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Abstract

We investigate the near-horizon geometry of supersymmetric extremal black
holes in 6-dimensional gauged supergravity. We solve the Killing spinor equations
along the lightcone and establish the independent differential and algebraic con-
ditions which are given as the naive restriction of the KSEs on §. By analyzing
the global properties of the Killing spinors, we prove that the near-horizon ge-
ometries undergo a (super)symmetry enhancement. This follows from generalized
Lichnerowicz-type theorems for the zero modes of the Dirac operator and an in-
dex theory argument. We also prove that horizons with non-trivial fluxes admit an
s[(2,R) symmetry group.
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1 Introduction

The enhancement of (super)symmetry near to brane and black hole horizons is well known.
In the context of branes, many solutions are known which exhibit supersymmetry en-
hancement near to the brane [I, 2]. For example, the geometry of D3-branes doubles
its supersymmetry to become the maximally supersymmetric AdS5 x S° solution. The
bosonic symmetry of the near-horizon region is given by SO(2,4) x SO(6). Similarly for
the M2- and M5 branes, we have an AdS; x S” near-horizon geometry for the M2 and
a AdS; x S* for the M5. Both these near-horizon geometries have enhanced supersym-
metry and allow for 32 real supercharges. The M2-brane has a bosonic symmetry group
SO(2,3) x SO(8) while the M5-branes near-horizon geometry has SO(2,6) x SO(5).

Black hole solutions are also known to exhibit supersymmetry enhancement; for exam-
ple the R x SO(3) isometry group of the Reissner-Nordstrém black hole in the extremal
near-horizon limit enhances to SL(2,R) x SO(3) with near-horizon geometry AdSy x S2.
In addition, viewing the extreme Reissner-Nordstrém black hole as a solution of the
N = 2,D = 4 minimal supergravity, the N = 4 supersymmetry of the solution also
enhances to N = 8 near the horizon. Other black hole solutions which exhibit (su-
per)symmetry enhancement include the five-dimensional BMPV black hole 3] [4] [5]. The
essential features of this (super)symmetry enhancement mechanism have been described
in the form of the horizon conjecture.

This phenomenon played a crucial role in the early development of the AdS/CFT
correspondence [6]. Further recent interest in the geometry of black hole horizons has
arisen in the context of the BMS-type symmetries associated with black holes, following
[7, 8, @, 10]. In particular, the analysis of the asymptotic symmetry group of Killing
horizons was undertaken in [I1]. In that case, an infinite dimensional symmetry group is
obtained, analogous to the BMS symmetry group of asymptotically flat solutions.

The black hole horizon topology is important in establishing black hole uniqueness
theorems. In D = 4 these imply that the Einstein equations admit a unique class of
asymptotically flat black hole solutions, parametrized by (M,Q,J). A key step is to
establish the horizon topology theorem, which proves that the event horizon of a stationary
black hole must have S? topology [12]. This relies on the Gauss-Bonnet theorem applied
to the 2-manifold spatial horizon section, and therefore does not generalize to higher
dimensions. Indeed, the first example of how the classical uniqueness theorems break
down in higher dimensions is given by the five-dimensional black ring solution [13| [14].
There exist black ring solutions with the same asymptotic conserved charges as BMPV
black holes, but with a different horizon topology. Even more exotic solutions in five
dimensions are now known to exist, such as the solutions obtained in [I5], describing
asymptotically flat black holes which possess a non-trivial topological structure outside
the event horizon, but whose near-horizon geometry is the same as that of the BMPV
solution.

The understanding of supersymmetric black holes is facilitated by the recent progress
that has been made towards understanding the geometry of all supersymmetric back-
grounds of supergravity theories. In particular, we shall exploit the fact that an extremal
black hole has a well-defined near-horizon limit which solves the same field equations as
the full black hole solution. We shall consider the validity of the following conjecture



concerning the properties of regular near-horizon geometries, in N = (1,0), D = 6 super-
gravity, for which all fields are smooth and the spatial cross section of the event horizon,
S, is smooth and compact without boundary:

e the number of Killing spinors N, N # 0, of Killing horizons in supergravity is given
by

N =2N_ + Index(Dg) , (1.1)

where N_ € N5y and Dg is a Dirac operator twisted by a vector bundle F, defined
on the spatial horizon section &, which depends on the gauge symmetries of the
supergravity theory in question,

e that horizons with non-trivial fluxes and N_ # 0 admit an s[(2, R) symmetry sub-
algebra.

Establishing the horizon conjecture relies on establishing Lichnerowicz-type theorems
and an index theory argument. A similar analysis has been conducted for ITA, Ro-
man’s Massive ITA and IIB, D = 5 gauged with vector multiplets and D = 4 gauged
[16], 17, 18, 19 20, 21]. We shall also establish the s[(2,R) symmetry algebra for near-
horizon geometries. In general we find that the orbits of the generators of sl(2,R) are
3-dimensional, though in some special cases they are 2-dimensional. In these special cases
the geometry is a warped product AdS; x,, S. The properties of AdS, and their relation-
ship to black hole entropy have been examined in [22, 23]. Our result, together with those
of our previous calculations, implies that the s[(2, R) symmetry is a universal property of
supersymmetric black holes.

Another important observation in the study of black holes is the attractor mechanism
[24]. This states that the entropy is obtained by extremizing an entropy function which
depends only on the near-horizon parameters and conserved charges, and if this admits a
unique extremum then the entropy is independent of the asymptotic values of the mod-
uli. In the case of 4-dimensional solutions the analysis of [25] implies that if the solution
admits SO(2,1) x U(1) symmetry, and the horizon has spherical topology, then such a
mechanism holds. In D = 4,5 it is known that all known asymptotically flat black hole so-
lutions exhibit attractor mechanism behaviour which follow from near-horizon symmetry
theorems [26] for any Einstein-Maxwell-scalar-CS theory. In particular, a generalization
of the analysis of [25] to five dimensions requires the existence of a SO(2,1) x U(1)?
symmetry, where all the possibilities have been classified for D = 5 minimal ungauged
supergravity [27]. Near-horizon geometries of asymptotically AdS5 supersymmetric black
holes admitting a SO(2,1) x U(1)? symmetry have been classified in [28,29]. It remains to
be determined if all supersymmetric near-horizon geometries fall into this class. There is
no general proof of an attractor mechanism for higher dimensional black holes (D > 5) as
it depends largely on the properties of the geometry of the horizon section e.g for D = 10
heterotic, it remains undetermined if there are near-horizon geometries with non-constant
dilaton ®.

We can obtain N = (1,0), D = 6 supergravity coupled to matter multiplets by re-
ducing type IIB supergravity on 7% or Kj; a large number of six dimensional gauged
supergravities has been constructed [30), 31], B2, B33, 34]. Such chiral supergravities with 8
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supersymmetries give rise to a small cosmological constant when compactified to D = 4 via
the vacuum solution R x S%; which has motivated the study of the theory [39, 40} 411 [42].
Starting from a minimal model from Einstein-Maxwell supergravity and an exponential
potential for the dilaton from the gauging of the U(1)-R-symmetry; the bosonic fields in
addition to the metric are the 2-form By, dilaton ® and Maxwell gauge field A(;y. For
this theory the only possibility for a maximally-symmetric solution turns out to be the
same as the Minkowski vacuum without the need for any apparant fine tuning.

In six dimensions, (1,0) near horizon geometries have been classified in minimal (un-
gauged) supergravity [43] with either RM x T4 RM x K3 or AdS; x S3. When coupled
to an arbirary number of tensor and hypermultiplets [44], the near horizon geometry is
locally AdS3 x 33 where 33 is a homology 3-sphere or RV x 8* where S§* is a 4-manifold
whose geometry depends on hypermultiplet scalars. The near horizon geometries pre-
serving 8 supersymmetries are locally isometric to either AdSs x S® or RM x T*. When
the hypermultiplets are zero [45], it yields near horizon geometries locally given by those
classified in the minimal theory. These near horizon geometries also follow from uplifting
a 5d solution. The most studied case is the 6d BPS black string with horizon S x §3
and near horizon geometry AdSs; x S3, arising from the uplift of both a 5d spherical black
hole and the 5d black ring.

In this paper, we shall be focusing on the simplest example in D = 6, for which the
field content comprises a graviton multiplet with bosonic fields (garn, Bji;x) and chiral
(complex) gravitino superpartner s, a tensor multiplet with bosonic field B}, and
chiral spin-1/2 superpartner y and a vector multiplet with bosonic field Ay, and chiral
superpartner A [35] [46]. We shall investigate the mechanism by which supersymmetry is
enhanced for supersymmetric extremal black hole near-horizon geometries in both gauged
and ungauged N = (1,0), D = 6 supergravity. Analysis and solutions of the KSEs of
6-dimensional supergravities have been investigated before in various cases [46), [43], 44, 47,
48, 149, [50].

