
Prepared for submission to JHEP

4d N = 2 supergravity observables

from Nekrasov-like partition functions

Kiril Hristov

Faculty of Physics, Sofia University, J. Bourchier Blvd. 5, 1164 Sofia, Bulgaria

INRNE, Bulgarian Academy of Sciences, Tsarigradsko Chaussee 72, 1784 Sofia, Bulgaria

E-mail: khristov@phys.uni-sofia.bg

Abstract: We reinterpret the OSV formula for the on-shell action/entropy function of

asymptotically flat BPS black holes as a fixed point formula that is formally equivalent

to a recent gluing proposal for asymptotically AdS4 black holes. This prompts a conjec-

ture that the complete perturbative answer for the most general gravitational building

block of 4d N = 2 supergravity at a single fixed point takes the form of a Nekrasov-like

partition function with equivariant parameters related to the higher-derivative expansion

of the prepotential. In turn this leads to a simple localization-like proposal for a set of

supersymmetric partition functions in (UV completed) 4d N = 2 supergravity theories.

The conjecture is shown to be in agreement with a number of available results for different

BPS backgrounds with both Minkowski and AdS asymptotics. In particular, it follows

that the OSV formula comes from the unrefined limit of the general expression including

only the so-called W tower of higher derivatives, while the on-shell action of pure (Eu-

clidean) AdS4 with round S3 boundary comes from the NS limit that includes only the

T tower. Backgrounds preserving less supersymmetry, such as the under-rotating black

holes in flat space, the holographic squashed S3, and the static/rotating twisted and non-

twisted Kerr-Newman-like black holes in AdS4 lead to a more general refined version of

the corresponding gravitational blocks as dictated by the supersymmetric gluing rules.ar
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1 Main conjecture

The paradigm of holography, proposed in an explicit form by Maldacena in [1] and fur-

ther developed and tested in innumerable papers, has shaped many of the ideas in high

energy physics and string theory in the last decades. A closely related and much cel-

ebrated progress has been the successful microscopic counting of black hole degrees of

freedom starting with the work of Strominger and Vafa [2] and culminating in the Ooguri-

Strominger-Vafa (OSV) conjecture [3], made more precise by Denef and Moore [4]. These

developments and many other related results present an overwhelming evidence that in

many instances quantum gravity can be understood as a quantum field theory living in one

dimension lower. A parallel major development in the last decades fueled by the seminal

works of Seiberg and Witten [5, 6], Nekrasov [7], and Pestun [8], has been the exact cal-

culation of observables in supersymmetric quantum field theories. A major part of all the

aforementioned progress has been achieved in 4d N = 2 supersymmetric gravitational and

field theories, which is precisely the case of interest here.

Perhaps somewhat surprisingly, yet in no contradiction with the principles of hologra-

phy, here we argue that much of the underlying structure of BPS observables in 4d N = 2

supergravity is in fact identical to the structure of observables in 4d N = 2 field theories.

This general conclusion is based on a set of conjectural formulae argued to capture all super-

symmetric partition functions of the theory that come from backgrounds with fixed points
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of their canonical isometry (see [9]), and as a limiting case a large set of backgrounds with

fixed two-submanifolds. It is based on the combination of the result that the entropy func-

tion of black holes in AdS4 can be written as a sum of gravitational blocks in two-derivative

supergravity [10], combined with the insights into higher derivative gauged supergravity

solutions in [11] and [12, 13], and inspired by the idea of [14] that extremal asymptotically

flat non-BPS black holes lead to a refinement of the OSV formula to a full Nekrasov-like

partition function. The remainder of this section is devoted to fully spelling out the conjec-

ture, while the rest of the paper gives various arguments and explicit examples in support

of it, without the pretense of giving exhaustive evidence. Part I of the conjecture proposes

a higher derivative generalization of the gravitational building blocks of [10] making up

the on-shell action of supersymmetric backgrounds, and is backed up most directly by a

reinterpretation of the OSV formula that will be discussed in detail in section 3.1. Part II is

instead an additional conjecture about the form of the full gravitational partition function

on the same supersymetric backgrounds and is based on the Nekrasov conjecture [15] and

partially supported by the formalism of supergravity localization [16–20].

1.1 Part I: the on-shell action

We consider matter-coupled 4d N = 2 supergravity in the presence of nV vector multiplets1

and abelian electric gaugings (allowed to vanish). The Lagrangian of the two derivative

theory, see e.g. [21], is uniquely specified by the holomorphic prepotential F2∂(XI), homo-

geneous of degree 2 in terms of the symplectic sections XI , I = 0, .., nV ; and on the constant

Fayet-Iliopoulos (FI) gauging parameters gI . A number of possible higher-derivative (HD)

invariants have been identified using the superconformal formalism, see e.g. [22]. We are

going to argue that the full superspace integrals, or D-terms, vanish on the supersym-

metric backgrounds we consider. We therefore consider only chiral superspace integrals,

or F -terms; more precisely we look at two such terms coming from the square of the so-

called Weyl multiplet [23] and from the logarithm of the so-called kinetic multiplet [24, 25],

see section 2 for a careful discussion. We denote these HD invariants W and T, respec-

tively, and accordingly denote their lowest components (composite scalars) as AW and AT.

The complete infinite-derivative supergravity Lagrangian is then fully specified by a poly-

nomial expansion of the prepotential in the fields AW, AT, with holomorphic coefficients

F (m,n)(XI):

F (XI ;AW, AT) :=

∞∑
m,n=0

F (m,n)(XI) (AW)m (AT)n , (1.1)

where the leading piece is the two-derivative prepotential F (0,0) ≡ F2∂ , and every coefficient

F (m,n) is a homogeneous function of degree 2(1 − m − n) in XI and gives rise to terms

with 2(1 + m + n) derivatives. Althought not strictly required by supersymmetry, string

theory compactifications suggest that the Lagrangian defined by the above formula should

be understood as a perturbative expansion in the gravitational coupling constant, G
(4)
N .

1We assume additional hypermultiplets (or dual tensor multiplets) are not coupled to the other mass-

less fields, either because of vanishing gauging or because they become massive. The case of interacting

hypermultiplets deserves interest and would require a generalization of some of the formulae below.
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While the explicit form of the higher derivative prepotentials F (m,0) is well-understood

for compactifications on Calabi-Yau threefolds via the topological string, and one expects

the refined topological string to relate to the full expansion of F (m,n) in flat space (see

sections 3.1 and 3.2), there is very little information about the prepotentials from AdS

compactifications on Sasaki-Einstein manifolds. A more pragmatic approach, advocated

in [12, 13, 26], is to use holography in order to fix these coefficients, which lead to explicit

results for the four-derivative prepotentials F (1,0) and F (0,1) in a number of examples.

The theories defined by the full prepotential F (XI ;AW, AT) and the set of gaug-

ing parameters gI typically exhibit supersymmetric backgrounds asymptoting either to

Minkowski space (e.g. when all gI = 0) or to AdS4, such that there exist rigorous ways

to define and evaluate the finite on-shell action.2 As discussed at length in [9], in order

to do so it is useful to consider the canonical Killing vector field ξ on a supersymmetric

background M4, defined as a bilinear of the Killing spinor ε. For asymptotically AdS4

solutions the on-shell action, F(M4), localizes on the fixed point set of ξ, which can consist

of fixed points (nuts) and fixed two-dimensional submanifolds (bolts) [9]. Here we focus on

the case of nuts (see later for comments on the bolts) and show that a resulting fixed point

formula makes sense also for asymptotically flat black holes. Near such a fixed point, the

Killing spinor becomes of definite chirality and the canonical vector is locally

ξ = ε1∂ϕ1 + ε2∂ϕ2 , ε2/ε1 ≡ ω , (1.2)

with ϕ1,2 being the standard polar angles on each copy of the two complex planes of the

tangent space C2. Anticipating the results, we already defined the ratio of the two defor-

mation parameters, ω, which turns out to be the only physical and well-defined parameter

[9]. The on-shell action is therefore dependent on the ratio ω, as well as on what we call

Coulomb branch parameters χI (for reasons apparent below), one complex parameter for

each symplectic section XI (i.e. one extra Coulomb branch parameter than number of vec-

tor multiplets nV ).3 We conjecture that the on-shell action, in the presence of arbitrary

higher derivatives as defined by (1.1), of any supersymmetric background with fixed points

of the canonical isometry can be written as a sum over contributions at each fixed point σ:

F(M4, χ
I , ω) =

∑
σ∈M4

s(σ) B(κ−1XI
(σ), ω(σ)) ,

B(XI , ω) :=
4iπ2 F (XI ; (1− ω)2, (1 + ω)2)

ω
,

(1.3)

where s(σ) = ±1 is aligned with the chirality of the Killing spinors at each σ,4 and

κ2 := 8πG
(4)
N , (1.4)

2It is possible that the prepotential and gauging are incompatible with the condition for a maximally

symmetric vacuum, see e.g. section 3.1 in [27]. For the general form of the conjecture presented here we

only need to assume a well-defined on-shell action.
3This particular detail, which obscures somewhat the analogy with the field theoretic Coulomb branch

parameters, is inherited from the off-shell formalism described in section 2.
4We suppress the additional index ± that the authors of [9] assign to each fixed point, but still need to

include the overall choice of sign. Since the chirality of the spinors of a single fixed point is conventional,

we always choose the + sign for the first fixed point of a given background.

– 3 –



with G
(4)
N the four-dimensional Newton constant. In the above formula the variables XI

(σ)

are in general functions of ω and χI that need to be specified in dependence of the particular

background and supersymmetry preservation. The identification of the XI
(σ), s(σ) and

ω(σ) at the different fixed points, together with the determination of an additional linear

constraint λM4(gI , χ
I , ω) = 0, are called the gluing rules. The constraint can be interpreted

as restoring, in a supersymmetry-prescribed way, the correct number of Coulomb branch

parameters. These rules need to be considered carefully for each specific BPS background,

and we list four different gluing rules in table 1,5 describing all the explicit examples we

discuss later. In general they contain information about the topology of the background

M4 and possible topological flavor charges, such as the magnetic charges pI of black hole

solutions.

gluing maximal (max) identity (id) A-twist (A) S3 (S)

fixed points 2 2 2 1

σ = 1 XI
(1) = χI − ωpI , XI

(1) = χI − ωpI , XI
(1) = χI − ωpI , XI

(1) = (1 + ω)χI ,

s(1) = +, ω(1) = ω s(1) = +, ω(1) = ω s(1) = +, ω(1) = ω s(1) = +, ω(1) = ω

σ = 2 XI
(2) = χI + ωpI , XI

(2) = χI + ωpI , XI
(2) = χI + ωpI , —

s(2) = −, ω(2) = ω s(2) = +, ω(2) = ω s(2) = +, ω(2) = −ω —

λ(gI , χ
I , ω) −ω − 1 gIχ

I − ω − 1 gIχ
I − 1 gIχ

I − 1

extra info gI = 0 gIp
I = 0 gIp

I = −1 —

Table 1. Four different gluing rules that can be applied to Eq. (1.3). The identity and A-twist

rules were presented in [10] and match with analogous rules for gluing holomorphic blocks [28] for

three-dimensional partition functions. The max rule corresponds to preserving maximal supersym-

metry on S2, related to static BPS black holes in ungauged supergravity. The S-rule is applied to

asymptotically Euclidean AdS4 backgrounds with squashed S3 boundary (both U(1)×U(1) [29, 30]

and U(1)× SU(2) [31] squashing) and is distinct from its three-dimensional counterpart in [28] due

to the single fixed point rather than two.

In many cases of interest, such as black holes, the variables χI and ω are the U(1)

chemical potentials conjugate to the conserved electric charges qI and angular momentum

J , respectively (while magnetic charges enter in the gluing rule for XI
(σ)). In such cases

one can also define the Legendre transform of the on-shell action, which is often called the

entropy function [32]:

I(M4, χ
I , ω, qI ,J ) = −F(M4, χ

I , ω)− 8iπ2

κ2
(χIqI − ωJ ) , (1.5)

5Note that at two derivatives one does not need to specify independently s(σ) as it can be reabsorbed

in ω(σ). The higher derivative corrections however depend on ω(σ) in a more complicated way and it is

important to identify separately the two quantities. This amounts to a minimal generalization of the A and

id gluing rules of [10].
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which upon extremization reproduces the entropy of the black hole in question,

SBH(M4, qI ,J ) = I(M4, χ
I
∣∣∣
crit.

, ω
∣∣∣
crit.

, q̂I , Ĵ ) ∈ R . (1.6)

Note that the extremization is performed under the constraint λM4(gI , χ
I , ω) = 0, and the

formula above automatically imposes an analogous constraint λ̂M4(gI , qI ,J ) = 0 on the

set of conserved charges {qI ,J } by requiring that the entropy is a real quantity. Since the

explicit expression for the resulting constraint λ̂M4(gI , qI ,J ) has no obvious analytic form

and is in general non-linear and strongly dependent on the explicit form of the prepotential,

we resorted to the notation {q̂I , Ĵ } above to denote that the constraint has already been

imposed. Alternatively, one can view the imaginary part of the above equation as the

definition of λ̂M4(gI , qI ,J ),

λ̂M4(gI , qI ,J ) := Im
(
I(M4, χ

I
∣∣∣
crit.

, ω
∣∣∣
crit.

, qI ,J )
)

= 0 . (1.7)

Let us pause here to observe that the so-called gravitational building block B, which

is in complete agreement with the two-derivative answer in [10],6 now takes the form of

(a logarithm of) a Nekrasov-like partition function where the expansion of the two higher

derivative invariants is dictated by AW ∼ (ε1− ε2)2 and AT ∼ (ε1 + ε2)2. The main upshot

of the conjectural formula (1.3) is that one only needs the gluing rules, fixed entirely by

supersymmetry already at the two-derivative level, in order to evaluate the full higher

derivative on-shell action. Let us also define here the gravitational Nekrasov partition

function as the exponent of the higher-derivative supergravity building block,

Zsugra
Nek (XI , ω) := e−B(κ−1XI ,ω) = exp

(
−4iπ2 F (κ−1XI ; (1− ω)2, (1 + ω)2)

ω

)
, (1.8)

which will feature more prominently in part II of the conjecture.

Before giving explicit examples of BPS backgrounds and their corresponding gluing

rules, we need to explain in which sense the on-shell action F(M4, χ
I , ω) depends on the

continuous Coulomb branch parameters χI and deformation parameter ω. We expect that

there exists precisely one supersymmetric solution of (Euclidean) 4d N = 2 supergravity

that exhibits this on-shell action for each point on the moduli space spanned by χI and

ω,7 under the specific gluing constraint λM4(gI , χ
I , ω) = 0, as advocated in [33–36]. For

later purposes it is convenient to introduce the following novel notation that distinguishes

between two basic types of supersymmetric backgrounds:

• special (or conformal) solutions - we denote this way the solutions that extremize

the function I(M4, χ
I , ω) in (1.5) (or just F(M4, χ

I , ω) in (1.3) in the lack of con-

served charges conjugate to {χI , ω}), under the constraint λM4(gI , χ
I , ω) = 0. In

6In order to have a manifest connection with the notation of [9], we have rescaled the parameters χI , ω

in [10] as χIthere = 2χIhere, ωthere = −2i ωhere. Also, due to the full expansion in G
(4)
N (or κ), we had to

include it inside the definition of the building block instead of leaving it as an overall normalization.
7In fact, due to the constraint we should treat ω in general as a complex quantity. The case of a single

fixed point is an exception to this rule since there the geometric origin of ω is manifest and it cannot mix

with the rest of the parameters.
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other words these are the solutions obeying the so-called I-extremization [37, 38]

or F-extremization [39, 40], which indeed exhibit a symmetry enhancement. In the

examples we consider I-extremization is obeyed by Lorentzian black holes exhibiting

an AdS2 symmetry in the near-horizon region, while F-extremization by pure (Eu-

clidean) AdS4 with round S3 boundary. It is natural to think of the special solutions

as defining the origin of moduli space, which is at the extremum8 {χ̄I(M4), ω̄(M4)}.

