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Abstract

We study dimensional reduction of M5 branes on a circle bundle when the supersymmetry

parameter is not constant along the circle. When the gauge group is Abelian and the fields appear

quadratically in the Lagrangian, we can always obtain a supersymmetric five-dimensional theory

by keeping fermionic nonzero modes that match with the corresponding nonzero modes of the

supersymmetry parameter, and by keeping the zero modes for the bosonic fields as usual. But

a supersymmetric non-Abelian generalization can be found only under special circumstances.

One instance where we find a non-Abelian supersymmetric generalization is when we perform

dimensional reduction along a null direction.ar
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1 Introduction

There is a supersymmetric (2, 0) Abelian tensor multiplet in R1,5 which has a selfdual

three-form, five scalar fields and four real Weyl fermionic fields. We can put this tensor

multiplet on any six-manifold for which there exists a nontrivial solution to the six-

dimensional conformal Killing spinor equation

∇Mε = ΓMη (1.1)

Here M = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 is a vector index on the six-manifold that we will take to be

Lorentzian, and ε will then be the supersymmetry parameter. The equation (1.1) can

be relaxed by turning on supergravity background fields. But we will not study such a

generalization here. So ∇M here is denoting a curvature covariant derivative that only

involves the spin connection and no R-gauge field is turned on.

The classical non-Abelian tensor multiplet is not known and perhaps it does not exist.

One approach is then to consider the Abelian tensor multiplet on a circle bundle and

perform dimensional reduction along the circle. Then one finds an Abelian 5d Yang-

Mills theory for which one can find a non-Abelian generalization. If the supersymmetry

parameter is constant along the circle, then it will survive as a supersymmetry under

dimensional reduction. Otherwise the supersymmetry will be broken but one may then

get a supersymmetric theory by turning on a background R-gauge field that will relax

the requirement (1.1). But that changes the problem that one may want to study. So we

would like to analyze whether one can avoid turning on the R-gauge field and somehow

take advantage of the fact that the 6d theory is supersymmetric.

One example that one may want to study is the M5 brane on S6 that one may con-

formally map to S1 × H5. If one wants to study this problem without any background

fields turned on, then one finds that the supersymmetry parameter will have a non-

trivial dependence on S1 in S1 × H5, and dimensional reduction down to H5 yields a

non-supersymmetric Yang-Mills theory that is quite difficult to study. Being a nonrenor-

malizable theory it has no clear well-defined perturbative expansion and there are not

many tools to study this theory and supersymmetric localization can not be used if the

Yang-Mills theory one gets on H5 is not supersymmetric.

In this paper we will study the following situation. We assume that the 6d theory

is supersymmetric on a circle bundle with fiber coordinate u. We also assume that the

supersymmetry parameter is not constant along u. So under dimensional reduction along

u all supersymmetry is gone. That is the case if we consider the bosonic and fermionic

zero modes. But what if we consider the bosonic zero modes and some fermionic nonzero

modes? Is there a consistent trunctation of supersymmetry where bosonic zero modes are
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kept such that supersymmetry exists in that 5d truncation?

If the fields appear only quadratically in the Lagrangian so that the gauge group

is Abelian, then there always exists such a consistent truncation. To see this, let us

schematically write the 6d Lagrangian as

L6d = (∂φ)2 + ψ∂ψ

where φ denotes bosonic fields and ψ denotes fermionic fields. The supersymmetry vari-

ation is schematically on the form

δφ = εψ

δψ = ε∂φ

Then the supersymmetry variation of the Lagrangian is a sum of terms on the form

0 = δL6d =
∑

∂2φεψ

and the sum vanishes since the 6d Lagrangian is supersymmetric. Now let us make the

truncation where we keep the bosonic zero mode along the u direction,

φ0 =

∫
duφ

Its supersymmetry variation is

δφ0 =

∫
duεψ (1.2)

Now let us assume that the supersymmetry parameter has only two nonzero modes,

ε = eiauε+1 + e−iauε−1

for some real parameter a that depends on the geometry of the six-manifold. This is the

generic structure for any solution of (1.1) on a circle bundle. Here subscripts denote the

mode number. Then the integral in (1.2) picks up corresponding nonzero modes from ψ,

δφ0 = ε+1ψ−1 + ε−1ψ+1

whose supersymmetry variations are

δψ±1 = ε±1∂φ0

Now let check if the truncated Lagrangian

L5d = (∂φ0)
2 + ψ+1∂ψ−1 + ψ−1∂ψ+1
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is supersymmetric. We get

δL5d =
∑

∂2φ0 (ε+1ψ−1 + ε−1ψ+1)

but this we can also write as

δL5d =

∫
du
∑

∂2φ0εψ

Now let us go back to the 6d Lagrangian. If we expand φ in its Fourier modes as φ =∑
n φne

inu, then we get

0 = δL6d =
∑∑

n

∂2φne
inuεψ

and we know that this is zero since the 6d Lagrangian is supersymmetric. Of course, if

we integrate zero along the fiber, it is still zero, so we have

0 =

∫
duδL6d =

∑
n

∑
∂2φn

∫
dueinuεψ

If we then put φn = 0 for all n except for the zero mode φ0, then this reduces to

0 =
∑

∂2φ0

∫
duεψ = δL5d

which means that the truncated Lagrangian where only φ0 is kept, is supersymmetric

under the truncated supersymmetries.

This general argument fails for the non-Abelian generalization where the Lagrangian

has higher order terms. For instance if the 6d Lagrangian contains a cubic interac-

tion term of the form φ+2ψ−1ψ−1 and if we have a supersymmetry variation of the

form δφ+2 = ε+1ψ+1, then the variation of that term will contain a term of the form

ε+1ψ+1ψ−1ψ−1 that should survive if the truncation down to the modes φ0 and ψ±1 were

a consistent truncation. But we will never get that term if we first truncate the La-

grangian to the modes φ0 and ψ±1 and then make the supersymmetry variation since

then we will put the term φ+2ψ−1ψ−1 to zero in that truncated Lagrangian. So the trun-

cation becomes inconsistent in general, when there are higher order terms. However,

there can be exceptions where a truncated non-Abelian generalization can be found that

is supersymmetric.

This argument also shows that the critical term to analyze in the supersymmetry

variation of the non-Abelian Lagrangian will be the terms that are cubic in the fermionic

fields. Typically these term are the most difficult ones to analyse since it usually requires

a Fierz rearrangement to see whether the sum of these cubic terms is zero or not. But it
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is really important to analyze precisely these cubic terms to see whether the non-Abelian

Lagrangian is supersymmetric or not. This will become more clear as we proceed with

our concrete examples.

In this paper we will study the M5 brane on R × S5 where we have the Lorentzian

time along R. The supersymmetry parameter depends nontrivially on the time direction.

First, in section 2, we perform dimensional reduction along the time direction and obtain

a supersymmetric Abelian Lagrangian. We then show that no non-Abelian generalization

exists if we insist on keeping all the supersymmetries of the Abelian theory. In section 2.1

we reduce the amount of supersymmetry and consider the smaller tensor multiplet that

has just one real scalar field. Here we almost seem to find a supersymmetric non-Abelian

Lagrangian in 5d by using our truncation, but it turns out to fail. While most terms cancel

out nicely, there are cubic terms in the fermionic fields that arises upon a supersymmetry

variation and these have to vanish by using a Fierz rearrangement, but these terms do not

vanish in that way. We then make a further Weyl projection that reduces supersymmetry

further, and then finally we are able to find a supersymmetric Lagrangian. But then,

in section 2.2, we discover that if we make a simple field redefinition, our Lagrangian

becomes identical with the Lagrangian that was already found in the literature on S5 [2]

and that was derived from the M5 brane in [3] by turning on an R-gauge field along the

time direction.

We next consider our second example, in section 3, where we consider a null reduction

by following closely [6]. We take our null direction as a combination of the Hopf circle

on S5 and the time direction. We first obtain the Abelian truncated theory and show

that it is supersymmetric. We next show that the Abelian theory does not immediately

generalize to the non-Abelian case, but if we impose further Weyl projections, then we

are able to obtain a non-Abelian Lagrangian.

There are five appendices. In particular, in appendix A we review a 6d formulation

of non-Abelian 5d SYM where one introduces an auxiliary geometrical vector field [4],

[7], [5] and present the closure relations that one gets for these supersymmetry variations

and it was this analysis that originally led us to consider the two examples that we are

presenting in this paper. Namely these two examples are following from making the

two Weyl projections in equations (A.8) and (A.9) respectively. The first Weyl projection

leads us to the time reduction and the small tensor multiplet. The second Weyl projection

leads us to the null reduction.
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2 M5 brane on R× S5

The six-manifold R × S5 can be conformally mapped to S6 if we assume an Euclidean

signature. But here we will assume a Lorentzian signature with time along the R direction.

Our first goal is to see whether we can derive a supersymmetric theory on S5 from an

M5 brane on R × S5 without turning on an R-gauge field along the time direction. The

Abelian M5 brane on R × S5 is well-understood. In fact one can generalize to any six-

manifold for which (1.1) has at least one solution. In that case we have the following

supersymmetry variations

δφA = iε̄ΓAψ

δBMN = iε̄ΓMNψ

δψ =
1

12
ΓMNP εHMNP + ΓMΓAε∇Mφ

A − 4ΓAηφA

and the supersymmetric Lagrangian may be expressed as

L = LB −
1

2
(∇Mφ

A)2 +
i

2
ψ̄ΓM∇Mψ −

R

10
(φA)2

where LB is some Lagrangian for the selfdual tensor field whose precise form will not

be very important for us now, since we will shortly reduce this Lagrangian down to five

dimensions. Here R is the Ricci curvature scalar on six-manifold. We will now specialize

to R× S5 and write the metric as

ds2 = gMNdx
MdxN = −dt2 +Gmndx

mdxn

To reduce down to S5, we will represent the gamma matrices in terms of five-dimensional

gamma matrices γm and τA as follows,

Γt = iσ2 ⊗ 1⊗ 1

Γm = σ1 ⊗ γm ⊗ 1

ΓA = σ3 ⊗ 1⊗ τA

The 6d chirality matrix is

Γ = σ3 ⊗ 1⊗ 1

and ε and ψ have opposite chiralities

Γε = −ε
Γψ = ψ
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and they are Majorana spinors in eleven dimensions,

ε̄ = εTC11d

ψ̄ = ψTC11d

where the Dirac conjugate is defined as ψ̄ = ψ†Γt. We may solve (1.1) by separating its

components as

∂tε = Γtη

∇mε = Γmη (2.1)

We use the relation

Γmn∇m∇nε = −R
4
ε

where R = 20
r2

is the Ricci scalar on S5 with radius r, to find the solution

ε = e
i
2r
t

0

E

+ e−
i
2r
t

 0

F


We also get

η =
i

2r
e
i
2r
t

E
0

− i

2r
e−

i
2r
t

F
0


Here

∇mE =
i

2r
γmE

∇mF = − i

2r
γmF

Perhaps the best way to see that this solves (1.1) is by simply plugging in this solution

into (2.1) to see that these equations are both satisfied. Let us now study the Majorana

condition more closely. The eleven-dimensional charge conjugation matrix is antisymmet-

ric,

CT
11d = −C11d

and we will represent it as

C11d = ε⊗ C ⊗ C̃
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where C and C̃ are antisymmetric charge conjugation matrices in 5d, and ε is the an-

tisymmetric tensor. At this point, things get clearer when we write out all the spinor

indices explicitly though, so let us do that here,

(C11d)aαα̇,bββ̇ = εabCαβCα̇β̇

Then the Majorana condition becomes

(ψaαα̇)∗i(σ2)ab = ψaββ̇εabCβαCβ̇α̇

We will define the antisymmetric tensor εab such that

ε+− = 1

and then we get

(ψ+αα̇)∗ = ψ+ββ̇CβαCβ̇α̇
(ε−αα̇)∗ = ε−ββ̇CβαCβ̇α̇

From now on we will drop the 6d chirality indices ± as they play no significant role in

5d. In 5d we do not really have a Majorana condition for the nonzero modes. What we

have instead is a relation between E and F ,

(Eαα̇)∗ = CαβCα̇β̇F
ββ̇

(Fαα̇)∗ = CαβCα̇β̇E
ββ̇

These relations follow easily from using the explicit form of our solution, equation (2.2).

