arXiv:2211.12476v1 [hep-th] 22 Nov 2022

PREPARED FOR SUBMISSION TO JHEP

On the BPS sector in AdS3/CFT; Holography

Emil J. Martinec?, Stefano Massai®¢ and David Turton?

¢ Kadanoff Center for Theoretical Physics and Enrico Fermi Institute
University of Chicago
5640 S. Ellis Ave.
Chicago IL 60637

b Dipartimento di Fisica e Astronomia “Galileo Galilei”
Universita di Padova, Via Marzolo 8, 35131 Padova, Italy

¢INFN, Sezione di Padova, Via Marzolo 8, 35131 Padova, Italy

4 Mathematical Sciences and STAG Research Centre, University of Southampton,
Highfield, Southampton, SO17 1BJ, UK

E-mail: ejmartin@uchicago.edu, stefano.massai@pd.infn.it,
d.j.turton@soton.ac.uk

ABSTRACT: The BPS sector in AdS3/CFTs duality has been fertile ground for the exploration
of gauge/gravity duality, from the match between black hole entropy and the CFT elliptic
genus to the construction of large families of geometrical microstates and the identification of
the corresponding states in the CFT. Worldsheet methods provide a tool to further explore the
relation between string theory in the bulk and corresponding CF'T quantities. We show how
to match individual BPS strings to their counterparts in the symmetric product orbifold CFT.
In the process, we find an exact match between known constructions of microstate geometries
and condensates of BPS supergraviton strings, and discuss their role in the broader collection
of BPS states. In particular, we explore how microstate geometries develop singularities; and
how string theory resolves these singularities through the appearance of “tensionless” string
dynamics, which is the continuation of structures found in the weak-coupling CFT into the
strongly coupled regime described by string theory in the bulk. We argue that such “tensionless”
strings are responsible for black hole microstructure in the bulk description.
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1 Introduction and Summary

The AdS3;/CFT; duality of the string theory onebrane-fivebrane system exhibits an extensively
developed holographic dictionary (reviews include [1-4]). In particular, there is a rich variety
of examples of CFT microstates that have been matched to corresponding smooth horizonless
geometries with AdSs x S* x M asymptotics, where M = T* or K3 (see [3, 4] for recent
overviews and further references).

In early work, the 1/2-BPS ground states of the system were studied.! The different brane
bound state configurations source supergravity solutions known as supertubes [5-8|. There is
an explicit map between CFT ground states and supergravity solutions, which we review in
section 4.1 below. The entropy of these ground states is given in terms of the charge quanta
n1,ns of onebranes and fivebranes, as well as angular momentum Jy, on S3, by [9, 10]

C
S%-BPS = 271'\/6 (n5n1 — |JLD (11)

where ¢ = 12 for T4, and ¢ = 24 for K3.

Exciting the system away from any of these ground states by adding momentum-carrying
supergravity waves leads to a collection of horizonless 1/4-BPS NS5-F1-P geometries known as
superstrata [11-16] (for a review, see [3]). Each geometry has a well-understood holographic
map to a (coherent) state in the symmetric product CFT; this map is reviewed and elaborated
upon in section 5 below.?

Both supertubes and superstrata are examples of smooth, horizonless BPS microstate ge-
ometries. The matching of 1/2-BPS states was the first example where the microstates in the
CFT were mapped one-for-one onto fully back-reacted supergravity geometries. One can think
of the superstratum construction as extending this holographic map to a much larger class of
1/4-BPS CFT states for which the fully back-reacted supergravity solution is known.

Furthermore, an analysis [19] of the elliptic genus,

Zea(q,y) = tr|(—1)FetFr oo yJD] : (1.2)

exhibits an exact match between the spacetime CF'T and the corresponding index of BPS states
in a gas of supergravitons, up to level n, = inmg,. Superstrata provide a fully back-reacted

LOur normalization of the fraction of supersymmetry preserved is relative to the SL(2,R) invariant NS-NS
vacuum state. Thus Ramond-Ramond ground states are 1/2-BPS, and breaking the left-moving half of the
remaining supersymmetry via chiral momentum excitations results in 1/4-BPS states.

2As we review in section 2, the symmetric product CFT and the bulk effective string theory occupy com-
plementary regions of the moduli space; however, BPS protected quantities such as index states are robust
and can thus be compared. In addition to superstrata, multi-centered, bubbled geometries [17] have also been
constructed, which are BPS for particular values of the moduli but lift off the BPS bound as the moduli are de-
formed to generic values [18]. Because they are only accidentally BPS at a particular locus in the moduli space,
these bubbled geometries are not protected and it is not guaranteed that they should map to some well-defined
collection of states in the symmetric product CFT.



bulk realization of a coherent state basis of this supergraviton gas, which includes the index
states.

However, the superstratum construction is not restricted to the regime n, < lenln5. The
quantum numbers can be extended far into the regime where the number of momentum quanta
n, is much larger than either nins or Jr, and in particular into the regime nynsn, > Jg. In
this regime, the generic element of the density of states is a BTZxS? black string in 6d, which
reduces to a BMPV [20] black hole in 5d. The entropy of superstratum states in this regime
has been estimated to be [21]

Sgeom ~ /M5 n;/4 ) (13)

which for generic large charges is much smaller than the 1/4-BPS BTZ black hole entropy,

SBTZ == 27T\/n5n1np — JIQ/ . (14)

In the BTZ regime nynsn, > J#, the CFT elliptic genus has the same asymptotic growth as the
black hole density of states (thus, almost all 1/4-BPS BTZ black holes are bosons).

The fact that the number of smooth supergravity geometries is subleading in the entropy
answers a question that has sometimes been asked, namely whether to include the black hole
geometry in the sum over saddles in the Euclidean gravitational path integral, if one is propos-
ing to replace the black hole by an ensemble of stringy “fuzzball” states. The answer is yes,
it should be included — the Euclidean black hole solution represents all the generic members
of the ensemble that can’t be distinguished at the level of supergravity. The geometrical mi-
crostates represent auxiliary complex saddles in the Euclidean path integral, and don’t result
in overcounting since they represent a vastly subleading contribution. The use of the black hole
solution does not necessarily mean that the microstates so represented lack the horizon-scale
structure posited by the fuzzball proposal; it simply means that, as seen from outside by su-
pergravity probes, any such structure will appear to be well-approximated by the black hole
solution and its properties.

The 1/4-BPS black hole solution accounts for the bulk of the 1/4-BPS entropy. As yet,
we don’t have a bulk picture of the microstates, or a detailed understanding of the holographic
map. These states appear to have a horizon in their effective supergravity description; however,
the fuzzball proposal posits that all microstates are fundamentally horizonless. This issue is
perhaps the central open question of the fuzzball program — whether the internal degrees of
freedom of any microstate are in causal contact with the exterior spacetime.

While BTZ black holes are the generic elements of the ensemble of states above the BTZ
threshold nsnin, = J?, below this threshold there are other 1/4-BPS black objects [22] which
dominate the density of states. Depending on the regime of parameters, the dominant config-
uration is either a zero-angular momentum black hole surrounded by a supertube that carries



the angular momentum, or a black ring; see figure 1. The corresponding entropies are

2Jy, —
Sprist = 271'\/”5”1”19 (1 - L—np> ) 0<Jr < M )
NNy 2 (1 5)
Sring = 27T\/n5n1(n5n1 -+ ny — 2JL) <1 — w) s s < JL < nins .
nins 2

Initially, the portions of the phase diagram below the BTZ threshold were not well understood,
and so they became known as enigmatic phases. There are also smooth microstate geometries in

L,

Black Rings

2—charge Supertubes

nn; 2),

Figure 1: Additional BPS black objects inhabit the region between the BTZ threshold and the
BPS ground states.

these sub-BTZ regimes; once again their entropy is generically subleading, e.g. for J;, < nins/2
one has [21]

Sgeom ~ (n5n1)1/4nll,/2 y Ny <K nns . (16)

As mentioned above, the elliptic genus in the regime near the maximally spinning ground
state’ (M2 <n, < J, with "2 < J < ?m}T’“) is accounted for by smooth supergravity solutions.
The growth of index states is even slower than the growth of the 1/4-BPS supergravity partition
function (1.6), let alone that of the relevant black object (1.5); for instance, along the line J =
+nins, one has the density of index states (computed either in the CFT or in supergravity) [23,
24]

PN (k3 (Mp) ~ Nexp(27r\/12np) : (1.7)

As a consequence, none of the 1/4-BPS black holes dominating the enigmatic phases are index
states, and might not lie exactly on the BPS bound; for instance, they could be lifted slightly
away from the BPS bound by perturbative corrections to the classical solution. Regardless,
there are exponentially many more of them than the index states, with the latter being entirely

3This regime is the spectral flow of the NS-NS sector states with n, < =2 to the R-R sector.



accounted for by the supergravity solutions in this triangular region. In fact, we see from (1.6)
that there are also exponentially more 1/4-BPS supergravity states than there are index states.?

Given that the geometrical index states are interspersed with a large collection of unpro-
tected black hole states at and near the BPS bound, one expects that a slight perturbation of the
former will thermalize into the latter. This feature provides a key rationale for the exploration
of horizonless geometries — they lie deep within the black hole phase, while being amenable to
analysis in the bulk description. They thus provide a portal to the regime of generic black hole
states, and we can ask what processes are at work as they access this regime. We will explore
in section 7 a particular mechanism, in which singularities which can develop in the bulk geom-
etry signal the onset of a deconfinement transition in the underlying fivebrane dynamics. The
deconfined phase is expected to describe generic black hole states.

In this work, we review and expand upon the above detailed picture of the BPS sector
in AdS3/CFT; holography, concentrating on the enigmatic regime below the BTZ threshold.
The zoology of these states can be organized into three general classes. Smooth geometrical
microstates are the least entropic, while black holes are the most entropic; in between one has
what one might call perturbative stringy horizonless microstates. These consist of a BPS gas
of perturbative strings placed in any microstate geometry. The back-reaction of these string
sources leads to classical singularities that are resolved by perturbative string effects. The
entropy of such strings exceeds the supergravity entropy (1.6), but again falls short of the black
object entropy (1.5). We estimate this entropy in section 6 and find a Hagedorn spectrum of
1/4-BPS string states; in particular, near Jp = nyns/2, we find

2
Spert = 271'\/n—np (np + ning — 2JL) s (18)
5

which indeed lies between (1.6) and (1.5).

Our analysis employs the methods of worldsheet string theory to explore these different
families of BPS states, and the connections between them. The main tool in this analysis is the
worldsheet construction of supersymmetric ground states developed in [26-32]. After reviewing
relevant aspects of the spacetime CF'T in section 2, we provide an overview of the gauged WZW
model on the worldsheet that describes a family of heavy BPS ground states in section 3.

As a warmup exercise, we review in section 4 the construction in [29] of worldsheet ver-
tex operators that describe 1/2-BPS deformations of 1/2-BPS supertube backgrounds. The
BPS vertex operator spectrum of the worldsheet theory mediates transitions between BPS
states, perturbatively around a given BPS state. Condensation of 1/2-BPS vertex operators
(i.e. exponentiating them into the worldsheet action) allows us to explore the nearby 1/2-BPS
configuration space of supertubes, out to some finite distance.

4Indeed, recent analysis of the AdSs near-horizon region of the BTZ solution [25] suggests that the index
states are separated by a gap of order 1/(nyns) from a quasi-continuum of slightly non-BPS states. Naively, this
gap prevents unprotected states from lying exactly on the BPS bound, otherwise they could not lift smoothly
as one deforms the CFT moduli. It would be interesting to see whether indeed perturbative corrections to
classically BPS states lift them slightly off the BPS bound.



The family of 1/2-BPS NS5-F1 backgrounds is well-understood at the level of bulk super-
gravity [5-8]. One can think of them as being specified in part by the shape of the fivebranes
that results from their back-reaction on the condensate of fundamental strings they are carry-
ing. We show how the worldsheet theory exhibits the stringier aspects of these configurations,
such as how the worldsheet theory codes the source profile and is thus able to determine the
location of the fivebranes in the background.

