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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.



1 Introduction

There is a supersymmetric (2,0) Abelian tensor multiplet in R'® 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

Here M = 0,1,2,3,4,5 is a vector index on the six-manifold that we will take to be
Lorentzian, and e will then be the supersymmetry parameter. The equation can
be relaxed by turning on supergravity background fields. But we will not study such a
generalization here. So V), 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 . 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 S® that one may con-
formally map to S* x Hs. 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 S' in S! x Hs, and dimensional reduction down to Hjs 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 Hj 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



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

Loa = (0¢)° + 1oy

where ¢ denotes bosonic fields and ¢/ denotes fermionic fields. The supersymmetry vari-

ation is schematically on the form

0op = e
0y = 0o

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

0=0Les =Y 0 ¢cth

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,

o = [ duo

d0pg = /duaw (1.2)

Its supersymmetry variation is

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

e = e +e "My

for some real parameter a that depends on the geometry of the six-manifold. This is the
generic structure for any solution of ([I.1)) on a circle bundle. Here subscripts denote the
mode number. Then the integral in ([1.2)) picks up corresponding nonzero modes from v,

0y = -1 +e 14

whose supersymmetry variations are

57/&1 = 5113%

Now let check if the truncated Lagrangian

Lsq = (0¢0)” + 1001 + 11004,
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is supersymmetric. We get

0Lsa = Y 0 (cpathoy + e 1041)

but this we can also write as

6Lsy = / duy 0 poet

Now let us go back to the 6d Lagrangian. If we expand ¢ in its Fourier modes as ¢ =
>, Pne™, then we get

0=0Lsa =) > 0P¢ne™eth

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= /du5£6d = Z Z o, / due™ )

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

0="> ¢ / ducy) = 5Lsq

which means that the truncated Lagrangian where only ¢q 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 ¢ 91 _19_; and if we have a supersymmetry variation of the
form d¢ o = €41941, then the variation of that term will contain a term of the form
€11¢119¥_11_1 that should survive if the truncation down to the modes ¢y and 1y, were
a consistent truncation. But we will never get that term if we first truncate the La-
grangian to the modes ¢y and ¥1; and then make the supersymmetry variation since
then we will put the term ¢, 91 191 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 x S° 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 S° [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 S 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 and 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.



2 M5 brane on R x S°

The six-manifold R x S® can be conformally mapped to S® 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 S° from an
M5 brane on R x S% without turning on an R-gauge field along the time direction. The
Abelian M5 brane on R x S® is well-understood. In fact one can generalize to any six-
manifold for which has at least one solution. In that case we have the following

supersymmetry variations

St = ey
0Bun = ©Elyny
1
0y = T eHynp + TV V6" — AT e

and the supersymmetric Lagrangian may be expressed as
1 7 - R
L = Lp— §(VM<;SA)2 + éwerMz/; — 1—0(¢A)2

where Lp 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 x S° and write the metric as
ds? = gundaeMda = —dt? + G,ppda™da”

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

gamma matrices 4 and 74 as follows,

I = ic’@lel

" = o'®@y"®1

M = oeler
The 6d chirality matrix is

I = *@1x1

and e and v have opposite chiralities

My = 4



and they are Majorana spinors in eleven dimensions,

T
= ¢ Chig

= @/)Tcnd

Sy )

where the Dirac conjugate is defined as v = ¥'T*. We may solve (1.1)) by separating its

components as

3,58 = Ftn
Ve = T'un (2.1)
We use the relation
R
r"=v,V,e = ——¢
4
where R = 3—2 is the Ricci scalar on S® with radius 7, to find the solution
[0 [0
I e €2r —|— e 2r
& F
We also get
1 Lt g VA Lt .F
’[’I — —e2r —_ —6_2'r
2r 0 2r 0
Here
1
Vi€ = —vm€
2r |
ViF = ——mF
2r

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,
T
Clld = _Clld
and we will represent it as

Cig = eRC®C



where C and C are antisymmetric charge conjugation matrices in 5d, and ¢ 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,
(Clld>aad7b55 = 5abCa,BCdB
Then the Majorana condition becomes
(waad)*i(OQ)ab — wab’ﬁgabcﬁacad
We will define the antisymmetric tensor &4, such that
Ey— = 1
and then we get

(W) = 900
(s_o‘d)* = E_B’BCBQCBQ

From now on we will drop the 6d chirality indices 4 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 £ and F,

(E7) = CapCapF”
(Fo) = CopCisf®

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
£ = (Cos)"(Cap) (FP)"
We may now multiply by charge conjugation matrices on both sides to get
CapCap€™ = CapCay(Can)"(Cy)"(FT)°
We shall require that

Cas(Cy)" = =0

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

introduce the inverse

7 = (Cay)*



We use C,5 and C*? to lower and rise spinor indices by always acting from the left,

wa = Caﬁwﬁ
v = Oy

So we define for example
(Y = CP (™),
We may now find the following relations

C% = C™1C = 55
C,f = CMC,, = —55

We have the Fierz expansion of two anticommuting spinors,
wawﬁ — ACQ,B + Bm(,}/m)aﬁ + Cmn(,ymn)a,@

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

tions
4®4 = 1,95, 10,

The subscripts a and s stand for antisymmetric and symmetric representations, so we
must have that C*? and (y™)*® are antisymmetric, whereas (7™")*? is symmetric in «
and B. Our 5d spinor notations follow closely the reference [2].

The time direction in Euclidean R x S® is noncompact if this shall be related by a
conformal map to S®. But in Lorentzian signature that we will consider here, the time
direction can be taken to be a compact circle with radius 27r. 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 4+ 27r. 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 etast
which is antiperiodic as t goes to t+27r, 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.



