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Abstract

We develop in detail the holographic framework for an A/ = 2 pure AdS supergravity model
in four dimensions, including all the contributions from the fermionic fields and adopting the
Fefferman-Graham parametrization. We work in the first order formalism, where the full
superconformal structure can be kept manifest in principle, even if only a part of it is realized
as a symmetry on the boundary, while the remainder has a non-linear realization. Our study
generalizes the results presented in antecedent literature and includes a general discussion of
the gauge-fixing conditions on the bulk fields which yield the asymptotic symmetries at the
boundary. We construct the corresponding superconformal currents and show that they satisfy
the related Ward identities when the bulk equations of motion are imposed. Consistency of
the holographic setup requires the super-AdS curvatures to vanish at the boundary. This
determines, in particular, the expression of the super-Schouten tensor of the boundary theory,
which generalizes the purely bosonic Schouten tensor of standard gravity by including gravitini
bilinears. The same applies to the superpartner of the super-Schouten tensor, the conformino.
Furthermore, the vanishing of the supertorsion poses general constraints on the sources of
the three-dimensional boundary conformal field theory and requires that the super-Schouten
tensor is endowed with an antisymmetric part proportional to a gravitino-squared term.
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1 Introduction

Since its inception, the anti-de Sitter (AdS) / Conformal Field Theory (CFT) holographic
correspondence [IH3] has provided an important tool to investigate the strong coupling regime
of field theories on a fixed background using classical supergravity on asymptotically anti-de
Sitter (AAdS) spacetimes in one dimension higher. This is a powerful framework since, being
an intrinsically non-perturbative strong/weak coupling duality, it opens a window on aspects
of the gauge theory which are otherwise not accessible.

In its original formulation, the duality was conjectured as a correspondence between the
full type IIB superstring theory on its AdSs x S® solution and N' = 4 four-dimensional



Super Yang-Mills theory on the boundary of the AdSs spacetime. In the limit in which
the classical effective low-energy description of the (super)gravity side can be trusted, the
corresponding regime of the dual theory is strongly coupled. The holographic correspondence
has been extended to more general backgrounds of the form AdSp x Mjput, possibly with less
supersymmetry, which can be embedded in other string theories or M-theory, such as the
maximally supersymmetric AdS, x S7 and AdS; x S* solutions of D = 11 supergravity and
variants thereof. A valuable approach to the study of holography on a background of the form
AdSp x My is to restrict to an effective D-dimensional low-energy supergravity originating
from superstring/M-theory compactified on the internal manifold Mj,;. This supergravity
admits the AdSp part of the higher dimensional background as a vacuum and typically is
of gauged type. The geometry of Mjy; determines the amount of supersymmetry preserved
by this AdSp vacuum and the general features of the effective theory. In this setting, the
AdS/CFT conjecture can be restated as a holographic relation between the AdSp supergravity
and a d = (D — 1)-dimensional superconformal field theory (SCFT) at the boundary of the
AdS geometr. Most interestingly, the duality has been extended, on the gravity side, from
global AdS to backgrounds which have an AAdS geometry, reproducing the renormalization
group flow of the dual theory to an infrared (IR) conformal fixed point, the energy scale
being fixed by the radial coordinate on the D-dimensional spacetime. Indeed, the essential
ingredient for this correspondence is the conformal structure of the boundary of AAdS spaces.
These are spacetimes with negative curvature and whose metric has a pole of order two in
the asymptotic region or, more precisely, conformally compact manifolds [4,[5]. Supergravity
solutions that are asymptotically (locally) AdS can be interpreted holographically generically
either as explicit deformations of SCFTs or as models in which the superconformal symmetry
is spontaneously broken.

Several important results have been obtained in the holographic study of strongly cou-
pled quantum field theories, within the so-called bottom-up approach. This latter consists in
crafting an appropriate D-dimensional AAdS gravity background of a suitably chosen grav-
ity theory, which can reproduce interesting non-perturbative phenomena of a boundary field
theory, with some given general properties. In this approach emphasis is not given to the
higher-dimensional ultraviolet (UV) completion of the (super)gravity theory, which typically
has a minimal amount of supersymmetry, if any. Moreover, only certain features of the dual
field theory are known, which are suitably fixed by the chosen background through the holo-
graphic correspondence.

As opposed to the bottom-up one, the so-called top-down approach is restricted to gravity
theories whose higher-dimensional UV completions in superstring or M-theory are known.
This has the advantage that the dual CFT is often known. In most cases supergravity models
considered in this setting feature, in particular, an extended amount of supersymmetry (i.e.
no less than eight supercharges), which makes them more constrained in field content and
interactions and, therefore, more predictive Generally inspired by the latter approach, the
purpose of the present investigation is to generalize the holographic analysis of [6] to an

IThe spectrum of the fields in the D-dimensional supergravity theory corresponds only to a sector of the
operators on the dual field theory side.
2For a discussion on bottom-up versus top-down approaches see, e.g., [5].



extended supergravity, namely to a pure /' = 2 model. Some aspects of the minimal N = 2
gauged supergravity in the context of holography have been discussed in [7].

From a formal point of view, the AdS;1/CFT, correspondence states that the CFT par-
tition function is equal to the gravitational partition function in AAdS space in one dimension
higher [2,[3], R R X

A

In the above formula, Zg[q)(o)] is the quantum partition function of the gravity theory in
AAdS space, as a function of the boundary value @(0) of the bulk field ®, while Zap [J] is
the quantum partition function of the corresponding CFT, in which the source J of a local
operator O(z) dual to ® is identified with <i>(0).

Let us recall the definition of the quantum effective action W[J7] for a d-dimensional CFT
on OM in terms of the partition function Zcpr[J]

ZewrlT] = W) = / D !0t ford'20(0)-T (1.2)

where the symbol ¢(z) collectively denotes the fundamental fields of the CFT on which the
functional integration is performed. The action I[¢] should already be renormalized, that is,
finite in the UV region. Even though W is a (non-local) function of the external source J(z),
the physical information of the theory is contained in the n-point functions of the operators
O(¢(x)),

8" Zcrr|JT]
10T (21) ---10T (xn) | 7o
In particular, different correlators are related by Ward identities which express the symmetries
in the CFT at the quantum level.

Let us expand on the identification (L)) in the special case of a pure AdS gravity theory in
which the only bulk field is the metric §s, () defined on the AAdS spacetime, to be denoted
by M1 In this case the gravitational partition function has the form

(O(21) - O(zn))cpr = Zopr[0) (1.3)

ZG[Q(O)] _ /'Dg eifren[d] ~ gifon—shenl9(o)] (1.4)

Up to a conformal transformation, g, is the value at the conformal boundary of the bulk
field gup(x), on which Dirichlet boundary conditions are imposed: 59(0)W| am = 0 The
gravitational action Ien[g] has to be consistent with the boundary conditions and has to
be finite in the asymptotic (IR) region. In equation (4] the classical approximation, for
weak gravitational couplings, is performed, in which the partition function can be evaluated
on the classical solution, by a saddle point approximation, giving rise to the on-shell action
Ton—_ghell [g(o)]. The boundary metric g(g),,, becomes the source in the boundary CFT.

The AdS/CFT correspondence in the classical approximation of gravity identifies the
quantum effective action W as

Wlg()) = Ion—shen([9(0) » (1.5)



where the boundary metric becomes a background field in the CFT, so that the energy-
momentum tensor operator TH (¢, g(o)) also depends on it. The expectation value of the
latter can be calculated as the 1-point function from the effective theory,

2 0l on—shell [9(0)]

(T")cpr = - =7, (1.6)
Vgl 190w
and 7*¥ is the holographic stress tensor in the gravity side.
The conformal Ward identities in the CFT have the form
V(O)MTMV =0, T’L =A, (1.7)

where A is the Weyl anomaly [8]. This quantum result can, therefore, be obtained in the
classical regime of AdS gravity.

For the above formalism to be well-defined, a field theory has to be finite at short distances.
However, a general feature of quantum field theory is that UV (and IR) divergences can appear
at quantum level in the correlation functions. In order to guarantee the consistency of the
theory, these unphysical effects are usually removed through the procedure of renormalization.
In the framework of the AdS/CFT correspondence, which is in fact a UV/IR duality, i.e. the
ultraviolet regime of the field theory is related to the infrared one of the gravity side and
vice versa, it is natural to think that the UV poles of CFT n-point functions (3] could be
cancelled holographically, by adding appropriate boundary counterterms in the dual theory.
Indeed, a first systematic method in this direction was implemented at the beginning of the
century [9,[10] and was then applied to various bosonic theories, in particular to gravitational
actions coupled to bosonic matter ﬁeldsﬁ Briefly, the procedure consists in regulating the
bulk on-shell supergravity action by introducing a cut-off on the radial coordinate, adding
appropriate boundary counterterms in order to eliminate the divergences, and then removing
the cut-off

In the subsequent years, the holographic renormalization scheme was implemented also
for actions including fermionic fields. In [6] the authors studied the case of N =1 D =4
supergravity including contributions from the gravitini, while in [7] the boundary counterterms
for the minimal N' = 2 gauged supergravities in D = 4 and D = 5 have been analysed,
restricting to quadratic order in fermions in the action, by using a Hamiltonian approach. Five-
dimensional supersymmetric holographic renormalization has also been considered in [I3].

A different approach to the holographic renormalization was developed in [14], where it
was named topological regularization. It was proven to give the same results as the standard
procedure in pure gravity, having however the quality of giving a topological meaning to the
resummation of the holographic counterterms series expansion. A detailed comparison of
both counterterm series has been developed in pure AdS gravity in any dimension in [I5]. In
particular, the topological counterterm needed to regularize four-dimensional gravity turns

3A very good review of the subject can be found in [4].
“For completeness, let us mention that Gibbons and Hawking had already proposed to add a boundary

contribution in 1977, namely the Gibbons-Hawking(-York) term, in order to have a well-defined variational

principle for gravity theories [TTL[12].



out to be the Gauss-Bonnet term and it is also able to restore the diffeomorphisms invariance,
broken by the presence of the boundary [16H18]. Moreover, the addition of this contribution
allows to express the renormalized action in the MacDowell-Mansouri form [19].

The above papers treat gravity in the second order formalism. However, an alternative
formulation to the latter is the first order formalism, where the spin connection is considered
as an independent field from the vielbein [20-25]. In this approach, the powerful tool of
exterior calculus and the differential form language can be employed, yielding a geometrical
description of gravity. The same approach was used in [27] to extend the results of [16HI8] to
supergravity and to find the counterterms needed to restore the local supersymmetry, broken
by the presence of a boundary, for the cases of pure N' =1 and N' = 2 AdS, supergravities.
The boundary terms found in [27] to restore supersymmetry (that is diffeomorphisms in the
fermionic directions of superspace) are in fact the supersymmetric extension of the Gauss-
Bonnet term, which was necessary to restore diffeomorphisms invariance in the case of gravity.
Correspondingly, those boundary terms were precisely the ones needed to rewrite the total
supergravity action in a supersymmetric MacDowell-Mansouri form.

However, while the topological regularization was shown to be able to renormalize the
bulk action for the pure gravity case, the same has not been proven yet for its supersymmetric
extension, in particular for the N' = 2 AdS, supergravity. The present paper proceeds from
the foregoing works to achieve this goal but, in contrast to [7], we consider the full contribution
from the gravitini and start from a rather general setup in view of possible future developments.
In order to do it, we show that the Ward identities of the dual field theory are satisfied, as
expected for a SCFT in three dimensions.

It still remains as an open problem the question of rendering the AdS supergravity action
finite in the presence of matter multiplets by adding topological bulk terms.

From a different, but complementary, point of view, we explore a relation between the clas-
sical local symmetries of an AdS gravity defined on the bulk manifold MP? and the quantum
symmetries in a field theory defined on OM. The latter match the asymptotic symmetries,
at radial infinity, of the gravitational background. In our approach, they appear as residual
symmetries left over after the gauge fixing of bulk local symmetries and whose parameters
take value on M. This matching of symmetries is justified from the group theoretical point
of view. Namely (we restrict here, for simplicity, the discussion to the bosonic sector, but
its supersymmetric extension will be considered in the body of the paper) the isometries of
the AdS vacuum in D = (d 4 1)-dimensional asymptotically AdS spaces are described by
the SO(2,d) group whose generators are Jgp, J,. It is important to emphasize that grav-
ity with negative cosmological constant is not invariant under local SO(2,d) transformations.
Instead, general coordinate transformations, combined with a field-dependent local Lorentz
transformations, acquire a locally gauge-covariant form.

The d-dimensional boundary breaks the bulk local symmetries in the 2¢ (radial) direction
that naturally leads to the d + 1 decomposition of the Lorentz indices into a = (i,d). In
that way, the bulk isometry group is isomorphic to the conformal group? with generators J;;,
P, =J;,+J,4, K; =J; — J;q, D = J;. Therefore, choosing suitable boundary conditions for
the AdS gravity fields in D-dimensional bulk, which are & (along J,;) and % Ve (along J,),

®For explicit construction of this conformal algebra in the context of AdS/CFT in pure AdS gravity, see [21].



we can identify its d-dimensional boundary field content that should be the one of the CFT.
Using the isomorphism, the boundary background fields, i.e. sources J = {w¥ 6 E' B, &'}
associated with the conformal generators, have the form

Jij: Wi o~ @
Pi: B~ Vi=g (V)
D: B ~ Ve,
K,: & NVi:%(&Did—Vi),

where ‘~’ means that the identifications are valid only up to a global rescaling on the boundary,
allowed in CFT. This near-boundary rescaling is the first step in removing the long-distance
divergences present in (super)gravity theory in asymptotically AdS spaces, equivalent to renor-
malization of the holographic CFT. From this discussion, we draw the following conclusions.
First, a full linearly realized conformal group on the boundary can be made manifest only in
first order formalism, where the spin connection is an independent field. Second, the confor-
mal structure on the boundary naturally introduces two geometric quantities in d dimensions,
a dilatation gauge field B and the Schouten tensor S¢. They will play an important role in
the analysis of symmetries of this holographic correspondence.

As far as the asymptotic symmetries and the gauge-fixing conditions defining them are
concerned, we shall keep our analysis as general as possible. More precisely, we shall be
taking a “cautious approach”, only imposing gauge-fixing conditions which appear to be strictly
necessary for the consistent definition of the asymptotic symmetries. The reason for this relies
on one of the motivations which have inspired the present analysis, namely the application of
the AdS,/CFTj3 holographic approach to the study of the model, originally constructed in [28]
(to be referred to as the AVZ model), which features unconventional supersymmetry. The
latter has been eventually embedded, as a boundary theory, in pure N' = 2 AdS, supergravity
in [29], although a fully fledged holographic correspondence has not been developed yet. The
present work represents a preliminary investigation in this direction. Having this in mind,
we avoid imposing the constraint «#1, = 0 on the gravitino field at the boundary since, in
the AVZ model, this condition has to be relaxed, as the dynamical fermion of the theory
is identified with the contraction ~#, itself. This fermion satisfies a Dirac equation and
was shown to be well-suited for the description of the electronic properties of graphene-like
materials [28,[30]. Holographically embedding the AVZ model in N' = 2 AdS, supergravity
and eventually in N/ > 2 theories paves the way for a top-down approach to the study
of this condensed-matter system. In this direction, in [3I], a possible relationship between
the construction in [30] and a generalization of the d = 3 interface model of Gaiotto and
Witten [32] was presented. This hints towards the definition of the dual conformal class of
theories, which will be the object of a future investigation.

The rest of this work is organized as follows: In Section 2] we review the asymptotic
symmetries in Einstein AdS, gravity for purpose of introducing the first order formalism and
in Section [3] we summarize the geometric approach to pure N'= 2 AdS4 supergravity, in the



presence of a boundary. Section [ is devoted to the near-boundary analysis of supergravity
fields and local parameters. Then, in Section Bl we write out the superconformal currents and
Ward identities, proving that the latter are indeed satisfied off-shell on the curved background
when the bulk equations of motion are imposed. We conclude the paper with some final
remarks. Useful formulas and conventions are gathered in Appendix [Al while details on
calculations are collected in Appendix [Bl and Appendix

2 Asymptotic symmetries in Einstein AdS, gravity

We start our discussion with a review of the results in pure AdS gravity and then reformulating
them in first order framework.

Asymptotically AdS spaces MP in D = d+1 dimensions are conformally compact Einstein
spaces that can be described by local coordinates z# = (x#, 29), where 2# (u = 0,...d — 1)
are local coordinates on the boundary OM and z = z¢
asymptotic AdS boundary located at z = 0. In a neighborhood of z = 0, they admit a metric
Gpo (with a mostly negative signature) in the Fefferman-Graham (FG) form

is the radial coordinate with the

ds? = g, daPda” = ﬁ
- gMV - 22

( —d2? + g (, 2) dx“dx”) , (2.1)
where £ is the AdS radius, g, is regular on the boundary and it admits a power expansion
in the radial coordinate z,

2

uv = g(O)W(m) + Z—z g(g)W(ﬂc) + - (2.2)
Only even powers in z appear in the series, until the order z¢~1. This is particular to pure
AdS gravity. In general, addition of matter fields, as is the case in supergravity, requires more
general powers in the z-expansion of the metric, depending on the value of the AdS mass of
the field. By solving order by order the Einstein equations, the corresponding coefficients in
the expansion are determined as local functions of g, . For example, g(3),, depends linearly
on the curvature in a combination that produces the boundary Schouten tensor Sul,(g(o)),

o 1 o
2 2
9w = 8, =1 <R;w - m 9(0)uv R) ) (2.3)

where R* 2o (9(0)) 1s the boundary Riemann curvature and 7O€W and R are the corresponding
Ricci tensor and Ricci scalar, respectively. The conventions we adopt on curvatures can be
found in Appendix [A.Il On top of this, only in odd spacetime dimensions D, there is a term
z%log z. In contrast, the mode 9(d)w cannot be fully resolved from the equations of motion
(only its local part), as it is proportional to the holographic stress tensor of the theory [4,[9].

5The most general asymptotically AdS metric contains also the subleading §., terms, in particular ., =
O(z) in three dimensions [33] and §., = O(z?) in four dimensions [34]. They can always be set to zero by

choosing FG coordinate frame on a patch near the boundary.



The FG form of the metric (2.1]) is obtained by gauge fixing of spacetime coordinate frame.
The invariance of (2.I]) under radial diffeomorphisms leads to the Penrose-Brown-Henneaux
(PBH) transformations [35]. The full set of residual symmetries includes, apart from the
PBH transformations, also the boundary (transversal) diffeomorphisms. They have the form
of asymptotic symmetries, that is, their parameters take value on OM. The AdS gravity is
invariant under the action of these transformations at asymptotic infinity.

In an explicit form, using the Lie derivative dg;y = £ ég,w for diffeomorphisms generated

by parameters éﬂ, the FG gauge fixing implies
60 = 0 = £ =z0(),

2
. - 2%
00y = 0 = g = ¢ (x) + % gﬁ))aua + O(Z4) ) (2.4)

where {#(x) and o(z) are arbitrary local parameters on the boundary. From dg,, = ﬁ—i 0w,
we obtain the transformation law of first terms in the asymptotic expansion of (2.2)) as

59(0)uu = £§g(0)uu — 20 goyuv »
69(2)1“/ = £§g(2)l“/ - EVE?}VS;)J . (25)

From the first equation it is clear that radial diffeomorphisms induce Weyl transformations
on the boundary described by the parameter o(x). This purely kinematic treatment allows
to determine the local part of the coefficients in the series (2.2)) without resorting to the
asymptotic resolution of the field equations. This is done by integrating the Weyl parameter
from the transformation law above. This PBH approach, although a powerful tool to match
symmetries in a holographic field theory, is not an alternative to holographic renormalization.

The asymptotic symmetries produce conservation laws which are mapped into holographic
Ward identities for the boundary CFT.

Holographic gauge fixing in first order formalism. In what concerns us here, we
work in first order formalism in D = 4 where the independent fields are 1-forms on M?*.
Indeed, one has the vielbein V* = V“L(x) dz”, stemmed from the metric Jpp = Kab V%V%
(with the Minkowski metric kq), and the spin connection @ = wgb(m) dz”. World indices
on four-dimensional spacetime are denoted by hatted Greek letters f,7,... = 0,1,2,3 and
the corresponding anholonomic tangent space indices are labeled by Latin letters a,b,... =
0,1,2,3.

Apart from general coordinate transformations dz# = —fﬂ, which define local translations
with parameters p® = §“V‘;1, the theory is now endowed with local Lorentz invariance, whose
parameters are j% = — ;%

The AdS gravity in first order formalism is invariant under the general transformationsﬁ

SV = Dp* — j"V;, +i, T,

" This transformation law is the local Lorentz transformation combined with the Lie derivative £,A4 =
D (ipA) + ipF valid for any gauge field A and its associated field strength F, where p/ = é‘l.



N 2
5djab _ Djab+

Ziphv*}+ipéd: (2.6)

where D(&) is the Lorentz-covariant derivative, R%(%) is the Lorentz curvature and 7% = DV
is the torsion 2-form. We have also introduced the AdS curvature R® = R%® — %2 vyt =
%f?gﬁ’;dxﬂdxﬁ and the contraction operator ipR“b = pCV’Z}?%’ldmﬂ and similarly for z'pT“. In
the non-supersymmetric case we are discussing in this section, we will assume that the gravi-
tational field is torsionless, thus z'pT“ = 0.

In order to extend the discussion for AAdS spacetimes from the metric formulation de-
scribed above to first order formalism, we have to specify the form of V' and &%. To this
end, we have 10 local parameters (p?, %) at our disposal to gauge fix.

This holographic gauge firing has to provide the radial expansion of gauge fields and
parameters. In addition, the residual transformations (which leave invariant that gauge fixing)
have to induce boundary Weyl dilatations. It also has to give rise to the transformation of
the boundary fields, which lead to the conservation laws.