But now we would also like to derive the second condition from the first one by taking

the complex conjugate. Taking the complex conjugate of the first equation, we get

Eαα̇ = (Cαβ)∗(Cα̇β̇)∗(Fββ̇)∗

We may now multiply by charge conjugation matrices on both sides to get

CαβCα̇β̇E
ββ̇ = CαβCα̇β̇(Cβγ)

∗(Cβ̇γ̇)
∗(Fγγ̇)∗

We shall require that

Cαβ(Cβγ)
∗ = −δγα

The reason why we put the minus sign here will become clear later on. We can now

introduce the inverse

Cγβ = (Cβγ)
∗
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We use Cαβ and Cαβ to lower and rise spinor indices by always acting from the left,

ψα = Cαβψ
β

ψα = Cαβψβ

So we define for example

(γm)αβ = Cβγ(γm)αγ

We may now find the following relations

Cα
β = CαγCγβ = δαβ

Cα
β = CβγCαγ = −δαβ

We have the Fierz expansion of two anticommuting spinors,

ψαψβ = ACαβ +Bm(γm)αβ + Cmn(γmn)αβ

It corresponds to the following expansion of the tensor product of two spinor representa-

tions

4⊗ 4 = 1a ⊕ 5a ⊕ 10s

The subscripts a and s stand for antisymmetric and symmetric representations, so we

must have that Cαβ and (γm)αβ are antisymmetric, whereas (γmn)αβ is symmetric in α

and β. Our 5d spinor notations follow closely the reference [2].

The time direction in Euclidean R × S5 is noncompact if this shall be related by a

conformal map to S6. But in Lorentzian signature that we will consider here, the time

direction can be taken to be a compact circle with radius 2πr. We will refrain from

discussing any physical implications of having a compact time direction. From a purely

mathematical viewpoint of classical supersymmetric field theory, having a compact time

direction simply means that we may expand the fields in Fourier modes in the time

direction by assuming that time has a periodicity t ∼ t + 2πr. For fermions there is as

always a possibility of having either periodic or antiperiodic boundary conditions. Since

the supersymmetry parameter depends on time through the exponential factors e±
i
2r
t

which is antiperiodic as t goes to t+2πr, we conclude that fermions shall have antiperiodic

boundary conditions if we want to have a supersymmetric theory. The bosonic fields must

be periodic and therefore only even modes are kept for the bosonic fields, whereas for the

fermionic field only the odd modes are kept. And if only the odd modes are kept, it means

that there is no fermionic zero mode present.
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But we do not think that we will be able to find a non-Abelian theory if we keep

infinitely many Kaluza-Klein modes, neither do we think this is really the right thing to

do when the gauge group is non-Abelian because then we shall have instanton particles

that are expected to fill in missing modes when we truncate the modes to a finite number

of modes. Now instead of truncating to the fermionic zero modes as one normally does

in usual dimensional reduction, we will truncate to the lowest lying odd Fourier modes

ψ = e
i
2r
t

χ
0

+ e−
i
2r
t

ζ
0


Then the fermionic field has the same type of expansion as the supersymmetry parameter

ε and there is a chance that this will preserve some supersymmetry. There is no Majorana

condition on these modes but instead there is a relation between the two modes,

(χαα̇)∗ = CαβCα̇β̇ζ
ββ̇

The supersymmetry variations can be derived easily by truncating the supesymmetry

variations for the Abelian M5 brane. We get

δφA = −iE†τAχ− iF †τAζ
δAm = −iE†γmχ− iF †γmζ
δχ =

1

2
γmnEFmn − γmτAE∇mφ

A − 2i

r
τAEφA

δζ =
1

2
γmnFFmn − γmτAF∇mφ

A +
2i

r
τAFφA

The corresponding supersymmetric Lagrangian is given by

L =
1

4
F 2
mn −

1

2
(∇mφ

A)2 +
i

2
χ†γm∇mχ+

i

2
ζ†γm∇mζ

− 2

r2
(φA)2 +

1

4r

(
χ†χ− ζ†ζ

)
The natural choice is to take ε to be an anti-commuting parameter. In that case the

variations of the bosonic fields become hermitian, and we may write these variations as

δφA = −iE†τAχ+ iχ†τAE
δAm = −iE†γmχ+ iχ†γmE
δχ =

1

2
γmnEFmn − γmτAE∂mφA −

2i

r
τAEφA

We may also write the Lagrangian as

L =
1

4
F 2
mn −

1

2
(∇mφ

A)2 + iχ†γm∇mχ
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− 2

r2
(φA)2 +

1

2r
χ†χ

One may now easily verify that this Lagrangian is invariant under these supersymmetry

variations by just using the Killing spinor equation

∇mE =
i

2r
γmE

This result is encouraging because it provides our first example of a dimensionally reduced

theory that has supersymmetry although the 6d theory has a supersymmetry parameter

that depends nontrivially on the circle along which we reduce. Having a supersymmet-

ric Lagrangian, we may also expect that these supersymmetry variations close on some

symmetry variations of the Lagrangian.

However, we will now see that no non-Abelian generalization of this Abelian La-

grangian can be constructed that is supersymmetric. To show this we will proceed it-

eratively. First we just replace all the derivatives ∇m with gauge covariant derivatives

Dm = ∇m−i[Am, •] and assume all fields are in the adjoint representation. Then of course

the Lagrangian will not be supersymmetric. We then find correction terms such that we

cancel the unwanted terms, but such correction terms will also generate new terms that

we also need to cancel by adding furher correction terms. This can be analysed fairly

systematically. In the end, we will find a fully corrected Lagrangian and corresponding

supersymmetry variations but still that Lagrangian will not be supersymmetric. Because

of the apparent uniqueness of each term we find in each iteration step, we consider this

to be a no-go proof.

First, if we just replace ∇m with Dm everywhere, then we get the following nonvan-

ishing variation of the Lagrangian,

δL = −1

2
χ†γmnτAE [Fmn, φ

A]− χ†γmE [φA, Dmφ
A]

where we define the gauge covariant derivative so that

[Dm, Dn]φ = −i[Fmn, φ]

We next cancel both these terms by adding to the Lagrangian the following coupling term

L1 = χ†τA[χ, φA]

We can not imagine any other term can do this job. But by adding this term, there will

be generated some new terms as well, and so now we get

δL+ δL1 =
1

2
χ†τABγmEDm

(
[φA, φB]

)
+

2i

r
χ†τABE [φA, φB]
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plus some cubic terms in χ that we will not need to analyse further here. Now these two

terms can be canceled by modifying the supersymmetry variation by adding the term

δ1χ =
i

2
τABE [φA, φB]

to δχ. But that will also generate another term

δ1L1 = iχ†τCE [[φA, φC ], φC ]

but that we can easily cancel by adding the term

L2 = −1

4
[φA, φB]2

But even when taking into account all these non-Abelian correction terms, we will still

end up with a nonvanishing variation

(δ + δ1) (L+ L1) =

(
− 5i

4r
+

i

4r
+

2i

r

)
χ†τABE [φA, φB]

=
i

r
χ†τABE [φA, φB]

plus those cubic terms in the fermionic fields that we did not analyse here since it is

already clear that no non-Abelian Lagrangian can be found. There now is no further

terms that we can add that could cancel this nonvanishing variation. This finishes our

no-go proof.

2.1 The small vector multiplet

We may be more successful with finding a non-Abelian generalization if we make our

tensor multplet smaller. To this end we will impose the Weyl projection

τ 5E = E (2.2)

on the supersymmetry parameter, thus reducing the amount of supersymmetry by half.

This will reduce the R-symmetry as SO(5) → SU(2)R. But of course, by selecting the

fifth direction in (2.2), we will just break SO(5) → SO(4) = SU(2)F × SU(2)R but the

SU(2)F will not rotated the supercharges, it will be a flavor symmetry. The original

Abelian tensor multiplet breaks into one smaller tensor multiplet with just one real scalar

field φ = φ5 and a fermionic field that is also subject to the Weyl projection

τ 5ψ = ψ
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Then the remaining fields are four real scalars, and another fermionic field subject to the

opposite Weyl projection τ 5ψ = −ψ. These fields form a hypermultiplet. We will discard

this hypermultiplet and only focus on the small tensor multiplet.