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

Then the fermionic field has the same type of expansion as the supersymmetry parameter
¢ 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,
(ond)* — Caﬁcaﬁcﬁﬁ

The supersymmetry variations can be derived easily by truncating the supesymmetry

variations for the Abelian M5 brane. We get

oot = =il —iFTY¢
5Am = _igT’YmX - ifT'YmC
1 2
B = 37 EFu =T EV Lt = ZriEs!
T 2
5 = 57" FFun =" TAF Vgt + S F

The corresponding supersymmetric Lagrangian is given by
L= EFEL - —< Y+ XV + S0
22<¢A> b (i - "
The natural choice is to take € to be an anti-commuting parameter. In that case the

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

5ot = —iflrty +ixIrAE
0Apm = —i& X +ix"m€
1 21
6X — 5,}/mn(c:};vmn - ”}/mTAgam(bA . —ZTA8¢A
T

We may also write the Lagrangian as

1 1
L = ZF,?W— §(vm¢f‘)2+z’xwmvmx
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2 a1y
S (07)7+ 5 XX

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

variations by just using the Killing spinor equation
Vol = —m&
2r

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 V,, with gauge covariant derivatives
Dy, = Vi —i[ A, o] 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 V,, with D,, everywhere, then we get the following nonvan-

ishing variation of the Lagrangian,
1
0L = = X!y AE [ Fn, 6] = X1y "E (D7, D]
where we define the gauge covariant derivative so that

We next cancel both these terms by adding to the Lagrangian the following coupling term
Ly = X'y o]

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
1 2i
SL+3Ly = SXITPyED, (9%, 67]) + X TAPE, 0"
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plus some cubic terms in y 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
biv = 57PEl0" ")
to dx. But that will also generate another term
0Ly = ’iXTTcg[[¢A7¢C]7¢C]
but that we can easily cancel by adding the term
Loa B
£2 = _Z[¢ 7¢ ]

But even when taking into account all these non-Abelian correction terms, we will still
end up with a nonvanishing variation
5t 1 21
t,_ _ABei 1A B
-+ =+ = TPE
v ) X (67, ¢"]

— ;XTTABE:[QSA,QSB]

(0+0)(L+Ly) = (

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
8 = & (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)g. But of course, by selecting the
fifth direction in (2.2]), we will just break SO(5) — SO(4) = SU(2)r x SU(2)r but the
SU(2)r 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 ¢ = ¢° and a fermionic field that is also subject to the Weyl projection

Y =
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Then the remaining fields are four real scalars, and another fermionic field subject to the
opposite Weyl projection 791 = —1). 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
(o3
waA

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

wao’c —

SO(5) vector index A. We define the gamma matrices 74 = (7¢,7°) as

i 0 U;B
T =
O.i,AJ 0
5/ 0
= !
0 —i5

The supersymmetry parameter that satisfies 79 = £ has a nonvanishing component &;,

&1
0

The antisymmetric charge conjugation matrix is represented as

We have

(€)= Cope''Fj

(X7)" = Case'(] (2.3)
The Killing spinor equations are
1
Vmgj == _’Ymgl
2r
0
vm-’r[ = _2_747771‘/__-1

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

Vi Fe = C%% (V&)
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/L. *
- —500‘[351‘1(%)%(5})
[ .
= —2—r(7m)wfu(5})

7
= 5, (") en(E))

The supersymmetry variations for the small tensor multiplet are

5o = —i(&)'xi —i(F)'¢
0A, = Ii(gl)T'VmXI — i(F1) ymr i
oxr = §7mn51an —"Er Dy — 725105

and the supersymmetric Lagrangian is

_ 1 2 _]‘ 2_3 2

. - 1
+i(x1)"Y" Dixr + %(XI)J[XI

The closure relations for these supersymmetry variations are highly nonstandard,
[527 61]¢ - 2Z‘CVJ¢
[02,01]Am, = 2L, A, + DA
. 12
[62,61]x1 = 8ilpx:+ 7AIJXJ
1
—1 (3A1J + 3BpIJ'Yp - Cpq1J7pq> ('YmvaJ + gXJ)
, 16 ~ 4~ m
+8iLzxr — 7AIJCJ - ;BmIJ7 Gy

(o7 ~ ~ m 1
-1 <3AIJ + 3Bplj7p - CquJ7pq> (7 Vils — 2_7"@)

where
1 )
Lpxr = B"/'V.xs+ ZVmBnIJ’YmnXJ = B" 'V, xs + Q—TCmnIJ’YmnXJ
. 1 - .
£§<I = BmIJVmCJ + ZlvanIJanCJ = BmIJvaJ

Here the various coeflicients are defined as

51(511)T = Al + Bm‘]l’ym + CanI’Ymn
(‘-:/‘I(J’—_.J)]L = AJI + BmJIIVm + CanIan
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where

1
A= (&)

i
_Z(5J>T7m51

1
CanI = g(gJ)TmenEI

J
Bm[ =

and
~ 1
AJI - —Z(IJ)TEI
~ 1
B, = —Z(fJ)TVmgz
~ 1
CanI = g (fJ>T7mngI

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

by using the Killing spinor equations,

VAl = 9.
VmBmJI = %Cmnjl
VTrLAZJI - _%EmJI
vanJI - EIZJIGmn
T

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 y; and (;.

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

_ g L o 2

4 mn

. m 1
+i(x1)"Y™ Doxr + Q_T(XI)TXI +e(x1)[xr. 9]

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(x)[xs, 00] +i(x)) 'y (—ie) [0 Am, x1]
= —ie(&)) [x}c(x?“)*—(vm)”(sx‘sf(x‘}‘“)*(vm)“ﬁ X:

We expand
XFOG)T = 05AY + (V) B 4 (7 s Crer”
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and then

T = die(€]) [53A, — (") sB,T] P

Here
ca 1 aa x ac
A JI = _Z(XI ) XJ
ca 1 aa * « C
Byt = =7 (") (m) X
So we have

T = ie(€)) X7 (G X = ie(€)) (") axr () (1) X7
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€)) [XFOE = () o067 (™)) 1

Now if we use the Fierz expansion, then we get

T = —die(£)) [5A” — (") 5B X
where
ca 1 aa x ocC
A = _Z(XI ) X1
ca 1 aa x o C
Bt = = (X3 () s
So we have
T — _; (g'y)* ’YC( aa)* ab+- (57)*( m)’y ﬁb( 6@)*( )6 ec
elcy) Xy \Xr ) X1 elcy) 7y sXJ \ X1 TYm) eXT

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)g down to U(1)g by imposing the Weyl condition
)78, = &
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Then there is just one complex supersymmetry parameter £ = &;. With this projec-
tion, one finds that the component y, does not enter the supersymmetry multiplet as its

supersymmetry variation becomes zero,
ox2=0

and so we define y := x; for which we find the supersymmetry variations

6p = —iElx —iF'¢
0Am = —i€'ymx —iF ¢ ,
oy = %’ym"San—fymé'Dm¢—%5¢

The Lagrangian is[|

1 1
—F? — —(D,,

. 1
+ix"y" Dy x + Q—TXTX + ex'[x, 9]

2_3 2
r2

L:

The Killing spinor equation is

2r
Originally we had

Fy = enCP(&))
G = 5210a5(Xf)*

Now we define F* := F¢ and (* := (& so with £'? = 1, we get the relations
Fo = CP(E&P)
¢ = Oy
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(0)'[x,d0] +i(x) 'y (—ie) [0 Am, X]
'However, we still have the Lagrangian for y as well,
1
Ly = i(x2)"7" Dmxa + 5-(x2) X2 + e(x2) [x2, 9]

but this Lagrangian is not supersymmetric since the corresponding cubic term 7" upon a supersymmetry
variation will not be vanishing, but it is now consistent with supersymmetry to truncate to xa = 0
since the supersymmetry variation of xo is vanishing. So then we will simply get £o = 0 and we retain

supersymmetry of Lo trivially by putting x2 = 0 as a truncation that is consistent with supersymmetry.
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= —ie(€)" [T = () X () () 8] X

We expand
X = 05AT + (Y By + () 6Chn
and then
T = 4ie(&7)" [(%AC“ — (ym)Vng,fj] X7
Here
e _%(XM)*XQC
B = =7 () ()X

So we have
T — ie(g»y)*x'yc(xaa)*xab . ie(gﬁ)*(,ym)’yﬁxﬁc(x&z)*(,ym)éexeb

We now see that we got back the same expression as the one we started with, but with
an overall minus sign, so 1" = —7', which clearly shows that 7" = 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

X = %

¢ = v
and similarly

8 - 51

F = &

Then we may state a Majorana condition as

Ve = 0PN

that we get from
¢ = Oy
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Moreover, the Killing spinor equations for xy and ¢ can now be grouped together into one
Killing spinor equation for the Majorana spinor &;
i

Valr = 5(0'3)1‘]7ng

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, xy and ( are nonzero Kaluza-Klein modes who receive an extra mass
simply by the fact that they are nonzero modes. In the other viewpoint, x and ¢ 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 x S°. 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

D& = 2%(&)#@
i

Vil = 5%11(03)1‘]51

We have the Majorana condition
(€)= Copc'’€]

We also have
)

nr = 5(03)1“1&7

The supersymmetry variations are

6p = —i(&r)'y
§An = —i(&) ymir

1 2
oy = §7mn51an — " Er0md — %(‘73)1J‘€J¢
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With a commuting supersymmetry parameter, we have the following closure relations.

Closure on ¢,
8¢ = i(&)Y"EOmd
Closure on A,,,
A = (€)Y E P + O (—i(E1) Er0)

Closure on vy,

12A
8y = —8iBme¢1+T(03)1J¢J

— 64+ 38,0%) ("o + o (0%

The supersymmetric Lagrangian is £ = Lp + LL + LI where

1 1 2
— _F2 _ 2~ 2

¢ m
Lr = )"V
1
L = ) (@)
r
For an anticommuting supersymmetry parameter, we have

0¢ = i(Yn)'&
0An = i(¥n) s

and then we get
. . 4
0Ly = V™) € + V2oivn) € — —6i(n)'E;
) 1 21
ek = i)'V (6T~ 2700~ 207610

= ) T F™ = () EIT6+ S (00) €V
+%(¢1)T7m7pq(vm51)qu — (Y1) YV (Vin&r) Vo + §<¢I)T(03)1J(7mvng)¢

1 1 21
SLY = §(¢1)T(03)1J (§’an5Jan —Y"E;NV md — ?2(03>JK8K¢>

Using
?

Vi = g(dg)fjgj

and



VAV Y = A

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

We may take the supersymmetry variations off-shell,

60 = —i(&n)Tyy

0A, = Iz’(c‘:})wmwf ,
SV = 57" Fn = 7" ErOn — £<03>H8J¢ +E;D7;
. 1 1
D% = 2AEn! (0"t + ) — o) ) i
m 1
07 (Ex)T (W Vintr + 5(03)KL1/1L>

where the second line in the variation of D’; removes the trace part, where we notice

that o3 is already traceless. The Lagrangian is

1 1
£ — _F2 = " 2
DD+ (6%, DT ¢ — ——
+4 i 27“(0 )i D¢ 2r2

‘*‘%(%)T”Ymvmwl + 4—17“(¢1)T(U3)1J¢J

Integrating out D! ; amounts to putting

and then the second line in the Lagrangian becomes

5

1
272

2
2 2 2
529 529 = 3¢

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

1 21
o = §7mn51an — " ErOm @ — 7(03)1J5J¢
5DJ] = —3(0'3)]]5@25
r
which are the right on-shell variation. The on-shell variation of D7; 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 D!;. 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 6¢; = £;D7;. We notice that there is no

term that involves a derivative of D”; 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

SLr = (o) (Wmvmwl + %(US)IK%()

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 (§v;)" = (D”;)*(€;)1.
We then notice that

(D7) = 5™ DX} = £, DN = ¢, D'E = DI,
where the first equality is a consequence of demanding
(0vn)T = o)’

with d¢; = £;D7;. Here is the computation. First,

(0u7)" = (€7D71)" = Cape" e (D”1)"
and second,

O(47)" = Cape’ 00 = Cape €D
Then by identifying these two results, we get

JE(DI ) = DK,

After these preliminaries, we get

1
Lp = _5D1J<SJ)T(03)IK¢K
We also get
1
5£B = 2_TDIJ(8J)T(03)IK¢K

and so we see that the sum is zero, 0L + 0Lp = 0. This shows that the Lagrangian is
supersymmetric.

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

12A
8y = 8iBmewz+7(o*3w)z
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52DJ[ = i(gK)T’ymgKvaJ[—§(€L>T€L(O'3)KJDK]

Now these results can be recast in the form

3

52w[ = ...—§(€L)TEL(O3)[J¢J
D7 = ...—g(é’L)TSL(ag)KJDKI

and we see that we got an R-symmetry rotation. Of course the scalar field ¢ 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 Hd Lagrangian. In one instance we did not turn on any R-gauge field but instead
we kept the modes ¢ and 14,. In the other instance we turn on an R-gauge field and
keep the zero modes ¢y and 9. 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 Rx.S% 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 S° when viewed as a circle fiber over CP2. However, once we specify a circle fiber,
there are two null directions, 2+ and 2~ 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 x S% as a metric over the base-manifold R x CP2.
The M5 brane on (a Hopf circle bundle over) R x CP? was first studied in [I]. We start
by writing the 6d metric in the form

ds® = r*(dy+ kidx")? — dt* + Gda'da’

where the five coordinates 2™ on S° are separated as y ~ y + 27 for the circle fiber, and
x' for the base manifold CP?, and k; is the graviphoton whose nonvanishing curvature

components are



where the hats on these indices indicate that they are tangent space indices of CP?. Here
we use G;; to denote the 4d metric tensor on CP? whose inverse is denoted G¥. Further
details regarding this Hopf fibration over CP? can be found in appendix @