In this framework, the radial evolution of gravity considers the radial components of
the gauge fields as Lagrange multipliers, similarly as the lapse and shift functions in the
Arnowitt-Deser-Misner (ADM) formulation of gravity [36]. The simplest choice V¢ = 0,
@ = 0 leads to a trivial theory on the boundary. In particular, it does not have an invertible
vielbein.

Radial expansion and holography in gravity in Riemann-Cartan space were developed
in [22] and applied, for example, in three [2224], four [25], and five [22] bulk dimensions in
different setups. In arbitrary dimension it was discussed in [21].

A suitable gauge fixing for spacetime diffeomorphisms p® and Lorentz transformation j
is

V@:é%, W% =0. (2.7)

z

These conditions, in principle, are sufficient to determine local symmetries. However, in AdS
space, the vielbein should be chosen so that it reproduces the FG metric (2.I]). For this reason,
we assume an adapted frame where the boundary is orthogonal to the radial coordinate,

3 _
Ve =0. (2.8)

The last condition can be relaxed as long as the fall-off of the field V?L(x) is consistent
with the behaviour of AAdS spaces. As shown in [2126], this field plays a role in the explicit
construction of the gauged conformal algebra for a dual CFT. By setting VZL to zero, the
conformal symmetry of the boundary is still there, but its realization becomes non-linear, as
the associated gauge field turns into a composite field.

As mentioned before, the choice (Z7) is holographic if it produces a radial expansion of
the boundary fields. Let us denote the 3 + 1 decomposition of Lorentz indices as a = (i, 3)
(1 =0,1,2). We use the following convention for the Levi-Civita tensor on M* projected to
the boundary M,

€IkS — ik 123 — _epo3 = —1. (2.9)
Then, in AAdS spaces, the vielbein behaves as
o
VZ;L: ;EZM(I',Z), (210)

10



where Eiu is finite at the boundary z = 0, so it can be expanded in a power series in its
vicinity,
52

62

3
i i i 2 i

" 14

Because of physical implications it would have later, we rename the coefficients as Eéo) W= Ei w

E(iz) p = Siu and Eég) u= Tiﬂ. Then the expansion becomes
A . 22 . 23 .
Elﬂ = EZ“—FE—QSZH—F €—3TZ“+O(Z4),
P " 22 7 2 " 4

where E'; is the inverse of the Vielbeinﬁ Ei - These tensors project the indices between the
boundary spacetime and its tangent space and we also have

4

e=det[V}] = —é3, é3=det[E'], e3=det[E)]. (2.13)

24

Notice that we assumed that the linear terms in z are absent in the induced vielbein Eiu,
in order to reproduce the result g(;),, = 0 in pure gravity. Furthermore, it is convenient
to make use of the residual Lorentz transformations to get S% = Squ“j and 79 = Tquﬂj
symmetric, namely to set S = 0 and 74 = 0 [6]. If the Lorentz parameter at the boundary

is expanded as
2 3

i j 27 27 i 4
i+ @ie t Eie TOE) (2:14)

z
14
from the Lorentz transformations (Z:6]) we find jg) =0 and

i = gl

5B, =—09E;,, 5,51, = -0, —jg)EJH, 15
§;EM = —GijE“j, o7, = =077, — jg)EM. -

Here 6% (z) is an asymptotic parameter which will become a holographic symmetry. The
antisymmetric parts are independent of %,

5,511 — 5

& G = (2.16)

Therefore, the antisymmetric parts of S and 7% are related only to the subleading Lorentz
transformations and therefore they can always be set to zero,

slid g, il —g. (2.17)

8Strictly speaking, the inverse vielbein (E™1)* = E* has the property E*; = gfg")ijju = E;* following
from the invertibility and symmetry of the metric. It implies that one can overlook the order of the indices in
the vielbein and its inverse. The same argument holds for the bulk vielbein V, and its inverse V%, but not

for the higher-order terms in the expansion that are not necessarily invertible.

11



However, we will not assume yet that jlg) and jzg,’ vanish because they might not be inde-
pendent parameters. We will come back to this issue later, after all independent asymptotic
symmetries have been identified (see eq. (Z.51])).

In fact, the above procedure can be extended to make all coefficients in the expansion of
V’p symmetric. Without going into details, it can be shown that 6% always decouples from
the transformation of E([Zn])] = prb Ez]n)“ and we can always set E([:f)} =0 forn > 0. As a net

{2

result, all modes E(n)ﬂ are symmetric tensors,

EZ =0, n>0. (2.18)

Thus, the expansion defined by the above considerations is consistent with the FG frame

1) and

9oy = EZ'VEZM )
9 = 2Suu = £2S;u/ )
9By = 2Tuu . (219)

Recalling the fact that in Einstein AdS gravity we know the solution of the coefficients g(,),.,
(n > 0) in terms of the source gy, [%135], we identify Eiu as the vielbein at the conformal

boundary, Siu = % Siu as proportional to the Schouten tensor, and Tiu as the holographic
stress tensor.

On the other hand, without supersymmetry, the torsion constraint DV® = ( determines
the spin-connection to be (see (A1)

A

o =V <—aﬂv% + fgﬂWg) . (2.20)
In our notation, f’l)/‘“ is the affine connection in the bulk. In particular, the one appearing in
[220) is the Levi-Civita connection, that is, symmetric in (4) and torsionless. The radial
components of the spin-connection are consistent with the gauge fixing (2.7)), assuming (2.I8])

is satisfied. The boundary components of the spin connection become

G = B (<0., + T (0)E'y) = wfi(@,2),
~ 1 1 ) 1 (Vi
G = B kB (221)

where wf{ (x,0) = wf{ (E) is the torsionless spin connection on the boundary, I’f)ﬂ (g) is the affine

Levi-Civita connection at the boundary that depends on z (in contrast to I’,))H = F{}ﬂ(g)] 2=0)
and we define the auxiliary tensor

ku, = 0.9 = O(2), 0" = —kM. (2.22)

Both F{}ﬂ(g) and k,, are regular quantities at z = 0. In a more explicit form,

2,2 . 23

o = 6(@,2) = G @) + 2w (S B) + S (1 ) + O(H),

12



G = B S T Tt 0E, (2:23)
where 1
Su=8/=8,. =5 () =", (2.24)

and the last step is only valid upon imposing the partial Lorentz gauge fixing (2.18)). Thus, in
pure AdS gravity, the tensors Siu and ?iu can be chosen symmetric and equal to Siu and Tiu
We will see later (in eq. (£I5])) that the group theory definition of the boundary Schouten
tensor is Si = 1 (Si + S ,) and it reduces to 5 Sl only after using the above equahty
When the bulk torsion Vamshes we obtain at the first two orders (z and z 2) near the

boundary that the 1-forms wé) = wé) dz* and similarly for w( are not arbitrary, but they

3)’
can be expressed in terms of S = Slﬂ dzt and 7' = 7', dzt as

E; /\wg) = DS’ E; /\wzg,’) = D7, (2.25)

where D denotes the covariant derlvatlve with respect to the connection w,f (E). These equa-
tions can be explicitly solved in w;? (3), as indicated by (2.23).

Let us finally analyse the fall-oft of the curvature. Asymptotically AdS spaces require the
curvature to be asymptotically constant. Direct checkup confirms that the near-boundary

form of the AdS curvature is

3z

R =-zC, +0(z?), R =T+ 00,

Ri = uv—g—E[M V}+O( ) Ry :_62 @p 3 (3) + O(z )
where C* = 5 C L dat A da” ZO)Si is three-dimensional Cotton tensor. In the above deriva-
tion of R = <DS’ + E; A w( )) + -+, the Cotton tensor appears after using (2.25]) to

eliminate W(z) ThlS is because S* = S cannot be assumed directly under the derivative due

to the relations (2.24)) which involve the derivatives of the vielbein. Similarly, R depends on
the tensor 7" + 27*, but it reduces to the above result upon setting 7* = 7*. The Weyl tensor
vanishes in three dimensions,

Wil = Rij — 2Bl A ST =0, (2.27)
so that the three-dimensional Bianchi identity can equivalently be written as
Elinc!=o, (2.28)

yielding that the Cotton tensor is traceless, CZ = 0. It is also known that, in three dimensions,

it is covariantly constantﬁ For more propertles of the Cotton tensor in Riemannian geometries,
see [38].

9The dual of the Cotton tensor appears naturally —at the holographic order— in the parity-odd sector of the
the theory. This feature gives rise to a holographic stress tensor/Cotton tensor duality at the boundary [37]

which, in turn, is a consequence of an asymptotic (anti-)self duality condition for the Weyl tensor [14].

13



An important consequence of Wi, =

0 in three dimensions is that, from (2.20), we get

Roab = 0. Since the AdS boundary M is located at constant radius dz = 0,z = 0, in

z=0

supergravity the last condition can be relaxed to Rab

Residual symmetries.

=0.

dz=0,z=0
The fact that the curvature is constant at the conformal boundary does not guarantee —

only by itself- the regularity of the variation of the action and, therefore, a correct holographic
description of the theory.

The gauge fixing adopted above leads to the asymptotic form

of the boundary fields (2ZI0), 2I12)) and [223). We seek for transformations which do not

change the frame choice (2.7]).

0 = oV3=0.p°, (2.29)
0 = 6V, =0a.p + fji?’, (2.30)
0 = 5V3:3p —w! pz—i-]ZBVW, (2.31)
= 6B = gl P+ 0.5% +i,R®, (2.32)
= 00Y =0,59 +i,RY . (2.33)

From (2.0)), it follows

In order to solve the above equations, we need the asymptotic expansion of the contraction
of the AdS curvature (2.20))

P (317' + O ))

/4
3z
(2

14

L+ 0z )) p7<2E”CZ +O(z3)>,

222 3
k
p < 3 Euk (2) A

Then eqs. (229)—([2.33)) acquire the form

0

0

8zp3a

0.5 + — s

azpz + - jl
z

Oup® — &)’pi +

1 3z
p+

2
/4

3V,

i (Tij +0(2)) ,

38
057 + p* <—— By, B wi

63

o

The first equation ([2:35]) can be readily solved as

p3 = —60'(1') )

14

Efw () + O(z )>

h,+0:)



with the boundary parameter o(x) introduced as an integration constant. The next two ones,
(236) and ([2.37)), can be decoupled by eliminating j* and finding the differential equation in
pi

1, 3z

i 1 i i (i
The solution for both parameters reads
i i 24 2 i 3
p = ;5—}——1) +£—2£]7+0(Z)
13 1 ) 7 2 7
i = ;5——6——57’ + O(z ) (2.42)

where ¢/(x) and b’(z) are new integration constants. Eq. (Z39) then leads to the solution for
the Lorentz parameter

5 :ew+z—2§ﬂwg 42 =&, + 0, (2.43)

with #%(x) another arbitrary functions on the boundary, identified with the Lorentz parame-
ter.

The last equation to be solved is the asymptotic condition (2.38]) which —with all solutions
plugged in— becomes

_2 B Ey, + O(2%), (2.44)

9
_ 3 _ i
0= 8V = —0,0 + 268", —

where the linear terms cancel out. At the leading order, (Z.44]) implies that the parameter b
is not independent, i.e.

0 ;
b; = 5 E"0,0 + 575 . (2.45)
Overall, the radial expansion of gauge parameters in absence of fermions has the form

P o= —lo(),

4 /¢ 22
Po= SE@ S+ ST+ 06,
-7 1 7 % 2
= €@ - b - T+ 0,

| | 2 23 . 4
) _ 1 1]
= 0+ el e O, (2.46)

where b(0,€) is given by (m It is worth emphasizing that W(z) and w(g) satisfy eq. (2.25).

In particular, from C' = E A w(Q), we find that the component w(2) is directly related to
the Cotton tensor, and snmlarly for 7', so that the higher-order spin connection components
fulfill 4
;o : . i
CZ!“/ = £—2 (.UEQ) [NV} s D[M’TZV} = E][N w(g) V] . (247)
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The independent boundary parameters
o(x), €(x), 67(x)

are associated with dilatations, diffeomorphisms, and Lorentz transformations, respectively.
This can be seen from the change of the boundary fields found from the expansion of 5Viu,

SE', = Du&'+0E', —07E),,
. o . g IZ
658", = Dub'—0oS', — 075, + 55 Cops
57”? = Zo)ﬂ (ijij) - QUTiM — 9’77']-“ + 25”15@7”'“] . (2.48)
In a similar fashion, the spin connection transforms as
6ff = Dub” — 28" 0,0 + 25 (Bl + €lisd)) . (2.49)

This law is consistent with the torsionless boundary, which can be shown using (248)) and the
fact that the Weyl tensor (2.27)) vanishes identically in three dimensions.

In addition, it is straightforward to check that the obtained residual symmetries match the
usual PBH transformations (2.3)) in the metric formalism, where the coefficient g(q)., = 9(3)u
now transforms homogeneously,

09@)yw = £e9@w — TIG)w > (2.50)

because it is proportional to the holographic stress tensor. In the proof, one has to use
DyE',; =0.

Having the full set of asymptotic parameters (2.45)—(2.46) and the transformation law of
the boundary fields (248]), we are ready to return to the conditions (2I7)) and discuss their
consistency with respect to the residual transformations.

As we can see from the expansion (Z43]), if we restrict to Lorentz transformations only
(namely we set p* = 0), then ([2.17) implies jg) = jéé) = 0 so that, according to eq. (2.43)),
our choices Sl = 0, 717l = 0 are naturally preserved by the Lorentz part of the residual
symmetry group. We need, however, to check the consistency of these conditions against a
generic residual symmetry, including the diffeomorphisms on the boundary, parametrized by
& =F p & For example, the condition S [i] = 0 changes under these asymptotic symmetries
as

5.5l — (_Qik Skl 4 g, Stk _ o5 gli] 4 pin S[jk}ﬁufk

Slisl=0

S o i 2
_Ein S[Zk]Du&g + W [l ek — 3(%) + n cki §k>

Slisl=0
302

= 3wy = —=citg =0, (2.51)
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where we have used the general transformation property of S¥, see the second of eqs. (2.48),
and the identification S¥ = 25% /¢ that holds for S[¥] = 0, in light of which the components
C7% of the Cotton tensor are expressed in terms of w(g) as given by eq. (Z47). In deriving
([251)), we have also used the expression of j(Z) as w(2) k£ which follows from the expansion
@43). Finally, the last equality in eq. (25I]) follows from the property of the torsion-free
Cotton tensor, Cj;jx) = 0. As a result, we see that the condition Slidl = 0 is consistent with
having a generic Cotton tensor because its transformation law is proportional to Cj;;x) which
vanishes. A similar analysis can be made for the condition 7[¥] = 0 and its consistency with
the asymptotic symmetries.

In this way we have proven that having symmetric Schouten tensor and identification
Sij = Sij = % S;; could be consistently imposed together with having a generic, non-vanishing
Cotton tensor. This is not the case in N' = 1 supergravity discussed in [6] where, for the sake
of simplicity, it was imposed jg) = 0 to ensure symmetric Schouten tensor, which can be
consistently implemented only in asymptotically conformally flat spaces.

Conservation law for conformal symmetry. In Riemann-Cartan AdS gravity, the
leading orders of the bulk fields E’ , w; remain arbitrary functions on the three-dimensional
boundary: they act as sources in the dual field theory. From (ILHl), we can generalize the
quantum effective action to first order formalism,

WI[E,w] = —-ilnZ[E,w], (2.52)

in such a way that the (external) gravitational sources Ei“ and wz' are coupled to the exter-
nal currents, namely the energy-momentum tensor J; and the spin current J” ;> written in
differential form formalism on OM as

SW = / <5Ei A J; + %&uiﬂ' A Jij> . (2.53)

Here we have introduced the 2-form currents J = %Jw/ dz* A dz¥ and the usual Noether
currents 1-form *J = J, dz# are their Hodge star duals

JH = % M, (2.54)
Both in the non-supersymmetric case discussed here and in the supersymmetric case discussed
in the next sections, the spin connection is not an independent source and, therefore, J;; = 0.
Here we assume that taking a variation commutes with setting DE! =0, since in [21] it was
proven that 6% contributes to the stress tensor so that it becomes the symmetric Belinfante-
Rosenfeld tensor. In our approach it will be a consequence of Lorentz symmetry.
Invariance of the action under the transformations (2.48]), written in the differential form
language on OM, reads
SE' = D¢ + oF' — 0 E; . (2.55)

After partial integration where the boundary terms are neglected, we get

0=6W = / €D+ (0B~ 0TE;) A J;] (2.56)
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This implies the following classical conservation laws of conformal symmetry in d = 3

&: 0= DJ;, (conserved J,,)
o: 0= E'AJ;, (traceless J,,) (2.57)
09: 0= E;ANJj—E;AJ;. (symmetric J,,)

Note that we have the full Weyl symmetry on the boundary expressed in terms of the
Belinfante-Rosenfeld tensor J, which is traceless. The field equations lead to J,, = —(3/¢) Ty
The second relation is not modified at the quantum level because there is no conformal
anomaly in three dimensions.

Finally, let us comment that the boundary 1-forms E* and S° transform under the d = 3
diffeomorphisms as Lie derivatives £ gEi and £ §Si, respectively. They are also Lorentz vectors.
Using the identity from footnote [0 and reabsorbing a part i¢w" of the Lie derivative into the
local Lorentz transformation 6%, the transversal diffeomorphisms in £ 5Ei acquire the form
of local AdS translations ﬁ{i, with & = igEi, plus the term igTi = 0 that vanishes on-
shell. As a result, we obtain (£¢ + dp) E' = D (icE') — 0YE}, that is exactly the first line
in ([248)) restricted to a subgroup with ¢ = 0. Similarly, in the second equation in (2.0))
we recognize the Lie derivative combined with a local Lorentz transformation, (£¢ + dg) S° =
Db — i1 g i+ % igCi, where now the Cotton tensor C? naturally appears as a term analogous to
the contraction of the torsion for the bulk fields and b* = 4¢S*. Thus, the transformation law
of the Schouten tensor in (2.48)) is expected to have the Cotton tensor contribution. Another
way to see it is by using the group theory argument presented in the Introduction, where the
d = 3 Schouten tensor as a gauge field comes from V? p = %(f{i}f’ — V’M) in the asymptotic
sector, thus it involves both &fo’ and 5Viﬂ. Performing the expansion explicitly again gives
rise to i¢C".

It is also interesting to observe that there is the full non-linearly realized conformal group
on the boundary, where w” and S° = %Si are composite fields and the dilatation gauge
field B = 1 V3 pdz# is vanishing (and it transforms as ([2.44])). We can go back to its linear
realization by treating those three fields as independent. Then we have to add the special
conformal current Jxy; and the dilatation current Jp) in the Variationtof the action (2.53)
via the respective couplings 08" A Jky; and dB A J(py and also treat b" as an independent
parameter.

As a result, we will obtain the generalized transformation laws (2.57)) in the form

¢+ DI=BAJi+8 N +LSiNJpy,

o AdJpy=—E'NJ;+S Ny,
09 DJiyj =2E; A Jjy+28; Ay (2.58)
b 1 Dy =E NJij—LE;NJpy— B A Jiyi,

where D is the covariant derivative with respect to the Lorentz connection w/ = &% — 2Bl A il
The torsion constraint in a local Weyl theory involves the dilatation field and it has the form
D[MEZ'V} = Ei[ﬂBy}. The expressions (2.58) reduce to the previous conservation laws (2.57)

after setting J;; = 0, J(k); = 0 and J(py = 0, because these currents correspond to w4, 8% and
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B which are not independent sources any longer, but composite fields. Thus, the full confor-
mal symmetry is encoded in the previous conservation law (2.57)), as also observed in [21I]. An
extension of the FG formalism and enhancement of the boundary theory to include the Weyl
current has been analysed in [26]. The superconformal group approach to the holographic
currents problem in d = 3 is discussed in Subsection 5.1

In the following sections, we will extend the above analysis to the supersymmetric case.

3 Pure N =2 AdS, supergravity

Pure N' = 2 supergravity in four-dimensional spacetime has a field content that, when ex-
pressed in terms of spacetime quantities, is given by the vielbein V‘}L, the gravitino W4 (we

generally omit the spinor indices), the SO(1,3) spin connection d)gb and the graviphoton Aﬂ.
The Latin (a, b, ...) and Greek (f, 7, ...) indices are the same as before and A4, ... = 1,2 refers
to indices in the fundamental representation of the R-symmetry group. Let us recall that
the R-symmetry group is U(2) for the ungauged theory, but the Fayet-Iliopoulos term, which
depends on the AdS radius £ as P o< 1/¢ in the SU(2) sector, explicitly breaks the R-symmetry
to SO(2) for AdSy supergravity. The graviphoton is an Abelian gauge field and gravitini are
Majorana spinors. The conventions on fermions can be found in Appendix [A.2

A geometric formulation of the theory in N = 2 superspace, in the presence of a negative
cosmological constant and allowing for non-trivial boundary conditions, was given in [27]
In that setting, the field content is expressed in terms of 1-forms in superspace M2 that is,
by the supervielbein 1-form (V% ¥ ,), defining an orthonormal basis of N/ = 2 superspace,
the Lorentz spin connection 1-form @ and the 1-form graviphoton gauge connection A.

Let us remark that the whole analysis in the present paper is presented within a spacetime
approach to supergravity and not in superspace. However, to make contact with the results
of [27], to which we generally refer for the description of the bulk setting, in this section we
will first present the results in the geometric superspace approach and then translate them
into the spacetime approach.