We then extend the analysis to 1/4-BPS excitations, which add momentum charge to the
system. In section 5 we consider the 1/4-BPS worldsheet vertex operators that describe de-
formations within supergravity. These operators have (say) BPS polarization states on the
right-movers and arbitrary polarization on the left-moving side. We elaborate a precise map
between the 1/4-BPS vertex operators that describe supergravity modes and the known methods
of constructing superstrata.

Condensing these 1/4-BPS excitations into the background generates the smooth NS5-
F1-P superstratum geometries. We exhibit a one-to-one correspondence between the 1/4-BPS
spectrum and the superstratum modes that have been studied in the literature, and thus provide
evidence that all the smooth 1/4-BPS geometries in a finite neighborhood of the initial 1/2-
BPS background have in principle been found. As we noted above, the result of [19] shows that
these geometries saturate the elliptic genus up to level inmg,, and thus provide the explicit bulk
geometries that contribute to this supersymmetric index in the sub-BTZ regime where (1.7)
holds.

There are also 1/4-BPS vertex operators describing excited string states. In section 6, we
consider these 1/4-BPS perturbative string excitations that lie outside of supergravity. These
are described by worldsheet vertex operators that are in BPS ground states for say the world-
sheet right-movers but have arbitrary oscillator excitation for the left-movers, subject to the
BRST constraints. The backgrounds sourced by BPS ensembles of such strings fall into an in-
termediate category, in between that of microstate geometries and that of generic fuzzballs, that
we call “perturbatively stringy horizonless microstates”. We will show that the number of per-
turbatively stringy microstates has the Hagedorn entropy (1.8), and so is parametrically larger
than that of microstate geometries (1.6) while still falling short of that of generic fuzzballs (1.5).

These perturbative stringy microstates are unable to realize the maximal degree of frac-
tionation of momentum carriers seen in the weakly coupled CFT. It is these highly fractionated
momentum carriers that are responsible for the BTZ entropy in the weakly coupled CFT. The
lower degree of fractionation in the smooth geometries and the perturbative stringy microstates
distinguishes them from generic microstates.

The worldsheet also allows us to see some of the stringy phenomena that occur as the geo-
metrical approximation begins to break down. In section 7, we consider potential singularities
that might arise at the non-linear level when we deform away from the points in configuration
space described by exactly solvable worldsheet theories. One possibility, discussed in [33, 34], is
an “instability” in which excitations pile up at the locus of deepest redshift in the background.
We show how these analyses connect to the worldsheet theory, which resolves the singularities



by showing, as suggested in [34], that these lowest energy excitations are simply those which
smoothly deform the initial 1/2-BPS background along the 1/2-BPS configuration space, and
that having them pile up in the depths of the geometry and backreact is simply the mechanism
by which they exponentiate into finite deformations of the background, rather than a singularity
that signals the onset of the black hole phase.

We also show how actual singularities can arise, when fivebranes in a supertube background
self-intersect. At the intersection locus, the supertube develops a vanishing two-cycle. Wrapping
D3-branes around this two-cycle leads to a “tensionless” string.” These strings are similar in
many respects to the weak-coupling “tensionless” strings described by the symmetric orbifold.®

This “tensionless” string singularity signals the Hawing-Page phase transition in which
the non-abelian degrees of freedom of the underlying fivebrane dynamics are liberated. The
regime of smooth, horizonless geometry is one where the fivebranes are slightly separated (as
one sees for instance in the construction of 1/2-BPS backgrounds reviewed in section 4.1),
which abelianizes the fivebrane dynamics by giving mass to these effective strings. The regime
of smooth horizonless geometries thus appears to be intermingled with but distinct from the
regime of generic microstates.

We will argue that the bulk of the entropy in the black hole regime comes from a gas of
these effective strings, that arises as the geometrical approximation breaks down [28, 29]. These
strings appear to be the avatar of the entropic degrees of freedom of the symmetric product
CFT in the regime of CFT strong coupling.

These light effective strings are the “W-strings” of little string theory, the strongly-coupled
6d self-dual string dynamics that governs a stack of decoupled fivebranes [36-39] (for reviews,
see [40, 41]). Thus the black hole phase transition in AdSs;/CFTy is conceptually no differ-
ent than its cousins in AdS; and above, in which the black hole phase is associated to the
deconfinement of non-abelian constituents of the underlying brane dynamics.

We can see all this structure in bulk string theory on AdSs x S x M realized as the
decoupling limit of the NS5-F1 system, because NS5-branes are solitonic objects of closed string
dynamics. Their tension scales as 1/¢2, and so worldsheet string theory necessarily incorporates
their back-reaction on geometry.” While it is often said that the background branes “dissolve
into flux” in AdS/CFT, the worldsheet dynamics is smart enough to keep track of where the

5We put quotes around “tensionless” because it does not imply that there is no gap in the spectrum; see for
instance [35].

6A major theme running through the analysis is the close relation between individual BPS strings in the bulk
description and cycles of the symmetric product CFT. Of course, one is comparing states at vastly disparate
points in the moduli space of the theory; it is the BPS property and associated non-renormalization theorems
that permit a comparison of appropriate protected quantities.

"Different duality frames realize the light effective string differently. In the NS5-F1 frame the little string is
a fractional fundamental string; in the D5-D1 frame it is a fractional D1 realized as an instanton string in the
D5 gauge theory. Our ability to see the details of microstates varies from frame to frame; we choose the NS5-F1
frame precisely because stringy aspects of microstructure are more readily apparent. It would be interesting to
understand whether and how the mechanisms we discuss here are manifested in other duality frames.



fivebranes are in the background (information that is non-perturbative in '), and to exhibit
the mechanism of the deconfinement transition of the CFT, deep down at the bottom of the
AdS3 throat in the bulk description.

2 The symmetric product orbifold and its BPS spectrum

2.1 Structure of the moduli space

We begin with a discussion of where the symmetric product orbifold lies in the moduli space
of NS5-F1 backgrounds. The NS5-F1 charge quanta (ns,n1) are components of a charge vector
q transforming in the 10 of the O(5,5;Z) U-duality group of type II string theory on T*. The
CFT central charge ¢ = 6N is a U-duality invariant written in terms of the symplectic inner
product N = (q, q).

The moduli space of the spacetime CF'T has a number of weak-coupling cusps, one for
each factorization of N into a pair of integers N = nsn;. The background charge q breaks the
U-duality symmetry down to the “little group” I'y that fixes the charge vector q, which is a
proper subgroup of the naive little group O(5,4;7Z). The moduli space of the spacetime CFT

is then 5 LR)
r 2.1
O(5,R) x O(4,R) / (21)
On the other hand, the vacuum moduli space of string theory on T* is
O(5,5;R)
O(5,5;Z 2.2
O(5,R) x O(5,R) / ) (2:2)

which has a single cusp at weak string coupling (the attractor mechanism in the presence in the
background branes turns five of the moduli into fixed scalars [42, 43]). The reduced U-duality
group 'y C O(5,4;Z) implies that the elements v € O(5,4;Z) that are not in I'y map this
weak coupling cusp to another weak-coupling cusp of the moduli space [43, 44]. One can either
regard this other cusp as a region of the moduli space with the same background charge and
different moduli, or as having the same moduli and different charges.® Adopting the latter
interpretation, q’ = v q is another charge vector having the same symplectic inner product N.
Thus each factorization N = ngn; corresponds to a different weak-coupling cusp.

The symmetric product orbifold lies in the cusp of the moduli space with charges n; =
1,n; = N [44]. The RNS worldsheet formalism describes weakly coupled string theory in other
cusps of the moduli space, having n5 > 1.

8 An elementary example of this phenomenon is string theory on a circle, where string momentum and winding
charges (p, w) are a doublet under the Zs T-duality group. In the presence of a winding string of winding w = ny,
the T-duality group is broken; the moduli space at fixed winding charge has two asymptotic regions, R — oo
and R — 0. Alternatively, one can divide the moduli space into two disjoint domains, with charges (0,7n;) and
(n1,0), both having the usual vacuum moduli space R > 1.



Within a given cusp, the moduli space has several subdomains. The low-energy string
theory that applies is the one for which the fundamental string has the lightest tension among
the branes that can wrap T%. In the NS5-F1 frame, the six-dimensional string coupling is one
of the fixed scalars, pinned to

2 _ 95 _ ™ (2.3)

96 = Uy - ny ) :

while the compactification volume in string units v4 is a modulus. As one increases vy, the
string coupling increases until at vy = g4 2 = Z—; (gs = 1), a D1-brane wrapping T becomes as
light as an F1 string wrapping the same cycle. Beyond this point the S-dual D5-D1 frame is
appropriate; in the process, the fixed scalar g5 ? and the modulus v, interchange roles. Increasing
the NS5-F1 frame volume v, further (i.e. in the D5-D1 frame, increasing g;*), one reaches a
correspondence transition at vy, = nsn; beyond which the effective field theory on the D-branes

becomes weakly coupled. This sequence is depicted in figure 2. We see that NS5-F1 tends to be

correspondence point

F1-NS5 D1-D5 perturbative CFT
L [ 1

[ i } > v, org:?
1 ny/ns nyns

Figure 2: Effective descriptions appropriate to various domains in the moduli space.

the appropriate description over most of the supergravity regime for ns < ny, while the D5-D1
frame is appropriate over most of that regime when ns ~ n;. Again, the symmetric product
orbifold MY /Sy, M = T* or K3, sits in the cusp with ns = 1, n; = N, where the NS5-F1
description is appropriate (albeit stringy) in the entire range of validity of the low-energy bulk
description. Indeed, recently a worldsheet string theory realization of this regime has been
proposed [45, 46].

2.2 BPS ground states of the symmetric product orbifold

The twisted sectors of the symmetric orbifold on a spatial circle Sll/ are labelled by conjugacy
classes of the symmetric group, corresponding to a choice of twisted boundary condition in which
the N copies of the SCFT on M are partitioned into N, groups of k copies each of M which
are cyclically sewn together, with ) xN,=N. Each resulting s-cycle is effectively a copy of
the M SCFT on a spatial circle x times longer. In particular, the 1/2-BPS Ramond ground
states are the same as those of a single copy of the SCFT; these are labeled by the cohomology
of the target space M, with even (odd) cohomology associated to bosonic (fermionic) ground
states. One thus has eight bosonic and eight fermionic states for T4 and 24 bosonic states for
K3. Labeling the ground states of a single copy of M by I, the Ramond ground states of the



symmetric product are given by

\@:H(U}H)N’g . Y kN[ =N, (2.4)

Regardless of the effective supergravity description that applies in a particular domain, the
1/2-BPS spectrum is robust across the moduli space — the BPS states in any other regime of
the moduli space can be written in a basis that uses the same labelling as that of the sym-
metric product. The symmetric product describes a regime in which the appropriate effective
description has a single fivebrane; then the cycle lengths s correspond to F1 winding x.° The
cusps whose interpretation has ns > 1 can be labelled by the same data (2.4). However, in the
regime where the number of fivebrane quanta in the effective supergravity is ns, it is natural to
interpret the cycle length x in (2.4) as a fractional string winding number, since F1 charge is
only integral when « is a multiple of n5 [36, 38].

Indeed, it has been proposed [36-39] that the internal dynamics of a stack of ns NS5-branes
is governed by a 6d self-dual string dynamics known as little string theory. When a fundamental
string is absorbed into the stack of fivebranes, it fractionates into ns constituent little strings.!”
F1 winding w then becomes little string winding nsw.

String winding fractionates momentum according to the winding quantum. The 1/4-BPS
excitations above these Ramond ground states consist of oscillator excitations on each k-cycle,
and the k-cycle itself carries x/ns units of fundamental string winding. Thus the oscillator
mode numbers (and the resulting y momentum quantization) come in fractions of x

i i i B
Y P4 1), = T @250 @207, (2.5)

¢,AA;5,BB

Here a;‘A are modes of the T* currents, and 2/155 are their superpartners. The full 1/4-BPS
state of the symmetric product is then a symmtrized tensor product of such excited x-cycles.
The entropy of these 1/4-BPS states will be discussed below in section 6.

