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Abstract

We construct a consistent Kaluza-Klein reduction of D = 11 supergravity
on ¥, x §* where ¥, = S*,R? or H?, or a quotient thereof, at the level
of the bosonic fields. The result is a gauged N = 4, D = 5 supergravity
theory coupled to three vector multiplets, with the gauging lying in an
SO(2) x SE(3) C SO(5,3) subgroup of the SO(1,1) x SO(5,3) global
symmetry group of the ungauged theory. For ¥, = H?, the D = 5 theory
has a maximally supersymmetric AdS5 vacuum which uplifts to the known
solution of D = 11 supergravity corresponding to Mb5-branes wrapping a
Riemann surface with genus greater than one and dual to an N = 2 SCF'T
ind=4. For X, = 52, we find two AdSjy solutions, one of which is new,
and both of which are unstable. There is an additional subtruncation
to an N = 2 gauged supergravity coupled to two vector multiplets, with
very special real manifold SO(1,1)xSO(1,1), and a single hypermultiplet,
with quaternionic Kéhler manifold SU(2,1)/S[U(2) x U(1)] and gauging
associated with an SO(2) x R C SU(2, 1) subgroup.
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1 Introduction

Consistent Kaluza-Klein truncations provide a powerful framework for constructing
solutions of D = 10 and D = 11 supergravity by solving the equations of motion of a
simpler supergravity theory in lower spacetime dimensions. A particularly interesting
setting is associated with supersymmetric AdS,,, X M solutions since it allows one to
study certain aspects of the dual SCFT's from the gravitational side in a tractable way.
Indeed, this framework has been used to obtain many important results in holography
such as finding new fixed points, both with and without conformal invariance as well
as constructing RG flows between them, constructing novel black holes dual to exotic
strongly coupled states of matter and so on.

Given such an AdS,,; x M solution, after carrying out a Kaluza-Klein reduction
of the higher dimensional supergravity theory on M, it is expected [1], and in several
cases provenEI, that it is always possible to truncate to a gauged supergravity in d + 1
spacetime dimensions for which the fields are dual to the superconformal current
multiplet of the dual SCFT. For example, associated with the maximally supersym-
metric AdS, x S* and AdS, x S” solutions there are consistent KK truncations of
D = 11 supergravity on S* and S” down to maximally supersymmetric S O(5) gauged
supergravity in D = 7 and SO(8) gauged supergravity in D = 4, respectively [2-4].
Similarly, associated with the maximally supersymmetric AdSs x S° solution there is
a consistent truncation of type IIB on S° down to maximally supersymmetric SO(6)
gauged supergravity in D =5 [5H7].

In this paper we present a new consistent KK truncation of D = 11 supergravity
on ¥, x S*, where ¥, = 5%, R? or H?, or a quotient thereof, down to a half maximal
gauged supergravity in D = 5. One starting point for this result is the half maximal
supersymmetric AdS; x H?/T x S* solution of [8], where H?/T is a Riemann surface
with genus greater than one, that are dual to N = 2 SCFTs in d = 4. The S*
factor is non-trivially fibred over the H” /T factor and correspondingly the solution
describes the near horizon limit of M5-branes wrapping an H 2 /T factor, embedded
inside a Calabi-Yau two-fold. An alternative point of view is that the dual N = 2,
d = 4 SCFTs are obtained by starting with the N = (0,2), d = 6 SCFT, dual to
the AdS, x S” solution, compactifying on H> /T with a topological twist in order to
preserve N = 2 supersymmetry in d = 4, and then flowing to the IR.

Associated with this solution one should be able to compactify D = 11 supergrav-
ity on H*/T' x S* and truncate to the half-maximal N = 4 Romans’ SU(2) x U(1)

'There are some cases in which this has been proven in full generality, including the fermion

fields, for example [2,3]. In other cases it has been proven at the level of the bosonic fields.



gauged supergravity in D = 5. In fact this result, at the level of the bosonic fields,
was already obtained in |9]. Here we will show that one can actually extend this trun-
cation to an N = 4 gauged supergravity in D = 5 coupled to three additional vector
multiplets. We will carry out the KK truncation from D = 11, first by reducing on
S* to maximal gauged supergravity in D = 7 and then further reducing on the H? /T
factor. The gauged supergravity that we construct contains the RG flow solution
described above, and first constructed in [8], that is associated with the N = (0, 2)
field theory in d = 6 compactified on H*/T" and flowing to an N = 2 SCFT in d = 4.

Furthermore, we show that one can also carry out a similar consistent KK trun-
cation of D = 11 supergravity on X, x S*, where &, = 5%, R? (or a quotient thereof).
For these cases there is not a corresponding supersymmetric AdS; vacuum solution,
which is certainly not a requisite for the existence of a consistent KK truncation, but
the truncations still have a natural holographic interpretation. Indeed they incorpo-
rate the RG flows associated with compactifying the d = 6 (0,2) SCFT on 5% or R?,
with, in the former case, a topological twist that preserves N = 2 d = 4 supersym-
metry, and then flowing to the IR [§]. Unlike the H ? case, these theories do not flow
to SCFTs in the IR.

We show that the consistent KK truncation of D = 11 supergravity on £, x S*
leads to an N = 4, D = 5 gauged supergravity with three vector multiplets and
the gauging lying in an SO(2) x SE(3) C SO(5,3) subgroup of the SO(1,1) x
SO(5,3) global symmetry group of the ungauged theory. One motivation for this
work came from the possibility that the resulting N = 4 gauged supergravity could
have additional supersymmetric AdS; vacua and corresponding flows between them.
Indeed, such scenarios in N = 4 gauged supergravity were studied from a bottom up
perspective in [10] and so it is of considerable interest to investigate which of these
scenarios can be realised in a top down setting. Using the results of [10] we will show
that the only maximally supersymmetric AdSs solution of the N =4, D = 5 gauged
supergravity theory that we obtain is the one that uplifts to the AdSs x H2/F x S
solution of [8]. We have also investigated the possibility of other AdSs solutions,
supersymmetric or not. We find that the N = 4, D = 5 theory admits two non-
supersymmetric AdSs x S x S* solutions, one of which was first found in [11], while
the other one is new. However, both of them have scalar modes that violate the BF
bound and hence are unstable. It is possible that there are additional AdS5 solutions.

We also show that there are additional subtruncations of the N = 4 gauged super-
gravity theory. When ¥, = H? (and not X, = S* R?) we can consistently truncate to
Romans’ gauged supergravity theory, as already mentioned above, and then further to

minimal D = 5 gauged supergravity. When ¥, = S% R? or H?, there is also a partic-



ularly interesting truncation to an N = 2, D = 5 gauged supergravity theory coupled
to two vector multiplets, with very special real manifold SO(1,1) x SO(1,1), and a
single hypermultiplet, with quaternionic Ké&hler manifold SU(2,1)/S[U(2) x U(1)],
with the gauging associated with an SO(2) x R C SU(2,1) subgroup. A further
truncation of this theory leads to a consistent truncation that was first constructed
in [12].

The plan of the rest of the paper is as follows. In section [2| we briefly recall
maximal D = 7 gauged supergravity and how any bosonic solution can be uplifted
to D = 11. In section Bl we discuss the consistent KK truncation of maximal D = 7
gauged supergravity on 3, and section [ shows, at the level of the bosonic fields, that
the resulting D = 5 theory is indeed an N = 4 gauged supergravity theory. Section
discusses some subtruncations and section [6] discusses some solutions, including the
new and unstable AdS; x S* x S* solution. We conclude in section [7] and we have a

few appendices which contain some useful results.

2 Maximal D = 7 gauged supergravity

Maximal gauged supergravity in D = 7 [13| has thirty two supercharges. The bosonic
fields consist of a metric, SO(5) Yang-Mills one-form potentials A7, i,j = 1,...5
transforming in the 10 of SO(5), three-forms ng) transforming in the 5, and fourteen

scalar fields, given by the symmetric unimodular matrix 7};, which parametrise the

i3

coset SL(5,R)/SO(5). The seven-form Lagrangian for the bosonic fields is given by

L =R+l — T «DTy ATy" DTy, — 1 T Ti < F ) A Fly) — 3T %Sk, A S
+ Sty A DSl — teijy g, Sty ANFB2 AN FE 4100 — Vs, (2.1)
with
DT;; = dT;; + gAp) Ty + g AL T
DSy, = dSi, + g Ad) A S
Fi = dA7 + gAly N AT (2.2)
where g is a coupling constant. The potential V' is given by

V= 3¢* (21, T — (T,)?). (2.3)

and €2, is a Chern-Simons type of term built from the Yang-Mills fields, which has
the property that its variation with respect to Ag) gives

__ 3 §J1J27304 poiita J1j2 J3Jja Kl
0y = 30,517 Fioy® Ny NFGT A OAG, . (2.4)



An explicit expression can be found in [13].
Any solution to the associated D = 7 equations of motion, which are given in
appendix A, gives rise to a solution of D = 11 supergravity [2,3]. Using the notation

of [14], the D = 11 metric and four-form field strength are given by

1 _ _ i~ i

ds?, = AP ds? + ?A 2B D Dy (2.5)

A2 . . . . .

