But otherwise these non-linear coupled PDEs are so complicated that currently it
looks very hard, if not impossible, to obtain more AdSg solutions by directly solving the PDEs.

The objective of this article is to procure additional insight into this problem, using alternative
methods. In the first part we use the Killing spinor approach which is probably more well-known
and has been successfully applied to many similar problems, see e.g. [21, 22 23]. Following
the standard procedure we work out the algebraic and differential constraints which should be

satisfied by various spinor bilinears and derive the supersymmetric conditions. In the end, we



confirm that our results are in precise agreement with that of [I]. Secondly, via dimensional
reduction of the bosonic sector of the D = 10 action on AdSg, we present a four-dimensional
effective theory action, which turns out to be a non-linear sigma model of five scalar fields
coupled to gravity. The scalar fields parametrize the coset space SL(3,R)/SO(2,1). Also there is
a non-trivial scalar potential, which breaks the global s/(3,R) symmetry to a certain subalgebra.
Although in this paper we do not present new solutions, we believe the identification of the D = 4
effective action will prove useful in the construction of explicit solutions and their classifications.

This paper is organized as follows. Section [2| contains an analysis on the supersymmetry
conditions for AdSg solutions. In section [3] we study the four-dimensional effective theory from
dimensional reduction on AdSg. In section 4 we conclude. Technical details are relegated to

appendices.

2 Supersymmetric AdSg solutions

2.1 Killing spinor equations

We consider the most general supersymmetric AdSg solutions of type IIB supergravity. We take

the D=10 metric as a warped product of AdSg with a four-dimensional Riemannian space My
ds® = eVds? 45, + dsy,, (2.1)

where U is a warp factor. To respect the symmetry of AdSg, we should set the five-form flux
to zero. The complex three-form flux G is non-vanishing only on M,. The warp factor U, the
dilation ¢ and the axion C, are functions on M, and independent of coordinates in AdSg.

To preserve some supersymmetry, we require the vanishing of supersymmetry transformations
of the gravitino and the dilatino i.e. d1py; = 0, 6\ = 0. With the gamma matrix decomposition
(B.1) and the spinor ansatz (B.8), we reduce the ten-dimensional Killing spinor equations to

four-dimensional ones. There are two differential and four algebraic-type equations:

Dpnbix + 9—16Gnm(7m7"’”‘1 + 29" ) e = 0, (2.2)
Do + 9_16G;kzpq(7m7npq + 29"y, ) 614 = 0, (2.3)
ime~Vé3 + 0,Uy"E14 — 4—18Gnm7"quzi =0, (2.4)
ime Yy + 0,Un"Eoy — 4—18G2quy"pq§1i =0, (2.5)
Py 8ox + 2—14ananqu11 =0, (2.6)
Py it + Q—ZGqu’Vnpq&i =0, (2.7)



where , .
Dmfu - (vm - %Qm)glia Dm§2:|: - (vm + %Qm)gﬁ: (28)

With the assumption that there exists at least one nowhere-vanishing solution to the equations
in the above, we can construct various spinor bilinears. Then the supersymmetric condition is

translated into various algebraic and differential relations between the spinor bilinears. We have
recorded them in appendix and [C.2]

2.2 Killing vectors
We first need to study the isometry of the four-dimensional Riemannian space M;. We note that

the following two complex vectors satisfy the Killing equation V,, /) = 0.

EH—’WL §io + g2+7n §as g_er'Yn §o- + §_§+’Vn §1- (2'9)

If these vectors are to provide a true symmetry of the full ten-dimensional solution as well, we
need to check if
LxU=(dig+ixd)U=K"0,U=0, (2.10)

where L is a Lie derivative along the Killing vector K. From (C.4) and (C.6), we find that in

fact only three of them satisfy the above condition. Hence, the true Killing vectors are

K@ =Re (£, 7" &+ &.9"60), (2.11)
K3 =Im (£, 7" & + .9 &), (2.12)
K§ =Re(§0" & + &7 &), (2.13)

Using (2.6) and (2.7)), we have P,, K" = 0, which implies that
Ly,¢ =Lk, C=0, (2.14)

where i = 1,2,3. Also we obtain ix * G = 0 from ([2.40) and (2.41)), and ixd * G = 0 using the
equation of the motion for G,|I| thus
Ly *G =0. (2.15)

Hence, we conclude that K; describe symmetries of the full ten-dimensional solutions.

Now let us study the Lie bracket of the Killing vectors. Using and , the Fierz
identities and the normalization , we show that the three Killing vectors satisfy an
SU(2) algebra,

(K, K] = €u K. (2.16)

!The equation of the motion for G is d * G = (—6dU + iQ) A *G + P A xG*.