• Coulomb branch solutions - these are all the remaining solutions, corresponding to

the points on the moduli space {χI , ω} away from the origin {χ̄I(M4), ω̄(M4)}. As

already stressed above, we expect that such a Coulomb branch solution exists for

every point on the moduli space obeying the supersymmetric constraint. This has

only been shown for a subset of the examples we consider but it is very natural to

predict that the complete Coulomb branch can be explored. As the chosen notation

suggests, we propose an interpretation in exact analogy with the moduli space of

supersymmetric field theories. The Coulomb branch solutions are going to play an

important role in part II of the conjecture.

We can now present in table 2 a short summary of the main solutions we consider as

prime examples, in what type of (two-derivative) theories they exist and which gluing rules

they obey. Given the discussion above, it is enough to only specify the special supersym-

metric background we consider, knowing that each of them comes with its own space of

Coulomb branch solutions.

special solution gluing gI F2∂ constraint

static BH’s in Mink4 max gI = 0 −1
6 cijk

XiXjXk

X0 ω = −1

rotating∗ BH’s in Mink4 A gi 6=0 = 0 −1
6 cijk

XiXjXk

X0 g0χ
0 = 1

round S3 in AdS4 S gI = 1 −2i
√
X0X1X2X3

∑
I χ

I = 1

twisted BH’s in AdS4 A gI = 1 −2i
√
X0X1X2X3

∑
I χ

I = 1

Kerr-Newman-AdS4 id gI = 1 −2i
√
X0X1X2X3

∑
I χ

I = (1 + ω)

Table 2. A summary of the explicit examples discussed in detail in sections 3 and 4. The suggested

two-derivative prepotentials are typical examples of what string theory compactifications lead to. A

clarification is needed for the second entry: this is the so-called under-rotating [41] or slow rotating

[42] extremal non-BPS branch of black holes. The near-horizon geometry of these solutions is

supersymmetric in the special case that g0 6= 0 [43] and thus one can define a supersymmetric

entropy function following the rules (1.3)-(1.5). See section 3.2 for more details.

Finally, let us come back to the form of the gravitational building blocks B that

constitute the gravitational Nekrasov partition function (1.8). The two towers of higher

8In fact there is no obvious reason why there should be a unique extremum, but this seems to be the

case in the explicit examples we consider. The existence of more extrema is not excluded in the general

formulae we present and does not lead to an obvious contradiction.
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derivative couplings are governed solely by the deformation parameter ω, and a number

of very important simplifications take place for different values of ω (or in the special case

when nV = 0). One can then explicitly compare the table of special solutions and see which

possibilities can be realized in which case. We distinguish the following five noteworthy

limits:

• the unrefined limit: ω = −1

In this limit the on-shell action following from (1.3) evaluates AT = 0, such that only

the W-tower of higher-derivative corrections can contribute, given by F (m,0) in (1.1).

A check with table 2 tells us that the static BPS black holes in flat space sit precisely

at the unrefined limit. This was expected since the OSV formula reproduces exactly

the unrefined limit of the general conjecture, see section 3.1. Note that the unrefined

limit is also reachable in the other black hole cases9 but not for the respective special

solutions. This means the unrefined limit corresponds to a point along the Coulomb

branch and it is interesting to understand if these cases present a special interest.

• the Nekrasov-Shatashvili (NS) limit: ω = 1

The NS limit is practically the opposite of the unrefined limit above, it corresponds

to AW = 0 and therefore switching only the T-invariant, F (0,n) in (1.1). This value

of ω corresponds exactly to the case of the round holographic three-sphere and is

therefore related to another special fully BPS solution, see section 4.2. Recently the

authors of [44] indeed showed that the holographic round three-sphere case receives

higher derivative corrections only from a certain type of F -terms, which here10 are

identified as the T-tower, in agreement with [13].

• the Cardy limit: ω → 0

The Cardy limit corresponds to the case when the on-shell action is actually divergent

in the limit of vanishing ω. This allows one to pick up only the leading term and

is in fact applicable to the basic gravitational building block in (1.3) itself. In the

Cardy limit one therefore has access to the higher-derivative prepotential at the

values AT = AW = 1. In the two-derivative case the Cardy limit of the gravitational

building blocks matches precisely with the Cardy limit of the holomorphic blocks of

the holographically dual 3d SCFT as shown in [10, 45]. This limit is also applicable

to the Kerr-Newman-like rotating black holes in AdS4 with no twist, see section 4.4,

and the holographic squashed sphere in section 4.2.

• the static/bolt limit: ω = 0

The cases when strictly vanishing ω is allowed can only exist in the special case when

the gluing rules lead to a cancellation of the divergent terms. Since ω is conjugate to

9In the holographic squashed S3 case we find ω > 0 and thus the unrefined limit is unattainable, see

section 4.2.
10In [44] the contributions are referred to as chiral F -terms from the point of view of the AdS4 superalge-

bra. In the superconformal formalism chirality instead denotes superspace integration and all F -terms are

by definition chiral. In the notation we use it is therefore more approapriate to use the distinction between

T and W terms.
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the angular momentum, this is the static limit of the under-rotating non-BPS black

holes in flat space and the general rotating black holes with a twist in AdS4, to be

discussed in sections 3.2 and 4.3 respectively. At two derivatives the latter solutions

are well-understood holographically via a dual field theory localization calculation,

see [37, 38, 46] and references thereof. Going back to Eq. (1.2) we notice that in this

limit the fixed point actually blows up to a full two-dimensional submanifold. This

is the so-called bolt case, which deserves a special attention since contributions from

bolts need to generally be added to the conjectured formula (1.3). The existence of

a smooth limit between nuts and bolts, emphasized in [47, 48], allow us to also infer

the contribution from a bolt, see Eq. (4.37) and the discussion around it. This is

however not the most general possibility, since the neighborhood around the fixed

two-manifold is in general a complex line bundle O(−p) → Σg with a Chern degree

p, and the bolt limit we consider fixes p = 0.

• the minimal/universal limit: nV = 0

The case of minimal supergravity with no additional vector multiplets allows for ar-

bitrary ω but is nevertheless very special since one only has the single section X0 and

corresponding Coulomb branch parameter χ0. This limit is particularly important in

all asymptotically AdS4 examples since holographically it captures a universal sector

of all dual three-dimensional field theories, as stressed in [49, 50]. The minimal limit

restricts immensely the freedom in the coefficients F (m,n) in (1.1) since homogeneity

in one variable means their only freedom is contained in an arbitrary multiplicative

constant. This fact was used to obtain very general results for the on-shell action at

four-derivatives in [12, 13, 26]. The gluing rules in table 1 actually become degener-

ate in the minimal limit since the constraint makes sure the identity rule at a single

point becomes equivalent to the S-rule, while the A-rule in minimal supergravity is

instead relevant for the bolt limit. Another way of seeing the gluing universality is

that there actually do not exist any Coulomb branch parameters anymore, except for

the redundant one subjected to the constraint. One can then present a completely

general form of the on-shell action at a given fixed point for all backgrounds, as

shown in [9] at two-derivatives and [12, 13, 51] at four-derivatives. The conjectural

general formula (1.3), taken in the minimal limit, proposes a generalization to infinite

derivatives.11

These five special limits are in fact the precise cases where our general formula (1.3) can

be tested most efficiently against available results. In this sense we have just listed the five

pillars on which the general conjecture gets its support, in addition to the well-established

two-derivative foundation in [10].

11Note however that results in [12, 13] that are specific to minimal four-derivative supergravity are from

another point of view much more general than the conjectural gluing formula (1.3), since they hold for

non-supersymmetric backgrounds as well.
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1.2 Part II: the partition function

To summarize the content of part I of the conjecture, we have presented a formula for

the on-shell action of a large class of supersymmetric backgrounds in higher derivative

supergravity. We should stress here that from an effective four-dimensional point of view

we have just evaluated the on-shell action, which is an entirely classical quantity. We

have so far neglected all perturbative and non-perturbative quantum corrections, both

from loop diagrams of the four-dimensional dynamical fields and from external input from

the UV completion that renders the quantum corrections finite.12 The fact that one can

decompose the result in terms of the gravitational Nekrasov partition function (1.8) however

strongly suggests the structure of the quantum observables, i.e. the partition functions,

whose classical limit has been evaluated by (1.3). We are therefore going to present a set

of self-consistent formulae that incorporate this expectation, which naturally leads us to

an on-shell localization-like formula in precise analogy to the Nekrasov conjecture [15] for

four-dimensional field theoretic observables decomposed into building blocks. The resulting

formula closely resembles, and upon a particular identification is potentially coincidental,

to the program of supergravity localization [16–20]. Although we again specialize to the

case of fixed points, it is clear that the proposal can be straightforwardly extended to the

case of fixed two-submanifolds.

In accordance with the above discussion, let us postulate the existence of a quan-

tum gravitational Nekrasov partition function that depends on the same Coulomb branch

parameters χI and deformation ω,

Zq.g.
Nek(XI , ω) := Zsugra

Nek (XI , ω)ZUV
Nek(XI , ω) , (1.9)

where the second factor contains all quantum corrections, perturbative or not, which are

expected to assemble again in a form of a Nekrasov-like partition function.13 Since the

effective four-dimensional supergravity is in general not a UV complete theory, the pro-

posed ZUV
Nek must include the additional input from string theory outside the effective four-

derivative action. Such external output is for example the full Kaluza-Klein (KK) tower

of massive modes coming from the string theory, which generically cannot be decoupled at

higher energies. Given the putative existence of such an object, we can use it to construct

the (so far) ad-hoc function

Z(M4, χ
I , ω) :=

∏
σ∈M4

Zq.g.
Nek(XI

(σ), ω(σ)) , (1.10)

supplemented with the set of gluing rules and a constraint λ(gI , χ
I , ω) that come from

the classical analysis in the previous part of the conjecture. In order to simplify nota-

tion we implicitly included the overall signs s(σ) inherited from (1.3) inside the product

12Considered from a string theory point of view, the higher derivative terms in the four-dimensional

effective action do come from a set of quantum (stringy) corrections to the original ten-dimensional two-

derivative supergravity. Even from this perspective only a subset of quantum corrections are included, e.g.

in the asymptotically flat compactifications the prepotential captures none of the α′-corrections.
13Note that [7] introduces a natural split of the partition function considered there in perturbative and

instanton part, which has no obvious relation and should not be confused with the proposal here.
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above. This means that one can still use the information in tables 1 and 2 to build a com-

plete answer for the set of considered special solutions and their corresponding Coulomb

branch solutions away from the critical point. We propose that the above object is actu-

ally the grand-canonical gravitational partition function, which by construction evaluates

to exp(−F(M4, χ
I , ω)) in the classical limit. Notice that the implicit suggestion that the

quantum gravitational building block is applicable to all supersymmetric observables is a

somewhat misleading statement. One should always keep in mind that the UV completion

of the effective 4d supergravity is strongly dependent on the asymptotic vaccuum, which in

turn defines the particular string/M-theory embedding. The applicability of the quantum

corrections to the basic building blocks is therefore necessarily specific to a particular UV

completion. A similar cautionary note is valid already for the classical supergravity factor-

ization, since the explicit realization of the prepotential (1.1) is very distinct for Minkowski

and AdS compactifications.

It is equally natural to define the microcanonical gravitational partition function, which

is the Laplace transform of the above expression with respect to the conjugate conserved

charges,

Z(M4, qI ,J ) :=

∫ ( nV∏
I=0

dχI

)
dω δ(λ(gI , χ

I , ω)) e−
8iπ2

κ2
(χIqI−ωJ ) Z(M4, χ

I , ω) , (1.11)

where we need to implement the constraint on the conserved charges λ̂M4(gI , qI ,J ) = 0,

the microcanonical analog of the constraint λ(gI , χ
I , ω) (see the discussion below (1.6)).

The subtlety of needing a constrained Laplace transform is again dictated to us by super-

symmetry, see also [38]. We can alternatively rewrite this as

Z(M4, qI ,J ) =

∫ ( nV∏
I=0

dχI

)
dω δ(λ(gI , χ

I , ω)) eI(M4,χI ,ω,qI ,J ) ZUV(M4, χ
I , ω) , (1.12)

with

ZUV(M4, χ
I , ω) :=

∏
σ∈M4

ZUV
Nek(XI

(σ), ω(σ)) . (1.13)

It is always possible to perform the inverse transform,

Z(M4, χ
I , ω) =

∑
q̂I ,Ĵ

e
8iπ2

κ2
(χIqI−ωJ ) Z(M4, qI ,J ) , (1.14)

summing over the grid of appropriately quantized (in the UV complete theory) and con-

strained conserved charges obeying the implicit λ̂M4(gI , qI ,J ) = 0 derived from (1.6). This

constrained sum is in turn replaced back by the constraint λM4(gI , χ
I , ω) = 0 valid in the

grand-canonical ensemble.

The essence of the conjecture now is rather straightforward - we propose that the

above expression of the microcanonical partition function is the quantum generalization of
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the entropy function.14 This means that in the black hole cases (1.12) gives the quantum

entropy function (QEF) [55] defined by Sen as the expectation value of a certain Wilson

line operator in the near-horizon AdS2×S2 region.15 From the present point of view the

purpose of the UV completion of 4d N = 2 supergravity is to give a prescription for

the evaluation of the missing piece, ZUV
Nek(XI , ω). It is important to observe that in the

microcanonical partition function we essentially evaluate together the special solution with

its full space of pertaining Coulomb branch solutions. The saddle-point evaluation of

(1.12) gives us back as a leading contribution exactly the special solution, but all the other

Coulomb branch solutions contribute crucially with non-trivial subleading corrections. The

finite-dimensional integral can therefore be interpreted as an on-shell localization formula,

where every configuration described by the localization locus is actually a supersymmetric

solution of (Euclidean) supergravity.

Relation to supergravity localization

It is very interesting to observe that the form of the proposed microcanonical partition func-

tion is already in formal agreement with supergravity localization calculations for several

of our examples of supersymmetric black holes [16, 17, 19], as well as for the holographic

S3 partition function [18]. The identification of these results with the proposed form in

(1.12) in fact leads to an additional physical understanding that is noteworthy. Let us

focus for concreteness on the two examples of static supersymmetric black holes in Mink4

and AdS4 we mentioned so far, corresponding to the first and fourth row of table 2, re-

spectively (in the latter case we take directly in the static limit ω = 0). In these cases

there exist precise supergravity localization proposals for Sen’s QEF [16, 17, 19], in agree-

ment with the results of Denef and Moore [4], where the localization locus defining the

finite integration over parameters φI is interpreted as parametrizing the supersymmetric

off-shell fluctuations around the near-horizon geometry. Written in the notation followed

here, these localization calculations take the form

ZQEF(M4, qI) =

∫ ( nV∏
I=0

dφI

)
δ(λ(gI , φ

I)) eI(M4,φI) Z1-loop(M4, φ
I)Zm(M4, φ

I) , (1.15)

where the localization locus is spanned by the coordinates φI . Additionally, there exists

a clear prescription about the evaluation of the the 1-loop answer Z1-loop(M4, φ
I) which

14Note that here we have ignored the possibility that other subleading saddles contribute to the grav-

itational path integral. There are several known examples in five dimensions where Euclidean solutions

corresponding to quotients of the original solutions give a separate subleading contribution to the path in-

tegral, [52–54]. These solutions are not the same as the proposed Coulomb branch solutions and if existent

in four dimensions need to be included separately. We do not discuss further this subtlety as it is tangential

to the main ideas here and can be incorporated straightforwadly.
15In the case of the holographic S3 background there are a number of exact dual partition function results

in the literature. The original Airy function result for ABJM theory [56] and other supersymmetric Chern-

Simons theories [57–59] was later generalized to include the squashing parameter [60] and the Coulomb

branch parameters (interpreted holographically as the R-charge assignments) [61]. It is not immediately

clear whether these results should be compared with the grand-canonical or the microcanonical gravitational

partition functions proposed here in (1.10) and (1.12). We comment more on this in section 4.2.
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was shown [47, 62] to exhibit the exact same factorization over fixed points as suggested

in the putative Eq. (1.13). Unfortunately there is not yet a clear prescription of how one

should calculate the measure factor Zm(M4, φ
I), see e.g. [63], but the direct identification

of (1.13) and (1.15) suggests that it can also be split in building blocks. What is perhaps

most surprising in such an identification is the conclusion that the off-shell localization

locus in the supergravity localization formalism can be mapped to the on-shell space of

Coulomb branch solutions via the simple φI = χI . Such an identification provides a natural

extension of the supergravity localization program to the cases of black holes with rotation,

for which the 1-loop contribution at each fixed point is already known as well [48].