G = ﬁeil'“is —Up*Dup? ANDu® AN Dup't A Dp'

AT DT=" )™ 1" D' A D' A D' + 6gAF 2> A D™ A Dp's T 1)/
S RN i
= Tij %S 1" + gsm A D, (2.6)
where p* = 1,...,5 are constrained coordinates on S* satisfying p'u' = 1, and

U=2T;Typ' pn" — AT,  A=Typ'y,  Du'=dp' +gAd . (2.7)

The AdS, vacuum solution of D = 7 supergravity with Af{) = S(ig) =0and T}; =
6ij7
AdS; x S* solution, arising as the near horizon limit of a stack of M5-branes. In

preserves all of the supersymmetry and uplifts to the maximally supersymmetric

[8] two different supersymmetric AdSs; x H ? solutions were found which uplift to
AdSsx H*x S* solutions, with a warped product metric and the S* non-trivially fibred
over the H” factor. The fibration structure differs in the two solutions of [8] and they
either preserve 16 or 8 supercharges. In each case the H ? factor can be replaced with
an arbitrary quotient H> /I, while preserving supersymmetry, and we are particularly
interested in the case when H? /T is a compact Riemann surface with genus greater
than one. The solutions are dual to N =2 or N = 1 superconformal field theories in
four spacetime dimensions, respectively, that arise on the non-compact part of M5-
branes wrapping such a Riemann surface that is holomorphically embedded either
in a Calabi-Yau two-fold or three-fold, respectively. In this paper, it is the solution
preserving 16 supercharges, which is recorded in section [6.1] that is of relevance.
In particular, we will use the fibration structure of this solution to construct a new
consistent KK truncation of maximal D = 7 gauged supergravity reduced on H” as
well as on S* and R?. We note that it is only the H? case that the D = 5 theory
has a maximally supersymmetric AdSs vacuum solution. For the S* case there is a
non-supersymmetric AdSs solution found [11] as well as an additional new solution

that we discuss in section [6.21



3 Consistent KK truncation on .5'2, R? or H?

We now construct the consistent KK ansatz for the reduction of maximal D = 7

gauged supergravity on ¥, = S% R? or H?, or a quotient thereof.

3.1 The consistent truncation

The ansatz for the D = 7 metric is given by
ds? = e "ds; + ¥ds* (), (3.1)

where ¢ is a scalar field defined on the five-dimensional spacetime. We introduce
an orthonormal frame for the two-dimensional metric and write ds*(2,) = &“¢” and
de® + &% A& =0, with a,b = 1,2. We normalise this metric so that Rﬁ) = 1g%6,,
with [ = 1,0, —1 for £, = S%,R* or H?, respectively. We also write vol(X,) = g Nne.

We decompose the D = 7 SO(5) gauge fields via SO(5) — SO(2) x SO(3) and

write

A((lf) = é@ab + EabA(l) ,
((zla) _ _A?lcs _ wlaéa . ¢2a€abéb’

AZS = A%, (3.2)

with a,b = 1,2 and o, = 3,4,5. Crucially, this ansatz is anchored by the spin
connection, @ab, of ¥, in the expression for A" which, in particular, allows one
to study Mb-branes wrapping Riemann surfaces with a “topological twist” so that
N =2, d = 4 supersymmetry is preserved on the non-compact part of the M5-brane
worldvolume. The ansatz introduces an SO(2) one-form Ay, SO(3) one-forms
A‘(Xf) transforming in the (1,3) of SO(2) x SO(3), and six scalars ¢¥** = (', **),
transforming as (2, 3), all defined on the five-dimensional spacetime. For the scalar
fields we take

Tab — 6—6)\6ab : T 07 Taﬁ _ 64/\7—045 ’ (33)

which introduces a D = 5 scalar \ as well as another five scalars in the symmetric,
unimodular matrix 7*? which parametrise the coset SL(3)/SO(3). For the D =7

three-form we take

S(a?)) - K(12) /\ éa - EabK(22) /\ éb,



giving rise in D = 5 to an SO(2) doublet of two-forms K5 = (K(IQ),K(ZQ)) trans-
forming as (2, 1), as well as (1,3) three-forms h{5) and (1, 3) one-forms x{3. Finally,
for later convenience, for the D = 5 fields instead of taking the indices o, 8,7, - €
{3,4,5} we will take

avﬁ/%"'e{l?lg}' (35)

We can substitute this ansatz into the D = 7 equations of motion. After some long
calculation we can show that they are equivalent to a set of unconstrained equations
of motion for the D = 5 fields, which shows that the truncation is consistent. Some

details of this calculation is presented in appendix [A] and the final D = 5 equations

of motion are recorded in (B.7)-(B.8) and (B.11)-(B.17). Moreover, these D = 5

equations of motion can be derived from a five-form Lagrangian given by
L = Rvols + L™ 4 £P" 4 L' (3.6)

where R is the Ricci scalar of the D = 5 metric and the remaining kinetic energy
terms are

LF" = — 30xd¢ A dp — 30xd\ A dX\ — T3 T, «DTs, A DT,

— %612)\+4¢*F(2) A F(Q) — 676)\72¢*K(a2) A K(QQ)

%16_8)\+4¢ a—ﬁl ’y;l*F(Oé’)y A F(Bp 2/\ 6¢ *Dwaa A Dwaﬁ
— 3Ty A Xy — 164“8%5*}1?3) Ay - (3.7)
The potential terms are
et 292{ _ %e1zx—16¢(l )2 - e—SA—16¢Eab6cd(wa7~—1¢C)(wa—lwd)
Fe (20407 — NWT) - e OWT )
+ 1% (68’\(T1r7')2 — 2e*MT(T?) + 46_2/\T1“7'> }V015 , (3.8)

where ¥? = ¢**** and the topological term, independent of the D = 5 metric, is
given by

£ =Le Ky n (DKl = gu"hy) + Leas, Ky A DU A F)
+ Ly A (Dxt + 20 Ky ) + Ex) A DRy
— $€apy (1 = V*)his) N F) = o (€9 Y )Ry A Fy
— 55€amX() A Flo) A Fia) = seapy iy A DY A Dy
+ L@ DY) A FG) A Fooy + 5= (e DY) N F) A FG)

+ L FG) NFS N Ay — e DY) NFY ANFY (3.9)



In these expressions we have used the following definitions of field strengths and

covariant derivatives:

Fp = dAg) Foy = dAY + gAY A AT
Dy = a4 gAT U + g AV DTog = dTos + gAY s + 947 T
DK&) = dK + ge A(I) AN K(Q) ,

aﬁ B a g« apf B

3.2 Field redefinitions

In order to make contact with half maximal N = 4, D = 5 supergravity in the next
section, it is necessary to make a number of field redefinitions. We first define

A'Y

AL (1)

0 = €apy (3.11)

with the field strength for A{}y given by F5) = dA() — %geamA’?l) A Azl). We next
replace the one-form x{}y with a one-form 277, and three Stueckelberg scalar fields

€%, both transforming under SO(3) in the triplet representation, via
X() =DE* + g3y + €ap b’ DY (3.12)

with DE™ = d¢® — geamA'(gl)fw. Furthermore, the field redefinition introduces a new
gauge invariance, with non-compact group, in which 6§* = A%(z), 6.9/3) = — g DA,
leaving x(1y invariant. This could be used to eliminate the scalars {* if desired. If we
substitute this into the equation of motion we deduce that

why = e PTG (Gl + 2eat Ky + (6,8 0V FY) o (313)
where we have defined the two-form
G?Q) = DJZ%(% — ZF(%) s (314)

with Do) = d.a/(j) — geamA(ﬁl) /\52%(1) Notice that this expression for A3 is invariant
under the new non-compact gauging just mentioned. In carrying out the identification
with the fields of gauged N = 4 supergravity in the next section, it is helpful to notice

that we can also write

o [e a B
G(g) = d(%l) - lA(l)) - geaﬁvA A (JM(’I) - lAzl)) 2 OZB’YA(I) A A’(yl) . (315)
We also redefine the two-forms via
Ka _ 1 Lb baFa
2) = €abLia) + €V Fla) (3.16)

V2



and finally exchange the two scalars ¢, A for two scalars ¢4, ¥ via
03 =30 — X, D= @, (3.17)

With these field redefinitions we find that the equations of motion given in ([B.7])-

(B.8) and (B.11)-(B.17)) can be obtained from a Lagrangian of the form
L =Rvols + £° 4+ £ + £V + ", (3.18)
with the scalar kinetic terms given by

L% == 357dS N dE — 3xdips Adips — Y75 T, *DTs, A DT,
— e 2T L« DYt A Dy*? — 1e” 4%7;5*)((1) A X?l) : (3.19)

after substituting for x(}y using (3.12)). The potential terms for the scalars are as in
(3.8) and can be written in terms of the new fields as

ﬁpot 292{24 <_e—4¢3€ab€cd(wa7-—1w0)(wa—lwd) . 6—2@3 (wT_lw))
+ 37 (=3¢ (=7 — e WTY) + e (T = T(T7)])
28 (¥ (14 4?) + € PTT) Jols, (3.20)

and we note, in particular, that the scalar potential is independent of the scalars £*.

The kinetic terms for the vectors are given by
LY = —15"%F 5 A Fy
- 522{ T Gl A Gl + 2@52%7;—1@@“5*@?2) A Ly,
=27 (%wﬁp + 1/1“6 w‘”> Gy N Flh
= 2V2 (€PYPTLT (€08 + 0TU) + 4 ) 5Ly A F
4 (8T 2070 72 (€4 070) T (6T + 0707 ) 5 1
+ (26_2*"3@0“&7;7311#% + 5ab> *Lig) A L(2>} (3:21)
Finally the remaining topological terms are given by the remarkably simple expression

,CT - abL? ) /\ DLb Ga (a2) /\ A(l) . (322)

4 Supersymmetry

We now show that the reduced D = 5 theory obtained in the previous section is
precisely the bosonic sector of an N = 4 gauged supergravity in D = 5, with sixteen

supercharges, coupled to three vector multiplets.