This SU(2) isometry of the four-dimensional Riemannian space corresponds to the SU(2)r R-
symmetry of dual five-dimensional field theory. Then we construct a 3 x 3 matrix, whose elements
are the inner products of the Killing vectors , and find that this matrix is singular

This guarantees that K; are the Killing vectors of S2. The radius [ of the two-sphere is given by
1 — _
2 = (K2 + (K)o () =2 | e — (6 ) By as) | (2.15)

2.3 Supersymmetric solutions

We have showed that once we require the supersymmetry conditions, then the four-dimensional
Riemannian space should contain S?. Now we focus on the remaining two-dimensional space.
We start with two one-forms L} and L2 from (C.11]

L711 = €U+%¢(g1+§2+ + 52+51+) 0,C — me_%qj Li,

— i (VA€ o — Lasir)) (2.19)
12 = @b + Earmbs) = e 20, (UGG, + Trs), (2:20)

where
L} =Re (&b — oy mba) - (2.21)

Using the Fierz identities, one can show that the one-forms L? and L? are orthogonal to the

Killing vectors
K, -I*=K,-L*=0. (2.22)

Together with L, C' = 0, the one-form L' is also orthogonal to the Killing vectors. Then, we

introduce coordinates z and v,

z = —3mi 6U_é¢(§1+52+ - Ez+fl+)7 (2.23)
y =3m €U+%¢(g1+§2+ + & 64)-

Since L,z = ix,dz ~ K;-L' = 0 and similarly L,y = 0, the coordinates z and y are independent

of the sphere coordinates. In terms of the coordinates z and y, the one-forms are

1 1

Ll _ *1¢L3 — 2.24
=3 ydC — me 2°L° = Bmdz, (2.24)
1 1
2 _ ~16
L* = 52 dy. (2.25)



Then we calculate inner products of the one-forms L' and L?, hoping to be able to fix the
remaining two-dimensional metric. However, we cannot immediately calculate the inner products

involving L!, because it includes dC'. The resolution is that we consider the one-form L? defined

in (2.21)) instead. From (C.15)) and (C.16)), we have

(V20 L2) = WHadqC A LP, (2.26)
(V29 [3) = 0. (2.27)

We introduce another coordinate w and write L? as

1

P=—
3m?

e U39 qu. (2.28)

Then we can calculate inner products of L? and L? using the Fierz identities and read off the

two-dimensional metric components in w and y coordinates,

1

2 _
d52 - m2(e4U+¢> _ yz _ €2¢>z2)

e O (AU=0 _ 22)dy? (2.29)

4 e 0= (4UH _ 2y du? — 27V gy 2 dy dw] .

At this stage, z is an unknown function of y and w. The details are in appendix

We would like to express dC' in terms of the coordinate z instead of w. From the Killing

spinor equations (2.4)—(2.7)), we have
4
Ly-dC = e ®d(4U + ¢) - Ly — ge—w-% z, (2.30)
4
Ly-dC = e ®d(4U — ¢) - Ly + ge*w*%. (2.31)

The integrability conditions d(dz) = d(dy) = 0 from (2.24)), (2.25)), when combined with (2.26)),
(2.27) give

Ly AdC + e °d(4U + ¢) A Ly = 0, (2.32)
Ly AdC + e °d(4U — ¢) A Ly = 0. (2.33)
Summarising, from ([2.30)(2.33]), we find that

1
— [(ew’d’—e’wyz) d(4U — @)+ (e*V =% —2%) d(4U +¢) —de V%2 dw+4e~ %y dy] . (2.34)

dC' =
2yz

If we plug this into (2.24), we can express dw in terms of dy and dz. Then, we can write the
metric and dC' in the y and z coordinates.

Now we are ready to present our main result. We introduce a new coordinate = defined by

xQ _ €8U . 64U—d)y2 o €4U+¢22. (235)



Then, we can have all fields and functions in terms of coordinates x and y only. We have the

metric of the four-dimensional Riemannian space,

1
ds3 = —| e % 22 ds?s (2.36)

672U

+
eSU+e — b2 — AUy,

5 [(64U+¢ —yA)da® +9(e3V — 2 dy? + 6y da dy” .

