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Abstract
We study the realisation of higher-form symmetries in the holographic dual of gauge theories cou-
pled to probe matter in the fundamental. We particularly focus on the dual of U(N) gauge theory
coupled to fundamental matter. We demonstrate the existence of a continuous 1-form symmetry
associated with the conservation of magnetic flux and show that this symmetry is spontaneously
broken in the IR when the flavour degrees of freedom are gapped. We numerically compute the
spectral function of the 2-form current and demonstrate the existence of the associated Goldstone

mode. We compare to expectations at weak-coupling.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, higher-form symmetries, also called generalised global symmetries [1], have
emerged as a powerful tool for understanding quantum field theory. Just as conventional
global symmetries are associated with the conservation of densities of particles, higher-form
symmetries are associated with the conservation of extended objects such as strings or flux
tubes. They are on conceptually the same footing as ordinary global symmetries; they can
spontaneously break (resulting in Goldstone modes [2, 3]), they can have anomalies (see e.g.
[4] for an early example), and they can be used to build theories of hydrodynamics [5-7].

In general, a U(1) p-form symmetry is associated with a conserved (p 4+ 1)-form current
J.

d*J=0 (1.1)

The conventional case is p = 0; in this case we have a 1-form current that counts a density
of particles. Here we will focus on the case p = 1; in this case we have a conserved 2-form
current satisfying 9,J"" = 0.

In this work we will study some aspects of the realisation of higher-form symmetries in
quantum field theories with holographic duals. We will focus on the study of gauge theory
coupled to probe matter in the fundamental representation. As we will review below, in
the case where the gauge group is SU(N), this theory has no 1-form symmetries, though it
does have a 0-form symmetry associated with baryon number; we will clarify some aspects
of how the holographic representation of this baryon number intertwines with the (explicitly
broken) putative center symmetry of the pure gauge theory. In the case where the gauge
group is U(N) however, the theory has an unbroken 1-form symmetry associated with the
conservation of magnetic flux of the “U(1) factor” in the gauge group. We will study
the realisation of this symmetry, identifying the charged line operators and studying the
correlation function of its currents. As we will elaborate on below, we note that this is
perhaps the simplest holographic model in which such a continuous 1-form symmetry can
be spontaneously broken, motivating our study.

In this leisurely introduction we begin by reviewing how higher-form symmetries are

realised in various types of non-Abelian gauge theory with and without matter couplings.

A. Higher-form symmetries in non-Abelian gauge theory

SU(N) gauge theory: Let us begin our study by reviewing the higher-form symmetry

structure of SU () gauge theory with only adjoint matter. If we have access to a Lagrangian



description of the theory, the action is

S:/d4x (— 21 tr\F|2—|—---) (1.2)
9y m

where F' is the non-Abelian field strength, and the --- refers to possible supersymmetrisa-

tions or other terms in the action. This action depends only on the Lie algebra of the group
su(N). As it turns out, though the Lie algebra specifies the action, it does not actually
fully define the theory itself. This is because the full theory contains line operators, and the
spectrum of line operators depends on the global form of the gauge group [8]. Let us first
consider the case where the global form of the gauge group is SU(N); we then have the

usual Wilson lines in the fundamental representation of the gauge group in the theory:

W(C) = TrPexp (7{) A) (1.3)

In a modern understanding, these Wilson lines are charged under 1-form symmetries. To
be more precise, there is a Zy valued surface operator U,(My) that is defined on closed 2-
manifolds and is topological in that it is invariant under small modifications of the 2-manifold
M. This surface operator has a non-trivial braiding algebra with the Wilson line, i.e. we
have inside the path integral,
2miq

U(My) W(C) = exp ( N

)W((J) gef{0,....N -1} (1.4)

if My wraps the curve C'. This 1-form symmetry is a refinement of the usual “center”

symmetry of non-Abelian gauge theory, under which adjoint matter fields ®¢ are invariant:

¢ — exp <27%) 5% S exp (—%) 5l = o (1.5)

(More explicitly, the insertion of a surface operator U(M3) induces a gauge transformation

that is not single-valued as one winds around Ms; instead this gauge transformation returns

to itself only up to an element of the center of the gauge group [9]. However if all fields

transform in the adjoint, this operation is non-singular from the point of view of the gauge
fields).

Let us now consider what happens if we instead couple this theory to Ny flavours of

bosons and fermions charged in the fundamental under SU(N), i.e. if the action is taken to

be:

Ny
/ 1 . n . .
S :/d% T t|FP ) (—106 — iAG]® — mi |64l + s (" (0 — iA) — my) ) + -+
YM

i=1

(1.6)



The 1-form symmetry above is now explicitly broken — though the line operator W (C') can
still be defined, the operator U, is no longer topological and thus there is no longer a 1-form
symmetry.!

However there is a new 0O-form symmetry: the baryon number current, which acts as a
diagonal phase rotation on both ¢; and ;. The associated conserved current is defined in

the usual way as:
Ny

is = Z (@w“w@- +2Im ¢ID“¢1') (1.7)

i=1
It is worth noting that the local gauge-invariant operators that are charged under this baryon
number symmetry are fully antisymmetrized products of N, fundamental fields, and so will
have charge N, in the appropriate units.

Symmetry structure of U(N) gauge theory: Let us now change the theory under
consideration by studying instead the U(N) gauge theory with only adjoint matter. It is

convenient to write the gauge group as

vy = YW XZfU(N) (1.8)

If we have access to a Lagrangian description of the U(N) gauge theory, it is straightforward
to see that the gauge field corresponding to the U(1) factor separates off, and the action

(1.2) can now be written as

1 1
S:/d4x(——f2— trF2+---> 1.9
sl o rlE (19)

where f corresponds to the field strength of the new U(1) gauge field f = da. As all matter
is in the adjoint, nothing couples to the U(1) gauge field, which has a free Maxwell action.

There is thus a precisely marginal U(1) gauge coupling which we have named g;.
Unlike above, where we had only a single discrete Zy 1-form symmetry, this theory has
two continuous U(1) 1-form symmetries corresponding to the simultaneous conservation of

electric U(1). and magnetic U(1), flux. Their respective conserved currents .J/; are:
v 1 v iz 1 vpo
T = = e, (1.10)
91 2

In the phase described by a free U(1) gauge theory action both of these symmetries are
spontaneously broken, and the usual 4d photon is the Goldstone mode of this breaking.

The line operator that is charged under the electric 1-form symmetry is the usual U(1)

! In familiar 0-form language, a fundamental matter field transforms as
6" = exp (25) 57 6 = exp (504) o # 0"



Wilson line?, and that charged under the magnetic 1-form symmetry is the t'Hooft line.
The diagnosis of this symmetry breaking in terms of these line operators is discussed in
2, 3].

Following along the lines of the discussion above, we now add the same flavour degrees of

freedom to the U(N) gauge theory. The U(1) gauge field a now couples minimally to both
¢ and -

1 1
4
S/ = /d xr [—2—g%’f|2 — g2 tr ‘F‘Z—F

Y M

Ny

Z (—100: — iag; — iAG:|> — m |dil* + i (in" (O — iay — 1AL) — my) i) + -
i=1

(1.11)

where a and A are the U(1) and SU(N) gauge potentials respectively. This changes the
dynamics of the U(1) 1-form symmetries described above. Importantly, the symmetry corre-
sponding to conservation of electric flux is now generically explicitly broken by the presence
of the electrically charged matter; the simplest way to see this is to note that the conserved
current identified in (1.10) is now no longer conserved; indeed the U(1) Maxwell equations
are simply:

0,0 = (6, V), (1.12)
where j[¢, 1] is precisely the baryon number current (1.7). Physically, this simply captures
the idea that electric field lines can now end on the electric charges that are carried by ¢
and ).

The magnetic flux current J;" is still conserved, as is clear from its definition:
o, 1" =0 (1.13)

Thus, this theory has a single U(1) 1-form symmetry.
However, the realisation of this symmetry now depends on the dynamics of the ¢, ¢ fields.

Let us now consider how the energy scale of interest £/ compares to the masses mg, my:

1. B < mgy: In this case the matter fields are gapped and can essentially be ignored.
We are then in the same situation as when there were no flavour fields at all; j#[¢, ]
is effectively zero, and both the electric and magnetic flux currents are conserved.
The associated symmetries are again both spontaneously broken, as described around
(1.10). In particular, the relevant line operators should display a perimeter law in this

phase.

2 This can be easily understood by applying the usual Noether procedure to the action (1.9), where the
symmetry in question is realised by a shift of the U(1) gauge potential by a closed 1-form A: a — a + A.
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2. E > myy: In this case we probe electric charge fluctuations in the vacuum, and
the electric flux symmetry is explicitly broken. The magnetic flux symmetry is now
realised differently; in particular, it is no longer spontaneously broken. Relatedly, in

this regime the U(1) gauge coupling g; runs logarithmically with the energy scale E.

Summary: In this work, we will study the manifestation of the higher-form symmetry
structures described above in a strongly coupled model, given by the holographic realisation
of maximally supersymmetric N/ = 4 Super-Yang-Mills coupled to matter in the funda-
mental. We will primarily focus on the case of the U(N) gauge theory where we have a
continuous 1-form symmetry, but along the way we will clarify some aspects of the SU(N)
case as we proceed.

An outline of the rest of the paper follows. In Section II we introduce the (well-known)
bulk action and discuss its symmetry structure, also discussing some lower-dimensional
examples to build some intuition for the extensive dualisations that follow. In Sections
IIT and IV we discuss the bulk dynamics and appropriate charged operators in the duality
frames that are appropriate for the SU(NN) and U(N) gauge theories respectively. Finally in
Section V we numerically compute the spectral function for the 2-form current in the U(V)

theory and compare with expectations at weak coupling.