3 Worldsheet setup

The gauged Wess-Zumino-Witten (WZW) model for the group quotient

G  SL(2,R)x SU(2) xRy xS,
H Ul), x U(1)g ’ (3.1)

9This fact lies at the heart of the worldsheet description of AdS3 x S® x M at ns = 1 constructed in [45, 46].

10The qualitative explanation of this phenomenon varies with the duality frame. In type IIA, the little
strings are realized in the M-theory lift of the strong-coupling region near the fivebranes as M2-branes stretching
between Mb5-branes. In type IIB, one can think of them as codimension four instantons in the effective 5+1d
super Yang-Mills theory on the fivebranes.



with H consisting of a pair of null isometries of G, describes a family of BPS backgrounds of the
NS5-F1 system [26-30]. The target space of the worldsheet theory consists of this coset model
times M = T* or K3 (the latter is most conveniently realized as the orbifold T*/Z,).

The radius R, of S; is a modulus of this background, which characterizes the crossover
between a geometry which is approximately [(AdS3 x S3)/Zy] x M at small radius, rolling over
to a fivebrane throat R, x R, x S; X S x M with a linear dilaton in the radial coordinate p at
large radius. The discrete parameter k£ characterizes the choice of embedding of H C G. One
kn—}iy) as the charge radius of the background strings.
The full geometry is given in Appendix A. The AdS3; decoupling limit is the limit R, — oo.
The worldsheet theory describes perturbative excitations around a particular background 1/2-
BPS state, whose bulk geometry is (AdSs x S*)/Z;, x M in the AdSs decoupling limit. The

corresponding CEFT state in the description (2.4) will be given below, after we develop more of

can think of the crossover point p ~ %log(

the holographic map.
Physical vertex operators in worldsheet string theory on this background (for details of the
construction, see [29]) lie in the cohomology of the BRST operator

Qprsr = f dz [(cT +~+G + ghosts) + (¢T + 7] (3.2)

and its right-moving counterpart. The first set of terms implement the usual (super)reparametrization
constraints, while second set implement the constraints under the gauged null currents J,J
and their superpartners A, A

T = J3+ 1 J3 + 1300t + 1430y , A =vU3+ L3 4+ 59t + 1, 0¥

o B - - L - - B (3.3)
T = T3+ 2 41300t +r490y , A=+ 1o F st gt
Our choice of null vector coefficients describing BPS supertubes is [26]
12 =—-1 s l3 = —l4 = —k'Ry 3 9 = -1 , T3 =Ty = —kRy . (34)

Our conventions on SL(2,R) and SU(2) current algebra and its representation theory, null
gauging choices, ete, largely parallel those of [29], with some differences that are detailed in
Appendix A. We set o/ = 1.

The construction of vertex operators begins with a center of mass wavefunction

@) —iEt4+iPyy+iPyg (3.5)
mm 18 an SL(2,R) primary
of the bosonic WZW model in the spectral flow sector w; and ¥'*"%) is a bosonic SU (2)

Iem! 77
Jsme,m

where y(2),y(2) are the (anti-)holomorphic parts of the boson y; CD;

primary in the (L,R) spectral flow sector (w’,w’). In particular j,m,m are quantum numbers
under the bosonic SL(2,R) currents j% and similarly j/,m/,m’ under the bosonic currents j% .
The total currents e.g. appearing in (3.3) are then

a -a 4 a c a -q v a c
e 5(651) bcwgwsl ) Jsu = Jsu — 5(6511) be gu su (36)
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where the totally antisymmetric symbols have €!?3 = €!2* = 1, and indices are raised and lowered

with the relevant Killing metric. We then denote the total spins by J, J’ respectively. The (L,R)
y-circle momenta are given by

P, = % +u,R, . Py=-wR,. (3.7)

Y Y

We specialize to vanishing T4 momentum, as there are no BPS vertex operators carrying such
momenta in the fivebrane decoupling limit [44]. Note that the y-circle momentum quantum n,,
is the contribution of the vertex operator to the conserved momentum charge n, carried by the
system.

One then decorates these center-of-mass operators with oscillator excitations for the NS
sector, or a spin field plus oscillator excitations for the R sector, and asks that they commute
with the BRST operator.

We will largely work in the (—1) picture for the 8y ghosts in the NS sector, and the (—1)
picture for the R sector; we denote by ¢ the scalar that bosonizes the ghost number current 5+.
There are analogous ghosts A, 7, @ for gauging the fermionic null currents, which appear in the
Ramond sector vertex operators (for the NS sector, one can work in the zero picture for these
ghosts since there is no ghost number anomaly).

3.1 The NS-NS sector

Supergravity vertex operators in the NS sector have a single fermionic excitation of each chirality.
There are 12 such fermions %, Y%, 1, 1, Yt for the left movers, which the BRST constraints
winnow down to 8 physical polarizations; similarly for the right-movers. These were analyzed
in [27, 29, 32]. Omne can choose a gauge such that w = 0, and we will do so in what follows.
The SU(2) spectral flows parametrized by w’,w’ label inner automorphisms of the current
algebra representations; nonzero values are realized as current algebra descendants (oscillator
excitations), and so we can set w’ = @’ when discussing supergravity modes.

The four T* polarizations are manifestly transverse, leading to the left-moving vertex op-
erator structure (here and below, we suppress the right-moving structure whenever possible to
reduce notational clutter)

/

zad = et ol W) ey A A = 4 (3.8)

y wql 5 . .
J,m;g0,m ym J5m ’

The mass-shell condition (the Virasoro zero mode constraint on Lo+ Lg) sets j = j' + 1.

The remaining four polarizations are most conveniently analyzed by projecting the products
of SL(2,R) and SU(2) fermions with the c.o.m. wavefunction (3.5) onto operators of fixed total
spin

J=j4+¢, J=44+€ , e, ==£1,0, (3.9)

and denote the resulting operators by

(Va®i)jrem > (W) jrse (3.10)

11



where m, m’ now refer to the total J3, J3 quantum number rather than the bosonic one. This
is useful for the analysis of the BRST constraints because the worldsheet supercurrent GG in the
BRST operator (3.2) is a singlet of the total spin. As a result, the zero mode of the left null

constraint reads

E P, 1 n
0 = m+l2m'+l3§—|—l47‘y = m—m'—EkRy< —R—Z—wyRy> . (3.11)
One thus trades the polarization labels a,a’ of 3, @ for ¢, €. It turns out that ¢ = 0 and

¢/ = 0 lead to states which are either not BRST invariant, or are BRST exact. One is left with
the four physical polarizations [32]

Wit = €[ (6a3) 1 Ui+ (01 + )05 U] €7 P00

Xi;n;j’,m’ =e” [(I)Zm (@stu\llj')j/+e/7m/ + (di’ ¢t + df’¢y) cI)J}m \I[j’vm'} e Y (3'12)

J

labelled by the choices of €, ¢’. The mass shell condition again sets j = j' 4+ 1. The specific form
of the Clebsches projecting onto definite spin in SL(2,R) and SU(2), as well as the values of
¥, d"Y, can be found in [32]; in particular, one finds that the latter are of order n;/kR, and
so vanish in the AdSs limit R, — oo.

Complete vertex operators combine one of the eight choices V!, W¢, X¢ for left-movers with
an independent choice V!, W¢, X¢ for right-movers.

3.2 The R-R sector

The left-moving part of a supergravity R-R vertex operator takes the form

1,1~ . .
€1...€6 __ ,—59+5¢ QL [ —iEt+iPyy
y =€ 2 2 8618283 5545556 éj,m*%l?l \I]j/7m/7552 e v 5 (313)
where
L _ _i(e1Hi+eoHo+ezH3) [ _ _i(eaHy+esHs+egHg)
S epes = €2 ;o S, =e? (3.14)

are spin fields for AdS; x S* and Ry x S} x T*, respectively. Our bosonization conventions set

+ _ +iHy + _ _+iHo 3 3 __ _*+iH3
wsl_e ) su = € ) Suzl:wsl_6

3.15
wG + Z¢7 — eiiH4 7 w8 + ng _ eiz’Hs ’ wy + wt _ eiiHG 7 ( )

where directions 6,7,8,9 span T*. The mass-shell condition again sets j = j’ 4+ 1. We choose a
GSO projection

6
[[z-=—1 (3.16)
a=1

in order that the 10d GSO projection on physical states turns out to select positive chirality
10d spinors in the AdSs decoupling limit R, — oco. We will also find it useful to define the
AdSs x S? chirality

€ = £1E9€3 (3.17)
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and eliminate €3, £¢ via
E3 = E€1E9 E6 = —ECE4Es5 - (318)

One can characterize operators by their leading terms in the large R, (AdSs) limit, in which
one again trades the polarizations ey, &5 for projections onto definite SL(2,R) and SU(2) spins

1
J=j34+¢, J=44+€ , e,e'ziﬁ. (3.19)

The physical RR vertex operators in the AdS3 limit can then be written as

Ea36,€ —3p+36 (gl € —iBt+iP,
Vimigiow = € 272 (ST W)L i Shacgmeea €O+ O(1/Ry) (3.20)
with g = —1 determined by (3.18) via the solutions to the fermionic null constraint. For details,
see [32].1

The fermionic constraints from Virasoro and null gauging leave eight physical left-moving
polarizations. One finds that, for the leading terms (3.20) in 1/R,, these have ¢ = 4 for e = —¢
(and € = — for € = +¢') for any choice of g4. These comprise the eight left-moving physical
Ramond polarizations; one has a similar set for the right-movers.

We should note that the flipped sign r4 = —I4 for the right-movers leads to a flipped sign
for £ in the solution to the constraints. This leads to the opposite choice for GSO projection

in 12d:
6

[[e=+1. (3.21)

i=1
4 1/2-BPS spectrum

The backgrounds (3.1) with the gauged null currents specified in (3.4) describe particular 1/2-
BPS Ramond ground states in the spacetime CFT. We now consider vertex operators that
preserve the same supersymmetries as the background. These spacetime supersymmetries are
described in Appendix C. Maximally BPS vertex operators carry winding that contributes to
the F1 charge, but no S; momentum as this would break another half of the supersymmetry.
The vertex operators among (3.12), (3.20) that preserve the background supersymmetry
have
n,=0, E=wR,. (4.1)

The left null constraint J = 0, equation (3.11), then imposes [27, 29]

O=m-m'=-n—e—m+¢é -1, (4.2)

1 Note that our conventions here for null vector coefficients lo, 72,14, 74 have the opposite signs compared to
the choice made in [32]. This results in a flip in the signs of 3,6 in the solutions to the constraints.
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where we define m and n through!?
m=—-J—-n, n=0,1,2,... ; m=-J+m, m=0,1,...,2J +1, (4.3)
and recall j = j'+ 1. The only solutions are m = n = 0 with ¢ = e+ 1, giving rise to the choices
e=—1, =0 ; e=0, € =4+1 ; €= —€ =—=. (4.4)

The BPS polarization states are then

+ e
Vj/va - Wj/+17_j,;j/’_j,
- — +
Viiw, = X —y—1-—1 (4.5)
= = :A'e:— 5’:+
SA = E=+,E4=E5 ) ) A — :i: .
3wy yj'+§,j'+%;j/+$,fj'f% ’

There are thus two NS and two R left-BPS polarizations, for each value of SU(2) c.o.m. spin
j’. The Clebsches of the polarization vector with the center-of-mass wavefunction result in the
total spins J = J’

Voo J=j=441, J=j+1 (4.6)

1/2-BPS operators are of the form (4.5) on both left and right. Among the bosonic op-
erators, there are four NS-NS and four R-R operators. As we recall in the next subsection,
these match the deformations of supertubes, the 1/2-BPS geometries of the NS5-F1 system.
This deformation spectrum is easy to understand via T-duality along Szlj, which converts the
background into NS5-P.!® The excitations are now BPS momentum waves on the fivebrane —
four transverse scalars X** (in a bispinor labeling of the transverse R*), whose mode excitations
are related to
Vi = Vi Vi, (47
and four polarizations of the type ITA NS5 gauge multiplet (a scalar and a self-dual antisym-
metric tensor) whose mode excitations are related to

A A
SvBy - S]/ w SB . (48)

/
]ﬂU y WYy vay

12The choice of conjugate discrete series representations D; for S L(2,R) corresponds to string creation oper-
ators. '

13Note that this T-duality is trivial in the worldsheet theory, corresponding to a flip in the relative sign
between Iy and 74 in the null gauge currents [26].
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The internal gauge excitations are R-R because they carry the flux sourced by D-branes which
can end on NS5-branes. After the T-duality, w, is now the momentum quantum on the T-dual
circle, and the vertex operator describes a supergravity mode in spacetime, but this is simply a
relabelling of the worldsheet data.