Similarly dC' is written as
o—2U—¢
dC = [2(68U+¢ + e®22)dU (2.37)
y\/€8U+¢5 — b2 — AUy2

1 2
- §(€8U+¢ —e2? — 2eVyH)dg — ge‘bxdx} :

The consistency conditions (2.32) and (2.33]) give two partial differential equations,
4er = 12(«98[]“5 + 2% — 264Uy2> 0,U + 8e®xy 0,U

—3e? (eSU - x2) 0:¢ + 2%y 0,0, (2.38)

—464U+¢xy = 1264Uy (€8U+¢ — 3e®2? — 264Uy2) 0, U + 4e**z (esU + x2> o,U
+e¢x< — BUT? 1 efp? 4 264Uy2) 0,0 — 3yettte (egU — x2> 0, . (2.39)

The complex three-form flux is obtained by using f rather straightforwardly,
*ReG = —Se—ﬁU —¢/2 (2.40)
X [(eSUW + e?x? + 26y dU — i(eSUH’ — e?2?)dg — %ed’a:dx - 264Uydy} ,
o—AU—0/2

«Im G = 2 (2.41)

\/€8U+d) — b2 — 64Uy2
1 1
X [(368U+¢ — e?2? — 28Uy dU + Z—l(egUﬂb —e?2?)dg + §e¢xdx + 264Uydy} .

Here we used Yimnpg = \/94€mnpqVs-
To summarize, we have employed the Killing spinor analysis in Einstein frame and obtained

the most general supersymmetric AdSg solutions for the metric and the fluxes in terms of the
warping factor U and the dilation ¢. This implies that, when we have solutions U and ¢ to
the two PDEs and , then we can completely determine the metric , the one-
form flux and the three-form flux , . Our analysis shows a perfect agreement
with the work of [I], where the authors used the pure spinor approach in string frame. We can

reproduce their results with the following identification of our fields to theirs.
G —> € S gy U — A — g dC' — Fi, ReG —e 2H;, ImG— —c2F;.  (2.42)

Also our coordinates (x,y) correspond to (p,q) defined in (4.17) of [1].
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2.4 Equations of motion

From the equations of motion and the Bianchi identities of D=10 type IIB supergravity, we obtain
the four-dimensional ones via dimensional reduction. Let us start with dualizing the complex

three-form flux G into real scalars f and g

*ReG = ; ~6Ut39(Cdf — £dC + dg),
1

= 5e*‘“”%d’(dg +204df), (2.43)

«Im G = e U294, (2.44)

where ¢ = g — fC. They satisfy the equation of motion for G automatically. Also the Bianchi
identity for P is satisfied by (A.4). Then the Einstein equation, the equation for P and the

Bianchi identity for G give the following six equations.

1 1
Rn = 6V, VU + 60,,U0,U + §e2¢amcanc + —8m¢8n¢

_%[6—12U+¢<(8 g+ 2C0,,[)(0ng +2C0,f) — §(3g+203f) gmn)

+4e—12U—¢(am Fouf — -(a f) gmnﬂ (2.45)

OU + 6(0U)? + 5e™ 2V — ; LU0 ()2 — 312 “RUF2(9g + 200f)? = (2.46)
O¢ 4+ 60U - 9¢ — e*?(0C)* — ; ~L2U=9(9f)? + %6_12U+¢(ag +200f)* =0, (2.47)
OC + 60U - 9C +20¢ - 0C + %elQU¢(8f) (g +2C0f) = 0, (2.48)

a(\@ ~6U- ¢(a - e2¢0(ag 1200 f))) - (2.49)

o g4e-6U+¢<ag +2C0f)) =0, (2.50)

One can study the integrability conditions of the Killing spinor equations and check whether the
supersymmetry conditions satisfy the equations of motion and the Bianchi identities automati-
cally. Instead, here we checked that the metric and the solutions to the BPS equations
—, do satisfy the above equations of motion.



3 Four-dimensional effective action

3.1 Non-Linear Sigma Model

In this section we study AdSg solutions of type IIB supergravity from a different perspective
i.e. by performing a dimensional reduction of type IIB supergravity on AdSg space to a four-
dimensional theory. From the equations of motion obtained in the previous section, we construct

a four-dimensional effective Lagrangian as

1 1
L = /gieV [ R+ 30(0U) = 5 (99)* = 5e*(IC)’ (3.1)
+ %alﬂfﬂb(@ 2+ %6_12U+¢(8g +200f)? — 3062

By rescaling the metric gy, = €%V Gimn, we have the Einstein frame Lagrangian

£ = /| R~ 2400 ——(a¢) 2%90)

+ %e—m’ﬂﬁ(a 2 %6_12[]“5(89 +200f)? — 306—8U], (3.2)
G [R _ %GUaCI)If)(I)J —v(@)], (3.3)

where ®/, 1 = 1,---,5, are the five scalar fields U, ¢, C, f and g. This is a non-linear sigma
model of five scalar fields coupled to gravity with a non-trivial scalar potential. Note that the
sign of the kinetic terms of the dualized scalars f and ¢ is reversed. However it is well known
that when we perform dimensional reduction on an internal space including time, the sign of

certain kinetic terms come out reversed, e.g. [24].