4.1 N = 4 gauged supergravity

In this subsection we first summarise the general structure of N = 4 gauged super-
gravity in D = 5, coupled to n = 3 vector multiplets, mostly following the conventions
and presentation of [15] (which generalised [16]).

We begin by recalling that the ungauged theory [17] has a global symmetry group
given by SO(1,1) x SO(5,n = 3). The bosonic field content consists of a metric,
6 +n = 9 Abelian vector fields and 1 4 5n = 16 scalar fields. The nine vector fields
can be written as .A?l) and A?{), with M = 1,...,8, which transform as a scalar
and vector with respect to SO(5,3), respectively. The scalar manifold is given by
SO(1,1) x SO(5,3)/(SO(5) x SO(3)), with the SO(1,1) part described by a real
scalar field ¥, while we parametrise the coset SO(5,3)/(SO(5) x SO(3)) by the 8 x 8

matrix V*,;. The matrix V*}; is an element of SO(5, 3) satisfying
Viny =1, (4.1)

where 7 is the invariant metric tensor of SO(5,3). Global SO(5, 3) transformations
are taken to act on the right, while local SO(5) x SO(3) transformations act on the

left via
VY — h(z)Vg, g €S50(5,3), heSO(5)xSO3). (4.2)

The coset can also be parametrised by a symmetric positive definite matrix My
defined by

Muyn = (VTV)MN ) (4-3>

with M,y an element of SO(5,3). We can raise indices using n and in particular

the inverse, which we denote by M™" is given by

_1\MN
MM = nMPnNQMpQ = (M 1) . (4.4)
We will work in a basis in which 7 is not diagonal, but instead given by
0 0 1
n=10 -1, 0 |. (4.5)
I; 0 O

In order to work in a basis in which 7 is diagonal with the first five entries —1 and

the last three entries +1, as in [15], we can employ a similarity transformation using

the matrix
-U 0 U ) 001
U= o 1, 0|, with U= % 01 0], (4.6)
Uu 0 U 1 00

10



which satisfiestd = U" = U " and det U = 1. In the expression for the scalar potential

in the gauged theory, given below, we will also need the following antisymmetric tensor
Moyt = €y U V) gy (UV) (4.7)

with the indices my, ..., ms running from 1 to 5.

The general N =4, D = 5 gauged theory [15] is specified by a set of embedding
tensors faynp = fiune)s Eunv = Sy and . These specify both the gauge group
in SO(1,1) x SO(5, 3) as well assigning specific vector fields to the generators of the

gauge group. The covariant derivative is given byﬂ
D,=V,—1g <Aé\i[)ufMNPtNP + »A?nquPtNP + A?f)qutMN + Aé\f)ufMt(J) , (4.8)

where £,y =ty are the generators for SO(5, 3), ¢, is the generator for SO(1,1),
we have again raised indices using  and V, is the Levi-Civita connection. To ensure
closure of the gauge algebra the embedding tensors must satisfy the following algebraic

constraints

3fR[MNfPQ]R = 2f[MNP§Q] ) fMQfQNP =&{uénp — f[NﬁP}M )
£M£M =0, fMNﬁN =0, fMNPfP =0. (4-9>

Associated with the vector fields .A(()l) and A%, we also need to introduce two-
form gauge fields B,y and By, In the ungauged theory these appear on-shell as
the Hodge duals of the fields strengths of the vectors. In the gauged theory the
two-forms are introduced as off-shell degrees of freedom, but the equations of motion
ensure that the suitably defined covariant field strengths are still Hodge dual. In
particular, the two-forms appear in the covariant field strengths for the vector fields,
7-[?2) and Hf\g), via

Hiyy =dAQ) — 30fnp" AY) A AG) — 596" Al A Al + 398p AR A AL
+ %ngNB(Q)N - %ggMB(Q)o ;
Hizy = dAQ) + 5960 AN N ALy + 596" By - (4.10)
The equations of motion are invariant under gauge transformations, with space-

time dependent parameters (A°, A™). In addition there are gauge transformations

parametrised by the spacetime dependent one-forms (Z(), Z(1)as) that just act on

*Here the terms involving the generators differ by a factor two with the analogous expression
in [15]. However, the explicit expression for the generators that we use in (4.21]) below, also differ

by a factor of two implying that our covariant derivative is the same as [15].

11



the one-forms and two-forms. In particular, acting on these fields we have
JA() = DAY — -ngN:(l v+ 39¢"E
0 ALy = DA® — LgeM= )y
5By = Dy — 2H(y AM — 2H A’
5By = D:(l)o — 2H A (4.11)

With these ingredients in hand, the N = 4 gauged supergravity Lagrangian can
be written as the five-form

Ly_y =Rvols + L3y + L2 + LYy + Ly (4.12)
Here the scalar kinetic energy terms are given by
L3, = —32%dY A dY + %*DMMN A DMMN (4.13)
and the scalar potential is given by
c}]?\?t:4 _ %QQ{fMNPfQRSZ_Q <%MMQMNRMPS _ %MMQUNRHPS 4 énMQnNRnPS)
+ HanbpB (MMP MY M PpNO) gy 6 32 MM
+ %\/EfMNpéQREMMNPQR}VOIE) : (4.14)
The kinetic terms for the vectors, which also involve two-form contributions via ,

are given by

Lr—y ==X ""Hpy AN Hiyy — S MyynxHin AHE) - (4.15)
In order to succinctly present the topological part of the Lagrangian in (4.12)), we
temporarily introduce the calligraphic index M = (0, M) which allows us to package
the 9 vector fields and 9 two-forms into the quantities Af\fs and By)aq, each trans-
forming in the fundamental representation of SO(1, 1) x SO(5, 3). In the conventions
of this paperﬂ we then have

1
Lhves == 7592 Bri A DBy = V292 Bu N dpo A” N dA
NG

2
- ngZMN B A dppoA” A Xps QAR A AS + 2dyep AM A dAN A dAT

3 3
1
+ ——gdpnn Xow ™M AN A A2 A AR A dAP
2\/59 MNPYOR
1
+ mdeMWXQRMXST PANANASANARNAS A AT (4.16)

*Note that we have multiplied the Lagrangian in [15] by a factor of two.
4Throughout this paper we take, in an orthonormal frame, €jy934 = +1 so that € = vols. We
have assumed that [15] have taken €934 = —1 and then the expression for the topological term

given here agrees with that in [15] up to an overall factor of 2.
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Here the symmetric tensor dynp = dapnrp) has non-zero components

doyn = dyony = dyvo = NMun (4.17)
the antisymmetric tensor ZMN = ZWMN hag components

and the only non-zero components of X ,, NP are given by

P

Xun' = —fun’ - %UMNfP + 5[};4£N] c X' =&, Xou =&Y (4.19)

It is worth noting that after defining the matrices (X)) = X we have
(X, Xyl = —Xun” Xp, by virtue of the quadratic constraints satisfied by the
embedding tensor given in (4.9)).

Shortly it will be useful to note that the two forms only appear in the Lagrangian

in one of the following two combinations

"V By — €Y B 2y, eV By - (4.20)

4.2 Matching

We now match the D = 5 theory of section |3 with the N = 4 gauged theory pre-
sented in the previous subsection. We first discuss the scalar field sector and then

subsequently discuss the gauging and the embedding tensor.

4.2.1 Identifying the scalar fields

We take the generators of SO(5,3) to be given by the 8 x 8 matricesﬂ

(tMN)A B — 611?/[7]BN - 51137]1\/13 ) (4-21>

with 7, non-diagonal, as in (4.5)). In order to parametrise the coset SO(5,3)/(SO(5) x
SO(3)) we exponentiate a suitable solvable subalgebra of the Lie algebra. Following,
for example [18], the three non-compact Cartan generators H " and the twelve positive

root generators, with positive weights under H', are given byﬁ
le\/itw, HQI\/§t277 HSI\/QtZ’)Ba
T = —lag T2:_t367 T° = —t37, T4:t12> T5:t13a T6:t237
T =—tyy, TP = —~toy, T = —tyy, T = —ty5, T" = —tos, T = —t35. (4.22)

®Note that this differs by a factor of two compared with [15] as mentioned in footnote
%To compare with (3.31) of [18] we should make the identifications (7", T2, T%) = (E,*, E,°, E5*),
(T, 1°, 1% = (V2 v, v?), (17, 17°,1°) = (U}, U, U}) and (T, 7", T"?) = (U3, U3, US).
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We note that Tr(T"(T7)") = 26" and Tr(H™H") = 46™" with H™ = (H™)".