Relation to holography

Let us also observe that the form of the grand-canonical and microcanonical partition func-

tions proposed in (1.10) and (1.12) have a natural holographically dual interpretation, see

e.g. [38] for an analogous discussion from the point of view of the topologically twisted

index defined in [64, 65]. The holographic interpretation of the proposed UV completed

answer Z(M4, X
I , ω) therefore translates into an all order expression at fixed N of the

holographically dual partition function, or index. A large class of supersymmetric three-

dimensional partition functions are indeed known to admit an analogous factorization in

terms of elementary building blocks, known as holomorphic blocks [28, 66] (the K-theoretic

lifts of vortex partition functions [67]) and/or fibering operators [68]. It is thus tempting to

speculate that the formal gravitational expressions for supersymmetric observables in (1.3)

and (1.12) might be useful in proving the AdS/CFT conjecture for the subset of supersym-

metric observables discussed here. When making sense of our proposal holographically,

it is very important that the gravitational Nekrasov partition function depends only on

the ratio ω and not separately on ε1,2 in (1.2). The three-dimensional building blocks

naturally admit only one Omega-deformation parameter and it is therefore crucial that

the four-dimensional analogs depend only on a single parameter as well, identified here

precisely with the ratio of the two Omega-deformation parameters in four dimensions.16 It

seems natural to expect that the full prepotential F in (1.1) relates in some precise way to

the so called twisted superpotential W of the dual three-dimensonal superconformal field

theory placed on a circle, see [68–70], evaluated on all possible Bethe vacua and not just

the dominant one. It would be also very interesting to understand if the known structure

of instantonic corrections of the S3 partition function [57–59, 71, 72] can lead to a natural

proposal for ZUV
Nek(XI , ω). Such bold attempts will however be pursued elsewhere. For the

rest of this work we present the available supergravity calculations in support of the pre-

sented conjecture, only commenting in passing on the known holographically dual results

where appropriate.

16In this sense the chosen terminology of gravitational Nekrasov instead of vortex or holomorphic partition

function is somewhat misleading, and we apologize to the reader for the potential confusion. Even if the

gravitational answer exhibits only a single parameter ω, it admits two opposite limits in the higher derivative

expansion as discussed earlier, justifying the present choice.
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1.3 Organization of the rest of the paper

Proving the complete conjecture, or even just part I of the conjecture in an example

where the full refined version of the gravitational block is exhibited, is a rather ambitious

goal that will be attempted elsewhere. Here we limit our evidence for the conjecture

to an assorted summary of already established results in the available literature, which

are going to agree with Eq. (1.3) in one of the five special limits described above. We

first discuss more carefully the superconformal formalism and the two types of F -term

higher derivative corrections in section 2. We then split the discussion in two main parts,

discussing separately the asymptotically flat and the asymptotically AdS4 backgrounds in

sections 3 and 4, respectively, which are kept independent of each other for the benefit of

the readers that are more interested and familiar with one of the two cases. Since none of

the results in sections 3 and 4 is original, we adopt a minimalist approach and present only

the main formulae, converted in a unified notation following section 2.

We can already give a more detailed account of the main references and their particu-

lar place in relation to the conjecture. In section 3.1 we discuss the static single-centered

and stationary multi-centered BPS black holes in flat space, which at two derivatives were

analysed in [73] and [74]. Their higher derivative form was studied in [75–78] and under-

stood in a particularly suggestive form in [3], where a conjecture about the corresponding

partition function was put forward. In section 3.2 we look at the extremal under-rotating

asymptotically flat black holes, which at two derivatives can be understood by alternative

descriptions both in ungauged supergravity where supersymmetry is preserved only asymp-

totically [41, 79–82], and in the so-called flat gauged supergravity where supersymmetry is

preserved only at the horizon via twisting [43]. In the presence of higher derivatives these

black holes were only analyzed in their static limit in [11, 83, 84], and their interpretation

at the level of partition function was schematically discussed in [14]. In section 4.1 we

describe the two derivative answer for on-shell action of all supersymmetric asymptotcally

AdS4 backgrounds [9], and the four derivative generalization uncovered in [12, 13]. In sec-

tion 4.2 we focus on the holographic round S3 background, which at two derivatives was

understood in [33] and was partially analyzed in [13] at higher derivatives. The case of

static [85] and rotating [27] asymptotically AdS4 black holes with a twist is considred in

section 4.3, whose entropy function was understood in [10]. Their corresponding Coulomb

branch solutions in the static limit were discovered in [36]. The partial higher derivative

description in the static limit was achieved in [11], and a proposal for the corresponding

partition function in the static limit was presented in [19, 47]. In the least well-understood

and final example, we consider the Kerr-Newman-like black holes in AdS4 with no twist in

section 4.4, discovered in [86] in the general matter-coupled two derivative theory. Their

entropy function was understood in [10], but the only available higher derivative analysis

holds only in the minimal supergravity limit [12, 26].

1.4 Open problems

From the discussion so far it should be clear that the main challenge left for future in-

vestigation is the proof, or potential disproof and/or correction, of the set of conjectural
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formulae presented above. The nature of part I of the conjecture is much more explicit

and the path to proving the corresponding statements is conceptually clear, at least when

asymptotically AdS4 backgrounds are concerned. We should stress that we have completely

neglected the important question of applying the procedure of holographic renormalization

[87, 88] to higher derivative off-shell supergravity, presenting a conjectural final result for

the on-shell action that is secretly supposed to incorporate it. A rigorous derivation of

this sort was achieved of [9] and [13, 51] in the minimal two derivative and four derivative

cases, respectively, and one needs to generalize it to the full off-shell formalism including

arbitrary number of vector multiplets. A very important step would be to understand the

nature of the gluing rules concerning the Coulomb branch parameters χI , and how precisely

they arise on each background. At present we can only derive algorithmically the sign s(σ),

correlated with the Killing spinor chirality, and the deformation ω(σ) from the local form

of the corresponding Killing vector. The set of proposed rules in table 1 is based on the

detailed knowledge of the underlying backgrounds and their holographic duals rather than

a general prescription, and should also be considered conjectural.

An alternative and more practical goal, in the lack of such a general proof, would

be to add further gluing examples, e.g. including the holographic Lens spaces [89], the

black spindles [90, 91] with gluing structure suggested in [92, 93], as well as more general

punctures [94] and possible multicentered solutions [95]. It would also be interesting to

understand properly the general case of fixed two-submanifolds with a nontrivial fibration

that do not follow from a limit of the present results, i.e. the bolt examples in [89] and

their generalizations with extra vectors. Such an accumulation of additional examples

would perhaps make the general gluing principles more evident.

We should also stress that there are various other loopholes concerning off-shell super-

gravity and higher derivative invariants that we have largely ignored so far; we comment

briefly on some of them in the coming sections. Perhaps the main point is that the form

of the prepotential (1.1) is itself possibly not exhaustive of all F -terms one might be able

to add. Understanding this requires a careful examination and further classification of all

higher derivative invariants. Additionally, we are going to argue on a case by case basis

that D-terms do not contribute, but a general proof of this is also lacking.

There are also a couple of interesting extensions of the general results proposed here.

The addition of gauged hypermultiplets will certainly influence the expression for the on-

shell action, in the presence of non-compact gauged isometries we expect a Higgsing mech-

anism where some of the gauge fields and vector multiplet scalars become massive, [96–98].

In the formalism presented here, this might result either in additional constraints on the

Coulomb branch parameters, or in a mechanism where the prepotential F is replaced by

an effective prepotential F ∗. It is also natural to expect a very similar structure for super-

symmetric observables in five-dimensional supergravity with 8 real supercharges, where the

precise 4d/5d off-shell map [99] suggests that the two derivative relation between building

blocks in [10] can be extended to higher derivatives. The field theory analogy remains also

intact since (the K-theoretic lift of) the Nekrasov partition function plays an important

role in five dimensions [100, 101], thus suggesting a five-dimensional version of the second

part of the conjecture as well.
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2 Supergravity preliminaries

In order to discuss rigorously the number of interesting examples related to the general

conjecture, we need to introduce some important features of the formalism of conformal

supergravity (or superconformal gravity), for comprehensive reviews see [22, 102] and ref-

erences therein, that is crucial for the proper analysis of higher derivative corrections. We

are going to discuss the Lorentzian formalism here, with metric signature (−,+,+,+),

since we look only at special solutions in the sense defined above, which consist of black

hole spacetimes and pure AdS4 space.17 In order to describe properly the complete set of

Coulomb branch solutions one certainly needs to use the Euclidean formalism, developed

in [103], which is left for the future. We again stress that the rest of the this paper contains

an assembly of already known results. Therefore our task in this section is to explain the

general formalism and set-up unifying conventions, sparing the reader many details that

are crucial in actually finding the supersymmetric solutions.

We should also caution that the superconformal formalism is an off-shell formulation

of 4d N = 2 supergravity with a number of additional unphysical symmetries and a corre-

sponding set of auxiliary fields and multiplets, some of which do play an important part of

the present analysis. Let us immediately give an example with the superconformal gravity

multiplet, known as the Weyl multiplet, given by the following fields

W = {eµa, ψµi, bµ, Aµ,Vµij , T ijab, χ
i, D} . (2.1)

The only physical fields are actually the vielbein eµ
a and the two gravitini ψµ

i, while the

rest of the fields can either be directly gauge fixed away or can be solved for algebraically in

terms of the other fields.18 For later purposes we need to introduce the tensor field T−ab :=

T ijabεij and the real scalar D. The resulting actions and supersymmetry transformations

therefore need to be subjected to a gauge-fixing procedure in order to arrive to the more

commonly known on-shell Poincaré supergravity, see e.g. [21]. The gauge-fixing process is

not unique and forces one to make certain choices that are in principle of no consequence

for the physically observable quantities. However, since the Newton constant G
(4)
N itself is

an emergent physical parameter only after the gauge-fixing, it is important to keep track of

how it is reinserted in the Lagrangian. In other words, the superconformal symmetry alone

is not enough to tell us whether and how the higher-derivative corrections are suppressed

in the coupling constant. This is why for the present purposes we need to make a choice

consistent with what string theory and holography tell us. We comment more on this later.

Additionally, from the off-shell point of view, one already needs to start with the two-

derivative Lagrangian of one auxiliary vector multiplet and one auxiliary hypermultiplet

in order to arrive at the minimal on-shell formulation with the (on-shell) gravity multiplet

17Strictly speaking, we need Euclidean signature for the choice of S3 boundary, but practically we are

only going to analyze the underlying AdS4 vacuum.
18To be completely precise, the higher derivative corrections render some of the auxiliary fields physical,

see [13] for a discussion on the appearance an an additional massive gravity multiplet. One should therefore

question the stability of the higher-derivative modes. Here we only look at supersymmetric backgrounds

and assume a well-defined UV completion, which allows us to neglect such questions.
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only. As announced in the introduction, we consider non-minimal supergravity with a

number nV of physical vector multiplets (denoted by X I) in addition to the auxiliary one

(X 0), and a single auxiliary hypermultiplet leading to the so-called FI gauging with the

constant parametes gI . The vector multiplets are given by the fields

X I = {XI ,ΩI
i ,W

I
µ , Y

I
ij}, (2.2)

where W I
µ are the physical gauge fields, ΩI

i the gaugini and XI are the already familiar

complex scalars (one of which will be gauge-fixed). There is an additional triplet of auxiliary

real scalars Y I
ij that will also play a role in what follows.

We further consider two different four-derivative off-shell invariants, known as the

Weyl2 (here W) and the T-log (here T) [24, 25]. If we want to allow for mixed terms

between these two invariants, in agreement with the general form of (1.1), we need to

define the composite field

A = c1AW + c2AT , (2.3)

which constitutes the lowest component of a composite chiral multiplet Φ,

Φ = (A, ψi,Bij ,G−ab,Λi, C) , (2.4)

that we use to construct the theory,19 and c1,2 are for now arbitrary dimensionless constants

that parametrize a free mixing between the two invariants. When discussing the T in non-

minimal supergravity, we have an extra choice for the chiral multiplet denoted Φ′ in [24],

and which here we choose to be

Φ′ = X := gIX I . (2.6)

Note that this choice is actually completely immaterial for our purposes here and was made

to minimize notation (by using the convention of erasing the index for symplectic product

between the FI parameters and the vector multiplets as above). Another standard choice is

to pick X 0, to which we can for example stick in the ungauged case gI = 0. The difference

between any two arbitrary choices eventually leads to a higher-derivative invariant that

can be obtained from a full superspace integral, i.e. it is a D-term [104], as shown in [25].

We are going to argue that all D-terms must vanish on all supersymmetric backgrounds

we consider and are therefore free to pick our Φ′ without any consequence.

With the above choices, the composite field A reads explicitly

A =
c1

64
(T−ab)

2 + c2

(�cX

X̄
+ 1

8

F−ab T
− ab

X̄
− 1

8 (X̄)2

(
Y ij Yij − 2F+

abF
+ ab
))

(2.7)

19Note that here we have rescaled by appropriate factors the definitions of both AW and AT in comparison

with previous literature in order to minimize numerical factors entering (1.3). See below for the explicit

values of these composite fields. In comparison to the standard notation in e.g. [84], we defined

AW =
1

64
A
∣∣∣
W2

, AT = −1

2
A
∣∣∣
T (log gIX

I )
. (2.5)
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where F−ab := F−ab −
1
4 X̄ T−ab, as already hinted above {X,Yij ,Fab} := ξI{XI , Y I

ij ,FIab},
and ± superscripts here denoting (anti) self-duality. The above definition of A uniquely

determines the rest of the composite fields in the chiral multiplet Φ, which appear explicitly

in the Lagrangian.

The theory is then specified by the choice of prepotential F (XI ;A), obeying the ho-

mogeneity property

XI FI(X
I ;A) + 2AFA(XI ;A) = 2F (XI ;A) , (2.8)

where FI and FA denote the derivative of the prepotential with respect to XI and A.

In order to fix the conventions, let us present the bosonic part of the general off-shell

action including an auxiliary vector and hypermultiplet,

e−1 L = − e−K (
1

6
R−D) +

[
iDµFIDµX̄I − i

8
FIJY

I
ijY

J,ij

+
i

4
FIJFI,−ab F

J,−,ab +
i

8
F̄IFI,−ab T− ab +

i

32
F̄ (T−ab)

2 +
i

2
FAC

− i

8
FAA(BijBij − 2G−abG

−ab) +
i

2
G− abFAIFI,−ab −

i

4
BijFAIY I,ij + h.c.

]
− 1

2
εij Ω̄abDµAiaDµAjb + χH(

1

6
R+

1

2
D)

+
1

2
GābA

iā g2X̄X(tbg t
g
d)Ai

d − 1

4
Ai

aΩ̄ab gY
ijtbgAj

g ,

(2.9)

with the function

e−K = i(X̄IFI −XI F̄I) , (2.10)

which formally resembles the Kähler potential but at this stage is not a function of the

physical scalars, see below. Note that in these conventions the scalar curvature of AdS4 is

positive.

The last two rows above give the coupling of the auxiliary hypermultiplet that even-

tually leads to a scalar potential using the gauge fixing condition Ai
α = χ

1/2
H δi

α and

tij = iσ3i
j . See [11] for more details on the conventions we follow here and for careful

discussion of how the FI gauging is introduced off-shell using the auxiliary hypermultiplet.