3.2 Scalar kinetic terms

We study properties of the five-dimensional target space. The metric is given by
1
dsz = 48dU* + d¢® + e**dC? — 1 e U (dg 4 2Cdf)? — e 12V 2qf>. (3.4)

This space is Einstein, which satisfies R;; = —%G 17
The dilaton ¢ and the axion C' form a complex one-form P. Also g and f originate from the
complex three-form flux G. Hence, we turn to the four-dimensional sub-manifold spanned by

o, C, g, f. We choose the orthonormal frame as
el = do, e? = e?dC,

1
et = e R (dg + 20df), et =TS, (3.5)



and construct a (1,1)-form J and a (2,0)-form 2

J = e'net+ e Net,
Q = (e' +ie?) A (e +ie?), (3.6)
which satisfy
1 _
JANT=3QAQ  JAQ=0. (3.7)

By taking an exterior derivative to these two-forms, we have

dJ = 0, (3.8)
dQ = iPAQ, (3.9)

where P = —%ez.

Hence, we find that the four-dimensional submanifold is Kahler. Its Ricci
form is obtained by R = dP = —3¢' A €.

To investigate the isometry of the target space, we solved the Killing equation VK ;) = 0,
and found eight Killing vectors in . These Killing vectors generate an sl(3,R) algebra. The
details can be found in appendix [E]

One can explicitly check that the five-dimensional target space is in fact the coset
SL(3,R)/SO(2, 1)ﬂ We construct the coset representative V in Borel gauge by exponentiating

Cartan generators H;, H, and positive root generators E,,, E,,, .,

LoH 1
Y = eva?M g 2V0UH2 (CBay of By o 39Fas (3.10)

With the basis of SL(3,R) introduced in , one can obtain the coset representative V in a
3 x 3 matrix form explicitly. Then we construct an element of the orthogonal complement of
so(2,1) in sl(3,R),
Puijy = Vi (V). sy (3.11)
Here i, 7,k = 1,2,3 is a vector index of SO(2,1) and a = 1,2, 3 is an SL(3,R) index. An invariant
metric of SO(2,1) is
n;; = diag(1,1,—1). (3.12)

Finally, the kinetic terms of the scalar fields of the Lagrangian (3.2) is

Liinetic = _Tr(PuPM)- (313)

2Having a coset after dimensional reduction is of course a very familiar story in supergravity. As it is very
well known, Kaluza-Klein reduction of D = 4 Einstein gravity on a circle leads to SL(2,R)/SO(2), and its bigger
versions appear in various supergravity theories [24] 25] 26], 27].
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3.3 Scalar potential

~8V in the Lagragian. Its existence must

Now let us consider the scalar potential V' = 30e
obviously break the SL(3,R) global symmetry into a nontrivial subalgebra. Among the eight
generators in appendix [E] this scalar potential is invariant under the action of five Killing vectors

K' K3, K* K® and K® With the following identification
61:K4, 62:\/§K1, 63:K3, 64:K67 65:—K8 (314)

one can see that they form a certain five-dimensional Lie algebra so-called Ajs 40 in table II of
[28]. This algebra is isomorphic to the semi-direct sum si(2,R) x R? [29].

The scalar potential here comes from the curvature of internal space AdSg. Certainly the sit-
uation is very similar to gauged supergravities where the higher-dimensional origin of the gauging
process is related to the curvature of the internal space. Within the context of lower-dimensional
supergravity itself, compared to the un-gauged action, a subgroup of the global symmetry is made
local and the associated vector fields acquire non-abelian gauge interactions. A new parameter,
say ¢, should be introduced as gauge coupling. To preserve supersymmetry, the action and the
supersymmetry transformations are modified and importantly for us in general a scalar potential
should be added at order ¢g?. Although our theory is not a supergravity theory per se, and there
are no vector fields, we borrow the idea of gauged supergravity and write the scalar potential in
terms of the coset representative of non-linear sigma model, through the so-called T-tensor. This
may be justified because our four-dimensional action also has Killing spinor equations which are
compatible with the field equations. In other words the integrability condition of Killing spinor
equations should imply the fields satisfy the Euler-Lagrange equations. It is the T-tensor which
encodes the gauging process and determines the modification of supersymmetry transformation
rules and the action in gauged supergravity.