Let us now introduce some index notations for the R-symmery. We denote a spinor as

ψαα̇ =

 ψαI

ψαA


The flavor index A is a two-component spinor index that shall not be confused with the

SO(5) vector index A. We define the gamma matrices τA = (τ i, τ 5) as

τ i =

 0 σiIB

σi,AJ 0


τ 5 =

δJI 0

0 −δAB


The supersymmetry parameter that satisfies τ 5E = E has a nonvanishing component EI ,

E =

EI
0


The antisymmetric charge conjugation matrix is represented as

Cα̇β̇ =

 εIJ 0

0 εAB


We have

(EαI )∗ = Cαβε
IJFβJ

(χαI )∗ = Cαβε
IJζβJ (2.3)

The Killing spinor equations are

∇mEI =
i

2r
γmEI

∇mFI = − i

2r
γmFI

The derivation of the second equation from the first by taking the complex conjugate is

as follows,

∇mFαI = CαβεIJ(∇mEβJ )∗
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= − i

2r
CαβεIJ(γm)γβ(EγJ )∗

= − i

2r
(γm)γαεIJ(EγJ )∗

=
i

2r
(γm)αγεIJ(EγJ )∗

= − i

2r
(γm)αβC

βγεIJ(EγJ )∗

= − i

2r
(γm)αβFβI

The supersymmetry variations for the small tensor multiplet are

δφ = −i(EI)†χI − i(FI)†ζI
δAm = −i(EI)†γmχI − i(FI)†γmζI
δχI =

1

2
γmnEIFmn − γmEIDmφ−

2i

r
EIφ

and the supersymmetric Lagrangian is

L =
1

4
F 2
mn −

1

2
(Dmφ)2 − 2

r2
φ2

+i(χI)
†γmDmχI +

1

2r
(χI)

†χI

The closure relations for these supersymmetry variations are highly nonstandard,

[δ2, δ1]φ = 2iLvφ
[δ2, δ1]Am = 2iLvAm +DmΛ

[δ2, δ1]χI = 8iLBχI +
12

r
AI

JχJ

−i
(
3AI

J + 3BpI
Jγp − CpqIJγpq

)(
γm∇mχJ +

1

2r
χJ

)
+8iLB̃χI −

16

r
ÃI

JζJ −
4

r
B̃mI

JγmζJ

−i
(

3ÃI
J + 3B̃pI

Jγp − C̃pqIJγpq
)(

γm∇mζJ −
1

2r
ζJ

)
where

LBχI := Bm
I
J∇mχJ +

1

4
∇mBnI

JγmnχJ = Bm
I
J∇mχJ +

i

2r
CmnI

JγmnχJ

LB̃ζI := B̃m
I
J∇mζJ +

1

4
∇mB̃nI

JγmnζJ = B̃m
I
J∇mζJ

Here the various coefficients are defined as

EI(EJ)† = AJ I +Bm
J
Iγ

m + Cmn
J
Iγ

mn

EI(FJ)† = ÃJ I + B̃m
J
Iγ

m + C̃mn
J
Iγ

mn
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where

AJ I = −1

4
(EJ)†EI

Bm
J
I = −1

4
(EJ)†γmEI

Cmn
J
I =

1

8
(EJ)†γmnEI

and

ÃJ I = −1

4
(FJ)†EI

B̃m
J
I = −1

4
(FJ)†γmEI

C̃mn
J
I =

1

8
(FJ)†γmnEI

There are the following differential relations between these coefficients that one may derive

by using the Killing spinor equations,

∇mA
J
I = 0

∇mBm
J
I =

2i

r
Cmn

J
I

∇mÃ
J
I = − i

r
B̃m

J
I

∇mB̃n
J
I =

i

r
ÃJ IGmn

These closure relations reflect the fact that there are many more fermionic degrees of

freedom than there are bosonic ones, so closure on the fermion does not give back the

same fermion translated or gauge transformed, but instead it maps us back to into a linear

combination of χI and ζI .

Let us now turn our attention to a non-Abelian Lagrangian

L =
1

4
F 2
mn −

1

2
(Dmφ)2 − 2

r2
φ2

+i(χI)
†γmDmχI +

1

2r
(χI)

†χI + e(χI)
†[χI , φ]

and first examine whether this Lagrangian is supersymmetric. This is indeed straightfor-

ward to show for all terms, except for the cubic terms in the fermionic fields,

T := e(χI)
†[χI , δφ] + i(χI)

†γm(−ie)[δAm, χI ]
= −ie(EγJ )∗

[
χγcJ (χβaI )∗ − (γm)γδχ

δc
J (χαaI )∗(γm)αβ

]
χβbI

We expand

χαaI (χβbJ )∗ = δαβA
ab
I
J + (γm)αβB

ab
m I

J + (γmn)αβC
ab
mnI

J

15



and then

T = 4ie(EγJ )∗
[
δγβA

ca
J
I − (γm)γβB

ca
m J

I
]
χβbI

Here

AcaJ
I = −1

4
(χαaI )∗χαcJ

Bca
m J

I = −1

4
(χαaI )∗(γm)αβχ

βc
J

So we have

T = ie(EγJ )∗χγcI (χαaI )∗χαbJ − ie(E
γ
J )∗(γm)γβχ

βc
I (χδaI )∗(γm)δεχ

εb
J

We now see that we got an expression that looks similiar to the expression that we started

with, but with some indices I and J permuted and an overall sign changed. The up-shot

of this analysis is that we can not deduce that T = 0 from this result. Now, if we repeat

the same steps again, then one may expect we will get a similar expression with the indices

I and J in the right order, possibly with a different overall factor from what originally

had? Let us now examine this in detail. We start by putting the above expression in the

form

T = ie(EγJ )∗
[
χγcI (χβaI )∗ − (γm)γδχ

δc
I (χαaI )∗(γm)αβ

]
χβbJ

Now if we use the Fierz expansion, then we get

T = −4ie(EγJ )∗
[
δγβA

ca − (γm)γβB
ca
m

]
χβbJ

where

Aca = −1

4
(χαaI )∗χαcI

Bca
m = −1

4
(χαaI )∗(γm)αβχ

βc
I

So we have

T = −ie(EγJ )∗χγcJ (χαaI )∗χαbI + ie(EγJ )∗(γm)γβχ
βb
J (χδaI )∗(γm)δεχ

εc
I

and we got back the same expression as we started with. So these lines were insufficient

to show that T is vanishing, and most probably T is not vanishing. It may be difficult to

actually prove it, but the argument we have presented seems sufficiently convincing to us.

So we conclude that there is no non-Abelian supersymmetric Lagrangian with this

amount of supersymmetry. We can reduce the amount of supersymmetry so that the R-

symmetry is further reduced from SU(2)R down to U(1)R by imposing the Weyl condition

(σ3)I
JEJ = EJ

16



Then there is just one complex supersymmetry parameter E = E1. With this projec-

tion, one finds that the component χ2 does not enter the supersymmetry multiplet as its

supersymmetry variation becomes zero,

δχ2 = 0

and so we define χ := χ1 for which we find the supersymmetry variations

δφ = −iE†χ− iF †ζ
δAm = −iE†γmχ− iF †γmζ
δχ =

1

2
γmnEFmn − γmEDmφ−

2i

r
Eφ

The Lagrangian is1

L =
1

4
F 2
mn −

1

2
(Dmφ)2 − 2

r2
φ2

+iχ†γmDmχ+
1

2r
χ†χ+ eχ†[χ, φ]

The Killing spinor equation is

∇mE =
i

2r
γmE

Originally we had

Fα2 = ε21C
αβ(Eβ1 )∗

ζα2 = ε21C
αβ(χβ1 )∗

Now we define Fα := Fα2 and ζα := ζα2 so with ε12 = 1, we get the relations

Fα = Cαβ(Eβ)∗

ζα = Cαβ(χβ)∗

Let us now again analyze the cubic terms in the fermionic field that arise upon a super-

symmetry variation of this Lagrangian. These terms are

T := e(χ)†[χ, δφ] + i(χ)†γm(−ie)[δAm, χ]

1However, we still have the Lagrangian for χ2 as well,

L2 = i(χ2)†γmDmχ2 +
1

2r
(χ2)†χ2 + e(χ2)†[χ2, φ]

but this Lagrangian is not supersymmetric since the corresponding cubic term T upon a supersymmetry

variation will not be vanishing, but it is now consistent with supersymmetry to truncate to χ2 = 0

since the supersymmetry variation of χ2 is vanishing. So then we will simply get L2 = 0 and we retain

supersymmetry of L2 trivially by putting χ2 = 0 as a truncation that is consistent with supersymmetry.

17



= −ie(Eγ)∗
[
χγc(χβa)∗ − (γm)γδχ

δc(χαa)∗(γm)αβ
]
χβb

We expand

χαa(χβb)∗ = δαβA
ab + (γm)αβB

ab
m + (γmn)αβC

ab
mn

and then

T = 4ie(Eγ)∗
[
δγβA

ca − (γm)γβB
ca
m

]
χβb

Here

Aca = −1

4
(χαa)∗χαc

Bca
m = −1

4
(χαa)∗(γm)αβχ

βc

So we have

T = ie(Eγ)∗χγc(χαa)∗χαb − ie(Eγ)∗(γm)γβχ
βc(χδa)∗(γm)δεχ

εb

We now see that we got back the same expression as the one we started with, but with

an overall minus sign, so T = −T , which clearly shows that T = 0 and the Lagrangian is

supersymmetric.

2.2 A dual description with an R-gauge field

By making a few changes of viewpoint we may recover the theory one gets by turing on

an R-gauge field and make contact with the results in [2]. We relabel the spinor field and

its complex conjugate field as

χ = ψ1

ζ = ψ2

and similarly

E = E1
F = E2

Then we may state a Majorana condition as

ψαI = εIJC
αβ(ψβJ )∗

that we get from

ζα = Cαβ(χβ)∗

18



Moreover, the Killing spinor equations for χ and ζ can now be grouped together into one

Killing spinor equation for the Majorana spinor EI

∇mEI =
i

2r
(σ3)I

JγmEJ

So there is an exact isomorphism between the theory we get by turning on an R-gauge

field, and the theory we get in this entirely different way by keeping nonzero modes for

the fermionic field and not turning on any R-gauge field.

In one viewpoint, χ and ζ are nonzero Kaluza-Klein modes who receive an extra mass

simply by the fact that they are nonzero modes. In the other viewpoint, χ and ζ form two

components in an SU(2)R Majorana spinor which is a zero mode spinor upon dimensional

reduction with an R-gauge field turned on and the mass of these fermions is induced from

that R-gauge field in the six-dimensional theory. Both ways result in the same 5d theory,

but the 6d theories seem to be very different.

Once having realized this kind of dual description, we can proceed and use all knowl-

edge that we already have of this 5d theory from say [2]. We will review that theory

below in order to put it in relation to the 6d theory on R × S5. We will focus only on

the case of Abelian gauge group for simplicity. The non-Abelian generalization will be

straightforward and can be found in [2]. We begin by turning on an R-symmetry gauge

field to preserve supersymmetry for fermionic zero modes. The Killing spinor equation is

modified to

DtEI =
i

2r
(σ3)I

JEJ

∇mEI =
i

2r
γm(σ3)I

JEI

We have the Majorana condition

(EαI )∗ = Cαβε
IJEβJ

We also have

ηI =
i

2r
(σ3)I

JεJ

The supersymmetry variations are

δφ = −i(EI)†ψI
δAm = −i(EI)†γmψI
δψI =

1

2
γmnEIFmn − γmEI∂mφ−

2i

r
(σ3)I

JEJφ
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With a commuting supersymmetry parameter, we have the following closure relations.

Closure on φ,

δ2φ = i(EI)†γmEI∂mφ

Closure on Am,

δ2Am = i(EI)†γnEIFnm + ∂m
(
−i(EI)†EIφ

)
Closure on ψI ,

δ2ψI = −8iBm∇mψI +
12A

r
(σ3)I

JψJ

− (3A+ 3Bpγ
p)

(
iγm∇mψI +

1

2r
(σ3)I

JψJ

)
The supersymmetric Lagrangian is L = LB + LIF + LIIF where

LB =
1

4
F 2
mn −

1

2
(∇mφ)2 − 2

r2
φ2

LIF =
i

2
(ψI)

†γm∇mψI

LIIF =
1

4r
(ψI)

†(σ3)I
JψJ

For an anticommuting supersymmetry parameter, we have

δφ = i(ψI)
†EI

δAm = i(ψI)
†γmEI

and then we get

δLB = −∇mF
mni(ψI)

†γnEI +∇2φi(ψI)
†EI −

4

r2
φi(ψI)

†EI

δLIF = i(ψI)
†γm∇m

(
1

2
γpqEIFpq − γpEI∂pφ−

2i

r
(σ3)I

JEJφ
)

= i(ψI)
†γqEI∇mF

mq − i(ψI)†EI∇2φ+
2

r
(ψ†γm(σ3)I

JEJ∇mφ

+
i

2
(ψI)

†γmγpq(∇mEI)Fpq − i(ψI)†γmγp(∇mEI)∇pφ+
2

r
(ψI)

†(σ3)I
J(γm∇mEJ)φ

δLIIF =
1

2r
(ψI)

†(σ3)I
J

(
1

2
γmnEJFmn − γmEJ∇mφ−

2i

r
(σ3)J

KEKφ
)

Using

∇mEI =
i

2r
(σ3)I

JEJ

and

γmγpγm = −3γp
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γmγpqγm = γpq

we can show that all terms cancel against each other so that δL = 0.