In the geometric approach [39], the action is written as an integral of the Lagrangian
4-form over a bosonic subspace M* ¢ M*2, that is

= / c. (3.1)
MAcmA2

This is because, in the geometric framework of [39], the Lagrangian 4-form is invariant un-
der general coordinate transformations in superspace and supersymmetry transformations on

10We shall adopt the notation of [27] where, in particular, the metric is mostly minus. With respect to that
paper, however, here we made some changes which make the formulas more transparent and better adapted
to match the notation in three dimensions. More precisely, the four-dimensional Lorentz spin connection
and curvature are defined with different symbols and extra minus signs: w®® — —&, R® — —R* and
the graviphoton gauge connection with a prefactor, A — —% A. We will use Majorana spinors both in
four as well in three dimensions and redefine the constants appearing in the quoted paper as L = % and

2

% =2e= % = —%7 where A is the cosmological constant and ¢ is the AdS4 radius.
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spacetime, which are associated, as we are going to discuss below, with diffeomorphisms in
the fermionic directions of superspace; one can thus exploit “general super-coordinate trans-
formations” to freely choose, as the bosonic submanifold of integration in superspace, any
M* c M2 (see also [40] for details on this point and [41,42] for a geometric formulation
of supergravity based on integral forms which allows to write the superspace action as an
integral on a supermanifold).

The bulk Lagrangian 4-form for the pure N' = 2 theory is given b [27,[43]

1. — A T
LPulk :ZRabVCVdeabcd + U T, Dspa V™ + % (F +5 WAWBEAB) TT59 ecp
i—A axsb 1 ay/byreysd
— ﬂ |\ PabFS\I/AV Vo — @ Veavevev €abed (32)
1/~ A 1 -~ -
+3 (pcdvava -5 FlmFlmvavbvcvd> €abed »

where we will generally omit writing of the wedge product in long expressions to lighten the
notation. This Lagrangian is written in a first order approach for the gauge field A.

A consistent definition of the action in the presence of non-trivial boundary conditions
requires the full Lagrangian to include a boundary contribution [111144], that is

L= Ebulk + Eboundary ] (33)

The boundary term has to ensure both a well-defined action principle (for suitable AAdS
boundary conditions) and the regularity of the full action in the asymptotic region. Holo-
graphic techniques renormalize a gravity theory in a covariant way by cutting of the spacetime
at the finite radius z. The variation of the action is expressible in terms of the variation of
the sources at the conformal boundary. Due to the asymptotic behaviour of the fields, the
variational problem on the boundary sources induces infinities which have to be cancelled by
the introduction of counterterms. Asymptotic regularity, then, is dictated by a well-posed
variational principle [45]. Holographic renormalization was first introduced in [§] and further
developed in [4,09,[10], while the counterterms for Einstein-Hilbert AdS gravity were obtained
in [46749]. The prescription has been applied to supergravity theories, as well, in particular
for computation of the superconformal anomaly [7] (for computations in the field theory side
see, e.g., [BOLGI]).

In our context, it is more convenient to adopt a geometric approach to the renormaliza-
tion problem, originally formulated in [I6HI8], which considers the addition of the topological
Euler-Gauss-Bonnet term to the bulk gravity action. The corresponding coupling is fixed by
demanding the vanishing of the AdS curvature on the boundary. In [14l[15] it was shown that
adding this topological term in four dimensions is equivalent to the holographic renormaliza-
tion program Since the method is deeply rooted in first order formulation, clearly it is

"The precise definition of the hatted and tilded quantities in (B2 can be found in equations (B7) and

2However, the counterterm prescription given in these references does not deal with the logarithmic diver-

gence coming from the bulk action.
13This renormalization procedure also allows to make contact with the concept of Renormalized Volume for

asymptotically hyperbolic spaces in a more mathematical framework [52].
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particularly suitable for embedding holographic renormalization in supergravity and specially
within the geometrical approach in superspace.

A generalization of the approach to the supersymmetric case was given in [27] and analo-
gous results for the N' = 1 case were previously obtained in [6]. The supersymmetric extension
of the Euler-Gauss-Bonnet term is unique for a given theory with N supersymmetries, and
it is a total derivative, corresponding to a boundary term taking values in the fermionic di-
rections of superspace. It is still an open question whether there is a topological index in
the superspace associated to this invariant. A useful tool to face this problem could be the
integral form approach in superspace developed in [41142].

For the case at hand, the boundary Lagrangian is given by the supersymmetric general-
ization of the Euler-Gauss-Bonnet term,

o b 8i - P - 4i .-
houndary _ -5 (R“bRCdeabcd + fﬁArg,ﬁ A — %Rab@“‘rabn—,\p At g—; AT T, 0B, AB) .
(3.4)
The supercurvatures appearing in ([3.2)) and (3.4]) are defined by
RYP = do®™ 4+ 0% A QL (3.5)

. 1. 1 1.
pa = D\IIA—Q—EAeABA\IfB:defA+ZrabmbeyA—2—€A6ABA¢IB, (3.6)

F = dA- T ' A0Beyp. (3.7)

Most notably, the same full Lagrangian can be equivalently rewritten in terms of the
OSp(2]4) curvatures, which are defined as

N . 1 1 —
Rab _ Rab o 6_2 Vavb . 2_£ (SAB\I/APab\IJB ,
R — Dyo_ %WAFWA, (3.8)

. 1
Pa = Pa—g; SapT WPV,

F = F.

When expressed in terms of the supercurvatures ([3.8]), apart from subtleties related to the
extension of the action integral to superspace (see [41142]), the full Lagrangian acquires the
following form & la MacDowell-Mansouri [19], that is quadratic in the super AdS curvatures

A — <Ra’f{ab,ﬁA’ﬁ1>’

2 . . . 1. .
L= - RN R eqpea - W' T A pa+ ZFAF

1
§FA AmasF>. (3.9)

The quantity *F' denotes the Hodge-dual on spacetime of the field strength F, namely

PN

P S 0 o 5 1. f ?
F:§ Fﬂ,;dm“/\dm = eﬂ[,,;g,F 7 dzt A dzx” (3.10)

=] 0
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and the 4-form Lagrangian (3.9) depends on the fields A = (V0% Wy, fl) only through
their field strengths FA. The matrix nax, in the last line of (39), can be schematically
written as nay = diag(0, —% €abed — 210CT'5,* ) and it is a Lorentz invariant (but not OSp(2/4)
invariant) tensor.

It is worthwhile emphasizing that, because of this (as observed in [19] for the case of
AdS, gravity), the action (3.9) is not invariant under local OSp(2|4) transformations, even
though the super AdS curvatures ([B.8) are covariant with respect to that supergroup. This
is in fact the supersymmetric extension of what was found for AdS, gravity in [14], where
the topologically renormalized action including the Euler-Gauss-Bonnet term was cast in the
MacDowell-Mansouri form [19].

The super AdS curvatures (3.8) satisfy on-shell the Bianchi “identities”

AU ST
DR = g—Qv[aRbl + Z\I/Arab,s A

DR® = R%V + 10T,
~ 1 -

DPpA = — AABp, —
p o0 € PB
dF = 2480 4p5.

. (3.11)
1. 1. )
LV + ;R0 4 - 2—€F6AB@B n QLEPG\IJAR“ :

i
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Let us recall, here, some basic facts about the geometric approach to supergravity introduced
in [39], also known as “rheonomic approach” to supergravity. First of all, it is a superspace
approach, which means that the fundamental forms are given in terms of superfields that
are functions of all the coordinates of superspace M4‘2(ﬂ:ﬂ,90“4), where z# are commuting
bosonic coordinates while #4 are fermionic Grassmann coordinates (o = 1,...,4 denoting
spinor indices), namely

Ve(x,0) = V% (x,0)da’ + V4 4 (x,0)d0*

6®(x,0) = &% (2, 0)dat + 0%y (x,0)d6* (312

Ui (x,0) = Wi, (x, 0)da + W) (2, 6)d6°7 '
A(x,0) = Ay(z,0)da’ + Aga(z,0)d0°" .

They are related to the corresponding spacetime quantities
Vi(z) = V‘f)(x)dxﬂ, O%(z) = d)f{b(x)dmﬂ, U4 (z) = \Ilf}(x)dxﬂ, A(z) = Ay(x)da?,

by the restrictions

(3.13)

@™ (x) = 0™ (,0)|g=a9—0 = @gb(az,O)dxﬂ,
)

= U (2, 0)|o—ap=0 = \I’f}(x,O)dmﬂ,

A(z) = A(z,0)|g=a9=0 = Ap(x,0)da’ .

Given the above setting, the theory on superspace can in principle contain extra dynamic
information with respect to its projection on spacetime.
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For the theory extended to superspace to have the same physical content as the theory on
spacetime, some constraints have to be imposed on the superspace supercurvatures. This is
what in [39] was named a set of rheonomic constraints to be imposed on the parametrization
of the supercurvatures.

To clarify this point, let us first emphasize that, since the supersymmetry algebra closes
only on-shell on the supergravity multiplet (we are not including auxiliary fields in the su-
permultiplet), then the Bianchi identities (B.I1]) are not, in fact, identities, but have instead
to be understood as relations among the superfields and their curvatures, which are satisfied
on-shell. This is realized by requiring that the supercurvatures, which are defined off-shell
by ([B.8), have to be identified on-shell as particular 2-forms on superspace, i.e. they get a
parametrization on a basis of 2-forms in superspace, whose expression is uniquely determined
by requiring that the relations (B.I1]) are satisfied. In the expansion of the curvature 2-forms
in superspace along the supervielbein basis, the rheonomic prescription requires that the outer
components of the supercurvatures must be expressed, on-shell, as linear tensor combinations
of the inner components (the “outer” components are defined as those having at least one
index along the ¥4 direction of superspace while, when the only non-vanishing components
are along the bosonic vielbein, they are called “inner”). From the physical point of view, this
means that the outer components do not contain extra degrees of freedom besides those al-
ready present in the spacetime description. The constraints discussed above turn out to be
physically equivalent to the on-shell constraints, that is to say, to the equations of motion.
This is the way in which the on-shell closure of the supersymmetry algebra is implemented
within this approach through the Bianchi identities.

Let us emphasize that in this approach, which is the one adopted in [27], it turns out, as
shown in [39], that the supersymmetry transformations on spacetime of the fields correspond
to diffeomorphisms in the fermionic directions of superspace, which can be expressed through
Lie derivatives in those directions (a very nice recent review of the geometric approach to
supergravity can be found in [40]). In the explicit evaluation, one should keep in mind
that the expressions for the curvatures which hold on-shell, where supersymmetry is realized
as a symmetry of the theory, are the (rheonomic) parametrizations. A short account of the
prescriptions on the supercurvatures in the geometric approach can also be found in Appendix
A of |27].

In the case at hand, the on-shell (rheonomic) parametrization of the supercurvatures (3.8
results to be given by the following expressions,

R = 0,
F = E,Vevt,
. ) . )
pr = AV - %I‘“\IIBVbFabeAB - §F5FG\I'BVb*FabeAB, (3.14)

. _ 1_ . i .
R = RUAVVI -8B W4V - 5 Va¥peapF - %\IIAFE,\IIBEAB*F”“’,

where the spinor-tensor @ch is given by eq. (C.5).

Note that the quantities Rgdb, ﬁfb and Fyp, appearing in the parametrizations (B.14]), are
the so-called supercovariant field strengths and they differ in general from the spacetime pro-
jections of the supercurvatures, that is Rgbﬁ =+ ZRgg V%V%, ﬁéﬁ #* QﬁaAb V%Vbﬁ. However,
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since in the present case the parametrization of F takes contribution only from the 2-bosonic
vielbein sector, we have ]?‘ﬂ,; = 2Fab V%Vbﬁ.

Taking the above discussion into account, the transformation laws of the bulk fields with
respect to the symmetries of the action, which are diffeomorphisms, local Lorentz transforma-
tions, supersymmetry and U(1) gauge transformations, whose corresponding parameters are
p%, 7% €4 and X respectively, read

Ve = Dp®— jV, 4+ ie00A,
N 2 ~ — 1
6djab _ Djab + £_2p[avb] + 2Rabcdpcvd + GaAb‘c\I’Apc + ZEAFab\I]A

J— b ~ — . ~ —
—@Z|CGAVC + ABFY yep 4+ 1 eAP*FOT 4 Tsep ,

1 i i .
OWA = =Tt = TG+ 2V STt et
—|—1I‘ g *F pbeAB—l—ieAB\I’B—{—ZA)eA—iAeABeB
20 ab 20 20
: — . )
+2l£ T,edve — % P EgV T e — 5 P Fy TsTepV?”
SA = AN+ 28" Be g + 2 FyupVPh. (3.15)

The latter generalizes to the supersymmetric case the transformation laws (2.6]).

In this framework, the supersymmetry invariance of the Lagrangian is expressed by the
vanishing of the Lie derivative of the Lagrangian for infinitesimal diffeomorphisms in the
fermionic directions, that is, §.£ = £.L£ = 2.dL + d(2.£L) = 0. When the spacetime geometry
has a non-trivial boundary dM where the superfields do not vanish, then the condition
1eL|opm = 0 is non-trivial and determines the precise expression of the boundary contributions
to the Lagrangian necessary to preserve supersymmetry invariance.

Let us finally write out the equations of motion of the theory. They can be derived
equivalently from the bulk Lagrangian (3.2]) or from the full one (3.9), the two expressions
differing by the Bianchi relations ([B.I1)) which are satisfied on-shell.

Using the bulk Lagrangian ([B.2]) for the variations, one finds

0™ VR =0 = R*=0,

1, _ . A B
Ve 3 VPR ey — U T Tspa + *Fop VOF — o FYIE VPVeVeerpea = 0,
SO . o0,V spa — eapVWB*F +ieapFT508 =0, (3.16)

~

SA: d*F — 2ieBU 1 T5p5 = 0.

Considering instead the variation of the Lagrangian (3.9]), which includes the boundary con-
tributions, the Euler-Lagrange equations formally read
oL SHN oL OF®
5A COFE 9dA

. R . oL -
6PN = D(F¥npx )00 +d <8F—26<I>2> : (3.17)
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where D denotes the OSp(2|4)-covariant derivative (not only Lorentz and gauge one), that is

. . L .

I = D(F* o Edadiy v Sopy 1

5 / (FEnpx) 60™ + ana 0 (3.18)
M4 oM

Invariance of the action implies, in all the bulk superspace, the field equations

N oL N
D (m) =D(F*nx) =0, (3.19)

together with the boundary conditions

oL . .
W&DE‘@M = FAnps 6% o0 = 0. (3.20)
Explicitly, as far as the bulk field equations (B.19)) are concerned, we find that the equations of
motion for the vielbein and the gauge field have the same expressions given in ([B.10]) as before,
while the ones for the spin connection and for the gravitino get replaced by the (equivalent)
expressions

1 .~ - _
st — 5 DR e g + 19 Ty Dspa = 0, (3.21)

_ ! ~ ~ o ~
5o 1 Py R ypoq — 21005Dpp + ilsAeapp? + ToVol5pa — eapWP*F =0. (3.22)

In our case, on the boundary we have in general 5@2\3 m # 0 and the boundary conditions
resulting from (3.20]), when expressed in terms of four-dimensional superfields and their deriva-
tives, look like Neumann boundary conditions on the supercurvatures (3.8]),

Rab‘aM =0, ﬁA‘aM =0, F‘aM =0, Ra‘aM =0. (3.23)

However, let us recall that we have Dirichlet boundary conditions for the holographic fields
which, because of spacetime being asymptotically AdS and given the fall-off of other bulk
quantities, also implies the vanishing of the supercurvatures.

Thus, to preserve supersymmetry, the OSp(2|4) supercurvatures (3.8)) are constrained on
OM to their vacuum values ([3:23]), which are indeed the Maurer-Cartan equations of a rigid
OSp(2|4) background. Note that OSp(2[4) is also the supergroup of global superconformal
transformations on N = 2 three-dimensional superspace, so that the above relations can
be understood from the boundary point of view, in light of the AdS/CFT duality, as the
conditions for superconformal invariance of the theory at the asymptotic boundary.

Let us finally mention that, in the geometric approach, in order to obtain the spacetime
Lagrangian, one has to project the 4-form Lagrangian from superspace to spacetime (defined
by the § = 0, df = 0 hypersurface M%), namely, to restrict all the superfields, including the
bosonic vielbein V¢ and the gravitino W4, to their lowest (624 = 0, d9*4 = 0) components.

In the rest of this paper, we will restrict our analysis to spacetime.
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4 Near-boundary analysis of the supergravity fields and local

parameters

In the present section, we are going to apply the holographic techniques combined with the
topological terms, outlined in Section @] to the 4D supergravity theory presented in Section
Bl

Given the pure, N' = 2 supergravity theory, we can deduce the symmetries of its holo-
graphically dual QFT in a similar fashion as described in Section 2 for AdS4 gravity. The laws
(BI5) now depend on the local parameters p?, job. X and €4 and we will use this freedom to fix
the Lagrange multipliers associated with the radial components of the fields. For the Maxwell
field, A, is not a multiplier, but a non-dynamic variable. Keeping in mind that the N/ = 2
pure supergravity should, in principle, be able to describe holographically both the standard
SCFT and the holographene-like unconventional supersymmetric systems [28-30], we will fix
the multipliers as generally as possible, focusing on our particular case only starting from
Subsection

We have to choose a suitable gauge that generalizes ([277). The asymptotic behaviour
of the vielbein in the supergravity extensions remains the same as for gravity because it is
determined solely by the metric (2.I)). Since the gravitini source the torsion field, we can
evaluate the asymptotic behaviour of the spin connection in supergravity from the vanishing
supertorsion condition in ([B.I6]), as explicitly worked out in Appendix [B.Il Similarly, the
gravitini also act as a source for the electromagnetic field, which determines the fall-off of the
graviphoton connection, that was discussed in Appendix [B.3|

It remains, thus, to analyse the asymptotic behaviour of the gravitini. To this end, it
is convenient to express them in terms of chiral components with respect to the matrix I'3:
U = U, + ¥_, where the eigenstates U of the matrix I'* are defined by eq. (AIT). The
conventions of gamma matrices are given in Appendix [A.2

The asymptotic behaviour of the gravitini is determined by the supertorsion constraints,
associated with supersymmetry both in four- and three-dimensional spacetimes. As a conse-
quence, we are interested in gravitini whose fall-off is ¥4+ = O(2¥Y/2) and ¥,4 = O(z%1/2),
as introduced in [29]. From a group theoretical point of view, the same result is obtained from
to the request of covariance with respect to the OSp(2|4) group (which describes superisome-
tries of the bulk supergravity and superconformal transformations on the boundary), which
in particular implies, as we will discuss in general terms in Subsection 5.1l a definite scaling
(£1/2) under the subgroup SO(1,1) C OSp(2|4) that parametrizes radial rescalings in the
bulk and dilations on the boundary. This is better written as

z

s = (7

z

Fi +1
> * paux(z, z), Uyt = <Z> P oara(a,2), (4.1)

where the Majorana fermions ¢ 4,4+ and @a.+ are regular functions at the boundary and can
be expanded as power series in z. The second relation in (4] is consistent with the condition
that singles out the spin 3/2 components in the gravitini,

W, VA, =0, (4.2)
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that in the FG frame (2.1)) reads
(D' pp) VP + (DPW4,) V3 =0. (4.3)

We do not use the above equation in our calculations. If we relax it, though, then more general
asymptotics for the gravitini components ¥ 4,4 can in principle be considered. An exploration
in this direction could be relevant in view of our interest in unconventional supersymmetry in
a holographic SCFT.

Since W 4,+ and the transformed field W 4,4+ + 6W 4,4, given by (BI3]), have to be of the
same order in z, we have that 0.W 4,+ ~ ﬁﬂeAi ~ €44 are of the same order,

€A+ = <E)$% Hax(x,2), (4.4)

l
where again the Majorana spinor H 44 (x, z) is regular on the boundary.

Regarding the bosonic fields, @ and A have scaling zero with respect to SO(1,1) cC
OSp(2|4), while V¢, & do not have a definite scaling. To make this manifest in the su-
persymmetric theory, it is convenient to define also bosonic quantities with definite SO(1, 1)
scaling near the boundary. They are

1

V:l:[l,

1, . A
5 (Lo £V73) (4.5)
where Vi has scaling +1 and V? scaling —1. They behave asymptotically as

z

. F1 .
Vie=(3) Biu@.2). (4.6)
where the regular functions E%. have the following power expansion in z,

RN T

Bow = Butm =5 +t5 7 3
4 e, 2T 27, )

Unless stated differently, all regular functions on the boundary that appear here, f =
{wt, w, OApts PAz+, Hax,...}, are generically expanded in a power series

> Z\ "™ z 22
f@2) =3 () fn (@) = fo @) + 7 Fy (@) + 75 foy @) + - (48)

n=0

Using these conventions, the asymptotic expansion of the spin connection is computed in
Appendix Bl Tt is found (see eqs. (B.7))) that a suitable gauge fixing which includes gravitini
has @ # 0, but it is still subleading on the boundary. We choose arbitrary functions
W = wi(z,z) and 0 = 2w (z, 2) in such a way that they are consistent with the vanishing
supertorsion condition, but we treat them off-shell as independent variables in first order
formulation of supergravity.
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In order to ensure that the gauge fixing of A, is consistent with the supergravity dynamics
imposed later, it has to satisfy the radial component of the graviphoton equation in (B.I6I),
which is shown in Appendix[B.3l It turns out that having two independent components ¥ 4,4+
is too restrictive in the context of holography because it would not allow the components of
the gravitini on OM, goﬁu, to be the only source of the electromagnetic field, F = dA on OM,
which would be a behaviour similar to the one in Einstein-Maxwell gravity,

A

F;u/ =0 = -FMV == 4€AB @é[ﬂ‘pljy] ) (49)

and have the U(1) gauge parameter finite on dM, namely A = O(1). Then, as explained
in Appendix [B.3] the leading order of the component A, denoted by fA(,l)Z, is related to
the leading order of the component W_ 4., that is the function ¢_ 4.(). The general solution
given by eq. (B.49) requires that either both functions vanish, or A(_1). to be constant and
©(0)—A- determined in terms of it.