For a class of the maximal supergravity theories with a global symmetry group SL(n,R), it
is well known that the gauged supergravity can be obtained by gauging the SO(n) subgroup.
This gauging can be generalized to the non-compact subgroup SO(p,q) with p + ¢ = n and
the non-semi-simple group CSO(p, ¢,r) with p + ¢ + r = n, which was introduced in [30} [31].
CSO(p, q,7) = SO(p, q) x RP+D7 is a subgroup of SL(n,R), e.g. (6.8) of [32], and preserve the
metric

qap = diag(1, -+, —=1,---,0,-). (3.15)

Let us focus on the non-semi-simple group CSO(1,1,1). We introduce the T-tensor as (ap-

parently in the same way as in the gauged supergravity)

1—7@] — Viavj'bqab, (316)
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where

gup = diag(1, —1,0). (3.17)

Then one can easily check that the scalar potential is
V= —15<(TrT)2 - Tr(T2)). (3.18)

It should be possible to re-write the Killing spinor equations (2.2)—(2.7) as well as the action to
make the symmetry SL(3,R) and the choice of CSO(1, 1,1) more manifest. We plan to do this
construction, based on Killing spinor equations and their compatibility with the field equations,
for all possible choices of compact and non-compact maximal subgroups of SL(n,R) in a separate

publication.

4 Discussions

We have studied AdSg solutions of type IIB supergravity theory in this paper. In the first part,
we have employed the Killing spinor analysis and revisited supersymmetric AdSg solutions, which
was studied in [1] using the pure spinor approach. We have constructed three Killing vectors,
which satisfy SU(2) algebra and give S? factor in the four-dimensional internal space M,. In
other words, the SU(2) symmetry, which corresponds to SU(2)g R-symmetry in the dual field
theory, appears as isometries of the background if we impose the supersymmetric conditions.
Also we have found two one-forms which are orthogonal to the Killing vectors. Using these
one-forms, we have introduced the coordinates and determined the metric of the remaining two-
dimensional space, and two coupled PDEs defined on it. Also the scalar fields and three-form
fluxes have been found. Once we are given the solution to the PDEs, then the metric and the
fluxes can be determined. Our results completely agree with the work of [IJ.

Although the result of [1I] makes a significant progress in the classification of the supersym-
metric AdSg solutions in type IIB supergravity theory, there still remain a couple of important
problems to be studied further. To be sure, the most important but difficult task is to solve
the PDEs , and find a new AdSg solution. Also it is very important to construct
the field theories dual to AdSg solutions of IIB supergravity, which is still unknown. In [20], the
properties of the dual field theory were studied through their AdSg solution. For the general class
of solutions studied in [I], the authors suggested that (p,q) five-brane webs [33] play a crucial
role. They conjectured that (p,q) five-brane webs might be somehow related to the PDEs and
the supergravity solutions could be obtained in the near-horizon limit.

Our independent analysis adds credence to the fact that the nonlinear PDEs found in [1]
provide necessary and sufficient conditions for supersymmetric AdSg in IIB supergravity. One

should however admit that the PDEs in the present form are far from illuminating. As it is
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sometimes the case, the study of the general form of supersymmetric solutions in supergravity is
not always very efficient in constructing new solutions. However, identifying the canonical form of
the metric and form-fields as done in [I] and in this paper are equivalent to having the complete
information on Killing spinors. So they become very useful for the study of supersymmetric
probe consideration, for instance in the study of supersymmetric Wilson loops from D-branes.

We thus think that a less technical, and more intuitive way of understanding the supersym-
metric AdSg solutions would be very desirable. We hope our analysis in the second half of this
paper is a modest first step towards such framework. There we have presented a four-dimensional
theory via a dimensional reduction on AdSg space. The problem of finding AdSg solutions of
type IIB supergravity is reduced to a four-dimensional non-linear sigma model, i.e. a gravity
theory coupled to five scalars with a non-trivial scalar potential. The scalar kinetic terms pa-
rameterize SL(3,R)/SO(2,1). And we have reconstructed the scalar potential in terms of the
coset non-linear sigma model language in a manner inspired by the gauged supergravity. We
discovered that a particular group CSO(1,1, 1) which is a subgroup of SL(3,R) is relevant to the
scalar potential at hand, and presented the analogue of T-tensor. We hope the knowledge of the
symmetry structure in the effective four-dimensional action will become useful to get a deeper
insight into the existing solutions [18] [19], for the identification of their gauge theory duals, and
eventually also for constructing more explicit solutions.