II. SYMMETRIES OF HOLOGRAPHIC FLAVOUR

In this section we describe the holographic dual of the system described above; in par-
ticular we study the maximal supersymmetrisation of the gauge theory, i.,e. N =4 SYM
with holographic flavour added. In most discussions of holography it is implicitly assumed
that the gauge group is SU(IN); for us however the precise distinction between the U(N)
and SU(N) gauge theories will be of considerable importance. This issue has been clarified
recently (see [10] for a perspective from higher-form symmetry) and we briefly review it here,

taking special care with the issues that will be relevant for our construction.

A. Bulk holographic action

The holographic dual of the above is Type IIB string theory on AdSs x S%, giving rise to
kinetic terms for the NS-NS 2-form B, and the R-R 2-form C5, as well as a Chern-Simons
term. After compactifying on the S® we obtain an action which is an integral over all of
AdS;. To add fundamental matter, we wrap Ny < N, probe D7-branes around the S° [11].

See e.g. [12] for a review of holographic flavour.



The final form of the dimensionally-reduced action on AdSs is

Shulk = Skin + Scs + Ny Spsi

N2 1 1/ A 2 A 1 orR? 1\’
= £ ——H§ - = —G3 + K/BQ VAN Gg - —/<L2/Lf(2) BQ + F2
8m2R3 2 2 \ 47N, 4N, 2 VAN

(2.1)
Note our conventions for writing differential forms. For a p-form (2, in n-dimensions we

can define a corresponding n-form by
Q2 =Q, A+, (2.2)

Sometimes it is preferable to work in components, in which case we borrow from [13] and

write

1

Q=0 Quaiz--tip (2.3)
p:

H1H2.- Hp

It is straightforward to translate between these descriptions using the identity

Q, = Q[*VIgl d"x (2.4)

Further conventions and notation are explained in Appendix A.

The forms appearing in the action are the field strengths Hy = dBy, G35 = dCy and
Iy = dA;. Note that we have used the unusual name G35 for the field strength of the R-R
form to avoid confusion with the field strength of the D7-brane Maxwell field. Our zoo of
higher-form fields is extensive — and will become even more so as we dualise fields in the
bulk — so we have provided an index in Appendix D. The constants in the action are given
by

4
KR = E (25&)
Ny A
_ 27 2.
=N 3272 (2.5b)

i denotes the relative dynamical importance of the flavour and colour degrees of freedom.

The function f is given by

f(z) = B (2.6)

We will work with AdSs in Poincaré coordinates:

2
ds* = % (dz*dx, + dz?) (2.7)




where R is the AdS radius.

Some words about the probe limit are in order here. Usually one considers the limit
where © — 0, and thus where the backreaction of the flavour degrees of freedom on the
colour degrees of freedom can be ignored. We will work with the simple quadratic action
above, but we will allow p to take on finite values. This corresponds to studying some
subset of the interplay between flavour and colour degrees of freedom, in particular those
associated with the realisation of the symmetries. As explained below, this results in novel
effects associated with the Higgsing of the 2-form B field by the DBI gauge field A;; these
effects qualitatively affect the physics but are invisible in the strict probe limit. Strictly
speaking, however, we are not studying all aspects of this interplay, because we neglect the
gravitational backreaction of the flavour branes; thus the approximation we take should be
considered as an illustrative one that is designed to highlight the physics of interest.

Let us now note the gauge symmetry of the action above. We have two independent
1-form gauge transformations shifting B, and C'; respectively; we also have a O-form gauge

transformation shifting the DBI worldvolume field. The full transformation of the fields is

5By = d=\P (2.8a)

5Cy = d=\9 (2.8b)
VA

(5141 = _FRQ (ng) + df(A)) (280)

Note the simultaneous transformation of A; and B, under a shift by EgB); this encodes the
fact that string worldsheets can end on the D-brane, and will be of considerable importance
to us.

We turn now to the Chern-Simons term By A Gi3; this well-known term [14-16] is closely
related to the physics of higher-form symmetry in holography [10] and will play a key role
in our analysis. Obtaining the precise prefactor can be somewhat subtle; it can naively be
thought of as arising from a dimensional reduction of a 10d Chern-Simons term By Adcy A G
involving the R-R 4-form ¢,. Integrating over the S® we pick up a factor of the flux dey ~ N,
giving a term with qualitatively the correct form, as first noted in [16].

However, this is not quite consistent: in fact, a covariant action for the (self-dual) RR
4-form does not actually exist, and pursuing the above route results in an inconsistent
normalisation for the Chern-Simons term, as noted in [17]. In this work we take a different
approach. Consistency of the theory in the presence of magnetic charges actually requires
the coefficient of this term to be quantized; we review this Dirac quantisation condition
in Appendix B2 and identify the integer coefficient of the term with N., as we expect on
symmetry grounds.

Finally, the last term arises from the dimensional reduction of the DBI action. We can

10



embed Ny probe D7-branes into the target space by means of the DBI action:

Nf SDBI = —Nf 7'7/6185 \/— det (gaﬁ + Baﬁ + 271'l§ Faﬁ) (29)

where {* are the brane worldvolume coordinates, g,3 are the components of the induced
worldvolume metric on the D7-brane, B,p are the components of By and F,s3 are the com-
ponents of Iy = dA;, the Maxwell field strength living on the brane worldvolume. 7, is the

effective Dp-brane tension after absorbing the effect of the dilaton e® = g, and is given by

11
T . e

The S® factor in the metric may be written as
dQZ = db* + cos® 0 dip? + sin? 0 d€22, (2.10)

where we have chosen coordinates that make manifest an S* C S°. As usual for a D3/D7
embedding, the desired brane configuration fills all of AdS and wraps the 3-sphere around
the S° Thus the embedding is parametrized by the transverse coordinates 1, 0; v is a
Killing direction and may be taken to be constant, and the appropriate solution for 6(z)

corresponding to massive holographic flavour is [11]:

arccos(z/z.) z < zc
0(z) =0.= (2.11)
0 zZ> 2

A careful matching to the field theory shows that

_ VAL

.= 2.12
2T mp ( )

where mp is the mass of the flavour degrees of freedom [18, 19].

Geometrically, this embedding means that the S® wrapping the S° is of maximal size
(0 = m/2) at z = 0 on the boundary, and the D7-brane vanishes (f = 0) at the critical
value z = z.. For z > z. the D7-brane has no effect; this is dual to the fact that at energies
smaller than the mass gap the flavour degrees of freedom can no longer be excited. If we set
the mass to zero 6 is constant and the theory is conformal.

If we now substitute the on-shell angle 6 = 6. back into the DBI action and expand to
quadratic order in By and F5 we obtain the following quadratic action for the fluctuations
of the DBI gauge field:

N2 1 orR: \*
Ny Sppr = Ry /5/12#]‘(2) (BQ+ 7 FQ) (2.13)

Some details about this computation are given in Appendix B 3.
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B. Examples in lower dimensions

The action (2.1) has several interesting features, arising from the interplay of the higher
form symmetry with the baryon number symmetry. To the best of our knowledge these have
not yet been fully explained in the literature, and we will unpack these below. It is first
helpful to orient ourselves with some more familiar examples in lower dimension.

Let us begin with the following action for a Goldstone mode in three dimensions:
02
S = —/d% 5|d0\2 (2.14)

Clearly this has a single degree of freedom, which is gapless. The situation is however very
different if we consider gauging this scalar Goldstone with a 1-form gauge field a,,, resulting

in the following action

3 1 , v 2

This theory is now massive; the Goldstone mode is eaten by the photon, resulting in a
gapped theory with mass gap g>v2. As turning on a small gauge coupling ¢ results in a mass
gap, the weak coupling limit and the infrared limit don’t commute.

Higgsing a gauge field is one way to obtain a mass gap. Another way to give a gauge field
a mass is through a Chern-Simons term [20]. Let us thus imagine removing the Goldstone

mode and adding a second gauge field b to obtain the following theory:

1 1
Y S S T R S
Sz = /d x ( 27 |dal 52 |db| +a/\db) (2.16)

What is the spectrum of this theory? An illuminating way to understand this is to dualise

the gauge field b to a scalar 1. Following the standard algorithm, we find

S = /de _ L \da|” — v dy — al? (2.17)
s 29> 2 '

where in terms of the original degree of freedom db = ¢ x (d¢) — a). This is essentially
the same as the Higgs-ed theory studied above in (2.15), and is also gapped. Thus we see
that adding a Chern-Simons term and Higgsing a gauge field are the same mechanism, just
written in different duality frames.

Finally, let us imagine both adding a Chern-Simons term and Higgsing, i.e. we study the

following action:

1 1 v?
3 2 2 2
S, = /d T (——292 |da|* — —202|db| +aANdb+ 5 la — db)| ) (2.18)

12



What is the spectrum now? It is again helpful to dualise the b field, after which we obtain:

'—/d% ~ L daf? = Cid — aft — Cjdo — af? (2.19)
1 242 2 2 '

i.e. after a duality this is like “Higgsing twice”. But we only have one photon to eat a
putative Goldstone; thus there should remain one Goldstone left uneaten, which can be seen

by rewriting the action to be:

S = | & L dal? — Claw + df — 20 — o ldes — doP? 2.20
4 = x _2_gg|a|_Z|1/)+ = 2a|" — |dy — df| (2.20)

Thus the gauge-charged combination 1 + @ is eaten, and forms part of a massive photon;
however the gauge-invariant combination 1 — # remains uneaten, and is a gapless mode in
the spectrum. The general lesson is that if we try to give a gauge field a mass twice, both by
Higgsing and by adding a Chern-Simons term, then we find that a gapless mode survives.
We could also have chosen to dualise the scalar § in (2.18) into a 1-form gauge field; in this
case the gapless mode would have appeared to be a gauge field and not a scalar, but this
gauge field would be related to ©» — 6 by the usual Abelian duality.