If we are interested in a theory consistent with supersymmetry on the boundary, we have
two options. The first one is to relax the gauge fixing of W4, by imposing the stronger
condition

Uy, =0. (4.10)

The second one is to change the asymptotic structure of the U(1) sector, allowing for a
divergent leading contribution in A,.

In sum, the results of Appendix [B.l and [B.3] show that the holographic gauge-fixing
conditions on the local parameters p®, 7%, X\, €4 in AdS space have the form

A7 y Z :tl
V3 =2, OB =wi(rz2), Wig, = (Z) * pras(z,2), (4.11)

z N 4 z

Vi =0, oY = ; w(z,z), A, = ~ An:(2) + 5 A (o) + O(2%),

where we can distinguish particular cases

V.. #£40 = A, =0(1/z), w'=0(1), w¥ = 0(1),
U, =0 = A.=0(z2), w' =0z, wi=0(), (4.12)
U,y=0 = A, =0(2), w' =0, w = 0(1).

Because now the gauge-fixing functions also depend on the radial and boundary coordinates,
they can be power-expanded using eq. (£.8]), and for the fermions we use the notation

v = ﬁmx,z) = \/é [(%?) + g(f) + 0(*)} :
A = \/;of‘z(x,z) _ \/g Ké) + %(é) + (9(22)} . (4.13)

It is important to emphasize that we assume that the gauge-fixing functions ¥4 (z) and A, (x)
do not transform under local transformations. This is equivalent to the statement that their
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transformation law can always be reabsorbed in higher-order terms of the asymptotic trans-
formations. In contrast, the quantities w'(x) and w%(x) introduced in (@II) do transform,
because on-shell they have to allow for the vanishing supertorsion condition. However, in first
order formalism we treat them off-shell, thus they enter at the same footing as other gauge-
fixing functions, with the only difference that we do not require them to be invariant under
residual transformations. Indeed, using explicit expressions given by eqs. (B.6) and (B.7) of
Appendix [Bl it is straightforward to check by varying the supertorsion that dw?, Jw" # 0
and that we can always set w® = 0 consistently (with dw® = 0), but if w® # 0, then dw’ # 0
as well, otherwise imposing it would break all asymptotic symmetries. The same is true for
w". Nonetheless, w’ and dw" always appear at higher-order and they do not influence the
near-boundary expressions.

The conditions (£IT]) produce the following generic asymptotic behaviour of the boundary
fields,

i o Z qi 2 i 3
V“ = ;Eu+zsﬂ+€—27“+0(2),
. 1 . Z 222 .
~13 7 7 ~q 3
wu = ;EM—K—QSM—K—STM—FO(Z),
~ij ij ij o %, i 2 i 3
ol = wu(x,z):wﬂ—i—zw(l)u—i-g—Qw(Q)u—i—(’)(z),
2
~ z z
A/J = Aﬂ(fE, Z) = Aﬂ + Z A(l)ﬂ —|— 6_2 A(Q)N + 0(23), (414)

s - et E(E) () 505 o]
- = \/%wﬁ—(m) = ﬁ [(é_) + %(é_) +0(2?)

where all functions defined on OM are finite at z = 0. The fermions acquire a half-integer
power expansion in z because their bilinears, which arise from the supersymmetry transfor-
mation of the bosons, have integer power expansion in z. We also allow for the linear terms
in z, absent in pure AdS gravity, because in principle they could be switched on by the
supersymmetric partners.

Even though the supertorsion is zero, the torsion T does not vanish, so that (Dzb cannot

)

be entirely determined by the bosonic vielbein. In particular, the relation djff ~ %V’p at
the leading order (see Appendix [B.1)) is inherited from the Riemannian geometry (K, ~
% Guv). The subleading terms in the expansion S*, and 7°, are different from the Riemannian
counterparts Siu and 7° in the supersymmetric case. The boundary Schouten tensor is now

I

defined as )
S, = 6—2(S’M+Szu), (4.15)
which is the gauge field associated with special conformal transformations, as we will identify
at the end of this section. Similarly, we will later see that —(Tiu + Q%iu) /¢ becomes the

holographic stress tensor, up to the fermionic terms.
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Notice that now there is an obstruction to symmetrize Siu and the holographic stress tensor

because the terms Siﬂ and 7, are not a priori symmetric in the presence of the gravitini.

I

4.1 The Schouten tensor in d = 3 and its superconformal extension

We already saw in previous sections that the Schouten tensor plays an important role in pure
AdS gravity, as it describes the first near-boundary correction of the metric given by eq. ([2.3]).
From the CFT side, it arises as a component of the superconformal connection, as shown
at the beginning of Section In this paragraph, we will focus on its geometric properties
derived in the context of conformal gravity (for a review, see [53]).

Consider a d-dimensional manifold characterized by a metric g,, and a torsionful affine
connection F’\W = Ffw - K ’\W, where Ffw is the Levi-Civita connection and K )‘W is the
contorsion tensor K)‘W = gp)‘ (pr, + Ty — TH,,p). Here, TH,,A = I’)‘[W} is the torsion tensor.
Then the Schouten tensor obtained from the conformal constraint equation on the conformal
curvature components is defined by [53]

S;u/ = Ruy R, (416)

1
2(d — 1) I

where R, and R are, respectively, the Ricci curvature tensor and the Ricci scalar constructed
from the torsionful affine connection I’)‘W. This formula coincides with (23) in pure AdS
gravity: in that case the Ricci tensor is symmetric and this implies that S, is also symmetric.
In presence of torsion, the Schouten tensor has both symmetric and antisymmetric parts,

1
Sty = R(uv)—mguvRa

S[!W] = Ry - (4.17)

In particular, in d = 3, we can explicitly evaluate its symmetric and antisymmetric parts as

: 1 s 1 A -~ 5\ =) =5
S(;ux) Ruu - Z guuR - 5 guuT)\T + TMTV + T)\py <T pﬂ - TM p> - T)\p,uTy P
1 ~ 1 =5 =5% = A
_5 gﬂyT)\pa <§ T po + T O’p) — V(NTV) + 2 V)\T(M E
AT T T T 7 A A
S[;w] =T (TMAV + Tywn — TV)\M) + 2T)\p[uTM] P4 V)\T;w + V[MTV} , (4.18)

where we have also exploited the trace decomposition of the torsion tensor T,” = 5[;/ Ty +
TMV’ with T and TMV its trace and traceless parts, respectively. Here, V = V(F) denotes
the derivative with respect to the Levi-Civita affine connection and 702W and R are the Ricci
tensor and curvature scalar of the Levi-Civita connection, respectively.

When the torsion is non-vanishing, such as in presence of fermions, in general we have
S # 0 and the symmetric part S,y acquires the torsionful term Thus, we expect that,

The antisymmetric contribution is still vanishing in the special case where the torsion contains only one

component, the trace T, which should be also covariantly constant.
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in the context of supergravity, the “super-Schouten tensor” (£IH]) is not symmetric and that
it is a superconformal extension of the expression (L.17).

The equations written above are general, valid for any Riemann-Cartan manifold. In our
particular case, we have the following quantities that arise from the asymptotic expansion,

S = EwSiV , Ty = EwTiy ,
S = EyuS',, o= Ed, (4.19)
Sw = EuS',.

It can be shown from eq. (B.6) in Appendix [B.Ilthat, when o2, = 0, the tensors SW and 7,
acquire the form

g,uz/ = Suu - g@(O)AJr[,uQD?O)_V} + if@(O)AJr(VFu)QD?O)-i-z ’
. T + 37y tr .
T = -+ 1 £+ B <_¢A+[M‘Péu} +1‘pﬁ(uPV)‘pA+z>(1) ’ (4.20)

where the last line is relevant for the holographic stress tensor, whose direct relation to
Tuw + 27, Will be shown in Section [5l

It means that, even if we symmetrize S, and 7, by suitable gauge fixing of the residual
Lorentz transformations, the fermions 44, become an obstruction to make the tensors S'W
and 7, symmetric for arbitrary 144, because of the following form of their antisymmetric
parts,

& — A

S = S — LP)A+[uP{(0) -]

B 1 L/ A — A

g = 37— 5 (POAr#yon + Pasnely—y)) - (4.21)

Focusing on the Schouten tensor ({I5]), we find, for its generalization to the superconfor-
mal case, what we will refer to in the following as “super-Schouten”,

2 1_ A i_ A
Spw = 72 ) = 5RO+ 0 + 7 PO+ TP 012 (4.22)
which implies
2 1_ A
Sy = 75 S T 3P A+LnP0) 2
1_
S = —3POAHEED) - - (4.23)

This result matches eq. (£18]), showing that the symmetric part of the super-Schouten tensor
contains not only the metric term, S(,,), but also the fermionic terms. In addition, the
antisymmetric part does not vanish for arbitrary fermions 1+,. Therefore, we are not able
to symmetrize the super-Schouten tensor, as this procedure would lead to conditions on the
leading terms of the boundary gravitini, which have to remain unconstrained.

Similarly, the term relevant for the holographic stress tensor,

T + 2T = 37wy +4 <—¢(0)A+[u80(Al)—u} - 5(1)A+[u¢(%)—v}
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—A 7 —A i
+ 80 1w EnLiva)ars + 1<P(0)+(“E,,)Pi<ﬂ(1)A+z> ; (4.24)

is not symmetric in general,

~ — A — A
T + 2701 = —€ (Bi0) a4y + Py asu ity (4.25)

We will discuss more about symmetry of the holographic stress tensor in Section [l

4.2 Field transformations and asymptotic symmetries

So far, we have chosen Lagrange multipliers and other non-dynamic variables ([{II]) that
generate the asymptotic expansion of the fields (£I4). In this and in the following section,
we will focus on the case with W4, = 0. A stronger condition ¥ 4,4+ = 0, referred to as
‘FG gauge’, was considered in [6] in the context of N'= 1 AdS, supergravity. An advantage
of having W4, # 0 is to provide more freedom that could be used to simplify complicated
fermionic expressions. We will see, though, that the presence of this particular field would
not modify the asymptotic behaviour of the theory.

Boundary conditions on the curvatures. The OSp(2|4) supercurvatures vanish at
the boundary in asymptotically AdS space, as expressed by the conditions ([8:23)). In particular,
the supertorsion vanishes exactly and its consequences are discussed in Appendix [B.Il The
other supercurvature conditions at the boundary, whose explicit expressions are given by
eq. (B3) in Subsection [B.1] boil down to the following constraints on OM,

R )
DE' — S04 Av'Yay =0,

RYU —2Eli A8 — %Eﬁ Ayipa_ =0,
i
‘
where R% is the Riemann curvature tensor 2-form at the boundary and S’ is the boundary
super-Schouten 1-form defined in (EI5]).

The first equation ensures the vanishing boundary supertorsion, by fixing the boundary
torsion 7% = DE' in terms of the gravitini. The second equation involves the boundary Weyl
tensor W% = R% —2 Eli AS7! and it can be interpreted as the super Weyl tensor that vanishes
on the boundary.

All three equations can be explicitly solved in the boundary fields w”, S and ¥*. While
the spin connection has been solved in Appendix[B.1] here we focus on the other two composite
fields. Using the gamma matrix relation v, = v, — g, from the third of ([AL20) we get
the conformino,

Vi + - B Ayt =0, (4.26)

l
’IJZ)*A,LL = _E GAVP'YXY;LVVT;Z)JrAp > (4'27)
while from the second one we solve the super-Schouten tensor,
1 1 /— o — p 1 - PA
S;w = R;w 1 guuR 7 Yy o ;ﬂp—AV —YiaLY ,ﬂb—Ap ) g;warA o Yoaxn). (428)
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We see that the above tensor is indeed a superconformal extension of the expression (£17).

This result implies that the super-Schouten tensor Siﬂ and its superpartner, the con-
formino 1_4 ,, are not independent sources on dM, since they can be expressed in terms of
the supervielbein (Eiu, Y44 ,) and their curvatures.

At the end, let us comment that, at first sight, it looks like we are dealing with several
different expressions for the Schouten tensor. Its definition (4I5]) has a geometric origin, as
explained in Subsection [5.1] and it is a component of the d = 3 superconformal field associated
with the conformal boosts. From the point of view of the D = 4 bulk fields, it comes from the
vielbein and the spin-connection combined in the negative grading quantity with respect to
O(1,1) € SO(2,4) dilations. The vanishing supertorsion condition leads to the R-independent
kinematic relation between the super-Schouten tensor ([£22)) and S, in the superconformal
case. In contrast, the asymptotically AdS condition and the vanishing supercuvatures on
the boundary (£.20) lead to the R-dependent Schouten tensor (A28]). Matching these two
formulas expresses S(,,) in terms of the boundary curvature R, plus the fermion bilinears,
that has to be fulfilled on-shell. In pure AdS gravity, for instance, it comes down to the known
relation S, = é% Sw = Ruw — %gwﬂ?, obtained by solving the Einstein equations near the
boundary. Thus, two equations have different origin, but they have to be consistent on-shell.

On the other hand, the definition of the Schouten tensor (£I€) is the one usually found
in the literature [53], obtained from the conformal constraint equation. The superconformal
version of this constraint leads to the super-Schouten tensor (£28]) found in our case, together
with its superpartner (£27]).

Rheonomic parametrizations. The transformation laws (3I5]) depend explicitly on
the contractions of the supercurvature. A proper way to account for all contributions re-
quires to know the near-boundary behaviour of the rheonomic parametrizations that appear
in egs. (B15).

The simplest way to proceed is to project the expressions ([3.I4) for the rheonomic para-
metrization of the supercurvatures on the spacetime manifold and identify their asymptotic
behaviour with the one of the spacetime projections of the supercurvatures ([B.7). One can
start from the U(1) field strength, whose parametrization in (8.14)) in the case at hand takes
value on the 2-vielbein component only. One then proceeds to find ﬁg‘b from the curvature of
the gravitino, which can be further used to compute @%"C and R“bcd in the last of (3.14]).

Following this procedure, we determine the asymptotic behaviour of all the supercovariant
field strengths, whose derivation is fully carried out in Appendix[Cl The asymptotic expansion
of Fab and ﬁfb leads to

- - 1 /27\2
Fy =0, Py == (3) AwuBl + 0,

~ - 1 /2\5

ph. =0, ke =5 (2)T BIGH + 0007,

P =07, P =0(?). (4.29)

In order to find a radial power expansion of R% 4, one needs the @aAb‘c coefficients, which are
found by inserting (£29) into the definition (CH)), as shown in Appendix [Cl After lengthy
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but straightforward calculation, one obtains

i 1 rz\2 v TA i i
B3 = o (2) BB, (vas + 7 Cae BB + O().

20\ ¢
1 /2
ij fod e [¢ 1d]
Ry = 26(6) Bft (wil), = 10 B Cas ) + O(),
R%3=0("), RIy= o<23> . (4.30)

It is worthwhile noticing that all expansions (£.29) and (4.30) are subleading in z and,
when they are slower than O(23), this is due to the presence of w " and Cer. We will show
below that the higher-order residual symmetries can be used to cancel out such linear terms,
similarly as in pure AdS gravity.

Residual symmetries. We look for the residual symmetries of the form (BI5]) that
leave the gauge fixing unaltered on the boundary,

Ve =0, 009 =0(2), 62 =00, 64.=0, 0014, =0. (4.31)

The non-dynamic fields in (1)) are functions of the boundary coordinates through w?, w%,
¢4 and A,. In @31), we assume that A, (z) and Wi, (x) do not change under general
coordinate transformations, even though they depend on z#. We will show that this assump-
tion will not break the boundary symmetries, but only modify subleading parameters. On
the other hand, the functions w’(x) and w% (z) change under the coordinate transformations
because, on-shell, they have to satisfy the supertorsion constraint. In fact, it would have been
more natural to allow all z#-dependent quantities to transform non-trivially under boundary
coordinate transformations, but we do not account it for simplicity. Allowing the fields A, and
W, 4. to transform might be related to the unconventional supersymmetry on the boundary
discussed in [28][29], where a spinor x(z*) arises from the gauge fixing of the gravitini [31].

The corresponding parameters can be expanded as in eq. (L8]), where we keep the same
notation for the leading orders of the bosonic parameters as in (2.40)),

i Lz 2 i
Pr=-8+ gt Pt O(2%),
z 22 23
p3 = Vo + Zp?l) + g—zpé) + 6—3]??3) + 0(24),
2 .3

5 i 2
]_W+Nm+ﬁ%ﬁjﬂm+m)

2
1 ) 2y
:_5 €(§+ﬁw;+0@%,

et = %fﬂxm,z)::v[§<;g> +—(%) (nj) >-+sz5“). (4.32)



In the above expansion, the first subleading Lorentz parameter can be consistently set to zero,
jid = o. (4.33)

As a first step in finding the asymptotic symmetries, we will analyse the linear terms in
the transformation laws. The equation 6&7 = 0 from (£3]) leads to a simple expression

8.7 — / guwzﬂl)“ _ Z§”T/JH+EV[Z’YJ]CAV+ + ZnéEV[ZVJ}CAV'F +0(z) =0, (4.34)
which, taken at the leading order, amounts to solving the algebraic equation
.. . _ _A v . .
frwy, =1 <77f - §“¢u+> BVl (4.35)

Since £ and nf are arbitrary and we also know that wff is the composite field (explicitly

computed in Appendix [B.]) that does not contain the linear terms, wg)ﬂ = 0, we can choose
a particular solution for (4, that vanishes, with the result

Wiy, =0, Capt = 0. (4.36)
This choice has also been made in [6] in N' = 1 supergravity. In our case, when N' = 2, it
becomes the unique solution both when ¥_, = 0 and W_, # 0 if one imposes the stronger
gauge-fixing condition (B.48]) (for more detailed discussion, see eq. (B.44]) in Appendix[B.3)). It
is crucial that these fields remain zero after a generic local transformation, namely 5wf{)u =0
and 0Ca,+ = 0, as we discuss in the next paragraph.

Another constraint on the parameters arises from the fact that the FG coordinate frame
1) does not admit the finite terms in the expansions of Viﬂ and d)ff’. Local invariance
preserves this frame only if

% 1 P 3 3

Then, using the expansion of the rheonomic parametrizations given in Appendix [C] we find
that 5(2}23)}1 = —%2 E*, p:()’l) = 0 is satisfied as well.
On the other hand, the invariance of ¥4, under (Z31)) yields at the leading order

order f 1

0 = 80, :‘[ 0=7 (n(}H - f“c,‘j‘+) : (4.38)
order, /% 1 i

0 = oul, :\>/; 0= 7 <né),—§“6ff) +ﬂ€ABA(1)H’Y“ B+ — & YBut),

which can be solved using eq. (£30) as

i 12
Ty =0, ny_ = 5“([?7—1 P Ay " By — E¢Buy) (4.39)
In addition, the transformation law of the radial component of the graviphoton implies
P 1 1 ;
0=04, = 7 )\(1) =7 A(l)uE“ig + O(Z) = )\(1) = A(l)ufu . (4.40)
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Finally, let us require §&% = 0 and §V% = 0 in eqs. (£31). At the finite order, they have
the form .

0 = V). = €860, = j(1) + 7 Pln) + oy & + 17447’ e, (4.41)

There are two unknown parameters, namely pl('l) and jg’), and only one equation, that leads

to an arbitrary vector K%(x) in the solution, associated with the special conformal transfor-
mations on O M, as we will prove later. The solution for the first order parameters is

i i O
Py = tm +§K =1, (4.42)
2

A - R
632?) :gml — 5[(2 = —bl,

where m!(z) is a function that depends on the gauge fixing,
4 1 iy A
m'(x) = -3 <wzjo)§j + 1773?727/)Az+> ) (4.43)

At the linear order in z, we get

. 4 9 . .
_ 7 _ 3 7 7
0=0Va), =J@) + 5P +1°
i -i L, i
0= L3803, = 24(3 + 7P 5" (4.44)
where we denoted
n'(@) = wi)& +inear (i,
i __lu _47)¢ s = iA_;LEm" A sepg A
s'(z) = 7 gH(r )y +i0pay CE, =& YrapCl, — 18Py ay' (L,

i vi —A i i
— 8" B ean U Ay, + BN (ZGABV”wquuwﬂA‘“)' (4.45)

The function wéjl) can be determined from the vanishing supertorsion equation (B.14)) in

Appendix [B.2]
i 9 i ;
w(]l) = —Z(T—T)] —iEM g, ¢, (4.46)

The solution for the second order parameters pl('z) and jg’) is unique,

pZ@ = (si — Qni) ,

WS W

Uiy = 7 (n'—2s"). (4.47)
In our computations, we will need only the following combination of the parameters,
Uiy —ploy = (0" —s") = —E"(r +27) , + (" E Dy auC, (4.48)
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+13E MB%W¢WiAmp—UWni<ZMBVwﬁAmw+QﬂJ-

After all the above considerations and writing only first few terms, the residual local
parameters can be written as

p* = —lo +O(2%),

0z 22
pZ:;§Z+ZbZ+€—2p%2)+O(ZS),
. L 23 2 i
J?’ng—g—zb +£—23(§)+O(23),
§9 =09 + O(2?), (4.49)
X=A+%Amﬁ“+0@%,

4 nA
A_  JE(T+ 1/2
€ \/;< 0 ) +0O(z77),
— e né 9

where the pi2) and jig’) contributions will play a role in cancellation of terms in the next step,
but they Wﬁl not influence the transformation law of the holographic fields. We also expect
that the conservation laws do not depend on m’ because it is a gauge-fixing function. Without
the gravitini, we have b* = b = % K% wY =0, and the result coincides with the pure AdS

case (2.40).