The D = 4 effective action at hand is purely bosonic and it is not expected to be part of a
supergravity action. But it enjoys a nice property that it is equipped with an associated set of
Killing spinor equations which allows BPS solutions. When the Killing spinor equations (12.2))—
are re-written in a covariant way where the coset symmetry and the choice of gauging group
CSO(1,1,1) is more manifest, we expect we can generalize the construction to a bigger symmetry
SL(n,R) with n > 3 and also different choices of maximal subgroup thereof. Of course their string
theory origin is not clear, but mathematically they are interesting “fake supergravity” models and
might be useful e.g. for bottom-up model building in the AdS/CFT inspired study of condensed
matter physics. A similar generalization of BPS systems was successfully performed starting
with AdSs solutions in IIB supergravity and AdS, solutions in eleven dimensional supergravity
in the line of works reported in [34] [35, [36]. We plan to report on such generic analysis in a

separate publication.
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A Type IIB supergravity

We follow the conventions of [23]. In type IIB supergravity, the bosonic fields are the graviton
gmn, five-form flux F(s), complex three-form flux G 3, dilaton ¢ and axion C. For the fermionic
fields, there are gravitino ¢, and dilatino A. The supersymmetry variation of the fermionic fields

are given by

Svn =Dye + % Ty TVPR Grypg + 2TNFPC Gypg Tay) € (A1)
+ ﬁ TNPRES By pors Tar €,
SN =ilM Pyret + irMNP Gunpe. (A.2)
where the covariant derivative is
Dye = (Vuy — %QM)E. (A.3)
The fields Py and @), are written in terms of the dilaton and axion as
P= %e¢dC’ + %dgb,
Q= —%e¢d(]. (A.4)
The chirality conditions are
My = =, My A=A, I'1e = —e. (A.5)

B Gamma matrices and spinors
B.1 Gamma matrices
We follow the conventions of [37]. We decompose the ten-dimensional gamma matrices by writing

Fu = pu®757

where p = 0,1,2,3,4,5and m = 1,2,3,4. Then the chirality matrix is given by I'1; = p7 ® 7s.
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Table 1: The values of 7 and ¢§ in various dimensions.

In even dimensions, we introduce the intertwiners, which act on the gamma matrices as

ATy A7t =11,
C'IyC =-T1%,
DTy D =—T%, (B.2)

with D = C AT. These intertwiners can be chosen to satisfy the following relations at given d

dimensions,

Ag = AL, Cy=nCF, Dy =05(Dy)7Y (B.3)
where the values of 1 and ¢ are given in table[I We decompose the ten-dimensional intertwiners
as

A = Asg ® Ay, Cio = Cs®@Cy, Dy = Dg ® Dj. (B.4)
B.2 Spinors

There are two ten-dimensional Majorana-Weyl spinor ¢;, which satisfy
e = —¢, € = €, (B.5)

where ¢+ = 1,2. We decompose ¢; into six- and four-dimensional spinors, v and Yy, respectively,
as
€ =1 @ Xi— + Y- ® xi+ + C.C., (B.6)

where + represent the chirality. In our case, the six-dimensional spinors ¢4 satisfy the Killing

spinor equation on AdSg »
i

Vuwi - 2mpup7¢:p7 (B7)

where m is the inverse radius of AdSs. Then we have the complexified spinor,

€ = €1 + 169,

=Yy @&+ Y_R&+ + YL Q&G+ YL &, (B.8)
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where
1+ = X1+ + IX2+, §o+ = X1t T iXo4- (B.9)

The Dirac adjoint and the charge conjugation are, respectively

7 =nlA, n° = Dn*. (B.10)

C Spinor bilinears

One can construct all the spinor bilinears such as EAMa)gBJ and aﬂ@gaj. Here A, B =1,2
and i, j represent the chirality 4+, — and 7(® = 4™ Some of the spinor bilinears identically
vanish by the chirality,

E+§— =0, E+'Ym§+ =0, g+7mn§— = 0. (C.1)

Also due to the antisymmetry of the charge conjugation matrix Cy, we have

§_f+§1+ = §_§+§2+ =0, f_f+§2+ = _§_§+€1+’ §_f+7m€2— = g_gffymgl-&-' (02)

C.1 Algebraic relations

In this section, we study the algebraic relations between the spinor bilinears, which can be derived

from the algebraic Killing equations ([2.4)—(2.7)).
If we multiply EHF to (2.4) and &4 to a hermitian conjugate of (2.5 , then eliminate the

three-form flux terms, we have
E1+51+ - 227527 = —517517 =+ ZZ+£2+7
3mU<51+7n§1— + &w”fz- +& "y + 52—7m§2+> = 0.
If we multiply the charge conjugate spinor instead and follow the same procedure, we obtain
&6 =8 G, (C.5)
amU<£_f+7m€27 + £_§+7m£17> = 0.
Similarly eliminating the terms which have only one gamma matrix, we obtain