Unlike most previous investigations of near horizon geometries, e.g [51], 52 (53] [43],
we do not assume the vector bilinear matching condition, which is the identification of
the stationary Killing vector field of a black hole with the vector Killing spinor bilinear;
in fact we prove this is the case for the theories under consideration. In particular, we
find that the emergence of an isometry generated by the spinor, from the solution of the
KSEs, is proportional to Killing vector which generates the Killing horizon. Thus previous
results which assumed the bilinear condition automatically follow for the theory that we
consider. By analysing the conditions on the geometry, we are also able to eliminate
certain solutions.

We will assume that the black hole event horizon is a Killing horizon. Rigidity theo-
rems have been constructed which imply that the black hole horizon is Killing for both
non-extremal and extremal black holes, under certain assumptions, have been constructed,
e.g. [54l 55 56, [57]. The assumption that the event horizon is Killing enables the intro-
duction of Gaussian Null co-ordinates [58, 55] in a neighbourhood of the horizon. The
analysis of the near-horizon geometry is significantly simpler than that of the full black
hole solution, as the near-horizon limit reduces the system to a set of equations on a
co-dimension 2 surface, &, which is the spatial section of the event horizon.

The new Lichnerowicz type theorems established in this paper are of interest because



they have certain free parameters appearing in the definition of various connections and
Dirac operators on §. Such freedom to construct more general types of Dirac operators
in this way is related to the fact that the minimal set of Killing spinor equations consists
not only of parallel conditions on the spinors but also certain algebraic conditions. These
algebraic conditions do not arise in the case of D = 11 supergravity. Remarkably, the
Lichnerowicz type theorems imply not only the parallel transport conditions but also the
algebraic ones as well. The solution of the KSEs is essential to the investigation of geome-
tries of supersymmetric horizons. We show that the enhancement of the supersymmetry
produces a corresponding symmetry enhancement, and describe the resulting conditions
on the geometry.

The content in this paper is organised in the following way. In section 2, we state the
key properties for N = (1,0), D = 6 gauged supergravity. We give the bosonic part of
the action, the field equations and the fermionic supersymmetry variations (the vanishing
of which are the KSEs). In section 3, we state the near-horizon data and solve the
KSEs by appropriately decomposing the gauge fields and integrating along two lightcone
directions. and we identify the independent KSEs. In section 4 we present some details
of the calculations used to find the minimal set of independent KSEs on the spatial
horizon section. In section 5, we establish a generalized Lichnerowicz-type theorem in
order to show the, on spatial cross-sections of the event horizon, the zero modes certain
Dirac operators 2™*) are in a 1-1 correspondence with the Killing spinors. In section
6, we prove the supersymmetry enhancement, and we analyse the relationship between
positive and negative lightcone chirality spinors which gives rise to the doubling of the
supersymmetry. We also prove that horizons with non-trivial fluxes admit an sl(2,R)
symmetry subalgebra.

In appendix A, we state the supersymmetry conventions. In appendix B, we state the
spin connection and the Ricci curvature tensor. In appendix C, we state the independent
horizon Bianchi identities and field equations. In section D, we state the independent
horizon Bianchi identities and field equations for the gauge decomposition given in section
3.

2 N =(1,0), D =6 gauged supergravity

In this section we will review the basics of the N = (1,0), D = 6 gauged supergravity
from [35] [46]. It is a chiral theory with 8 real supersymmetries with the U(1)-R symmetry
gauged. The fermions carry the doublet index of the R-symmetry group Sp(1)g. All the
fermions are chiral, which means I'yA = &\ where I', = I'g---I'5. We can choose the plus
sign and hence consider left handed spinors. We have the following multiplets,

(em®, ¥m, Biyn) graviton
(., x, Byw) tensor /dilaton
(Anar, A) U(1)-vector (2.1)

Where B* gives rise to self dual/anti-self dual 3-form field strengths. A,y are spin—%
particles, ¥, is the spin—% gravitino, A, is the vector gauge field from the U(1) symmetry



and @ is a dilaton. The Lagrangian is given by,
L=Rx1-— Z*dq)/\dq)— 56 H(3) /\H(g) — 562 *F(g) /\F(g) —8g°e 2 x1 (2.2)
The field strengths F{y) and H s are defined by,
Foy = dAq
1
Hg = dBe+ 5k AN (2.3)

These give rise to the Bianchi identities dF(o) = 0 and dH ) = %F(g) A Floy which in
coordinates can be expressed as,

BFynp = ViuEnp =0

3
BHMNPQ = V[MHNPQ} - Z [MNFPQ} =0 (24)

Now we will give the field equations for the bosonic fields. The Einstein equation is given
by,

1 1 1
Eyn = Run— ZVMq)VN(I) - 56% (FMPFNP - nggMN)

1 1 _®
- 16’@ (HMPQHNPQ — éHngN) — 2g°%e ggMN =0 (2.5)
The dilaton field equation,

1 1
Fo=VMV,d— ie%ﬁ — e H 8g%¢7 =0 (2.6)

and the field equations for the fluxes,

d(e% * F(g)) = % H(3) N F(2) (27)

d(e®xHg) = 0 (2.8)
In coordinates these can be expressed as,

FHyn = VPHynp+ HynpVE® =0

1 1
FEy = VVFyn+ §FMNVN® + §FNPHMNP =0 (2.9)

The KSEs are given as the vanishing of the supersymmetry transformations of the fermionic
fields,

1
Sty = Dye = (VM —igAn + 4—86% H]J{,PQFNPQFM)e =0 (2.10)



1
Ix =Ae = (FNVN(I)—ée?H;,PQFNPQ)e:O (2.11)

e

SA=Fe = <ei’FNMrNM — 8ige” )e =0 (2.12)
where € is the supersymmetry parameter which from now on is taken to be a commuting
symplectic Majorana-Weyl spinor of Spin(5, 1)@ Note that the 4+ superscripts appearing
on the 3-form Hypg in these expressions are redundant, since the chirality of e already
implies projections onto the self-dual or anti-self-dual parts. The integrability conditions
of the KSEs are given by,

1 1
FN DM,DN€+MMA€+>\M.FE = —EMNFN—F—e%BHMNp FNPQ
2 12 @
1 1
— 4—8€%BHNPQRFMNPQR + §€%FHMNFN
1
- 1—6@%FHNPFMNP)E (2.13)
where,
1 L e NPQ
Uy = §VM<I>+%62HNPQF INY:
1 1 )
Ay = @e%FNpFMFNP . ge%FWFN + %e—% gTor (2.14)

we see that if the H field equation, Bianchi identity and the Killing spinor conditions
are satisfied, and given that the Ricci tensor is diagonal, the Einstein equation is then
satisfied as well. Additional integrability conditions may be derived from the from the
algebraic conditions as follows,

1 1
FM[DM, A]E + Ae + M.FE = <F(I) — 6€%BHMNPQFMNPQ — §€%FHNPFNP)E
TM[Dyy, Fle — \Fe — 2uAe = <e% BFynpl MNP — Qe%FFMrM) ¢ (2.15)
where
1
A= —QE%HMNPFMNP
1
po= ge%FMNFMN + z'e_%g (2.16)

The first shows once the H field equation and Bianchi identity and the Killing spinor
conditions are satisfied, then the dilaton field equation is satisfied as well. The second is
automatically satisfied as a result of the F’ field equation and the Killing spinor equations.

e also has an Sp(1) index which we will suppress
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3 Near-horizon Data and Solution to the KSEs

In order to study near-horizon geometries we need to introduce a coordinate system which
is regular and adapted to the horizon. We will consider a five-dimensional stationary black
hole metric, for which the horizon is a Killing horizon, and the metric is regular at the
horizon. A set of Gaussian Null coordinates [58, [55] {u,r, y'} will be used to describe the
metric, where r denotes the radial distance away from the event horizon which is located
at r =0 and y’, I =1,...,3 are local co-ordinates on S. The metric components have
no dependence on u, and the timelike isometry a% is null on the horizon at » = 0. The
black hole metric in a patch containing the horizon is given by

ds* = 2dudr + 2rh;(r,y)dudy’ — rf(r,y)du® + ds% . (3.17)
The spatial horizon section S is given by u = const, r = 0 with the metric
dsg = 1 (r,y)dy'dy” . (3.18)

We assume that S is compact, connected and without boundary. The 1-form h, scalar A
and metric 7 are functions of r and y’; they are analytic in 7 and regular at the horizon.
The surface gravity associated with the Killing horizon is given by x = % f(y,0). The
near-horizon limit is a particular decoupling limit defined by

1

r—er, u— e tu, yl =y, and e—0. (3.19)

This limit is only defined when f(y,0) = 0, which implies that the surface gravity vanishes,
k = 0. Hence the near horizon geometry is only well defined for extreme black holes, and
we shall consider only extremal black holes here. After taking the limit (8I9) we obtain,

ds% ;= 2dudr + 2rh;(y)dudy” — r*A(y)du® + vy (y)dy'dy” . (3.20)

In particular, the form of the metric remains unchanged from (3I7), however the 1-form
h, scalar A and metric v on § no longer have any radial dependence B. For v = (1,0),
D = 6 supergravity, in addition to the metric, there are also gauge field strengths and
scalars. We will assume that these are also analytic in r and regular at the horizon, and
that there is also a consistent near-horizon limit for these matter fields:

A = —raet+4
F = e"Nea+ret AT+ F,
H = e"Ne  AL+re"AM+H (3.21)

where F! = dA" and we have introduced the frame
1 ) .
e” = du, e =dr+rh— §T2Adu, el =e'jdy! (3.22)
in which the metric is

ds* = 2ete” +§;e'e . (3.23)

2The near-horizon metric ([3.20) also has a new scale symmetry, 7 — A, u — A~ !u generated by the
Killing vector L = ud, —rd,. This, together with the Killing vector V' = 9,, satisfy the algebra [V, L] =V
and they form a 2-dimensional non-abelian symmetry group Go. We shall show that this further enhances
into a larger symmetry algebra, which will include a sl(2, R) subalgebra.
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3.1 Solving the KSEs along the Lightcone

For supersymmetric near-horizon horizons we assume there exists an € # 0 which is a
solution to the KSEs. In this section, we will determine the neccessary conditions on
the Killing spinor. To do this we first integrate along the two lightcone directions i.e. we
integrate the KSEs along the w and r coordinates. To do this, we decompose € as

€=¢€p +e_, (3.24)
where I'te4 = 0, and find that
er=d(u,y), e =¢_+rI_O,9,, (3.25)
and
p-=n-, ¢r=ny+ul1O_n_, (3.26)
where
0, = ihiri + %e%LiFi + j—ge%ﬁijkrijk (3.27)

and n4 depend only on the coordinates of the spatial horizon section S. Substituting
the solution ([B25) of the KSEs along the light cone directions back into the gravitino
KSE (210), and appropriately expanding in the r and u coordinates, we find that for the
i = + components, one obtains the additional conditions

1 1 g 1 | . 1 - .
<§A - g(dh)wlw + ’LgOé) (b+ + 2 (ZhZFZ - §€%LZFZ + EQ%HM}CFUIC) Ty = 0 y (328)
IS DA 1 Gl
11 S SP S
— §A — g(dh)wr +19a + gez MZJF — 2@+@_ ¢_ =0. (330)

Similarly the p = ¢ component of the gravitino KSEs gives

nd 1 ~ 1 p . 1 b ~ .
Vids + (¢ Zh,- —igA; T ge%Ljrﬂri + ZSeiijlrﬂklri) by =0, (3.31)

and
vi7'++ —Zhl—ZgAl—i—ge?LjF Fi+4—862ijlF Fz T4

1 1. .
+< - Z(dh)ijrj + EezMijiji) o4 =0, (3.32)



where we have set
7_+ = @+¢+ . (333)

Similarly, substituting the solution of the KSEs (3.25) into the algebraic KSE (2.11]) and
expanding appropriately in the u and r coordinates, we find

. A T
(F’Vﬂ) ter LI — 66% H,.jkrwk) ¢ =0, (3.34)
i e 1oen ijk Lo ij
— FVZ(I)—€2L2F —6€2Hijk1—‘] T+—§€2Mijrj¢+ =0. (335)
and (2.12),

<e%(q:2a + Fy 7Ry — sz’ge—%) $r=0 (3.36)

@ = . e [
et (20 + FyIV") — 8ige™ @ |1y + 24T, =0 (3.37)

In the next section, we will demonstrate that many of the above conditions are redun-
dant as they are implied by the independent KSES (#73]), upon using the field equations
and Bianchi identities.

4 Simplification of KSEs on S

The integrability conditions of the KSEs in any supergravity theory are known to imply
some of the Bianchi identities and field equations. Also, the KSEs are first order differen-
tial equations which are usually easier to solve than the field equations which are second
order. As a result, the standard approach to find solutions is to first solve all the KSEs and
then impose the remaining independent components of the field equations and Bianchi
identities as required. We will take a different approach here because of the difficulty of
solving the KSEs and the algebraic conditions which include the 7, spinor given in (3.33)).
Furthermore, we are particularly interested in the minimal set of conditions required for
supersymmetry, in order to systematically analyse the necessary and sufficient conditions
for supersymmetry enhancement.

In particular, the conditions ([B.28), (3:29), (8.32), and (3.35) which contain 7, are

implied from those containing ¢., along with some of the field equations and Bianchi
identities. Furthermore, (330) and the terms linear in » in [B3.31), [3.34) and (3.30)
from the + component are implied by the field equations, Bianchi identities and the —

component of (3.31)), (334) and (336).

3These are given by the naive restriction of the KSEs on S.




A particular useful identity is obtained by considering the integrability condition of
(B31)), which implies that

. - 1~ - 1~
(VjV V \V )(b = ( ZV (hl) + ZQV](AZ) + éVj(eng)FZFi

1 N 1 - Lo

— 48V (6 H5142@3)1—‘ 172 SF Qb + + Zh] + ZgA] + §62 LZF F]

B Y ratép | + L, +igA; + B TR
48 (10203 4 7 7 3 k 7
1

— —e? Hy o, IR0, )qﬁi — (i < J) (4.38)

This will be used in the analysis of (3.28)), (3.30), ([8.32) and the positive chirality part
of (B31)) which is linear in u. In order to show that the conditions are redundant, we
will be considering different combinations of terms which vanish as a consequence of the
independent KSEs. However, non-trivial identities are found by explicitly expanding out
the terms in each case. Let us also define,

Ay = (Fivicb +er LI — ée% }jkrijk) by . (4.39)
B, = (riwb —er LT — ée% Nijkriﬂf) - . (4.40)
Fi = ( (=20 + Fj V%) — 8ige™ i’)m (4.41)
G = ( (20 + FI7%) — 8ige™ f)n_ (4.42)

4.1 The condition (3.28])

It can be shown that the algebraic condition on 7, (3.:28)) is implied by the independent
KSEs. Let us define,

1 1 - 1 ) 1 , 1 y
51 = <§A — g(dh)wrl] -+ ZQOK) ¢+ -+ 2<1h21” — §€%LZFZ + EQ%HM}CFUIC) T+, (443)

where ; = 0 is equal to the condition (B.28)). It is then possible to show that this
expression for £; can be re-expressed as

1. -
= (—ER VV)¢++MA1+>\]?1:O (4.44)
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where the first two terms cancel as a consequence of the definition of curvature, and

Ho= ﬁviq)r +§€2Lir —l-@e?Hiij]k
3 . .. 5 1
A = _ae%ﬂjrlj—ﬁe%a+§e_%gi (445)

the scalar curvature is can be written as
. 1 1. ; . 1 . - ,
R= 20— 5h* 4 V'OV,P + Ze%oﬁ + gefﬁzﬂ + L2 4 et de"2g®, (4.46)

The expression appearing in ([A39) vanishes because A; = F; = 0 is equivalent to the
positive chirality part of ([B:34) and (B.30]). Furthermore, the expression for & given in
([4.62]) also vanishes. We also use ([4.38) to evaluate the terms in the first bracket in
(4.62]) and explicitly expand out the terms with A;. In order to obtain (3.28]) from these
expressions we make use of the Bianchi identities (C.2)), the field equations (C.4]) and
(C.H). We have also made use of the +— component of the Einstein equation (C.6) in
order to rewrite the scalar curvature R in terms of A. Therefore ([3:28) follows from (3:31)),
B34)) and (3.36) together with the field equations and Bianchi identities mentioned above.

4.2 The condition (3.29)

Here we will show that the algebraic condition on 7, ([B329) follows from [B.28). It is
convenient to define
1

D DA
£ = (ZAhiF — JOAT )¢+ + < :

where & = 0 equals the condition (3.29). One can show after a computation that this
expression for £ can be re-expressed as

. 1 .
(dh);; T + ge%MijF”>T+ , (4.47)

&= —{T'Vis + TG =0, (4.48)
which vanishes because & = 0 is equivalent to the condition (3.:28). In order to obtain
this, we use the Dirac operator "V, to act on (3:28) and apply the Bianchi identities (C.2))
with the field equations (C.4) and (C.3) to eliminate the terms which contain derivatives
of the fluxes, and we can also use (B.28) to rewrite the dh-terms in terms of A. We then
impose the algebraic conditions (3:34) and (337 to eliminate the V;®-terms, of which
some of the remaining terms will vanish as a consequence of (B.28). We then obtain
the condition ([3.29) as required, therefore it follows from section 1] above that (3.29)
is implied by 331 and B34) together with the field equations and Bianchi identities

mentioned above.