Therefore, the independent residual parameters in N/ = 2 AdS, supergravity are

o(z), €'(x), 67 (x), Az), 1 (x)

and they are associated, respectively, with the dilatations, diffeomorphisms, Lorentz, Abelian,
and supersymmetry transformations in the holographically dual theory.

The parameters b’ and b’ have not been taken into account because b — b* = 2¢m’ is non-
physical and b* + b* = (2K is not independent due to the last condition (Z8). Its invariance
implies

0=0V3 = —Ld,0 — (B, K; + €&S", +Nay ¥—ap — Ta_tyau+ O(2). (4.50)
The finite part of the above equation can be solved in K% = (b + b%) /(2 as
) 1 ) j n n
K'=SE" (=000 + 085 ST, + T, —Ta_vd,) (4.51)

confirming that it is not an independent local parameter. This analysis completes the radial
expansion of the asymptotic parameters up to the relevant order.
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Transformation law of the holographic fields. It remains to determine the trans-
formation law of the boundary fields. This is fundamental for their identification with the
sources in the boundary CFT.

The bulk fields (@I4]) can be cast in the form

i - Z i a
VM:;EM+ZSM 6_27— +O( )
. 1 . 2,2
~13 z z ~Z

2
w:f—wzj+£—2w(2)u+0( )

2

A~ z
AM:AMJFZA(I) + 7z A+ 0, (4.52)

- (2 ()]
- il(8) 5 (3) o]

Directly from (3.I5) and writing the boundary 1-forms in the basis (£.52)) on OM, we find
for the transformation law of the bosonic fields
SE' = DE + 0B —09E; +iniybia,
Sw = DOV +2clis) 42 KR 4 %ﬁﬁw%, A+ %ﬁi‘win :
SA = d\+ 2eap TP + 2eap T Y8 (4.53)

and for the gravitino
04 = Dnay+ ZE YinA— — Zf Viv—a + B o4 A

1 .. 1 1
~1 GZJ’YZ']'(PA++—)\€AB¢E— —AEAB?]J]‘?. (4.54)

20 20

The super-Schouten tensor and its superpartner conformino are the composite fields that
appear at the subleading order of eqs. (B.I5]), and they transform as

08" = DK'—08' =098, + 5 AT 4+ €

w . 74 1
Mp_a = D77A— + = SZ'YmA—i— - = KZ'Yiw—i—A -3 oY_a

-7 0”%]@ A+t = 5 )\GABl/J_ AEABU + EA (4.55)

14 20

Egs. [@53)-@355), together with the transformation law of B = V3 da* given by eq. (EL50),
define the full set of N' = 2 superconformal transformations of the boundary 1-forms E', B, S,
W, A, 11 4. The £ factors ensure dimensional consistency of the equations with [VZ ] LO,
(8] =L72 [, ) = L7/, [¢#] = [¢'] = L and [n] = L'/*.
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Similarly as the Cotton tensor appear in the transformation law of the pure AdS gravity
arising from the Lie derivative, as discussed at the end of Section [2] here we have the tensor

&= 5’ dx* that comes from the linear in z term and the spinor 4 = EA dz* appearing

at the order 212

g, = 7 RZ?’ gkka t7 9(5/2) ay (B, — v &),
v L

To explicitly relate them to the Cotton tensor, we recall that in pure gravity, geometrically,

the linear term of Rfy is related to the Cotton tensor through eq. (226). Thus, the N’ = 2

supersymmetric extension of the Cotton tensor (C° ) and its superpartner, the Cottino (ny),

are the first subleading terms in the corresponding supercurvature expansions, defined by

i3 i 2
R, = —zCW—i-(’)(z),

. z (0
pi‘w/ = \/; (Qf}y> + 0(33/2), (4.57)

giving rise, by means of (3.8]), to the expressions

i i 214

C uwr 2D[u8 v] 6_2 T/J—[;ﬂ w—A\V] ) (458)
A A : A i

Qﬂy = 2V[“'l/17y} - 16'}’i¢+[ﬂ8 V] (459)

An easy way to connect the above quantities to the additional terms in the transformation
law of the super-Schouten tensor and the conformino is using the rheonomic parametrizations
of the supercurvatures Rif’y and p? uv given by the last two equations in [B14), related but
not equal to Ri‘g]’kV],;V’Z and ﬁf‘ijViMij, as discussed in Section [Bl Taking all the terms into
account, the super-Cotton tensor and the Cottino are evaluated as

—C, = R, =206, BB, — 20,40, 108 5 a5 (4.60)
A _
U = B2 nv = 205721 B Wy = 10(3 ) 4 i,

The last step makes use of the explicit expressions of Appendix [C] to decompose the spinor-

tensor coefficient @(5|/2) 4 Into its symmetric part, —2in (0 p(% /9)A+ and the antisymmetric

part % QA% As a result, the additional terms in the transformation law (53] are recognized
as the contractions of the super-Cotton tensor and Cottino with respect to the boundary
superdiffeomorphism parameters £ and nf,

A = .01,

i N - v\ O i
£ = i+ (M} = 01 a,€) OF 9y _a; B - (4.61)

. . . . b . -
5In our conventlons, the z-expansion coefficients of the 4-spinor-tensor ©% ° are written as the bispinor-

tensors @( )£ A" Similarly, the 4-spinors % have the bispinor coefficients ﬁ‘(lg) LA
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Finally, we obtain an expected result for 6S* and §1)_4. The contribution of the symmetric
part of the spinor-tensor @gl/jz)i 4 1s non-physical, as it depends on the gauge-fixing functions
Y424 and A(p),. We can, in principle, further gauge fix the higher-order parameters such
that ﬁg’ /2)A+ vanishes as a consequence of ﬁé Dt = 0. However, the result does not have
observable consequences near the boundary, thus we will not proceed in this direction.
Notice that not all contractions of the OSp(2|4) supercurvatures have appeared in the
transformation laws (L53)—(53) of the N = 2 superconformal algebra osp(2,4), but only the
ones that have origin in the negative grading supercurvatures. This is because, after imposing
eqs. (B:23), all the OSp(2]|4) supercurvatures vanish on dM, except two, namely f{:fy and

ﬁé;w' Indeed, the conditions (3:23)) lead to the weaker condition on two supercurvatures,
€ijk C'ly BV + 204 4,7 Qavg = 0, (4.62)

which implies in particular V[Mpr] = 0 and, consequently, WVpr =0.

As a matter of fact, non-trivial C* and 4 on M mean that a holographic SCFT is
not invariant under local OSp(2|4) transformations, for the same reason as SO(2,3) is not a
local symmetry of the bulk gravity —namely, they are only general coordinate transformations
rewritten in a gauge-covariant form. This explains an origin of the contractions of the super-
curvatures in transformation laws and structure functions in the algebra, as also pointed out
in [2I] in the bosonic case.

In the gauge Vi = 0, the boundary supersymmetry reduces to super-Weyl transformations.
In the spirit of the analysis in [54155], such transformations can be obtained from gauging the
N = 2 superconformal algebra osp(2|4) within A/ = 2 superspace in three dimensions, whose
supervielbein is given by (E%, ¢ 4). -

Indeed, if we restrict the set of fields to Eiw Yy Aps wff, A, and the parameters to £i, NiA,
0%, )\, we see that Eiu transforms as a boundary vielbein, ij as a boundary spin-connection,
and 11 4, as a boundary gravitino, charged with respect to the SO(2) R-symmetry connec-
tion A,. Correspondingly, the parameters €. nya, 69, and )\ are associated with boundary
diffeomorphisms, supersymmetry, Lorentz, and SO(2) gauge transformations, respectively.

On the other hand, the boundary function o, with respect to which all the above fields
have definite weight (1 for Eiu, 1/2 for 14 4y, and 0 for w;{ an A,,), is identified with the local
parameter associated with Weyl dilatations because it produces rescaling of the vielbein and
therefore of the metric.

In the same fashion, the superconformal transformation is characterized by the local pa-
rameter 7_ 4, with the corresponding gauge field 1)4_. The parameter K*, although not inde-
pendent within the gauge choice V?L = 0, corresponds to special conformal transformations,
whose associated gauge connection is the super-Schouten tensor.

Consistency of the subleading gauge fixings. On top of the previous analysis of the
asymptotic parameters, it remains to look for potential inconsistencies in having some linear
terms vanishing, in particular V(?i by = wzjl)“ = ;f+ = 0. Using the transformation law of the

gauge fields, it is straightforward to find

2 v ~ vTA
Vi =5 € (T 427y + 2605 ,G-a =0,
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i .1 i S
3G = 0 ¢ - 20 VPl + 20032456 B — a0 & A1) P VB (4.63)

L kej . M) aB LA i 1 AB
+ o VB A BT+ € p + iy B — 55 Aqyue s
i

1 A A
+ o, A(1)M€ABUB+ Y, GABGiijUBJrE]MA(anPk =0,
where the first condition holds by virtue of eq. (£25]) and the second one follows from plugging
in the expressions of ﬁf}, A1) and né)_, and by using p?1) = 0. Finally, a variation of (B.12)
enables to solve

¥ P Al Z) j —A O v j
0wy, = 1BV BN By, 0T, 0 05 — 28 BN6C gl (4.64)

finding that 6¢4,4+ = 0 implies also 6(")2{)# =0.

5 Superconformal currents in the holographic quantum theory

In the previous section we showed that the asymptotic symmetries of pure N' = 2 AdS,
supergravity are given by the three-dimensional superconformal transformations. According
to the AdS/CFT correspondence, these are also asymptotic symmetries of an underlying
superconformal field theory (SCFT).

The superconformal group on a three-dimensional manifold contains Lorentz transforma-
tions (with the local parameter #%), coordinate transformations (£%), dilatations (o), special
conformal transformations (K*), supersymmetry trasformations (14, ), special superconformal
transformations (n4—) and the R-symmetry (). Within a gauge theory, the corresponding
gauge fields are the spin connection w,/, the vielbein E? ,» the dilatation gauge field By, the
super-Schouten tensor Siu, the gravitino ¢fu, the conformino T,Z)fu and the graviphoton A,,.

It is useful to present this superconformal structure of the three-dimensional boundary
by listing all the transformations, associated local parameters and gauge fields (sources in
SCFT), and the conserved currents (quantum operators in SCFT) in the following table:

Transformation Local parameter Source Current
Lorentz 0" w,! J ;=0
Translation ¢ E', J"
. . Z noo_
Pllatatlon O'i B, 7 0 J (5) =0
Special conformal K S, J(K)i =0
Abelian R-symmetry A Ay JH
Supersymmetry NA+ YAy J" +
Superconformal NA— ha—p J =

When all sources are independent, the currents are also independent. When one imposes
the constraints over supercurvatures with a purpose to eliminate non-physical degrees of
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freedom, some parameters result to be realized non-linearly and the corresponding sources
become composite fields, with the associated currents vanishing.

In supergravity, the spin connection is a composite field determined by a constraint on
the translation curvature (supertorsion). The gauge field of special conformal transformations
(super-Schouten tensor) and its supersymmetric partner (conformino) are also composite, ob-
tained from the constraint on the conformal supercurvatures, equations (4.27) and (£.28).
Our particular gauge fixing B, = V:Z = 0 eliminates the dilatation gauge field and the cor-
responding dilatation current. The inclusion of B, has been discussed in pure AdS gravity
in [21].

Before moving on to the explicit analysis of quantum symmetries in a three-dimensional
field theory holographically dual to N' = 2 AdS, supergravity, let us first understand more
precisely its superalgebra structure.

5.1 d = 3 superconformal algebra

The superisometry group OSp(2|4) of the vacuum of the bulk theory is encoded in the defini-
tion of its curvatures R* = {R® R?, p4,F},

- 1
R = dp? + 3 Csr™ p® A pb | (5.1)

where Cgp? are the osp(2[4) structure constants and p® = {&%, V W4, A} the Cartan
1-forms. Asymptotic expansions of the supercurvatures R* are given in Appendix B2l More-
over, 0sp(2|4) also describes the superconformal structure of the boundary. This is made
manifest by decomposing the Cartan 1-forms in irreducible representations with respect to
the SO(1,1)xSO(2,1) subgroup of OSp(2[4), where SO(2,1) is the (connected component of)
the Lorentz group at the boundary and SO(1,1) is the isometry group which acts as a rescal-
ing on the coordinate z in the FG parametrization: z — e?z. This decomposition requires
splitting the index a into (4, 3), where i = 0,1,2. Moreover, V? and &® naturally combine into
V4 introduced in eq. ([H), which have definite scalings with respect to the SO(1,1) group.
Finally, since the spinorial representation of the generator Ty of the SO(1,1) group is

(To)s = —5 (T%)°s, (52)

the four-dimensional gravitini naturally split into W 4 with definite radial chirality. In terms
of the SO(1,1) x SO(2,1) irreducible forms &%, V_f_, Vi, V3, A, U4, where we recall the ex-
pressions (0], the bulk supercurvatures [30] given by eq. ([B.8]) become

4 1 »
RZJ:RW+€—2V+“AVﬂ—Z\lﬁ‘m”m,,

. .1 i 4
;:Dvizqczvimv?’q:%qximzmi,

o 2 . _

R3:dv3+ZV1AV_i+qzi‘mpA+, (5.3)

F =dA —2e,5 U AUE,
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The right-hand sides of the above equations encode the algebraic structure of the superconfor-
mal algebra in d = 3, where V3 is the 1-form associated with the Weyl transformations, Vf_
the ones associated with the spacetime translations, V¢ with the conformal boosts, \Iljé with
the supersymmetries, ¥4 with the superconformal transformations [56,57]. The connection
components &% correspond to the Lorentz algebra at the boundary. The precise connection
to the Cartan 1-forms of the superconformal algebra in d = 3 is that the leading order 1-form
in the z-expansion of the above bulk quantities are identified with the Cartan 1-forms dual
to the corresponding superconformal generators. Let us summarize below the correspondence
between the D = 4 gauge field and d = 3 superconformal field:

QY WY Lorentz symmetry ,

V3 — B Weyl symmetry ,

Vi — E spacetime translations,

A conformal boosts,

\Iff — 1/)_‘;‘ supersymmetry

[ superconformal symmetry ,
A = A SO(2) R-symmetry .

This can also be understood as the boundary conditions set imposed on the bulk fields in an
asymptotically AdS space.

Let us make this connection more precise. To this end, we perform the redefinitions (4.1])
and (.0 and define the gauge vector associated with the Weyl rescalings as follows,

B = % <V3 - E%) = B,(z)da". (5.4)
Note that, in order for B to be non-vanishing, we have to generalize the FG parametrization
1) to allow for a non-trivial component VZL for the vielbein. After rescaling the various
fields by z/¢ factors according to their O(1,1) grading, the dz/z term in V3, within the
definitions of the curvature/field strengths, cancel. Next we recall the relation between the
d = 3 super-Schouten tensor and E’ given by the second of eqs. (&7,

- E

7z Pl (5.5)

Rescaling the field strengths associated with W, and Vii, in egs. (B.3]), correspondingly, we

can evaluate the right-hand side at z = 0, dz = 0 and find the following supercurvatures in

the dual field theory (see Appendix [B.2),
i _ ij i gil _ 174 i
RY = RY —2 B0 NS = 0L Ay Tya
RQ:DEWBAEZ‘—%%M%M,
i 2 i i 1 —a i
C :_K_QR_:DS —BAS —6—21/1_/\’)/¢A_,
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R:dB—E’/\Si—i—Zwé/\wAJr,
F:dA—QeABEé/\T/J]j, (5'6)

1 i 1
pi =Dy + 5 BAYE+ 5 B Ayl — eap ANy,

1 i 1
QAEpf‘:Dwf—iB/\wf—i-Esz/\’m/Jf—2—€€ABA/\¢E;7

where D is the Lorentz-covariant derivative. Each D always appears in the combination
D + AB of the Weyl-covariant derivative, as naturally expected from a theory with local Weyl
symmetry. The Weyl weight A of the corresponding field is equal to its scaling dimension,
namely A(EL) = 1, A(p4) = 1, A(S") = —1 and A(w”) = A(4) = A(B) = 0. This
feature can be used to reconstruct the B-terms in the transformations laws (A.53)—-(@55),
similarly as it was done in the pure AdS gravity case given by eqgs. (2.58).

Note that, for B = 0, the third and the last of eqs. (5.6) yield the definitions of C* and
Q4 in eqs. [ESY) and ([@53), respectively.

Finally, let us recall once again that, while the boundary theory possesses global OSp(2|4)
isometry, it is not also locally OSp(2[4) invariant, but the transformation law of the gauge
fields is put in an OSp(2|4)-covariant form thanks to the superdiffeomorphisms written in a
suitable way through a field-dependent gauge transformation.

5.2 Superconformal currents

To explore the quantum symmetries in a SCFT dual to supergravity with ¥4 = 0, we apply
the AdS/CFT correspondence summarized in Section [l to the case when the boundary fields
are JMx) = {Eiﬂ(x), wi (z), Yyapu(z), Ay(z)}. They become sources for the corresponding
operators in the dual SCFT. Generalizing eq. (2.52]) to the supergravity case, the bulk action
in the classical supergravity approximation is identified with the effective action of the dual
boundary theory as
Ion—shen|[EY, w9, i, Al = WIE', W, i, Al = —i n(Z[E", W', @2, A]). (5.7)

The sources J* couple to the operators in quantum field theory J§ = {J*, J‘zj, S, T
which are the energy-momentum tensor, spin current, supercurrent, and U(1)-current, respec-
tively. The latter are identified with the 1-point functions of the Noether currents in the
presence of arbitrary sources, associated with the residual symmetries of the boundary action,
see Section [Il and the above table. However, we shall refrain from writing explicitly the sym-
bol (---)cpp- We will also express the currents in terms of their Hodge-dual 2-forms in the
boundary theory, to be denoted by the same symbol, as defined by eq. ([2.54]).

The explicit expression of these currents is inferred from the variation of the effective
action with respect to the sources (eq. ([2.53]) generalized to supergravity),

. 1 - —
5W:/5JAAJA:/<5E’/\Ji+§5w“AJ¢j+JﬁA51,Z)A++JA6A>. (5.8)
oM
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Invariance of the boundary effective action with respect to the residual symmetries of the
boundary theory implies conservation laws to be satisfied by the currents. As we shall prove,
they are satisfied by virtue of the “constraint” equations of motion in the bulk. Namely,
in the radial foliation of spacetime, the bulk equations of motion are divided into the ones
describing the radial “evolution” (that were used to determine radial expansions of the bulk
fields) and the “constraints”, which do not contain radial derivatives 0, and that should give
rise to conservation laws in the holographic QFT.

In the following, we shall first derive the expressions of the currents and the corresponding
conservation laws. Eventually, using the bulk equations of motion, we shall show that these
conditions are indeed satisfied at the quantum level and they represent the Ward identities in

the SCFT.

SCFT currents. In this derivation it is somewhat convenient to retain, in the compu-
tation of dW, a four-dimensional notation, writing it in terms of the bulk fields and their
curvatures, keeping in mind that, in the boundary integral, they are meant to be functions
of the corresponding boundary values through the supergravity solution. So when we write
8%, §UA, § A, we mean the variations of the bulk fields in a supergravity solution, originat-
ing from a variation of the corresponding boundary conditions. Using the compact form (3.9))
of the full supergravity action and using the field equations, we find

on-shell

. (69)

02 . _ 1 . .
W = 61op—chen = / (‘Z S0P R e g — 20000 Tspa + 5 5A F>
z=dz=0

oM

where we have explicitly indicated that the quantities in the integral are to be computed on the
boundary 0 M, namely at z = dz = 0. Using the boundary expansion of the four-dimensional
fields in (.52)), we can write the above variation in the form (5.8) (recall that we have set w(y)

and Cfé to zero) and read off the explicit form of the external current 2-forms on OM,

1 [2 A
Ji = = €iji [— EIN(R +27) + Ak

2 /¢
Ji’ = 07
1 203 15 x 1k
J = §€iij VIAV )
z=0
Jf = 2i E'A~CA + Ay Nean T/Jf ) (5.10)

where F;, are the components of the supercovariant field strength associated with the gravipho-
ton, see eq. (BI4). The current associated with the Lorentz transformation (.J;;) is zero be-
cause it corresponds to the field that is composite (wzj), but it has been treated as independent
in first order formulation of gravity. The other composite fields (Siu and 1 4_,) have not been
taken into account as sources.

From the above expressions for the conserved current 2-forms, Jj, we can obtain the
Noether currents J4 as the Hodge-dual 3-vectors *Jy = Jy, dz* defined by eq. ([254). The
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non-vanishing currents are

1 ~ - i 5
7= = (0 27) = B+ 278)) + = e i ay

2i 1
JH = Py (4 — e A B
A+ es Py,Cap + o € (VEAB VY,
L = 1
JH = _géto) F,,= 2£ 9(0) A(l) (5.11)

where in the first equation the traces 7%, 7% are defined using the vielbein tensor (e.g.

7k, =7k " E* ) In the last equation we have used the fact that the contribution of A, to F),.
is subleading in z, while the fermion bilinears do not contribute at z = 0 having set ¢p_4, = 0.
In particular, the holographic stress tensor is J,,, = Jm-Eiy. Recall that, in the CFTy
dual to pure AdS,4,1 gravity, this tensor is proportional to the (symmetric) metric coefficient

9(@)uv X Tuy Whose trace is zero. Indeed, the above result in pure gravity with the traceless

JBBYGGR = —%TW. In the SCFT3, the relevant bosonic coefficient is

Tuw + 27’w/ and generally it is not symmetric any longer because of 7,,. Furthermore, the
trace of 7, + 27, is not necessarily zero it has to be computed from the conservation law
of the local Weyl symmetry.