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

l

vmga& = 5(7m)aﬂgﬂd
on S® into two equations
V,E = Lo
2r
Vi€ = 227%5 (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 bd gamma
matrices and in terms of 4d gamma matrices. To this end, we start by writing down

expressions for the vielbein

et = dt
e = r(dy+ rida')
e = Eijdxj
and its inverse
6%\ = 875
1
6@ = ;@J

e; = E5(0; — K;0,)

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

matrices 3; = E';y; and 7 1= 71N2V?IZ

as follows,

Ty = TV
Yi = Vit TR

and then we use standard circle bundle expressions for the 5d covariant derivative acting
on a Hd spinor v,

2
rt o
V:W = ay¢ - gwiﬂjﬁb
~ r? ki r Ny
Viy = Vb — g FiWkY P+ Z’wiﬂj’w
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where 61 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,

2

T i 7
8y5 — g’ww’y 7 = 5’}/5
vie- " bg 1 D yiyE >
& — —Rw —Wj; = — (v +rK;
7 3 Wkl 4 i 2 Vi i

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
1 r ,
ng = —ié’——wi-jc‘,’
27"7 1 e

where we have introduced the curly derivative

Dy = Vﬂﬁ—/fz‘ay?ﬂ
But let us first analyze the first equation. Plugging in the explicit form of wj;, this
equation reads

0,6 = %(vﬁﬂ@#m)g

Of course the spinor £%¢ has four different indices o. To see the meaning of these various
indices more clearly, we will introduce a spin notation a = (1, so) where the spins s; and

s9 are defined by

YRE = s&

7§Z5 = $,&

N <N .

Let us first consider the spinor component (s1, $2) = (4, +) where £ represent spins i%.

The Killing spinor equations then reduce to

3i
0,6 = —€

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

i

. -
g = ex!2VE 4 e nTIVE

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
i

0,6 = €
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and then the 6d solution becomes
e = e#t+%y5 + efﬁtféyf

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

light cone coordinates

1
et = —(txry)

V2
Expressed in these light-cone coordinates, the singlet solution is

i

e = enalET) ey rm(eteT) p

and the triplet solutions are
e = ervi™ g + oAl

Since these triplet supersymmetry parameters do not depend on z~, the corresponding
supersymmetry survives upon dimensional reduction along £~ 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 I'e = —¢ that we will write as
rvrtsde = ¢ (3.2)
As we mentioned in the Introduction, we also want to impose the Weyl projection
Tyev™ = 0

where v™ is now to be either one of the lightcone directions, v™ = §}. So the above

Weyl projection amounts to
Fig =0

where



so we may also express this Weyl projection as

e = Fe (3.3)
Now by combining (3.2) and (3.3)), we get

s, — 4.
The singlet supersymmetry parameter has [''?3*e = —¢ and therefore we shall take v =

oM and perform the dimensional reduction along the 2~ direction. Let us write down the
singlet solution again as

iv2, . — 2, —
e = er " E+e " F

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

iv2,— V2, —
Vo= e x+e T (

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 £~ 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 ™~ 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,ﬂ
0(A —rKiAy) = 0
and it is precisely this combination that enters in the kinetic term for the fermionic field
ix'y'Dix

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

5AM = —Z‘QEFMNEUN

2In 6d we also have the gauge fixing condition Ay, = A_ = 0 that can be seen as a consequence of

AM = BMNUN.
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from which we obtain

ir

V2
5A+ - —ZwE

/iﬂ;&

Then

Dip = (D; —kiDy)v

= (Di - LMD+) (0

V2

The important observation is now that

52), = —ijed (Az — %/@;A.i_) =0

For this computation we have used

r. = Iy
r, = fﬁ%(m—r_)
and then
T = T4+ ——wD,
V2
We have

1 1
r, = —(I"+-T
* \/5( r y)

r+ = % (T'* £ rTv)
and then we get
r, = I
We impose the Weyl projection
''e =0

and then we get

I'Tye = ({T-, Ty} —-TyI)e
= =2
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where we notice the metric is

ds? = —2ete” 4+ ée

Now having shown that dD; = 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,
dHynp = —3i0y (YLype)
for an anticommuting supersymmetry parameter, for which we have the relation
LNy = (eTCTyn) = =T (=CT ynC 1) (—C)e = —YT yne

where we used the 11d Majorana condition. We would first like to show a correspondence
with the fermionic equation of motion and selfduality of Hy;yp. In 6d, this correspondence

is almost trivial to show. Namely, we have
i _
(0Hynp)” = _QVQ (¢FQFMNP€)

and by using the identity T9Tynplg = 0 and Ve = [y, we get

i -
(0Hynp)” = _§VQ¢FQPMNP5

and we see that this variation vanishes on the fermionic equation of motion I'M V9 = 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
Gy = Gy—1V2FyK,
where

Gy = Hij

Fiy = Hi-
and we want to show that the selfdual part vanishes, (0G;;)™ = 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
5Gij = —2ZV1 (QZFJ'_;_&T) — 284_ ('LEFU&)
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0F = —i0; (YTy_e) +1i0y (YTi_e) —id- (YTise)

where V, are 4d covariant derivatives. We expand

iv2, . — _iV2 .~
e = er*E+e ¥ F
V2, — 2, -
:erxX+€ rxc

where
V.E = —%‘/@5
1
0. = ——=€
* rvV2

and corresponding relations for F. We also expand

~ T
Fi = FlF + —/ﬁ)iF _
+ + \/§ +

r;, = f” - T'\/ifﬂ',ifj (F+ - F,)

ij
Then we get
6Gy = —2V: (RST4E) = iv2rVi (x4 Eny)
—’La+ <>Zfzj€> + Z\/§7‘8+ <I€Z)ZFJF+€>

We may now notice the appearance of a curly derivative from

. r _= . =
—9i (vi - Em@) (err+5> — _92iD, (erms)
where we assume that 0, k; = 0. So then we have
5Gij = —22D1 <)ZFJF+5) - @\/§er ()_(F+_(€I€j)
—i04 ()Zfz‘j5>
We have

i

k0 (XI'+-E)
and then we get

5G; = —2D; (;zfjng)—z\/%zn_gvmj
—104 <>_Cfij5)
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or if we define

wij = V,-/{j — leii
then we can write this as
5G, = —2iD, (gfjmg) - %xm_e‘wij

—104 ()Zfz‘j5>

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

recall the Weyl projection

r& =0
We have
1 1
r, = —(,+-r
- ﬁ(t r y)
1
< = — (I'"£rIY)