4.3 The condition (3.32)

Here we will show the differential condition on 7, (3:32) is not independent. Let us define

~ 3 ~ 1 , 1 ~ -
A = Vi + ( — Zh, —1gA; + gﬁngF]Fi + Eﬁ’gijlF]lei) T+
= @)l + gper Myl T oo (4.49)
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where \; = 0 is equivalent to the condition ([3.32)). We can re-express this expression for
A as

1~ o 1 .~ = -~

A = ( — ZRUFJ + iFJ(VjVi — V,Vj)> Oy + i AL+ NFL =0, (4.50)

where the first terms again cancel from the definition of curvature, and

1= I e~ L e
i = EV}D + @62 HglgﬂSFZlZQZSFZ’ — 3—262 LZFZFZ' (451)
and
1 ~ 1 ~ 1 1

A = 1286%Fg1g2rflf2r,~ - Ee%mﬂ - 6—4@%0& + Ee_%gz’f‘i (4.52)

This vanishes as A; = F; = 0 is equivalent to the positive chirality component of (3.34])
and (3.30). The identity (4.50) is derived by making use of (4.38]), and explicitly expanding
out the A; and F; terms. We can also evaluate (3.32) by substituting in (3.33) to
eliminate 7., and use (B31)) to evaluate the supercovariant derivative of ¢,. Then, on
adding this to (£50), one obtains a condition which vanishes identically on making use
of the Einstein equation (C.6]). Therefore it follows that (3.32)) is implied by the positive

chirality component of (3.31), (3.33)) (3:34), the Bianchi identities (C.2)) and the gauge
field equations (C4) and (C.3l).

4.4 The condition (B3.35)

Here we will show that the algebraic condition containing 7, (B.35) follows from the
independent KSEs. We define

. 1 N g 1 g
A, = — <rlvi<1> —er LI — ge%Hiij”k) Ty — §e%M,.jrw¢+ (4.53)
where Ay = 0 equals the expression in (8.35). The expression for A; 5 can be rewritten as
1 .
where,
b, = Shrts Yt tesp s Lot , raen (4.55)
' 8 2 8 48" et '
and
b, = —i€%1‘~’_’ FZlZ? + }ae% — z._ge_% (4 56)
? TR 8 2 '

In evaluating the above conditions, we have made use of the + component of (B.31)) in
order to evaluate the covariant derivative in the above expression. In addition we have
made use of the Bianchi identities (C.2)) and the field equations (C.4l), (C.5) and (C.g]).
It follows from (458)) that A = 0 as a consequence of the condition A; = F; = 0,
which as we have already noted is equivalent to the positive chirality part of (B.34]).
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4.5 The condition (B3.37)

Here we will show that the algebraic condition containing 7, (337) follows from the
independent KSEs. We define

.7-"2:(6

where F» = 0 equals the expression in (3.38]). The expression for F; can be rewritten as

e

(20 + Fy V%) — 8¢ge—%) Ty 4205 T, (4.57)

1 .~
Fo = —5TViF) + 01+ B2 A (4.58)
where,
o, = §heFZ + i—gAeFZ + }e%LgFE - i€%ﬁé £, T2 (4.59)
8 2 8 48 1£€2£3
and

1 e~ 1 =
oy, = ée%FMzFMz — Zae% +ige”

]

(4.60)

In evaluating the above conditions, we have made use of the + component of (8.31)) in
order to evaluate the covariant derivative in the above expression. In addition we have
made use of the Bianchi identities (C.I) and the field equation (C.3]).

It follows from (L58) that F, = 0 as a consequence of the conditions A; = F; = 0,
which as we have already noted is equivalent to the positive chirality part of (3.34]) and

(B.38).

4.6 The condition (3.30)
In order to show that (B30) is implied by the independent KSEs, we define

1 1 g 1 g
K = ( — §A — g(dh)wlm + ’LgOK + ge%MijF” - 2@+@_>¢_ =0 > (461)

where £ equals the condition (B:30]). Again, this expression can be rewritten as

1~ -
fl = <ZR + F”VZ-V]-)¢+ - MBl - )\gl =0 (462>
where we use the (£38) to evaluate the terms in the first bracket, and
S O (L e
noo= EVZ(I)F — gez LZF + 4—862 Z-ij gk
o~ b s 1 o
= ¢ Bl + et geTigi (4.63)

The expression above vanishes identically since the negative chirality component of (3.34])
and (B3.30) is equivalent to By = G; = 0. In order to obtain (3.30]) from these expressions
we make use of the Bianchi identities (C.2)) and the field equations (C.5)),([C.6) and (C.7).

Therefore (3.30) follows from (3.31)), (3.:34)) and (B.36]) together with the field equations
and Bianchi identities mentioned above.
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4.7 The positive chirality part of (3.31)) linear in u

Since ¢ = 1y +ul'L©_n_, we must consider the part of the positive chirality component
of (8:31)) which is linear in u. We then determine that B; satisfies the following expression

1~ - . 1~ .
(§F] (V]V, — Vzv]) — ZRijF])n_ + ,UZBl + )\Zgl = O s (464)
where
l & L g 10203 L e,
i = I_6VZ(I) + @62 Hglg2ggr I + 562 Lgr I; (465)
and
1 a- 1 o~ 1 @ 1 e .
i = 5" Fy e, 72T — 6% Fy Tt + @e%tfi + T6¢ +qil’; (4.66)

We note that By = G; = 0 is equivalent to the negative chirality component of (3.34))
and ([B.36). Next, we use ([A38) to evaluate the terms in the first bracket in (464 and
explicitly expand out the terms with B; and G;. The resulting expression corresponds to
the expression obtained by expanding out the u-dependent part of the positive chirality
component of ([B31) by using the negative chirality component of (B3] to evaluate the
covariant derivative. We have made use of the Bianchi identities ([C.2]) and the gauge field

equations (C.4) and (C.3).

4.8 The positive chirality part of condition (3.34)) linear in u

Again, as ¢, = ny + ul'.©_n_, we must consider the part of the positive chirality
component of (8.34)) which is linear in w. One finds that the u-dependent part of (3.34)
is proportional to

|

—irlvi(Bl) + OB, + D26, (4.67)

where,
¢, = lhzl“g + i—gAeFZ + lenglﬁ + ie%ﬁfz 10,7128 (4.68)

3 9 3 48 1£243
and
1 b~ 1 P ) p

o, = —1—66%Fé1ézreléz - gae% — %6_% (469)

and where we use the (438)) to evaluate the terms in the first bracket. In addition we
have made use of the Bianchi identities (C.2)) and the field equations (C.4)), (C.H) and

C3).
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4.9 The positive chirality part of condition (3.36]) linear in u

Finally, we must consider the part of the positive chirality component of (3.36]) which is
linear in u. One finds that the u-dependent part of (8.36]) is proportional to

1 .-~
—ir’vi(]-"l) + ®18; + DGy (4.70)
where,
1 ¢, ¢ 1oe ¢ I » - 010903
q>1 = gh(l—‘ +§AZF —§6QL5F —@621{51(2@31—‘ (471)
and

1 ~ 1
(I)g = ge%Fgngth + ZO&6% + z'ge_

e

(4.72)

In evaluating the above conditions, we have made use of the + component of (B.31)) in
order to evaluate the covariant derivative in the above expression. In addition we have
made use of the Bianchi identities (C.Il) and the field equation (C.3)).

4.10 The Independent KSEs on S

On taking the previous sections into account, it follows that, on making use of the field
equations and Bianchi identities, the independent KSEs are

Vine =0,  A®npa=0  FEnp. =0 (4.73)
where

vE = v, + o (4.74)

with

() 1 LT 1 e j I -~ gkl

v = :thi —igA; F 3¢’ L;I’T; + 15" Hj V"L (4.75)

and

. . 1 & ~ .

A® = TV, +e LI - Be%Hiij”k ; (4.76)

These are derived from the naive restriction of the supercovariant derivative and the
algebraic KSE on 8. Furthermore, if n_ solves ({73) then

ny =01, (4.78)

also solves (A.73]). However, further analysis using global techniques, is required in order
to determine if ©_ has a non-trivial kernel.
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5 Global Analysis: Lichnerowicz Theorems

In this section, we shall establish a correspondence between parallel spinors 7. satisfying
(@73), and spinors in the kernel of appropriately defined horizon Dirac operators. We
define the horizon Dirac operators associated with the supercovariant derivatives following
from the gravitino KSE as

9F) =17ivH =1V, + v | (5.1)
where
. 1 . ~ 1 ) 1 ~ -
U&= rip® = Fohl" —ig AT & Ze%LiFZ + ﬂe%Hijkr“'f . (5.2)

To establish the Lichnerowicz type theorems, we begin by calculating the Laplacian
of || n+ ||>. Here we will assume throughout that 2#)n. = 0, so

6i@i||7]ﬂ:u2 = 2R€<7]:|:, 61'61'7]:0 + 2Re<ﬁi7]:|:, 6ﬂ]i> . (53)
To evaluate this expression note that
ViVine = D'Vi(IVVny) —T9V, V.
N 1 -
= T'Vil'Vyne) + 7 Rie
. 1 -
= D'Vi(—0®Hny) + LR - (5.4)
Therefore the first term in (5.3]) can be written as,
o 1- . ) .
Re(ne, V'Ving) = 2R || ne 1> +Re(ne, T'Vi(=¥#)ne) + Re(ne, T(— ) Vin)
(5.5)
For the second term in (5.3]) we write,
Re(Vine, Vine) = || Ve |* —2Re(ne, W Vi) — Re(ne, W10 .). (5.6)

We remark that t is the adjoint with respect to the Spin.(4)-invariant inner product
Re( , >H Therefore using (5.5]) and (5.6) with (5.3]) we have,