In supergravity, the holographic stress tensor contains the fermionic contribution. Which
particular fermionic coefficient becomes holographic can be determined by simple power count-
ing in the variation of the action. Since the on-shell action is always a boundary term, the
Jacobian e given by (ZI3]) expressed in terms of the boundary Jacobian ez has the factor 1/z%,
but on the boundary z = const it becomes 1/23. Thus, the holographic order —the one that
contributes to the holographic current— is always the third order in z of the variation of the
Lagrangian density on-shell on the three-dimensional boundary. For the metric, it means the
third coefficient in the expansion (7,,,). For fermions, it means W39y, = (. Similarly, the

" = 7% reduces to

third coefficient on the boundary of the Maxwell Lagrangian comes from (0, A )%, implying
that the finite part of 9, Au» that is A(l)ﬂ, enters the holographic current. In d dimensions,

the respective holographic orders are 7, = E( D U(q/2)—p, and A((d 1)/2)u- LThey are the
last terms in the near-boundary power expansion of the variation of the action which do not
vanish when z = 0.

Conservation laws in SCFT. We observe that, in the boundary expansion of the inte-
grand form in (5.9), the divergent terms vanish by virtue of the conditions ([3.23)) that, in
components, are given by eqs. (426]). These conditions therefore guarantee consistency of the
holographic construction. Namely, both the currents and the conservation laws become finite,
confirming that the bulk supergravity has been properly regularized in the asymptotic region.

Being the leading terms in the boundary expansion of the bulk curvatures zero by (4.26]),
from eq. (B.9) it follows that the currents in (5.I0) are expressed in terms of the subleading
terms in the same expansions. The reader can check, for instance, that

12 o R
Jij = —Ce€ijy, R(o) y Ji = —5 ijk R%f) o Jar = =20pya) Ay - (5.12)
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Next we seek for the form of conservation laws associated with the residual symmetry
discussed in Section 2] in case when the quantum effective action is invariant (after that we
will have to check whether the obtained supercurrents indeed satisfy these conservation laws
and since they are quantum, in fact they will give the Ward identities.) The corresponding
transformations are parametrized by &%, %, \, nﬁ. This means that dW evaluated on the cor-
responding symmetry transformations of the fields must vanish and amounts to the following
conservation laws for the Noether currents which are the generalization of the pure gravity
laws (Z57) (we omit the wedge symbol),

; i— W=
DJi = & Jij = ;T vioa- + 8Fi BV — 5 & Tt ay

l
DJij =2E; Jj — %Ié’yz‘ﬂ/}AjL - %7f‘%‘j¢A— ;
0=0, [E*“‘ (Jij B - %71‘%1/1,“)] S L TRy — g T
dJ = 2% eas (T4 vps + T2 ),
VJag = 2%7”%1— Jij +iv hag Ji — %Si Vi Ja- +2€eap - J + %Mx_ Jij BV

P
= 5 ¥a- -7+, (5.13)
i

1 .. ) 1 . A
VJAf:_'YUT,Z)AJrJij‘FQEABT/)BnLJ_EEZ%‘JAJr_Z¢T4+JijE]+§7pf4+JBf%7/)B+-

20
We use the boundary vielbein Ei“ and its inverse E'; to project the boundary spacetime
indices (p,v,...) to the boundary Lorentz ones (i, j, ...) and vice versa. Note that the above
conservation laws reduce to those in (2.57)) in the pure gravity case, namely in the absence of
the fermionic superpartners and of the U(1) gauge field. This is best seen from the pure gravity
laws (2.58) when the dilatation gauge field is B = 0 and the conformal current is Jryi = 0.
Then the dilatation current J(p) is not independent and can be solved from the last (algebraic)
equation in (2.58), leading to the identities (S;J p) = Sl-kajEj and £dJ(py = 0y, (E’”JijEj).
The obtained set of equations matches (5.13]) when all spinors are zero and S;; is symmetric.
In addition, it is explicit from (5.I3]) that the fermions are sources of the electromagnetic
current J.
As a final comment we observe that, in supergravity, invariance of the boundary action
under Weyl transformations is guaranteed by the third of eqs. (5.13]) which, taking into account
egs. (B.I0), amounts to the condition

4 1— 1-— 1—
EZAJZ-:—§J1‘A¢A++§J§ /\Q,Z)A,:—iJﬁ/\zZ)AJr. (5.14)
Let us now use the explicit form of the currents, given in egs. (5.I0), to write eq. (B.14) in
components. Using eq. (511 we find the trace of the bosonic part of the holographic stress

tensor, namely o
27 + 7)1, = =il Y yiCa i (5.15)
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Using the properties of the gamma matrices, the reader can verify that the above relation is
consistent with eq. (3.34) of [6].

Notice that neither the holographic stress tensor J,, nor its bosonic part 7, + 27, have
vanishing trace as in pure gravity. This does not mean that we have the trace anomaly because
the value of the trace J' A E;, given in (5.14), is fixed by the structure of the superalgebra.
This is consistent with the result in N' = 1 supergravity [6]. Furthermore, the trace anomaly
is a local expression even though all currents, in particular 77, 7% and J;; are, in general, non-
local tensors. Having a quantum anomaly would mean that J* A E; is a different expression
than the one given in eq. (5.14]).

Similarly, J,, and 7, + 27,, are not symmetric: the second conservation law in (B.13)
with J;; = 0 and J_ = 0 gives the antisymmetric part as Ej; A J; = ijyyij A ty. A reason
is that, with our gauge fixing choice, .J,,, is not, as in pure gravity, the traceless Belinfante-
Rosenfeld stress tensor. However, we know that, in principle, it is possible to use an ambiguity
in definitions of Noether currents to construct a so-called ‘improved’ stress tensor which would
be symmetric and traceless.

5.3 The Ward identities

We now prove that the Ward identities are indeed satisfied by using the explicit form of the
currents and showing that W = 0. We remind the reader that, although all expressions are
evaluated on-shell in the bulk supergravity, they present off-shell identities in CF'T computed
on the curved background. We start by integrating (5.9]) by parts,

Iz . 2 (2 1 8
SW = / [ZjabDRCdeabcd -1 <€—2p“Vb 1 ZEAF“b\I’A> Rqpeq + 216 T5Dpa
oM

(1., i 4 1 _ 1. ap i X
— 210 (Zjabxp o + ﬂpw L, + ﬂ)\eAB\IJB - ﬁAeABEB - ﬁef‘rava> Cspa
on-shell

1 ) .
—5A d*F+€A\I'BeAB*F] (5.16)

z=dz=0
We now make use of the Bianchi identities (B:I1)), to obtain

¢ -abaAned A €2 2 aysb 1—A ab >cd
oW = Z.] vr PA€abed — Z é_Qp Vo + ZE W, | R™€aped
oM

A1 am i . 1o 1 s
+ 2i¢ <ﬁAeABe Als5pp — ﬂef‘rg,rap AV + ZRabeAI’E)I’ab\II 4— ﬁeABFe AD5 0 B>
| pr—y i

—2i0 | =TT —
it (43 Y7 50 20 50

on-shell

_ 1 —_ 1. i
PO, + —AABTp — — AeABep — i#‘nw) Cspa

1. - .
— A AF e 0 e F] (5.17)

z=dz=0

We are now able to write the Ward identities, in the four-dimensional notation, which have
to hold on-shell. They originate from requiring the vanishing of the coefficient of the inde-
pendent symmetry parameters in dW. Let us denote the independent asymptotic parameters
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by A(z) = {9” & o, ni, )\} computed in Subection 2] as the radial expansion of the bulk

parameters A(m z) = {5, p% et )\} Since in the quantum effective action all divergences
cancel out and the subleading terms vanish on the boundary, we can identify the bulk gauge
transformations with the boundary ones,

SW = oW = g |l (5.18)

This method makes use of the fact that the quantum effective action has already been renor-
malized and enables to prove the invariance of the action (and therefore the validity of the
Ward identities) by looking directly at the bulk parameters A.

Lorentz transformations. We can easily verify that the coefficient of the four-dimensional
Lorentz parameters j% vanishes identically due to the identity (A6) for four-dimensional
gamma matrices whose properties are given in Appendix [A.2]

Ay il A R
Zyab\p T A €abed — Ejabxp Twpl5pa=0. (5.19)

Translations. As for the terms containing p® one finds, up to terms which vanish in the
z — 0 limit,

A —A R
= P VPR e ypeq + p* U Tol5pa . (5.20)
The above expression vanishes at the boundary by effect of the Einstein equations in the bulk
(see the second of egs. (3.16])),

= P VPR e g + p T T D5 ps = % PeqpeaV? (FdF - éﬁ;fﬁef chd> , (5.21)
since the two terms on the right-hand side are zero at z = 0.
Supersymmetry. The terms involving the parameter €4 are given by

IAAPE Tspp + e T5TapaVe + %R@bz/‘nrabm —ie"BFe TV p

- gz/‘rabxy AR egpeq + 1A BepTspa — e Tul5paVe + e Beyp *F

= eM(—20, VT spa + eap VP *F — ie g FT505). (5.22)

They vanish as a consequence of the equations of motion of the gravitini (3.16]).

Abelian transformations. Finally, we evaluate the terms depending on A and find

~ 1 ~ _
A (-5 d*F — ieAB\IfBF5ﬁA> , (5.23)
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which vanishes by virtue of the gauge field equation of motion in (3.16]).

This proves that, on-shell, 6 = 0, namely that the equations (5.13]), which were derived
from §W = 0 in the three-dimensional notation, are indeed satisfied. This can be seen as
a consequence of the absence of any anomaly, in particular conformal anomaly, in d = 3.
Note that the term in (5.21) which is proportional to p? and which, as we have shown above,
vanishes once the a = 3 component of the Einstein equations in the bulk (the second of
eqs. (BI6])) is implemented, coincides, once integrated over the boundary, with the variation
of the generating functional under a dilatation, being p> = —fo at z = 0. Its vanishing
provides the trace Ward identity (5.14).

The above explicit proof can also be seen as following from the general form of the
field equations (B.I9) derived from the N = 2 bulk Lagrangian (B8.9), which is of Mac-
Dowell-Mansouri type. Indeed, being the currents identified with subleading terms in the
boundary expansions of the curvatures, see eq. (B.12]), one can view the Ward identities as
following from eq. (8.19), computed at the boundary.

Note that, in the above derivation, we have neglected the curvature-contraction terms
occurring in the general expression of the symmetry variations of the fields (BE)E which
one can check to give vanishing contributions at the boundary.

6 Discussion

In the present paper we have developed in detail the holographic framework for an N = 2
pure AdS, supergravity in the first order formalism, including all the contributions in the
fermionic fields. This analysis, which generalizes the one of [6[7], includes a general discussion
of the gauge-fixing conditions on the bulk fields which yield the asymptotic symmetries at the
boundary. The corresponding currents of the boundary theory are constructed and shown to
satisfy the associated Ward identities, once the field equations of the bulk theory are imposed.

Consistency of the holographic setup, in particular the finiteness of the quantum gener-
ating functional of the boundary theory, is shown to require the vanishing of the super-AdS
curvatures computed at the boundary, which was proven in [27] to be a necessary condition
for a consistent definition of the bulk supergravity. In particular, the vanishing of R lom
determines the general expression of the super-Schouten tensor S' of the boundary theory,
which generalizes the more familiar bosonic expression of standard gravity by the inclusion
of gravitini bilinears, see eq. ([.28). The same applies to the superpartner of S?, namely the
conformino. Working in the first order formalism, we are able to keep the full superconformal
structure of the theory manifest in principle, even if only a part of it is realized as a symmetry
of the theory on OM, as the rest appears as a non-linear realization on M. Furthermore,
an important role in our analysis is played by the supertorsion constraint R = 0, where
R was defined in eq. (B8), which determines the bulk spin connection. In particular, the
radial component, R3 = 0, of this condition poses general constraints on the sources of the

6These are the terms in the symmetry transformation of the fields which, according to the general formula
given in footnote[7 are expressed in terms of the superspace components of the curvatures along the anholomic

basis (V*, ¥ 4), whose expressions can be found in eqs. (B14]).
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boundary CFT. In the FG parametrization of the bulk background, that condition implies
a non-vanishing antisymmetric component of the super-Schouten tensor, proportional to the
gravitini bilinear 1) 4 A see eq. (#£23]). This shows that in general the superconformal
structure and the conformino field ¥4, pose an obstruction to the symmetrization of S, .
For a special choice of background, for which 14—, o< a4, EAHM#AH/] = 0 and the super-
Schouten tensor becomes symmetric, i.e. S* A E; = 0. This latter property restricts S* to
be proportional to E?. The manifest SCFT symmetry is then broken to the symmetry of the
chosen background which, in this case, is a maximally symmetric spacetime: AdS3 (S # 0,
Yu, # 0), dS3 (S' # 0, 1y, = 0) or Minks (v, = &' = 0), and provides the vacuum of
the boundary theory The three (super)algebras associated with the symmetries of these
backgrounds are defined by suitable projections on the OSp(2[4) asymptotic symmetry group.

As far as the gauge fixing conditions are concerned, we refrain from imposing v#%4, = 0in
SCFT, having in mind generalizations of standard holography where this condition is relaxed
in the boundary theory. This has a bearing on the radial gauge fixing condition on the gauge
field. This generalization is needed in particular to apply the holographic analysis to the
AVZ model [28] as boundary field theory, where the only propagating degrees of freedom are
associated with a spin-1/2 field x, which is identified with the contraction 1), itself. This
theory is naturally defined on an AdSs background. In [3I] it was shown that the spinor
x is actually the Nakanishi-Lautrup field associated with the covariant gauge fixing of the
odd local symmetries in a three-dimensional Chern-Simons theory with gauge supergroup
OSp(2]2) x SO(2,1). This opens a window on the definition of the dual field theory of which
the AVZ model provides an effective description. We shall pursue this objective in a future
investigation. Other future directions of research would be an extension of the present analysis
to N > 2 bulk supergravity, along the lines of [30], or the D > 4 bulk dimensions where, for
odd D, quantum anomalies would arise in a boundary SCFT. Furthermore, a generalization
of the present work to the case where the FG choice of parametrization is relaxed, which
would allow the full superconformal symmetry of the boundary theory to be linearly realized,
will also be object of our investigation.
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"The AdS3 and dSs cases are distinguished by the sign of the proportionality factor between S* and E".
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A Conventions

A.1 Curvature conventions

In our conventions, the bulk local coordinates are denoted by x# = (2, z) and the boundary
coordinates by x* (u = 0,...3). In general, the hatted quantities always refer to the bulk
and the non-hatted ones to the boundary placed at z = 0.

As respect to the connection and curvature conventions, apart from the hatted (bulk)
ones {w,I',R, R ,p} and the non-hatted (boundary) ones {w,I', R, R, p}, the circle above the
quantity, {w r 7?,} denotes that it is torsion-free and the bold symbol, {R, R, p, p}, denotes
that it is super-covariant. Here {p, g, p, p} correspond to the fermionic components of the
supercurvatures. Similar notation applies for the Abelian supercurvatures {F JF.F, F} where,
furthermore, the Maxwell field strength on the boundary is denoted by F.

Explicitly, we have in the bulk the Lorentz curvature 2-form Reb = %ﬁ“bﬂﬁ daf A da?

defined in terms of the bulk spin connection d;gb. Using the first vielbein postulate,

OV + Wi Vi = rwvg, (A1)

it is mapped to the bulk curvature tensor,

kA&gﬁ(f) = ﬁabﬂﬁ(@)vl\zva—b ) (A.2)

expressed in terms of the bulk affine connection fi\ﬂ The bulk AdS curvature 2-form is
denoted by R and the super AdS curvature by R®.

On the other hand, on the boundary, the Lorentz curvature 2-form is RY = %Rij v
daz* A da¥, from which we can obtain RAUW(I‘) = R, (w)E*,E,j, where I’l))ﬂ and w)/ are

the (torsmnful) affine and spin connection, respectively. The boundary AdS curvature 2-form
is RY and the super AdS curvarure R". Similarly, the torsionless quantities on the boundary
are R)“LV =RY . E* E° ;» where the corresponding Levi-Civita connections are F;\u and @7 .

In the following list, we summarize different Lorentz and AdS (super)curvatures and the
places where they appear for the first time in the text.

Pure gravity

d=3

In 2.3): ’R;“V)\U torsionless Lorentz curvature of '), =T, (g())
In (2:21)): F’lf)\(g) z-dependent affine Levi-Civita -

In ([227)): R¥ torsionless Lorentz curvature of w"

D=1
In Z6): R* AdS curvature of %
After (2.6): Rab Lorentz curvature of @

In (220): F ; affine connection

Supergravity
d=3
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In ([.18): 73,“ o torsionful Lorentz curvature of I’j‘ "
In (IR): R" ,, torsionless Lorentz curvature of I' o

In ([@26): RY torsionful Lorentz curvature of w®
In [E2R): R* ,, torsionful Lorentz curvature of I'A "

In (5.6): R¥Y boundary AdS supercurvature

D=1

In 377): R Lorentz curvature of &

In (338): R® super-AdS curvature

In @30): R%.4 rtheonomic parametrization of the supercurvature

A.2 Gamma matrices and spinor conventions

In the present paper we follow the notation of [30]. The four-dimensional 4 x4 gamma matrices
I'* (a =0,1,2,3) satisfy the Clifford algebra

{F“,Fb} =2k kP = diag(+,—, —, —), (A.3)

and the fifth matrix is defined by

s =ilrr2rs. (A.4)
They have the properties ' ‘
THT =11°1%,  (T5)" =T, (A.5)
and they satisfy the identity
1 cd :
5 €abed It =il'y,ls, (A.6)

where

%[FGI,I‘“Q"'“"] , for even n,
Fal"'an — F[al---an} = (A?)
%{FGI,I‘“Q"'G”} , foroddn.

We can also define the charge conjugation matrix C' that determines the symmetry prop-
erties of the gamma matrices,

c=r1°  crct =1y, (A.8)
From this condition, we can derive a general property of the antisymmetric product of &

gamma matrices as
k(k+1)

(CP‘“"'“’“ )T _ _(—1)T Cral...ak . (Ag)
Furthermore, the following identity holds for the gamma matrices in any D dimensions [39]
inf(n,m)
POl b = Y, Ck(g,m,m) 5%11 Oy Fak+1...anl’}k+1"~bM]’ (4.10)
k=0
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where the coefficients reads

ex(gumm) = (1) a5 k(1] (Z) (2) oLk (D —n-mt k) S (AL
q

It is convenient to introduce the 2 x 2 gamma matrices 7* (i = 0,1,2) that are the elements

of the d = 3 Clifford algebra
{74, 47} = 26, K = diag(+, —, —). (A.12)

The D = 4 gamma matrices can be represented in terms of these d = 3 gamma matrices as

Fi = Jl@f)/i? 70:0-2’ 71210-15 72210-3’
il
P = ioy®1l, [3=ilTIMP=-0nel= O i) (A.13)
—1]12 0
An identity often used in the text is
ind = g ik 012 2 (A.14)
that implies
Y =ie* g, A=) (A.15)

2

Let us now focus on the spinor conventions. The Majorana 4-spinor 1-form ¥ = ¥, dah
as Grassmannian components ¥;. Using the symmetry properties of the gamma matrices
has G i p ts ¥;. Using the sy try properti f the g tri
(A.]), we obtain the following ones for the fermionic bilinears,

L2 = UpyWa, U a5 = U5V,
Ul Wp = —UpglWy,, Ul TV, = WpplTsWay, (A.16)
Ul 0p, = —Uppl®Wy,, Ul %T50p, = —UgT®T50,,.

In view of the application to the holographic duality, it is convenient to choose a gamma
matrix basis where only Lorentz invariance in d = 3 dimensions is manifest, where the radial
matrix I'® is associated with the generator T of the SO(1,1) group given by eq. (5.2)). Then,
for our purposes, it is useful to decompose the four-spinor ¥ in eigenmodes ¥ of the matrix
I3,

30, =+, , (A.17)

where the projectors and the corresponding projections are given by

1 Fir3
Py = =1

P U, =U,, U,=U,P. (A.18)

Furthermore, in order to find chiral components of the fermionic expressions, we list the
following useful identities,

P ¥ = 4iPy, Pl =TyPy,

Pl =TiPy, Pili3 = +iliP+, (A.19)
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as well as
Pil's =I'5P~. (A.20)

When the chiral spinors are involved, the fermionic bilinears have only the following non-
vanishing terms

U0y = U0y +0, Uy,
U0, = 0, ¥y, —iv,, U,
U T, = U, T, + 0, T, |
VI3, = 10, W, — iU, T,
VI, = U, TV, +0, T90,,,
VD93, = 0, T90,, —iV,, TV,

U5, = U, D5V, +0, T50,
U050, = 0, T50,, — iV, 50,
U050, = U T, + ¥, T'T30,, ,
VDT, = 10, T'T50,, — iV, "5V,
U, T9T50, = U TV, + ¥, T9T50,_,
VDD, = 10, T9T50, — iV, T, . (A.21)

In the context of holography, only the radial decomposition (with respect to I'?) is relevant
and used to define the chiral componets. We do not use the Weyl decomposition of the four-
spinor with respect to I's.