EQ+£1+ +& & =0, E1+§2+ +& & =0,
Gnp <51+7’”"p§1- + Zgﬂ’”’“’&z—) = 0.

a
© 3
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C.2 Differential relations

Scalar bilinears

Vin(iebie +&ibos) = 0nU(E11brs + Erubos) (C.9)
+ %ime_U(Zli7m€12F — &1 mbit + EoxYmbor — Eoxymbas)

V(6128 — &oubor) = —30mU (§0&1x — §o28ot) (C.10)
- ;imeU(Elﬂméw — &3 Ymb1x — EoxYmbar + Epzmbas)

Vi (§o:&12) = (iQm — 0mU)&o&1x — Pr€14&ox (C.11)
- %ime_U(EZi'Vmgl:F — &ormbizs)

Vin(€5:&1x) = —0nU&5 61x + 20, UES  Sox (C.12)
- %imeU(f_ngfm — & yméiz) +ime”V (€ L ymor — ElpTmbos) -

Vector biliears

VIE e + 6,76 ) = =6 01U (E v + 7™ ) (C.13)
3 . _ - m - m = m e m
+ gime V(™ + &6 + &7 s + &7 6),
v[l(gpﬂm]gl— - Zz+7m]f2—) =-2 a[lU@lJr’Ym]fl— - 52+7m}§2—) (0-14)
1 B _ - m - m ~ m - m
+ 5"’7/6 U(f1+7l §1v + 51771 §1- — €2+7l Soy — 52771 2 ),
v[l(g2+7m]£17) = (iQ[l - 48[1U)52+7m]£17 + P[l(gl_’_,}/m}&i) (C‘15>
+ 2im€_U(§2+7lmgl+ + & "),
VHE 7 Me) = (—iQ! — 40 U)E v + P (€, 7ME ) (C.16)
+ 2ime”Y (&, "™y + §_ 7",
V(& ™) = Q! — 40" U)Es ™ + PYES Mg (C.17)
+ ime_U<€_f+’7lm€1+ + g_'ylmgl—) ’
VHE AME ) = (—iQ! — 40" U)E ey + PUET Mg (C.18)
+ime U (&5, 7"y + &),
VHE A6 + & ymMe) = =6 00U (& ™M + &5 7™e) (C.19)
3 . —U (¢c m cc m cc m cc m
+ gime U(§f+7l Lot + & "6 + fzJﬁl Sy + 6. 976),
V[l(é_ﬁr’ym}f?f - €_§+7m]£1*) = _28[1U(€_f+7m}£27 - €_§+7m]£1*) (CQO)
1 . U /%c m “c m Fc m cc m
+5ime (€7 "o + 6§ "6 — GG -G MG
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Two-form bilinears

V[T(Euﬂsﬂﬁli + E2i78t]f2i) = _58[TU@1¢’YM§1¢ + EQi’YSt]@i) <C~21)
5 . — = rs - rs ra rSs a T8
—gime V(€7 61r — E27 e + o™ Eor — §3:7™ 601
VIEay16s — &) = —0rU (€ v"16s — &.0760) (C.22)

1 — _
+ g(Gmguﬁ&i — G, 61)

1 . -U/¢ rs ra TS ra rs e rs
—gime V(€7 6r — E27™ e — &7 or + E:7™ 601

V[’”(Zzﬂs’”&i) = (iQ[T - 33[TU)52¢7815}51¢ + P[rgli75t152i (C.23)
- G Ersbs — Easor) — ime ™V B ™ rr — Eapr™rs),
V& v161) = (iQM — 30N U)Es vy + PIés v, + %Gmt(g_fig%: — &.61x)
- Sime Y (0 — By ), (C21)
V(& v11) = (—iQl — 30U)E5 7" &ay + PPIE 711y — éG*m(f_fi&i —&,61n)
— Sime Y (B o — Gy s, (C.25)
V(& v es) = —30UEs ¢, — O (2U) & v o (C.26)
_ %ime_U<giVTSt§1:F _ g—gjﬂrst&i) '

Normalization of scalar bilinears

From and (C.10), we have
dle™ (€ &y +&-&)] = dle™V(Eor oy +E6)] = 0. (C.27)

Then, we can fix the normalization

U
gl+€1+ + 51—51— = 52+f2+ + 52—52— = §_m~ (C'28)
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D Fierz identities