~ .o~ 1 ~ . '
VVillnel? = || V& |* +Re(ns, (ZR+ IV, (—o®) — \I;(i)ZT\I,Z(i))ni>

N —

+ Re(ns, (Fi(—‘l’(i)) - Q‘I’(i)ﬁ) @mﬂ . (5.7)

In order to simplify the expression for the Laplacian, we observe that the second line in
(57) can be rewritten as

. A\ - N 1 ..
Re(n, (FZ(_‘I’&)) - 2\1,&)21) Vine) = Re(ns, KHOTV ) £ §hlvz Inell® . (5.8)

4This inner product is positive definite and symmetric.
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where

K& = :F%hjrj —igA;I" (5.9)
We also have the following identities
Re{ny, [0, ) = Refn., [0, ) = 0 (5.10)
and
Re(n,,il*n.) =0 . (5.11)
It follows that
SVl P = ) VO P bV s P

1 -~ . .
+ Re(n, (13 F TV (—0®)) — p@itg®) 4 ic<i>(—xp<i>))ni> ,
(5.12)

It is also useful to evaluate R using (C.6)); we obtain
~ ~ 1 1o, = 1 &~ 1 e 1 ~ 1
R = —Vi(hy) + 5h* + V'OV + ie%pﬂ + §e%a2 + et et L 8¢ 2 g2, (5.13)

One obtains, upon using the field equations and Bianchi identities,
(11% F TV (—0®)) — p @ity ®) IC(i)(—\If(i)))ni

g g ~. 1~ 1
Y oS AL+ oAb+ (2, by — &
=5 g + (EVahe — 6

o 1l o~
65[/51}152 — gefvlﬂélégi

5~ 1 1
F %Vgng — E62 Hglg2kv b+ 3—262 Hglgzkh + 862 Lflvb )Félb
+ A 4243541—‘(162&(4 Nt

1 & z 1 i 1 01020304 1 2
+ _6 <I>V<I>:|:§62LV<I>+@62H315253V54<I>F + — 16 L

-
E

:l: —€ Hglg2gSLg4F£1£QZSZ4 —

1 i
48 ——€ HZZMQH 124 4F£1£2£3£4 + = 9% ¢H2) N+

64
o 1

1l s & ~ - 1 2~ 19 ~ »
+ (éez 062 _ @62 F£1£2F£3£4F€1525354 + EW F2 4 5};151[21—15152 + 2 292) e
1 wi)
o 1(1 + 1)V (hi)ns - (5.14)

One can show that the fourth and fifth line in (5.14) can be written in terms of the
algebraic KSE (A.76]), in particular we find,

1 1 ~. - 1 . 1 - - 1
EA(i)TA(i)ni = VevibE ge%lel@ + 4—86% Hyy0,0,V 0, O 1000 4 Eeq’ﬁ
1

- 1 . - ) 1 . -
+ 4—8€¢Hglg2gSL54F€1é2€3€4 - 6—4€¢HZ'5152HZ5354FZ1Z2€3€4 + %€¢H2 (515)
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and the sixth line,

@ 1
T2 — —

_2
o? — 2

~ 1 o~  ig-
5152F5354F51£2£354 + —e%f72 —+ —gFglg2FZIZ2 +2e 2 g

1 1
1 e, 1
3 e = ge 32 16 2

(5.16)

Note that on using (5.10) and (5.IT]) all the terms on the RHS of the above expression,
with the exception of the final four lines, vanish in the second line of (5.12]) since all these
terms in (5.14)) are anti-Hermitian. Also, for n, the final line in (514]) also vanishes and
thus there is no contribution to the Laplacian of || 7, ||* in (512). For n_ the final line
in (5.I4) does give an extra term in the Laplacian of || n_ ||? in (5.12). For this reason,
the analysis of the conditions imposed by the global properties of S is different in these
two cases and thus we will consider the Laplacians of || n. ||? separately.
For the Laplacian of || 7, ||?, we obtain from (5.12):

. . 1 1
Vil =BV 2= 219 |2+ 2 A |2 4 5 [ F O |2 (5.17)

The maximum principle thus implies that n, are Killing spinors on S assuming that it is
compact, connected and without boundary, i.e.

V(Jr)77+ =0, A(+)77+ =0, -7:(+)77+ =0 (5.18)

and moreover || 7y ||= const.
The Laplacian of || n_ || is calculated from (5.I2)), on taking account of the contribu-
tion to the second line of (5.12)) from the final line of (5.14]). One obtains

y _ 1 _ 1 _
VW) =2 VO P+ 5 A | | F O P (519

where W =d || n— ||*> + || n— ||*> h. On integrating this over S and assuming that S is
compact and without boundary, the LHS vanishes since it is a total derivative and one
finds that n_ are Killing spinors on S, i.e

VO =0, A9p_ =0, FOn_=0 (5.20)

This establishes the Lichnerowicz type theorems for both positive and negative chiral-
ity spinors 7y which are in the kernels of the horizon Dirac operators 21 i.e.

(VEp, =0, A®p, =0, and FEp =01} <= 9@Ep, =0. (5.21)

6 (Super)symmetry Enhancement

In this section we will consider the counting of the number of supersymmetries, which
will differ slightly in the ungauged and gauged case. We will denote by N the number
of linearly independent 7. Killing spinors i.e,

Ny = dim Ker{V® A® FHY (6.1)
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In terms of the spinors n4 restricted to S, for the ungauged theory the spin bundle
S decomposes as S = ST @ S~ where the signs refer to the projections with respect to
Iy, and S* are Spin(4) bundles. For the gauged theory, the spin bundle S ® £, where
L is a U(1) bundle on S, decomposes as S® L = ST ® L &S~ ® L where St ® L are
Spin.(4) = Spin(4).U(1). The number of supersymmetries of near horizon geometries is
N = N, + N_ where N4 is the number of linearly independent 7. Killing spinors. In
particular, utilizing the Lichnerowicz type theorems which we have established previously,
we have

Ny = dim Ker 23 . (6.2)

Next let us focus on the index of the 2(*) operator. Since 21 is defined on the even
dimensional manifold S, the index is given as [59],

Index(2™)) = dim Ker 27 — dim Ker (2™)f (6.3)

where (2™)! is the adjoint of 2(*). Furthermore observe that

r_ (2" =29r_ | (6.4)
and so
N_ = dimKer (27)) = dim Ker (2M)1 (6.5)
Therefore, we conclude that
Index(2™")) = N, — N_ (6.6)

and so the number of supersymmetries of such horizons is
N =N, + N_ = 2N_ + Index(2™)) (6.7)

It is not a priori apparent that Index(2™) will be an even number but in all examples
investigated so far the index it is either an even number e.g IIB supergravity [19] or
it vanishes for odd-dimensional manifolds [59] e.g in D = 5 [20] and it is expected to
vanish for non-chiral even-dimensional supergravities e.g IIA supergravity [18, 17]. Also
if N = 0, then N = Index(2™)) and the number of Killing spinors is completely
determined by the topology of S; but it turns out that such near horizon geometries are
rather restricted and likely all the fluxes vanish and the scalars become constant. The
near-horizon geometries, up to discrete identifications, are products of the form R x S,
where S is a product of Berger manifolds and the formula N = Index(2™)) becomes a
well-known relation between the index of the Dirac operator and the number of parallel
spinors.

6.1 Algebraic Relationship between 1, and n_ Spinors

We shall exhibit the existence of the sl(2,R) symmetry of gauged D = 6 horizons by
directly constructing the vector fields on the spacetime which generate the action of
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s[(2,R). The existence of these vector fields is a direct consequence of the doubling of the
supersymmetries. We have seen that if 7_ is a Killing spinor, then n, =10 _n_ is also
a Killing spinor provided that n, # 0. It turns out that under certain conditions this is
always possible. To consider this we must investigate the kernel of ©_. We assume that
S and the fields satisfy the requirements for the maximum principle to apply. In previous
theories we have been able to establish that the near horizon data is trivial when there is
a non-trivial kernel.

Suppose Ker ©_ # {0} i.e that there is n_ # 0 such that ©_n_ = 0. In such a case,
B30) gives ARe(n_,n_) = 0. Thus A = 0, as n_ is no-where vanishing. Next, the
gravitino KSE V(7)n_ = 0, together with Re(n_,T;0_n_) = 0, imply that

Villn- [1P==hs [ n-|* - (6.8)

This implies that dh = 0, and then (C9) implies that 7" = M = 0. On taking the
divergence of (6.8), eliminating V'h; upon using (C.5)), and after setting A = 0, one finds

i 2 3 e Loz 1 gr9 L 70 -2 2 2

V'Vl n- | = <8e2a + 1662F +4e L+ Th H* —2e 2g ) | n_]* . (6.9)
Clearly the maximum principle can’t be applied for the gauged theory due to the —2¢~% g?
term. For the ungauged theory with g = 0; the maximum principle implies that || n_ ||?
is constant. We conclude that &« = F = L = H = 0 and from (334) that ® is constant.
Finally, integrating ((C.3]) over the horizon section implies that A = 0. Thus, all the fluxes
vanish, and the scalars are constant.