S

The Weyl projection can be written in the following alternative forms

e = €

F+_8 - g

Expressed in terms of 4d gamma matrices, we get

. * i * . *
0Gij = 2V2iDix"7,E — —=X"Ewi; — 10 (X"755€)
V2
We can further write this as
7

N . N 1, o,
0Gij = \/§ka V", 71 — i x* i€ — mx YizE — EX Ewyj

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

of the I'_& = 0 Weyl projection is

which amounts to that ~;;€ will be selfdual, and also v;;v,€ will be antiselfdual simply
because ;& is satisfying the opposite Weyl projection

Y%E = W€
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as {Vk,v} = 0. Also since w;; is selfdual, we can now extract the selfdual part of the
variation,
i

1 i
D Vi & — 10 X V& — ——=Y V1. — —=X"Ew;;
NG kX Y Vij +X Vij r\/_X Yij \/§X J

(0Gi;)* 5

We can also write this in the form

and then
T, o, - -
(0Gi;))" = —E}— i7" DiC + E}— Cuij +1F %’j&rC‘i‘m}— Yii G

that we can write as

ir

ﬂf*gwij

[ % i
= ———F*y. D — /2 Z
N (v kS fa+<+rc) +
We now use the identity

ir?

S = ?'}/Z]ng]
to rewrite one term as
1 i
T‘\/EX ,YJ 8\/§X 7]’}/ kl
and then we decompose
Y = {7 = v

Noting that {v;;,7*'} = —85@»1 when acting on selfdual wy;, the first term gives rise to a

term
oo,
——X Ewij

V2

that cancels that corresponding term in §G;;, and we are left with
6Gy = —Dy [V WIE — 100X E + —ex
V2 8v2
and consequently
L

i
DX Y vi,E — 101X Yi;E + —=X"Y"v:;E
\/5 k‘X’Y,}/] +X,Y] 8\/—X’Y 7.7

(0Gi;)" 5
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We can write this as
(0Gi;)" = NG (DkX v — V20" + gX Vklwkl> Yi;€

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

, r
Y Dix — V20,1 — g’Ylewkl =0

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

Let us complete the supersymmetry variations. We have

. _ r _
and, quite interestingly,
(5.E il X*ng]

V2

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

nothing like the usual supersymmetry variation, and in fact 0D; = 0. And trivially
(0F5)~ = 0

since w;; 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

o 3r 3r
7 k
Hyp = ESEEY, (Hz‘jk BV EHU—’%)
Hio~ = E%H;
or if we define
Iy = Hij-
Gi; = H;jy
Fiy = Hiyo
then
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P 3r
H~ = E;EEE o\ Hije + NG (Fij — Gij) K
H’TAA — EZ’Z\ i+

1+—
We have the Bianchi identity

and we have the selfduality relation

ijk ijk I+—
We define

€m: = 52}‘7@7
so we have

o — ol

17k igk T l4+—

that we can write this as

3r !

Hij + 7 (Fij — Gij) ke +eijp’ Fiy = 0
The Bianchi identity (3.4)) then becomes
3r !
38[,ij] = —8+ E (FZ — Gl]) Kr + €ijk E+ (35)

We define

Gij = Gy—1V2FyK,

Fij = F —T\/§E+’fj

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

Eijleigjk = —28+Fl+
and from
Gt = %ffmmHm
we get, by noting that %ﬂ.gﬁ‘i = —E57hn = —EEIS = S
Gij = _%gijklgkl
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1
Fij = §€ijkl]:kz

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

r 1
i <gjk] + 7’\/§Fj+’1k) + 04 (E (Fij — Gij) k. + §€z’jlel+) =0

because then we can dualize and get

. roo.. r . .
_Ding—l—%g”lei (Fj—&-"‘fk:)‘i‘ﬁffia-i- (]—“”+g“)+8+Fl+ - 0

As a consequence of this equation, we have
— (Dig“) ki+ 0. Flyk, = 0
that we can also write as
—D; (gij/ij) + %G“wu +0,F' kg = 0

but the second term is vanishing, as one can see by replacing G* with G¥ whcih is
antiselfdual so contracting with a selfdual wy; gives zero. And moreover x'w; = 0. So we

have
Di (gij/ﬁ}j) = /{i8+Fi+

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

r

\/§Hi8+.ril + 0+Fl+ = 0

DG %gijlei (Fj+kn) +
We have the Bianchi identity
30 Hjp- = O_H,j,
but if we put d_ = 0 upon dimensional reduction, then this reduces to
eIy = 0
Again replacing straight capital F' with curly F, we first get
gikly, (]—"]k + r\/§Fj+Kk> = 0
and then by using selfduality this becomes
D, Fi + %eijlei (Fjykr) = 0
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But the nicest way to express this same equation is as
MDD F = 0
We have the Bianchi identity
20 Fj4 +0.F; = 0
Replacing F' with F it becomes
2D Fy + 0. F; = 0

Finally, we return to

3r
Hij, + 2 (Fij — Gyj) ke + e’ Fre = 0

and apply the Bianchi identity €9, H;;; = 0. We then get
T

Y
]:z‘j’w]

where we define
r
V2

We have thus got two types of equations of motion,

Di = DZ— liia+

. y r , 1
~D,G" + %ewkla (Fiary) + Emmf’l +504F = 0

piFH_L

2v/2
and in addition to these, we have the selfduality equations

1

Fyw? = 0

Gij = I§5ijklgkl
Fij = E&jkl}—m
The equation
Diﬁl+L€ijk1Di(F}+5k) - 0 (3.6)

V2

surely looks very much like an independent equation of motion, but actually it is not. It
is a direct consequence of £7%9;Fj; = 0 together with the selfduality equation of motion
for F;;. 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 Hjysnp has 10 components, just as do selfdual Fj; and Fj together, as 644 = 10.
So we do not expect G;; shall be part of the supermultiplet upon dimensional reduction.
Only Fj;, Fi; should be part of the vector muliplet. It then seems reasonable to assume
that the antiselfdual G;; shall be viewed as a Lagrange multiplier field that is imposing
selfduality on F;;, rather than as a dynamical field that contributes to additional degrees

of freedom. We now make the following ansatz for a gauge field Lagrangian,
Lig = bf"”gij +cF' Fy + deijklEjFH/ﬁl + GEijleiij_,_Hl

and treat G;; (assumed to be antiselfdual from the outset), A; and A, as independent
fields that we shall vary to derive the classical equations of motion. Then these equations

of motion become

1
Fij — §5ijklfkl =0
(br\/i + 26) D; (Gk;) — 2cD'Fyy — dFyju” = 0
—2bD,G™ (br\/§ v 26) k0L G + 2d™ M D, (Fioy ki) + 240, F™ ki + 2¢0, F™, = 0
We now write the second relation as