We may take the supersymmetry variations off-shell,

δφ = −i(EI)†ψI
δAm = −i(EI)†γmψI
δψI =

1

2
γmnEIFmn − γmEI∂mφ−

i

r
(σ3)I

JEJφ+ EJDJ
I

δDJ
I = 2(EJ)†

(
iγm∇mψI +

1

2r
(σ3)I

LψL

)
− 1

r
(σ3)I

J(EK)†ψK

−δJI (EK)†
(
iγm∇mψK +

1

2r
(σ3)K

LψL

)
where the second line in the variation of DJ

I removes the trace part, where we notice

that σ3 is already traceless. The Lagrangian is

L =
1

4
F 2
mn −

1

2
(∇mφ)2

+
1

4
DI

JD
J
I +

i

2r
(σ3)I

JDI
Jφ−

5

2r2
φ2

+
i

2
(ψI)

†γm∇mψI +
1

4r
(ψI)

†(σ3)I
JψJ

Integrating out DI
J amounts to putting

DI
J = − i

r
(σ3)I

Jφ (2.4)

and then the second line in the Lagrangian becomes

1

2r2
φ2 − 5

2r2
φ2 = − 2

r2
φ2

which is the right on-shell action, and also the supersymmetry variation becomes

δψI =
1

2
γmnEIFmn − γmEI∂mφ−

2i

r
(σ3)I

JEJφ

δDJ
I = − i

r
(σ3)I

Jδφ

which are the right on-shell variation. The on-shell variation of DJ
I corresponds to a

variation of the on-shell saddle point equation (2.4).

But this does not explain why we shall make this funny shift away from say the saddle

point value zero for DI
J . To understand why we shall construct the Lagrangian such

that we have the shifted saddle point value (2.4), we look at the supersymmetry variation

of the fermionic part of the Lagrangian with δψI = EJDJ
I . We notice that there is no

term that involves a derivative of DJ
I as this field is an auxiliary non-dynamical field.
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Therefore we shall make an integration by parts such that the variation of the fermionic

terms becomes

δLF = (δψI)
†
(
iγm∇mψI +

1

2r
(σ3)I

KψK

)
This is opposite the the convention we used before where made integrations by parts so

that no derivatives acted on the fermionic field. But here this new convention makes better

sense because we do not get derivative of the auxiliary field from the bosonic terms by

varying the auxiliary field. Now let us compute this variation with (δψI)
† = (DJ

I)
∗(EJ)†.

We then notice that

−(DJ
I)
∗ = εJKε

ILDK
L = εJKD

KI = εJKD
IK = DI

J

where the first equality is a consequence of demanding

(δψI)
† = δ(ψI)

†

with δψI = EJDJ
I . Here is the computation. First,

(δψαI )∗ = (EαJDJ
I)
∗ = Cαβε

JKEβK(DJ
I)
∗

and second,

δ(ψαI )∗ = Cαβε
IJδψβJ = Cαβε

IJEβKD
K
J

Then by identifying these two results, we get

εJK(DJ
I)
∗ = εIJDK

J

After these preliminaries, we get

δLF = − 1

2r
DI

J(EJ)†(σ3)I
KψK

We also get

δLB =
1

2r
DI

J(EJ)†(σ3)I
KψK

and so we see that the sum is zero, δLF + δLB = 0. This shows that the Lagrangian is

supersymmetric.

Offshell closure is slightly modified from onshell closure as follows. We have

δ2ψI = 8iBm∇mψI +
12A

r
(σ3ψ)I
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δ2DJ
I = i(EK)†γmEK∇mD

J
I −

3

r
(EL)†EL(σ3)K

JDK
I

Now these results can be recast in the form

δ2ψI = ...− 3

2r
(EL)†EL(σ3)I

JψJ

δ2DJ
I = ...− 3

r
(EL)†EL(σ3)K

JDK
I

and we see that we got an R-symmetry rotation. Of course the scalar field φ is an R-

symmetry singlet so it will not be R-symmetry rotated.

The results we have found here all followed from straightforward computations. But

it remains a mystery to us why two different kind of dimensional reductions result in the

same 5d Lagrangian. In one instance we did not turn on any R-gauge field but instead

we kept the modes φ0 and ψ±1. In the other instance we turn on an R-gauge field and

keep the zero modes φ0 and ψ0. Both ways lead us to the exact same Lagrangian in 5d if

we impose the appropriate Weyl projections, but we do not understand why that is so.

3 Null reduction

A general null reduction of the M5 brane was studied in [6]. Here we will stay with our

example of R×S5 with Lorentzian time along R for simplicity, although we believe that our

results can be generalized to any Lorentzian six-manifold without any new conceptional

difficulties, beyond those we will address here. We will perform the dimensional reduction

along the null direction that is formed out of the time direction and a circle fiber direction

on S5 when viewed as a circle fiber over CP 2. However, once we specify a circle fiber,

there are two null directions, x+ and x− and we need to make a choice. We will make

the choice such that we perform the dimensional reduction along the x− direction. This

choice of null direction is correlated with some chirality choices for the supersymmetry

parameter that we wish to make, as we will now explain.

We start by writing the metric on R×S5 as a metric over the base-manifold R×CP 2.

The M5 brane on (a Hopf circle bundle over) R× CP 2 was first studied in [1]. We start

by writing the 6d metric in the form

ds2 = r2(dy + κidx
i)2 − dt2 +Gijdx

idxj

where the five coordinates xm on S5 are separated as y ∼ y + 2π for the circle fiber, and

xi for the base manifold CP 2, and κi is the graviphoton whose nonvanishing curvature

components are

w1̂2̂ = w3̂4̂ =
2

r2
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where the hats on these indices indicate that they are tangent space indices of CP 2. Here

we use Gij to denote the 4d metric tensor on CP 2 whose inverse is denoted Gij. Further

details regarding this Hopf fibration over CP 2 can be found in appendix D.

We then also split the indices in the 5d Killing spinor equation

∇mEαα̇ =
i

2r
(γm)αβEβα̇

on S5 into two equations

∇yE =
i

2r
γyE

∇iE =
i

2r
γiE (3.1)

associated to the fiber and the base-manifold respectively (and from now, we suppess

the spinor indices). To analyse these equations further, we need expressions for these

covariant derivatives in terms of spin connections and we need to express the 5d gamma

matrices and in terms of 4d gamma matrices. To this end, we start by writing down

expressions for the vielbein

et̂ = dt

eŷ = r
(
dy + κidx

i
)

êi = E î
jdx

j

and its inverse

et̂ = ∂t

eŷ =
1

r
∂y

êi = Ej
î (∂j − κj∂y)

Using these vielbeins, we may expand the 5d gamma matrices γm in terms of 4d gamma

matrices γ̃i = E î
iγ̂i and γ := γ 1̂2̂3̂4̂ as follows,

γy = rγ

γi = γ̃i + rκiγ

and then we use standard circle bundle expressions for the 5d covariant derivative acting

on a 5d spinor ψ,

∇yψ = ∂yψ −
r2

8
wij γ̃

ijψ

∇iψ = ∇̃iψ −
r2

8
κiwklγ̃

klψ +
r

4
wij γ̃

jγψ
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where ∇̃i denotes the covariant derivative with respect to the metric on the 4d base space.

We are now ready to express (3.1) in 4d quantities,

∂yE −
r2

8
wijγ

ijE =
i

2
γE

∇iE −
r2

8
κiwklγ

klE +
r

4
wijγ

jγE =
i

2r
(γi + rκiγ) E

where now all quantities are 4d quantities, and so we have dropped the tildes for notational

simplicity. We may also express the second equation more simply as

DiE =
i

2r
γiE −

r

4
wijγ

jγE

where we have introduced the curly derivative

Diψ = ∇iψ − κi∂yψ

But let us first analyze the first equation. Plugging in the explicit form of wij, this

equation reads

∂yE =
1

2

(
γ 1̂2̂ + γ 3̂4̂ + iγ

)
E

Of course the spinor Eαα̇ has four different indices α. To see the meaning of these various

indices more clearly, we will introduce a spin notation α = (s1, s2) where the spins s1 and

s2 are defined by

i

2
γ 1̂2̂E = s1E
i

2
γ 3̂4̂E = s2E

Let us first consider the spinor component (s1, s2) = (+,+) where ± represent spins ±1
2
.

The Killing spinor equations then reduce to

∂yE = −3i

2
E

DiE = 0

Moving up to 6d, we have the conformal Killing spinor solution

ε = e
i
2r
t− 3i

2
yE + e−

i
2r
t+ 3i

2
yF

This is the singlet solution. The other cases are (s1, s2) = {(−,−), (+,−), (−,+)} that

form a triplet. For any of these components, the first Killing spinor equation becomes

∂yE =
i

2
E
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and then the 6d solution becomes

ε = e
i
2r
t+ i

2
yE + e−

i
2r
t− i

2
yF

but the Killing spinor equations for E and F now become more complicated. We introduce

light cone coordinates

x± =
1√
2

(t± ry)

Expressed in these light-cone coordinates, the singlet solution is

ε = e
i

r
√
2
(−x++2x−)E + e

− i
r
√
2
(−x++2x−)F

and the triplet solutions are

ε = e
i

r
√
2
x+E + e

− i
r
√
2
x+F

Since these triplet supersymmetry parameters do not depend on x−, the corresponding

supersymmetry survives upon dimensional reduction along x− without any need to turn on

an R-gauge field. While this is nice, the price we have to pay is having a more complicated

Killing spinor equation.

We will study the singlet solution instead. This has a simpler Killing spinor equation,

and it gives us an opportuntiy to study a situation where the supersymmetry parameter

depends nontrivially on the fiber direction along which we dimensionally reduce. But

again the question arises, along which direction we shall reduce. Let us start by recalling

the 6d Weyl condition Γε = −ε that we will write as

ΓtyΓ1234ε = −ε (3.2)

As we mentioned in the Introduction, we also want to impose the Weyl projection

ΓMεv
M = 0

where vM is now to be either one of the lightcone directions, vM = δM± . So the above

Weyl projection amounts to

Γ±ε = 0

where

Γ± =
1√
2

(
Γt ±

1

r
Γy

)
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so we may also express this Weyl projection as

Γtyε = ∓ε (3.3)

Now by combining (3.2) and (3.3), we get

Γ1234ε = ±ε

The singlet supersymmetry parameter has Γ1234ε = −ε and therefore we shall take vM =

δM− and perform the dimensional reduction along the x− direction. Let us write down the

singlet solution again as

ε = e
i
√
2
r
x−E + e−

i
√
2
r
x−F

Then upon dimensional reduction, we shall expand the fermionic field in the same modes

as

ψ = e
i
√
2
r
x−χ+ e−

i
√

2
r
x−ζ

Of course we do not know the non-Abelian supersymmetry variations for the M5 brane.