Note one important change that involves both the notation and the convention for the FI

terms, denoted ξI in [11] and gI here, with the relation

ξthere
I =

1

2
gI . (2.11)

We should stress that this action contains terms with at most four derivatives if one con-

siders the fields in the Φ multiplet as fundamental. Since they are composite fields that

in turn depend on auxiliary fields, the final on-shell supergravity contains terms with two

extra derivatives for each higher power of the A appearing in the prepotential F (XI ;A).

The above form of the Lagrangian makes a number of choices in conventions that are

not always followed in literature and deserve further explanation. We introduced a gauge
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coupling constant g for the sole purpose of keeping the FI terms gI dimensionless, while

instead refraining from the commonly introduced factor of 8π on the left-hand side. We

then propose that the physically meaningful way of restoring the gravitational coupling

constant is by the following overall rescaling of the vector multiplet fields,

XI → κ−1XI , W I
µ → κ−1W I

µ , Y I
ij → κ−1 Y I

ij , (2.12)

together with the choice g = κ. Via the equation of motion for the auxiliary field D, this

choice introduces the correct factors of κ also in the hypermultiplet sector and leads to the

standard two-derivative on-shell Lagrangian upon choosing the prepotential F (XI ;A) =

F2∂(XI). Due to the homogeneity properties of the prepotential, the above rescaling means

that we have introduced a manifest suppression of every additional power of A in the

prepotential (and Lagrangian) by a factor of κ2 = 8πG
(4)
N . One is of course always free to

introduce additional meaningful (dimensionless) coupling constants via the choice of the

coefficients c1 and c2 in (2.3) or directly in the coefficients F (m,n) in (1.1). Note that the

above choice also means none of the fields in the Weyl multiplet carry any factors of κ,

and it is easy to see that this also implies a lack of scaling for the composite multiplet Φ.

From now on we will directly work with the fields on the right hand side of (2.12) and not

concern ourselves further with the factors of κ. Note that the above choice was already

incorporated in the form of the building blocks in (1.3).

At this point we should emphasize that we have in fact not performed any part of

the gauge-fixing procedure, but have merely rescaled the vector multiplet fields in order

to introduce correctly the Newton constant in the theory. The full procedure of gauge

fixing is explained carefully in e.g. [102] and will not be needed here since we are going to

present the supersymmetric solutions already in the off-shell formalism. Doing this leads

to a major simplification - the off-shell supersymmetry variations (which can be explicitly

found in the cited reviews) are actually independent of the specific Lagrangian. In fact

the general supersymmetry variations include both the Q and the S transformation, but

it is possible to take particular combinations of them in order to eliminate completely the

S-variantions without the need of gauge-fixing. In the case of FI gauged supergravity, this

was carefully discussed in sections 2 and 3 of [11], which we follow completely up to the

rescaling of the FI parameters in (2.11). Ultimately, this is the origin of the statement that

the gluing rules in table 1 hold in the exact same form for the general higher-derivative

building blocks independently of the choice of prepotential.

We should however explain more carefully the relation between the (nV + 1) off-shell

sections XI (after the rescaling in (2.12)) and the nV physical scalars denoted standardly by

zI . The rescaling above brings the correct powers of the Newton constant in the Lagrangian

but does not yet lead to a canonical normalization of the Einstein-Hilbert term. In order

to achieve this in a covariant way, by an abuse of notation introduced originally in [105],

we should acknowledge explicitly that the sections depend on the scalars zI and write

XI = eK2∂(z,z̄)/2XI(z) , (2.13)

where K2∂(z, z̄) is defined as in (2.10) based only on the two-derivative part of the pre-

potential and the variables XI(z), considered as projective coordinates that are implicitly
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already fixed in terms of the nV scalars zI .20 This overall rescaling leads automatically to

the correct normalization of the Einstein-Hilbert term in the two-derivative theory. Fur-

thermore, the physical scalars are standarly chosen as

zI :=
XI

X0
=
XI(z)

X0(z)
, (2.14)

such that the overall scaling drops out and the abuse of notation introduced above is not

misleading. The sections XI(z) are therefore the quantities that parametrize the scalar

manifold in the on-shell theory, and which should be distinguished with their off-shell

version via (2.13).

It is clear from the above formulae, as well as the homogeneity properties of F , that

the projective coordinates are still only defined modulo a multiplication by an arbitrary

holomorphic function, which acts as a Kähler transformation on K(z, z̄) . We are going

to resort to a partial gauge-fixing at the expense of losing this remaining freedom, using a

particular choice for both the D-gauge and the A-gauge (see again [102]) to fix21

gIX
I(z) = gIX̄

I(z̄) = 1 , ⇒ X(z) = X̄(z̄) = 1 . (2.15)

This partially gauge-fixed variables allow us to relate explicitly to the available two-

derivative results usually written in terms of XI(z), while in the same time still keeping a

largely off-shell point of view.

With the gauge choice above, and assuming that the scalars are constant,22 we can

simplify the expression for AT,

AW =
(T−ab)

2

64
, AT =

1

6
R−D +

e−K2∂(z,z̄)

8

(
2F+

abF
+ ab + eK2∂(z,z̄)/2F−ab T

− ab − Y ij Yij

)
,

(2.16)

where we used explicitly the definition of �c in (2.7). These expressions will be explicitly

evaluated on the specific backgrounds we consider and seen to be in agreement with the

proposed evaluation in (1.3).

Finally, we can comment in more detail on the possible F -terms that we consider. One

important point to notice is that the presented Lagrangian is indeed uniquely specified by a

prepotential with the formal expansion as in (1.1), but due to (2.3) the two supersymmetric

invariant considered here can be put together in the function F (XI ;A). Consequently, the

full expansion in (1.1) is actually constrained since it can be written as an expansion in

A instead of AW and AT, e.g. F (1,0)(XI) ∝ F (0,1)(XI) in (1.1), etc. This form was forced

on us by requiring the two invariants to mix with each other. We could alternatively

choose to keep them unrelated and obtain two independent towers with F (m,0)(XI) and

F (0,n)(XI) instead. We should however stress that we have only added only two possible

20It is also common that the XI are denoted LI , while the XI(z) are denoted by Y I .
21In the ungauged case when gI = 0 , ∀ I, we cannot use this form and for the moment do not need to

commit to a particular choice. An equivalent choice will be made in the process of discussing the particular

example in section 3.1.
22Note that we do not need to consider backgrounds with constant scalars below. This simplification

takes place automatically when zooming in on the fixed points of the canonical isometry.
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invariants, which are in particular known to contribute at four derivatives.23 It is expected

that further F -term invariants come at six and higher number of derivatives. In view of the

structurally pleasing form of the proposed gravitational building blocks in (1.3), we expect

that the higher-order F -terms actually conspire to complete the full expansion in (1.1)

rather than appear as separate contributions that spoil the symmetry of the expressions. It

is also worth remarking that the explicit, but rather incomplete, knowledge of string theory

compactifications does not seem to require at present any generalization to the Lagrangian

proposed here based on (2.3). We remark further on this point when discussing explicitly

the asymptotically flat and the asymptotically AdS theories below.

3 Asymptotically flat solutions

Here we focus on two special classes of asymptotically flat black hole solutions with super-

symmetry preserved (at least) near the event horizon. The general form of two-derivative

prepotential given in table 2,

F2∂ = −1

6
cijk

XiXjXk

X0
, (3.1)

corresponds to the models with a known string theory origin from Calabi-Yau compact-

ifications, where the coefficients cijk have a geometric interpretation as the intersection

numbers of the non-trivial cycles on the underlying manifold. Note that only a subset of

the possible coefficients cijk, obeying an additional identity, give rise to scalar manifold

that is a symmetric space. Such a condition is not strictly necessary, but technically leads

to major simplification in the description of the black hole solutions due to the existing

quartic-invariant formalism, see e.g. [27] and references therein.

3.1 BPS black holes

We first discuss the prototypical example of supersymmetric black holes in ungauged su-

pergravity that preserve half of the supersymmetries. As a limit of the general formalism

described above, ungauged supergravity is simply reached via

gI = 0 , ∀I . (3.2)

The asymptotic vacuum of these solutions is the maximally supersymmetric Minkowski

space, while zooming in on the near-horizon geometry of the black holes leads to an-

other fully-BPS complete solution - the AdS2×S2 geometry with equal radii, known as the

Bertotti-Robinson spacetime. Note that due to supersymmetry, we are not actually forced

to describe a single black hole, but an arbitrary collection of black hole centres staying

at equilibrium with each other. The single-center solution is rotationally invariant and

therefore static, while the multi-centered solutions allow for a relative rotation between

23In fact already at four derivatives there has been yet another proposed invariant, [106–108], which

has rather different properties and makes use of an auxiliary tensor multiplet instead of a hypermultiplet.

We conjecture that such type of invariants do not appear from string theory compactifications as partially

argued in [13], but further analysis is needed for a definiteve statement.
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the centres as long as the overall conserved angular momentum measured at infinity re-

mains zero. The full black hole solutions are governed by the so called attractor mechanism

[73, 109–111], where the scalars flow from their arbitrary asymptotic values to a fixed locus

at each horizon in dependence on the corresponding conserved electro-magnetic charges.

In the present work we are interested in fixed points of the canonical isometry, which

are situated precisely on the corresponding horizons of each centre. We will therefore focus

without any loss of generality directly on a single instance of the Bertotti-Robinson geom-

etry and look at its properties first in the two derivative theory and then in the presence of

higher derivatives. Note that the near-horizon analysis is enough to exhibit the attractor

mechanism and to show how the single-centered black holes’ entropy function fits in the

proposed form of the general building blocks in (1.3). The multi-centered solutions should

naturally obey the same rules since the sum over different fixed points is automatically

built in. We are however going to neglect here more subtle points about the domains

of existence of different solutions and the possible decay of multi-centered configurations,

known as walls of marginal stability [74].

Before moving to discuss in more detail the attractor mechanism, let us stress here

that we are strictly looking at the special solutions here, corresponding to the well-known

Lorentzian black holes. We are not aware of the existence of known Euclidean solutions

corresponding to the same electromagnetic charges but keeping the value of the scalars

arbitrary, which would provide the corresponding Coulomb branch solutions. It is how-

ever well-known that similar solutions exist in general and, as postulated in part I of the

conjecture, we predict they can be found also in this case.

Two derivative solutions

The fully BPS Bertotti-Robinson background preserves both the AdS2 and the S2 symme-

tries, packaged together in the full supersymmetry algebra SU(1, 1|2). The Killing spinors

analogously decompose into the standard two-dimensional spinors on the two spaces [112],

see e.g. [62, 113]. To illustrate the main point, see explicitly App. B in [62], where the

explicit Killing spinors and their bilinears were spelled out in Euclidean signature. Using

the standard coordinates τ, η on H2 (Euclidean AdS2) and θ, ϕ on S2, we find the canonical

isometry

ξ = −∂τ + ∂ϕ . (3.3)

It is easy to see that the canonical isometry has precisely two fixed points, situated at the

centre of AdS2 and the south (SP) and north pole (NP) of the two-sphere, respectively.

In the neighborhood of the two fixed points we can see that τ and ϕ are precisely the

polar angles of the two complex planes of the tangent space, c.f. (1.2). Moreover,one can

explicitly check that the Killing spinors flip chirality when evaluated at the two poles,

which gives rise in our conventions to

ωSP = ωNP = ω = −1 , sSP = −sNP = 1 . (3.4)

We therefore propose a new gluing rule, which we called max-gluing in table 1, which results

in the constraint ω = −1 while flipping the overall sign s for the two fixed points as above.
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The gluing rule for the Coulomb branch parameters is instead following precisely the two

other rules on a two-sphere, the id and the A rules. We should however note that the fully

BPS Bertotti-Robinson solution exists only when all gauging parameters vanish, and in this

sense the max-gluing is much more restrictive than its half-BPS counterparts. Apart from

the rule that reduces the constraint automatically to the value of ω found above, there are

no further restrictions on the magnetic charges24 pI and the Coulomb branch parameters

χI , again in precise agreement with the explicit background solution.

Let us now focus on the attractor mechanism for the static BPS black holes considered

here. The nature of the attractor mechanism and the resulting entropy function are well-

known for their central role in the microscopic entropy counting via the Cardy formula,

[2, 114], and the influential work of [3] suggested that they follow precisely from a fixed

point formula. Let us first write down the main attractor equations that fix completely the

scalars in terms of the charges. In the notation of section 2,

1

2

(
eiαXI(z) + e−iαX̄I(z̄)

)
= pI ,

1

2

(
eiαFI(z) + e−iαF̄I(z̄)

)
= qI , (3.5)

where the arbitrary constant phase α is correlated with phase of the Killing spinor and can

be chosen freely without loss of generality. Based on these equations, [3] introduced the

real variables φI via

eiαXI(z) = pI +
i

π
φI . (3.6)

In terms of these variables, the entropy function can be written in a mixed ensemble where

φI are the chemical potentials, conjugate to the electric charges qI ,

FOSV(φI , pI) =
iπ

2G
(4)
N

(
F2∂(pI +

i

π
φI)− F2∂(pI − i

π
φI)

)
,

IOSV(φI , pI , qI) = FOSV(φI , pI) +
1

G
(4)
N

φIqI ,

(3.7)

where we have introduced the appropriate factors of the Newton constant, set to unity in

the original reference. The extremization of the entropy function IOSV leads back to the

attractor equations above. This is the celebrated OSV formula in the two derivative case.

We are going to discuss its generalization to higher derivatives in due course.

We can also evaluate the on-shell action and the entropy function that follow from the

general formula (1.3) applied to the two derivative prepotential using the max-gluing,.

F(χI , pI) = − iπ

2G
(4)
N

(
F2∂(χI + pI)− F2∂(χI − pI)

)
,

I(χI , pI , qI) = −F(χI , pI)− iπ

G
(4)
N

χIqI .

(3.8)

24We should emphasize here that supersymmetry indeed allows for an arbitrary set of electric and mag-

netic charges, which is also built in the gluing rule. However, the higher dimensional interpretation of the

particular charge p0 leads to additional complications since it corresponds to a fibration over the 5d circle

and its presence undermines the five-dimensional black string interpretation. Therefore the explicit relation

with the topological string partition function discussed later will require p0 = 0.
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The two sets of formulae (3.7) and (3.8) agree precisely upon the the identification

φI = −iπ χI , (3.9)

and therefore the critical point for χI is purely imaginary and gives the black hole entropy

via (1.6). Note that in this case it is particularly easy to infer the constraint on the

conserved charges that follows from the constrained on the chemical potentials. ω = −1.

Upon the addition of the term iωJ to the entropy function above, we would simply discover

that the constraint on the charges dictated by (1.6) is just λ̂ = J = 0, keeping the electric

charges unconstrained, q̂I = qI . This was of course guaranteed to happen since the class

of black holes we are considering here is only static. We therefore jumped a step when

presenting (3.8) and already implemented this rule. Furthermore, the background values

of the sections (which are constant on the sphere and therefore equal at the two poles,

XI
SP(z) = XI

NP(z)) relate to the critical values of the gluing parameters XI
(1),(2),

XI
SP(z) = e−iαXI

(1)

∣∣∣
crit.

, (XI
NP(z))∗ = −eiαXI

(2)

∣∣∣
crit.

, (3.10)

similar to the analogous formulae for the id-gluing example in section 4.4.

Let us finally point out that the OSV formula was obtained by a smart rewriting

of the on-shell answer for the black hole entropy, and therefore it was not proposed to

hold for arbitrary values of the parameters φI , which were defined from the start to be

real. On the other hand, the proposed on-shell action based on the parameters χI using

the max-gluing formally seems identical using the relation (3.10). Upon extremization of

the entropy function this identitiy is automatically imposed and we find that χI
∣∣∣
crit.

are

purely imaginary. However, the parameters χI are not a priori fixed to be imaginary, and as

suggested in part I of the conjecture there should be Coulomb branch solutions that explore

the full parameter space for χI . In the lack of their explicit knowledge the distinction at

present remains a mere technicality, but future analysis could render it more important.