To make contact with the scalar fields in the reduced equations of motion of
section [3| we first need an explicit embedding of the coset SL(3)/SO(3) inside
SO(5,3)/(SO(5) x SO(3)). This is conveniently achieved by first defining

H'=H—H', #*=H-H* & =T, &=1° &=T1° (423

as well as #° = —(H' + H? + H*) which commutes with all five of the generators in

(4.23). By introducing six scalar fields ¢; and a; we can consider the coset element

1 S,
— 3 A 1 2 3
V(S) 6\/580 ealé‘ 6a2$ €a35

sV o0 0
0 Iy 0 |, (4.24)
0 0 eV

where the 3 x 3 matrix V parametrises the coset SL(3)/SO(3) in a standard upper
triangular gauge (see appendix :

et efla; €7 (ayay + ag)
V=| 0 e ef2g, . (4.25)
0 0 e 72

Moreover, we can identify the scalar fields in the 3 x 3 matrix 7’ in the reduced

theory of section [3] via
T = (VIV)*P (4.26)

As already anticipated in (3.17)), we next note that the scalar field X, that parametrises
SO(1,1) in the N = 4 theory and the scalar field 5 can be identified with the scalar
fields ¢, A in the reduced theory of section 3] via

03 =3¢ —\, L=e @ (4.27)

Having clarified this embedding we next define the coset element, VV, which parametrises
SO(5,3)/(SO(5) x SO(3)) and incorporates the remaining scalars £* and ¥ of sec-

tion [3] via
V _ V(S)6(5371&0111[)0‘2)7146*(624’1/1&311}(11)’115e(glwaQwag)TG

11,47 12,8 1349 21,10 22,11 2312
VBT VRS vy T® vyt Vet eyttt (4.28)
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4.2.2 The Embedding tensor

We claim that the reduced D = 5 theory of section [3|is an N = 4 gauged supergravity
with gauge group SO(2) x SE(3) C SO(5,3), where SE(3) is the three-dimensional
special Euclidean group. The compact SO(2) x SO(3) subgroup is generated by

g0 =ty5, and gy =t3; —tag, o= —(l36 —t15), @3 =tlag—l17, (4.29)

with e.g. [g1, 82] = g5 and the additional non-compact generators in SFE(3) are given
by

g4 =1la3, 95= —tiz, O =tia- (4.30)
The components of the embedding tensor are specified byﬂ

M=o, £ =2,
f187 = f268 = f376 = \/5, f678 = l\@, (4-31)

along with the fact that fynp = flunve) ¢NF = VPl

and the remaining components
are all zero.

With this specific embedding tensor, we can make two important simplifications
to the N = 4 theory. First, since the two-forms only appear in the combinations

given by (4.20]), we can set the following components to zero
By =0, Boyr—a =0, Boyn=s4a =0, (4.32)

for « = 1,2,3. Second, we can use the gauge transformations given in (4.11)), with
parameters Zj)y—4, Z(1)m=5 t0 set the following components of the gauge fields to

Zero
Awm=1=0, Aqy-—s=0. (4.33)

Having done this we can identify the remaining gauge fields and two-forms of the

N = 4 theory with those of the reduced theory given in section [3| via

Ay = 540, AN =S —1AY) . AT =540, (434)

1
V2 V2

with a = 1,2,3 (and recalling (3.5))) as well as

1

1
By ==L}y, By =—-
()= 5 ="

Ly - (4.35)

If we use (4.6) to move to a basis in which 7,,, is diagonal, then the independent components

aﬁre given by f123 = —%(3+Z)» f_678 = %(3—5)» f_128 = f236 = —f_137 = —%(H' 1) and f_178 = —fzﬁs =
fae7 = %(1 —1). We also note that since §M = 0, the gauged supergravity lies within the class
constructed in [16].
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In particular, the covariant two-form field strengths of the N = 4 theory given in
(4.10]) are related to those of the reduced theory in section 3| via

ey = HFe,  Hiy = 25(Gh), Ly, —F&). (4.36)

Furthermore, the covariant derivative in (4.8)) is given by
D,=V,+g(A.g0+ Ao + Aogy + Ags + o, 94 + A 95 + A g) . (4.37)

With the above identifications of the fields and the given embedding tensor, one
can show that the Lagrangian of the D =5 theory given in (3.18)-(3.22)) is precisely
equivalent to the N = 4 Lagrangian given in —. We have presented a few
details of this calculation in appendix [C]

5 Consistent subtruncations

In this section we explore various consistent subtruncations of the reduced equations
of motion given in (B7)-(B) and (B-11)-([B17).

5.1 Romans’ D =5 SU(2) x U(1) supergravity theory

When | = —1 (i.e. ¥y = H?), we can recover the Romans’ D = 5 SU(2) x U(1)
gauged supergravity theory, maintaining half maximal supersymmetry. The fact that
this must be possible immediately follows from the results of [9].

Specifically, we take
l=-1, A =30, (5.1)

and set all of the remaining scalar fields to their trivial values 7,5 = 6,5, ¥** = 0.

We keep the two-forms and package them into a complex two-form via
Cay = Koy +iKly) . (5.2)
Finally, we set x{;) = 0 and impose
xhiyy = 3¢ eqs, Fly) (5.3)

The field content now consists of a metric, a scalar field ¢, SO(2) x SO(3) ~ U(1) x
SU(2) gauge fields Ay, A?lﬁ) and a complex two-form Cy) which is charged under the
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U(1) gauge field. The truncated equations of motion are given in (B.18)),(B.19)) and
are preciselyﬂ that of Romans’ theory [19] coming from the Lagrangian

[fomans Rvol5 — 300xd¢p A dp — L' %% Fg) A Fray — 5 22<F ) NFy)
— ¢ %C ) ACiay + 515 (Cay A DCiay — C<2) ADC )
+ ¢*(4e % 4 e20¢)vol5 — SFNFS A Ay, (5.4)

and DCyy = dC) — igA(1y) A C(2). We note that this Lagrangian can also be obtained
by directly substituting the ansatz into the D = 5 Lagrangian.

As is well known we can then further truncate Romans’ theory to minimal N = 2,
D = 5 gauged supergravity. In the notation here, this can be achieved by imposing
e'% = 213 setting the two-forms to zero, C(z) = 0, and keeping a single U(1) gauge
field in the diagonal of U(1) x SU(2) via F(IQ) = 2F|y) and F23 F(?’;) = 0. The result-
ing equations of motion arise from the Lagrangian for minimal gauged supergravity

given by
L™ = Rvol; — 32 xFjp) A Figy +3-2%% g*vols — 4Fg) A Foy N Ay (5.5)

It is worth emphasising that these two subtruncations cannot exist when [ = 1,0,
(i.e. Xy = S2,R2). Indeed, if they did exist, then the maximally supersymmetric
solution of these theories would necessarily be associated with a maximally super-
symmetric AdS5 solution of the N =4, D = 5 gauged supergravity theory, which do

not exist, as we show in section

5.2 Various invariant sectors

There are various additional truncations, for all cases [ = 0,£1, that arise from
keeping sectors invariant under various subgroups of SO(2) x SO(3).

5.2.1 SO(3) invariant sector

A simple truncation is to keep only the fields that transform as singlets under SO(3).
Setting h(yy = x(1) = ¢¥* = A% = 0 and T*° = §°° in the D = 5 equations of

motion (B.7)-(B.8) and (B.11))-(B.17)) leads to a consistent set of equation of motion.

The fields kept in this truncation consist of the metric as well as

¢, A, Apy s Ky - (5.6)

8For example, we can compare with section 2 2. of [9] by making the identifications 2 5€ A’B !

27104% Ay = 27%B, Cppy — 2700, ' — 2'3X and g — —2**m

aBy
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It is consistent with the equations of motion to further set the two-forms to zero
K{5 = 0. We note that this truncation cannot be further truncated to minimal

gauged supergravity.

5.2.2 SO(2)r C SO(3) invariant sector

We can slightly extend the truncation just considered, by keeping fields that are
invariant under a subgroup SO(2)r C SO(3). More specifically, we consider an
SO(3) triplet, with index a = 1,2,3 to decompose into a doublet and a singlet of
SO(2) g, with indices @ = 1,2 and o = 3, respectively. The fields that are kept in

this truncation are the metric and

¢ ) A ) A(l) ) KFQ) ) 7;6 - diag(ew, ewa 6_2w) ) was 7A%12) ) Xz())l) ) h??)) : (57)

5.2.3 SO(2) invariant sector

We can also consider the truncation that keeps the fields that are invariant under the
explicit SO(2) factor in SO(2) x SO(3). The fields that are kept in this truncation

are the metric and

gb ) A ) 7:1/3 ) A(l) ) A?{lﬁ) 7X((ll) ) h??)) : (58>

5.3 Diagonal SO(2)p invariant sector

The final subtruncation we consider, again for all cases [ = 0, 1, keeps the sector that
is invariant under an SO(2)p diagonal subgroup of SO(2) x SO(2)r C SO(2) x SO(3)
where SO(2)r C SO(3) was defined in the previous subsection. This is a particularly
interesting truncation since we show that it is consistent with N = 2 supersymmetry.
Specifically we show that we obtain the bosonic sector of an N = 2, D = 5 gauged
supergravity coupled to two vector multiplets, with the two scalars parametrising
the very special real manifold SO(1,1) x SO(1,1), and a single hypermultiplet, with
the four scalars parametrising the quaternionic manifold SU(2,1)/S[U(2) x U(1)].
Furthermore, the gauging is just in the hypermultiplet sector.