The strategy will therefore be to start with the Abelian supersymmetry variations for the

M5 brane, and reduce these along the x− direction by using the above mode expansion

for the fermionic field. We will also find a corresponding Abelian Lagrangian that is

supersymmetric. These steps are in parallel with what we have already done when we

reduced along the time direction, although the reduction along x− requires a lot more com-

putations. Once we have obtained these Abelian supersymmetries and Lagrangian, the

generalization to the non-Abelian case will be examined. We start by replacing derivatives

with gauge covariant derivatives and examine the term in the variation of the Lagrangian

that is cubic in the fermionic field. But this term is vanishing, not because of some Fierz

rearrangment, but simply because, as we will see, the supersymmetry variation of the

following combination of gauge fields is vanishing,2

δ (Ai − κiAy) = 0

and it is precisely this combination that enters in the kinetic term for the fermionic field

iχ†γiDiχ

So when we vary the gauge potential in this term, there will be no cubic term generated.

Let us now show this in more detail. Let us start with the 6d supersymmetry variation

δAM = −iψ̄ΓMNεv
N

2In 6d we also have the gauge fixing condition AMv
M = A− = 0 that can be seen as a consequence of

AM = BMNv
N .
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from which we obtain

δAi = − ir√
2
κiψ̄ε

δA+ = −iψ̄ε

Then

Diψ = (Di − κiDy)ψ

=

(
Di −

r√
2
κiD+

)
ψ

The important observation is now that

δDi = −ieδ
(
Ai −

r√
2
κiA+

)
= 0

For this computation we have used

Γ± = Γ±̂
Γi = Γ̃i +

r√
2

(Γ+ − Γ−)

and then

Γi± = Γ̃iΓ± +
r√
2
κiΓ+−

We have

Γ± =
1√
2

(
Γt ± 1

r
Γy

)
Γ± =

1√
2

(
Γt ± rΓy

)
and then we get

Γ+− = Γt̂ŷ

We impose the Weyl projection

Γ−ε = 0

and then we get

Γ−Γ+ε = ({Γ−,Γ+} − Γ+Γ−) ε

= −2ε
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where we notice the metric is

ds2 = −2e+̂e−̂ + êiêi

Now having shown that δDi = 0 is, as we will see below, just one crucial step among

many other steps towards obtaining a supersymmetry non-Abelian Lagrangian.

We begin with assuming the gauge group is Abelian and let us first study the super-

symmetry variation of the tensor gauge field in 6d,

δHMNP = −3i∂M
(
ψ̄ΓNP ε

)
for an anticommuting supersymmetry parameter, for which we have the relation

ε̄ΓMNψ = (εTCΓMNψ)T = −ψT (−CΓMNC
−1)(−C)ε = −ψ̄ΓMNε

where we used the 11d Majorana condition. We would first like to show a correspondence

with the fermionic equation of motion and selfduality of HMNP . In 6d, this correspondence

is almost trivial to show. Namely, we have

(δHMNP )− = − i
2
∇Q

(
ψ̄ΓQΓMNP ε

)
and by using the identity ΓQΓMNPΓQ = 0 and ∇Mε = ΓMη, we get

(δHMNP )− = − i
2
∇Qψ̄ΓQΓMNP ε

and we see that this variation vanishes on the fermionic equation of motion ΓM∇Mψ = 0.

We would now like to show this correspondence between selfduality and the fermionic

equation of motion again, but now in lightcone coordinates, following closely [6]. To this

end, we define

Gij = Gij − r
√

2Fi+κj

where

Gij = Hij+

Fi+ = Hi+−

and we want to show that the selfdual part vanishes, (δGij)+ = 0, on the fermionic equation

of motion. So we first need to obtain the explicit expressions for the supersymmetry

variation and for the fermionic equation of motion in lighcone coordinates. We begin

with the supersymmetry variation. We have

δGij = −2i∇i

(
ψ̄Γj+ε

)
− i∂+

(
ψ̄Γijε

)
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δFi+ = −i∂i
(
ψ̄Γ+−ε

)
+ i∂+

(
ψ̄Γi−ε

)
− i∂−

(
ψ̄Γi+ε

)
where ∇i are 4d covariant derivatives. We expand

ε = e
i
√

2
r
x−E + e−

i
√
2
r
x−F

ψ = e
i
√

2
r
x−χ+ e−

i
√

2
r
x−ζ

where

∇iE = −3i

2
κiE

∂+E = − i

r
√

2
E

and corresponding relations for F . We also expand

Γi± = Γ̃iΓ± +
r√
2
κiΓ+−

Γij = Γ̃ij − r
√

2κiΓ̃j (Γ+ − Γ−)

Then we get

δGij = −2i∇i

(
χ̄Γ̃jΓ+E

)
− i
√

2r∇i (χ̄Γ+−Eκj)

−i∂+
(
χ̄Γ̃ijE

)
+ i
√

2r∂+

(
κiχ̄Γ̃jΓ+E

)
We may now notice the appearance of a curly derivative from

−2i

(
∇i −

r√
2
κi∂+

)(
χ̄Γ̃jΓ+E

)
= −2iDi

(
χ̄Γ̃jΓ+E

)
where we assume that ∂+κi = 0. So then we have

δGij = −2iDi
(
χ̄Γ̃jΓ+E

)
− i
√

2r∇i (χ̄Γ+−Eκj)

−i∂+
(
χ̄Γ̃ijE

)
We have

δFi+ = −i∇i (χ̄Γ+−E) +
ir√

2
κi∂+ (χ̄Γ+−E)

and then we get

δGij = −2iDi
(
χ̄Γ̃jΓ+E

)
− i
√

2rχ̄Γ+−E∇iκj

−i∂+
(
χ̄Γ̃ijE

)

30



or if we define

wij = ∇iκj −∇jκi

then we can write this as

δGij = −2iDi
(
χ̄Γ̃jΓ+E

)
− ir√

2
χ̄Γ+−Ewij

−i∂+
(
χ̄Γ̃ijE

)
We are now interested in extracting the selfdual part of this variation. To do this, we first

recall the Weyl projection

Γ−E = 0

We have

Γ± =
1√
2

(
Γt ±

1

r
Γy

)
Γ± =

1√
2

(
Γt ± rΓy

)
The Weyl projection can be written in the following alternative forms

Γt̂ŷE = E
Γ+−E = E

Expressed in terms of 4d gamma matrices, we get

δGij = 2
√

2iDiχ∗γjE −
ir√

2
χ∗Ewij − i∂+ (χ∗γijE)

We can further write this as

δGij =
i√
2
Dkχ∗[γk, γij]E − i∂+χ∗γijE −

1

r
√

2
χ∗γijE −

ir√
2
χ∗Ewij

Here we have rewritten this in terms of 6d Weyl components so that now all that remains

of the Γ−E = 0 Weyl projection is

γE = −E

which amounts to that γijE will be selfdual, and also γijγkE will be antiselfdual simply

because γkE is satisfying the opposite Weyl projection

γγkE = γkE
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as {γk, γ} = 0. Also since wij is selfdual, we can now extract the selfdual part of the

variation,

(δGij)+ =
i√
2
Dkχ∗γkγijE − i∂+χ∗γijE −

1

r
√

2
χ∗γijE −

ir√
2
χ∗Ewij

We can also write this in the form

δGij = −2
√

2iF∗γjDiζ +
ir√

2
F∗ζwij + i∂+(F∗γijζ)

and then

(δGij)+ = − i√
2
F∗γijγkDkζ +

ir√
2
F∗ζwij + iF∗γij∂+ζ +

1

r
√

2
F∗γijζ

that we can write as

= − i√
2
F∗γij

(
γkDkζ −

√
2∂+ζ +

i

r
ζ

)
+

ir√
2
F∗ζwij

We now use the identity

E =
ir2

8
γijEwij

to rewrite one term as

− 1

r
√

2
χ∗γijE = − ir

8
√

2
χ∗γijγ

klEwkl

and then we decompose

γijγ
kl = {γij, γkl} − γklγij

Noting that {γij, γkl} = −8δklij when acting on selfdual wkl, the first term gives rise to a

term

− ir√
2
χ∗Ewij

that cancels that corresponding term in δGij, and we are left with

δGij =
i√
2
Dkχ∗[γk, γij]E − i∂+χ∗γijE +

ir

8
√

2
χ∗γklγijE

and consequently

(δGij)+ =
i√
2
Dkχ∗γkγijE − i∂+χ∗γijE +

ir

8
√

2
χ∗γklγijE
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We can write this as

(δGij)+ =
i√
2

(
Dkχ∗γk −

√
2∂+χ

∗ +
r

8
χ∗γklwkl

)
γijE

We now wish to show that this vanishes when the fermionic equation of motion is satisfied.

Taking the complex conjugate of what is inside the parentesis, we get the requirement

γiDiχ−
√

2∂+χ−
r

8
γklχwkl = 0

and indeed this is (a Weyl component of) the equation of motion.

Let us complete the supersymmetry variations. We have

δFi+ = −i
(
∇i (χ̄E)− r√

2
κi∂+ (χ̄E)

)
= −iDi (χ̄E)

= −iDi (χ∗E)

and, quite interestingly,

δFij = − ir√
2
χ∗Ewij

This is interesting, because it is zero, up to a term that is proportional to wij. This is

nothing like the usual supersymmetry variation, and in fact δDi = 0. And trivially

(δFij)− = 0

since wij is selfdual. We do not even need to use the fermionic equation of motion here.