Higher derivatives and the unrefined limit

The Bertotti-Robinson background, due to its high amount of symmetry and historically

leading significance for black hole microstate counting. is the most comprehensively studied

and well-understood solution in off-shell supergravity. The Weyl2, or W invariant was

considered in a series of papers [75–78], which determined the complete off-shell background

and the exact black hole Wald entropy that corrects the two derivative Bekenstein-Hawking

result. In addition, the same background has been a subject of several non-renormalization

theorems, stating that no possible D-terms can correct the entropy [104] and that the full

T-invariant25 vanishes on this background as well [25],

AT = 0 . (3.11)

25In order to write down the T-invariant in this case we cannot use the choice in (2.6) due to the vanishing

of all FI parameters. Instead we use Φ′ = X 0 without loss of generality. As already discussed, different

choices differ by D-terms, but these also vanish here.
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This is rather easy to see from the explicit off-shell background, since all fields that con-

tribute to AT, c.f. (2.16), actually vanish

Aµ = Vµij = D = R = Y I
ij = F±ab = 0 , (3.12)

see e.g. [115] for a complete summary of the off-shell Bertotti-Robinson solution. The

non-vanishing background fields of [75–78] were rewritten in a particularly useful way in

[83, 116], which we follow here:

T−01 = iT−23 = −w , v1 = v2 = 16 |w|−2 , (3.13)

where v1,2 parametrize the sizes of the AdS2 and S2 prefactors, respectively,

ds2 = v1 ds2
AdS2

+ v2 ds2
S2 . (3.14)

Going back to the discussion about gauge-fixing in section 2, in the ungauged case we now

decide to use the A and D gauges to fix

v1 = v2 = e−K2∂(z,z̄) , w = 4i eK2∂(z,z̄)/2 . (3.15)

As will be seen in section 4.3, this choice is going to be equivalent to the one we made in

(2.15) in the presence of gauging. Given the above, we arrive at

AW = eK2∂(z,z̄) , (3.16)

which, together with (3.11), is another justification for the max-gluing rule. One should

of course remember that the precise value of AW is not gauge invariant, in contrast to

the on-shell action and entropy function, but importantly here it must be non-zero for the

background solution to make sense.

The resulting Wald entropy for the general higher derivative case, derived in [75–78],

was again rewritten in a more suggestive form in [3]. The full OSV formula for the on-shell

action is then given by

FOSV(φI , pI) = −8π2 Im

(
F (pI +

i

π
φI ; 4, 0)

)
, (3.17)

and the resulting entropy function is defined again as in (3.7). Here we did not insert

explicitly the Newton constant keeping the original form of the expressions, which now

depend on the full prepotential F (XI ;AW, AT), but instead included an overall factor of

8π that was taken out in [75–78] as a normalization choice.

The above formula matches the answer derived by direct evaluation of (1.3) if we

assume that the prepotential has no explicit powers of i (which is indeed the case for

asymptotically flat compactifications). Using the max-gluing rule with ω = −1, the on-

shell action is given by

F(χI , pI) = −4iπ2
(
F (κ−1(χI + pI); 4, 0)− F (κ−1(χI − pI); 4, 0)

)
, (3.18)

in agreement with (3.17), upon the identification φI = −iπχI and the reinsertion of the

Newton constant in (3.17) following the choices made in section 2. This corresponds to

the unrefined limit, where the conjectured expression (1.3) is correct at all orders. Due

to the lack of equally exhaustive results for the higher derivative corrections of the other

examples, this is the only all-order case where the general conjecture can be proven.
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The topological string and the black hole partition function

Based on the general form of on-shell action and resulting entropy function, together with

the relation between the topological string and the full expansion of the (unrefined limit of

the) prepotential [117–119], [3] proposed a form of the black hole partition function that

was later made more preicse by [4]. We repeat the main formulae very briefly, in order to

show that the proposed partition function is in line with part II of the present conjecture.

The unrefined topological string partition function can be written as

Ztop(ti, gs) = exp
(
Ftop(ti, gs)

)
, (3.19)

where gs is the string coupling constant and ti are the Kähler moduli of the underlying

Calabi-Yau manifold. Ftop has the natural form of an expansion in gs,

Ftop(ti, gs) =
∑
h

(gs)
2h−2 Ftop,h(ti) . (3.20)

Explicit calculations [117, 118] lead to

Ftop(ti, gs) =
(2πi)3

6g2
s

cijkt
itjtk − 2πi

24
c2,it

I + ... , (3.21)

where c2,i are the second Chern class numbers of the manifold, and the ellipses denote

instanton corrections that are also known explicitly, see [4] and [120]. It is therefore natural

to identify the full supergravity prepotential (at AT = 0) with the free energy of the

topological string, leading schematically to

gs ∝
i

X0
, tI ∝ Xi

X0
, (3.22)

see [3, 4] for the explicit map. As commented earlier, consistency here requires setting

the magnetic charge p0 to zero, such that gs remains real. The second term in (3.21) is

independent of gs and therefore translates to a four derivative term linear in AW in the

supergravity prepotential. In the present conventions, following [25], we find the corrected

supergravity prepotential

Funref. = −1

6
cijk

XiXjXk

X0
− AW

32
c2,i

Xi

X0
. (3.23)

It is also possible to include instanton terms of order exp(−gs) by keeping track of how

these rearrange inside the supergravity prepotential, but we are not going to pursue this

subject here. We should however caution the reader that the map between the topological

string free energy and the supergravity prepotential has been established under the im-

plicit assumption that the asymptotic Minkowski space preserves supersymmetry, which is

automatic here but will present a difficulty in the next subsection.

Once the correct supergravity prepotential is identified in the unrefined limit, it only

remains to evaluate the full black hole partition function, also known as the quantum
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entropy function (QEF). The proposal of [3, 4], which was rederived in [16, 17] from a

localization point of view, can be summarized in the following integral expression,

ZOSV(pI , qI) =

∫ ( nV∏
I=0

dφI

)
eIOSV(φI ,pI ,qI) Z1-loop(φI , pI)Zm(φI , pI) , (3.24)

where the last two pieces were initially put together into the measure factor µ(pI , φ) in

[4], but belong to two separate categories from supergravity localization point of view.

Using the explicit relation between the prepotential and the topological string free energy,

one can further rewrite the above expression as an integral over the Kähler moduli. It is

worth noting that the 1-loop factor above was determined by [4] in terms of the Kähler

potential and later rederived in [62, 121] using the Atiyah-Singer index theorem. Due to

the underlying background, the index theorem in turn simply leads to the Atiyah-Bott

fixed point formula that sums over two equivalent contributions at the poles of the sphere.

The measure factor in the above formula is instead giving further instanton corrections and

has not been determined in full generality yet.

These gravitational results can be reproduced exactly in the dual gauge theory descrip-

tion via a system of D- or M-branes, [2, 114]. The quantity of interest is the supersymmetric

index, which is naturally defined in the grand-canonical ensemble,

exp
(
ICFT(pI ,∆I)

)
= Tr(−1)F e−βH , (3.25)

The holographic identification goes through the transformation of the above index to the

grand-canonical ensemble, or alternatively the inverse transform of the microcanonical

expression in (3.24), see again [3, 4] and references thereof. Due to supersymmetry, the

index is a protected quantity and can be computed at any point on the moduli space of

the dual field theory, which greatly facilitates the successful holographic match.

The above results are in full agreement with the general discussion in part II of the

present conjecture. Spelling out (1.12) in the present case leads to

Z(pI , qI) :=

∫ ( nV∏
I=0

dχI

)
eI(χI ,pI ,qI) ZUV(χI , pI) , (3.26)

with

I(χI , pI , qI) = −F(χI , pI)− 8iπ2

κ2
χIqI , (3.27)

and F(χI , pI) determined in (3.18). We find a precise agreement with (3.24) upon the

identification φI = −iπχI and the relation

ZUV(χI , pI) = Z1-loop(−iπχI , pI)Zm(−iπχI , pI) , (3.28)

which can be considered as a particular constraint on the general form of the UV completion

of the gravitational Nekrasov partition function in the unrefined limit ω = −1. We can

therefore conclude that both part I and part II of the general conjecture are in agreement

with the known results for asymptotically flat BPS black holes, which sit precisely at the

unrefined limit of the main formulae (1.3) and (1.12).
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3.2 Static/under-rotating non-BPS black holes

We now consider the somewhat peculiar example of the so called under-rotating [41], or

slow rotating [42], non-BPS black holes in flat space. These solutions have been considered

and analysed in multiple references, including [41, 79–82] and references thereof. The

most general class of these solutions was described in [41] and identified in [42] within the

general black hole solutions of the STU model. These black holes are extremal and in

general rotating, with the near-horizon geometry being a non-trivial fibration of AdS2 and

S2, but admit a smooth limit to a static extremal non-BPS solution with a near-horizon

AdS2×S2. Within ungauged supergravity one can see that supersymmetry is only restored

asymptotically for the underlying Minkowski vacuum, and broken otherwise. Instead, [43]

showed that a special type of gauged supergravity that only switches on the FI parameter g0

(with the same cubic prepotential (3.1)) can accommodate for the same solutions due to the

vanishing scalar potential, but results in a change of the supersymmetry properties of this

background. In this flat gauged supergravity it is the near-horizon geometry that preserves

supersymmetry via a topological twist (which requires that g0 is tuned precisely to the value

−1/p0), while the full black hole flow and the asymptotic Minkowski spacetime manifestly

break supersymmetry [43, 122]. More recently, the general rotating horizons were shown

to belong to the class of twisted rotating attractors in gauged supergravity, [27], and their

entropy function is therefore described by the A-gluing rule as shown explicitly in appendix

B of [10].

Just like ungauged supergravity, the flat gauged supergravity can also be obtained

by higher dimensional compactifications, e.g. from five dimensions, via a Scherk-Schwarz

reduction [43, 123] and therefore we consider it as an alternative description of the same

class of under-rotating solutions. One can think of this as a simple trick that allows us

an easier description of the higher derivative near-horizon background. In fact the other

possibility, using Sen’s entropy function formalism to analyze the higher derivative correc-

tions in ungauged supergravity, was accomplished in [83] in the static limit. The resulting

conclusion that the W-invariant is not enough to capture all corrections, in contrast to the

BPS solutions in the previous subsection, was later understood by [84] after the discovery

of the T-invariant [24] and its identification from five-dimensional compactifications [25]. It

is this particular example that prompted the authors of [14] to suggest a relation with the

refined form of the Nekrasov partition function, ultimately inspiring the present conjecture.

Two derivative solutions

Once we specify to the flat gauged supergravity discussed above,

g0 6= 0 , gi = 0 , ∀i 6= 0 , (3.29)

the general rotating near-horizon solutions of interest can be written in the formalism

of [27]. In more detail, the solutions in [27] are actually based on the assumption of a

symmetric scalar manifold for the vector multiplet scalars zI , which is satisfied by the

cubic prepotentials considered here (3.1) under an additional condition for the intersection

numbers cijk. In these cases one can define the so called quartic invariant I4 and make
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use of the symplectic formalism to rewrite the differential BPS equations into algebraic

equations involving the quartic invariant and the basic symplectic vectors of the solutions,

e.g. the vector of electromagnetic charges Γ = {pI ; qI}. Without going into further details,

which can be found in e.g. [10, 27, 41], it is intuitively useful to compare the form of the

black hole entropy for the BPS black holes considered in the previous subsection,

S =
π

G
(4)
N

√
I4(Γ) , (3.30)

with I4(Γ) a particular quartic function of the electro-magnetic charges, and the form of

the entropy for the under-rotating branch we consider here,

S =
π

G
(4)
N

√
−I4(Γ)− J 2 , (3.31)

where J is the angular momentum, bounded from above by the value −I4(Γ) (leading

to the name under-rotating). One can see that even in the static limit the solutions are

different due to the need of different overall sign of I4(Γ), which in turn requires at least

one of the charges to be of opposite sign.

It was shown in [10] that the corresponding entropy function can be derived the A-

gluing rule, which follows from the fact that supersymmetry is preserved via the twisting

condition g0p
0 = −1.26 A more detailed explanation and justification of the A-gluing can

be found in section 4.3, which is the better known case of a black hole with a twist. Here

we just repeat the main conclusion that the two derivative entropy function is given by

I(χI , ω, pI , qI ,J ) =
iπ

2ωG
(4)
N

(
F (χI + ωpI)− F (χI − ωpI)

)
− iπ

G
(4)
N

(χIqI − ωJ ) , (3.32)

under the constraints χ0 = 1/g0 = −p0, where we need to use the explicit cubic prepotential

(3.1).27 The black hole entropy (3.31) is precisely reproduced upon extremizing the above

function, in agreement with (1.6). The critical values of the gluing parameters XI
(1),(2) are

proportional to the near-horizon background values of the on-shell sections at the poles of

the sphere,

XI
SP(z) = iXI

(1)

∣∣∣
crit.

, XI
NP(z) = iXI

(2)

∣∣∣
crit.

, (3.33)

in agreement with the analogous answer for the twisted black holes in AdS4, c.f. section

4.3.

Higher derivatives, the static limit and the refined topological string

Looking at the higher derivative case, we again opt to leave for section 4.3 the general

prediction for the entropy function and the explicit form of the static off-shell twisted

26It is therefore crucial that the magnetic charge p0 is non-vanishing. This might seem odd for asymptot-

ically flat solutions, and indeed this condition can be lifted upon restoring full electromagnetic duality with

the help of the embedding tensor formalism, see e.g. [116]. In order not to introduce magnetic gaugings

here we just assume p0 6= 0.
27Note that here we use the opposite overall sign for the two derivative prepotential with respect to [10],

which results in flipping some signs in the so called quartic invariant I4 used for constructing the explicit

solutions according to [27].
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near-horizon background in gauged supergravity following [11]. Instead we are going to

focus directly on the available explicit results concerning the embedding of the non-BPS

black holes in question in string theory, summarizing the work of [25] and [83, 84].

Shortly after the discovery of the T-invariant in [24], [25] showed that the straightfor-

ward circular compactification of five-dimensional higher derivative supergravity with the

Weyl2 invariant [124] produces a special combination of the W and T invariants in four

dimensions. This allowed the authors to determine the four derivative prepotential that

generalizes the topological string prediction (3.23) from the previous subsection,

Fref. = −1

6
cijk

XiXjXk

X0
− (3AW +AT)

96
c2,i

Xi

X0
, (3.34)

where, as in the previous subsection, the coefficients cijk are the Calabi-Yau intersection

numbers, while c2,i are the second Chern class numbers, [117, 118].

Based on the above prepotential and Sen’s entropy function [32] applied to the re-

sulting higher derivative Lagrangian, [84] resolved an earlier puzzle that was pointed out

in [83] before the discovery of the T-invariant. Namely, [83] discovered, based on the five

dimensional uplift of the BPS and non-BPS solutions discussed here, that the static BPS

and non-BPS black holes receive different higher derivative corrections even though their

two derivative entropies are precisely equal upto flipping the sign of I4(Γ). At the time this

lead to a puzzle when considering only the W-invariant in four dimensions, which could

not account for the different corrections in these two cases. After the discovery of the T-

invariant and the explicit reduction leading to (3.34), [84] showed that the BPS solutions

discussed in the previous section only receive corrections from the W-invariant, while the

non-BPS branch receives corrections from both the W and T-invariants.