In restricting to the SO(2)p invariant fields we should set 1)** = K (2 = 0in
but we can now keep an additional two scalar modes in the ¥** sector with a = 1, 2,

specifically,

1
z

LG L IR (U T B (5.9)
This can be achieved by imposing

Q/}CLQ = _Eab¢b1 ) (510>
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and keeping the fields
Qb ) A ) 7;B - diag(ew, ewa 672w) ) Z* ) A(l) ) A%12) ) X?l) ) h??;) ) (51]‘)
as well as the metric. Note that using (5.10)) we have z' = ¢'!, 2* = ¢)*!. Furthermore,
the covariant derivative acting on z* and the field strengths are now given by
F(Q) = dA(l) y F(122) = dA%IQ) 3 DZG = dZa + geab(_A%IQ) + A(l))zb, (512)

and we notice that 2%, which is a singlet with respect to the diagonal SO(2), is
a doublet of the anti-diagonal SO(2). It is straightforward to show that this is a

consistent truncation of the D = 5 equations of motion (B.7)-(B.8|) and (B.11))-(B.17).

To display the N = 2 structure of the truncated theory, it is convenient, as in
section , to carry out some field redefinitions. We re-define X?1) and h?g) into ¢ and
1y in the following way,

X?l) = dg + gJZ{(l) - 2€abZaDZb )
3 —4A—8¢+2w
xhigy = e NTIUG (5.13)
where
and one can check that these redefinitions are consistent with the equations of motion.
We also replace the three scalar fields {¢, A, w} with {¥,Q, ¢} defined as

3= e (0T Q=" p=A—3¢p—tuw. (5.15)

Y

After substituting these redefinitions into the equations of motion, we find equations

of motion that can be derived from the action with Lagrangian
L = Rvoly — X% Fg) A Flgy — 5«5 A Fl5) — 35°Q7%%G ) A Gy
— 38k dS A dE — Q QA AQ — Ay A Fisy A Gy
— 2xdp Ndp — %64“’*(d§ + 991y — Q€2 D2") A (dE + 91y — 2€,q2°Dz")
—2e**%Dz" A Dz"
+ g29_22_2{2le2‘p§223 — 1M1 = 2272)% — 2670 E0 (272
— 10 + 4057 + 2e7°0% 4 2670’87 — 267(1 - 923)22aza}vol5 . (5.16)
We now recall a general class of N = 2, D = 5 gauged supergravity theories

that are coupled to two vector multiplets and a single hypermultiplet, following [20]
(which generalised [21/24]). The Lagrangian for the bosonic fields can be written

Ly—y = Rvoly — JarxH' AH” = 1g,,xD¢" A D¢¥ — 21=Cpyic A" A FI N FE
— 39xv*Dq* ADq" + LR, (5.17)
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where the scalar potential L’]’\?; is written in appendix @ and
D¢* = d¢* + gA'KT , D¢~ = dg”* + gA'kY , H' = dA" + Lgf, A7 A AR (5.18)

Here AI, with [ = 0,1, 2, label the graviphoton as well as the two vector fields in
the two vector multiplets and ¢, with z,y = 1,2, are the associated two real scalar
fields that parametrise a two dimensional very special real manifold which we take
to be SO(1,1) x SO(1,1). The ¢~, with X =1,...,4, are the four real scalar fields
in the hypermultiplet that parametrise a quaternionic Kahler space, which must be
SU(2,1)/S[U(2) x U(1)]. In the covariant derivatives K7 and ki are each a set of
three Killing vectors on the very special real manifold and on the quaternionic Kéahler
manifold, respectively. The structure constants of the gauge group are given by fx .
We now explain how our truncated Lagrangian ((5.16)) can be cast in this form with
gauging only in the hypermultiplet sector, which moreover is abelian with f; Kl =0.

We start with the vector multiplets. The very special real geometry is deter-
mined by a real, symmetric, constant tensor C;;x which specifies the embedding of
SO(1,1) x SO(1,1) in a three-dimensional space with coordinates h’ via

CIJKhIthK - ]_ . (519)

Defining h; = C; b’ ™ we can define a;,, which provides the kinetic terms for the
vectors in ((5.17)), via
ary = —QC[JKhK+3hIhJ. (520)

Indices can be lowered and raised using a;; and its inverse a'’, and we note in
particular that h; = a; Jh‘]. Moreover, the pull-back of a;; gives the metric for the
scalar fields ¢* via

Guy = 30,07 0,0 ay; . (5.21)

With these definitions in hand we return to the truncated Lagrangian (5.16). We
see that 3, Q parametrise SO(1,1) x SO(1,1) with

V3 I 1 2 —1-1 —1
= — = —(2°, =X Q ", -X7Q .22
COl2 9 ) h’ \/g( ) ) )7 (5 )

and we can identify the vector fields as follows:
Al = (Apy, A, ) — LA . (5.23)

It is then straightforward to show that the first two lines in (5.16)) are precisely the
same form as the first two lines of the N =2, D =5 Lagrangian in (5.17)).
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We next turn to the hypermultiplet. From the third and fourth lines of the
truncated Lagrangian ({5.16]), we identify the coordinates on the quaternionic Kahler

manifold to be
¢ =(p,&2,2%), (5.24)
with associated metric
gxydq¥dg” = 4dp® + 4e*Pd2"dz" + €™ (dE — 2e2°d2")? . (5.25)

This is indeed the homogeneous metric on SU(2,1)/S[U(2) x U(1)] as we explain in
appendix @ This metric includes Killing vectors d; and 220, — 29y, which generate
an SO(2) x R subgroup of SU(2,1). The Killing vectors, k7, that determine the
gauging in are given by the following linear combinations

ko = 2281 — 2182 s kl = l6£ + 2182 — 2281 s kQ = 05 . (526)

To conclude the discussion on supersymmetry, it remains to check that the scalar
potential terms given in the last two lines of the truncated Lagrangian coincide
with ﬁj\?t:Q in . We successfully carry out this check in appendix @

Finally, we note that if we further consistently truncate the theory in by
setting the scalars 2z that are charged under the SO(2) gauge group to zero, as well
as use the non-compact R gauge transformations to set the Stueckelberg scalar £ to
zero, then we obtain H a D = 5 theory which was first constructed in [12]. Thus,
the Lagrangian ([5.16)) comprises the N = 2 supersymmetric completion of the D =5

theory of [12], the existence of which was also conjectured in [12].

6 Some solutions of the D = 5 theory

6.1 Maximally supersymmetric AdS5; vacuum

The maximally supersymmetric AdS5; vacuum solution is obtained by setting | = —1,
taking
S =9,  MN=29, (6.1)

with all other fields trivial, and the AdSs radius squared L* is given by

gL =23, (6.2)

9For example, we can identify the scalar fields here with those in [12] via X = efB/BH‘l, Q=

P72 and o = —(B+ A, 4+ Ay). We should also set p, = 0 in [12].
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By uplifting this solution to D = 7 and then to D = 11, it is straightforward to
see that this is the same AdSs5 solution that was constructed in [8] that is associated
with Mb5-branes wrapping a Riemann surface in a Calabi-Yau two-fold. In particular,
the presence of the spin connection @™ of the Riemann surface in precisely
corresponds to the topological twist associated with such wrapped Mb-branes.
Within the N =4, D = 5 gauged supergravity theory, it is interesting to analyse
the mass spectrum of the linearised perturbations of the fields about this super-
symmetric vacuum. The ¢\ equations of motion are coupled and gives rise to two
scalars with m?L?* = —4,12 and are holographically dual to scalar operators with
A = 2,6. The linearised scalars in 7 are massless and are dual to operators with
A = 4. The six scalars ©*® each have have m”>L®> = 5 and are associated with
scalar operators with A = 5. The two two-forms K, give rise to operators with
A = 3. The vector Ay is dual to a conserved current with A = 3 and the met-
ric is dual to the stress tensor with A = 4. A little work is required to decouple
the linearised hfs), x(1, F, (0‘2? sector. One can first solve the linearised equation (B.8))
to obtain 2% 3gh?3) = —xdx(1 — (9/ 2)ea57*Fg)y. Then the two linearised equations

(B.7)),(B.12)) can be combined into the form
a By\ a 5/3 2«
d*qu) + gd*(Ea,B'yF(Q)) =0, d*dX(1) =—2""g *X(1) (6.3)

corresponding to a triplet of massless vectors, dual to conserved currents with A = 3,
and a triplet of massive vector operators with A = 5.

These operators can be arranged into multiplets of SU(2,2|2). It is helpful to first
identify the operators that survive the truncation to Romans’ theory, as discussed in
section [5.1] These consist of the stress tensor, with A =4, SU(2) x U(1) conserved
currents with A = 3, the two two-forms associated with operators with A = 3 and
the scalar operator (coming from the ¢, A sector) with A = 2. These form the bosonic
operators of the superconformal supermultiplet of SU(2,2|2) that contains the stress
tensor; this multiplet is denoted by A,A5[0; O](Aoi)% in (5.95) of |25].

The remaining operators are a scalar (coming from the ¢, A sector) with A = 6,
five scalars (coming from 7)) with A = 4, six scalars (coming from **) with A =5
and a triplet of vector operators with A = 5. These form the bosonic operators of a
supermultiplet of SU(2,2|2) that is denoted, in the notation of section 4.6 of [25], as
B, B; with superconformal chiral primary [0; 0]34;0) (associated with the five scalars
with A = 4.)