We will now derive a 5d Lagrangian from the selfdual tensor field in 6d dimensions,

following closely [6]. We start by noting that

Hîĵ±̂ = Ei
îE

j
ĵ

(
Hij± − r

√
2Hi+−κj

)
Hîĵk̂ = Ei

îE
j

ĵ
Ek

k̂

(
Hijk −

3r√
2
Hij+κk +

3r√
2
Hij−κk

)
Hî+̂−̂ = Ei

îHi+−

or if we define

Fij = Hij−

Gij = Hij+

Fi+ = Hi+−

then

Hîĵ+̂ = Ei
îE

j
ĵ

(
Gij − r

√
2Fi+κj

)
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Hîĵ−̂ = Ei
îE

j
ĵ

(
Fij − r

√
2Fi+κj

)
Hîĵk̂ = Ei

îE
j

ĵ
Ek

k̂

(
Hijk +

3r√
2

(Fij −Gij)κk

)
Hî+̂−̂ = Ei

îFi+

We have the Bianchi identity

3∂[iHjk]+ − ∂+Hijk = 0 (3.4)

and we have the selfduality relation

Hîĵk̂ = ε̂iĵk̂
l̂+̂−̂Hl̂+̂−̂

We define

ε̂iĵk̂l̂+̂−̂ = ε̂iĵk̂l̂

so we have

Hîĵk̂ = −ε̂iĵk̂
l̂Hl̂+̂−̂

that we can write this as

Hijk +
3r√

2
(Fij −Gij)κk + εijk

lFl+ = 0

The Bianchi identity (3.4) then becomes

3∂[iGjk] = −∂+
(

3r√
2

(Fij −Gij)κk + εijk
lFl+

)
(3.5)

We define

Gij = Gij − r
√

2Fi+κj

Fij = Fij − r
√

2Fi+κj

that enable us to express (3.5) in the following simple form

εijklDiGjk = −2∂+F
l
+

and from

Hîĵ+̂ =
1

2
ε̂iĵ+̂

k̂l̂+̂Hk̂l̂+̂

we get, by noting that ε̂iĵ+̂
k̂l̂+̂ = −ε̂iĵ+̂k̂l̂−̂ = −ε̂iĵk̂l̂+̂−̂ = −ε̂iĵk̂l̂,

Gij = −1

2
εij

klGkl
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Fij =
1

2
εij

klFkl

The next step will therefore be to replace straight capital letters with curly ones,

∂[i

(
Gjk] + r

√
2Fj+κk

)
+ ∂+

(
r√
2

(Fij − Gij)κk +
1

3
εijk

lFl+

)
= 0

because then we can dualize and get

−DiGil +
r√
2
εijklDi (Fj+κk) +

r√
2
κi∂+

(
F il + Gil

)
+ ∂+F

l
+ = 0

As a consequence of this equation, we have

−
(
DiGil

)
κl + ∂+F

l
+κl = 0

that we can also write as

−Di

(
Gijκj

)
+

1

2
Gilwil + ∂+F

l
+κl = 0

but the second term is vanishing, as one can see by replacing Gil with Gil whcih is

antiselfdual so contracting with a selfdual wil gives zero. And moreover κlwil = 0. So we

have

Di

(
Gijκj

)
= κi∂+F

i
+

which will be a useful relation that we will use later. We may also write

−DiGil +
r√
2
εijklDi (Fj+κk) +

r√
2
κi∂+F il + ∂+F

l
+ = 0

We have the Bianchi identity

3∂[iHjk]− = ∂−Hijk

but if we put ∂− = 0 upon dimensional reduction, then this reduces to

εijkl∂iFjk = 0

Again replacing straight capital F with curly F , we first get

εijkl∂i

(
Fjk + r

√
2Fj+κk

)
= 0

and then by using selfduality this becomes

DiF il +
r√
2
εijklDi (Fj+κk) = 0
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But the nicest way to express this same equation is as

εijklDiFjk = 0

We have the Bianchi identity

2∂[iFj]+ + ∂+Fij = 0

Replacing F with F it becomes

2D[iFj]+ + ∂+Fij = 0

Finally, we return to

Hijk +
3r√

2
(Fij −Gij)κk + εijk

lFl+ = 0

and apply the Bianchi identity εijkl∂lHijk = 0. We then get

DiFi+ =
r

2
√

2
Fijwij

where we define

Di = Di −
r√
2
κi∂+

We have thus got two types of equations of motion,

−DiGil +
r√
2
εijklDi (Fj+κk) +

r√
2
κi∂+F il +

1

2
∂+F

l
+ = 0

DiFi+ −
r

2
√

2
Fijwij = 0

and in addition to these, we have the selfduality equations

Gij = −1

2
εij

klGkl

Fij =
1

2
εij

klFkl

The equation

DiF il +
r√
2
εijklDi (Fj+κk) = 0 (3.6)

surely looks very much like an independent equation of motion, but actually it is not. It

is a direct consequence of εijkl∂iFjk = 0 together with the selfduality equation of motion

for Fij. That means we do not need to demand that the equation (3.6) follows from an

action upon the variation of a gauge field as one normally would expect. Now one may ask
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some questions about number of components. Let us be very brief and just notice that

selfdual HMNP has 10 components, just as do selfdual Fij and Fi+ together, as 6+4 = 10.

So we do not expect Gij shall be part of the supermultiplet upon dimensional reduction.

Only Fij, Fi+ should be part of the vector muliplet. It then seems reasonable to assume

that the antiselfdual Gij shall be viewed as a Lagrange multiplier field that is imposing

selfduality on Fij, rather than as a dynamical field that contributes to additional degrees

of freedom. We now make the following ansatz for a gauge field Lagrangian,

LA = bF ijGij + cF i
+Fi+ + dεijklFijFk+κl + eεijklGijFk+κl

and treat Gij (assumed to be antiselfdual from the outset), Ai and A+ as independent

fields that we shall vary to derive the classical equations of motion. Then these equations

of motion become

Fij −
1

2
εij

klFkl = 0(
br
√

2 + 2e
)
Di

(
Gijκj

)
− 2cDiFi+ − dFijwij = 0

−2bDiGim +
(
br
√

2 + 2e
)
κi∂+Gim + 2dεmiklDi (Fk+κl) + 2d∂+Fmjκj + 2c∂+F

m
+ = 0

We now write the second relation as

−2cDiF
i
+ +

(
br
√

2 + 2e
)
κi∂+F

i
+ − dFijwij = 0

By now requiring the combination Di = Di − r√
2
κi∂+ to appear, we get the following

equations

br
√

2 + 2e

2c
=

r√
2

br
√

2 + 2e

2b
=

r√
2

d

b
= − r√

2
c

b
= 1

These equations have the following unique solution

b = 1

c = 1

d = − r√
2

e = 0
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up to one overall constant. Fixing that overall constant to be 1/4, the Lagrangian is given

by

LA =
1

4

(
F ijGij + F i

+Fi+ −
r√
2
εijklFijFk+κl

)
where we have also replaced F with F in the graviphoton term, which we can do freely

by just noting that κjκl = 0 upon antisymmetrization in j and l. The supersymmetry

variation of this Lagrangian is

δLA = − i√
2
χ∗γjEDiF ij +

i

4
χ∗γijE∂+Fij +

i

2
χ∗EDiFi+

− ir

4
√

2
χ∗EGijwij −

ir

2
√

2
χ∗EF ijwij

The fourth term is identically zero because Gij is antiselfdual off-shell.

Next, we obtain the supersymmetry variation

δψ =
1

12
ΓMNP εHMNP

in 4d. To this end, it is advantageous to first recast this in flat space indices,

δψ =
1

4
Γîĵ+̂εHîĵ+̂ +

1

4
Γîĵ−̂εHîĵ−̂ +

1

2
Γî+̂−̂εHî+̂−̂

Then it immediately follows that

δψ =
1

4
Γ̃ijΓ−̂εFij +

1

2
Γ̃iΓ+̂−̂εFi+

which in terms of 4d gamma matrices reads

δχ =
1

2
√

2
γijEFij −

1

2
γiEFi+

Then let us look at each term in turn in the fermionic action

LF =
i

2
χ∗γiDiχ−

i√
2
χ∗P−∂+χ

+
1

r
χ∗P+χ−

ir

16
χ∗γijP−χwij

The variation of the first two derivative terms becomes after using two types of Bianchi

identities

δ
(
LIF + LIIF

)
=

i√
2
χ∗γiEDjFji −

1

2
χ∗EDiFi+ −

i

4
χ∗γijE∂+Fij

− 1

r2
√

2
χ∗γijEFij
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The first line is exactly canceling corresponding terms in δLA. The variation of the two

last mass terms gives

δ
(
LIIF + LIVF

)
= −1

r
χ∗γiEFi+ −

ir

16
√

2
χ∗γijγklEwijFkl

Ideally we had wanted these to cancel against the last term in δLA,

δLV IA = − ir

2
√

2
χ∗EwijF ij

We do not seem to get a perfect cancelation, but let us note that we can rewrite the last

term in δ
(
LIIF + LIVF

)
as

− ir

16
√

2
χ∗
(
{γij, γkl} − γklγij

)
EwijFkl =

ir

2
√

2
χ∗EwijF ij +

ir

16
√

2
χ∗γklγijEwijFkl

=
ir

2
√

2
χ∗EwijF ij +

1

r2
√

2
χ∗γijEFij

The first term cancels against δLV IA and the second term cancels the last term in δ
(
LIF + LIIF

)
.

The final result is that we have the following nonzero variation of the Lagrangian,

δL = −1

r
χ∗γiEFi+ (3.7)

Since the 6d metric inverse gij is equal to the 4d metric inverse Gij and since the index i in

Fi+ = Hi+− can be extended to indices + and − without changing anything since H++−

and H−+− are zero anyway, we can view i as a 6d index contracted by the 6d metric. This

means that we can write this result in terms of 6d flat space indices as

δL =
i

r
√

2
δB î

+̂Hî+̂−̂

and by using the selfduality relation

Hîĵk̂ = −ε̂iĵk̂
l̂Fl̂+̂−̂

we can further write this as

δL =
i

r
√

2
ε̂iĵk̂l̂+̂−̂δBî+̂Hĵk̂l̂

Now we can change to 6d curved space indices and then this becomes

δL = − i

r
√

2
εijklHijkδBl+

where we define εijkl = −εijkl+−. We now wish to show that this can be expressed as a

total variation of some topological term of the form

Ltop = εijklHijkBl+
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up to some constant factor. When we expand its variation, we find two types of terms,

δLtop = 3εijkl∂iδBjkBl+ + εijklHijkδBl+

The first term here can be further written as

−3εijklδBjk∂iBl+ = −3

2
εijklδBjkHil+

where we dropped a couple of total derivative terms. Now, if we change to flat space

indices we see the emergence of an antiselfdual Hîĵ+̂ = Gîĵ and so what this term becomes

is something that is proportional to δBijGij and this is zero, because δBij ∼ χ∗γijE and

we have that γijEGij = 0 since Gij is antiselfdual and E is Weyl. One way to see this is

by noting that γijEwij is nonzero where wij is selfdual. This means that we are left with

only the second term,

δLtop = εijklHijkδBl+

as we wanted to show. So by adding the topological term

Ltop =
i

r
√

2
εijklHijkBl+

we find that its variation cancels the variation δL in (3.7) above.