What does all of this have to do with AdS/CFT? In most discussions of holographic
flavour in AdS/CFT, one works in the probe limit, considering the limit u ~ % to 0 and
studying the fluctuations of the DBI worldvolume gauge field A;, which then decouples
from the other fields, and whose action takes the form S ~ [(dA;)? This is the action of a
massless photon and is analogous to a higher-form version of (2.14). The field theory dual
of this massless gauge field is the baryon number current.

However, if we consider the complete action (2.1), we see that this is actually somewhat
dangerous; in fact the gauge field does not appear by itself but rather in the gauge-invariant

combination By + %Fg. At first glance, this appears somewhat problematic, as the action

contains the following terms:
1 1 2R _\?
—5((132)2 - —I{2[1, (BQ + T Fg) + - (221)

N2
812 R3 / 2 VA

(where for simplicity we consider a case where f(z) is constant). Compare this to (2.15); it

actually now appears that the field A; has been eaten by the higher form gauge field By, in
a higher-form analogue of the Higgs mechanism. This suggests that the theory should have
only massive modes, with the mass scaling like x?p. In a sense, the infrared limit no longer
commutes with the probe limit. However, this is clearly a nonsensical result: the dual field
theory should still have a baryon number current, which should be dual to a bulk gauge field
that is exactly massless to all orders in %

The resolution comes in studying the full action, which contains an extra field C5 which

has its own kinetic term as well as a mixed Chern-Simons term coupling it to Bs. The

13



action now appears more like a higher form version of (2.18), which indeed does support
a gapless mode, though it is not apparent at first glance. In this work we will unpack the
analogous mechanism in the AdS/CFT context; we will indeed find that the bulk action
always supports a gapless mode. For a certain set of boundary conditions (those which are
dual to the SU(N) gauge theory), this mode is dual to the baryon number current. For a
different set of boundary conditions (those which are dual to the U(N) gauge theory), this
mode is dual to the 2-form current for magnetic flux.

The fact that the existence of this gapless mode depends crucially on the interplay between
the Chern-Simons and DBI terms is dual to the fact that in the field theory the baryon
number current is intertwined in some sense with the 1-form center Zy symmetry of the

pure gauge theory.

III. SU(N) GAUGE THEORY

The bulk may be understood in various duality frames. We begin by studying it in a
frame which is useful when the dual field theory is the SU(N) gauge theory coupled to

fundamental flavour.

A. Bulk action

To begin, it is helpful to Poincaré dualise the R-R form C, to a 1-form C) in the usual
way. The procedure is explained in for example Appendix B.4 of [13]; applying the algorithm

we find:
~ A

Gy =
2 47N,

*Gg — KBQ (31)

where Gy = dC,. Substituting into the action now gives a different presentation of the same
theory.

N2 1., 1, 1) 2rR: _\?
——_—¢ - - By + - B F
S 8W2R3/ S5 + 5 (( 2+KG2) —i—,uf(z)( 2t 2>

Observe now that from the duality relation (3.1), C inherits the gauge-transformation under

(3.2)

the 1-form gauge symmetry:
5Ch = —k (EgB) + d5<0>) (3.3)

which ensures that the action is indeed still gauge-invariant. Here Z(5) is the original 1-form
gauge transformation of By, whereas £(©) is an emergent O-form gauge transformation that
exists only in this duality frame. In a sense it is the magnetic dual of the 1-form gauge

transformation of Cy, which has been dualised away.

14



We can diagonalise the action in this duality frame to better understand its spectrum.
After diagonalising, it will also be easier to fix a gauge and solve the equations of motion.

To this end, it is convenient to define the function h(z) by

1
h(z) = — 3.4
R EE o0
so that we can define the new 1-form fields
1 - 21 R?
=—C) — A 3.5
Ui g o 1 (3.5a)
21 R?
I = \/X Al -+ h m (35b)
and their respective field strengths
T2 == dTl (36b)
These linear combinations inherit the following gauge-transformations
om = d§ (3.7a)
or = -2 4 hode (3.7D)

where ¢ = €A — ¢(©) Observe that 1, has the same gauge transformation as an ordinary
free Maxwell field. When the field theory is gapless, 7, is precisely a massless gauge field in
the bulk, so is the holographic dual of a 0-form symmetry in the field theory. This 0-form
symmetry corresponds to baryon number conservation.

The diagonalised action can now be written cleanly as

N? 1 1
S = _87r2§~23 / {51{32 + 5/# (1 = h)Yy +h™ (By + Ty +m A dh)’] } (3.8)

Gauge-invariance is easy to check: Hs, Y5 and By + T3 + m; A dh are each individually
gauge-invariant quantities.

This action is somewhat complicated, as it is dual to an RG flow captured holographically
by the profile of the function f(z). To understand the symmetry structure, it is helpful to
consider the limit of zero fermion mass mp — 0. We now have z. — 0o, and so f(z) =1 for
all z. This gives h(z) = (1 + pu)~*

We then find:

5N /1H2+1K2(1+m(3 fdn )4 i [y (3.9)
8m2R3 ) 278 7 2 2T \ 142 '
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We can partially gauge-fix to an analogue of unitary gauge in which we set T, = 0. This
describes a 2-form gauge field By which has been Higgs-ed by the 1-form 7q; the resulting
dynamical bulk field is massive. It also has a precisely massless 1-form gauge field 7y, as
anticipated above. This is dual to the baryon number current. Note that this structure arose
out of the interplay between the Chern-Simons term and the flavour terms; this is dual to
the interplay between the U(1) baryon number current and the Zy center symmetry of the
field theory. In the remainder of this section we further describe some universal aspects of
this interplay.
Up to boundary terms, the variation of the action is

N2
59 = — ¢ /{(532/\*[*d*d32+/€2h1(B2+T2+7]1/\dh>]

82 R3
— k%6 Ax [*d((1 = h) *dm) — h™" % (dh Ax(Ba + Ty + m1 A dh))]

+I€2 (5T1/\d[h_1*(B2+T2+7’]1/\dh)}}

(3.10)
Hence the equations of motion are?
x dxdBy + k*h(By + Ty + h'my Adz) =0 (3.11a)
(1 —h)xdxdn, +h 'h x[dz Ax(—=h dn, + By + Ty + h'ny Adz)] = 0 (3.11b)
where b/ = %.

The spectrum of fields thus consists of a massive 2-form gauge field B, a massless 1-form
gauge field 1; which is dual to the baryon number current, and a 1-form gauge field 7, which
appears only through its field strength T5. T5 is of less physical importance since it can be
easily gauged away; in a sense it simply provides the longitudinal degrees of freedom of the
massive tensor Bs.

If we are studying the SU (V) gauge theory coupled to fundamental flavour, it is important
to note that the appropriate boundary conditions at the AdS boundary are those where we
hold fixed the boundary value of 7;; this guarantees that we obtain a conserved O-form
baryon number current ji' in the boundary theory. As we will see, this will be different

when we study the U(N) gauge theory.

B. Charged operators

We now describe the bulk object that is charged under the baryon number symmetry.

3 The 71 equation is redundant since it follows by taking the exterior derivative of the By equation.
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1. Baryon vertices in pure SU(N) gauge theory

Let us first review the conventional case with no flavour branes [16]. There we set Ny — 0,

and we find simply:

- 8m2R® | |2 2
With no flavour branes the DBI gauge field A; does not exist, and from (3.4) and (3.5b) we
see that when h = 1 we have simply 71 = K 1C}, i.e. 7 is directly the magnetic dual of the
RR 2-form.

We will now revisit this action from the point of view of symmetry. Note that under the

N? 1 1
S = < / {— 24—k (By + Ty)? (3.12)

1-form gauge transformation of By, 7 must also transform:
BQ—)BQ+d51 7'1—)7'1—51 (313)

We now study the bulk objects that are charged under these gauge symmetries. We have

fundamental string worldsheets, which couple minimally to B, as

%zg [ B, (3.14)
We turn now to 7q; as 71 is a usual 1-form gauge field in the bulk, it couples naturally to
one-dimensional particle worldlines in AdS;. What are these objects?

From the definition of the duality relationship (3.1), we can see that these objects couple
magnetically to the RR 2-form (5. In the ten-dimensional picture, these are thus D5-branes.
Of their six dimensional worldvolume, five of them are wrapped on the S°, and the remaining
one dimension traces a worldline on AdS5. By using the normalisations in Appendix B 2 one

can verify that a single such D5-brane couples to 7, as

Ne

27Tl§ L

T (3.15)

Note however that this coupling alone is not invariant under the 1-form gauge transformation
(3.13): indeed we see that the the one-dimensional worldline L can exist only as the boundary

of N, string worldsheets, i.e. the combined coupling

1 N,
N, | — B 3.16
(27@ /M 2) " 272 Jom n ( )

is invariant. This fact — that the wrapped D5-brane is the endpoint of N, fundamental

strings and thus acts as a baryon vertex in the dual field theory — can also be understood
directly from the original Chern-Simons coupling [14-16, 21]. Here we simply restate it in

an alternative (bulk) duality frame.
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It is now instructive to imagine the bulk worldline intersecting the AdS boundary at a
point. Each of the NNV, string worldsheets will also intersect the boundary as a series of curves
ending at the same point. Holographically, the combined object is a non-dynamical baryon
vertex serving as the endpoint of N, Wilson lines in the fundamental representation. It is
clear that the baryon vertex, being tied to N. Wilson lines, is not a local operator in the
field theory; the bulk dual of this statement is that it does not correspond to a free particle
worldline but rather only as the boundary of N, F-strings.

ez

A

5

o

l

FIG. 1: The hanging D5-brane forms 1-dimensional worldline in the bulk; it is the boundary

(/

of N, F-string worldsheets which also intersect the AdS boundary. At their intersection with the
boundary they define the insertion of fundamental Wilson lines in the dual CFT.