We conclude this subsection by proving that there are no further maximally su-
persymmetric AdSs vacua. In fact, given the gauge group is SO(2) x SE(3), the

results of [10,26] imply that for [ = —1 the above vacuum is necessarily unique. For
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[ =0 and [ = +1, we need to analyse the conditions for maximal supersymmetry
as presented in [10]. Taking into account that [10] worked in a basis in which 7 was

diagonal we first define
FC= P U VY UV N U V),

P = MU vy, (6.4)
where the matrix U was defined in (4.6). Decomposing the A, B, C' indices in a 5+3
split via e.g. A = {m,a} with m € {1,...,5} and a € {6,7,8}, the necessary and
sufficient conditions for supersymmetry are given by £¥ = 0 and in addition

grmgrd—o, M =0,
fmn& =0 ) 6\/523£mn = _emnpqrquT ) (65)
with €™ and f™ not identically zero. Given the embedding tensor coefficients in
(4.31)) and the coset representative in (4.28)) a calculation reveals that the conditions

are indeed satisfied when | = —1 for the above maximally supersymmetric vacuum

and furthermore, they cannot be satisfied when [ = 0, +1.

6.2 Non-supersymmetric AdS; vacua

When [ = +1 there are additional non-supersymmetric AdSs solutions. The first was
first found in [11] and has

™ = 1215 +59V13)"°, '™ =3+ V13, (6.6)
with all other fields trivial, and the AdSs radius squared L? is given by
PL* = S5(=35+ 13V13)/°. (6.7)

It has already been shown in [11] that the linearised perturbations in the ¢, A sector
give rise to modes that violate the BF bound, and hence this solution is unstable.
The second solution, which is new, is found by numerically solving the equations
of motion. It is a solution that lies within the SO(2)p truncation and again has
[ = +1 with
¢ ~ 0.00721714, A~ 0.246758, w ~ —0.107101,
2%2% ~ 0.262789,  ¢°L* ~ 1.26882. (6.8)

Since z“ is non-zero, the solution spontaneously breaks the anti-diagonal SO(2) gauge
group (see (5.12)). By examining the linearised scalar perturbations of ¢, A, w, z*

within the SO(2)p truncation, we find five modes with mass squared, m?, given by

m?L? ~ 30.4342, 22.7531, 9.44854, —6.92312, (6.9)
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as well as zero (associated with the phase of z*). In particular there is a mode which

violates the BF bound m?*L?* > —4 and hence this solution is also unstable.

6.3 Supersymmetric AdS; and AdS, solutions

There are a number of interesting solutions of Romans’ theory that can be uplifted
to D = 11 using the consistent truncation discussed in this paper. In fact these
D = 11 solutions were already discussed in [9], so we shall be brief. From a dual field
theory point of view, the D = 11 solutions describe RG flows of the N = 2 SCFT
in d = 4 that is associated with Mb5-branes wrapping a two-dimensional hyperbolic
spaceF_UI embedded in a Calabi-Yau two-fold, H* C CYs,.

We begin with the supersymmetric black hole solution, numerically constructed in
[27], that flows from the supersymmetric AdSs vacuum in the UV to a supersymmetric
AdS, x H? solution in the IR. The uplifted D = 11 solution [9] describes the RG
flow of the N = 2, d = 4 SCFT after being placed on H® with a topological twist
that preserves 2 of the 8 Poincaré supersymmetries. In the far IR one obtains a
supersymmetric conformal quantum mechanics dual to the AdS, x H® x H? x S*
solution (warped and fibred). This D = 11 AdS, solution is the one found in [2§]
associated with M5-branes wrapping (H> C CY,) x (H® € CY3).

There is also supersymmetric black string solution of Romans theory, numerically
constructed in [8], that flows from the supersymmetric AdSs vacuum in the UV to
an AdS; x H? solution in the IR. The uplifted D = 11 solution [9] describes the RG
flow of the N = 2, d = 4 SCFT after being placed on H? with a topological twist
that preserves, from a d = 2 point of view, (2,2) of the 8 Poincaré supersymmetries.
In the far IR one obtains a d = 2, (2,2) SCFT dual to the AdS; x H*> x H* x §*
solution (warped and fibred). This D = 11 AdS; solution is the one found in [2§]
associated with M5-branes wrapping (H® C CY,) x (H?* C CYs).

There is a different supersymmetric black string solution, which is also a solution of
minimal gauged supergravity [29], that flows from the supersymmetric AdSs vacuum
in the UV to a different AdS; x H* solution in the IR. The uplifted D = 11 solution
[9] describes the RG flow of the N = 2, d = 4 SCFT after being placed on H?
with a topological twist that preserves, from a d = 2 point of view, (0,2) of the 8
Poincaré supersymmetries. In the far IR one obtains a d = 2, (0,2) SCFT dual to
the AdS; x H* x H*> x S* solution (warped and fibred). This D = 11 AdSs solution
is the one found in [30] associated with M5-branes wrapping H> x H?> € C,.

0As already discussed, we can also take discrete quotients of the H 2. We can similarly take

quotients of the H 3, H 2, 5% and R? factors that appear in the discussion below.
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Finally, going back to Romans’ theory there is a one parameter family of super-
symmetric AdSs x M, solutions with M, = H*, R? or S?, depending on the value of
the parameter |19]. Generically, the D = 11 solutions [9] are dual to d = 2 SCFTs
with (0,2) supersymmetry and for a specific value of the parameter includes the
AdS; x H? solution of minimal supergravity discussed in the previous paragraph.
For another specific value one obtains the AdS; x H? solution that is dual to d = 2
SCFTs with (2, 2) supersymmetry, discussed above. Supersymmetric black string so-
lutions, flowing from the supersymmetric AdS; vacuum in the UV to the AdS; x M,
solution in the IR imply that the AdSs; x M, x H? x S* solutions are dual to the
N =2, d =4 SCFT after being placed on M, with a suitable topological twist. Such
black string solutions can be constructed numerically for various values of the pa-
rameter [31], extending{ﬂ the solutions constructed in [33], which suggests that they

probably exist for all values of the parameter.

7 Final comments

The focus of this paper has been to construct a new consistent KK truncation of D =
11 supergravity on ¥, x S* where ¥, = 5%, R* or H?, or a quotient thereof. We have
shown the resulting D = 5 theory is an N = 4 gauged supergravity theory coupled
to three vector multiplets. We have shown that the only maximally supersymmetric
AdSj5 solution (i.e. preserving 16 supersymmetries) of the N = 4, D = 5 theory occurs
for ¥y = H? and uplifts to the AdSs x H* x S* solution of [8], dual to N = 2 SCFTs
in d = 4 (after taking a quotient to get a compact H>/T"). We have also explored
the possibility of whether or not there are additional AdS5 solutions; we have shown
that the theory admits two additional non-supersymmetric solutions which uplift to
AdSs x S* x §* solutions of D = 11, both of which are unstable. It would be of
interest to complete this exploration, using the approach of [34], for example, and,
more generally, investigate other types of solutions of the N = 4, D = 5 gauged
theory.

This work is a natural extension of the consistent KK truncation of D = 11
supergravity on Y3 x S* down to an N = 2 gauged supergravity in D = 4, where
S? R® or X3 = H? (or a quotient thereof) that was presented in [35]. In that case

A class of AdS3 x My solutions D = 5 STU gauged supergravity theory, with three U(1)’s, were
constructed in [32}/33]. These include the one parameter family of solutions to Romans theory [19]
that we are discussing here: for example, in section 3.1 of [33] one can set a; = ay = a, thus setting
two of the gauge fields to be equal, and ¢4 = 0. The parameter a can be related to the parameter

x in section 3.4 of [9] via a = —lx/(4x — 1).
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the fibration of the S* over Y, is associated with Mb5-branes wrapped on a special
Lagrangian X5 in Calabi-Yau three-fold. It is clear that for each of the different cases
of M5-branes wrapping different supersymmetric cycles ¥, studied in [28,130] there
will be an associated consistent KK truncation on ¥, x $* and it would be interesting
to work out the details. It would also be interesting to examine our result, as well
these generalisations, using the perspective of generalised geometry along the lines
discussed in, for example, [6,36,37]. In particular this should provide a succinct way
of determining the specific gauged supergravity theory that should arise. In fact for
the case we have considered in this paper, we have been informed that this will be

discussed in [38], finding the same gauging that we have here.
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A Equations of motion of D = 7 gauged super-
gravity

The equations of motion for D = 7 gauged supergravity arising from (2.1 are given
by

DS;LJ) == gT *S] + lﬁmljélF(jzl'h N F];'M y

D(T;' 17! *F&%) = =29 T+ DTy = § €ipigig Fi* A T

i3]

*5(93) Sé) A st) )
D(T3'D(Ty;) ) = 26*(2T T — Ty Ej)vol7 o T T # B A FE + Ty xSk A Sl
~ 15, [2g2 (2Ti,€Ti,€ _ (Tm»)2> voly + Tk Ty «FE A FEY 4+ Ty 5K, A ng)] L (A

and

Ry, = {15 T DuTD, T + § T3 T iy FLY 4 T35S,,, 50 +

4%k Sl 175 pp1p2

X, (A2)

1og/w
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where

X = 3T T F M0 — ATS0 L S0P 12V (A.3)

P1P2 1j*~ p1p2p3

We note that a typo in [14] has been fixed in the last equation of (A.1)).