Let us now study the matter part supersymmetry. The Lagrangian is

LF =
i

2
χ†γiDiχ−

i√
2
χ†P−∂+χ+

1

r
χ†P+χ

− i

2r
χγ12P−χ−

ir

2
√

2
κiχ

†γi∂+χ

−1

2
κiχ

†γiχ

The supersymmetry variation is

δχ = −γiτAEDiφA −
2i

r
τAEφA

where we define

Di = Di − κi∂y
∂y =

r√
2

(∂+ − ∂−)

Using this generalized derivative on the fermion, and the expansion where

∂−χ → i
√

2

r
χ
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we find that the Lagrangian simplifies to

LF =
i

2
χ†γiDiχ−

i√
2
χ†P−∂+χ

+
1

r
χ†P+χ−

i

2r
χγ12P−χ

We thus need to carefully define the operator Di acting on bosons and fermions respec-

tively, as

Diφ = ∂iφ−
r√
2
∂+φ

Diχ = Diχ−
r√
2
κi∂+χ+ iκiχ

Similarly then when this generalized derivative acts on the supersymmetry parameter,

and then one finds the following Killing spinor equation

DiE = 0

We get the supersymmetry variation

δLF = − i
2
χ†γijτAE [Di,Dj]φA − iχ†τAED2

i φ
A

−2
√

2

r
χ†τAE∂+φA

+
2i

r2
χ†τAEφA − 2

r
χ†γ12τAEφA

Two terms cancel by using

[Di,Dj]φ = − r√
2
wij∂+φ

and

γ12E = −iE
γ34E = −iE

and we get

δLF = −iχ†τAED2
i φ

A

+
4i

r2
χ†τAEφA

Let us now turn to the scalar fields’ Lagrangian

LS = −1

2
(DiφA)2 − 2

r2
(φA)2

41



Using the variation

δφA = iχ†τAE

we find that δLS + δLF = 0.

Before turning to the non-Abelian case, let us first summarize the Abelian case. We

have the Lagrangian

L = LA + Lmatter + Ltop

where

LA =
1

4

(
F ijGij + F i

+Fi+ −
r√
2
εijklFijFk+κl

)
Lmatter =

i

2
χ∗γiDiχ−

i√
2
χ∗P−∂+χ

+
1

r
χ∗P+χ−

ir

16
χ∗γijP−χwij

−1

2
(DiφA)2 − 2

r2
(φA)2

Ltop =
i

r
√

2
εijklHijkBl+

and the supersymmetry variations

δφA = iχ∗τAE
δχ =

1

2
√

2
γijEFij −

1

2
γiEFi+ − γiτAEDiφA −

2i

r
τAEφA

δAi = − ir√
2
κiχ

∗E

δA+ = −iχ∗E
δFi+ = −iDi (χ∗E)

δFij = − ir√
2
χ∗Ewij

δGij = 2
√

2iDiχ∗γjE −
ir√

2
χ∗Ewij − i∂+ (χ∗γijE)

To see whether a non-Abelian generalization is possible, let us start by replacing all

derivatives with gauge covariant derivatives,

DiφA = Diφ
A − κiDyφ

A

Diφ
A = ∂iφ

A − ie[Ai, φA]

Dyφ
A = ∂yφ

A − ie[Ay, φA]

in the supersymmetry variations. Then by noting that

[Di,Dj]φA = −ie[Fij, φA]
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we get

δL = −e
2
χ∗γijτAE [Fij, φA]

To cancel this variation, one might be tempted to add the following term to the La-

grangian,

∆L =
e√
2
χ∗τA[χ, φA]

But if we do that, then that term will upon a supersymmetry variation generate a host

of new terms, such as

χ∗γiE [DiφA, φA] (3.8)

but we can not cancel this term by anything. The only candidate term (DiφA)2 does

not work because the supersymmetry variation of the gauge potential Ai is vanishing,

so it can not give rise to something that is proportional to χ∗γiE . So we can not cancel

the variation (3.8) and therefore we shall not add any extra commutator terms to the

Lagrangian.

Instead we shall modify the supersymmetry variation of Gij by adding a term3

∆δGij =
e

2
[χ∗γijτ

AE , φA]

If we could make the gauge choice A+ = 0 and then just forget about δA+ altogether,

then since δAi = 0, we would have no cubic term in the fermionic fields that could appear

when we vary the gauge potential in the fermionic kinetic term. But imposing the gauge

choice A+ = 0 is unsatisfactory since this gauge choice breaks supersymmetry by itself.

We can avoid this problem of gauge fixing by reducing supersymmetry by another half.

We then impose the Weyl projection

τ 5E = E

Then we have the supersymmetry variation

δφ5 = iχ∗E
3This is in accordance with the Lambert-Papageorgakis theory, where

δHMNP ∼ ..+ [φA, ψ̄]ΓAΓMNPQεv
Q

if we notice that the only surviving combination of gamma matrices can be Γij+−, which simply means

that the commutator only enters in Hij+, or in other words Gij .
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and we see that the combination A+ − φ5 is a supersymmetric invariant,

δ
(
A+ − φ5

)
= 0

We then obtain a supersymmetric Lagrangian by simply adding commutator terms that

involve φ5 for each place where there is a gauge field A+. Such commutator terms are

of course gauge invariant by themselves. But we can repackage these terms into a new

derivative

D+ = D+ + ie[φ5, •]

where D+ = ∂+ − ie[A+, •]. One may worry that ordinary derivative acts on a fermionic

field, but that is just because of how we have set up our Lagrangian. We have already

taken into account all those curvature corrections when we analysed the Abelian case

and those curvature corrections will not be affected in any significant way by the non-

Abelian generalization. We now obtain a full supersymmetric non-Abelian Lagrangian

by replacing every occurence of ∂+ with D+ as we defined it above (with an ordinary

derivative ∂+ rather than a curvature covariant ∇+). There is now at this stage no need

to impose any gauge fixing condition on A+.

The B ∧H term is straightforwardly generalized to the non-Abelian case as Ba ∧Ha

where a is the adjoint gauge group index. The supersymmetry variation of B̃i+ is similarly

generalized by just attaching that adjoint gauge group index as δBa
i+ = −i

√
2(χa)∗γiE . We

also assume the duality relation is generalized to the non-Abelian case as Ha
ijk = εijklF

a
l+.

As we did not put any component of the fermionic field to zero here, as we did for the

case of time reduction, we do not expect our 5d Lagrangian will be possible to derive by

turing on an R-gauge field in some dual formulation. In particular, we do not expect the

closure relations will be of a standard form.
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A A 6d formulation of 5d SYM

There is a 6d formulation of 5d SYM where one introduces a vector field vM and requires

all fields to have vanishing Lie derivatives along that vector field [4], [7], [5]. We did not

make explicit use of this 6d formulation of 5d SYM. But it was this formulation that
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originally motivated us to search for consistent supersymmetric truncations, and the two

cases that we have studied in this paper can be at least intuitvely quite clearly understood

by looking at this formulation of the theory where they emerge as the Weyl projections

(A.8) and (A.9) respectively.

The 6d supersymmetry variations look like a non-Abelian generalization of the Abelian

M5 brane, but of course there is a catch. Namely we do not have closure relations satisfied

for these variations, unless two terms vanish, namely the terms in (A.3) and (A.4). Let

us present this in detail. The supersymmetry variations are given by

δφA = iε̄ΓAψ

δHMNP = 3iDP (ε̄ΓMNψ) + eε̄ΓMNPQΓA[ψ, φA]vQ

δAN = iε̄ΓNPψv
P

δψ =
1

12
ΓMNP εHMNP + ΓMΓAεDMφ

A − 4ΓAηφA − ie

2
ΓMΓABε[φA, φB]vM

Here

DMφ
A = ∂Mφ

A − ie[AM , φA] + V AB
M φB

where VM is an R-gauge field, and

DMε = ΓMη −
1

8
ΓAΓRSTΓMεT

A
RST

DM ε̄ = −η̄ΓM −
1

8
ε̄ΓMΓRSTΓATARST (A.1)

Here vM is a Killing vector field and Lv denotes the Lie derivative along this Killing vector

field. We will impose the gauge condition

AMv
M = 0 (A.2)

which is a very natural gauge condition if we think on AM as BMNv
N . Now this corre-

spondence is at present unknown to us for the nonabelian case where HMNP is all that

we have. We would like to know how to express the theory in terms of some nonabelian

gauge potential BMN but at present we do not have such a formulation. Nevertheless, the

gauge potential will be assumed to satisfy the gauge condition (A.2).

We define the 6d chirality matrix

Γ = Γ0̂1̂2̂3̂4̂5̂

in flat tangent space and we assume that spinor and supersymmetry parameter have

opposite chiralities

Γψ = ψ
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Γε = −ε

We use 11d gamma matrices where ΓM denote spacetime gamma matrices for M =

0, 1, ..., 5 and ΓA denote five transverse space gamma matrices for A = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and

these anticommute, {ΓM ,ΓA} = 0.

For the closure computation of these supersymmetry variations, we define

SM = ε̄ΓMε

and the gauge parameter

Λ = −iε̄ΓQΓAεφAvQ

and we assume that ε is a commuting spinor, since that simplifies the closure computation

a bit yet without imposing any restrictions.

The superconformal algebra in curved space is

δ2ε = −iLS − 2iW − 2ε̄ΓABηRAB + δgauge

where

RAB =
i

2
ΓAB

RAB
CD = 2iδABCD

and

WφA = 2

Wψ =
5

2
WHMNP

= 0

are the Weyl weights.

As always with closure relations, we can express these in terms of conventional Lie

derivatives LS, or in terms of gauge covariant Lie derivatives LS. These are related as

−iLSφA = −iLSφA − ie[φA,∆λ]− iSMV AB
M φB

−iLSψ = −iLSψ − ie[ψ,∆λ]− i

4
SMV AB

M ΓABψ

−iLSHMNP = −iLSHMNP − ie[HMNP ,∆λ]

−iLSAM = −iSNFNM
= −iLSAM +DM (∆λ)

where ∆λ = iSMAM . We thus see that from LS we get LS plus some extra gauge

transformation and R-rotation.
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If we assume that ε is commuting, then we find the following closure relations,

δ2φA = −iLSφA − 4iε̄ηφA − 4iε̄ΓABηφB − ie[φA,Λ]

δ2HMNP = −iLSHMNP

+3iDM

(
ST
(
H−NPT − 6φATANPT

))
−4iSTD[PHMNT ] − eεMNPQRS ε̄Γ

Sε[DRφ
A, φA]vQ − ie

2
ε̄ΓV εεMNPQUV ψ̄

bΓUψavQ

+3eε̄ΓPΓAε[HMNQv
Q − FMN , φ

A]

−ie[HMNP ,Λ]

+
e

2
Lv
(
ε̄ΓABΓMNP ε

)
[φA, φB]

δ2ψ = −iLSψ − 2iη̄ε
5

2
ψ − iη̄ΓABεΓABψ − ie[ψ,Λ]

+
3i

8
SQΓQ

(
ΓPDPψ +

1

4
ΓRSTΓAψTARST − ieΓMΓA[ψ, φA]vM

)
+2icQBΓQΓB

(
ΓPDPψ +

1

4
ΓRSTΓAψTARST − ieΓMΓA[ψ, φA]vM

)
δ2AM = −iLSAM +DM

(
−iε̄ΓNΓAεφAvN

)
+iSTFTM − iST

(
H+
MNT + 6TAMNPφ

A
)
vN

+iLv
(
ε̄ΓMΓAεφA

)
Apart from the term

e

2
Lv
(
ε̄ΓABΓMNP ε

)
[φA, φB] (A.3)

in δ2HMNP and the term

iLv
(
ε̄ΓMΓAεφA

)
(A.4)

in δ2AM , we can now obtain closure up to a gauge transformation with gauge parameter

λ = −iε̄ΓMΓAεφAvM if certain equations of motion are satisfied. Closure on HMNP

requires the following equations of motion,

H−NPT − 6φATANPT = 0 (A.5)

HMNQv
Q − FMN = 0 (A.6)

and closure on AM requires the equation of motion

FTM −
(
H+
MNT + 6TAMNP

)
vN = 0 (A.7)

By adding 0 = H−NPT − 6φATANPT to H+
MNT + 6TAMNPφ

A we get HMNT = H+
MNT +H−MNT

and (A.7) reduces to (A.6). Of course the presence of the terms (A.3) and (A.4) means

that these 6d supersymmetry variations do not close, unless both these terms vanish.
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One way to make these two terms vanish is by requiring the Lie derivative vanishes on

every field and also on the supersymmetry parameter, Lvε = 0, where Lv denotes the Lie

derivative along vM . This is the usual dimensional reduction along the vector field vM .