We remark that in the ungauged theory, if Ker ©_ # {0}, triviality of the near-horizon
data implies that the spacetime geometry is RV x T4, Hence, to exclude both the trivial

RY x T# solution in the ungauged theory, and as an assumption in the gauged theory,
we shall henceforth take Ker ©_ = {0}.

6.2 The sl(2,R) Symmetry

Having established how to obtain 7, type spinors from 7_ spinors, we next proceed to
determine the sl(2,R) spacetime symmetry. First note that the spacetime Killing spinor
€ can be expressed in terms of ny as

e=ny +ul'yO_n_+n_+rI'_0:ny +rul_ 6, T,0_1n_ . (6.10)

Since the n_ and 7, Killing spinors appear in pairs for supersymmetric horizons, let us
choose a n_ Killing spinor. Then from the previous results, horizons with non-trivial
fluxes also admit ny = I'y©_n_ as a Killing spinor. Taking n_ and n, = I';©_n_, one
can construct two linearly independent Killing spinors on the spacetime as

e =n_~4uny +rul_On, , e=n.+r[_On, . (6.11)

It is known from the general theory of supersymmetric D = 6 backgrounds that for any
Killing spinors (; and ¢, the dual vector field K((i, (2) of the 1-form bilinear

w(G, ) = Re(('y =T)G, TaGo) e” (6.12)
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is a Killing vector which leaves invariant all the other bosonic fields of the theory. Eval-
uating the 1-form bilinears of the Killing spinor €; and €5, we find that

— (2rRe(Tn_,O,my) +4ur® | 44 ) e —2u | ny |IP e

+ (Re(I'yn—, Iing) + durRe(ny, 0414 ) )e’ ,
wrlesx) = [ Oy [P e =2 |y 2 e + drRe(n,, [0, e’
wier,e) = (2| n- |* +4ruRe(T -, ©1n.) +4r¥u® || ©.my [|*)e” |
— 20 |y |* e + (2uRe(T -, Tiny) + 4u”rRe(ny, 10,11 ))e’ .

(6.13)

Wi (61, 62)

We can establish the following identities
A |y P41 ©4m4 [P=0, Re(ny, TiO1ny) =0, (6.14)

which follow from the first integrability condition in (3.28)), || 74 ||= const and the KSEs
of .. Further simplification to the bilinears can be obtained by making use of (6.14)).
We then obtain

wiler,e2) = (2rRe(Tyn_, O4my) +urA | ny ) et —2u || ny ||* e + Vie',

waeg,€2) = A n+2||2 e —2n [Pe, ) ,
wy(er, &) = (2 n- [IF +4ruRe(Tin_, ©4my) +r°wA || 94 [[F)e”
—2u* || ny [|? e + 2uVie’ (6.15)

where we have set
Vi =Re(Tyn_,Tiny) . (6.16)

To uncover explicitly the s[(2,R) symmetry of such horizons it remains to compute
the Lie bracket algebra of the vector fields K7, K5 and K3 which are dual to the 1-form
spinor bilinears wy, wy and ws. In simplifying the resulting expressions, we shall make use
of the following identities

=2 ny 1P =RV + 2Re(F+n5, O©4n:) =0, z'(/z(dh) + 2dRe(£‘+n_, ©4n:) =0,
MRe(T' e, Om) — Alln [P= 0 V[ Phtdln P~0 (617

We then obtain the following dual Killing vector fields:

Ky = —2u| 77+2||2 Ou + 21 || ny ||2 8,,+1~/,
Ky = =2|n|°0u, N
Ky = =20 ||y | 0u+ 2 [ 0= 1> +4ru || ng )0, +2uV . (6.18)

As we have previously mentioned, each of these Killing vectors also leaves invariant all
the other bosonic fields in the theory. It is then straightforward to determine the algebra
satisfied by these isometries:

Theorem: The Lie bracket algebra of K, K5 and K3 is s[(2,R).
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Proof: Using the identities summarised above, one can demonstrate after a direct
computation that

(Ko Kol =2 |y P Koo (Ko Kl = —4 |0y [P Ky, (B K] =20y P K
(6.19)

A special case arises for V = 0, where the group action generated by K, Ky and K3
has only 2-dimensional orbits. A direct substitution of this condition in (6.I7) reveals
that

Alln- =2 ny IP , h=A"dA. (6.20)

Since h is exact, such horizons are static. A coordinate transformation r — Ar reveals
that the geometry is a warped product of AdSs with S, AdS; x,, S.

6.3 Isometries of S

It is known that the vector fields associated with the 1-form Killing spinor bilinears given
in (6.12)) leave invariant all the fields of gauged D = 5 supergravity with vector multiplets.
In particular suppose that V # 0. The isometries K, (a = 1,2,3) leave all the bosonic
fields invariant:

Lr,g=0, LgF=0,  LgH=0  LgP=0. (6.21)

Imposing these conditions and expanding in u,r, and also making use of the identities
([6.17), one finds that

ViViy=0, Lyh=L;A=0, L;®=0, LyF=Lya=LyL=LyH=0.
(6.22)

Therefore V is an isometry of S and leaves all the fluxes on S invariant. In fact,V is a
spacetime isometry as well. Furthermore, the conditions (6.17) imply that L || n- ||*= 0.

6.4 Conditions on the geometry

Here we will consider the further restrictions on the geometry of S. We begin by explicitly
expanding out the identities established in (€14]), which follow from the first integrability
condition in (3:28)), || 7+ ||= const and the KSEs of 74, in terms of bosonic fields and
using ([6.I7) along with the field equations (C.3)-(C.8) and Bianchi identities (C.I]) and

(C2). On expanding (6.14]) we obtain,

1, 1o . 1 1 1 o -
A || N+ ||2 = Re<n+> (Zh2 + 162 th + E6¢L2 + %6¢H2 + (_ﬂe2 HZ1€2€3€4hZ4
1 ~ 1 ~ ~
- 4—86¢H41626344Lé4 - aeq)H kélészem)szM‘)77+) ; (6.23)
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and

1 1 1 » -~
Re(n+, I'iO4n1) = Re(ny, (Zhi + gfi%Li + @63}1@1@2@;/1(263)%) =0. (6.24)

On contracting and substituting this in ([6.23)) we can write,

Allns || = Relny, (— Ehz — L'h; — E€¢L2 + %ech2
1 .- N
- @eéHkélzzHMSQFM?ESZ“)77+> (6.25)

From the algebraic KSE (4.70) we have,

Re(ni,A(i)ni> = (@Z&I) + e%Li)Re(ni, Fini> =0
N 1 & ~
Re(ne, [;AS ) = Relny, (V,@ +e2[,; — genglgzggrflfz@)ng =0 (6.26)

From this and (6.24) we obtain,

1 11 1
Re(ny, (ri@+ + griAH))m) = (11% + Ze%Li + évicb) | 74 =0 (6.27)

since 1y # 0 the norm is non-vanishing and we can write,
® 1«

On taking the divergence of this expression and using the field equations (C.4), (C.6) and
(C.8) and substituting back (6.28)), we obtain the condition,

A=—eta? (6.29)

1
2
On considering the algebraic KSE (5.2]) we have,

Re(ne, FEn) = F2eTa | ne [*=0
Re(ne, iF® L) = 2eT FyRe(ne, Tpe) = 0 (6.30)

Thus we obtain @ = 0 and from (6.29)) this implies A = 0 which from (G.I7) implies
Re(I'yn_,©,ny) = 0. The other identities in ([6.I7) become,

=2 P ~hVi=0, ip(dh) =0, V+|n-[Ph+d|n-|P=0. (6.31)

Using these identities it is straightforward to show that there are no near-horizon geome-
tries for which h = 0 or V' = 0 since this would lead to a contradiction to our assumption
that n # 0.
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7 Conclusion

We have investigated the supersymmetry preserved by horizons in N = (1,0),D = 6
gauged, and ungauged supergravity. First we solved the KSEs along the lightcone, ob-
taining a large number of additional differential and algebraic conditions on the spinors
1+; we were able to prove the redundancy of most of these conditions thus stating the in-
dependent KSEs on §. Making use of global techniques by establishing Lichnorowicz-type
theorems for the Dirac operator, we have demonstrated that such horizons always admit
N = 2N_ + Index(2™)) supersymmetries. We have also shown that the near-horizon
geometries possess a s[(2,R) symmetry group. The analysis that we have conducted is
further evidence that this type of symmetry enhancement is a generic property of super-
symmetric black holes. By analysing the conditions on the geometry, we demonstrated
that there are no static solution in the gauged theory for A = 0 and there exists at least
one Killing vector on the horizon section as we have also shown there are no solutions
with V = 0.