—2cD;F'y + (br\/§ + 26) kiDL F . — dFw” = 0

By now requiring the combination D; = D; — \/Lﬁm-&r to appear, we get the following

equations
brv/2 + 2e o
22
brv/2 + 2e T
2b G
d r
b V2
© -
b

These equations have the following unique solution

b = 1
c = 1
B T
V2
e = 0
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up to one overall constant. Fixing that overall constant to be 1/4, the Lagrangian is given

by

Ly =

o]

<P gzy + F74+E+ - EE E]FkJrHl)

where we have also replaced F' with F in the graviphoton term, which we can do freely
by just noting that x;x; = 0 upon antisymmetrization in j and [. The supersymmetry

variation of this Lagrangian is

0Ly = —%x*%é’@f%ré—l ’ “58+Ej+%x*5DiFi+
i ir

Gy — — =X EF Ty,

WL 22"

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

Next, we obtain the supersymmetry variation

1
o = EFMNP5HMNP

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

1 - 1 =- 1 522
5¢ = 4FJ+€H’1‘]“_T_ ZF] 5Hg;-:+§l“+ €H’Z-\j[_:

Then it immediately follows that
1Nij - l=in32
0 = ZF r E.Ej+§FF eFiy
which in terms of 4d gamma matrices reads

1 . 1 .
0X = —=IEF; — A ER
X 2\/57 J 27 +

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

7
Lr = —x"v'D; *P_0
F 2X VX \/§X +X
1 v
+- X P+X - _X F}/UP XW;j

16
The variation of the first two derivative terms becomes after using two types of Bianchi

identities

. . 1 .
F(Cht L) = SV EDE, - eepE, - L. F,

1
V2
———\*"YYIEF,

7”2\/§Xﬂy !
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The first line is exactly canceling corresponding terms in 6£4. The variation of the two

last mass terms gives

1 * _ 1 ' * 1
0(LF +Lp) = —X"EF, - 16\/_X VM Ewiy F

Ideally we had wanted these to cancel against the last term in 6L 4,

oY = = Ewy FY
A 2\/5 Wi

We do not seem to get a perfect cancelation, but let us note that we can rewrite the last
term in 6 (L4 + L) as

wr g . r -
. * ij kI LKl 2] ng F — *SYUZ".FU"‘ * Kkl mgwi"/—_'
63" ({77 7"} = "Y) EwyFu = ——=x"Ewy 55X 1 EwiFia
= X Ewi F7 + ——=x"vYIEF,;

2f r2v/2
The first term cancels against §£%’ and the second term cancels the last term in & (L5 + £47).
The final result is that we have the following nonzero variation of the Lagrangian,

1 .
6L = ——X'"YEF (3.7)

Since the 6d metric inverse g% is equal to the 4d metric inverse G¥ and since the index 7 in
F,y = H;y_ can be extended to indices + and — without changing anything since H,
and H_,_ are zero anyway, we can view ¢ 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

oL = 5BZ
r\/_

and by using the selfduality relation

H’T’t’\ —= — &

ijk ijk [
we can further write this as
i e
. ijkl4— o
oL = —¢ 5B;J;ijl

V2

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

oL = _TZWEUMHijkdBF#

where we define V¥ = —g¥*+= We now wish to show that this can be expressed as a

total variation of some topological term of the form
£top = 5ijleijkBl+
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up to some constant factor. When we expand its variation, we find two types of terms,
5£top = 3€ijklai53jkBl+ + €ijleijk5Bl+
The first term here can be further written as
ijkl 3 _ijki
—3e 5Bjk8iBl+ = —56 5Bijil+

where we dropped a couple of total derivative terms. Now, if we change to flat space
indices we see the emergence of an antiselfdual Hy;+ = G35 and so what this term becomes
is something that is proportional to  B;; and this is zero, because  BY ~ x*y"”& and
we have that 77EG;; = 0 since G;; is antiselfdual and € is Weyl. One way to see this is
by noting that v?Ew;; is nonzero where w;; is selfdual. This means that we are left with

only the second term,
6£top = 5ijleijk5Bl+
as we wanted to show. So by adding the topological term

ijkl
‘Ctop = —¥ Hijk;BH-

V2

we find that its variation cancels the variation 6L in (3.7)) above.

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

i i 1
Lr = —x"W'Dix ——=x"P.0 P
F zx‘v X \/§X' X E X P
L2 o tai
——xYPP_x — ——=rix'7'0
o X P=X = S ERiX Y 04X
5 X' Y'X

The supersymmetry variation is
i A A2 pgoa
ox = —'7EDi" — —17EP
T
where we define

Di = Di—/ﬁliay

T
0, = — (04 —0_
Y \/§(+ )

Using this generalized derivative on the fermion, and the expansion where
iv/2

o_x — —x
T
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we find that the Lagrangian simplifies to
1
V2
12

1 7
+=xX"Pix — —xv"?P_x
r 2r

i 7
Lr = =X"¥'Dix — —=x"P-0,x

2

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

tively, as

r
Do = 00— —=0:0

V2 |
Dix = Dix— ﬁmfhx + iR X

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

and then one finds the following Killing spinor equation

We get the supersymmetry variation
Lp = —§XT’}/”TA5[DZ‘, Dj]gbA —ix'TAED A
242
_2V2 i g0, 0

r
2 2
+ﬁXTTAE¢A . ;XT,_)/127_A8¢A

Two terms cancel by using

r
[Di,Djl¢p = —Ewij&ﬁ
and
VR = —i&
Ve = —i€
and we get
Lp = —ixITED??
A
+xiriept
r

Let us now turn to the scalar fields’ Lagrangian

Ly = —3(D"P - 50"

r
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Using the variation
st = i€

we find that 0Lg + 0Lr = 0.
Before turning to the non-Abelian case, let us first summarize the Abelian case. We

have the Lagrangian

L = /v‘A + ﬁmatter + 'Ctop

where
1 ij i T ikl
,CA = Z_l ./—“Zgij+F+E+—EE Eij+I{l
£ma er — 5 * ZD@‘ — —x"P_0
tt 2?7 X \,/EX +X
1 .
+7{X +X 162X7 XWij
_ - Dz AN2 = AN2
2 ..
Liopy = mgl]leijkBH
and the supersymmetry variations
St = iy riE
L 1 i A A2 _pna
r
i
0A; = ——=riX*E
/2 X
SFy = —iD,(x"€)
0F; = ———x*Ewy