Could there be some other ways to achieve closure? At least for the first term (A.3),

we can make that term disappear without requiring Lvε = 0. To see this more clearly, let

us notice that a corresponding commutator term sits in the supersymmetry variation of

the (2, 0) tensor multiplet fermion ψ as

δψ = ...− ie

2
ΓMΓABε[φA, φB]vM

and here we can see two ways for this commutator term to vanish.

One is by just keeping one scalar field, say φ5 and reduce supersymmetry by imposing

the R-symmetry Weyl projection

ΓA=5ε = ε (A.8)

and discarding the hypermultiplet. Of course, with just one scalar field, there will be no

nontrivial commutator term [φA, φB], but having to discard the hypermuliplet is of course

unsatisfactory.

The other way to get rid of this term is by taking vM to be a null vector and imposing

the Weyl projection

ΓMεv
M = 0 (A.9)

and again this commutator term will vanish. The advantage of the null reduction is clearly

that we can keep the full tensor multiplet structure with the five scalar fields intact.

B The Euclidean M5 brane

So far we have discussed only the Lorentzian M5 brane. But if we eventually would like

to study the M5 brane on say S6, then we will need to understand what the Euclidean M5

brane really means in terms of its tensor multiplet structure and its supersymmetry. So

here we will clarify this point. First we begin with what is familiar to us though, namely

the Lorentzian tensor multiplet and then we seek a way to modify this so that we can

allow a Euclidean signature.

B.1 The Lorentzian (2, 0) and (0, 2) tensor multiplets

We begin with Lorentzian SO(1, 5) × SO(5) ⊂ SO(1, 10) where we have the Dirac con-

jugate ε̄ = ε†Γ0 and the Majorana condition ε̄ = εTC that in terms of Weyl components
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reads ε∓†Γ = ε∓TC and hence is compatible with Weyl projection ε+ = 0. We then have

the chiral (2, 0) tensor mutliplet

δφ+A = iε̄ΓAψ+

δB+
MN = iε̄ΓMNψ

+

δψ+ =
1

12
ΓMNP εH+

MNP + ΓMΓAεDMφ
+A − 4ΓAηφ+A

We may also consider the anti-chiral (0, 2) tensor multiplet

δφ−A = iε̄ΓAψ−

δB−MN = iε̄ΓMNψ
−

δψ− =
1

12
ΓMNP εH−MNP + ΓMΓAεDMφ

−A − 4ΓAηφ−A

and if we put them together we can write a Lagrangian

L(2,0)+(0,2) = − 1

24
H2
MNP + L+ + L−

L± = −1

2
(DMφ

±A)2 − 1

2
µABφ±Aφ±B

+
i

2
ψ̄±ΓMDMψ

± +
i

8
ψ̄±ΓMNPΓAψ±T∓AMNP

that is invariant under both the (2, 0) and the (0, 2) superconformal symmetries where

the corresponding supersymmetry parameters satisfy

DMε
∓ = ΓMη

± − 1

8
ΓAΓRSTΓMε

∓T∓ARST

These Killing spinor equations are compatible with the Majorana conditions ε∓†Γ0 =

ε∓TC only if we require that

(η±)†Γ0 = (η±)TC

(T∓ARST )∗ = T∓ARST

To see that we use (ΓM)† = Γ0ΓMΓ0.

B.2 The Euclidean (2, 2) tensor multiplet

We change to Euclidean signature SO(6) × SO(5) ⊂ SO(6, 5) by defining the Dirac

conjugate as ε̄ = ε†Γ. We impose the 11d Majorana condition ε̄ = εTC with that new

Dirac conjugate. In terms of Weyl components, this reads (ε±)†Γ = (ε∓)TC and we can

not impose the 6d Weyl condition. We have the Euclidean nonchiral (2, 2) multiplet

δφ±A = iε±†ΓΓAψ±
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δBMN = ε†ΓΓMNψ

δψ± =
i

12
ΓMNP ε∓HMNP + ΓMΓAε∓DMφ

±A − 4ΓAη±φ±A

where we have removed a factor of i from the variation δB±MN to make the variation

hermitian by using the Majorana condition. We also multiplied HMNP by a factor of i

in δψ to make the variation compatible with the Majorana condition with HMNP real.

Because of this i, there is a change of sign in the kinetic term for the tensor field and the

Lagrangian is

L(2,2) =
1

24
H2
MNP + L+ + L−

where the matter part looks identical with that of the Lorentzian (2, 0) + (0, 2) theory if

we write the Dirac conjugates as ψTC. But if we use the new Majorana condition then it

will look like

L± = −1

2
(DMφ

±A)2 − 1

2
µABφ±Aφ±B

+
i

2
ψ∓†ΓΓMDMψ

± − 1

8
ψ∓†ΓΓMNPΓAψ±T∓AMNP

where we also multiplied TAMNP with a factor of i, which is in line with having the same

factor of i multiplying HMNP . We may notice that the chiral parts H±MNP will be complex

fields, but the sum, HMNP = H+
MNP +H−MNP will be real. This observation may be used

for holomorphic factorization of the partition function in Euclidean signature. We get

back to the (2, 0) tensor multiplet by replacing ψ−†Γ with ψ+TC. Once we have done that

replacement, we drop the 11d Majorana condition and impose the Weyl projection ψ− = 0.

Then L+ will become identical with L(2,0) (although we are now in signature SO(6, 5)). We

can do the corresponding replacements for the (0, 2) theory. These two supersymmetries

do not mix once we formulate the theory in terms of ψTC. The supersymmetry parameters

satisfy

DMε
∓ = ΓMη

± − i

8
ΓAΓRSTΓMε

∓T±ARST

where consistency with the Majorana condition implies that

η±†Γ = −η±TC
(T±AMNP )† = T±AMNP

C The Majorana condition in various dimensions

The 11d Majorana condition is

ψ̄ = ψTC
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where we define ψ̄ = ψ†Γt. We will represent the 11d gamma matrices as

Γt = i(σ2)ABδ
α
β δ

α̇
β̇

Γm = (σ1)AB(γm)αβδ
α̇
β̇

ΓA = (σ3)ABδ
α
β (τA)α̇β̇

The charge conjugation matrix is

C = εABCαβCα̇β̇

Hence the 11d Majorana condition is

(ψAαα̇)∗i(σ2)AB = ψBββ̇εBACβαCβ̇α̇

The 6d chirality matrix is

Γ = (σ3)ABδ
α
β δ

α̇
β̇

So if we define ε+− = 1, then we find

(ψ+αα̇)∗ = CαβCα̇β̇ψ
+ββ̇

(ε−αα̇)∗ = CαβCα̇β̇ε
−ββ̇

If we reduce to 5d then we have the spinor zero modes that satisfy the above Majorana

condition, but the chirality has lost its significance so we choose to not display it when

we work in 5d language, so instead of writing ψ+αα̇, we will just write ψαα̇ when this is a

5d spinor.

From

DMε = ΓMη

we get

DMε
†Γt = −η†ΓtΓM

DMε
TC = −ηTCΓM

Applying the Majorana condition on the left-hand side of the first equation, we get

DMε
TC = −η†ΓtΓM

and by identifying this with the right hand side of the second equation, we conclude that

η†Γt = ηTC
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D Metric and Kahler form on CP 2

Here we follow [8], [1] and obtain the explicit form of the metric and of the Kahler form

on CP 2. We begin by defining S5 as a sphere that is embedded in C3

r2 = |Z0|2 + |Z1|2 + |Z2|2

with the ambient flat space metric

ds2 = |dZ0|2 + |dZ1|2 + |dZ2|2

We define inhomogeneous coordinates

ζ1 =
Z1

Z0

ζ2 =
Z2

Z0

and put

Z0 = ρeiy

where

ρ2 =
r2

1 +
∑

a=1,2 |ζa|2

and

y ∼ y + 2π

We then get the metric on S5 as

ds2 = r2

(
(dy + V )2 +

dζadζ̄a

1 +
∑

a |ζa|2
− ζaζ̄bdζ̄adζb

(1 +
∑

a |ζa|2)
2

)

where

V =
i

2 (1 +
∑

a |ζa|2)
(
ζadζ̄a − ζ̄adζa

)
If we parametrize

ζ1 = f(χ, ψ) cos
θ

2
e
iϕ
2

ζ2 = f(χ, ψ) sin
θ

2
e−

iϕ
2
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where

f(χ, ψ) = tanχe
iψ
2

then we get

ds2 = r2 (dy + V )2 + ds2CP2

where

V =
1

2
sin2 χσ3

ds2CP2 = r2
(
dχ2 +

1

4
sin2 χ

(
σ2
1 + σ2

2 + cos2 χσ2
3

))
and

σ1 = sin θ cosψdϕ− sinψdθ

σ2 = sin θ sinψdϕ+ cosψdθ

σ3 = dψ + cos θdϕ

for which we find that

dσ3 = σ1 ∧ σ2

and cyclically related relations. We define tanχ ≥ 0 so that χ ∈ [0, π/2] and we make

the identification

ψ ∼ ψ + 4π

We define the vielbein

e4 = rdχ

e1 =
r

2
sinχσ1

e2 =
r

2
cosχσ2

e3 =
r

2
sinχ cosχσ3

We then find that

F = dV =
2

r2
J

where

J = e4 ∧ e3 + e1 ∧ e2

is the Kahler form.
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E The vielbein components in lightcone coordinates

In lightcone coordinates on R× S5, the vielbein has the components
e+̂+ e+̂− e+̂i

e−̂+ e−̂− e−̂i

êi+ êi− êii

 =


1 0 r√

2
κi

0 1 − r√
2
κi

0 0 E î
i


and its inverse is 

e++̂ e+−̂ e+ î

e−+̂ e−−̂ e− î

ei+̂ ei−̂ eiî

 =


1 0 − r√

2
κî

0 1 r√
2
κî

0 0 Ei
î


The metric is

ds2 = −2e+̂e−̂ + êiêi

and E î denotes the vielbein on CP 2. Since κi is a Killing vector, we have the important

identity

κiwij = 0

where wij is the Kahler form. Here κ was denoted as V and w = dκ was denoted as J in

appendix D.
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