In four dimensions, the Fierz identity is

1
n s e = (00 M Y s Vs )
1
5 (00" Ma s Yon 12— M0 M Yo V5 2 )
1 mn
= 3" I Y (D.1)

When we calculate the Lie bracket of the Killing vectors, we need to compute contractions of
vectors with two-forms. With the spinors 7, and 73 of the same chirality, we find the following

relation useful

MY N4 Yo T2 = 201 Y213 N4 — 203 Yu NN T — M1 Y Y5 0473 V5 Mo (D.2)

D.1 Relations of scalar bilinears

We also find useful relations between the scalar bilinears using the Fierz identities. If we choose

771T = g1+7 N2 = oy 773T = §2+7 N4 = &4, we have

gl+£2+ 52+€1+ = %Zl+£1+ g2+€2+ - éflﬂm%u 52+7mn§2+~ (D’3)

Similarly, if we choose n{ = &{,, 1o = &y, 9l = &\, ma = &, we have

f_ﬁ&-&- g2+£f+ = %gl-i-gl—&- 52+£2+ + égl+,}/mn§1+ EQ+7mn£2+~ (D'4)

Thus we find that
|€1+£2+|2 + |§_f+§2+|2 = €1+£1+ §2+§2+. (D~5)

We also have a similar result with the minus chirality spinors. Then, using (C.5)) and (C.7)),
we obtain

g1+§1+ EQ+§2+ - 51—51— 52—52—‘ (D~6)
With the normalization (C.28]), we conclude that

E1+51+ = E%&—a 52+§2+ = Zlffl—' (D-7)

D.2 Inner products of vector bilinears

The vectors K, Ky, K3 and one-forms L2, L? play a crucial role in determining the form of the

four-dimensional metric. In this section we explain the procedure in detail. First, we calculate the
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norms and the inner products of these vectors using the Fierz identities. For example, choosing

7]{ = gl—i—? T2 = €2+7 7]3? = 52—7 s = 51—7 we get
g1+’7n §1- gQ-Vn Soy = 2E1+£2+ 52—51—- (D,8)

Similarly, inner products of any vectors can be written as products of scalars. For the three

Killing vectors, we have

(K1)? = (§:&+ —&i6r)” — (664 — (§5,.64)7) (D.9)
(K2>2 = (El-&-gl-l- - 52-1—52-1-)2 + (g_f+§2+ + (é_f+£2+)*)27
(K3)2 = 4|£_f+€2+’27

Ky Ky = i((&5,604)° — (§.64)),
Ky Kz = (§,:64 — &, 64) (& v + (§,.64)Y),
Ky K3 = —i(& & — &0, &) (& S — (§5,.64)7).

The inner products of L, and L3 are

(L2)2 = (El+€1+ + 52+€2+)2 - (Zl+§2+ + E2+£1+)2 = #BQUO - 6_4U_¢?/2)7 (D.IO)

(L3)2 = (E1+fl+ + EQ+£2+)2 + (E1+£2+ - EQ+£1+>2 = #ew(l - 674U+¢Z2)7 (D.11)
_ _ 1

L= —i<(51+§2+)2 - (§2+51+)2> = WG_QU?/Z, (D.12)

where we express the scalar bilinears in terms of the coordinates z and y defined in (2.23)) at the
last step.
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E Killing vectors of five-dimensional target space

We have found the eight Killing vectors of the five-dimensonal target space of the non-linear

sigma model as
Klzx/§(8¢—cac+§af—gag), (E.1)
1
K*= —(0y +6f0;+6g0,),
2\/6( U f ! g g)

K* =~ 0c+ 10,

K* = —4C 05 +2(C* — 2% 0c + g 0y,

K° = —ig O + (g +4CF) 0y — e 2(=2f +20%e* f + Ce**g) O
+(20e2VT0 — £g) 0 — e7?(4eV 4 40220 1 062 9),),

K°®=9,,
K" = —if v — [0y + (%g +Cf) 00 — (U + )9 — (fg — 2Ce?749) 9,
K® = 0;.

The eight generators of the SL(3,R) group are

1 0 0 10 0
1 1
TIEleﬁ 0O -1 0 |, T25H2:% 01 0 ’ (E.2)
0 0 0 00 —2
010 000 001
T3=FE,=|000 |, 5=FEa,=|00 1|, T=Eq,=|00 0 |,
000 000 000
000 000 000
Ti=Foa=|100|, Ti=FEa=[000] Ts=Faq=]000f,
000 010 100

where Hy, H, are Cartan generators and E,,, E,,, F,, are positive root generators. By identifying

K' = T;, the eight Killing vectors satisfy an sl(3,R) algebra.
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