. * ir * . *
0Gij = 2V2iDix € — /X Ewgj — 104 (X 745€)

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

derivatives with gauge covariant derivatives,

Di¢* = Di¢p* — kiDyo™
D¢t = 9,0 —ie[A;, 1]
D¢t = 0,0" —ic[A,, ¢"]

in the supersymmetry variations. Then by noting that
[Di7 D]]¢A = _Ze[-E]7 (bA]
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we get
€ s ij
0L = —oxXTEFy, ¢
To cancel this variation, one might be tempted to add the following term to the La-

grangian,

V2

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

AL = XX, 07

of new terms, such as
XV EDig", ¢ (3.8)

but we can not cancel this term by anything. The only candidate term (D;¢?)? does
not work because the supersymmetry variation of the gauge potential A; is vanishing,
so it can not give rise to something that is proportional to x*v;€. So we can not cancel
the variation and therefore we shall not add any extra commutator terms to the
Lagrangian.

Instead we shall modify the supersymmetry variation of G;; by adding a termﬂ

=]

NGOG, = 2x*wf48,¢f“]

If we could make the gauge choice A, = 0 and then just forget about d A, altogether,
then since §.4; = 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

e = &
Then we have the supersymmetry variation

5¢° = ix*E

3This is in accordance with the Lambert-Papageorgakis theory, where
(SHMNP ~ .+ [(ZSA,IZJ]FAFMNPQEUQ

if we notice that the only surviving combination of gamma matrices can be I';; 1, which simply means

that the commutator only enters in Hj;, or in other words G;;.
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and we see that the combination A, — ¢° is a supersymmetric invariant,
(S (A+ - ¢5) - 0

We then obtain a supersymmetric Lagrangian by simply adding commutator terms that
involve ¢° 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, = Dy +ie[¢, o]

where D, = 0y —ie[A,, e]. 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 d, with D, as we defined it above (with an ordinary
derivative 0, rather than a curvature covariant V). There is now at this stage no need
to impose any gauge fixing condition on A,.

The B A H term is straightforwardly generalized to the non-Abelian case as B* A H®
where a is the adjoint gauge group index. The supersymmetry variation of §i+ is similarly
generalized by just attaching that adjoint gauge group index as 0 B, = —iv/2(x?)*v:E. We
also assume the duality relation is generalized to the non-Abelian case as Hfjk = gindy.

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 v™ 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

st = el
SHynp = 3iDp (ETynt) + el ynpl v, oo
(5AN = Z.EFprUP

1 .
5w — EFMNngMNP + FMFAEDMgbA o 4FA77¢A o %]_—\]M]_—\ABE[qu7 ¢B]UM

Here
Dy = Oy —ie[Ay, ] + ViBoP
where V), is an R-gauge field, and
Dye = Tuyn— éFAFRSTFMgTE‘ST
Dyz = —ql'y — éeerRSTFAT;QST (A1)

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

field. We will impose the gauge condition

which is a very natural gauge condition if we think on A,; as BynvY. Now this corre-
spondence is at present unknown to us for the nonabelian case where Hy;np is all that
we have. We would like to know how to express the theory in terms of some nonabelian
gauge potential B,y but at present we do not have such a formulation. Nevertheless, the
gauge potential will be assumed to satisfy the gauge condition .

We define the 6d chirality matrix

)

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

opposite chiralities
[y = o
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We use 11d gamma matrices where I'y; denote spacetime gamma matrices for M =
0,1,...,5 and I'4 denote five transverse space gamma matrices for A = 1,2,3,4,5 and
these anticommute, {I'y;, T4} = 0.

For the closure computation of these supersymmetry variations, we define
SM — Mg
and the gauge parameter
A = —ieT ol eg?v?

and we assume that € is a commuting spinor, since that simplifies the closure computation
a bit yet without imposing any restrictions.

The superconformal algebra in curved space is

62 = —ilg—2iW — 2T PR + 6 g
where
RAB  _ LpaB
RA — 2t
and
Weya = 25
W, = =
Wiy = 1

are the Weyl weights.
As always with closure relations, we can express these in terms of conventional Lie

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

—iLg¢® = —iLgp" —ie[p?, AN —iSMVP P
—iLgt = —ilst —delh, AN — %SMV](}‘BFAB@D
—iLsHynp = —iLsHyunp —ie[Hynp, AN
—iLgAy = —iSVFyu
— —iLgAy + Dy (AN)

where AN = iSMA,;. We thus see that from Lg we get Lg plus some extra gauge

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

0Pt = —ilsp” — diend” — 4ieT*Pe? —ie[p?, Al
O Hynp = —ilsHynp

+3iDar (ST (Hypr — 66" Tiypr)) .
_4Z'STD[PHMNT} — eennporsEl e[Dro?, ¢ v® — %EFV&?MNPQUVWFU@/J%Q
+3ecT pI A e[Hurnov® — Fun, ¢
—ie[Hynp, A]
+5L0 (D4 Tapvpe) [6%, 6]

P = il — 2ifleth — TABTATY — el A
—i—%SQFQ (FPDPZD + ;lFRSTFAwTﬁST — el Ty, ¢A]UM>

1
+2ic@BT T8 (FPDP¢ + DT A Ty — iel T, ¢A]UM)
52AM = —ZLsAM + DM (-iéFNFA€¢AUN)
+iST Frag — iS" (Hyyp + 65y po™) o™
+iLl, (gL eg?)

Apart from the term
gcv (ETAPT yynpe) (67, 67 (A.3)
in 6°H np and the term
iL, (T egt) (A.4)

in 62A,,, we can now obtain closure up to a gauge transformation with gauge parameter
A = —iel'y I epto™ if certain equations of motion are satisfied. Closure on Hy/np

requires the following equations of motion,

Hypp — 6¢ATJI\L}PT =0 (A.5)
HMNQUQ _FMN = 0 (A6>

and closure on A, requires the equation of motion
Erar — (Hypnr + 6Thinp) vV = 0 (A7)

By adding 0 = Hypp — 60 Txpp to Hiyr + 6155y pd™? we get Hynr = Hipnr + Hynr

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, £, = 0, where £, denotes the Lie
derivative along v™. This is the usual dimensional reduction along the vector field v*.