2. Baryon operator in theory with dynamical flavour

We now restore the flavour branes, i.e. we return to (3.9). In the bulk, we now have a
new massless field n;, which we understand is dual to the baryon number current in the field
theory U(1)p. In the dual field theory, we now expect the existence of local baryon operators
that carry charge N, (in units of the baryon charge of the fundamental gauge-charged fields).

What is the bulk dual of this operator? Consider a general particle-like object in the
bulk that couples to both n; and 7, i.e.

/L (@m + ¢-71) (3.17)

As argued above, any coupling to 71 will necessarily mean that the particle has strings

attached, in order to ensure gauge-invariance. Let us consider an object which has ¢, = 0. As
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71 does not transform under the 1-form gauge transformation (3.13), this coupling is entirely
gauge-invariant on its own. Thus a particle in the bulk that couples in this way is dual to
a local boundary operator that carries baryon charge. From field theory considerations, we
understand that this object should be related to a bound state of a D5-brane and F-strings
In some manner.

The presence of the new field 7, lets the D5-brane exist as an independent object that is
untethered to any strings. To see this more explicitly, we can express this coupling in terms

of the original fields C; and A;; we find that the unit quantized D5-brane couples as

N, 27 R2 ~
= —— ——A, —rk C 3.18
q”/,;”l 272 L(ﬁ : 1) (3.18)

where we have used the quantized coupling to C, worked out above, and where the coupling
to A; is correlated with that of C; by the condition that ¢- = 0. This can be compared to
the coupling of a single F-string ending on the D7-brane:

1 27TR2
— 1
27Tlg </ws B2 " /8ws \/X A1> <3 9)

In other words, the coupling to A; is as N, F-strings. Microscopically one can actually

imagine that the Db5-brane is connected by very small strings to the flavour D7-brane,
where the string charge is now carried by the A; field living on the brane. The resulting
composite object is the particle-like excitation that we describe above. Related work in
different holographic models to directly construct bulk objects carrying baryon number can
be found in [22-24]; see in particular [24]. We stress that our construction makes no real
statements about the dynamics of the internal structure, and simply shows how their charges

are captured in the low-energy description.

IV. U(N) GAUGE THEORY

We would now like to understand the theory with the boundary conditions that are ap-
propriate to having a U(NN) gauge theory dual. We now expect to obtain a 2-form conserved

current on the boundary; it is thus appropriate to study the bulk in a different duality frame.

A. Bulk action

We can Poincaré dualise the field 7, by integrating out its field strength 75 in the usual
way. This yields a 2-form A, with field strength F3 = d A, given by:

fg = I€2h_1 * (BQ + T2 + T A dh) (41)
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Substituting into the action and integrating by parts gives

S = _87?5%3/ B - %KJ2(1 — h)Yy + %m%]—? + By A F3 — Yo A Ay Adh (4.2)
Note the last term in the action where Ay appears explicitly; this arises from an integration
by parts so that the action depends on Y5 = dn; and not 7, explicitly. As a result we can
now dualise 7y using exactly the same procedure to give a 2-form P, whose field strength
Q3 = dP» is given by

Qs+ Ay Adh = K*(1 — h) % Yy (4.3)

(Note that P, can be thought of as — modulo mixing with other fields — the electric-magnetic
dual of 7y, i.e. the bulk field dual to the baryon number current). Substituting this back
into the action then gives:

Ne

1 1
S = _W/ [§H§ + By A Fy ok (1= 1) 7H(Qs + Ay A dh)? + hF) (4.4)

Note that we have a gauge freedom given by

0Ay = d=, (4.5a)

under which the action is invariant, where A; is a new free 1-form gauge parameter. From
the perspective of the 2-form picture, two of the equations of motion in the 1-form picture
are simply the Bianchi identities dF3 = 0 and dQs = 0.

The spectrum is easiest to understand in the case where the flavour mass is zero so that
dh = 0. We then have two coupled 2-forms B, and A, which constitute a massive degree
of freedom. We also have a single massless 2-form Py whose dependence is only through its
field strength Qj; this massless bulk is dual to the only conserved 2-form current J* = J}",
identified in (1.10).

The equations of motion in the 2-form picture are

dx[(1—h)""(Q3+ A3 Adh)] =0 (4.6a)
d*Hg—JT"g =0 (46b)
d* (hF3) + k*Hs — (1 — h) *dh A %(Q3 + Ay Adh) =0 (4.6¢)

From the perspective of the 1-form picture, two of these equations give the Bianchi identities
dYy = 0 and dT, = 0. The third equation is the same in both pictures.

Thus, to obtain the bulk dual to the U(N) gauge theory coupled to flavour, we should
use AdS/CFT boundary conditions where we hold fixed the boundary value of the 2-form
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field P. The usual rules of AdS/CFT will then guarantee that in the dual field theory, we
will obtain a 2-form conserved current J, as expected.

We note that the U(N) theory seems to contains one extra parameter as compared to the
SU(N) theory; as explained around (1.11), the coupling constant g; associated to the “U(1)
factor” seems to be an extra parameter that can be tuned. In a universal sense this can be
understood as a double-trace coupling associated to the 2-form current J. When there are
flavor degrees of freedom present this coupling is expected to run logarithmically, becoming
strong in the UV. Thus, due to dimensional transmutation the extra data that needs to be
provided is not a dimensionless coupling but rather the energy scale for the Landau pole at
which this coupling becomes strong. As explained in [10, 25], the boundary conditions for a
massless 2-form field such as P in AdS; indeed require one to specify such a scale. We will
see this explicitly when solving the bulk equations of motion in later sections.

We provide a few more details; as usual, J is obtained by taking a functional derivative

of the bulk on-shell action with respect to the boundary value of Ps. If we set
z—0

and use the equation of motion then we obtain

o 5son—shell . ﬁ d
n 0Py C2K2 Wy

N 5
- T / d(Py A Y))

From here we can conclude that the 2-form symmetry current is:

J /d [(1=h)""Py Ax(Q3 + Az A dh)]

14 : N 14
where the normalisation is given by N = %.

B. Charged line operator

We would now like to understand the bulk operators that are charged under the 2-form
gauge field P,. In the field theory, these are dual to line operators that are charged under
the corresponding 1-form symmetry. In this subsection only we will work only to first order
in p to simplify the formulas. We begin by tracing back through the chain of dualities; from
(3.5a) to (3.5b), in the small p limit we find:

1~ 1~
T = EC’l + 27T€§/LA1 m= EC’l - 271'6?141 (49)

21



Furthermore, in the same limit we find
APy = K*jux dipy dAy; = k% (By + dm) (4.10)

An object which couples minimally to P5 is one that appears on the right hand side of the
equation of motion d x dPy; = 0; we thus need to find bulk objects that couple magnetically
to the fields Cy and A;. As C is the magnetic dual of the RR 2-form Cs, the object coupling
magnetically to it is simply a D1-string. In the Appendix we work out the normalisation of

this coupling in our conventions to show that

1 - (2me,)?
;/Sz A0y = = (4.11)

where here the Sy wraps a D1-string that is hanging down into AdSs.

The object which couples magnetically to the DBI worldvolume gauge field A; is some-
what more interesting. We will call this object the DBI monopole. In this section we will
work in the case where Ny = 1; the situation for generic Ny is more interesting still and we
will touch on it briefly later. A similar problem was discussed in [26] in a lower dimensional
construction, and we may take over the same ideas. The desired magnetically charged object
turns out to be a wrapped Db5-brane that ends on the D7 flavour brane. To be more precise,

recall from the earlier sections that the D7 flavour brane wraps an S3 C S°:
dQZ = db? + cos? 0 dip? + sin® 0 d23 (4.12)

where the S® is spanned by the coordinates Q3. The D7-brane does not extend in #: more
precisely, for each value of the radial coordinate z, the D7-brane sits at a single 6(z). In
the conformal case, it lives at 0p; = § for all z, whereas in the non-conformal case fpr
interpolates from 5 at the UV boundary to 0 in the interior.

In contrast, consider a D5-brane that wraps this S® and ends on the D7-brane. The
D5-brane extends in 6 from 6 = 0 to the 6p; coordinate of the D7-brane, as shown in Figure
2. It sits at a particular value of v; as v is a Killing direction this choice is arbitrary.

The boundary of the D5-brane is a five-dimensional manifold; three of these dimensions
are compact and form the S2, and the remaining two dimensions define a two dimensional
manifold My which extends into the bulk of AdSs. As is well known [27], the boundary
of this D5-brane appears magnetically charged to the DBI gauge field A; living on the
D7-brane worldvolume. Hence the wrapped D5-brane is the DBI monopole that we seek.

In the Appendix, we work out the coupling of this brane and show that the coupling to

one such wrapped brane is
27/ / Fy = (2nl,)? (4.13)
S2
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FIG. 2:  The D5-brane wrapping half of the S* C S° formed by (6,€3), ending on the D7-
brane which lives at 8 = 0p;. The remaining 2 coordinates of the D5-brane worldvolume form a

two-dimensional string worldsheet in the bulk.

where F, = dA; and the S? surrounds M, in AdS5. By comparing this to (4.11) and (4.9),
we see that the D1-brane couples to P with 1/N, the charge of the DBI monopole. We may
write an effective coupling to the P field for both of these objects:

S=qp1 [ P+aqps [ P (4.14)
D1 D5

The overall normalisation of ¢p; and ¢ps depends on the (arbitrary) convention chosen to

normalize P in our action, but their ratio is fixed on topological grounds to be N .