In order to establish the sl(2,R) symmetry for the gauged theory we assumed that
Ker©_ = {0}, while in the ungauged theory we were able to prove this for non-trivial
fluxes. In all theories prior where the horizon conjecture has been established, assuming
a non-trivial kernel either leads to a trivial solution where all the fluxes vanish and the
scalars become constant or a contradiction; which is the case for the ungauged theory
with ¢ = 0. However for the gauged theory, assuming a non-trivial kernel leads to dh = 0
and M = T = 0 but the application of the maximum principle requires the positive
semi-definiteness of certain terms which depend on the fluxes and the existence of a
negative cosmological constant in the theory has invalidated these arguments as it has
contributed with the opposite sign in the expressions required for the application of the
maximum principle i.e in (€9) due to the —26_§g2 term, although the Lichnerowicz-type
theorems and the conditions on the geometry still hold for the gauged theory. There may
be non-trivial solutions in the gauged theory with Ker ©_ # {0}; details of this will be
given elsewhere. Apart from exhibiting an sl(2, R) symmetry, D = 6 horizons are further
geometrically restricted which we touched upon in section 6.4. This is because we have
not explored all the restrictions imposed by the KSEs and the field equations of the theory,
in this paper we only explored enough to establish the symmetry enhancement and it will
be explored elsewhere.

Another avenue for future research would be to extend the analysis for an arbitrary
number of tensor and vector multiplets; similar to the calculation in D = 4,5 with vector
multiplets [21, 20]. In six dimensions, near horizon geometries have been classified in
N = (1,0) for many cases and for those with an arbitrary number of tensor multiplets
[45] have near horizon geometries locally given by R x T4 RYM x K3 or AdSs x S3. Tt
would be interesting to obtain this classification from the conditions on the geometry we
obtained from our analysis and to extend it to the more general theory.
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Appendix A Supersymmetry Conventions

We follow the spinor conventions of [30, [60] with mostly positive signature. The 8 x 8
Dirac matrices in six dimensions obey the clifford algebra,

{Tar, Tv} = 29w (A1)
The chirality projector is defined as,
I,=Ty---T5, I?=1 T!=-T, (A.2)

The gamma matrices also satisfy the duality relation,

_1)ln/2

with 012345 = 1. For a product of two anti-symmetrized gamma matrices we have,

min(n,m)
m!n!

BB _ [Bi1Bom By s By
Caa?7 =3 i g A O 0y (A
k=0

All the spinors are symplectic Majorona,
X*=e()5 Xa = (x*)'To (A.5)

where Y* = (x*)T and «, 8 are Sp(1) indices. It will be convenient to decompose the
spinors into positive and negative chiralities with respect to the lightcone directions as

e=¢ey+e_, (A.6)
where
ey = +ey or equivalently Fiepr =0. (A.7)

The representation? of Spin(5,1) decomposes under Spin(4) = SU(2) x SU(2) speci-
fied by the lightcone projections I'x. We have also made use of the Spin(4)-invariant
inner product Re(,) which is identified with the standard Hermitian inner product. In
particular, note that (I';;)T = —T;.

Appendix B Spin Connection and Curvature

The non-vanishing components of the spin connection in the frame basis (3.22) are

1 1
Q_7+i = —§h2 y Q+7+_ = —TA, Q+,+i = §T2(Ah2 - 8ZA),

1 1 1 1
Q-l—,—i = —§hl, Q—i—,ij = —§Tdhij s Qi,-{—— = §hl, Qi7+j = —§Tdhij,

5Explicit representations are not needed for the calculations.
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Qijw = Qijr (B.1)

where Q denotes the spin-connection of the 3-manifold S with basis €’. If f is any function
of spacetime, then frame derivatives are expressed in terms of co-ordinate derivatives as

1 -
ohf = (9uf+§7’2A0rf, O_f=0.f, 0f=0if =10 fhi . (B.2)
The non-vanishing components of the Ricci tensor in the basis (3.22) are
1o, 1, ~ - 1

R+_ — §V hl - A - §h 5 Rij = Rij + V(lhj) - ihlh]

1= = - 1 y
Ry, = r° <§V2A - thViA - §AV2hZ- + Ah? + Z(dh)ij(dh)”)

1-~. ) ~
Ry = r<§V](dh)ij — (dh);;h — VA + Ahi) ; (B.3)

where V denotes the Levi-Civita connection of S, and R is the Ricci tensor of the horizon
section S, and 7, j denote e’ frame indices.

Appendix C Horizon Bianchi Identities and Field
Equations

Substituting the fields (3.:23) into the the Bianchi identity dF' = 0 and dH = 1F A F
implies

T = (dpe), dF =0 (C.1)
and
M = (dyL) — oF, dH = %F AF (C.2)

Similarly, the independent field equations of the near horizon fields are as follows. The
2-form field equation (2.7) gives,

S e~ - . 1 o -
Vé(e%Fig) — e%thZ — e%Ti —e®Lia+ §e¢FM2H,-glgz =0 (C.3)
the 3-form field equation (Z.8)) gives,
Vi(e®Ly) =0 (C.4)
and
6é(€¢f:fij4) — €q>hé[j[ijg + €<I>Mij =0 (05)

The +— and ij-component of the Einstein equation (23] gives

e? ( _ 32 1152) + _6¢( -’ - %FIQ) +2g%7% (C.6)



- 1 1l o/~ =~ 1~ 1
Rij = —V(Zhj) + —hihj + —6% F;[Fje — —F25ij + —6%0(252']'
2 2 8 8
L of 7 T 010o I~ 1 g 2 2 2
+ 16 H’iélngj — éH (Sij + 16 — QLZL] + L (Sij + 29 e 2 (Sij (C?)
The scalar field equation (2.6) gives
=i =i 1?2 1?~2 b2 1<I>~2 2 -2
VV,@—h,V@:—ima +Ze2F —eL+66H—8ge2 (C.8)

We remark that the ++ and +¢ components of the Einstein equations are given by

1= - 1, =, 1 o la g
VA — §h’V,-A — —AV'h; + AR* + ~(dh)i;(dh)7 = Ze2T'T; + ~e® M7 M;; (C.9)
2 2 2 4 2 4

and

1~ .. 1 o~ 1 . oo~

5V (dh)i; = (dh)igh! = ViA + Ay = 56%(—@ + TIFy) + e (=2L M+ M Hiy)

(C.10)

These are implied by (C.3)), (C4), (C.H), (C.6),(CT) and (C.8) together with (C.3). and
the Bianchi identities (CI]) and (C.2)).

References

[1] G. W. Gibbons and P. K. Townsend. Vacuum interpolation in supergravity via super
p-branes. Phys. Rev. Lett., 71:3754-3757, 1993.

[2] John H. Schwarz. Covariant Field Equations of Chiral N=2 D=10 Supergravity.
Nucl. Phys., B226:269, 1983.

[3] J. C. Breckenridge, Robert C. Myers, A. W. Peet, and C. Vafa. D-branes and spinning
black holes. Phys. Lett., B391:93-98, 1997.

[4] Ali H. Chamseddine, Sergio Ferrara, Gary W. Gibbons, and Renata Kallosh. En-
hancement of supersymmetry near 5-d black hole horizon. Phys. Rev., D55:3647—
3653, 1997.

[5] Ali H. Chamseddine and W. A. Sabra. Calabi-Yau black holes and enhancement of
supersymmetry in five-dimensions. Phys. Lett., B460:63-70, 1999.

[6] Ofer Aharony, Steven S. Gubser, Juan Martin Maldacena, Hirosi Ooguri, and Yaron
Oz. Large N field theories, string theory and gravity. Phys. Rept., 323:183-386, 2000.

[7] Stephen W. Hawking, Malcolm J. Perry, and Andrew Strominger. Soft Hair on Black
Holes. Phys. Rev. Lett., 116(23):231301, 2016.

27



8]

[9]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

Stephen W. Hawking, Malcolm J. Perry, and Andrew Strominger. Superrotation
Charge and Supertranslation Hair on Black Holes. JHEP, 05:161, 2017.

Artem Averin, Gia Dvali, Cesar Gomez, and Dieter Lust. Gravitational Black Hole
Hair from Event Horizon Supertranslations. JHEP, 06:088, 2016.

Laura Donnay, Gaston Giribet, Hernan A. Gonzalez, and Miguel Pino. Supertransla-
tions and Superrotations at the Black Hole Horizon. Phys. Rev. Lett., 116(9):091101,
2016.

Emil T. Akhmedov and Mahdi Godazgar. Symmetries at the black hole horizon.
Phys. Rev., D96(10):104025, 2017.

S. W. Hawking. Black holes in general relativity. Commun. Math. Phys., 25:152-166,
1972.

Roberto Emparan and Harvey S. Reall. A Rotating black ring solution in five-
dimensions. Phys. Rev. Lett., 88:101101, 2002.

Henriette Elvang, Roberto Emparan, David Mateos, and Harvey S. Reall. A Super-
symmetric black ring. Phys. Rev. Lett., 93:211302, 2004.

Gary T. Horowitz, Hari K. Kunduri, and James Lucietti. Comments on Black Holes
in Bubbling Spacetimes. JHEP, 06:048, 2017.

J. Gutowski and G. Papadopoulos. Index theory and dynamical symmetry enhance-
ment of M-horizons. JHEP, 05:088, 2013.

U. Gran, J. Gutowski, U. Kayani, and G. Papadopoulos. Dynamical symmetry
enhancement near ITA horizons. JHEP, 06:139, 2015.