We can now understand the resolution of the original puzzle in our formulation. When

looking at the near-horizon geometry in flat gauged supergravity with g0 6= 0, we need to

use the A-gluing. Referring for more details to section 4.3 based on the results in [11],28

here we reproduce the resulting higher derivative on-shell action in the limit of vanishing

angular momentum J = 0, which corresponds to taking ω → 0 in this case,

F(pI , χI) = −8iπ2
(
κ−1 pIFI(κ

−1χI ; 1, 1) + 2FAW(κ−1χI ; 1, 1)− 2FAT(κ−1χI ; 1, 1)
)
,

(3.35)

with χ0 = 1/g0 = −p0. Since the prepotential (3.34) leads to

FAW(κ−1χI ; 1, 1) = 3FAT(κ−1χI ; 1, 1) =
1

32
c2,i

χi

p0
, (3.36)

it is clear that both invariants give non-zero contributions, combining to give

F(pI , χI) = − 4iπ2

3p0 κ2

(
cijk(χ

i + 3pi)χjχk +
1

4
κ2 c2,i(2χ

i + pi)

)
. (3.37)

28We need to correct a misleading interpretation presented in section 5.1 of [11], claiming that the flat

gauged and ungauged supergravity descriptions become inequivalent in the presence of higher derivatives,

on the basis of the fact that the radii of the AdS2 and S2 factors in the near-horizon geometry are no longer

equal. In fact the exact same phenomenon is observed in [83, 84] on the basis of Sen’s entropy function with

higher derivatives in the ungauged model. We therefore remain with the freedom of considering the under-

rotating branch in the presence of higher derivatives in both the ungauged and flat gauged supergravity.
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The resulting entropy function after Legendre transforming this on-shell action is indeed

consistent with the explicit black hole entropy presented in [83, 84].29

It is now tempting to speculate that the prepotential (3.34) can be related to the

free energy of the refined topological string, which naturally generalizes the expression in

(3.21) to allow for one additional equivariant parameter on top of gs. In this case the

corresponding refined free energy would have an expansion much like the one in (1.1)

with both F (1,0) and F (0,1) proportional to c2,it
i, generalizing (3.21) in a natural way.

However, we should caution against this naive approach due to the non-BPS nature of

the black holes we considered. Whether one considers them in ungauged or in flat gauged

supergravity, these solutions are only preserving supersymmetry either asymptotically or

strictly at the horizon, but nowhere along the flow. Therefore we can no longer argue

that the corresponding partition function is protected against D-terms. This is equivalent

with the statement that the refined topological string free energy on compact Calabi-Yau

manifolds can depend not only on the Kähler, but also on the complex structure moduli,

see e.g. [125–127] and references therein. One could however still argue that there exists a

particular point on the Kähler moduli space where the dependence on the complex moduli

actually disappears, as suggested by the flat gauged supergravity picture where the near-

horizon is indeed protected from D-terms.

On a related note, we can now construct the grand-canonical Z(pI , χI , ω) and micro-

canonical Z(pI , qI ,J ) partition functions using the on-shell action (3.35) and the prepo-

tential (3.34) in a straightforward way as outlined in part II of the conjecture (see again

section 4.3 for the general formulae that follow from the A-gluing). In the holographically

dual theory, based on the same D-brane or M -brane systems relevant for the BPS black

holes in the previous subsection, one should instead consider the refined index (with an-

gular momentum), also called spin character index [126, 127], that generalizes (3.25) with

the generator of rotations L3,

exp
(
Iref.

CFT(pI ,∆I)
)

= Tr(−1)F e−βHei εL3 . (3.38)

Again, the main problem of this quantity is that it is not protected and in general does

depend on the position on the moduli space of the theory. We can similarly expect that

there exists a special point where one can trust the duality, but it is clear that this case

begs for a more careful analysis and will be explored elsewhere.

4 Asymptotically AdS4 solutions

Here we focus on a number of interesting asymptotically locally AdS4 solutions. The

two-derivative prepotentials (with a known higher-dimensional origin) that allow for a

supersymmetric AdS4 vacuum are usually of the square-root type as suggested in table 2,

and we are going to stick to this case (and its truncations to smaller sectors) in the explicit

examples we discuss below.

29Note that the duality frame considered in [83, 84] corresponds to a vanishing p0 charge. Therefore

the comparison with the natural flat gauged supergravity solution passes through a symplectic rotation of

either of the solutions to the opposite duality frame that preserves the same prepotential.
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4.1 Universal solutions in the minimal theory

As already outlined in the introduction, the case of minimal supergravity with nV = 0

leads to a considerable technical simplification, while in the same time offering important

holographic insights. A major simplification in this limit occurs already without imposing

any restrictions on the background geometry - the D-terms of [104] automatically vanish

in the off-shell formalism. Moreover, due to homogeneity of the F -terms, the general form

of the prepotential (1.1) in the limit nV = 0 becomes

F (X0;AW, AT) = −i
∞∑

m,n=0

f(m,n)(X
0)2(1−m−n) (AW)m (AT)n , (4.1)

where f(m,n) are a set of arbitrary constants, e.g. we can set f(0,0) = 1, f(1,0) = c1, f(0,1) = c2

and so on. Without loss of generality we can also set g0 = 2, which in turn sets the AdS4

length scale to L = 1. The four-derivative case, where only the first three coefficients are

non-zero,30

F (X0;AW, AT) = −i(X0)2 − ic1AW − ic2AT , (4.2)

was considered in [12, 13, 26] and the general on-shell action for an arbitrary supersym-

metric solution with fixed points under the canonical isometry was conjectured in [13] and

proven in [51] (by generalizing a similar proof in the two-derivative case [9]). Written in

the present conventions,31 the four-derivative answer is given by

F =
∑
σ∈M4

π2

ω(σ)

(
(κ−2 + 4 c2) (1 + ω(σ))

2 + 4 c1 (1− ω(σ))
2
)
, (4.3)

which is exact agreement with the result of the general conjecture (1.3),

F =
∑
σ∈M4

4iπ2 F (κ−1X0
(σ); (1− ω(σ))

2, (1 + ω(σ))
2)

ω(σ)
, X0

(σ) =
(1 + ω(σ))

2
, (4.4)

applied to the above prepotential. As discussed in the introduction, it can be obtained both

from the identity and from the S-gluing, since F(KN-AdS) = 2F(S3
sq.) in this minimal

limit. It is in fact clear that the gluing trivializes by plugging in X0
(σ) = (1 + ω(σ))/2

directly inside (4.4) and one can introduce the above formula as in [9, 51] without any need

to specify a gluing rule.

The general conjecture (1.3), specialized to the nV = 0 case, therefore proposes that the

on-shell action for the holographic sphere and Kerr-Newman-like black hole backgrounds

takes the form of (4.4) for any number of derivatives, generalizing (4.3) to allow for the

full expansion in (4.1). For the case of pure AdS4 with round S3 boundary (such that

ω(S3) = 1) the infinite derivative expansion was already evaluated in section 7.1 of [13]

30Alternatively, we can use the definition (2.3) and write the four-derivative prepotential in minimal

supergravity as F (X0;A) = −i (X0)2 − iA.
31Note that [12, 13, 26] use Euclidean supergravity and different normalization of the higher derivative

invariants, resulting in a number of sign and prefactor changes. For the sake of direct comparison we can

adjust the final answers by the map 2 cthere1 = −chere1 and 2 cthere2 = chere2 .
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and we find that it agrees with the form proposed above.32 The careful discussion of this

background is postponed to the next subsection. Note that the results in [12, 13, 26, 51]

cover also the backgrounds with fixed two-submanifolds, which we instead discuss as a

particular limit in section 4.3.

It is instructive to follow more closely the faith of the off-shell section X0 and its on-

shell avatar X0(z) in this very simple case.33 Using the fact that g0 = 2, (2.15) and the

definition (2.10) lead immediately to

X0(z) =
1

2
, e−K2∂(z,z̄) = 1 , (4.5)

while applying the relation (2.13) to the off-shell sections leads to

X0 =
1

2
. (4.6)

This is in exact agreement with the answer presented in [13] after taking in account the

rescaling (2.12), and is the background value of X0 for any possible solution. This leads

us to the following important remark: it does not in general make sense to directly relate

the background value of the sections XI to the respective gluing rules that give rise to the

evaluation of the on-shell action as proposed by (1.3). In the example at hand one should

rather see the X0
(σ) inside the building block as a dummy variable. In the other examples

with nV 6= 0 we are going to see some specific relations between the values of the sections

XI(z) at the fixed points and the respective gluing rules, but there does not appear to

exist a general rule.34 The situation with the composite fields AW, AT is better since their

explicit values on the fixed points are proportional to the respective gluing rule, but one

should always be mindful that the actual background values are gauge-dependent, while

physical observables such as the on-shell action and entropy function are gauge invariant.

Finally, we should note that the minimal supergravity case is also very special from the

point of view of part II of the conjecture since there only remains a single integration over

the Coulomb branch parameters (counting ω among them) in (1.12). It would therefore

be interesting to explore the resulting universal partition functions that will likely exhibit

important general features potentially useful in understanding the general matter-coupled

objects.

4.2 The holographic three-sphere

Here we are going to discuss the backgrounds corresponding holographically to the S3

partition function [128, 129]. This class of backgrounds were not discussed explicitly in [10]

and therefore we need to start summarizing the basic facts about the two-derivative solution

before discussing the higher-derivative generalization. Note that the known backgrounds

32One should be careful not to look up directly the final on-shell result of [13]. Due to a different choice

for the insertion of the Newton constant via the gauge-fixing procedure, the results only appear similar but

not precisely equal. They become equivalent if we insist on the choices made in section 2 here.
33Clearly in this case there are no physical scalars zI , we only keep the notation X0(z) to distinguish the

off-shell and the on-shell quantities.
34This was already observed and remarked upon in [10] for the two-derivative case.
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corresponding to squashed spheres were already covered in the previous subsection,35 and it

is still an open problem to construct these backgrounds in non-minimal supergravity already

at two derivatives. As postulated in part I of the conjecture such solutions must exist, but

in their absense we are going to mostly focus on the round S3 case that exhibits the NS limit

of the general building block (1.3). The round S3 is a conformally flat manifold, therefore

the special solution we consider is just the maximally supersymmetric AdS4 vacuum with

S3 slicing. We also give more details on its corresponding Coulomb branch solutions,

discovered in [33].

Two derivative solutions

Let us here consider the standard two-derivative example of the electrically gauged STU

model following from the Cartan truncation of maximal 4d N = 8 supergravity and in turn

from the compactification of 11d supergravity on S7,

F2∂ = −2i
√
X0X1X2X3 , g0 = g1 = g2 = g3 = 1 , (4.7)

which results in the AdS4 length scale L = 1/
√

2. We are going to discuss the off-shell fields

on the AdS4 background below, and here instead focus on the simpler task of describing the

on-shell background. AdS4 is in fact the unique maximally supersymmetric background

[130] of the theory defined by the above prepotential and gauging, and is characterized by

a constant negative curvature, vanishing background gauge fields and physical scalars fixed

at the extremum of the resulting scalar potential. Imposing the gauge-fixing choice (2.15),

the AdS4 vacuum fixes

XI(z) =
1

4
, ∀I , e−K2∂(z,z̄) =

1

2
, XI =

√
2

4
, ∀I . (4.8)

In the case of Euclidean AdS4 with a round S3 slicing, Freedman and Pufu [33] found a more

general half-BPS background corresponding to deformations of the dual theory encoding

the most general choice of U(1)R symmetry, preserving the (Euclidean) supersymmetry

algebra OSp(2|2)×SU(2). The supergravity solutions are specified by running scalar fields

and a radial flow with a gradually shrinking S3 size, while keeping the background gauge

fields vanishing. In the language introduced above, these are precisely the Coulomb branch

solutions corresponding to the holographic round S3 special solution.

Using the explicit knowledge of the Killing spinors and their bilinears (for the special

solutions at the origin of the moduli space), [9] showed that the canonical isometry near

the fixed point takes the form

ξ = ∂ϕ1 + ∂ϕ2 , (4.9)

for the case of round holographic three-sphere, and more generally

ξ = ∂ϕ1 + ω∂ϕ2 , (4.10)

35It is straightforward to see that the corresponding gluing rule in table 1, when applied to nV = 0,

leads to (4.4) with a single fixed point, where the deformation parameter is identified with the squashing

parameter ω =
√
b for the U(1)× U(1) squashing [30], and ω = 2s2 − 1 + 2s

√
s2 − 1 for the SU(2)× U(1)

squashing [31]. The resulting answer is in agreement with the on-shell actions derived in these references.
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for the squashed case with ω > 0, based on the solution of [30],36 in accordance with the

suggested gluing rule. If we evaluate the on-shell action from (1.3) using the S-gluing in

table 1 applied to the explicit prepotential and FI gaugings above, we find the following

answer:

F(S3
sq) =

π (1 + ω)2
√
χ0χ1χ2χ3

ωG
(4)
N

,

3∑
I=0

χI = 1 . (4.11)

When discussing the round case, based on the above results we should further restrict to

the vanishing squashing limit,

ω(S3) = 1 . (4.12)

The answer is precisely matching the one derived in [33] by an explicit calculation taking in

account the principles of holographic renormalization [88, 131, 132]. As pointed out above,

the general answer for arbitrary ω > 0 is in agreement with the known results in minimal

supergravity, but the corresponding Coulomb branch solutions for a general squashing have

not been constructed. However, it is worth pointing out that the holographically dual large

N calculation was undertaken in [133] and the form of the on-shell action presented above

is in exact agreement. This gives us confidence that the general solutions exhibitng this

on-shell action truly exist.

Let us now comment more on the so-called F-extremization, which is the dual field

theoretical statement that the exact superconformal symmetry extremizes the sphere par-

tition function [39, 40]. Applying the same logic to the two-derivative answer above, we

can easily find the extremum of F(S3
sq) under the constraint

∑3
I=0 χ

I = 1:

χI
∣∣∣
crit.

=
1

4
, ∀I , ω

∣∣∣
crit.

= 1 . (4.13)

As expected, we indeed recover precisely the special solution corresponding to pure AdS4

and therefore restore superconformal symmetry in exact agreement with the field theory

interpretation. Note here that one is free to consider the squashed cases with arbitrary

ω while still recovering the same extremum for the Coulomb branch parameters. This

recovers the minimal supergravity solutions with squashing [30, 31], but does not restore

full conformal symmetry.

We should note that the explicit on-shell action above, as well as the full higher deriva-

tive expression in (1.3), is invariant under the inversion ω → 1/ω when using the S-gluing

rule. This must be the case by the simple consideration that the holographic S3 background

possesses only a single fixed point, and the original definition of ω in (1.2) is arbitrary in

the choice of parameters ε1,2. Instead this symmetry is broken for the black hole space-

times due to the appearance of magnetic charges, ultimately allowing one to also explore

the limit ω = 0 in some cases. It is therefore immediate to see that the resulting on-shell

action, with arbitrary number of derivatives, remains extremized precisely at ω = 1 which

gives back the round three-sphere. This is rather natural in supergravity as it corresponds

36We remind the reader that we decided to follow the convention of automatically fixing s = + of the first

(here unique) fixed point. In the cited references one can find both chiralities, which in turn also means

both signs for ω.
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to pure AdS4, i.e. the proposed gluing leads to a set of self-consistent results. This gives

us confidence to claim that we have presented the correct S-gluing rule.

Higher derivatives and the NS limit

Here we consider only the round sphere case, ω = 1. According to the general higher-

derivative expression for the gravitational block (1.3), in this limit the whole W tower of

terms is evaluated to zero. It is easy to see how this comes out from the off-shell formalism.

Just by imposing maximal symmetry on the AdS4 background leads to the vanishing of all

fields with spacetime indices,

Aµ = Vµij = W I
µ = T±ab = G±ab = 0 , (4.14)

which from the definition of AW immediately leads to

AW = 0 . (4.15)

In addition it is clear that the Weyl tensor vanishes on AdS4, which is another way of

understanding why the full W-invariant actually evaluates to zero on this background.

This is clearly valid at the superconformal point, i.e. for the special holographic round

S3 background, but we expect the Freedman-Pufu solutions to not excite any vectors and

tensors such that the above equations hold again. This expectation also agrees with the

conjectural approach in section 7.2 of [13] where a partially off-shell evaluation of the pure

AdS4 on-shell action was proposed to agree with the result from the evaluation of the

higher-derivative corrections on the Freedman-Pufu solutions. The fact that half of the

possible F -terms vanish for the holographic round S3 partition function was independently

argued on very general grounds in [44] based on the background symmetry superalgebra,

where the authors showed that all D-terms automatically vanish as well.