1
% =+ (4.15)

Let us now turn to an understanding of this from the dual field theory. The intersection
of the D1 string with the AdS boundary defines a t'Hooft line in the SU(N) gauge theory
sector. Similarly the wrapped D5-brane defines a t’Hooft line for the U(1) gauge theory
sector; the simplest way to see this is to note that when evaluated at the boundary, (4.13)
is precisely the definition of a t’Hooft line. It has been previously noted (see e.g. Appendix
C of [10]) that from the point of view of the U(1) magnetic 1-form current, the charge of
a non-Abelian t’"Hooft line has U(1) charge of 1/N.-th the Dirac monopole, consistent with
(4.15).

Let us now understand the dynamics of symmetry breaking. Consider the wrapped DBI
monopole such that it intersects the AdS boundary on a 1d curve C. This defines the

insertion of a line operator into the field theory (W (C)), and as usual from the rules of
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AdS/CFT we should compute:
(W(C)) ~ exp (=Sps[C]) (4.16)

with Sps[C] the on-shell action of the wrapped D5-brane. We now seek to understand the
dependence of this answer on the curve C if it depends only locally on the data of the curve
C' (e.g. as a perimeter law) then the symmetry is spontaneously broken. If it depends non-
locally — e.g. as an area law, or more generally in any way that cannot be locally determined
by the curve, then the symmetry is unbroken.

The precise holographic arguments are a higher-form analogue of the arguments presented
in [26]. Consider first the case where the mass of the flavour degrees of freedom is zero, i.e.
2, — oo. In this case the S3 factor of the D7-brane remains the same size everywhere in the
bulk, i.e. it is independent of z. As the brane always hangs down into the bulk, this defines
a minimal area problem, essentially the same as in the usual studies of Wilson lines from
holography [28]. Tt is clear from the geometry that the on-shell action will always depend
more strongly on the curve itself than its perimeter. Thus by the previous paragraph, the
symmetry is unbroken. See Figure 3 for a visualisation of this geometry.

Let us now consider the case where the mass of the flavour degrees of freedom is nonzero.
Then there is a value of z. at which the D7-brane caps off. At this value of z. the wrapped
D5-brane also pinches off and is allowed to smoothly end. There are now two disconnected
possibilities for the topology of the hanging DBI monopole; it can form topologically a
disc, or it can be topologically a cylinder which hangs straight down and ends where the
brane caps off. For sufficiently large sizes of the curve, the cylinder solution will dominate.
Such topologically non-trivial phase transitions are common in holography [29-31]. As the
surface now hangs straight down, the action will depend only on the perimeter of the curve
(multiplied by a constant distance in the holographic direction), and in this phase the U(1)
symmetry is spontaneously broken, as expected.

Finally, one could attempt to generalize the construction of defect operators to the case
Np > 1; in this case there is presumably an extra quantum number associated with which
of the Np D7 branes the D5 brane ends on. It seems that a careful study of the braiding
algebra of bulk operators should allow the holographic identification of the mixed symmetry
of rank ged(N, Np) identified by [32]. We leave this for later study.

V. FLUCTUATION SPECTRUM

In the remainder of this paper we study only the U(N) theory, with its associated 1-
form symmetry associated with magnetic flux. We have argued above that if the flavour

degrees of freedom are gapped, then the 1-form symmetry is spontaneously broken, as can
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FIG. 3: Two distinct topologies that are possible for the DBI monopole. On the left is the
situation when the flavour sector is gapless; the D7-brane then has no boundary, and the DBI
monopoles hangs down into the bulk with a disc topology, whose action depends non-locally on
the data describing the boundary curve. On the right, when the flavour brane ends, the D5-brane
is also allowed to end, permitting a cylinder topology. The action of this configuration depends

only on the perimeter of the boundary curve.

be seen from the fact that the charged line operator exhibits a perimeter law. On general
grounds, we thus expect that there exists a gapless Goldstone mode in the spectrum [2, 3].
In this section we will explicitly solve the equations of motion to show the existence of this
Goldstone mode. We first digress slightly to explain precisely what a Goldstone mode means
in this context.

Consider a completely general Lorentz-invariant four-dimensional quantum field theory
with a conserved 2-form current J*”. For simplicity, let us study the theory in Euclidean
signature; as explained in (e.g.) [10], the two-point function of the current in momentum

space then takes the general form

1
(JH (k) JP? (—k)) = (—— (KFEPg”® — KV EPgh” — KK g"P + K"K g"P) + (979" — g“"g”")) fri (

k2

(5.1)

where here f;; is a dimensionless function and m is a scale. The correlation is completely

determined by the function f. In this context, spontaneous breaking of the symmetry means

that f;; (%) approaches a constant as k — 0; the & — 0 limit then results in a gapless
mode from the inverse factors of k=2 arising from the tensor structure.

A simple example is given by pure 4d electrodynamics; here the 1-form symmetry is

broken, and the correlator of the magnetic flux J = xF' takes precisely this form with
1
fri(k) = 7 (5.2)

where ¢? is the electromagnetic coupling.
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An example where the symmetry is not spontaneously broken is given by the holographic
example studied in [10]. Here the theory in question was a simple bottom-up holographic

realisation of a 1-form symmetry, and the function f;; was given by

1
fr5(k) = m

where A is a Landau pole, i.e. a UV scale where the theory breaks down, as described in

(5.3)

[10]. We note here that f;; vanishes at k& — 0, and the symmetry is not spontaneously
broken. A similar result is found whenever there are electrically charged degrees of freedom
present that are massless.

In this section we will explicitly solve the bulk equations of motion and compute the
function f;; in our theory, showing that the low-frequency limit does not vanish. We will

then compare it to expectations at weak coupling.

A. Goldstone modes and numerics

We will proceed by computing the correlation function of spatial components of J¥ with
the (Euclidean) momentum purely in the time direction. Although the Green’s function of
interest is better extracted in the “2-form” duality frame with the fields P, and As, it is
easier to solve the equations of motion in the “1-form” duality frame consisting of the fields
m and 7. Our strategy will be to solve the bulk equations of motion in the 1-form frame
and then exploit a simple correspondence between the frames at the UV boundary to extract
the Green’s function.

For numerical convenience, we will set i = 1. As explained below (2.7), we are working in
an illustrative approximation where we capture some aspect of the backreaction of the flavor
degrees of freedom on the color dynamics, while neglecting gravitational backreaction. The
results below do not depend qualitatively on this choice of u, but this O(1) choice allows us

to conveniently find numerical solutions to the equations of motion.

1. 1-form

We solve the equations of motion given in (3.11) by partially fixing the gauge so that
T, = 0. Next we Fourier transform the fields in the field theory directions and exploit
Lorentz invariance to choose the momentum k* = (w,0). This allows us to expand some

expressions involving differential forms in terms of their components as

*xdxdn; = % {(zn;' -+ ZWQ??i) dz’ + iwz(n, — iwn.) dz + [z(n) —iwnl) — n, + iwn.] dt}
(5.4)
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and
1 . . 1 , A .
Hy = §B£j dx'* Nda? Ndz + (B,L{t + §inZ-jde Adz? N dt — iniz) dz* Ndt Ndz  (5.5)

We next note that for a general 2-form €25, we have
52

* (dZ VAN *QQ) = R2

(. dz' + Q. dt) (5.6)
Similarly, for a general 3-form 23 we have

1 ) . ) .
*dx 3 = ——< = ((282;;,) +1wzl) dx' ANdx? + (282, ) dx’ A dt + 1wzl dx’ N dz
d * €2 ;22 Qije) Qjj¢) dz' N da? Qi) dx* Nd Qdx" Nd
(5.7)

In pure AdS we can also show that
1
s GMNPQR = 0 6MNPQR (5.8)

which allows us to write

*dxHs = —% {5((zB§j)' — w?2Byj)da’ Ada? + (2H,;) dz’ A dt + iwzH dz’ A dz} (5.9)

where

Now we can write the equations of motion more explicitly in components. The By equation

of motion is

zh {5 (ZBZ{j)/ dr* Ndx? + (zH i) dx* A dt + iwzH ydx" A\ dz
X (5.11)
=16 {(Bl-z + h'n;) da' A dz + (By, + h'ny)dt A dz + EBij dz' A dx? + By da' A dt

We are interested in the vector channel, namely the components with a single spatial index;
after imposing the duality relation at the boundary this contains the information of the

transverse channel of the J% correlation function.

Zh,(ZHzit)/ = 16th (512&)
zh(iwzH ;) = 16(B;, + h'n;) (5.12Db)
These can be combined to give
2(BY, +iwh'n;) ]’
: — By = 1
<h [ 16 — w?z2h it =0 (5.13)
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where we eliminated B;, using

iwz>hBl, — 16h'n;

Biz =
16 — w222h

(5.14)
We also have the 7; equation

(1= h) [(znf = n} + 2w’n;) da’ + iwz(n, — iwn.)dz + (2(n] — iwn.) —n, + iwn.)dt] (5.15)
— zh 7 W [(hng, 4 R + Bi.)da' + (b, — iwhn, + By, + h'n,)dt] =0 (5.16)

We are most interested in the vector channel equation

1 iwz?h B, — 16h'n;
L—h) (0 —=n+w?n )| —h 'K | hn) + By, & ‘) =0 5.17
( )(77, it ?7) m W+ = (5.17)
Observe that equation 5.17 contains no information for z > z., since h(z) = 1 and

h'(z) = 0 in that region. Tracing this back to Eq 3.11, we conclude that n; simply does not
exist for z > z.. In this interpretation, the field By starts out life in the deep interior of the
bulk and evolves continuously through the D-brane cap until it reaches the UV boundary.
However, the field 7; does not exist on the IR side of the D-brane cap - it begins its life
at z = 2. and evolves to the UV boundary. As 7, started its life as the DBI worldvolume
gauge field (which was then mixed together with other bulk fields to obtain the physical
spectrum), it makes sense that it only exists where the D-brane is present.