For K3 realized as T*/Z,, there are an additional 16 R-R gauge modes coming from the
orbifold fixed point cohomology [47], and sourced by D-branes wrapping the orbifold vanishing
cycles [48, 49].

4.1 Nonlinear deformation: Supertubes

The 1/2-BPS supergravity solutions sourced by these excited fivebranes were enumerated in [5—
8]. The metric is given by

A
dsty = =5 | (dute) (do-+5) | + Zs ds? + dsy . (4.9)

where
P=7175s— 23— 22, . (4.10)

Here ds?, is the ten-dimensional string-frame metric; ds? is the metric on the space R* transverse
to the branes, parametrized by x**; ds3, is the metric on the T* or K3 compactification; and
we denote u,v = t+y. For the rest of the supergravity fields, see Appendix B; and for further
discussion, see [11, 50-54].

The harmonic functions and forms appearing in the geometry are expressed in terms of a
set of source functions F*4(9), FAZ(d) for the bosonic supergravity fields (and F*Z(9), FA%(7)
for fermions), through a set of Green’s function integrals

L ~
Z5:@ ad dvaaA 2
L Jy [|xo%—Fod(d)]
L gaE  (n
ns dv Foa(0)
Ay = — ———  dB=x%dA , =A+B, =A—-B 4.11
2| norar wdh L PEATE, 41
L 3~ (FadpE . ~ABF
lel—i-@/ do (F Faa—l—AF2FAB) 7
L J x — F()]
L do Ry
Z([)ZE Y ( ) I=0,v; ~vy=1,.,b;,

L Jo x—=F@)? "’

where b, is the rank of the anti-selfdual middle chomology of M. For T*, we can relabel the
Z(py into a bispinor Z4p, where 0 = [AB] is the antisymmetric singlet and v = 1,2,3 comprise
the symmetric triplet (AB). In what follows, we mostly concentrate on this case, and mention
differences for K3 where appropriate.

The polarizations F®¢ specify the location of the fivebranes in their transverse space. To
bind all the fivebranes together, one imposes a twisted boundary condition so that the fivebrane
charge is realized by a single fivebrane that wraps the y-circle ns times.
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Figure 3: (a) Typical source profile F(0), with successive windings along Sé color coded with

evolving hue around the color wheel to indicate their connectivity. (b) Circular supertube source
profile, in which only a single mode is excited (in this case, k = 3 and ns = 25), so that the
fivebranes spiral around a torus in (y,z', z*) shaded in pink.

This structure is depicted in figure 3a. This figure should be thought of as describing the
T-dual NS5-P source configuration, where the momentum waves on the fivebrane indeed specify
the wiggling shape of the fivebrane in its transverse space. One should then mentally T-dualize
this picture to NS5-F1 (in particular we have L = 27mns/R,). Since the fivebrane source is
partly along and partly transverse to the circle being dualized, the dual geometry has a local
KK monopole structure (there is no net KKM charge). The separation of the fivebranes along
the dual g-circle is coded in B-fluxes through two-cycles in the KKM structure. For instance, in
figure 3b there are k = 3 NS5H’s vertically along the y-circle, leading to three coincident KKM’s
after the T-duality; this is one way to see why the NS5-F1 geometry sourced by the profile is
(AdS3 xS?)/Z;, (with the fivebrane separation along the dual g-circle transforming into B-fluxes
through the vanishing cycles, rendering the orbifold non-singular in string theory).

A basis of states is specified by the set of occupation numbers { N, NP} for the Fourier
modes of these source functions (and {Ng#, N4} for their fermionic superpartners)

wy= T (lea,)™ (148))" (lem )™ (1) )
s

For the extension to fermionic modes, see [7]. The eight bosonic and eight fermionic polarization
states match those of the symmetric product (2.4).

In the T-dual NS5-P frame, the N; are simply the mode occupation numbers for a BPS wave
on a single fivebrane wrapping the y-circle n; times, with modes labelled by p contributing a
fractional amount p/njs to the quantized y-momentum due to the multiple covering. In the NS5-
F1 frame, the corresponding F1 modes carried on the fivebrane have fractional string winding
p/ns, and so might be interpreted as modes of the fractionated little string that is thought to
underlie the dynamics of decoupled fivebranes.
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The worldsheet formalism transpires in the grand canonical ensemble of fixed chemical
potential for F1 winding, rather than fixed winding [55]. The Legendre transform to fixed
winding imposes the constraint

N = nyns = pNJ“ + qN;‘B +rNZE + NP (4.13)

but we will work in the ensemble that is natural to the worldsheet. A vertex operator with
winding w, on the y-circle introduces/extracts that winding at the spacetime boundary. On the
other hand, the vertex operators can also redistribute the string winding already in the initial
state among the various mode numbers.

The round supertube background described by the null-gauged WZW model is a coherent
state built on a single mode'*

++
N+

| Whkga) = Z%(‘Ozd=++>k> " (4.14)

++ k
Nlc

so that (N) = k(N ™) = kas. This source profile is depicted in figure 3b. In [29], it was argued
that the 1/2-BPS operators (4.5) extract 2j'+1 background modes, in addition to adding F1
winding w, (which due to mode fractionation adds wy,n; to the mode number), resulting in a
single mode with winding

25"+ 1)k 4+ wyns . (4.15)

At the same time, they implement a change in the polarization state according to [29]

Vi, (|++>l~c)2j/+l_> |O‘d>(2j'+1)k+wyns

) (4.16)
SAB ()T T — |AB>(2

7wy J'+1)k+wyns

The identification of these vertex operators as mediating these transitions is consistent with the
conservation of string winding charge on S}, as well as the difference in J3,, J3,
the LHS and RHS.

Note that, in order for the background to consist of a single (multiply wound) fivebrane

charges between

source, k and ns must be relatively prime (otherwise, one has ged(k, n;5) interleaved fivebrane
sources). Therefore, by adjusting j’, w, one can generate any desired mode number of fractional
F1 winding from applying these operators to the background, in the regime where perturbative
string theory applies. More precisely, one can generate any mode number that is not a multiple
of ns; the range of j’ is

j’:O,L...,%ng,—l (4.17)

14The worldsheet formalism works in the grand canonical ensemble with respect to F1 winding[56].
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and so such mode numbers cannot be realized in perturbative string theory. Little string winding
that is a multiple of n5 corresponds to integer F1 winding; such modes lie at the threshold of a
continuum of long string states, and as such their wavefunctions are not normalizable [57].'°

The exponentiation of these vertex operators into the worldsheet action formally generates
the complete ensemble of 1/2-BPS backgrounds over a finite domain of their configuration
space. This is particularly clear when the R-R fields are turned off; purely NS backgrounds yield
worldsheet nonlinear sigma models that are conformal to all orders in sigma mode perturbation
theory (i.e. to all orders in the o expansion) [58, 59] (see in particular the discussion around
equations 7-9 of the second reference).

Effects such as the near-source geometry and effects such as the location of the fivebranes
on the T-dual to the y-circle, are captured by non-perturbative properties of the sigma model.
In the subset of configurations where the background is purely NS and sourced by fivebrane
wiggling in a two-dimensional plane (of which the background (4.14) is an example), these non-
perturbative aspects are captured by a dual superpotential, in a generalization of the Calabi-
Yau/Landau-Ginsburg correspondence [29, 60-63]. We will review this construction in section 7.

5 1/4-BPS supergravity spectrum

Among the 1/4-BPS deformations of the round supertube, there are a large number of supergrav-
ity vertex operators. These arise from combining (say) any of the four BPS polarizations (4.5)
among the right-movers, with an arbitrary polarization state (3.12), (3.20) among the left-
movers. In particular, the center-of-mass contribution to the vertex operator need no longer
be highest weight in SL(2,R) or SU(2). The vertex operators (3.12), (3.20) pick a particular
Clebsch (3.9) or (3.19), which need not be the same for the left- and right-movers. The BPS
constraint on the right forces

m=—J=—(G+e& , m=-J=—(+¢€). (5.1)

and recall the mass shell condition sets j = j' + 1. The axial (Lo — Lo) Virasoro constraint is
the usual level-matching requirement
n
nyw, + mw' —m'w' + ZE) [(w')* = (@')*] + N, — Ng =0 (5.2)
where N, p are the left- and right-moving oscillator excitation levels, and we work in the zero

spectral flow sector w = 0 for SL(2,R). For a supergravity operator, there is no SU(2) winding
w =w' =0,and N, = N = % in the (—1) picture NS sector; similarly in the R sector one has

15Tn other words, these fivebrane modes mix with those of unbound F1 string states. These modes are in
normalizable bound states at generic moduli, but are unbound at the codimension four locus in moduli space
described by the worldsheet formalism, which has all the R-R moduli set to zero. The fractionally moded strings,
on the other hand, are always bound to the fivebranes.
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a ground state spin field on both sides in the (—%) picture. The constraint then requires either
n, = 0 or w, = 0. The axial (J — J) null gauge constraint then imposes

m+n+(e—¢€) — (¢ —€)=kn,, (5.3)

which will require n, > 0 if m 4+ n # 0 (a case-by-case analysis below shows that the net effect
of the €’s on the LHS is a non-negative contribution). Thus, in order to turn on a 1/4-BPS
supergravity deformation by exciting the center-of-mass zero modes on the left, we must have

no winding on the y-circle,
wy, =0. (5.4)

Interestingly, for the 1/2-BPS vertex operators, one must set n, = 0 but is allowed w, # 0,
while for 1/4-BPS supergravity vertex operators one has w, = 0 but nonzero n,. The difference
lies in the roles played by these two sets of operators. On the one hand, the 1/2-BPS operators
deform the winding string condensate in the background, and thus in general carries winding
on the y-circle (special cases, where the winding is a low multiple of k, may be generated solely
by extracting strings from the background, but for general winding one needs nonzero w,). On
the other hand, the 1/4-BPS deformations add a supergravity wave on top of the winding string
condensate, carrying momentum on the y-circle; in order to be a supergravity excitation rather
than an excited string state, the operator cannot have both winding and momentum along S;.

5.1 Nonlinear deformation: Superstrata

Just as the exponentiation of 1/2-BPS vertex operators into the action coherently deforms the
background to a nearby supertube background, the exponentiation of the 1/4-BPS supergrav-
ity vertex operators deforms the background into a nearby superstratum background. These
are smooth supergravity solutions carrying all three charges NS5-F1-P; for instance, the met-
ric (B.1a) generalizes to

275
P

ds? = [(dv+6)(du+w - %f(dwrﬁ))} Y Zsds? + dst. , P=11Zs— 2%, (5.5)
with similar generalizations for the other fields [13, 52].

The most studied family of superstratum solutions consider supergravity backgrounds that
excite 6d tensor supermultiplets in addition to the 6d gravity supermultiplet. Originally, solu-
tions involving the same four NS and four R polarizations as one has for the 1/2-BPS deforma-
tions (4.7), (4.8) were considered [11-13]. Let us denote these operators by

ad AB
Vigem » Sitom s (5.6)
where m, n denote the c.o.m. excitations discussed above.