Finally, let us list the three-dimensional Fierz identities used in the main text,

_ 1 — 1 —
Varlar == 30an (Fcor) = geanc® (Beslos)
1 — 1 _ .
+ 5 0aB 7 (W57 Cor) + 1 eae’? v (Ve Cpy)
— 1 — 1 .
Yarhp, = — 1 eape’? (Yoyvps) + 1 Sapvi (WS voy) (A.22)

with the following convention for the SO(2) invariant tensor

B Asymptotic expansions

B.1 Spin connection

In pure AdS, gravity, a spin connection d’)gb(x, z) satisfies the torsion constraint Tgﬁ = YO)ﬂV%—

Zo)l;V‘i = 0, see eq. (22I). If we use w2 as a reference spin connection on spacetime also
in the supersymmetric case, where the vielbein satisfies instead the supertorsion constraint
Ry, = DpV§ — DV — iV, IV gy = 0 given by eq. (B8], then the contribution of the
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fermions (gravitini and conformini) in the supertorsion can be taken into account as contorsion
on spacetime,

G =g® 0%, 0% =C" dat. (B.1)
We now evaluate how the fermions contribute to the contorsion using the condition of vanishing
supertorsion. From the decomposition DV4 =Dy V% + C% ., we find

v

R%, =0 Ciy = — L TAT, W B.2
(2 = ANap) = T Tt AT AV (B.2)

The solution is ) ) )

i—A i—A i—A
Cj\[“;: §\I/j\rﬂ\I/A,;—§\I/ﬂrj\\I/A,;+§\I/5\P,;\I/Aﬂ, (B3)
which can be restated in the following way

b, = 5V LTy, — 5V PTLTOW 4, + 5V WAV U TOU 5. (B.4)
Note that, since W;‘I‘C\I’ AR = —W;\AI’C\I’ Ap, the tensor C’“bﬂ is explicitly antisymmetric in [ab].

To determine a radial dependence of the spin connection as it approaches to the boundary,
we express each component of the contorsion in terms of the fermionic fields regular on OM?
and obtain

2 : 2
‘ e 22 i 2° A i
¥, = " (wi‘ﬂm—z -7 wAﬂsz) +3 (wAzfzwA—z + 7 wi‘zfzwu,z) 7

.. 12 o~ [ . _ . Zoas oas .
Cz]Z — ? EM[Z <(P_I?_MFJ}(PA+Z + (Péurj}QPA—z) + 2_€ FMt fvi (@éM(PA—f—u _ (Pf,ﬁPA—V) ,

. z ~i — _ iz _ : _ ;
CZ?’M = % EY (@ﬁyﬂﬂA—u - <Péy<PA+u) + % (@fﬁzflmw + (PézFZ(PA—u)
iz
20
cii _ipvli (A 1l 22y ) 1pviphip (24 2y rk

w 1 Prv PA+u + /2 2y PA—p + 2 ku | Prpl PA+N + /2 P L pax] -

EV'E, (@fyrjwprz +¢f‘yfj<ﬂA—z) ; (B.5)

From eq. (Z2]), we find for the full spin-connection

. 2 .
i A 1A i z VR S
w;3 - <<Péz + 5 ()OAZFZ> PA—2z + 6_2 <_S0AZ + §(pézrl> PA+z,
Z (o Alii o Alii _Ali j
wf = 3 <1(P+[ZPJ]<PA+7: + i T, + w_[’wih) :
QOB = 1 J - 1 ko BV 2 (A _ A Lt

M > m 9 Nz 20 Py PA—p P PA+p Pizl PA+u
— B T ypass + B2, Tpay, — @éiFuSDAz> : (B.6)
. 2 .

~id 0ij | «—=Alirj 14 i z oAl 14 i
@il = wi+ 1(l‘)wL[ZIU}‘PI‘l-W + ) <pf’FM<pJA+ + 2 <1<P[ZP]]<PA—M + BY (Pélruﬁpix> :
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Therefore the O(1/z) term of the connection is not modified by the fermions. This is con-
sistent with the asymptotically AdS behaviour of the extrinsic curvature, being proportional
to the induced metric thanks to this fact.

The most general gauge fixing, with W, # 0, is

d)i?’ = wi(x,z),
oY = Zwi(z,z), (B.7)

14

where w', w” = O(1) and the boundary fields are

i 1 . Z = 222 .
G =SB 5 S Tt 0GY),
2 3
i B G R R Ao 1P (B-8)
K BT T g2 T2 T g3 (B ’ ’

where now Siﬂ #* S'Z'“, Tiu =+ 7”'“ and wff =+ wff

As particular cases, let us notice that when ¥4, = 0 and \Ifjéz # 0, the behaviour (B.6))
yields w? = O(2?) and all other components remain the same. Furthermore, if we set to zero
both components \Ifﬁz =0, we have w’ = 0 exactly.

This behaviour of w’ and w% that we just described is summarized in the table (ZI2]).

B.2 The supercurvatures

In this subsection we evaluate, for the most general gauge fixings, the first contributions
in the asymptotic expansion of the super field strengths, decomposing them with respect
to a world-volume basis on the four-dimensional spacetime. Let us generically denote by
R = {Rab,f{“,ﬁA,f‘} the supercurvature 2-form field strengths given by eq. (B.8]) and
further discussed in eq. (B.I]) of Subsection 5.1

A 14 ; N S R
RA = 3 R;/‘)fx dz¥ ANda” = 3 Rﬁy daz# A da” + Rﬁz dz¥ A dz. (B.9)

We use the following notation for the supercurvature expansion,

R = > () R (8.10)

N=Nmin

where npyi, denotes the minimal power of Z in the expansion, that is the order of the most

divergent term. Our covariant derivatives D and D, acting as exterior covariant derivatives,
contain only the spin-connection.
. . A A A
From the supertorsion constraint szf =2DRV% —1Y, I’“\I’f} =0, we get

@V o)
Ri = 3 (3) Riwus@) =0, (B.11)
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and find the following expansion coeflicients in terms of the boundary quantities,

Aéfl)uv - wa = QD[uEiu} —i@f[ufy%f” =0
Rl = 290 i) - 2i Y v =0, (B.12)
Ry = 25 + 200, Ejy
i (Tl s + 2T v, + Pt ) =0
Rl&znw = 2Dy, + 2w?>m5ﬂul+2w< 3) (il

—2i (<+ ;ﬂZHuH- + U+[,ﬂl7/)y}+ + C_Uﬂiqp’j_> =0,

where we identified Ufﬂ = ¢é) e Note that the last equation gives the expression for w(g)
in the supersymmetric case. The next supertorsion components to be expanded are RMZ, for
which we obtain
. 1 /- . 1
7 _ = i Qi l]
o = (8% = 5) = 5 wio) Bin
—5 (¢A+;ﬂ Yats + P4 WY “has) =0, (B.13)
Ny 1 1 1 ,— .
él)uz = Z ( )_ Ejl)E 5 (wA—i—u’YZCA-i—Z
+ a7y Cas + Capp¥ass +Ca ' a—z) = 0. (B.14)

On the other hand, for the R3 components restricted to IM?* we find

. 2 N _
3 .
Row = =7 <S[W] - Sw) =214 A =0
. 2 i e _
R:()H)W = 77 (Th) — 27y)) — 21 <1/}A+[MCA—V] + CA+[M¢A—V}> =0, (B.15)
and projected to dz* A dz we have
53 L i
Riyu: = 3Wofn—5 Yapptha—. =0,
- 1, i
Ropw: = 590Fn =5 (PapuCas+Cagptba—s) =0,
- 1 1 1—
Rip,. = w(o)Sw T3 wiay By — 5 Yaptats
5 (YapMa—z + Capplaz+ Mayutpa ) =0, (B.16)

where H‘i‘z = Q,Z)é) . The last equation gives the expression for w(2)
Focusing now on the AdS supersurvature, from R = R —|—£—2 VJ[r Vv’ L —% (Efriﬁ TA 4 Tfl"j \IJj‘_>
we get
A

R - RY — ij i ool _27A A _
R({));w - RM]V - 272;5”—4E [ﬂS V}—Zw_u’)’jlb_f_y—o, (B.17)
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R, = QDWE{)M‘%Ehm“ﬂuﬁ 27

—% (@i‘[wiijy] +Eﬁ[ﬂiiju}> ;
. = Bl et
. = ot ot o).
Rl = %Dﬂw% ‘%“gw‘g[i W)

— . — . —A .
_ﬂ (wﬂﬂmwﬁz + ¢+ﬂfYUHéZ + H+Iu’y”wéz> .

Next, from R = Do — L vive — 4 (TIr'wsd - Triwd ), we find

13 X _
RCyw = Ripw = 0,
53 _ P
Royw = Royuw = 0,
N . 2 2 i /—A . —A .
i3 7 i i A 1A
Ry = —tCw = =D S'y + gw(2)[u ity (w_m Uy = G Gy
_A i
210,y ¢+u]>
Y] 1 7
R(?J)uz = §Duw + ¢7 wAw
Ny 1
i3 7 ) 2
R(l),uz = §Duw(1)+w;&)“w(o)‘j 2@2 (2T +7 ) 25 (J)S“‘
Lo—a A
+5 (WLt + Tl ) | (B.18)

where we have also exploited the vanishing supertorsion equations (B.13) and (B.14]).
As regards to the graviphoton super field strength F = dA — 2480, 4, ¥_p, we obtain

. —A
F(O)uu = Fuu = 23[ A v] — 4€AB¢+ wBy] =0, (Blg)
. A
F(l);u/ = 26[MA L] — (T,Z)+ C_ + C-}— T;Z) > €AB,

. —A

F_ iy = —(9 A1y, =¥ 08 eaB,

F = loay.-La o B
(0)pz 9 K (0)2 B (Wu — P+u5—2€AB
. 1 1 —A —A
Fou: = 50%An: — 5 4eu - (%sz + 7/)+Auﬂf?z> €AB -

Furthermore, the gravitini supercurvature p;4 = d¥ 4 + i@ijfij\IurA — 2% EABA\IerB
+ VID,W_ 4 — % U, 4V3 leads to

A 2i
P(-1/2)+Aww = PH+Ap = QV[;LT,Z)_A;V] + 7 ’Yhﬂﬁéy} =0, (B20)
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) 2 1 1
Pa/)+Aw = 2ViuCray+ 7 Mub-an + 5 ViW(hy Y+ an) — 7 A1)+ Bri€AB ;
R i i
P(=3/2+Auz = 5 (%ﬂﬁ Az — §A(—1)z¢+B,u€AB> ;
. i 1 1
P(—1/2+aps = 5 b4 T 5 A)V+Bu + A(—l)zCJrB,u €AB ~ 57 C+Au;

~ 1 4 . 1
P/2)+Apz = B) Vi — ] w” %’j¢+Au 0 (5Z Z“) ViY—Az — 7 I} 4y

P 1
~1 W) Vi—Ap + Y] ’mH Azt

Finally, using the negatively graded fermionic supercuvature p_4 =dV¥V_4 + i L LyW_a
—2% EABA\I/_B - %VEFZWJFA + 2% U_ V3, we are left with

Pa/2)-Auw = Qaw = 2Vb_yay —if7i¢+A[p "1
P32 - A = VA — if%‘CJrA } + w( Vi - Av]
BA“ - Bu]EAB+ 57 (T [M+27 )%’¢+Au],
P(—1/2)—Apz = §v,u¢fAz+ Wi A( 1)z €ABY By + 4% 0)7/)+A;u
P(1/2)-Apz = %qufAz‘i’ ", A0)z €ABY-Bu + Z Vi)Y Ap
%C—A;ﬂr 41€ A(1).C-BueaB - (B.21)

We observe that the R{\n v COmponents of RN = {R%® R%, pA, F} define the curvatures

{RY R, pA,F,C", 04} of the N = 2 superconformal group OSp(24) discussed in Subsection
£ and given by egs. (5.6). We expect naively that they all vanish in the vacuum with the
OSp(2|4) isometries in a superconformal theory on the three-dimensional boundary. However,

we obtain R( o = = 0 for all the curvatures except the ones with the negative grading,

Rf’y and p_ 4y, where we find instead that the equations ([B.23]) lead to the weaker condition

@E2).

B.3 Equations of motion of the graviphoton

Here we analyse a relation between the gauge fixing and the asymptotic behaviour of the
fields, using radial field equations. In Appendix [B.1] a similar problem was discussed for the
spin connection using the vanishing supertorsion.

The radial evolution of the graviphoton is given by the respective field equation in (.16
that, in components, with the Hodge star dual (3.10), has the form

D, R = eeﬂ”ﬂ\p pP Py, (B.22)
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Using the conventions (2.9) and (2.I3]), the component /i = p acquires the form

D,FVH 4 D, = —é er (ﬁfmpfz + @fﬁpf&) €AB . (B.23)

For convenience, we factorize the relevant field strength components as

N N 1

B ('R i = () Eh

A z\ 4 y A ; $l A (B24)
F# - <z) FH 5 p;u/:l: = (Z) 2 ‘:‘uuzl:a

where ]?‘W = F},, and the tensors qu, F, Ef}i and Ef}ui have to be expanded in power
series in z. The metric g, (x,2) and its inverse g"” rise and lower the spacetime indices on
OM. Recalling the FG metric (2.1) and the tensor k,, = 0.g,, introduced by eq. (222), as

well as using the Christoffel symbols

- 1 1 . .
P{/LZ:_;5£L+§]{:!VL7 szzozriw
A 1 1 A 1 (B.25)
Piy:_;guu+§kuua P§Z:_57
the radial graviphoton equation becomes
v uv k w \ & wa %
D, F"F — [ B — 5 g F,.+ g 0.F,. (B26)

i
= _é_3 et (2 P UsExy +29L IsEX. + 94, IsE + (P_ZP5~,/>\7) €AB -

Now we calculate F,,,, E;‘i and Eﬁyi defined in (B.24). Evaluation of the components

PPNPN

F* = gﬂdgﬁé (65/15 — aﬁfid - 2EAB Eé@g) 5

- 1 A i
A A B A
P = 2DV — 7 eaBAp Yy — Zfa\l’mV‘}j] (B.27)
leads to
- A 20 - 2z -
Fﬂz = aﬂAZ - aZAH - ; €AB QD;?HQDZB, - 7 €AB Soé,ugszJr )
Frv = gh9g8 (Fop — deap Phap®s) = 0 (B.28)

and, by means of the rescalings ([A6]), we get

1 /o\IFL 2\ F1 1
—A A A A
Sz = Dupi. <Z> w0, — (g) 0=y — 5, €AB Al
1 A 1 /2\F1 ~ B 1 /z\F2 . A
:F§ ’LUZFZ‘QO:FM + 2_£ (z) €AB AZ()O:I:M + Z (z) EEI:MPZ()OZFZ )
2 1
—A A A B
:MV:I: = QID[MSOV]:E + ? EEI:[MPZSOV}:F — Z €EAB A[MSOV]:I: . (B29)
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We also assume that the gauge-fixing functions are

A l z
A, = ; A(—l)z + A(O)z +- A(l)z + O(Zg) )

L
- l z 22 3
AM = ; A(fl),u + AM + z A(l)u + 5_2 A(2),u + O(Z ) s
z
Oy = Copent 7 Pt OE), (B.30)

in general allowing for the linear terms (in contrast to eq. (AI4]) valid in pure gravity), where
EY expand as ([&7), and we find

R l l .

Fro = 5 ACout (0nAcn: — 245 Byl ) +O0),

_ ( - 1 /1

\:ﬁ+ = ﬁ (A(fl)z EAB PB+p + 21 ﬂrﬂpé),z) + ; (5 €AB A(O)z@g])+ﬂ - @é)Jr“) + 0(1) s
ozt B =0(1). (B.31)

Remembering that k,, = O(z), the graviphoton equation (B.26]) then yields

p Apu =0,
* 9,A _(opA . L DA TiT ) eanoB
22 nE Dz T\ 2P0+ T IOpe AP(0)+vt 51 | CABP(0)—z >
1 VA —A 1 A
; : 0= A QD(O)+VF5 <§ A(O)ZQD(O)+# + @g)+ﬂEAB> s (B32)

and all other terms are finite. We used the fact that the term @fyfg)gp A+ 1s symmetric in (v )
so it vanishes when contracted with €?*. From the last equation in (B.32)), when 90((‘)”“ #0

(and otherwise), we can choose a particular solution A, = 0, ‘Pé) A (C%r) = 0, which is
in agreement with eq. (£30]) obtained in Subsection This choice was also taken in [6] in
the context of N' = 1 supergravity. We will show below (see (B.44))) that, in fact, this is the
only solution only if we assume the stronger condition (Bi47) to hold. Then (B:30) implies

N 14 z
A, = ; A(—l)z + Z A(l)z + O(Zg) >
. z 22 3
Ay = Au+ 7 Ay + 2 Ay +0(27),
gp’iﬂ = gpf(‘))Jm + O(2%). (B.33)

We also conclude that the gauge-fixing functions A_;), and SO(B;))fz are correlated, which
is consistent with the table (£I2]). In addition, the boundary graviphoton does not acquire
divergent terms of the form 1/z even when sz%)zf # 0. We have not considered the logarithmic
terms here.
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The graviphoton curvature behaves in the following way on the boundary,

~ l _ 1
F.. = ~ ((%A(_l)z — 2€e4pB SDE%)-W@D{%)—z) ~ 7 Aqy, +0(2),
]-:A‘MV - -FMV - 4€AB @ﬁ[‘uwﬁy} =0. (B34)

This shows that it is possible to have the components Fﬂz # 0 on the boundary z = 0,dz = 0,
with a suitable gauge choice which changes the asymptotics.

B.4 Equations of motion of the gravitini

The equation of motion that describes the dynamics of gravitini (3.16) in components has the
form

) i . N
0 = A7 (V“ﬂrarg,pm +3 eABFﬂﬁr5m§> +eeapV{FV (B.35)

where the formula (3.10) was applied. The radial expansion of the gravitini is given by the
components 7 = p which, with the conventions (2.9) and ([2.I3]), leads to

. ; . i - . -
0 = A (—V3ZF3F5PAVA —2V' Ii5pa-y + 3 eapF 508 + IEABFZI/FES\I]f)
B fazp B favp
Yeean (\If P gB R ) . (B.36)

Projecting it by Py defined by (AI8) and applying the identities (A.I9) and (A.20) from
Appendix [A.2] we find

0 = <:|:1V3zP5p$Au)\ —2V*' Iilsptazn + 3 eABFyxfs\I’i + IEABFZVF5\II§)\>
+eean (\IJEZ For 4+ 08, F”“) : (B.37)

Now we can use eqs. (B.24), 2I3), (EII) and ([E52), to obtain the equation expressed in

terms of the auxiliary quantities with known asymptotic behaviour,

+3-1 i
0 — (%) 27w <¢iF5E§H+2E’ VFZTE,Efi)

2\ t1 ) .
+ (Z) ‘ean <—1 e Tsply + e 9“”@5;;) Fo.

2\ F3 i
+ (z) *eAB (5 EMV)\FI,)\F5()0$Z +e3 F”“cpiy> . (B.38)

All tensors appearing above are finite, except Fﬂz and E;ﬁ_. With this at hand, we identify
the leading orders of the z-component of the gravitini equations of motion (looking at the two
projections separately). By requiring the most divergent terms to vanish (that are (¢/ 2)5/ 2
and (£/2)*/* in the two chiralities), we get

0 = € (A(fl)z €AB FM?O)WE’} + QinjsﬁA(o)—z) ;
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v c=A i —A
0 = (2, — 28T, ) (B.39)
+eap (—ie‘“’Agoé%H)\ + €3(0) 9?011)11580{8)_2) <auA(—1)z —2e40 @E%)-WSD(%)—z) )

where we multiplied the equations by I's. Since d,A(_y), is correlated with <p(%)_z through
the condition (B.32]), it can be used in the second equation.

It turns out that we can solve the gauge-fixing functions from the first equation in (B.39)),
in terms of the dynamic fields. Contracting it by e/, it acquires an equivalent form

0= _A(fl)z €EAB E’u[irﬂgp(%)_f_u + 2i FijSDA(O)fz . (B.40)

We can contract the above equation by I'¥ and use the contractions of the gamma matrices
(A10), which in this case become I'; ' = 3, I'“T'; = 2I' and I'“I";; = —6. As a result, we
obtain a solution which relates the gauge fixing gpé))_z with the gauge fixing A(_;).,

i %
SD(AO)_Z =% A(A)zeABF SDB(O)Jr,uEMZ‘ . (B.41)

Then second equation in (B.32) becomes a linear differential equation in A(~1)z- One possible
solution is A(_1), = 0 that, from eq. (B.41)), yields SDE%) = 0. On the other hand, when

A—1yz # 0, we can solve SDE%HAL from the first equation in (B.39)) as

—z

A1)y = 2B, Til) ean, (B.42)

and the differential equation becomes

A(_l)zauA(_l)Z =2i Eku@é})fz (2Fk + eijkl“51“z~j) (pé])i =0, (B43)

z

where the last zero is due to antisymmetry of the fermionic bilinears, namely @é),zrkﬂpé}),z =
0 and @E“O)_ZFE,FU(p(%)_Z = 0 so that each term in the sum vanishes independently. The only
solution of the above equation is A(_y), = const.

Moreover, as previously shown in the main text, we can choose a particular solution with

A1)+ =0. (B.44)

Consequently, taking A(_y). = 0 and plugging (B.44) into the last equation in (B.32), we are
left with A (), = 0. On the other hand, if we take A(_y), # 0 and use (B.42) and (B.44)) into
the last equation of (B.32)), we obtain

A0 BN B(o)_.T 0ty =0, (B.45)
which is identically satisfied since EE%)_ZI’]“QDE%)_Z = 0. In particular, this means that, in

this case, the last equation in (B.32) is solved by (B.42)) and (B.44)), without forcing A ). to
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vanish

Summing up the results, the following gauge fixings for A, and ¢*, are allowed:

_ _ A _ A _
A(—l)z = 0, A(O)z =0, @(1)-1—“ =0, Qp(o)_z =0,
1
A B A
Acn: = 00 A0 #0, Vi = 5400 4uaB s Pl =0, (B.49)
A A i B
A(—l)z = const, A(O)Z 7& 0, @(1)+ﬂ =0, @(0)7z - 6 A(_l)zFM@(O)JrﬂEAB ’
where the first line can be seen as a special case of the general solution given in the second
line. If one imposes the condition I'*W¥; = 0 as in [6], then eq. (BAI) implies ¢, = 0 and
therefore A(_y), = 0 as the only solution.
In this text, we mostly focus on the case 902%)—2 = 0. Then the gauge-fixing function U4,
becomes subleading and can be safely set to zero at all orders, as suggested by eq. (B.46]).
At the end, let us recall that, in our approach, the gauge-fixing functions are invariant
under the gauge transformations (6A, = 0). Thus, the above solutions are consistent because,
since A(_y), is constant, it also implies dA(_y), = 0 for the asymptotic transformations.