However, we now need to understand how to evolve the existing fields through the tran-
sition at z = z.. Imposing continuity of the 7; equation of motion yields a useful boundary

condition. As z — z. from below we have h(z) — 1 and h'(z) — 2/ z., so we obtain
24
dzNAN*x|—dmp+Bo+To+—n ANdz | =0
Zc

i.e.

2
With our gauge choice, the relevant boundary condition at the cap is given by
- iwBY, — 2w\ B
Ny = — ( 16 — w2 ) £ =Zc - (519)

Finally, if we expand the dynamical equations of motion in the UV, from the asymptotic

behavior of the fields we can read off the dual conformal dimensions (using e.g. [12])

A, =3 (5.20a)
Ay =244y/1+p (5.20D)
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UV boundary brane caps off Deep IR

FIG. 4: Brane caps off at z = z,

As n is dual to the conserved baryon current, its dimension is fixed at 3 as expected; B is
dual to a massive tensor mode that does not have a simple universal interpretation.
To solve the equations of motion, we now Wick-rotate to Euclidean signature by setting

w = iw. The equations of motion become

1 wz*hBl, + 16/,
L—h) (0 — =0/ =&, ) + bW [ —ho! — W'n, 2 ) = 21
( ) <m o 77) + m= e ey, 0 (521a)
2(Bl, — oh'n)]’
Zh{ 16 + &222h " oG

We can also rewrite the equations in terms of a dimensionless holographic radial coordinate

and frequency by defining

(=2z/2 (5.22a)
w=w 2 (5.22b)
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UV boundary brane caps off Deep IR

FIG. 5: By (in green) evolves continuously from the IR to the UV boundary; n; (in red) is “born”
at the brane cap and evolves to the UV

Dropping the subscripts ¢,¢ and exploiting the fact that 20, = (0., we have

&y 1dn dh ([ dn dh  zewCPhEE 4169k
1—h 2 h! —h— — — < <) = 2
(1—h) ( n) + ( i 1"t T 161w 0 (5.23a)

d¢?  ¢d¢ d¢
d ¢ dB  dh -
Chd—c [m (ch_§ - wd—cn)} —2.B =0 (5.23b)

Note that instances of z. remain - this is to be expected since it is precisely the mass scale

Mumeson = %, © which breaks conformal invariance of the dual field theory. However, the

factors of z. appear only when multiplied by B. Hence we can define b = z.B, so that

16 + w2(?h

d ¢ b dh B

dn  1d dh dn  dh  wCh% + 169
(1—nh) (_77 _oar wZn) +h Tt — (—h—n — d_Cn + % ) _ 0 (5.24a)
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The boundary condition at the cap is given in Euclidean signature by

dy W — 2pw’n
= erer (5.25)

2. 2-form

The above set of equations is a closed system that can be conveniently numerically solved.
However we are ultimately interested in studying the behavior of the system in the U(N)
duality frame, in which the physics is encoded in the fields P, and Aj rather than 7; and
7. To relate them, we note that in the UV (z — 0, dh = 0), we can match the fields using
(4.3) to get dPy = f—_i% *dn;. After a Wick rotation we can fix some UV scale z, to get

/
L Pralz) = To(z1) (5.26a)
Ze ZA
w
2 Pralaa) = @ — m(za) (5.26b)
where o = ﬁu)LR. As in [10], in the UV we have
Pjr ~ pj + Jjglogz, z—0 (5.27)

We may also directly verify that the leading order asymptotic behaviour of 1;(z) is given by
n3(2) ~ no +me2® + p2tlogz, z—0 (5.28)

Hence matching these components at the cutoff we find that

J12 = E Mo (529&)
zZ

Cc

w
—(p12 + Jizlog zp) = a (219 + T2 + 2772 log 2, ) (5.29b)

C

Consistency of the unambiguous coefficients of log z, fixes the coefficient 7, to be

N2 = % (E)2 7o (5.30)

Zc

We now turn to the interpretation of the logarithm in Eq (5.27). As explained in detail
in [10], this logarithm arises from the fact that the double-trace coupling J? is marginally
irrelevant. This marginal irrelevance breaks conformality, and more information must be
given to specify the theory. (Indeed, the only conformal theory with a continuous 1-form
symmetry in four dimensions is free Maxwell electrodynamics [2, 33]). This information can

be given in the form of the value of the double-trace coupling %JQ at a particular scale.
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(Note that in this strongly coupled model one can now identify # with the gauge coupling
of the U(1) sector g; in (1.11)).

Following the algorithm in [10], we can now determine the source pis by

J Ze _
P12 = Pra(za) — 712 = 2« o T2 + Jiglog Z, (5.31)
Here the scale z, is given by
z,=e? 2, =2 ) eV (5.32)

The value of this scale should be understood as the Landau pole where the theory breaks
down; as 6 > 0, we note that it is an extremely small scale, much smaller than the cutoff.
Concretely, we can numerically extract the 2-point function content f;;(w) by solving the

equations of motion for Bs; and n3. See Appendix C for further details of this method.

3. Results

Here we present a plot of the numerically calculated Green’s function as a function of
w = wz, for various values of the dimensionless number v = z./Zz,, i.e. the meson mass in
units of the Landau pole scale.

Note that at weak coupling the mass gap is given by the bare flavor mass mpr. However at
LV

strong coupling the mass gap is the mass of the lightest meson which is given by Z—lc = S
where here mp should be understood as the coefficient of the relevant mass deformation
in the UV. We have thus chosen to plot the result in units of the physical meson mass
z.. We observe that the asymptotic behaviour is as expected: for small w the leading order
contribution is a constant which depends on 7. For large w we expect logarithmic behaviour,
but this is difficult to see explicitly because we cannot numerically access the solution for

an exponential range of values of w.

B. Comparison to weak coupling

Here we will try to compare the functional form of the results above to a weak-coupling
computation. By weak-coupling, we mean that we will take the non-Abelian t’"Hooft coupling
A to zero; however we will keep fixed the Landau pole associated with the U(1) factor. Note
that in the X to zero limit, the U(1) sector of the field theory is effectively super QED with
Ny flavours, i.e. a U(1) gauge field a; coupled to Ny Dirac fermions and Ny complex scalars
of mass m with coupling constant g;. Up to a normalisation, the current associated with

the 1-form global symmetry is J, = % f.
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FIG. 6: The symmetry current correlator at strong coupling as a function of w = wz, for various

masses, computed numerically using holography. For this plot we set z, = 1075,

The current-current correlator can be shown to be
(JE (k)L (—k)) = PP koky Ags(k) (5.33)

where Aw(k‘) is the loop-corrected photon propagator in momentum space. We are inter-
ested in the purely spatial components (J;¥(k).J;Y (—Fk)).
The contributions to the photon propagator A, arise from resumming scalar and fermion

loops as in Figure 7 and Figure 8:

l—k
FIG. 7: Scalar loop diagram contributing to correction of photon propagator

This is a textbook calculation - see e.g. [34] for a reference which matches our conventions.
We use dimensional regularisation in the M.S renormalisation scheme and put momentum

purely in the time direction. This allows us to write

U DR 2 ) B SR s E (V2 T o k) A
(Jy (W) ( )>—{1 2 /0 dy (1 —2y*)log e ]+0(91)}

(5.34)
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l
l—k
FIG. 8: Fermion loop diagram contributing to correction of photon propagator
where p is an arbitrary mass scale and we define a dimensionless number by w = w/m. The
coupling g; runs logarithmically with the energy scale. Let’s fix the coupling g; at some UV

scale pup to be gg. Then the Landau pole scale p* at which the renormalized coupling ¢,

diverges is related to up by

©= pa e/x (5.35)
where here y is given by
5Ny g%
= 5.36
X 2472 ( )

Note that we have combined the fermion contribution of N; ¢g%/(672) with the scalar con-
tribution of Ny g%/(247%). Here p* is the physical scale which we should identify with the
holographic Landau pole z* when comparing the two theories.

This gives an expression for the current-current correlator in terms of the Landau pole

scale and the double-trace coupling as

3 B . 1/2 —2) o2
G i)™ = S [y g [FEUE) (537

See Figure 9 for a plot of the correlator at weak coupling. As we can see, the weak-coupling
and strong-coupling plots are extremely similar: they approach a constant for small w in
relation to the relevant mass scale (as dictated by the spontaneous symmetry breaking),
and diverge logarithmically for large w (as dictated by the running of the coupling at large
frequencies). It is curious to note that these two properties appear to be sufficient to control
the correlator at all scales, giving the same dynamical behavior from strongly coupled gravity

and from weakly coupled Feynman diagrams.

Conclusion: In this work, we have studied the realisation of 1-form symmetries in
perhaps the simplest holographic model in which such a symmetry could be spontaneously
broken; along the way we have clarified some aspects of the interplay between 0-form baryon
number symmetry and the 1-form Zy symmetry in SU(N) gauge theory. We identified the
charged line operator and verified the expected behavior of the current-current correlation

function, demonstrating the existence of the expected Goldstone mode. We can identify
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f1(w)

~0.055 | — p/mg = 5x 107

[ u*Ime = 6 x 107
-0.056 |

— u*lmg =7 x 107
-0.057 | — u*/mg =8 x 107

[ — u*/mg =9 x 107
~0.058

FIG. 9: The symmetry current correlator at weak coupling as a function of @ = w/mp, computed

analytically in perturbation theory

various directions for future research. It would be very interesting to extend this study
to finite temperatures, where we could expect to make contact with recent symmetry-based
formulations of magnetohydrodynamics [5]. In a more formal direction, it would also be very
interesting to understand the bulk holographic dual of the colour-flavour-center symmetry
identified in [32].
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Appendix A: Conventions and differential form identities

In this work we normally use M, N to refer to 5d bulk indices, p, v to refer to 4d field
theory bulk indices, and 4, j to refer to 3d spatial indices. «, (8 refer to D7-brane worldvolume
coordinates and A, B refer to 10d target space indices.