U. Gran, J. Gutowski, U. Kayani, and G. Papadopoulos. Dynamical symmetry
enhancement near massive IIA horizons. Class. Quant. Grav., 32(23):235004, 2015.

U. Gran, J. Gutowski, and G. Papadopoulos. Index theory and dynamical symmetry
enhancement near IIB horizons. JHEP, 11:104, 2013.

U. Kayani. Symmetry enhancement of extremal horizons in D = 5 supergravity.
Class. Quant. Grav., 35(12):125013, 2018.

J. Gutowski, T. Mohaupt, and G. Papadopoulos. Dynamical symmetry enhancement
near N' = 2, D = 4 gauged supergravity horizons. JHEP, 03:150, 2017.

Andrew Strominger. AdS(2) quantum gravity and string theory. JHEP, 01:007, 1999.

Ashoke Sen. Quantum Entropy Function from AdS(2)/CFT(1) Correspondence. Int.
J. Mod. Phys., A24:4225-4244, 2009.

Sergio Ferrara and Renata Kallosh. Supersymmetry and attractors. Phys. Reuw.,
D54:1514-1524, 1996.

28



[25]

[20]

[27]

28]

[29]

[30]

[31]

[32]

[33]

[34]

[35]

[36]

[37]

[38]

[39]

[40]

Dumitru Astefanesei, Kevin Goldstein, Rudra P. Jena, Ashoke Sen, and Sandip P.
Trivedi. Rotating attractors. JHEP, 10:058, 2006.

Hari K. Kunduri, James Lucietti, and Harvey S. Reall. Near-horizon symmetries of
extremal black holes. Class. Quant. Grav., 24:4169-4190, 2007.

Veronika Breunhodlder and James Lucietti. Moduli space of supersymmetric solitons
and black holes in five dimensions. Commun. Math. Phys., 365(2):471-513, 2019.

Hari K. Kunduri, James Lucietti, and Harvey S. Reall. Supersymmetric multi-charge
AdS(5) black holes. JHEP, 04:036, 2006.

Hari K. Kunduri and James Lucietti. Near-horizon geometries of supersymmetric
AdS(5) black holes. JHEP, 12:015, 2007.

H. Nishino and E. Sezgin. Matter and Gauge Couplings of N=2 Supergravity in
Six-Dimensions. Phys. Lett., 144B:187-192, 1984.

H. Nishino and E. Sezgin. The Complete N = 2, d = 6 Supergravity With Matter
and Yang-Mills Couplings. Nucl. Phys., B278:353-379, 1986. [,341(1986)].

Hitoshi Nishino and Ergin Sezgin. New couplings of six-dimensional supergravity.
Nucl. Phys., B505:497-516, 1997.

Sergio Ferrara, Fabio Riccioni, and Augusto Sagnotti. Tensor and vector multiplets
in six-dimensional supergravity. Nucl. Phys., B519:115-140, 1998.

Fabio Riccioni. All couplings of minimal six-dimensional supergravity. Nucl. Phys.,
B605:245-265, 2001.

Abdus Salam and E. Sezgin. Chiral Compactification on Minkowski x S**2 of
N=2 Einstein-Maxwell Supergravity in Six-Dimensions. Phys. Lett., 147B:47, 1984.
[,47(1984)].

I. G. Koh and H. Nishino. Towards Realistic D = 6, N = 2 Kaluza-Klein Supergrav-
ity on Coset E7 / SO(12) X Sp(1) With Chiral Fermions. Phys. Lett., 153B:45-50,
1985.

Kei-ichi Maeda and H. Nishino. Cosmological Solutions in D = 6, N = 2
Kaluza-Klein Supergravity: Friedmann Universe Without Fine Tuning. Phys. Lett.,
154B:358-362, 1985.

Kei-ichi Maeda and H. Nishino. Attractor Universe in Six-dimensional N = 2 Super-
gravity Kaluza-Klein Theory. Phys. Lett., 158B:381-387, 1985.

J. J. Halliwell. Classical and Quantum Cosmology of the Salam-sezgin Model. Nucl.
Phys., B286:729-750, 1987.

Sean M. Carroll and Monica M. Guica. Sidestepping the cosmological constant with
football shaped extra dimensions. 2003.

29



[41]

[42]

[43]

[44]

[45]

[46]

[47]

[48]

[49]

[50]

[51]

[52]

[53]

Ignacio Navarro. Codimension two compactifications and the cosmological constant
problem. JCAP, 0309:004, 2003.

Y. Aghababaie, C. P. Burgess, S. L. Parameswaran, and F. Quevedo. Towards a
naturally small cosmological constant from branes in 6-D supergravity. Nucl. Phys.,
B680:389-414, 2004.

Jan B. Gutowski, Dario Martelli, and Harvey S. Reall. All Supersymmetric solutions
of minimal supergravity in six- dimensions. Class. Quant. Grav., 20:5049-5078, 2003.

M. Akyol and G. Papadopoulos. Topology and geometry of 6-dimensional (1,0)
supergravity black hole horizons. Class. Quant. Grav., 29:055002, 2012.

Huibert Het Lam and Stefan Vandoren. BPS solutions of six-dimensional (1, 0)
supergravity coupled to tensor multiplets. JHEP, 06:021, 2018.

Rahmi Gueven, James T. Liu, C. N. Pope, and E. Sezgin. Fine tuning and six-
dimensional gauged N=(1,0) supergravity vacua. Class. Quant. Grav., 21:1001-1014,
2004.

Ali Chamseddine, Jose M. Figueroa-O’Farrill, and Wafic Sabra. Supergravity vacua
and Lorentzian Lie groups. 2003.

Marco Cariglia and Oisin A. P. Mac Conamhna. The General form of supersymmetric
solutions of N=(1,0) U(1) and SU(2) gauged supergravities in six-dimensions. Class.
Quant. Grav., 21:3171-3196, 2004.

D. C. Jong, A. Kaya, and E. Sezgin. 6D Dyonic String With Active Hyperscalars.
JHEP, 11:047, 2006.

losif Bena, Stefano Giusto, Masaki Shigemori, and Nicholas P. Warner. Supersym-
metric Solutions in Six Dimensions: A Linear Structure. JHEP, 03:084, 2012.

Jan B. Gutowski. Uniqueness of five-dimensional supersymmetric black holes. JHEP,
08:049, 2004.

Harvey S. Reall. Higher dimensional black holes and supersymmetry. Phys. Rew.,
D68:024024, 2003.

J. Gutowski and G. Papadopoulos. Topology of supersymmetric N=1, D=4 super-
gravity horizons. JHEP, 11:114, 2010.

Piotr T. Chrusciel. On rigidity of analytic black holes. Commun. Math. Phys.,
189:1-7, 1997.

Helmut Friedrich, Istvan Racz, and Robert M. Wald. On the rigidity theorem for
space-times with a stationary event horizon or a compact Cauchy horizon. Commun.
Math. Phys., 204:691-707, 1999.

30



[56]

[57]

[58]

[59]

[60]

Stefan Hollands, Akihiro Ishibashi, and Robert M. Wald. A Higher dimensional sta-
tionary rotating black hole must be axisymmetric. Commun. Math. Phys., 271:699—
722, 2007.

Stefan Hollands and Akihiro Ishibashi. On the ‘Stationary Implies Axisymmetric’
Theorem for Extremal Black Holes in Higher Dimensions. Commun. Math. Phys.,
291:403-441, 2009.

Vincent Moncrief and James Isenberg. Symmetries of cosmological Cauchy horizons.
Commaun. Math. Phys., 89(3):387-413, 1983.

M. F. Atiyah and I. M. Singer. The Index of elliptic operators. 1. Annals Math.,
87:484-530, 1968.

H. Nishino and E. Sezgin. The Complete N = 2, d = 6 Supergravity With Matter
and Yang-Mills Couplings. Nucl. Phys., B278:353-379, 1986. [,341(1986)].

31



	1 Introduction
	2 N=(1,0), D=6 gauged supergravity
	3 Near-horizon Data and Solution to the KSEs
	3.1 Solving the KSEs along the Lightcone

	4 Simplification of KSEs on S
	4.1 The condition (3.28)
	4.2 The condition (3.29)
	4.3 The condition (3.32)
	4.4 The condition (3.35)
	4.5 The condition (3.37)
	4.6 The condition (3.30)
	4.7 The positive chirality part of (3.31) linear in u
	4.8 The positive chirality part of condition (3.34) linear in u
	4.9 The positive chirality part of condition (3.36) linear in u
	4.10 The Independent KSEs on S

	5 Global Analysis: Lichnerowicz Theorems
	6 (Super)symmetry Enhancement
	6.1 Algebraic Relationship between + and - Spinors
	6.2 The sl(2,R) Symmetry
	6.3 Isometries of S
	6.4 Conditions on the geometry

	7 Conclusion
	Appendix A   Supersymmetry Conventions
	Appendix B   Spin Connection and Curvature
	Appendix C   Horizon Bianchi Identities and Field Equations