C The rheonomic parametrizations

In this section we present the asymptotic expansion of the rheonomic parametrizations Rabcd,
ﬁfb and F,p. The procedure is the one described in the main text and the applied gauge fixing
corresponds to A1), = 0 and \I’?— =0.

We start from the graviphoton field strength

F=dA— U, 0getB = F,veve. (C.1)

By expanding both sides of this equation onto the basis dz#* A dz”, one can derive the explicit
expression of the rheonomic parametrizations

~ Z2\3 .y —A —A
Fy = (2) BLEy (0uAyw — 2ean0yy G = 2eanC vl ) + O,

8Note that one could consistently assume that the relation of proportionality between 2, and A. given
by eq. (B41) holds at all orders, in the neighborhood of the boundary, imposing the stronger condition

i i

@?n)fz = 6 A(nfl)zeAB r Eu; PBO)+u vn7 (B46)

that is equivalent to )
A 1 AB i
w_, = 6 Azé FZ E’Nz SOB(O)-Q—;L . (B47)
One can then prove that, considering the divergent terms in the z/¢ expansion of the outer components (7 = z)
of the gravitini equations (B.35]), that is Ei[ufip”(_l/g)JrAu]z = 0 and in particular using (B46]) in the equation
for p(_1/2)+a,- in (B20), one obtains
FiEi[# (A(fl)zEAB - 25,4}3) (PB(I)JN/] = O, (B48)
which enforces the condition (B.44]) to hold also in the case A, #0, ¥._ #0. If we now take A(_y), = 0 and
plug (B:44) into the last equation of (B:32), we can see that, in this case, A, = 0, npé)ﬂt = 0 is actually

the only solution to the aforesaid equation.
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- 1 /72\2 Z\3 2 —A B 4
2k = —5 <z) A Y + (g) (%A(l)z — 7 A4@ut 2€AB¢z+%—> Ef +0(z"), (C2)

where we have used that F,, = O(2).
We now focus on the supercurvature of the gravitino and conformino,

1
=d + Y B 2@ v

. 1 -
— ﬁabvavb . §Fa\IlebFab6AB . ZPEJPG\I}BVI)FCdEABGabcd (03)
and expand this relation onto the basis dz# A dz” to obtain
~A 178 n% i k A 1 kl A 1 AB
Pij+ = (£> ELE( VG + 7 Eu G + @y ey — At e

i
+ @elmnwle,uﬂLE;nEpnA(l)pEAB) + O(Z7/2) )

N 1/2\% 2\ 5
25 = =5 ()7 BIGh + (3) Bt (vuw;i — JUTS s + e P Ay
gH;‘-i—) + 0(27/2) )
ph_ = (g) ELEY ( pi + s’f vkwy+> +0("?),

1 5
2Pz3— =77 <Z) <CM— 'Y ¢BM+A(1) ) + O(z 7/2), (C4)

where we used pAf}l, = O(2'/?). This result allows to compute the spinor-tensor

@Zfﬂc = —2irlep b]c +ir¢peb (C.5)
as an intermediate step necessary to find the remaining parametrizations. In particular, we
obtain

. 5
ok = i (;) : < BUREHY 3 plin gk |k glin ) ) < o+ s m%m)
+0(="),
. 5 . 5
iil3 1 z = . . 1 yA 5 . .
@fﬂt - (Z) 2 7[zEJ]u <CA;L + ZEABVk¢E+A(1)pEZ> _ <Z) 2 plin galv <V;LCAV+

i 1 1
+ ZEﬁ’YkCAu— + Zwlff)H’YklibAqu—4—£A(1)H¢V+BGAB + 4€€klm7k¢3 ELEP™ A1), 6AB>
z

. . 5
)i 1 (% i i ! v 2 pli
o =1 (2)F g (QM_ o, A(l)yEk> - () piep < WCavet
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i 1 1
+ ZE,Ij’YkCAu— + Zwlff)HVkl¢Au+—4—£A(1)M¢V+BGAB + 5klm7k¢u+El Erm A(1)p€AB>
+0(:"?),

3 5
i3 _ 1rz\2 i N2 poi L ik
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5 .
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1

1
+ Zwl(%ﬂzmﬂmw—EA(W%HBEAB + @Glmm ¢M+ETEpnA(1)p€AB> + 077,

ij L2\E i (2\E fim 1
0P = ~7 (Z) PB4 (Z> * Al E <v;ﬂ/1Az+ - Zw%)%ﬂmw

1 2 Z\ 3 V4
+ 2_€€ABA(1)z7;Z)5+ - EHA;LJr) + (6) E[WEJ < ,LﬂbAz/f + S u7k¢Au+> + O(Z7/2)a

3 5
i3 ZNZ (i AR 1 1
05 = 1 (2) 1B a —i (3) 4 Eﬂ>ﬂ<vm,42+ = W) Waus + 5yean A0V

z

2 3 il
- EHAM) - (£> Elirpilv ( pav— + S ,u'Wc¢Au+> +0(77?%),

i 1/2\5
0P = 2 (2)? B (Cap + ~eany Iyl A, B ) + 0",
VAV 4

We are now ready to compute the rheonomic parametrization of the supercurvature R®. Since

Rab — dd}ab + djacd)cb _ ﬁvavb EEAFab\I]A

i - cab 1 abedgy :
= R, VeV — 9AIC\I/ Ve — §\I’A\I/BEABFab - ieade\I’APEJ\I’BGABch (C.6)

applying the usual procedure yields
i3 i z\?2 vTA g i 2% vTA ] i
B = 2 (5) BB Cans + 55 (5) ELEG A Cap B B
1z v i i A g iza
+7 () E{}Ek}{ — DS+ gy Bl — T s — 3G Cave
1—A i —A . (G 1
+ §¢M—7 ¢A7u + T;Z),H-Elu |: - 17( El)p< p¢Az+ ( ) WmnwAer
1 B 2 lip l]o W m 4
+ ﬂGABA(l)%ﬁer - ZHAp+ +EYYEY | Vae— + —5 pYmP Ao+ +0(2%),

i z\3 L
2R = (2) E;.‘{ — il B+

1 i—a
/ V4 g (4T - ) - _Cwﬂ T/JAz+ 1/1#+’Y CAzt

1—a vi  TA v 1
—l—Zi/JM_CAquE Y F (zCAu— 4£€AB'Y B A el >}+O( Y, (C.7)
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pii, _ (Z 3E“ vl g i i mj i omi 2 ol )
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1

~-7 (%M]CAW + cwwmy,) + B,y ( — A EUPEme 4 i plie gl

o 1 1
+ WmE[ZpEJ]U> (vpCAoJr + ZE;LrynCAof + Zw?lp)p'an¢Ao+
1

i
_4_£A(1)p1/}f+6143 + anpq’Y"l/}erEgEAun)AﬁAB) } +0(zY),

-~ Z\ 2 1 .- i—A .
Y ed I e B [i pjlv
2R =~ (%) B ( W= 7O E <Ay+>

Z\ 3 .. 2 .. . i . . 1 . . . .
d 1% iy 21 ) J ot g - [ . j
+ <£) i {8““) 7Y T W) — W, (Euw(()) w(O)Eﬂ>
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2

o i/
KHAVJF) + E[ZVEj}p <vu¢Ap + IESZV71¢Ap+>:| } + O(Z4) .

To obtain the above formulas, we used RZ;‘/ = O(z) and that the supertorsion is zero (see, in

particular, (B.13)).

References

[1] J. M. Maldacena, “The Large N limit of superconformal field theories and supergravity,”
Int. J. Theor. Phys. 38 (1999), 1113-1133 |hep-th/9711200|.

[2] S. Gubser, I. R. Klebanov and A. M. Polyakov, “Gauge theory correlators from noncritical
string theory,” Phys. Lett. B 428 (1998), 105-114 |hep-th/9802109].

[3] E. Witten, “Anti-de Sitter space and holography,” Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 2 (1998),
253-291 [hep-th/9802150].

[4] K. Skenderis, “Lecture notes on holographic renormalization,” Class. Quant. Grav. 19,
5849 (2002) |hep-th/0209067].

[5] O. DeWolfe, “TASI Lectures on Applications of Gauge/Gravity Duality,” PoS TASI2017
(2018), 014 [arXiv:1802.08267) [hep-th]].

[6] A.J. Amsel and G. Compere, “Supergravity at the boundary of AdS supergravity,” Phys.
Rev. D 79 (2009), 085006 [arXiv:0901.3609! [hep-th]].

[7] I. Papadimitriou, “Supercurrent anomalies in 4d SCFTs,” JHEP 07 (2017), 038
arXiv:1703.04299) [hep-th]].

[8] M. Henningson and K. Skenderis, “The Holographic Weyl anomaly,” JHEP 07 (1998),
023 |[hep-th/9806087].

68


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9711200
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9802109
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9802150
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0209067
http://arxiv.org/abs/1802.08267
http://arxiv.org/abs/0901.3609
http://arxiv.org/abs/1703.04299
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9806087

19]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

[23]

S. de Haro, S. N. Solodukhin and K. Skenderis, “Holographic reconstruction of space-
time and renormalization in the AdS / CFT correspondence,” Commun. Math. Phys.
217 (2001), 595-622 |[hep-th/0002230].

M. Bianchi, D. Z. Freedman and K. Skenderis, “Holographic renormalization,” Nucl. Phys.
B 631 (2002), 159-194 |hep-th/0112119].

G. W. Gibbons and S. W. Hawking, “Action Integrals and Partition Functions in Quan-
tum Gravity,” Phys. Rev. D 15 (1977) 2752.

J. D. Brown and J. W. York, Jr., “Quasilocal energy and conserved charges derived from
the gravitational action,” Phys. Rev. D 47 (1993) 1407 [gr-qc/9209012].

O. S. An, “Anomaly-corrected supersymmetry algebra and supersymmetric holographic
renormalization,” JHEP 12 (2017), 107 |arXiv:1703.09607 [hep-th]|.

O. Miskovic and R. Olea, “Topological regularization and self-duality in four-dimensional
anti-de Sitter gravity,” Phys. Rev. D 79 (2009), 124020 |arXiv:0902.2082/ [hep-th]].

G. Anastasiou, O. Miskovic, R. Olea and 1. Papadimitriou, “Counterterms, Kounterterms,
and the variational problem in AdS gravity,” JHEP 08 (2020), 061 [arXiv:2003.06425
[hep-th]].

R. Aros, M. Contreras, R. Olea, R. Troncoso and J. Zanelli, “Conserved charges for
gravity with locally AdS asymptotics,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 84 (2000) 1647 |gr-qc/9909015].

R. Aros, M. Contreras, R. Olea, R. Troncoso and J. Zanelli, “Conserved charges for
even dimensional asymptotically AdS gravity theories,” Phys. Rev. D 62 (2000) 044002
|[hep-th/9912045|.

R. Olea, “Mass, angular momentum and thermodynamics in four-dimensional Kerr-AdS
black holes,” JHEP 0506 (2005) 023 [hep-th/0504233].

S. W. MacDowell and F. Mansouri, “Unified Geometric Theory of Gravity and Super-
gravity,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 38 (1977) 739 [Erratum-ibid. 38 (1977) 1376].

Y. Korovin, S. M. Kuzenko and S. Theisen, “The conformal supercurrents in di-
verse dimensions and conserved superconformal currents,” JHEP 05 (2016), 134

[arXiv:1604.00488 [hep-th]].

Y. Korovin, “Asymptotic symmetries and geometry on the boundary in the first order
formalism,” JHEP 03 (2018), 017 [arXiv:1709.07647| [hep-th]].

M. Banados, O. Miskovic and S. Theisen, “Holographic currents in first order gravity and
finite Fefferman-Graham expansions,” JHEP 06 (2006), 025 [hep-th/0604143].

D. Klemm and G. Tagliabue, “The CF'T dual of AdS gravity with torsion,” Class. Quant.
Grav. 25 (2008), 035011 [arXiv:0705.3320 [hep-th]]|.

69


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0002230
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0112119
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9209012
http://arxiv.org/abs/1703.09607
http://arxiv.org/abs/0902.2082
http://arxiv.org/abs/2003.06425
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9909015
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9912045
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0504233
http://arxiv.org/abs/1604.00488
http://arxiv.org/abs/1709.07647
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0604148
http://arxiv.org/abs/0705.3320

[24]

[25]
[26]

[27]

28]

[29]

[30]

[31]

[32]

[33]

[34]

[35]

[36]

[37]

[38]

[39]

M. Blagojevic, B. Cvetkovic, O. Miskovic and R. Olea, “Holography in 3D AdS gravity
with torsion,” JHEP 05 (2013), 103 [arXiv:1301.1237 [gr-qc||.

A. C. Petkou, “Torsional degrees of freedom in AdS4/CFT3,” |arXiv:1004.1640 [hep-th]||.

L. Ciambelli and R. G. Leigh, “Weyl Connections and their Role in Holography,” Phys.
Rev. D 101 (2020) no.8, 086020 [arXiv:1905.04339 [hep-th]].

L. Andrianopoli and R. D’Auria, “N=1 and N=2 pure supergravities on a manifold with
boundary,” JHEP 1408 (2014) 012, |arXiv:1405.2010 [hep-th]].

P. D. Alvarez, M. Valenzuela and J. Zanelli, “Supersymmetry of a different kind,” JHEP
1204 (2012) 058, |arXiv:1109.3944 [hep-th]]|.

L. Andrianopoli, B. L. Cerchiai, R. D’Auria and M. Trigiante, “Unconventional supersym-
metry at the boundary of AdS, supergravity,” JHEP 1804 (2018) 007 |arXiv:1801.08081
[hep-th]|.

L. Andrianopoli, B. L. Cerchiai, R. D’Auria, A. Gallerati, R. Noris, M. Trigiante and
J. Zanelli, “N-extended D = 4 supergravity, unconventional SUSY and graphene,” JHEP
01 (2020), 084 JarXiv:1910.03508) [hep-th]].

L. Andrianopoli, B. L. Cerchiai, P. Grassi and M. Trigiante, “The Quantum Theory of
Chern-Simons Supergravity,” JHEP 06 (2019), 036 |arXiv:1903.04431! [hep-th]]|.

D. Gaiotto and E. Witten, “Janus Configurations, Chern-Simons Couplings, And The
theta-Angle in N=4 Super Yang-Mills Theory,” JHEP 06 (2010), 097 |arXiv:0804.2907
[hep-th]|.

J. D. Brown and M. Henneaux, “Central Charges in the Canonical Realization of Asymp-
totic Symmetries: An Example from Three-Dimensional Gravity,” Commun. Math. Phys.
104 (1986), 207-226

M. Henneaux and C. Teitelboim, “Asymptotically anti-De Sitter Spaces,” Commun. Math.
Phys. 98 (1985), 391-424

C. Imbimbo, A. Schwimmer, S. Theisen and S. Yankielowicz, “Diffeomorphisms and holo-
graphic anomalies,” Class. Quant. Grav. 17 (2000), 1129-1138 |hep-th/9910267].

R. L. Arnowitt, S. Deser and C. W. Misner, “The Dynamics of general relativity,” Gen.
Rel. Grav. 40 (2008), 1997-2027 |gr-qc,/0405109].

S. de Haro, “Dual Gravitons in AdS(4) / CFT(3) and the Holographic Cotton Tensor,”
JHEP 01 (2009), 042 [arXiv:0808.2054 [hep-th]].

A. Garcia, F. W. Hehl, C. Heinicke and A. Macias, “The Cotton tensor in Riemannian
space-times,” Class. Quant. Grav. 21 (2004), 1099-1118 [gr-qc/0309008|.

L. Castellani, R. D’Auria and P. Fre, “Supergravity and superstrings: A Geometric per-
spective. Vol. 1,2” Published in Singapore: World Scientific.

70


http://arxiv.org/abs/1301.1237
http://arxiv.org/abs/1004.1640
http://arxiv.org/abs/1905.04339
http://arxiv.org/abs/1405.2010
http://arxiv.org/abs/1109.3944
http://arxiv.org/abs/1801.08081
http://arxiv.org/abs/1910.03508
http://arxiv.org/abs/1903.04431
http://arxiv.org/abs/0804.2907
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9910267
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0405109
http://arxiv.org/abs/0808.2054
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0309008

[40]

[41]

[42]

[43]

[44]

[45]

[46]

[47]

[48]

[49]

[50]

[51]

[52]

[53]

[54]

R. D’Auria, “Geometric Supergravity,” Review article from the book “Tullio Regge: An
Eclectic Genius - From Quantum Gravity to Computer Play”, World Scientific Publishing
Co. Pte.Ltd (2019), [arXiv:2005.13593 [hep-th|.

L. Castellani, R. Catenacci and P. A. Grassi, “Supergravity Actions with Integral Forms,”
Nucl. Phys. B 889 (2014), 419-442 |arXiv:1409.0192 |hep-th]||.

L. Castellani, R. Catenacci and P. A. Grassi, “The Geometry of Supermanifolds and
New Supersymmetric Actions,” Nucl. Phys. B 899 (2015), 112-148 [arXiv:1503.07886
[hep-th]].

L. Andrianopoli, M. Bertolini, A. Ceresole, R. D’Auria, S. Ferrara, P. Fre and T. Magri,
“N=2 supergravity and N=2 superYang-Mills theory on general scalar manifolds: Sym-

plectic covariance, gaugings and the momentum map,” J. Geom. Phys. 23 (1997), 111-189
|[hep-th /9605032].

J. W. York, Jr., “Role of conformal three geometry in the dynamics of gravitation,” Phys.
Rev. Lett. 28 (1972) 1082.

I. Papadimitriou and K. Skenderis, “Thermodynamics of asymptotically locally AdS
spacetimes,” JHEP 08 (2005), 004 |[hep-th/0505190].

P. Kraus, F. Larsen and R. Siebelink, “The gravitational action in asymptotically AdS
and flat space-times,” Nucl. Phys. B 563 (1999), 259-278 |hep-th/9906127].

R. C. Myers, “Higher Derivative Gravity, Surface Terms and String Theory,” Phys. Rev.
D 36 (1987), 392

R. Emparan, C. V. Johnson and R. C. Myers, “Surface terms as counterterms in the AdS
/ CFT correspondence,” Phys. Rev. D 60 (1999), 104001 |hep-th/9903238].

V. Balasubramanian and P. Kraus, “A Stress tensor for Anti-de Sitter gravity,” Commun.
Math. Phys. 208 (1999), 413-428 [hep-th/9902121].

G. Katsianis, 1. Papadimitriou, K. Skenderis and M. Taylor, “Anomalous Supersymmetry,”
Phys. Rev. Lett. 122 (2019) no.23, 231602 |arXiv:1902.06715/ [hep-th|.

I. Papadimitriou, “Supersymmetry anomalies in ' = 1 conformal supergravity,” JHEP
04 (2019), 040 [arXiv:1902.06717/ [hep-th]|.

G. Anastasiou, I. J. Araya, C. Arias and R. Olea, “Einstein-AdS action, renormalized
volume/area and holographic Rényi entropies,” JHEP 08 (2018), 136 |arXiv:1806.10708
[hep-th]].

E. Fradkin and A. A. Tseytlin, “Conformal Supergravity,” Phys. Rept. 119 (1985), 233-
362

P. S. Howe, J. M. Izquierdo, G. Papadopoulos and P. K. Townsend, “New supergravities
with central charges and Killing spinors in (2+1)-dimensions,” Nucl. Phys. B 467 (1996),
183-214 |[hep-th/9505032].

71


http://arxiv.org/abs/2005.13593
http://arxiv.org/abs/1409.0192
http://arxiv.org/abs/1503.07886
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9605032
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0505190
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9906127
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9903238
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9902121
http://arxiv.org/abs/1902.06715
http://arxiv.org/abs/1902.06717
http://arxiv.org/abs/1806.10708
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9505032

[55] D. Butter, S. M. Kuzenko, J. Novak and G. Tartaglino-Mazzucchelli, “Conformal su-
pergravity in three dimensions: New off-shell formulation,” JHEP 09 (2013), 072
[arXiv:1305.3132! [hep-th]|.

[56] L. Castellani, A. Ceresole, R. D’Auria, S. Ferrara, P. Fre and M. Trigiante, “G / H M-
branes and AdS(p+2) geometries,” Nucl. Phys. B 527 (1998), 142-170 |hep-th/9803039].

[57] G. Dall’Agata, D. Fabbri, C. Fraser, P. Fre, P. Termonia and M. Trigiante, “The
Osp(8|4) singleton action from the supermembrane,” Nucl. Phys. B 542 (1999) 157
[hep-th /9807115].

72


http://arxiv.org/abs/1305.3132
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9803039
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9807115

	1 Introduction
	2 Asymptotic symmetries in Einstein AdS4 gravity 
	3 Pure N=2 AdS4 supergravity
	4 Near-boundary analysis of the supergravity fields and local parameters
	4.1 The Schouten tensor in d=3 and its superconformal extension 
	4.2 Field transformations and asymptotic symmetries

	5 Superconformal currents in the holographic quantum theory 
	5.1 d=3 superconformal algebra
	5.2 Superconformal currents
	5.3 The Ward identities

	6 Discussion
	A Conventions 
	A.1 Curvature conventions 
	A.2 Gamma matrices and spinor conventions 

	B Asymptotic expansions
	B.1 Spin connection
	B.2 The supercurvatures 
	B.3 Equations of motion of the graviphoton 
	B.4 Equations of motion of the gravitini

	C The rheonomic parametrizations
	References