Our our conventions for differential forms are those of [35], and we record some useful

identities below:

d(wp N 77q) = dw, A1ng + (_1)pwp A dnyg (A1)
wp A g = (—=1)"n, A w, (A2)
Wp A KTl = Tlp N\ *Wp (A3)

The square of the Hodge star acting on a p form in n dimensions on a metric with s
minus signs in its eigenvalues is
*2 = (=1)sPn=p) (A4)

In particular, in Lorentzian signature in 4d acting on a 2-form, we have %3 = —1.

To translate between our expressions involving forms and our expressions involving com-
ponents, we can use the identity
2 _ 2
A, = [Ap]" € (A5)

where € is the volume form associated with the metric determinant ¢

e=x1=+/|g| d"x (A6)
As in [13], we define

1
A, = o iy A1 (AT)

and we use the shorthand
AIQ) = A, N*A, (A8)

The integral of an n-form €2 over an n-dimensional manifold M of signature s is defined by

[ o= [ creees [ @il o) (A9)

So in particular, for a p-form we have

| A= [ il (A10)

Appendix B: Normalisations

To translate between field theory quantities and bulk quantities we use the holographic

dictionary [36]
R4
m =\ =gt N = 4mg,N, (B1)
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1. Kinetic Terms

The kinetic terms for By and C5 are of the form
1 1
Sim=- [ (V84 3NEGH) (B2)
AdSs

and our task is to find the factors Nz and N.
Consider the type IIB low energy supergravity action in the NS-NS sector? (see e.g. [13]):

1 1
S = g [ @G e (R0 i) .
K1o 2

where G is the 10-dimensional metric in the string frame, ® is the dilaton field, R is the
Ricci scalar and k1 is the gravitational coupling in 10 spacetime dimensions given by 2x2, =
(2m)7I8.

If we choose the dilaton to be constant with e® = g, and choose the string frame metric

to be the usual metric on AdSs x S°, the relevant term is

1 1
Sns = — / <__ ) B4
e (27T)7l§9§ AdSsx S5 2°7° ( )

We dimensionally reduce on the S® which yields a factor of V5 = m3R®

R 1
Seft = ———2 —H? B5
! 128741393 /AdS5 (2 3) (B5)
where now the integral is taken only over the AdSs directions. We thus conclude that
RP N?
N3 = 23 (B6)

- 12874218 8m2R3
The analysis for the R-R kinetc term is similar. The supergravity action in the R sector is
1 A 1 -
SR: —_—— d10$\/ -G (|F1|2+|G3|2+§|F5|2) (B7>

2
4K

where the relevant quantity for us is @3 = G3 — Cy A H3 and G5 = dC} is the R-R field
strength. Setting Cy = 0 we have the term

R® 1
Sp = — -G3 BS
T 128 /Ad% (2 3) (B8)
after compactifying on the S°. By comparing with the original action we can identify
R5 /\2
N = (B9)

T 1287 12874R3

as promised.

* To match the conventions of [13] with ours we have [d'zv/—G |F,1|* = [ FZ,,.
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2. Chern-Simons Term

Suppose we have a Chern-Simons term in the action of the form
k
SCS:%/BQ/\nglﬁNBNc/Bg/\Gg (BlO)

The coupling to D1-branes and F'1-strings respectively is Sp; = 1 f Cy and Sp; = # f B,
where ;' = 22 is the tension of a D1-brane. A higher-form Dirac quantisation condition
gives

M pez (B11)

2T S5

For a magnetic monopole of unit charge we have (in d = 10)
2
dGy + “Z5,(W) = 0 (B12)
231

where W = S% x L is the 6d worldvolume of the D5-brane sourcing the monopole and L is
the worldline of the monopole, i.e.a timelike curve in AdSs.

By taking the wedge with d{25; A =; and integrating over all 10 dimensions we obtain

2
/ dG3A51+—7T/51:0 (B13)
AdS M1 JL

which allows us to write the gauge variation of the Chern-Simons term as

k
5SCS = — El (B14)
1 Jr

This must be cancelled by the gauge variation of M F} strings which end on the worldline

L

Y

M M —
M(SSFl = m - (SBQ = ?lg L:1 (B15)

We identify the integer M with the number of colours in the field theory N, as in [16].

Hence
_/th_ N, B N

= = = B16
2nl2  Ar?ld AmRA (B16)
This gives
k 4
— = B17
w QWNBNC R ( )

3. DBI term

Here we will describe the basic setup to add a D7-brane to AdSs x S° by wrapping an
S3 around the S®. We will follow a similar approach to [18]. The final result will be a
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contribution to the action of

1 onR? 1\
~Ng [ |5+ B F. B18
NB/IQ"&Mf(Z)< 2 + I (B18)
where the factor x4 and the function f(z) will be determined.
The 10d string frame metric G 45 is given by

R2 o

ds® = GupdX*dX" = —(=dt* + d2* + da'da! 6;5) + R*dQ3 (B19)
z

Here i, € {1,2,3} are spatial indices and A, B index the coordinates z,¢,z° and all the

angles of S°. R is the AdS radius and we parametrise the 5-sphere as
dQ? = db? + cos? Ody* 4 sin® 0dO2, (B20)

where dQZ is the standard metric for a 3-sphere, the angle ¢ € [0,2n] is azimuthal and
'3
coordinates on S®. For our purposes, these coordinates provide a simpler way to embed a

the angle 6 takes values in [0, 5|. This coordinate choice is analogous to the so-called Hopf

3-sphere inside a 5-sphere than the usual hyperspherical coordinates.

We can embed a probe D7-brane into the target space by means of the DBI action:

SDBI = —T7 / d8f\/— det (gaﬂ + Baﬁ + QWZEFa,g) (B21)

where £ are the brane worldvolume coordinates, g,z is the induced worldvolume metric on
the D7-brane, B,g are the components of the NS-NS 2-form and F» = dA; is the Maxwell
field strength living on the brane.

7, is the effective Dp-brane tension after absorbing the effect of the dilaton e® = g, and
is given by equation (13.3.23) of [13] as

T = g—im (B22)

The desired brane configurations fills all of AdS and wraps a 3-sphere around the S%, so the
transverse fluctuations will be the 6 and 1 angles. Since G 4p is independent of v, i.e.0y, is
a Killing vector of the target space metric, we will take ) to be a constant. Crucially, the ¢
angle will be a function of the AdS radial coordinate: 6 = 0(z).

The worldvolume metric is the pull-back of the target space metric onto the worldvolume

0XA0X"P
o= —7G B23
9os = e pgn CAB (B23)
If we choose static gauge £€* = X“ then we simply have
do ? /\2
9. =G, + % G = Gzz(l + (29 ) ) (B24a)
Jap = Gaﬁa « 7£ Z (B24b>
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Let’s write Bog + 2712F,5 = Bas. We can expand the determinant in the DBI Lagrangian

as

det(ga/g -+ Baﬁ) = det(gavég + gafygg(;B”‘s)
= det(gan) det(d3 + 955 B"?)
= det(Gyn) (1 + (20)%)(R?sin? §)? det(d + g5 B"°)

For a traceless matrix A we have det(1+ A) =1 — 1 Tr(A?) + O(A3).
Since gz B is traceless, the leading order behaviour of det (05 + 9ssB?) is given by

- 1~ .~
det (6] + gss B7°) = 1+ §BaﬁBa5 e (B25)

Putting this into the DBI action and performing the integral over the unit 3-sphere to obtain

a factor of 272 gives
1 212 R3 5 v 1055
Sppr = (27r i V—Guy &z |\/1+ (202 sin®6 ( 1+ ZB B,s (B26)

to quadratic order in Ba[g.
Let’s turn off the Kalb-Ramond field and the Maxwell field. Now we have an effective
action of the form

S—N / d=L[0(2), 0'(2)] (B27)

where

L_sm 30

1+ (26/)2 (B28)

and we absorbed the integral over field theory directions into the overall normalisation factor
N.

Solving the Euler-Lagrange equation gives the single-valued on-shell angle

arccos(z/z.) z < z.
0(z) =6, = (B29)
0 Z> Ze
Geometrically, this means that the S® wrapping the S° is of maximal size (6 = 7/2) at z = 0
on the boundary, and the D7-brane vanishes (6 = 0) at the critical value z = z.. For z > 2,
the D7-brane has no effect.

It is straightforward to show that
V14 (20))2 sin® 0. = f(2) (B30)
where f is the dimensionless scalar function given by

fe) = 1—(2/2)* 2z<z (B31)

0 zZ> 2

40



Using the holographic dictionary we find that 27l? = 2”\/1;2. In general to add Ny flavours

we simply add N; probe D7-branes. After holographic renormalisation this gives an overall

contribution to the action of

N? 1/4\* Ny A arR? \?
NiSppi = ——=<— [ |= (=) =L B 2 B32
f=DBL 87T2R3/ 2(3) N6327r2f(z)( 2T 2) (B32)
from which we can read off that N
f
__J B
=N 3272 (B33)

as expected.

4. Couplings of other branes

Here we work out the couplings to various other bulk objects in our normalisation. We
will sometimes make use of the form delta function daq,(x). This is a delta function that
is nonzero only if z is on the submanifold M,; more precisely it is a d — p-form such that

dm,(z) = 0if z ¢ M, and the integral over any p-form C, satisfies:

/ S, AC = / c, . (B34)
Rd M,

a. Wrapped D5-brane: baryon vertex

We recall the action:

N2 1 1
S == —m/ |:§ 32+ 5:‘12(32 + T2)2:| (B35)

where Ty = d7y. Recall from (3.1) also that 7 is related to the original RR and NS 2-forms

as

dT1 * dCQ — BQ (B36)

- 47N .k
We now start with a D5-brane wrapped on the S°, and would like to determine its coupling

to the field 7q; in other words we add to the action a term

@ / n (B37)

and would like to determine the coefficient ¢,. For simplicity, study a configuration with
By = 0; varying the action with respect to 7, we have
N2g?2

87TCQR3 d*dr = q.01(x) (B38)
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Integrating both sides of this over a ball with boundary S3 that intersects the worldline L,

we have

N2g?
S /Sd *xdm = q, (B39)

Now use G3 = dC5 and insert (B36) to find that for a minimally charged D5-brane as in

(B11) we have
Ne

- 27l2
This is N, times the “unit charge” of a single F-string in the appropriate units, as we discuss
in the bulk of the text.