The evaluation of the T-invariant requires a few more technical steps as it also involves

the values of the physical and auxiliary scalars, c.f. (2.16). Here we can use the power

of full supersymmetry (as we focus on pure AdS4), where all the needed information is

determined by the simple requirement that all different terms in the Q-supersymmetry

variations vanish identically. This fixes the following background values:37

D = 0 , R = 12|gIXI |2 = 12|X|2 , Yij = gIY
I
ij = 2i |gIXI |2 εikσ3k

j . (4.16)

Imposing the conditions (2.13) and (2.15) leads to the complete simplification of the com-

posite field AT,

AT = eK2∂(z,z̄) , (4.17)

which holds for an arbitrary choice of prepotential and gauging that allow for an AdS4

vacuum. We should note that we have not yet evaluated the individual sections XI(z)

at the higher-derivative level, and it is in general impossible to do so without explicitly

37Strictly speaking, these results seem to appear here for the first time. They are however straightforward

to obtain by combining the minimal supegravity results in App. E of [13] with the matter-coupled Lorentzian

supersymmetric conditions in [11].
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specifying the prepotential. The values of the composite fields AW,T are exactly reversed

with respect to the asymptotically flat black holes in section 3.1, as expected from the fact

that here ω = 1 instead of −1.

These results are in complete agreement with the proposed Nekrasov-like building

block (1.3), for which the value ω = 1 is very special and corresponds to the Nekrasov-

Shatashvili limit of the full formal expansion (1.1). The S-gluing rule at ω = 1 gives the

general prediction for the on-shell action

F(S3, χI , ω = 1) = 4iπ2 F (2κ−1 χI ; 0, 4) , (4.18)

under the constraint gIχ
I = 1, where the only surviving higher derivative contributions

from the general form of the prepotential in (1.1) are from the coefficients F (0,n). Notice

that the four derivative coefficient, F (0,1), is of degree zero in χI , and therefore does not

change the critical point under F-extremization with respect to the two derivative answer.

Every other coefficient starting from six derivatives has a non-zero degree and therefore

can potentially shift the extremum, but the shift is of order at least (G
(4)
N )2.

Notice that the proposed form of the full higher-derivative on-shell action for the holo-

graphic S3 background is also in exact agreement with the explicit results for the infinite-

derivative expansion in minimal supergravity and the matter-coupled four-derivative pre-

potential considered in sections 7.1 and 7.2 of [13], respectively. These results should be

considered conjectural due to the lack of proper treatment of the higher-derivative holo-

graphic renormalization procedure, but neverthelsss give further evidence for the credibility

of the proposed on-shell action. Based on the holographic match with the ABJM theory and

the explicit results of [61], it was further proposed in [13] that the explicit four-derivative

prepotential for the STU model takes the form

F (0,1) ∝ −i

∑3
I=0(XI)2

√
X0X1X2X3

, (4.19)

and it would be interesting to holographically test this proposal further against some of

the answers from the black hole backgrounds discussed here.

Squashing and the Cardy limit

For completeness, let us also reproduce here the prediction for the complete expression of

the on-shell action of the general holographic squashed sphere background, following from

(1.3) and the S-gluing rule,

F(S3, χI , ω) =
4iπ2

ω
F (κ−1 (1 + ω)χI ; (1− ω)2, (1 + ω)2) , (4.20)

under the constraint gIχ
I = 1, leading back to (4.18) in the limit ω = 1 for the prepotential

(1.1). In the limit of minimal supergravity this expression reproduces (4.4) at a single

fixed point, as expected, and is therefore confirmed at four derivative level by the results

in [12, 13, 26].
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We can now consider another interesting limit, ω → 0, known as the Cardy limit. It

geometrically corresponds to infinite squashing, due to the symmetry ω → 1/ω ,meaning

that it is the opposite of the round S3 discussed above. In this limit we find

FCardy(S3, χI , ω) = lim
ω→0
F(S3, χI , ω) =

4iπ2

ω
F (κ−1 χI ; 1, 1) , (4.21)

with gIχ
I = 1, which will turn out to be related to the analogous limit for Kerr-Newman-

like black holes in analogy to the minimal case, see section 4.4.

The full partition function

Let us now consider the previous results in the context of part II of the general conjecture.

We gave a number of arguments that place the holographic round S3 partition function

at the NS limit of the gravitational Nekrasov building block (1.8), and naturally expect

this to hold for the full quantum gravity version. We should however caution the reader

that this gravitational statement should not be directly compared to the analogous limit in

the refined topological string partition function used to calculate the holographically dual

answer in [59, 60, 71, 134]. As far as we are aware, the reinterpretation of the field theory

localization answer in terms of the topological string on local (i.e. non-compact) Calabi-

Yau manifold is not understood systematically and should be considered a mathematical

accident.

Based on the on-shell action results, we were able to define the gravitational F-

extremization above, which amounts to simply extremizing the result without considering

the Coulomb branch parameters as being conjugate to any conserved charge (unlike the

black holes cases). This is of course in perfect agreement with the fact that the symmetry

pure AdS4 does not allow for non-vanishing conserved charges. This however leads to a

potential confusion when defining the gravitational partition function along the way pro-

posed in part II of the conjecture. To show this explicitly, let us first formally evaluate

what was defined as a grand-canonical partition function.

Z(S3
sq., χ

I , ω) = Zq.g.
Nek((1 + ω)χI , ω) , (4.22)

under the constraint gIχ
I = 1, for the putative quantum gravitational Nekrasov partition

function, Zq.g.
Nek. We can also evaluate the microcanonical partition function

Z(S3
sq.) =

∫ ( nV∏
I=0

dχI

)
dω δ(gIχ

I − 1)Z(S3
sq., χ

I , ω) . (4.23)

However, since the constrained integration actually does not mix the squashing parameter

ω with the Coulomb branch parameters, it is also perfectly acceptable to define

Z(S3
sq., ω) =

∫ ( nV∏
I=0

dχI

)
δ(gIχ

I − 1)Z(S3
sq., χ

I , ω) , (4.24)

as well as

Z(S3
sq., χ

I) =

∫
dω Z(S3

sq., χ
I , ω) , (4.25)
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under the constraint gIχ
I = 1. Since the saddle-point evaluation brings back the same

leading contribution related to the on-shell action of the special solutions, we observe that

at leading order

Z(S3
sq., χ

I
∣∣∣
crit.

, ω = 1) ≈ Z(S3
sq., χ

I
∣∣∣
crit.

) ≈ Z(S3
sq., ω = 1) ≈ Z(S3

sq.) , (4.26)

as well as

Z(S3
sq., χ

I
∣∣∣
crit.

, ω) ≈ Z(S3
sq., ω) , (4.27)

and even

Z(S3
sq., χ

I , ω = 1) ≈ Z(S3
sq., χ

I) . (4.28)

The fact that the Laplace transform is trivial therefore presents us with a multiplicity

of different partition functions that reproduce the same leading answer. Fortunately, the

arising confusion of which one to pick in the correct holographic description is unique to

the S3 example and is non-existent for the black hole backgrounds (due to the non-trivial

Laplace transform in those cases).

Let us state clearly the arising conundrum: we have four equally viable candidates in

(4.26) for the holographic dual of the Airy function [57–59], two candidates in (4.27) for

the holographic dual of the Airy function with squashing [60], and another two candidates

for the dual of the Airy function with general R-charge assignments [61]. Note that the

most general case including both squashing and general R-charge assignments, which can

be uniquely identified with the grand-canonical partition function (4.22) above, has not

yet been fully understood field theoretically. There appear to exist interesting relations

between the different limits of the general partition function, discovered recently in [135],

which strongly suggests that the correct holographic identification makes use of the left-

most object in each of the formulae (4.26) - (4.28). Once the correct identification is clearly

established, we would be able to use the impressive results established for ABJM theory

in the cited references that would give precise predictions for the quantum corrections

in ZUV
Nek, including non-perturbative ones. Note that there are also many results on the

three-sphere partition function for other holographic examples, see e.g. [40, 136–138] and

references thereof, which could also provide interesting checks.

Finally, let us note that a related approach to the holographic dual of the Airy func-

tion was proposed in [18] based on supergravity localization and the two-dimensional theory

(4.7). Although there are many similarities in the final partition function expression, the

idea there is that the Coulomb branch parameters are actually conjugate to the ABJM

parameters N and k. However, we seem to already find a disagreement with the way

F-extremization works in this proposal, and therefore the present conjecture diverges con-

siderably.

4.3 Static/rotating black holes with a twist

We now consider the static [85, 139, 140] and rotating [27] BPS black holes with a twist

in AdS4. Supersymmetry is preserved by the so-called twisting condition, which translates

into the fact that there is always a fixed non-zero magnetic charge carried by the R-

symmetry gauge field. The resulting spacetime is therefore only asymptotically locally

– 38 –



AdS4, and due to the non-vanishing magnetic charge is sometimes called magnetic AdS4

[141, 142]. Due to the twisting condition, one finds that the group of rotations commutes

with the fermionic symmetries, and therefore in the spherical case the asymptotic group of

symmetries corresponds to U(1|1)×SO(3) [143]. It follows that we can break the rotational

symmetry without any further supersymmetry breaking, which allows the existence of

rotating spherical solutions with axial symmetry or the change of horizon topology to an

arbitrary Riemann surface Σg of genus g [144]. Recently also the Coulomb branch solutions

pertaining to the static black holes were constructed in Euclidean supergravity [36]. These

solutions point strongly to the existence of the corresponding Coulomb branch solutions for

the general rotating solutions as well, in agreement to the claim in part I of the conjecture.

Due to the requirement that the background has fixed points under the canonical isometry,

here we mainly need to consider the spherical rotating case, which was studied in detail at

two derivatives in [10]. However, since it allows a smooth limit to the static case with a

fixed two-submanifold S2, which is turn closely related to the arbitrary genus case Σg, we

will be able to describe all the aforementioned backgrounds.

Two derivative solutions

As for the holographic sphere case, we are going to focus on the STU model,38 defined by

F2∂ = −2i
√
X0X1X2X3 , g0 = g1 = g2 = g3 = 1 , (4.29)

setting the AdS4 length scale to L = 1/
√

2. The most general rotating black holes with

magnetic AdS4 asymptotics and spherical horizon were discovered in [27], where a flow

from the 1/2 BPS AdS2×wS2 near-horizon region to the asymptotic region was explicitly

constructed. In fact we can focus purely at the near-horizon region, preserving the sym-

metry algebra SU(1, 1|1) × U(1) (and additional flavor charges). Just like all other black

hole spacetimes considered here, the fixed points of the canonical isometry sit precisely at

the near-horizon, at the centre of the AdS2 factor and the two poles of the sphere. The

supersymmetric solutions were found using the integrability conditions following from a

general time-like Killing spinor, see [145, 146], and therefore we cannot present explicitly

the corresponding Killing spinors and their bilinears. Nevertheless we can circumstantially

infer that both fixed points come with the same orientation, or chirality, fixed here to be

positive by convention. In the static case one can see that the full S2 at the centre of

AdS2 becomes a fixed submanifold under the canonical isometry, as verified by the explicit

Killing spinors found in [147, 148]. This is why the static limit indeed coincides with the

bolt limit where the two points get blown up to a full two-submanifold as discussed earlier.

The spinors therefore become chiral everywhere on the sphere, which is only possible if

they had the same chirality at an arbitrary value of ω as well,

sSP = sNP = 1 . (4.30)

38Note that in [10] the STU model was defined with an opposite sign for the prepotential. This leads to

a simple change in the overall sign in the building blocks (1.3), but more importantly does not change the

definition of the quartic invariant I4 (see also [27]) used for performing the explicit calculations.
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The rest of the A-gluing rule, as presented in table 1, is ultimately justified by its success,

which was shown in detail in [10] in the two derivative case. The above information is all

we need to be able to generalize the two derivative result of [10] to the infinite derivative

gluing, as discussed in part I of the conjecture.

Based on the STU model, the A-gluing rule and the resulting explicit black hole so-

lutions of [27], [10] showed that the entropy function, in the notation and conventions

introduced here, is given by

I(χI , ω, pI , qI ,J ) =
iπ

2ωG
(4)
N

(
F (χI + ωpI)− F (χI − ωpI)

)
− iπ

G
(4)
N

(χIqI − ωJ ) , (4.31)

under the constraints
∑

I χ
I = 1 and

∑
I p

I = −1. In particular, it was shown that

the black hole entropy is precisely reproduced upon extremizing the above function, in

agreement with (1.6). Additionally, the critical values of the gluing parameters XI
(1),(2) are

directly proportional to the background values of the on-shell sections at the poles of the

sphere,

XI
SP(z) = iXI

(1)

∣∣∣
crit.

, XI
NP(z) = iXI

(2)

∣∣∣
crit.

, (4.32)

such that reading off the background values of the sections for the black hole solutions

allows one to check more easily the extremization of (4.31). Note that, unlike the case of the

holographic sphere, (4.31) is non-linearly dependent (involving square roots) on a number

of independent charges.39 It is rather miraculous that the A-gluing reproduces exactly the

supersymmetric background, providing very strong evidence of its applicability.40 Note also

that the analogous rule can be applied to the holographic partition functions that factorize

in terms of holomorphic blocks and their ω → 0 limit, the Cardy blocks [45]. This approach

not only reproduces holographically the static results of [37, 38], but in the next-to-leading

order in small ω is in agreement with the full expression above.

It is important to notice that the static limit is smooth not only at the level of the

explicit two derivative solutions [27], but also at the level of the entropy function. When

taking the limit ω → 0 we find a cancellation of the leading term in (4.31), resulting in a

final answer that is ω-independent,

I(χI , pI , qI) = lim
ω→0
I(χI , ω, pI , qI ,J ) =

iπ

G
(4)
N

(pIFI(χ
I)− χIqI) , (4.33)

with
∑

I χ
I = 1 and

∑
I p

I = −1, in agreement with the earlier results of [37, 85, 147].

We can also derive the entropy function for the case when we replace the spherical horizon

with an arbitrary Σg Riemann surface, simply by an overall rescaling [38, 65],

I(χI , pI , qI , g) =
η

2
I(χI , pI , qI) =

iπ η

2G
(4)
N

(pIFI(χ
I)− χIqI) , (4.34)

39In order to not deviate from the main point, we are not going to present explicitly the constraint

λ̂(pI , qI ,J ) = 0 resulting from (1.6).
40For the reader skipping the asymptotically flat examples, the A-gluing rule was also successfully tested

with the cubic prepotential and FI gaugings allowing Minkowski4 asymptotics, see [10].
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where η = 2|g − 1| (η = 1 for g = 1), the electric and magnetic charges obey a different

quantization condition, and the constraint becomes
∑

I p
I = −ρ for the constant scalar

curvature ρ (we already used the symbol κ for the gravitational coupling constant). Notice

that the corresponding on-shell action,

F(χI , pI , g) = − iπ η

2G
(4)
N

pIFI(χ
I) , (4.35)

is reproducing the result obtained in [36] for all the static Coulomb branch solutions. We

expect the on-shell action corresponding to the rotating Coulomb branch solutions to be

described by the Legendre transform of (4.31).