Because the polarization state remains the same, the vertex operators implement the same
transitions (4.16), but there are now left-moving excitations above the ground state in the final
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state. The corresponding excitations of the symmetric product were identified in [11-13] as
cycles of the form!®

‘m, n; I>(2j’+1)k - (Jtl/k)m(l-—l/k o J?il/k)n‘]>(2j'+1)k (5.7)

where the polarization state is I = aq for the NS-NS sector and I = AB for the R-R sector;
and L, J are modes of the spacetime superconformal algebra.'” The vertex operators (5.6) again

implement transformations that conserve y-circle winding as well as J3,J2. The excitation

structure matches as well, in that the n units of excitation of the zero mode vertex operators (5.6)
are implemented by the global SL(2,R) lowering operator (J; )o, which corresponds to L_; in
spacetime; similarly the m units of excitation in SU(2) are implemented by (J;.)o, which maps
to J*, in the Ramond sector of the spacetime CFT.

It was subsequently realized that in order to solve the BPS equations in the presence of
multiple modes of the form (5.6), one must expand the set of deformations to include their
bosonic superpartners (so-called “supercharged” modes [14, 15, 66]) having the analogous po-
larization structure, but choosing the other Clebsch in SL(2,R) and SU(2) (i.e. switching the
signs of €, ¢ in (3.12), (3.20)). Each of the two supercharges applied to the highest weight of
the supermultiplet acts to raise the SL(2,R) spin and lower the SU(2) spin. The resulting left-
moving polarization states (lying in the same supermultiplet as the corresponding modes (5.6))
thus have the total spins

V=Wt J=j+1=4+2, J =7
Vi=x—: J=j=4+1, J=5-1 (5.8)
§A = y€:+,€4:A;e:+,e’:f . J = J + = j/ + 2 ’ Jl :,] .
leading to another set of vertex operators

Voo = Vo Vo o o S =8t nSE L (5.9)

Jn,m Jm,n =g, Jn,m 7' wy=0

Because the contribution of € — ¢’ to the axial null constraint (5.3) changes sign from —1 to +1,
this constraint now reads
m+n+2=kn,, (5.10)

implying that the corresponding symmetric product CFT state has two additional units of
left-moving momentum excitation relative to (5.7). Similarly, in the R-R vertex operator the

16More precisely, initially only solutions built on excitations of the ground state 4| AB) = |00) were consid-
ered, as these preserve more symmetry and are more straightforward to construct explicitly. More recently, the
generalization to other ground states has been analyzed in [64].

"For k > 1, a special case

n=0, m:pk7 2j/—|—1:pk', Ny =D

of these deformations was considered in [65]. The general case was discussed in [3].
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Clebsches of the spin field S" with the center-of-mass operator ®;¥; has the opposite sign in
both SL(2,R) and SU(2) relative to (4.5), once again leading to (5.10).

The symmetric product description of the supercharged modes is given by [14, 15, 66]
J+

(G672 4 0t (Loy = 5) ) moms D) (5.11)

1
% k

1
k
), and G is the spacetime CFT supercurrent. Indeed, the

where |m n; I>(2 is given in (5.7

two additional (fr;(lz)t]ional) units of left-moving momentum match the quantum numbers of the
vertex operator (5.10).

Note also that we have flipped the assignments between V* and WH X~ in (4.5). (5.6)
relative to V* and W=, X" in (5.9). This choice is motivated by the difference of SU(2) spins
between the initial and final states — the value of J' for W is one less than X', and similarly
that of X'~ is one less than W~. This corresponds to the fact that the mode (5.11) has SU(2)
spin which is one more than that of (5.7) due to the application of the two G’s.

All told, these deformations comprise 8 NS-NS and 8 R-R deformations for each choice of
4’y m, n allowed by (4.3), (4.17) (half each from the original superstratum modes, and half each
from the supercharged modes). These comprise half of the 32 bosonic 1/4-BPS supergravity
modes. The remainder are associated to 6d vector multiplets, as we now describe.

5.2 Nonlinear deformation: 6d vector multiplets

The remaining 1/4-BPS supergravity deformations are modes of 6d vector multiplets. Half of
these are straightforward to describe — they are NS-NS operators that combine a BPS polar-
ization V= of (4.5) for the right-movers with one of the T* polarizations Z44 of (3.8) for the
left-movers. In addition, there are eight more R-R vector modes that arise when the 6d chirali-
ties of the spin fields are opposite on left and right, £ = + for the BPS right-movers and ¢ = —
for the non-BPS left-movers.!®

The NS-NS vectors have SL(2,R) and SU(2) total spins
ZMPY L —m=jan=j 4140, = —j4m, —m=j-1=j, @ =-j

ZAMY- . —m=j4n=4414n, m =—j4m, —-m=j=j+1, m=—j -1
(5.12)

These modes belong to the NS-NS sector and are clearly 6d vectors — the worldsheet NS-NS
supergravity vertex operators represent perturbations of (G + B)pg; the above modes have the
R index in 6d and the L index on the T* (or K'3) compactification, and so dimensionally reduce
to 6d vectors.

18Note that the excitations charged under the NS-NS vectors are momentum and F1 winding on T*. For the
R-R vectors, the left and right spin fields have opposite T# chirality and so comprise odd rank antisymmetric
tensors that couple to D1 and D3-branes entirely wrapped on T*. For type IIA, the T* chiralities are flipped:
£ = +,e = — correspond to the same T* chirality, leading to even rank antisymmetric tensors coupling to DO,
D2 and D4-branes wrapping the torus.

21



The axial null constraint sets
m+n+1=kn,. (5.13)

These quantum numbers match those of the symmetric product cycle where a ground state is
excited by a single supercurrent applied to a fermionic ground state

|m n; & AA>(2 i +1)k (JJ—rl/k)m(L—l/k o Jil/’f) 1/k‘AO‘>(2 k0 4T - (5.14)

which carries the quantum numbers AA of a vector on T* coming from the left-moving sector.
Note that the SU(2) spin of (5.14) is the same as for the NS modes (5.7) for « = +. This is
consistent with the fact that (5.12) and V3¢  have the same SU(2) spin. In other words, the
F1 winding and SU(2) spins are consistent with the proposed identification of the transition of
1/4-BPS states implemented by the vertex operators (5.12)

755n,m

ZAdpe <|++>>2j " — |m,n;é AA>(2 (5.15)

i+ 1)k

In the R-R sector, the remaining physical vertex operators that are right-BPS consist of

yem—eimhie=e G —m:j+§+n=j’+1+§+n, m’z—j’—§+m, (5.16)
B DS R
m=j-g =ity m=—j-3.

The natural candidate for the corresponding symmetric product state is again a supercurrent
acting on a fermionic ground state

[m, ”’/B’BA>(2J'+1 = ()" (Loape = 92, 0)" Gal/k‘53>(zj'+1)k ,  a=+ (5.17)

(with 3 = €) which again carries a vector index on the T*, but now the bispinor AB comes half
from the left-movers and half from the right-movers as one expects for a R-R operator.'® The
a,f SU(2) spins combine to make J;, — Jg equal to zero or one as in (5.16). Again one can
check that all the remaining conserved quantum numbers are Compatiblellwith the identification
of the vertex operator (5.16) as mediating the transition from ([++) )23 to (5.17).

The SU(2) spins of the symmetric product states (5.17) are either one more than (5 = +),
or the same as (# = —) that of the R-R states in (5.7). In other words, we identify the transition
implemented by (5.16) as having the final state (5.17), with € = f.

These R-R fields are also 6d vectors. In type IIB, the R-R fields are even rank antisymmetric
tensors in 10d; the vertex operators (5.16) are vectors on the internal space, and thus odd rank

9Note that the left- and right-moving NS/R, parities of a vertex operator correspond to left and right fermion
parities in the spacetime CFT. Furthermore, we assign fermion parity (—1)¥ =+1 to the transverse ground state

)F'=—1 for the internal polarizations A, B (on T*, the fermion zero modes implement

polarizations a, & and (—1
transitions between these ground states and thus fix these assignments). Thus (5.14) has even fermion parity

on both left and right, while (5.17) has odd fermion parity on both sides.
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antisymmetric tensors in 6d — either vectors or three form potentials that are electric-magnetic
duals of vector potentials.

The 1/4-BPS 6d vector perturbations (5.12), (5.16) can be exponentiated into smooth,
nonlinear deformations of the background [16]. With only gravitational and 6d tensor multiplet
perturbations, one can cast the BPS field equations as a three-step hierarchy of linear equations,
with the unknown harmonic forms in each subsequent layer of the hierarchy having sources
bilinear in harmonic forms solved for in previous layers. The core idea is that the coefficients of
homogeneous solutions to the lower level equations can be adjusted to ensure the smoothness
of the solutions to higher level equations. The work of [16] extends this structure to include
6d vector multiplets as well as tensor multiplets; the hierarchy of linear equations now has five
layers, but otherwise the structure is similar.

For compactification on K3, there are no 6d vectors in the effective supergravity theory. In
the symmetric orbifold, there are no fermionic ground states on which to build the states (5.14)
or (5.17). On the worldsheet, if one realizes K3 as T*/Z,, the vertex operators (5.12), (5.16)
are projected out by the Zs orbifold. Instead, one has an additional 16 tensor multiplets in 6d —
one for each of the supersymmetric ground states arising from the fixed points of T*/Z, and
their orbifold cohomology. These will lead to an additional set of 1/4-BPS RR vertex operators
coming from the use of the BPS polarizations on both left and right, and their supercharged
counterparts where one flips the Clebsches on the left.

6 Stringy 1/4-BPS spectrum

The general 1/4-BPS vertex operator allows both n, and w, to be nonzero, and combines a
right-moving vertex operator

DA 5B
Vi wony o Siawgm, (6.1)

generalizing (4.5) with a general left-moving vertex operator
e #P(L osc.) ®y,, sk, e Py (6.2)

for the NS sector, and similarly for the Ramond sector, subject to the Virasoro and null gauging
BRST constraints. Here P is a polynomial in (derivatives of) the currents and their superpart-
ners. The axial Virasoro constraint (5.2) determines the level Ny of the left-moving oscillator
excitations.

One sees that the momentum carried by the oscillator excitations is fractionated by 1/w,,
as opposed to the c.o.m. excitations, which are fractionated by 1/k due to the axial null con-
straint (5.3), (5.13). Note that neither of these fractionations reaches the maximum one might
expect based on the symmetric product cycles (2.5) for the corresponding cycle length (4.15),
by a factor of order ns for the longest cycles (noting the range of j', equation (4.17)).

This shortfall in momentum fractionation is perhaps not so surprising, as these 1/4-BPS
operators are adding fundamental strings to the background rather than fractional “little string”
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excitations. The surprise is that the 1/2-BPS vertex operators (4.7), (4.8) were able to capture
generic fractional winding. This was possible due to the nj-fold winding of the background
profile F**(v) in (4.11). The worldsheet physical state constraints do not allow a simultaneous
fractionation of both momentum and winding beyond what one would expect from a funda-
mental string on a Z; orbifold spacetime, and/or wrapping a circle.

It could be that some states with the most finely fractionated excitations lift off the BPS
bound as one moves from the symmetric orbifold point to the supergravity regime, but it is
unlikely that all of them do since they are essential to explaining black hole entropy. It may just
be that states with such highly fractionated excitations are not realized among the microstate
geometries and perturbatively stringy microstates.

It is natural to conjecture that a coherent excitation of 1/4-BPS strings (6.2) would lead
to something along the lines of a geometry with an explicit F1-P macroscopic string source
as in [67], but now in an ambient spacetime with AdS3 x S* asymptotics. One imagines that
a suitable generalization of the superstratum construction might exist, where one relaxes the
condition of complete smoothness of the geometry in favor of allowing perturbative string sin-
gularities sourcing momentum and winding charge.

Note that the operators (6.2) do not create index states. The supergravity 1/4-BPS states
enumerated in the previous section saturate the elliptic genus, up to level nyns/4 [19]. Thus
none of these stringy BPS states are protected as we move around the CF'T moduli space, at
least up to this level. Nevertheless, they lie on the BPS bound at least at this point in the moduli
space and at tree level in string perturbation theory. In this respect, they join the majority
of 1/4-BPS supergravity states, which also vastly outnumber index states (comparing (1.7)
to (1.6); see for instance [21, 24]).