G- (B40)

b. Wrapped D5-brane with boundary: DBI monopole

We now discuss a different bulk object, though also arising from a wrapped D5-brane,
here wrapping a half S* and ending on the D7 flavour branes. The geometry is described
around (4.12). Here we work out the precise charges; the computation outlined here is a
higher-dimensional analogue of the calculations in [26]. The relevant parts of the bulk action

are

NFT7/ 271'13 FQ/\C6+T5 C6+ <B41)
D7 D5

We study the case with Ny = 1. We study the configuration where the D5-brane has a
boundary dD5 ending on the D7-brane. This boundary means that the coupling to Cg
alone is no longer gauge invariant; indeed if we now do a 5-form gauge transformation of

the RR 6-form Cg, Cs — Cg + dA5, we find that gauge-invariance requires that
T; 27l dFy = —T5 6aps () (B42)

and thus that if we consider an S? that surrounds D5 on the D7-brane worldvolume, we
have that

/ Fy=2r (B43)
52

Ts ~ = 2. Thus the edge of the wrapped brane couples magnet-

where we have used that T )
ically to the DBI worldvolume field. As expected, this is the magnetic flux that saturates the
Dirac quantisation condition, where the conjugate electric charge is viewed as the endpoint

of an F-string ending on the D7-brane.

42



c. D1 string

Here we work out the coupling of the D1 string to C;, which is the magnetic dual of the
RR 2-form C;. We begin with the relevant part of the effective 5d kinetic term for Cy from
(2.1), which is

A2 1 )
_ : B44
S DTy % /Adsf) R (dC2)"+ (Bad)

From here we and the coupling to a D1 string used in B2 we find that the equation of

motion in the presence of a D1 source is
64713 R3
/ wdCy = ST I (B45)
5’2

where the integral is taken over an S? that surrounds the D1 brane. Next, using the relation

between Cy and C, in (3.1) in a configuration where B = 0, we find that

167212
/52 dC = NCRS (B46)

Restoring the factor of £~! this reduces to (4.11) quoted in the main text.

Appendix C: Numerical Solution

Here we give a brief explanation of the numerical procedure used to obtain the spectral
function in Figure 6.

An overview: the equations of motion for By and 7; are numerically solved twice, each
time with different boundary conditions. The solution for n; is dualised to a solution for Ps
in the UV. The solutions for B, and P are then used to construct the Green’s function f;;.

For concreteness, we work with the components Bs; and 7.

1. Equations of motion

The boundary conditions used are the values of the fields B and n at the D7-brane
cap ¢ = 1. This then fixes the derivatives of the fields as follows. The derivative of B is
determined by solving the equation of motion in the range 1 < { < oo and the derivative of
1 is determined by imposing continuity as ¢ — 1 from below.

In the region 1 < { < oo, the equation of motion for B is considerably simpler. In fact,
it can be reduced to a first-order nonlinear differential equation for the new field ¥ defined

by > 1 dB C1
(O:%d_C (C1)
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The appropriate asymptotic boundary condition in the IR is constrained by regularity to be
() ~—w; (=00 (C2)
This is the consequence of the asymptotics of B itself:
B(()~e™ (=00 (C3)

After solving for ¥ we can read off the value of the derivative of B at the cap as

dB

T = 2B (1)
The coupled equations of motion are solved up to some UV-cutoff scale (a minimum value
for z.), at which n; can be straightforwardly dualised to Py. Po corresponds to a 1-form

global symmetry, so its asymptotic form in the UV is well-understood.

2. Asymptotic analysis

To extract the data needed for the Green’s functions, we need a careful understanding of
the asymptotic falloffs of various fields. In the 1-form picture, one finds the following form
for the fields:

B(z = 0) ~ 27" (bo— 4+ 2%by_ 4 -++) 4+ 2" (bos + 2°bat + -+ +) (C5)

Here, by the usual rules of AdS/CFT, b, _ is the source and by  is the response. Similarly,
we may expand the field n(z) at infinity: we find

n(z = 0) ~no+ M2 +ip2’logz+ -+ 2" (o + 2°n_p+ -+ ) (C6)

Here a somewhat unfamiliar role is played by the terms in 2*7"; these arise from the mixing
between the two bulk fields. The coefficients 1_ o, 7_ 2 are all proportional to by and may
be explicitly calculated from the asymptotic analysis of the equations of motion.
Numerically it is more practical to fit the solutions of the equations of motion to the
known asymptotic form using linear regression. This “numerical holographic renormalisa-
tion” allows us to pick out the coefficients we need. Crucially however, we implemented
the numerics using the  coordinate defined by ( = Zi We can write the above asymptotic

expansions in this coordinate system as

B(C—0) ~ 27" " (o + 27 Cbo+ )+ 22 ¢ (bos + 22 Cboy +--) (C7)
:C_V(l;o,f—F"')-i-CV <[A)07+_|_...)
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A linear regression in the ( coordinate system will thus fit the coefficients

607_ = Zc_ubm_ (C8a)
BO7+ = Z(l; bo7+ (CSb)
This scaling can be accounted for, but will anyway cancel out at the end of our calculation.

However for 1) the presence of the logarithmic term in the asymptotic expansion produces

a more subtle transformation. We have (after holographic renormalisation)
(¢ = 0) ~ no +1222¢% + 227 P (log 2 + log ) + - -+ (C9)
=10+ 22 (M2 + T log 2e) * 4712 20 Clog ( + -+
= 7o + 712¢* + 72¢* log ¢ +- - --

Hence for n a naive linear regression in the { coordinates will fit the coeflicients

o = 1o (C10a)

A

fla = 22 (g + 72 log 2.) (C10Db)

7)o is given in terms of 7y by consistency, so we can invert these transformations to obtain 7
and 1, i.e.the expansion coefficients in the z coordinate system. These are the physically
useful constituents for computing the Green’s function.

We finally map these coefficients to the source and response in the 2-form picture via

p =2« % n2 + Jizlog Z, (Clla)
J=a " (C11b)

Cc

3. Source-response method

To construct the Green’s function we refer to the source-response picture, in which the
Green’s function is understood as acting on the source to produce a response. Labelling the
fields as I, J, the sources as St and the responses as R;, the components G of the Green’s
function are thus given by

GrsS; =Ry (C12)

Hence for example,
GppSp + GppSp = Rp (C13)

To extract Gpp, we need to obtain two sets of the source and response data, which we label

as S}l) and S}Q), etc. We thus obtain a straightforward matrix equation

SY S\ (Ges Ry
@ o = Lo (C14)
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which we can trivially invert to find

_SYRE sy
SYsY — 5B sy

Gpp (C15)

In our earlier notation, we have Sgp = by_, Rp = b+, Sp = p, Rp = J and f;; = Gpp.
Hence running the numerical algorithm twice provides all the data we need to input into

equation C15 to compute the Green’s function of interest.

Appendix D: Index of symbols

For the convenience of the reader, here we present a roughly alphabetical list of the
symbols in this paper, a brief description, and where it is first defined. As a rule, the

subscript on a form indicates the degree of the form.

1. A;: the usual DBI worldvolume gauge field living on the flavour brane. First appears
in (2.1), where Fy = dA;.

2. Aj: the magnetic dual of the 1-form field 7.

3. Bs: the NS-NS 2-form. First appears in (2.1).

4. Cy: the R-R 2-form. First appears in (2.1).

5. Cy: the magnetic dual of the R-R 2-form Cs. Defined in (3.1).

6. f(z): the function describing how the brane caps off in the bulk. Defined in (2.6).

7. frs(w): the scalar function capturing the dependence of the symmetry current two-

point function on w. Defined in (5.1).
8. Fj: the field strength of A;. First appears in (2.1).
9. F3: the field strength of A,. Defined in (4.1).
10. Gs: the field strength of Cs. First appears in (2.1).
11. Gy: the field strength of Cy. Defined in (3.1).
12. h(z): a function of f first defined in (3.4)
13. Hj: the field strength of By. First appears in (2.1).

14. mpg: the fermion mass, i.e.the mass gap at weak coupling. First appears in (2.12).
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15. Mmeson: the lightest meson mass, 2, ! i.e.the mass gap at strong coupling.
16. N.: the number of colours of the gauge group.

17. N¢: the number of flavours of fundamental matter; the number of D7-branes in the
bulk.

18. P,: the magnetic dual of ;. Defined in (4.3).

19. Qj: the field strength of P,. Defined in (4.3).

20. R: the AdS radius. First appears in (2.7).

21. Ty: the field strength of 7. Defined in (3.6b).

22. w: the dimensionless number wz.. Defined in (5.22b).

23. Ys: the field strength of n;. First defined in (3.6a).

24. z: the radial AdS coordinate.

25. z.: the value of z where the brane caps off. First appears in (2.6).
26. m: a combination of A; and C;. Defined in (3.5a).

27. k: Factor appearing in (2.1) equal to %. Defined in (2.5a).

28. y: the ratio of mass contributions from A; and Cy. Defined in (2.5b).
29. 7,: a combination of A; and C;. Defined in (3.5b).

30. ¢: the dimensionless number z/z.. Defined in (5.22a).
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