B Consistency of the truncation

We substitute the ansatz for the D = 7 fields given in (3.1)-(3.4) into the equations
of motion for D = 7 gauged supergravity given in (A.1)-(A.2)). In carrying out the

computations it is useful to note that for the scalars we have
DT™ = —6e~PdNe"
DT™ — ¢4 (64,\(7—w1)a _ 6_6)‘1/Ji> e —g (€4A(7—w2)a _ 6—6)\¢i> b
DT = ¢ (4aXT* + DT | (B.1)

where DT,5 = dT,5 + gA?IV)’Tw + gA?l'y)’Ew. Furthermore, for the gauge fields we

deduce

F(Q)— (l-l/] ) éa/\éb+€abF(2),
Fiy = Dy' A& — Dy* A e,

F (05? = Flgy +2g(¢"p" 9" )vol(S,) (B.2)
where we have defined
0‘5 = dA® £ gAY A AP
Foy =dAg) +9Aq) AN Ay,
Dl/Jaa =dy* + gA waﬁ +gA 1)6ab1/1b°‘ (B.3)

Similarly, for the three-form we have

DSfyy = (DK () — g *hs)) A e® — (DKl — > hs) A ee’,

DSf) = Dh(g) (Dx(y + 2ge“”w“0‘f(§g)) Avol(%,), (B.4)
where we have defined

DKy = dKfy) + ge™ Ay A Ky

Dh{yy = dhs) + gAY A hg) ,

Dx(y = dx(ny + gA?f) A X(1) : (B.5)
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Finally, for the metric sector, we use the orthonormal frame ™ = ¢ **¢™ m =1, ...,5

and e” = €*°e*, @ = 1,2 and find that the D = 7 Ricci tensor has components

Ram - 07
Ry = ¢ (=39%6 + 1% ) by (B.6)

where R ) is the Ricci tensor for the D = 5 metric dsz = e"&" in (3.1) and we used
R((lb =1g° 6ab, where Rab is the Ricci tensor for ds*(X,) = éaéa.

B.1 D = 5 Equations of motion

The equations of motion for the three-form in (A.1)) give rise to

ax a —6A—2¢ ab b 1 ab ba B
— gy = —ge €x K (o) + 5€ap,€" DY™A F(Q;,
Dhgg) = ge" (T x)" + $€apr Fla) A Floy s (B.7)

as well as
Dx(yy + 296"y Kiyy = g™ % (Thg))*
+ gy (DU A DU + L9l = V) + ge™ "W Fy ) . (B.S)
It is helpful to note that when g # 0 these imply

D( —6)\—2¢*KE1)) _ F(2) A K( ) — €abowa A h(3) 4)\—12¢€abwba*(7-x(1))a,
D(P 1204 “(Txw)") :F(Oé/;ﬂ’ Ah?s)» (B.9)

and also

+2ge” TP NG (B.10)

where we used 1 aﬁng A F(ﬂ; =0.
We next con81der the gauge field equations of motion in (A.1}). When the indices
(k,1) = (a,b) and (k,l) = («, 5) we find

d(elz’\+4¢*F(2)) — 9ge” 6+2X ab(T ¢)aa*owa + 1 4A+8¢> a,B'yF(a/B A *(Th )
+g€4)\ 12¢€aﬁﬁy(€abwaawbﬁ)*( X(l)) + K(2) A K(2) =0, (B.ll)
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and
D(T i Tgy €' % F ) — 4ge™ (T Dy™ + 2T, 1+ DTy,
+ €apy |91 — VP)eN T (Tx )T + €5 Flgy A#(Theg)” — 2e~ P2 Dy™ A *K&)}

+2h3 A Xl =0, (B.12)

respectively. When the indices (k,[) = (a, «) we get
D(62A76¢7;231*D¢a,8> = gZ |:268)\16¢6ab€cd<wb7~1¢d)(7-l¢>ca

. 612)\ 16¢)( ¢ )¢aa te —10¢ ( 10)\(7~¢)aa . 2¢aa + 6710/\(7~fl¢)aa> :|V015

A— ab b A— a « ab 1-b
+ €y < e © 2¢F(ﬁ; €x K (p) — et 12‘15*(7‘)((1))7 A D ﬂ) +higy A€V Koy =0.
(B.13)

Continuing, we now consider the equations of motion for the scalar fields in (A.1]).

From the (7, j) = (a,b) components, we obtain:

d(*d)\) L 4¢+12)\*F( 2) A F( 2 — _68<Z>+4)\*ha (Th(g))a . 3_1064/\712(25*X?1) A (TX(l))a

1 2)\ 6(]5 ax aB 1 4¢ 8\ 1 8 «
— LA 00Tl Dy A Dip Tod Top *E N

+ e TRy A Ky + g

%6—10¢ (6—10A(w7-—1w) _ 610)\(¢T@D))

- %B_M) <2€8)\TI‘(7-2> — N7 + 6_2’\Tr’7'>

a1 ey %e—&—m%“becd(wT—le)(M‘W)] vol; =0.  (B.14)
From the (7, j) = (o, ) components, we obtain

D(To ' #DTyg) + 2627 (37,105, = T2, s ) DU A DY

—ge Y (37;_717;)51%5 - 751712515045) +Fy) A Fiy

= 3 (3T, 80— Toy0s ) sy ARGy — 3¢ (8T5000, = Toylas ) ) A Xy

+9 {% 0 3TN T )y — 36 M (T — e WT )00 + € (T )0

+ % [268’\Tr(7' )00 — €NTYT) 605 — 26 TrT 6,45

6™ (T2) 5 + 3¢ TrT T + 66_2)‘7;5]

— 4TI ST T e — T T O <e%%""><éd¢cpwd5>}vols =0.  (B.15)
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The equations of motion for the scalar fields with mixed components (7, j) = (a, @)
are trivially satisfied.

Finally, we consider the reduction of the Einstein equations (A.2)). From the (a, b)
components, we obtain

(*d¢) 1 12)\+4¢*F(2) A F(Q) + L 2)\—6¢7——1*Dwa()¢ A Dwaﬁ

1 —8)\+4¢ le% Jé] —6A—2¢
_60 7;5 vp *F(P)y/\F(g 6 *K()/\K&)

+ e T A (Txa)® — 11564A+8¢*h"‘ A (Th)”

+g {é P (fMWTY) =20 +v) + e MWT ) + 2T (102
e (26 TH(T?) = ¢ (THT ) — e 2T
T ><wa‘1wd>}vol5 ~0. (B.16)

From the (m,n) components we find that the D = 5 Ricci tensor must satisfy
RE) =30V,,6V,¢ + 30V, AV, A\ + YT 1D, T3, D, Tha
+ 56 (Bl (Fiap)a' = ggmn<F<2>>ls<F@>>“)
N (i ()l = Egmn (Bl (K)")
—8A+4 le% o s
4TS (S (D = 9 (FEI(FE)")
+ TG (Dt D) + 26 0 ) T )
4T (05 s ()l = B () i ()™ )
+ gzgmn{%e_4¢ (268’\Tr(7'2) — SNTYT)? — 46_2’\Tr7'>
+ é€12)\—16¢(l _ ¢2)2 + %6—8)\—16¢€ab€cd(wa7-—lq/}0)(wa—l,l?Z)d)
=17 (204 07) = P WTY) — e P@T ') } : (B.17)

The mixed (ma) components are trivially satisfied.
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B.2 Subtruncation to Romans’ theory

If we consider the subtruncation considered in section [B.1lthen we find that the D =5

equations of motion given in (B.7)-(B.8) and (B.11)-(B.17)) boil down to
DCyy = @'96720%(3(2) ,
40¢ _ ap af 7
d(@ *F(2)> = — %F@) /\F(Q) —C(Q)/\C(Q),

—20¢ B\ _ af
D (e7Fg)) == Fi A Foy.
d*d¢ = 3—10640¢*F(2) VAN F(g) - %6_20¢*€(2) AN C(Q) >

— %eiQOd’*Fé? A F(OQ‘? — %92 <€20¢ — 2671%’) vols , (B.18)

and
Ry = 300V,,6V,,¢ + £ ((F(2))ml(F(2)>nl - %gmn(F@))zs(F@))ls)
+ e ((F(Oﬁ)ﬁ)mz(Fé)ﬂ)nl - %gmn(F(aQ?)ls(Fé)ﬁ)ls> — 39" Gmn (46_1% + 62O¢>
7% ((C)onn €y = 59mn(C)isC))") - (B.19)

In these expressions we have Cy) = K(lg) + iK(ZQ) with DCyy = dCg) — igA(y A Cig).-

These equations of motion can be derived from the Lagrangian given in ([5.4]).