Higher derivatives and the static/bolt limit

The full higher derivative prediction for the on-shell action of the twisted rotating black

holes follows from the A-gluing applied to (1.3), resulting in

F(pI , χI , ω) =
4iπ2

ω

(
F (κ−1(χI − ωpI); (1− ω)2, (1 + ω2))

− F (κ−1(χI + ωpI); (1 + ω)2, (1− ω2))
)
,

(4.36)

under the same constraints as in the two derivative case. Unfortunately, due to the fact

that the rotating background was found only recently and the corresponding Killing spinors

are not known explicitly, there is no available off-shell analysis of the rotating black holes

and therefore we cannot justify the general expression in any rigorous way. The good news

is that things are under better control in the static limit, because the static near-horizon

geometry was analyzed off-shell in [11] in the presence of the W invariant (see also section

8 of [116]), and in [12, 13] in the limit to minimal supergravity in the presence of both W
and T invariants at four derivatives. It is therefore useful to first write down the higher

derivative prediction for the static/bolt limit, which gives

Fbolt(g, p
I , χI) = −4iπ2 η

(
κ−1 pIFI(κ

−1χI ; 1, 1)+2ρFAW(κ−1χI ; 1, 1)−2ρFAT(κ−1χI ; 1, 1)
)
,

(4.37)

under the constraint gIχ
I = 1, where we already inserted the prefactor of η = 2|g − 1|

(η = 1 for g = 1), generalizing the spherical case to an arbitrary Σg in analogy to the two

derivative case. This also means that the magnetic charges obey gIp
I = −ρ as discussed

above. It is natural to conjecture that this is the general answer for the contribution of a

single fixed two-submanifold, or bolt, in the case of trivial fibration p = 0.

When applied to the case of minimal supergravity with a four derivative prepotential

as in (4.2) with g0 = 2, the formula above simplifies further to

F(g, pI , χI) = (1− g)

(
π

2G
(4)
N

− 16π2 c1 + 16π2 c2

)
, (4.38)

which is again in precise agreement (see footnote 31) with the corresponding results in

[12, 13, 26].
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Coming back to the general matter coupled result (4.37) in the static limit, we find

that it is in full agreement with the entropy function proposed in [11] based on a direct

evaluation of the Wald entropy in the presence of an arbitrary tower of W terms. Based

on the full off-shell background discussed partially already in [116] and completed in [11],

we can actually confirm the expectations for both composite fields AW and AT. Focusing

back to the spherical case, the near-horizon metric and the non-vanishing components of

the T -tensor and the field strengths can be conveniently parametrized by

ds2 = v1 ds2
AdS2

+ v2 ds2
S2 , T−01 = iT−23 = −w , F I23 =

pI

v2
, (4.39)

which is in full agreement with the ansatz for the BPS black holes in ungauged supergrav-

ity, c.f. section 3.1. The resulting solution looks simpler upon choosing the gauge fixing

condition (2.15),

v1 =
e−K2∂(z,z̄)

4
, w = 4ieK2∂(z,z̄)/2 . (4.40)

The T -tensor therefore becomes precisely equal to the choice we made in the asymptotically

flat case in section 3.1, which retroactively justifies it (we claimed the gauge fixing in the

ungauged case agrees with the general choice (3.1)). The rest of the background solution

is however different, and after a number of straightforward simplifications following from

the gauge fixing choice, we find

R = 2(v−1
1 − v

−1
2 ) , D = −1

6
(v−1

1 + 2v−1
2 ) , (4.41)

and

gIFI,−23 =
1

4
(v−1

1 + 2v−1
2 ) , gIY

I
ij = i v−1

2 εikσ
3k
j . (4.42)

Remarkably, after some additional cancellations, this set of background fields result in

AW = AT = eK2∂(z,z̄) . (4.43)

These values are again in agreement with the general expression in (4.37), showing the

same proportionality between the on-shell action evaluation and the background values of

AW,T as in sections 3.1 and 4.2. Note that upon allowing a general Riemann surface Σg

with a constant curvature ρ, one needs to substitute v−1
2 with ρ v−1

2 above.

Finally, let us note that unlike the cases in sections 3.1 and 4.2 we are not aware of a

general proof that possible D-term corrections vanish for the twisted black holes considered

here. On the other hand, this is guaranteed holographically, since the black holes considered

here correspond to the so called topologically twisted index, see below. It can be shown in

full generality, see e.g. [46], that the index is a purely holomorphic quantity that translates

into the entropy function being influenced only by chiral quantities, i.e. F -terms.

Quantum entropy function and holography

According to part II of the conjecture, the quantum entropy function in this case reads

Z(pI , qI ,J ) :=

∫ ( nV∏
I=0

dχI

)
dω δ(gIχ

I − 1) e−F(pI ,χI ,ω)− 8iπ2

κ2
(χIqI−ωJ ) ZUV(pI , χI , ω) ,

(4.44)
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with the general on-shell action written in (4.36), gIp
I = −1, and λ̂(gI , qI ,J ) = 0 resulting

implicitly from (1.6) applied to (4.36). The UV correction proposed here follows again

from the A-gluing rule and the putative Nekrasov building block ZUV
Nek. It is also natural to

propose that the static limit of this expression can also be generalized to include the static

black hole solutions with arbitrary horizon topologies,

Z(g, pI , qI) :=

∫ ( nV∏
I=0

dχI

)
δ(gIχ

I − 1) e−F(g,pI ,χI)− 8iπ2

κ2
χIqI ZUV(g, pI , χI) , (4.45)

under the same constraints as above. As already discussed in the introduction, the form of

the static quantum entropy function proposed here formally matches the result obtained

from the supergravity localization program, in this case obtained in [19, 47].41 As discussed

earlier, the Coulomb branch solutions corresponding to the static black holes in question

were constructed in [36]. They preserve the same asymptotic AdS4 symmetries as the

Lorentzian black hole solutions, but do not possess an infinite throat near the horizon and

therefore do not enjoy conformal symmetry enhancement in the infra-red, when evoking

the standard holographic RG flow interpretation. We can therefore see very explicitly

that the proposed finite-dimensional integration above is actually a completely on-shell

formula, matching precisely the analogous field theoretic picture. The identification with

the supergravity localization results in [19, 47], based on an off-shell fluctuations around the

near-horizon background, therefore poses the question of reconciling the two pictures. We

leave this as an open problem, which needs to be addressed after more evidence accumulates

for the validity of part II of the conjecture. Provided a clear identification exists, the results

of [47, 48] about the one-loop correction give an explicit example of what the general

Nekrasov partition function ZUV
Nek should include, namely the loop corrections arising both

from the massless four-dimensional effective action and from the full infinite set of massive

KK modes. This is precisely in line with the discussion below Eq. (1.9).

Let us also briefly comment on the holographically dual picture, which has been a

subject of considerable interest initiated by the successful microscopic counting of the static

black holes in maximal supergravity [37, 38]. The relevant field theoretical quantity is the

so-called topologically twisted index, which in the spherical case (including refinement by

angular momentum), was defined in [64] as

exp
(
IRTTI(n

I ,∆I , ε)
)

= Tr(−1)F e−βHei ∆IJIei εL3 , (4.46)

where JI are the U(1)f flavor symmetry generators, and L3 the U(1) generator of rotations

around the symmetry axis of S2. The parameters nI ,∆I and ε, obeying the supersymmetric

constraints
∑

I n
I = 2 and

∑
I ∆I = 2π, are therefore the field theoretic analog of the black

hole parameters pI , χI and ω, respectively. Note that the expression above is naturally

defined in the grand-canonical ensemble, and therefore it is holographically dual precisely

to the grand-canonical partition function

Z(pI , χI , ω) = e−F(pI ,χI ,ω) ZUV(pI , χI , ω) , (4.47)

41Note that these references only considered a two derivative prepotential, but due to the usage of the

off-shell formalism one can directly extend the general results by including the full higher derivative on-shell

action F(g, pI , χI) discussed here.
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which is just the inverse Laplace transform of (4.44). A noteworthy progress was achieved

in the static limit, which again admits a generalization to an arbitrary Riemann surface

[65],

exp
(
ITTI(g, n

I ,∆I)
)

= Tr(−1)F e−βHei ∆IJI , (4.48)

with the gravitational analog

Z(g, pI , χI) = e−F(g,pI ,χI) ZUV(g, pI , χI) . (4.49)

In the field theoretic large N limit, corresponding to the two derivative approximation in

supergravity, one can map precisely the holographically dual quantities [19, 47]. Trans-

forming the topologically twisted index to the microcanonical ensemble naturally results

into the proposed index-extremization and consequent microscopic rederivation of the black

hole entropy. This was initially achieved using the holographic duality between the gauged

STU model and ABJM theory, but has since been generalized to other holographic exam-

ples [49, 97, 138, 149–156]. Due to the discovery of the Coulomb branch solutions [36],

again in the STU model, converting to the microcanonical ensemble no longer needed for

a precise holographic match. It would therefore be interesting to explore fully the implica-

tions from the full holographic identification of (4.46) with (4.47) and in turn (4.48) with

(4.49) beyond the leading order, extending the available subleading corrections discussed in

[13, 48, 152, 153, 157–161]. The identification of these grand-canonical partition functions

would of course immediately imply a precise match of the respective microcanonical quan-

tities, but is a slightly simpler task due to lack of additional integration over the chemical

potentials.

4.4 Kerr-Newman-like black holes without a twist

Let us now consider the other supersymmetric branch of asymptotically AdS4 black hole

solutions - the Kerr-Newman-like solutions with general electric and magnetic charges

and rotation, found recently in [86]. These solutions generalize the previously known

supersymmetric limit of the Kerr-Newman-AdS4 background in minimal supergravity (see

[144, 162]), as well as the electrically charged black holes in [163, 164] in the X0X1 model

(a truncation of the full STU model). These solutions are characterized by the vanishing

R-symmetry background magnetic charge, thus placing them in a topologically distinct

sector from the twisted black holes described in the previous subsection, see [143]. The

asymptotic spacetime, in the absense of flavor magnetic charges, is global AdS4 with the

supersymmetry algebra OSp(2|4) (in N = 2 supergravity), such that the holographically

dual quantity is the superconformal index [165–167]. In the presence of the extra flavor

magnetic charges, leading to a deformation of the asymptotic symmetries, one should

instead consider the generalized superconformal index, [168]. The supersymmetric black

holes in this case do not admit a static limit and therefore the near-horizon geometry is

necessarily a non-trivial fibration of AdS2 over S2 preserving SU(1, 1|1) symmetry. Just

as in the other black hole examples the fixed point of the canonical isometry are situated

at the near-horizon geometry, the center of AdS2 and the two poles of the sphere. The

corresponding entropy function was understood in [169] and later in [35] in the absence of
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flavor magnetic charges, and generalized in [10] based on the two derivative gravitational

blocks. In this case there is no knowledge of any potential Coulomb branch solutions and

we will focus purely on the Lorentzian black holes.

Two derivative solutions

We are again going to consider explicitly the STU model, precisely as defined in (4.7), and

briefly summarize the two derivative results of [10]. Unfortunately all the supersymmetric

solutions were constructed via the integrability conditions in [145, 146] and therefore we

have no access to the explicit Killing spinors in this case. The id-gluing rule was therefore

devised on the basis of the gluing of the superconformal index in terms of holomorphic

blocks in [28] and shown to reproduce correctly the black hole entropy. Concretely, [10]

considered the entropy function

I(χI , ω, pI , qI ,J ) = − iπ

2ωG
(4)
N

(
F (χI + ωpI) + F (χI − ωpI)

)
− iπ

G
(4)
N

(χIqI − ωJ ) , (4.50)

under the constraints
∑

I χ
I = (1 + ω) and

∑
I p

I = 0. Specialized to the STU model,

the Kerr-Newman-like black hole entropy of [86] is reproduced upon extremizing the above

function, in agreement with (1.6). The critical values of the gluing parameters XI
(1),(2) are

related to the background values of the on-shell sections at the poles of the sphere,

(XI
SP(z))∗ = −iXI

(1)

∣∣∣
crit.

, XI
NP(z) = −iXI

(2)

∣∣∣
crit.

, (4.51)

similarly to the relations following from the max-gluing in (3.10). The explicit expression

for the entropy function is non-linearly dependent on a number of independent charges,42

and the fact that its extremization reproduces exactly the black hole entropy is a strong

indication of the correct gluing rule. Note however that at two derivatives we cannot fix

independetly the signs of s and ω at the second fixed point in (1.3), and we are going to

justify the present choice when considering higher derivatives.

We can also consider the Cardy limit, ω → 0, of the general expression presented

above. It is easy to see that in this limit the magnetic charges actually drop out and we

find

I(χI , ω, qI ,J ) = lim
ω→0
I(χI , ω, pI , qI ,J ) = − iπ

ωG
(4)
N

F (χI)− iπ

G
(4)
N

(χIqI − ωJ ) . (4.52)

Notice that at two derivatives this coincides with the limit of vanishing flavor magnetic

charges pI = 0. In this case the entropy function is in agreement with the results in [169]

and [35]. The Cardy and the related vanishing pI/minimal supergravity limits were also

explored holographically in [153, 170–172]. A more general approach, based on [10], of

decomposing the holographic partition functions in Cardy blocks was undertaken in [45],

which not only reproduces the Cardy limit above, but in the limit of small ω is actually in

agreement with the full id-rule leading to (4.50).

42Again, we are not going to present explicitly the constraint λ̂(pI , qI ,J ) = 0 resulting from (1.6).
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Higher derivatives, the Cardy limit and the partition function

The general Kerr-Newman-like black holes in AdS4 were discovered only recently and they

have not yet been understood in the off-shell formalism. The only results reported in the

literature were already presented in the minimal/universal case in section 4.1, which luckily

is enough to fully fix the ambiguity mentioned above about the signs of s and ω at the

second fixed point. Let us first write down the full on-shell that follows from the id-gluing

applied to (1.3),

F(KN, pI , χI , ω) =
4iπ2

ω

(
F (κ−1(χI + ωpI); (1− ω)2, (1 + ω2))

+ F (κ−1(χI − ωpI); (1− ω)2, (1 + ω2))
)
,

(4.53)

under the same constraints as in the two derivative case,
∑

I χ
I = (1 + ω) and

∑
I p

I = 0.

In the minimal limit there are no flavor magnetic charges and this expression reduces

automatically to (4.4) (with g0 = 2 as in section 4.1) that was verified explicitly in the four

derivative case [12, 13, 26]. This uniquely fixes

s(2) = + , ω(2) = ω , (4.54)

for the id-gluing that was presented in table 1.

In the absence of other results for comparison, we finish the discussion with a couple

of observations. First, the higher derivative on-shell action simplifies considerably in the

Cardy limit,

FCardy(KN, χI , ω) = lim
ω→0
F(KN, pI , χI , ω) =

8iπ2

ω
F (κ−1 χI ; 1, 1) , (4.55)

under the constraints
∑

I χ
I = 1 and

∑
I p

I = 0. The latter constraint becomes superfluous

since magnetic charges are invisible in the Cardy limit. In this case we find an interesting

relation between Cardy limits of the holographic squashed sphere, (4.21), and the Kerr-

Newman-like black holes,

FCardy(KN, χI , ω) = 2FCardy(S3, χI , ω) , (4.56)

which generalizes the same relation discovered in the minimal/universal limit in [12, 13, 26],

see section 4.1.

Second, based on part II of the conjecture, we can now give a proposal for the grand-

canonical and microcanonical partition functions,

Z(KN, pI , χI , ω) = e−F(KN,pI ,χI ,ω) ZUV(KN, pI , χI , ω) , (4.57)

with ZUV following from the same id-gluing of the proposed UV-completion of the gravi-

tational Nekrasov partition function, and

Z(KN, pI , qI ,J ) =

∫ ( nV∏
I=0

dχI

)
dω δ(gIχ

I − (1 + ω)) e−
8iπ2

κ2
(χIqI−ωJ ) Z(KN, pI , χI , ω) ,

(4.58)
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with the constraints gIp
I = 0 and λ̂KN (gI , qI ,J ) = 0 resulting implicitly from (1.6) applied

to (4.53). The latter quantity is the quantum entropy function for the Kerr-Newman-like

black holes in AdS4. In the holographically dual three-dimensional superconformal field

theory one can define the generalized superconformal index, [167, 168]

exp
(
ISCI(n

I ,∆I , ε)
)

= Tr(−1)F e−βHei ∆IJIei εL3 , (4.59)

which in analogy to the topologically twisted index is a holomorphic function of the chem-

ical potentials ∆I . We can therefore argue again that D-terms cannot contribute to the

supergravity result due to the expected holographic equality between (4.57) and (4.59).
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