The growth of the elliptic genus at low level 1 < n, < 6N in the K3 symmetric product
is given by (1.7) (at J, = N/2 in the R sector, equivalently J, = 0 in the NS sector). At levels
up to N/4, this is also the growth of the elliptic genus in supergravity. A more general quantity
known as the “Hodge elliptic genus” [24, 68|

Zues = tr| (=) gy Tou | (63)

(the elliptic genus is Zpgg(u = 1)) is not in general an index, but counts BPS states; in
supergravity, it has (at the same point in Jy) the growth [24]

x 1/4
im0 (1) N exp [%(12 n]?;) / ] K3 6.4
ny) ~ .
A YO [ a)] T
3 P

while in the symmetric product it has Hagedorn growth [24]

HEG

PsN (1) ~ exp(2mny,) . (6.5)

An ansatz explaining this growth in the symmetric product BPS density of states was given
in [22] (and generalized to include the effects of angular momentum). Suppose that the cycles of
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the symmetric product are split into two groups — a set of £ short cycles of winding k that carry
the angular momentum, and a long cycle that carries the more entropic excitations. Subtracting
the portion of the charges residing in the short strings, the long string entropy is

Stong = 21 (mans — Ck)n, — (Jy, — £/2)2 (6.6)

Extremizing with respect to ¢, one finds ¢ = 2(.J;, — kn,), and so

Slong = 2”\/”10(”10]{2 +nyins — 2J.k) (6.7)

which recovers the result (6.5) at J; = nyns/2 for k = 1, and generalizes it to general angular
momentum and short string length. The fact that this result differs from the enigmatic black
hole entropy (1.5) shows that these states indeed do move onto and off of the BPS bound as we
move around the moduli space of the theory.

One also sees an analogous Hagedorn growth from the perturbative 1/4-BPS string spectrum.
The Fock space of perturbative strings has a symmetric product structure, with the restriction
that the winding comes in the form (2j'+1)k 4+ wyns (with 0 < j' < ins — 1). Thus the BPS
strings don’t have windings that are a multiple of ns, as mentioned above around (4.17); for
large ns, this is a relatively minor restriction. The oscillator spectrum is gapped by 1/w, rather
than the cycle length in symmetric product terms, which is approximately n; times longer at
large w,. The worldsheet Lo— Lo constraint (5.2) shows that the angular momentum subtracts
from the available oscillator energy in much the same way that it does for the long cycles in the
symmetric product (here we have as usual set j = j' 4+ 1). One more effect — there are twice as
many oscillator polarizations on a perturbative string as compared to the little string. Assuming
that the entropy is carried by a single long perturbative string, one has a winding budget
nins = Ck + (25'+1)k + wyns and an angular momentum budget J, = ${+ m’ + snsw’ (noting
that the ¢ background cycles have length k in little string units, and angular momentum 1/2).
Again extremizing with respect to ¢, and for simplicity ignoring the small effect of j’ for large
ny, wy, one finds a perturbative 1/4-BPS string entropy

Spert = QW\/%TLP (npk:2 + ning — 2JL1{:) ) (6.8)
Partitioning the entropy into several long strings leads to a similar result.

Not surprisingly, the extra factor of ns in the fractionation of little string excitations relative
to those of fundamental strings contributes to the larger BPS entropy (6.7) relative to (6.8) for
k= 1. For k > 1, the energy of the string redshifts by a factor k; and so perturbatively around
the orbifold point Jp = #7=, the entropy is S = 2m4/2 /15 Elocal, Where Eloea = kny, is the local
energy around the orbifold cap of the geometry.

Of course, this comparison is not really appropriate, since the two are evaluated at different
points in the moduli space of the theory. The proper comparison is between (6.8) and the

dominant black hole ensemble (1.5). Comparison of these two entropies at J, = ™= shows
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that (in the regime of validity 2.J;, > n,,) the enigma entropy dominates; for larger n, the BTZ
entropy (1.4) dominates. Thus there is no regime where the density of states is dominated by
perturbative strings, and thus no correspondence transition in the spectrum of 1/4-BPS states
in this system.

7 Singularities and non-singularities

7.1 Nonlinear (non)instabilities

An analysis performed in [33] suggested that the microstate geometries (4.9), (4.11) might
be classically unstable towards developing a singularity, through a nonlinear process whereby
the system traps excitations near the “evanescent ergosurface”, the supertube locus where
the deepest redshift occurs. Further investigation using an analysis of 1/2-BPS shockwave
deformations of the supertube [34] showed that the suggested non-linear instability is nothing
more than evolution in the supertube configurations space, and argued that this evolution would
proceed until the supertube reached a generic configuration.

The considerations here and in [29] allow us to see what is going on in stringy detail.
The analysis of [33] considered a limit of large S* angular momentum j’. In this limit, the
center-of-mass wavefunction of string vertex operators

o N
S ,:(32””2’“5( - )sinQJ 0 (7.1)

i le__ 5l s
J15—3,—7J 75357 /’n2+a2

localizes on the the fivebrane source at r = 0,0 = g.go As we saw above, the effect of the
vertex operator is to lower the SU(2) spin of the system by j’, by changing the moding (4.14)
according to (4.16). The SU(2) spin j' is bounded by in; — 1 according to (4.17); the mass
shell condition sets 7 = j' + 1.

In the supergravity limit where ns is macroscopic, one can consider macroscopic j' and the
perturbation can be extremely well localized near the “evanescent ergosurface”. This is the
situation analyzed in [33]. At the same time, the perturbation looks like a shockwave in this
limit. We can write the perturbed source profile as

. . . C ey
Faa(v) = ay 5ao¢,++ ezkv/n5 + E f;)/zoa e7,(2] +1)kv/ns
j/

(7.2)
FAB(’U) _ Z fﬁB ei(2j’—|—1)kv/n5
j/

R-R deformations f4? are somewhat simpler to consider, since they don’t change the location
of the fivebrane source. The contributions to the harmonic functions Z 5 are evaluated in
Appendix D.1; they are highly oscillating along the source, as well as being highly localized

there according to (7.1). In addition, there is a contribution to the onebrane harmonic function

20This result generalizes to the class of 3-charge geometries also analyzed in [33]; see Appendix D.2.

26



Zy via the stress tensor of the perturbation in the numerator of the integrand in (4.11). If
the product of perturbations has no low-frequency components other than the zero mode, this
deformation is also highly localized near the supertube source, and yields a slight change in the
radius of the supertube from the zero mode, plus a high-frequency perturbation. If we ignore
the high-frequency terms, we find precisely the shockwave solutions of [69].

For NS-NS perturbations, the transverse position of the fivebrane is modified by high-
frequency wiggles, so the Lunin-Mathur integrals are more complicated. Nevertheless, one finds
much the same result — the solution is only modified near the source, apart from the contribution
of the stress tensor zero mode to the winding charge. One can see this via coarse-graining over
the high-frequency wiggles in the source introduced by the deformation.

Thus, we see that the limit of large angular momentum analyzed in [33] is a variant of the
shockwave limit analyzed in [34, 69]. Both are part of a larger story about how bulk 1/2-BPS
perturbations modify the state of the system, and how the correspondence between the bulk
string theory and the CFT is manifested in the worldsheet vertex operators. The phenomenon
observed in [33] is not an instability so much as an indication that it costs no energy for the
system to evolve along the 1/2-BPS configuration space. The perturbations they analyze are
simply a special case of (4.16). The evolution described in [34] has the system shedding angular
momentum; the entropy increases as the angular momentum decreases, and the larger phase
space of final states drives the evolution in this direction. Note that to shed angular momentum,
it must be radiated away, which costs energy. There is thus no instability of this sort for the
decoupled system. However, if we excite the isolated system away from the BPS bound, it will
evolve along the configuration space at fixed angular momentum, at a rate governed by the
available energy.

We also see that the shockwave singularity is resolved by stringy effects. The worldsheet
dynamics places constraints on the localizability of excitations. We don’t expect to be able
to make string states localized to less than the string scale. In the AdS3 context, the AdS
curvature radius in units of the string length is the level of the SL(2,R) WZW model

R 2
by = ( Ads) (7.3)
ls
Normalizable discrete series affine representations D;E have SL(2,R) spins bounded by
1 kg +1
— <1< . 7.4
5 <7 5 (7.4)

Since the corresponding zero-mode wavefunctions behave as in (7.1), the wavefunction can’t
be localized to a region smaller than of order the string scale, and to achieve that resolution
involves j ~ O(ky).

There is furthermore a stringy property of affine SL(2, R) representation theory (see [29, 63]
for recent discussions and further references) that results in an identification of representations
in adjacent spectral flow sectors

D, = D:%F (7.5)

kg+1—j,wF1 "’
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where w is a “winding” (spectral flow) quantum number. What this means is that the wave-
function for a given pointlike string state with winding zero, having a wavefunction scaling as
r~% at large radius, has another branch of the wavefunction involving strings that wind once
around the AdSs; azimuthal direction, scaling at large radius as r~(3ka1=9) The two scalings
exchange dominance at j ~ lek?sﬁ for larger spins, the winding component of the wavefunction
is more delocalized and at j = %(k‘sl + 1) the wound string merges with a continuum of radially
unbound strings in plane-wave states having j = % +1s.

Thus, the localizability of string states bounces between the AdS scale for j near a zero or
%ksl, and the string scale for j ~ }lk;sl. If we want a localized shock, we should take j large but
smaller than of order iksl and take the large kg limit. Since in the critical dimension we have
kg = ns + 2 for the level of the bosonic SL(2,R) WZW model, we have to take the limit of a
large number of fivebranes.

Naively, one might have hoped to increasingly localize the source by devoting an ever
larger fraction of the winding budget to deformations f! in (7.2), noting the constraint (D.11),
(D.12). However, as we increase the winding on the y-circle, or equivalantly in SL(2,R),
the localizability of the shock is always bounded by the string scale. Stringy effects (non-
perturbative in o/ but leading order in g¢) resolve the shockwave singularity.

To summarize, ground state deformations localize to the extent possible in the most red-
shifted parts of the geometry, where they backreact to affect the source configuration by chang-
ing the string condensate carried by the fivebranes. The long-term trapping of these deforma-
tions seen in supergravity is simply a manifestation of motion along the 1/2-BPS configuration
space. The shockwave limit is one where the deformation has no low-frequency components;
stringy effects resolve the shockwave over distances of order the string scale.

While this evolution takes the system along generically nonsingular configurations, singu-
larities can arise at particular points in the configuration space. We discuss these next.

7.2 Singularities at fivebrane intersections

In section 4.1, we saw that the geometry has a collection of KK monopole cores extending along
a one-dimensional contour (these are the T-duals of NS5 windings in the NS5-P frame). A pair
of windings along the contour forms a two-sphere in which the KKM fibered circle forms the
azimuthal direction, and the interval between the two windings forms the polar direction. The
size of this two-sphere is governed by the separation of the two strands of the source profile, and
vanishes when the strands intersect. See figure 4. Recall that the figure depicts source profile
in the T-dual NS5-P frame, with the separation of the strands along S}j in the figure indicating
the amount of NS B-flux through this two-sphere in the NS5-F1 frame supertube.