Could there be some other ways to achieve closure? At least for the first term ,
we can make that term disappear without requiring £,e = 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 v as

b = . %FMFAB&t[gbA, @B

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

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

the R-symmetry Weyl projection
=% = ¢ (A.8)

and discarding the hypermultiplet. Of course, with just one scalar field, there will be no
nontrivial commutator term [¢*, 7], but having to discard the hypermuliplet is of course
unsatisfactory.

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

the Weyl projection
Lyev™ = 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 S°, 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) x SO(5) C SO(1,10) where we have the Dirac con-

jugate £ = ¢T° and the Majorana condition & = e7C that in terms of Weyl components
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reads eF'T' = e¥7C and hence is compatible with Weyl projection e* = 0. We then have
the chiral (2,0) tensor mutliplet

St = eyt

1
ot = STMTeH )y p + THTeDyt — AT gt

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

S~ = ey
0By = iElnNY~
1
o = STMeHy yp + TH T eDyg™ " — AT yg ™"

and if we put them together we can write a Lagrangian

1

Looy+02 = _ﬂH]QWNP + LT+ L
1 1
£:t — —§(DM¢:|:A)2 _ 5,LLAquzi:Agb:i:B

7 - 1 -
+§wiFMDMwi + g?ﬁiFMNPFAdJiT]\Eﬁ[P

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

the corresponding supersymmetry parameters satisfy

1
DyeT = Tyn™ - grArRSTngﬂFng‘T

These Killing spinor equations are compatible with the Majorana conditions eTT? =

eTT'C only if we require that

()T = (H)'C

(TEF;T)* = TgéqT

To see that we use (I'M)T = TOTMT0,

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

We change to Euclidean signature SO(6) x SO(5) C SO(6,5) by defining the Dirac
conjugate as £ = /I We impose the 11d Majorana condition & = ¢7C with that new
Dirac conjugate. In terms of Weyl components, this reads (¢*)'T' = (¢7)7C and we can

not impose the 6d Weyl condition. We have the Euclidean nonchiral (2, 2) multiplet
st = et TTy*
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5BMN = €TFFMN¢

5¢i = éFMNPEHFHMNP+FMFAE¢DM¢iA_4FAni¢iA

where we have removed a factor of i from the variation §Bj;, to make the variation
hermitian by using the Majorana condition. We also multiplied Hy;yp by a factor of ¢
in 07 to make the variation compatible with the Majorana condition with H;yp real.
Because of this 4, there is a change of sign in the kinetic term for the tensor field and the
Lagrangian is
Lo = 1 2 wp+ LT+ LT
24

where the matter part looks identical with that of the Lorentzian (2,0) + (0,2) theory if
we write the Dirac conjugates as 7 C. But if we use the new Majorana condition then it

will look like
1 1
Ci §<DM¢1A>2 §/LAB¢iA¢iB
) 1
+%@/J:FTTPMDM@/Ji — g@D:FTFFMNPFA@/JiJ n:F/]qu

where we also multiplied T3}y p with a factor of i, which is in line with having the same
factor of i multiplying Hysyp. We may notice that the chiral parts H3; p will be complex
fields, but the sum, Hynp = H;\}NP + H,,;yp 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 1~ 1T with ¥ *TC. Once we have done that
replacement, we drop the 11d Majorana condition and impose the Weyl projection v~ = 0.
Then £* will become identical with L(s,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 ¥7 C'. The supersymmetry parameters
satisfy
Dyet = Dyn* — %FAFRSTrMﬁTg;T

where consistency with the Majorana condition implies that

nzl:TF — —T]:tTO
A A
(Tz\jEJ\/P)Jr = TJ\iZNP

C The Majorana condition in various dimensions
The 11d Majorana condition is
v = ¢'C
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where we define ¢ = T, We will represent the 11d gamma matrices as

Ft:Z(U)B5aa
D = () aly™) 08

(o
4 = (0°)po5(r )/3

The charge conjugation matrix is
C = eapCapCyy
Hence the 11d Majorana condition is
(@ i0®) s = "PenaCsaCls

The 6d chirality matrix is

r = (03)A35§ g
So if we define e, =1, then we find
(WF9)" = CapClagt™™
(87(1&)* _ Caﬁcdg'giﬁﬂ

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 ¢/t°%, we will just write 1¥** when this is a

5d spinor.
From
DME = FM?7
we get
Dye'Tt = —'T'Ty,
DMéTTC = —T}TCFM

Applying the Majorana condition on the left-hand side of the first equation, we get
DyetC = —niT'Ty
and by identifying this with the right hand side of the second equation, we conclude that
n'rt = 9'c
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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%. We begin by defining S® as a sphere that is embedded in C?

7,2 — |ZO|2 + |Zl|2 + |Z2|2
with the ambient flat space metric
ds* = |dZ°)? +|dZ")? + |dZ?|?

We define inhomogeneous coordinates

oo 2
70
oo 2
70
and put
70 = peiy
where
2 r’
P = al2
1 + Za:LZ |C |
and
y ~ y+2r

We then get the metric on S° as

> o 2 d¢ed¢t  ¢o¢bd¢rag?
ds? = r <(dy+V) +1+ZGIC“|2 (1+Za!C“\2>2>

where

i ad_a__ada
TES A

If we parametrize



where

fl,v) = tanxe?

then we get

ds? = r2(dy+ V) + dstpe
where

1

V = Zsin?
5 5in” X03 1
dstps = 17 (dx2 + sin” x (o7 4 o5 + cos’ Xa%))

and

o1 = sinfcosydyp — sinydl
oy = sinf#sinydy + cosydl
o3 = di+cosfdyp

for which we find that
d0'3 = 01 N 09

and cyclically related relations. We define tany > 0 so that x € [0,7/2] and we make

the identification

Y o~ Y +dr
We define the vielbein
et = rdy
el = r sin yo
5 X01
e = r Cos YO
5 2
3 ro.
e’ = 3 sin y cos Y03
We then find that
2
F=dV = —2J
r

where

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

In lightcone coordinates on R x S°, the vielbein has the components

ety et_ ety 1 0 <

vzl

e L e _ ey = 01 —%m

e e ey 0 0 FEY
and its inverse is

+ o ot .

e et~ e 10 731

-~ ~ —~ = RS

e e e 01 73

ey e~ e 00 £E%
The metric is

ds? = —2ete™ +¢le

and E' denotes the vielbein on CP2. Since k; is a Killing vector, we have the important

identity
liiwij =0

where w;; is the Kahler form. Here x was denoted as V' and w = dx was denoted as J in

appendix [D}
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