C Matching with N = 4 supergravity

We present a few formulae which are helpful in explicitly matching the reduced D = 5
theory of section [3| with those of N =4, D = 5 gauged supergravity theory that was
discussed in section [4.1]

We begin by clarifying the parametrisation of the SL(3)/SO(3) coset that we
used in The generators for the Lie algebra of SL(3) are given by

1 0 0 00 O
h’l == 0 -1 0 5 h2 - 01 0 )
0 0 O 00 —1
010 000 0 01
ee=100 0|, e=]1001}|, es=10 0 0],
0 00 000 0 00
0 0O 0 00 0 00
fi=110 0|, fo=]1000|, fz=(000 (C.1)
0 00 010 100
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The coset element can then be represented in an upper triangular gauge via

_ p1hiteohs jaie; jases jazes
V=e e e %2e ,

et ela; e (ajay + as)

_ Pa—p Pa—p

= 0 e e a, . (C.2)
0 0 e 72

Next, turning to the SO(5,3)/(SO(5) x SO(3)) coset element V, given in (4.28)),
we find that the Maurer-Cartan one-form, which takes values in the solvable Lie
algebra, has the form
av-v'=
\%d(plffl + \%dg@%ﬂ + \%d(pg%ﬁ' + 17%2da, £ + 2N dayE2 + 9172 (dag + ardas)E?
e P2 X et (L X2, XT 4 e (X 4 0y X (a3 + aga0) X)TO
+ \/567@17@36&&111—(7 + \/56(,0174,027@3(d¢12 . ald@ZJll)TS + \/564,027903 (d¢13 o a3d¢11 o a2dw12)T9
+ \/ie—gol—g%delTlO + \/§e¢1—gp2—g03 (deQ o a1d¢21>T11 + \/56502—303 (deS . a3d2/121 - anw22)T127

(C.3)
where
X = dE* + o5, 0™ dip™ . (C.4)
We can decompose the Maurer-Cartan one-form as
av-v'i=pP'+Q, (C.5)

where Q° lies in the Lie algebra of SO(5) x SO(3) (the antisymmetric part of the
one-form) and P° lies in the complement (the symmetric part of the one-form). We

can then calculate
%*dMMN A dMMY = —%Tr(*PO AP,
1
= =TV VA Y-V 4 @V ), (C6)

and we obtain the kinetic terms for the scalars as in ([3.19)), without yet incorporating
the gauging. To incorporate the latter we use the covariant derivative given in (4.37))
which we write as D = d + g2 with

A= A,go+ A9+ Algy + Abgs + A, g4 + A, 95 + A, 9 - (C.7)

We can then decompose DV-V~! = P + Q as above. In particular we have P =
PO+ g(v-A- V71)50(573)/(50(5)XSO(g)), where the last term is in the Lie algebra com-
plementary to that of SO(5) x SO(3). We find that the gauged scalar kinetic terms
in are obtained precisely after calculating —%Tr(*P AP).
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We can write the matrix M,y in (4.3) in the explicit form

e 2ot e s L. ST e 2Ty
Myny=1 8.7 8. 7.8 +1,, e S . T L y4+S
€—2<p3yT_7~—1 6—2<p3yT_7~—1 ST + ST 6—2¢3yT_7-—1 Ly +ST S+ 62<p37—
(C.8)
where
S =V,
Vop = €ap,& + 18580 . (C.9)

To calculate the N = 4 scalar potential E’]’\?;, given in (4.14)), with the embedding

tensor given in (4.31)), we find the following non-vanishing contributions
- %fMNPfQRSZJ (%MMQMNRMPS _ %MMQUNRHPS i %nMQnNRnPS>
_ _%61%—16@5([ Lt %€_4¢+8>\[(TI"T)2 —OTY(T)]
_ LN ()
- %fMN@DQE4 (MMPMNQ — nMPnNQ)
_ _6—10¢—10,\<¢7-—1¢) _ 6—8/\—16¢€ab€cd(d)a7——lwc>(z/}bT—lwd)7 (C.10)

and
B 1
3v2

where in the last expression we have utilised the definition (4.7). Summing these
contributions we find that the N = 4 scalar potential Eﬁ‘,’;l in (4.14)) precisely gives

pot

FrunporEMMNPOR = 917100 1 9671002 4 9™y T (C.11)

the scalar potential £ of the reduced theory, given in (3.20)).

Turning now to the vectors, using the identification of the field strengths given in
as well as , the kinetic terms of the vectors of the N = 4 theory, Lh_,,
given in , exactly reproduce the kinetic terms of the vectors in the reduced
theory, £, given in . We next compare the topological parts of the Lagrangians.
We find that the non-zero contributions to Lx_,, given in (£.16)), are (up to a total
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derivative),

[ vIY
V2

?dM wp AN AN N AP = —dler) — AR A dAG) A Agy

——gd i Xor ™M AV A A A AR A dAT =

2f
— 39€apy L) — LAQ)) A AT A AL A Ag,

— Geapy Al N ) — 11Afl)] A dA(l) ANAy . (C.12)

Combining these expressions we recover the topological Lagrangian £ of the reduced

theory given in ((3.22)).

D Matching the SO(2)p truncation with N =
supergravity

We begin by discussing the quaternionic Kéhler manifold SU(2,1)/S[U(2) x U(1)]
(see e.g. [39,140]). An element U of SU(2,1) obeys U'nUU = 1 where we take 7 to
have signature (—, —,+). A convenient choice of the generators, satisfying nT" = T’y
is given by

T; = {1, Ag, Az, Agy Ay, G5, 16, A7 ) (D.1)

where \; are the standard Gell-Mann matrices. To construct a convenient coset
representative we utilise one non-compact Cartan generator, h, along with three

positive root generators, (74,74, 73), given by

1 0 0 0 00 010 0 01

h=1]10 0 0 , =10 0 1], 7r,=10 0 0], r3=10 0 0

0 0 —1 0 00 0 00 0 00
(D.2)

The coset representative is then defined as

1 2
V= eaph€2z r1+22"ro+Erg (D?))

)

with an associated Maurer-Cartan one-form given by

AV -V = dph + 2¢?(dz'ry + d2Pry) + €% (d¢ — 22'dz? + 222dzl) rs. (D.4)
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We can then calculate
Te [+(dV - VYA @V -V 4 @V - V*l)T] = gyyrdg® Ndg¥,  (D.5)
where the quaternionic Kéhler metric is given by
gxydq dq” = 4dp® 4+ 4e*dz"dz" 4 e (dE — 2e,,2"d2")?, (D.6)

with ¢* = (p,¢, 2", 2%).
In order to display the quaternionic Kahler structure, we can introduce the fol-

lowing vierbein
fr=2dp, f*=e(dé —2ep2"d2"), f*=2ePdz", f*=2ePd:?, (D.7)

with associated spin connection, satisfying df* + wé) s A f% =0, given by

Wy = [(2M21 + ]\434),702 + (M3 + M24)f3 + (Mg + M32)f4] ; (D.8)

1
2
where M,,, = E,,,, — E,,,, are the generators of SO(4) ~ SU(2) x Sp(2), with E,,,

a 4 X 4 matrix with 1 in the m,n position and zeroes elsewhere. To proceed we

—17

explicitly extract the SU(2) factor by defining the matrices [; = —n' and I, = —7",
where 7, 7 are the 't Hooft symbols. Explicitly, we have

I = My + Mgy, Iy= My + Mz, I3= My + M,s,
I, = My + My, Iy=DMy+ My, I3= M+ M, (D.9)

which satisfy [I;, ;] = 2¢;,1y, [I;, I;] = 2¢,,1, and [I;, I;] = 0. The spin connection

can then be written as
iy = Shf? — Hhf SR AL (010

and we denote the SU(2) component, generated by the I;, as & = (%f4, —1p3 1)

The curvature 2-form for the metric is given by
Rey = {I5(f2 + %) = 3L(f7 = ) + SR + 12) + 3% = 7Y, (D.11)
where f7 = f' A f7, and as a result we identify the SU(2) factor as
R': %l(f14+f237f24 . f137f12 +f34>- (D].2>

It is straightforward to calculate the Ricci tensor and we find that the metric is

Einstein with Ryy = —%gxy.
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The SU(2) part of the curvature 2-form is related to the triplet of complex struc-
tures via Ryy = —Z—lljxy (as in e.g. B.70 of |41]). After raising an index via

J, v = J. vz 927 we explicitly find

0 —4e ¢t 0 —2e¢ ¥
oy 1 0 2e¥ > —e”
(J)x =5 2\2 - 2 ’
2 0 4e” (z ) +4e” % —2e%z 0
2e¥ S 2e% 21 0
0 —4e %2 2e ¥ 0
(), = 0 —2¢%2! 0 —e”
X —2e¥ —4e¥ 2t 0 —2e922 ’
0 4e? (z1)2 +4e% 0 2¢% 2
0 —4e™* 0 0
1 e 0 0 0
Iy == , D.13
O =3 | yaes o (D13

—2e%°0 422 2 0

and one can check that J'.J7 = —§7 + 9% J*,

We are now ready to show that the scalar potential terms in the SO(2)p truncated
theory are consistent with N = 2 supersymmetry. The scalar potential terms
in the general N = 2, D = 5 gauged supergravity Lagrangian (with no tensor

multiplets and no FI terms) are given by
L = 4g*(4P- P —2P" - B, — 2W,W* — 2N, N (D.14)

Lets discuss each of these terms. The first two terms involve the moment maps for
the Killing vectors kj- defined via

1o

The terms appearing in the scalar potential are then determined by

P=1lp, P =1ipp, (D.16)

N |
Il
N

where
hi = —V30,h", (D.17)

and indices are raised and lowered using the metrics g,,, and a;; given in ([5.20)),(5.21]).
For the explicit Killing vectors of the metric given by

ko = 2281 — 2182, kl = lag —+ 2162 — 2261 s kQ = 85, (D18>
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we find

B = (—Qe‘pzl, —2e¥2% —1+ 62“02%“) ,
P, = (26“"21, 2e%2%, 1+ %ew (1—222%)) ,
P, = (0,0, %) . (D.19)

We next note that without tensor multiplets we have
W= -3f ,"n'n'hi, (D.20)

where f;,/ are the structure constants for the gauging. For our gauging we have
fr," =0 and hence W* = 0. The final terms in the scalar potential are given by

NN = 2k gy BTEY (D.21)

— 16

After explicitly evaluating the terms in (D.14]) using the ingredients in this appendix

as well as those in section we precisely recover the scalar potential terms in ((5.16)).
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