Let us exhibit this structure in a bit more detail. Isolating the vicinity of a nearly self-
intersecting profile as in the middle figure of figure 4, one can locally approximate each compo-
nent of the source as a linear density x;, i = 1,2 of fivebranes along a line in the transverse R*.
Let us consider the first of these two line sources. Let x; parametrize the line, which sits at the
origin in the transverse R? parametrized by xs34; we work in spherical coordinates (p, 9, ) in
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Figure 4: Zooming in on fivebrane singularities. Right figure: The wiggly fivebrane source
profile may come close to self-intersecting; the profile specifies the location of a codimension four
KK monopole core where a fibered circle degenerates. Middle figure: The fibered circle together
with the interval between strands of the source contour form the azimuthal and polar directions
of a local S* which has minimal area at the near-intersection. Left figure: D3-branes wrapping
this S? have their remaining leg wiggling along the T* compactification, making an effective
tensionless string when the profiles do self-intersect — the W-string of little string theory.

this R3. The harmonic functions arising from this line source are

1 d
Z5:E, Zy=—, A:ﬂ, B = cosddy (7.6)
p Kp p
so that the metric is
d 2
ds* = k| — pdt® — 2dt dz + p(dy + (:0819dg0)2 Ly pdQZ| + ds3s . (7.7)
p

The geometry along the directions (y, p, ¥, ) is that of a Kaluza-Klein monopole, with y
parametrizing the fibered circle that shrinks away at p = 0. There is a similar structure
for the other line source, which we take to lie along a line in R* that is displaced by an amount
b along x5 and then rotated relative to the first line source about the origin in the x;-z3 plane.
The harmonic forms for this second line source are again (7.6) in the displaced and rotated
coordinates, and the geometry is then determined by the superposition of these two sources.
The fibered y-circle grows from zero size, reaches a maximum, and shrinks back to zero size as
one moves along a path from one line source to the other, forming a homological S?. This S? has
minimal size along the x5 axis between the two line sources at their point of closest approach.
The S? shrinks to zero size as b — 0, leading to an A; singularity.

The fivebrane source is actually spiralling along the T-dual of the y-circle and z; as in
figure 3b (the pitch of this spiral is related to the parameter k), and the B-flux through the
homological S? is determined by the separation of the source strands along the dual geometry.
When the source strands intersect along R*, they intersect along the dual geometry and thus
the B-flux through the minimal S? vanishes.

D3-branes wrapping this cycle have vanishing tension. These branes are pinned to the
fivebrane worldvolume; they have one remaining worldvolume direction, which wanders along
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the T*; when the profile self-intersects in the five spatial dimensions of AdSs; x S3, such a brane
becomes an effective tensionless string bound to the pair of fivebranes at their intersection.?!
This is the realization of a “W-string” of the nonabelian little string dynamics that governs
coincident fivebranes.

Our picture of singularity development is thus somewhat different from that envisioned
in [34]. Rather than shedding angular momentum to become more compact, the system can
simply wander the supertube configuration space at fixed angular momentum until it reaches
a point of self-intersection of the source profile. At this point a “tensionless” string singularity
arises, leading to strong-coupling dynamics. These strings can trap the fivebranes, binding them
together and making a small black hole; they may also condense and split the single wrapped
fivebrane into two fivebranes.

As in other examples of AdS/CFT duality, the transition to the black hole phase is one of
deconfinement of non-abelian degrees of freedom in the underlying brane dynamics. In this case,
those non-abelian excitations are little strings. Here we see the realization of this phenomenon
on the bulk side of the duality. One expects that the injection of energy above extremality will
lead to a thermal gas of such W-strings which traps the pair of fivebranes and realizes a small
black hole in AdSs x S3.22

These strings are the strong-coupling version of the cycles in the weak-coupling symmet-
ric product orbifold which describes fractionated strings oscillating along T*, whose entropy
accounts for the black hole density of states.

One can find indirect support for this picture of the strong-coupling dynamics by asking
what happens when one eliminates the T* from the background [70, 71]. The worldsheet sees a
6d target space AdS; x S?, i.e. one has a non-critical string background.*® This background is
thought to arise when n; NS5-branes wrap a vanishing four-cycle in a non-compact Calabi-Yau
fourfold [72]. The dual CFT is a deformation of the symmetric product (R x S¥)¥/Sy that
describes a Fock space of fundamental strings in the decoupled fivebranes’ throat. The AdSs
radius of curvature is less than the string scale, thus the system lives on the stringy side of the
correspondence transition [73] where there are no black holes in the spectrum - the asymptotic
density of states is a Hagedorn gas of fundamental strings [74] rather than an ensemble of
BTZ black holes. The D-branes which could potentially make little string excitations have no
transverse oscillations in this case since there is no T* or K3 for them to oscillate in, and hence
have little entropy. Thus we see that when there is such a little string configuration space, there

2IMore precisely, the tension is not zero, rather when ns fivebranes come together the tension is ns times
smaller than that of the fundamental string. This is the scale of the radius of curvatuce of the ambient Ad.S3 x S3
geometry, and so where deconfined, these effective strings are at their correspondence point [28].

22 Another phenomenon implemented by the condensation of these strings is the NS5 splitting transition
in which the single wound fivebrane splits in two by reconnecting the intersecting strands. This D-brane
condensation is the S-dual of the corresponding topological transition of D-branes mediated by the condensation
of open strings at their intersection.

23The musical “flat” designation indicates that spacetime supersymmetry requires that the three-sphere trans-
verse to the fivebranes has to be squashed.
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is a BTZ spectrum; when there is no such configuration space, BTZ black holes are absent from
the spectrum.

7.3 A Landau-Ginsburg dual

One might worry that the 1/2-BPS near-source geometry is unreliable due to possibly large o/
corrections as a result of large curvatures there. However, perturbative corrections in o/ of this
sort are forbiddent by the amount of symmetry in these backgrounds — the hyperkahler nature
of the transverse space geometry ds% in (B.la) together with the presence of two null Killing
vectors [58, 59].

Non-perturbatively, the near-source structure is captured by a worldsheet dual descrip-
tion [29, 60, 61, 63, 75] in a non-compact version of the Calabi-Yau/Landau-Ginsburg corre-
spondence [76-78]. The duality of SL(2,R) representations (7.5) in the circular supertube is
associated to a dual description of the background in terms of the fundamental string winding
condensate, represented by a N = 2 supersymmetric worldsheet superpotential

ns
W = H(Z eikv/n5 — 1 €X> ’ L = 627ri€/n5 ’ (78)
/=1

where v = v/R,. Note that the zeroes of the superpotential spiral along the y direction exactly as
in figure 3b. Deformations (4.7) with polarizations in a single two-dimensional plane, ad = ++
or ——, have FZZ duals corresponding to deformations of this superpotential pu, — pe(v) with

=2mik/ns 11, (V)2 The function p(v) on the

the twisted boundary condition p(v + 27) = e
ns-fold cover of the y-circle is equivalent to F**(v) [29]. The deformed superpotential takes us
in the direction of the more generic source exemplified by figure 3a.

The original non-compact CY /LG correspondence [60, 61] related a nonlinear sigma model
on an A, singularity to an N’ = (2,2) scalar field theory with a Liouville-like superpotential,
basically (7.8) with k = 0, with p, parametrizing half of the moduli (the other half are twisted
chiral deformations). In the present context, one allows the couplings i, in the superpotential
to depend adiabatically on the null coordinate v subject to the twisted boundary condition.

The extension of the p,(v) to their ns-fold covering space is the supertube profile F*(v),
whose Fourier mode amplitudes are the coherent state parameters for a 1/2-BPS ground state
(along the lines of (4.14)) in which only the |ad), = |++), and |——), modes are excited.
The superpotential zeroes code the locations of the fivebranes in their transverse space, and
fivebrane intersections result when two zeroes coincide, i.e. pg(v) = g (v) for some v along S,
and ¢ # ¢'. When this happens, a flat direction opens up in the bosonic potential |[VW|? that
runs off to strong coupling [29] — the Liouville-like wall recedes, and the effective coupling at
the wall grows due to the running of the dilaton in the direction of the Liouville field X.

This dual representation of the worldsheet theory encodes effects that are non-perturbative
in o/ in the non-linear sigma model on the supertube geometry, and ensure that we have the
correct picture of the degeneration of the supertube background.

24In particular, they are the lowest components of ' = 2 worldsheet chiral multiplets.
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7.4 Enigmatic phases

Since the “tensionless” effective strings can engineer a splitting/joining transition of the back-
ground fivebranes, they can for instance allow the system to find more entropically favorable
configurations, even on or very near the BPS bound. It is known that below the BTZ black hole

threshold there are additional highly entropic phases, see figure 1, known as enigmatic phases.

nsni
2

angular momentum black hole, with the angular momentum carried by a supertube; for high

For low angular momentum J;, < , the entropically favored configuration consists of a zero

angular momentum Jz > *2*, a black ring is favored. Note that spectral flow

N
Lo — Lo+ aJp + Zoﬁ ., Jp— Jp+aN (7.9)

with a = 1 relates the black-hole/supertube states with negative angular momentum to the
black ring states with positive angular momentum. The entropy in the black-hole/supertube
phase is given as follows [22]. Let the black hole and supertube have charge vectors

I‘BH = {17 (07 07 0)7 (Q57 Qh np)a m} ) FST = {07 (07 07 1)7 <Q57 qi, 0)7 QI%} . (710)

Here the first entry is the KKM charge, the first triplet lists the (F'1, NS5, KK M) dipole
charges, the second triplet the monopole charges (NS5, F'1, P), and the last entry is the intrinsic
angular momentum 2.J;, of the object. The total charges carried by the system are determined
by the BPS conditions to be [22]

ns=Qs+q¢ , m=Qi+q , 2Jp=m+qq+n, , 2Jp=qq —n,. (7.11)

The entropy carried by the black hole is given by

Ser = 271/ QsQuny — m?/4 = 27V (7.12)
which is extremized for
nsqr =niqs , m=0, (7.13)
with the value )
D = Q5Q1n, — m*/4 = nsnin, (1 - gzill ) , (7.14)

where from (7.11) we have ¢1¢5 = 2J,—n,. Thus we reproduce Sgy,sr in (1.5); the expression for
Sring follows from spectral flow (7.9). This entropy is parametrically smaller than the symmetric
product enigmatic phase entropy (6.7) (setting k& = 1 there), indicating that indeed some states
have been lifted in the deformation across moduli space from the weakly-coupled CFT to the
supergravity regime.

We can imagine this phase of two-center solutions being reached starting from an excited
supertube as it wanders its configuration space and finds a point where it can split into two
pieces, one of which carries away the angular momentum and the other of which carries the
entropy. See figure 5.
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X1

Figure 5: A wiggly fivebrane source in a configuration where just a few fivebrane windings carry
most of the angular momentum. After exciting the system, a splitting interaction could result
in two fivebranes, one of which carries most of the angular momentum, and the other most of
the entropy.

Of course, the supertube that carries away the angular momentum need not be made out
of F1 strings and NS5-branes; it could also carry F1-P charges (¢1,¢,) and have zero fivebrane
charge. In other words, it can be a perturbative string carrying winding and momentum along
the y-circle, as well as F1 dipole charge, which offloads the angular momentum of the back-
ground:

q1 Qp

np:Qp+QP ; n1:Q1+(J1 y 2JL:m+7+dn5 ’ ZJR:qqu

0= dns . (7.15)

The BPS equations work the same way, with the interchange of onebrane and fivebrane quan-
tities in the various expressions, and thus

2
D = QsQn, — m2/4 = n5n1np<1 ey %) . (7.16)
npni

7.5 Elliptical training

An example illustrating the above structure is the elliptical deformation of a round supertube,
analyzed in [29]. The ellipse with semi-major and semi-minor axes aj, as, respectively, corre-
sponds to the symmetric product state

N/k

> v ) (575 () (=)
_ —— 7.17
onh) = v =) (s ) (1) " (1==%) (71D
n=0
(up to normalization).
In the limit a3 /a; — 0 where the ellipse degenerates, the number of 4+ and —— polarization

modes become equal, and the angular momentum vanishes: J;, =Jg=0. There are minimal S?’s
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of the sort depicted in figure 4 whose polar direction spans the interval between the two sides
of the ellipse. These S?’s collapse to zero size when the ellipse degenerates. It was indeed seen
in [29] that the D-branes stretching across the semi-minor axis of the ellipse become massless
in the DBI approximation.

Superstrata built on the elliptical supertube were constructed recently in [79]. Starting
with the supertube base (7.17) constructed in [29], momentum was introduced via excitations
(L_1/k)" on each of the |——);, cycles.?” The corresponding supergravity solution was obtained
by solving the hierarchy of BPS supergravity equations in a consistent truncation to three
dimensions, and then lifting the solution back up to 6d.26

The limit ay/a; — 0 in the supertube leads to zero angular momentum, a degeneration of
the geometry with collapsed cycle singularities and tensionless strings. In the superstratum, in
this same zero angular momentum limit, one finds instead that a capped AdSs throat develops
and lengthens; at strictly zero angular momentum the cap descends to infinite redshift, while
the eccentricity of the ellipse stays finite, puffed up by the back-reaction of the momentum wave
carried by the background.

This result sharpens a central question in the fuzzball program: Do the stringy degrees of
freedom responsible for black hole entropy have a coherent wavefunction that persists out to
the horizon scale of the geometry deduced from effective field theory? Here we have seen how
stringy degrees of freedom, having the same properties as those that account for the entropy
at weak coupling in the CFT, arise at particular points in the space of NS5-F1 supersymmetric
ground states where the geometry degenerates. These stringy degrees of freedom are those of the
nonabelian dynamics of coincident fivebranes, consistent with the idea that the Hawking-Page
phase transition on the gravity side of the duality corresponds to the deconfinement transition
of the gauge theory side. The CFT is of course strongly coupled in the geometric regimes of
the moduli space.

25The parametrization of the solution in section 5 of [79] (after the spectral flow of section 4.4) is related to
that of [29] as follows: The elliptical superstratum is characterized by a set of parameters and coordinates

2n+l=q , B= 1, m=X, 1p=1. (7.18)

The elliptical supertube then corresponds to the specialization n = 0, with the parameters and coordinates
(a,B; &, ¢, x) of the this supertube limit of the superstratum [79] related to the parameters and coordinates
(k,a1,a2;71,¢,1) of the elliptical supertube solution of [29] via
2 2
_ _ 2 ay —as 23
k=1, aay=a", 52 1- 52
a2 1+§2 1+/\2€2

2 (1-¢ 1-x22| p=p , VYv=x.

(7.19)

1= =P () =

26More precisely, what was constructed is a spectral flowed solution that turns out to be v-independent and
thus simpler to analyze; the unflowed background is then a large gauge transformation of this solution, described
in [79]. None of this changes the essential physics of the limit under discussion, namely the lengthening AdS;
throat.
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But now we also see that if we add momentum along the y-circle to the background — the
third charge needed to make a BPS black hole with a macroscopic horizon — then in the same
limit that exhibited tensionless strings in the two-charge NS5-F1 solution, in the three-charge
NS5-F1-P supergravity solution an extremal AdSs black hole throat develops. Is this horizon in
the three-charge states a manifestation of the same tensionless strings that appear in the two-
charge states?” How does one reconcile this with the apparent smoothness of the horizon in the
three-charge geometry? A goal of future work will be to look for evidence of tensionless strings
at the horizon of this three-charge geometry, which would indicate that the horizon seen in the
bulk effective field theory is not actually a horizon for the fundamental black hole constituents.
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A Conventions

In this paper we use conventions largely in parallel with those of [29], with some differences that
we record below. Denoting quantities in [29] with tildes, and those of the present work without
tildes, the conventions for the Cartan angles of the target-space S are related by

v=6. ¢=d, 6=7-4 (A1)

which results for instance in J3 = —.J3 . Correspondingly we have set I, = —1 in (3.4), where
I, = 1 was used in [29]. We have chosen this convention in order to work with lowest-weight
states in SU(2), see e.g. equation (4.5). The map to the conventions of [30] is to perform (A.1),
then to send either t — —t or (y,¢,v) — (—y, —¢, —1), and finally to send k — —k (which
here is the parameter k).

The NS5-F1 circular supertube supergravity fields, in the fivebrane decoupling limit, in our
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conventions are

1
ds* = (—dudv + ds?r4> + ns [d,o2 +do* + 5 (costh sin6 d¢? + sinh® cos?0 de)]

. o, 2 v Y 2 2
— —(sm 0 dt d¢ + cos 9dyd¢> + —[ng,sm 0 do* + ns cos“0 dip —i—dudv},
h 77,52

2

20(v? h?
B o (v* + ns cos p)dgb/\dw—y—dt/\dy
b TL5E
29 : 26
VY i ndy — P gy A de | u=t+y, v=t—y,
X X
—op MY _V2 1.2 2 _
_Ww, Z—n—S—i-smhp—i-cos 0, v=kR,. (A.2)

The periodic identification of y, namely y ~ y + 27 R,,, induces a local Z;, orbifold singularity
at the supertube location p = 0, § = 7/2. The gravitational angular momenta are

J = %(ﬂ’—ﬂ) _ Lmns 7= %(JMW) _ Lmns

- A3
2 k 2 k (A-3)

After taking the AdSs; x S? limit, the holographically dual state of the symmetric product
orbifold CFT is (|++),)V/*.

B Supertube geometry

The ten-dimensional geometry sourced by the NS5-F1 supertube source is given by [8, 11, 50-53]
(see also [80])

Z
ds?, = _% [(du+w) (dv+5)] + Zsdst + dsiy (B.1a)
Z2
=gl B.1b
e =95 (B.1b)
Zs . .
By = 7P (du + w) A (dv + B) + b dz* A da? (B.1c)
Zo
__20 B.1
Co Zs (B.1d)
— Z('Y) () Zo i j
Co=+—0Y + — (du+w) A (dv+ ) + ¢;jdz’ A dx (B.1le)
Zs 2P
Zoy = Zy 1
Cy = _Zvol4 — ﬁ[(dww) A (dv+B) A (b+ 5w A B) —w/\ﬁ/\b] (B.1f)
! 26) o Z() )
+§(du+w)/\(dv+ﬁ)/\<c+759 )—(c(7)+75b)mz
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with
P=0717s—Zg — 722 . (B.2)

Here ds?, is the ten-dimensional string-frame metric, ds? is the metric on the space transverse
to the branes, ® is the dilaton, B, and C, are the NS-NS and R-R gauge forms. The volume
form on M is denoted by x70\14, and Q) is a basis of anti-selfdual two-forms on M (so 3 for T?,
19 for K3). The various harmonic forms and functions are related by

db = *LdZ5 , dc = *idZO s dC(V) = *LdZ('y) (BS)

also, w is self-dual while /3 is anti-selfdual in the transverse R* parametrized by z°.
The R-R fields are odd under Zy — —Zy, Z(y) — —Z(4), while the NS-NS fields are even.
On T*, these scalar and anti-selfdual tensor coefficient functions are related to those in (4.11)
by
Zo=2Z1p » A%} ={Zun} (B.4)

and correspond to the “internal” excitations of the supertube.

The bosonic field content of NV = (2,2) 6d supergravity obtained upon dimensional reduc-
tion on M = T* consists of the graviton, 10 tensors (5 SD and 5 ASD, one each NS-NS and the
rest R-R), 16 vector multiplets (8 NS-NS and 8 R-R), and 25 scalars. Of the latter, 5 are fixed
scalars and the remaining 20 parametrize the moduli space (%) /Tq.

The content of the N' = (2,0) 6d supergravity for M = K3 consists of the supergravity

multiplet (the metric plus 5 SD tensors) together with 21 ASD tensor multiplets (each with 1
0(5,21)

—0(5)><O(21)/Fq7 and again there are 5 fixed

ASD tensor and 5 scalars). The moduli space is (
scalars.

C Spacetime supersymmetries

The spacetime supersymmetry charges take the worldsheet form [29, 81-83|

.6
Qz = %dz e~ (P=9)/2 Sz Sz = exp (% Z 51‘Hi) . (C.1)
i=1

These operators are then subject to the GSO projection and the BRST constraints.
The usual type IIB GSO projection in the worldsheet theory on global AdS3; x S* [81] sets

5 5
[[ee=1. []a=1. (C.2)
=1 =1

hence in the null-gauged WZW model we should have the same requirement, at least to leading
order in 1/R,. In this AdSs decoupling limit, the three-fermion term in the yG BRST constraint
then enforces

€ = e16963 = —1 (C.3)
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and similarly & = £,6,63 = —1. The null currents 7, J constrain
g1 +eala =0, & +&ry=0. (C.4)
The superpartners of the null currents are given by
A= Vs (V3 4+ LYd) + Yt + L = —/nge M+ kR, e o
X = s (U5 4+ 1ol + st ¥ = —/ns e — kR, e

where we have used the NS5-F1 supertube null vector coefficients (3.4) and the bosonization
formulae (3.15).

The null BRST supercurrents ¥\, YA constrain linear combinations czSz. Denoting the co-
efficients c.,., and suppressing the labels €1, €2, €4, €5 (which we hold fixed), the allowed nonzero
coefficients are

(C.5)

VAL _ _ VAL
c._ , cC_,= k:_RyCJr_ ; c_y , C__= —k—Ryc++ , (C.6)
in particular g = —&¢ for the corresponding solutions. Only the first solution in each left /right
chirality is compatible with (C.3), (C.4), which set e5 = &5 = —1 and so ¢4 = ¢;y = 0.

Note that in order to impose the 10d GSO projection (C.2), we must have opposite 12d GSO
projections on left and right. From (3.16), (3.21) we have

6

6
[[ee=-1. []a=+1, (C.7)
i=1

i=1

Overall, the physical supercharges (C.1) are labeled by (at leading order in 1/R,)

ei=a=a, eg=-1, eg=-1, eg=-e=A
. (C.8)
d, 53:—1, 56:—{—1, 54:—§5EB

€1 = &9

Spectral flow in the spacetime R-charge by an amount ¢ shifts the supercurrent modings

via _ .
G4 — GO o (C.9)
The supertubes correspond to Ramond ground states with R-charge between N/2 and N, which
in the NS sector are antichiral states with R-charge between —N/2 and 0. These antichiral states

are annihilated by G:f/Q and Gifﬂ,
by

and so the corresponding supertube states are annihilated
Gt . G, GE LGP (C.10)

These are precisely the global supercharge operators (C.1) with the polarization states (C.8).2

2"Note that the SL(2,R) and SU(2) polarizations reflect the quantum numbers before spectral flow, n =
1
581, o = E9.
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The bosonized ghost exponential e~#/2 of the supercharge (C.1) has a square root singularity
with respect to the (—1) picture NS-NS vertex operators (3.12). For a vertex operator to
commute with the supercharge, the fermion 1 should have a square root zero ¥ (z)S(w) ~
vz — w. Similarly, for the (—1/2) picture R-R operators in the specified null superghost pictures
((+1/2) for both the supercharge and the vertex operator), one gets a bosonized ghost OPE
singularity (z —w)~'/2, requiring a spin field OPE (z — w)*/2,

Vertex operators that preserve the BPS property should commute with these supercharges.
In (3.12), the SU(2) fermion polarization in X should be v, in order to be BPS (this is the
operator X for which there is only one term in the Clebsch); then the fermion polarization is
such that the OPE with the spin field scales as v/z — w, and the vertex operator commutes with
the supercharges. Similarly, the Clebsch of the SL(2,R) fermion in YW~ guarantees that it also
commutes with the supercharges. These two polarization choices correspond to the operators
VE defined in (4.5).

Similarly, the spin field polarizations in (3.20) that commute with the above supercharges
are the S4 of (4.5). Adding up the spin field contribution Eg * €s to the OPE singularity, one
sees that indeed the spin field OPE contributes v/z — w and indeed the supercharges commute
with S4.

One can further check that the other vertex operators we have described above do not
commute with some of these supercharges.

D The shockwave limit

D.1 The Lunin-Mathur source integrals

Our analysis follows that in [65, 84]. The circular supertube profile is given by
F** = ap exp2mikd /L] . (D.1)

where 0 € [0, L], L = 2mns/R, parametrizes the ns-fold covering space of the y-circle in the
NS5-P duality frame. It will prove convenient to denote x = ™", y = 77, and parametrize the
profile by & = 27wko/L. Since the supertubes of interest run around the same profile k& times,
the integral is simply & times the integral over the range £ € [0,27). The further change of
variables z = ¢, and the use of Z = 1/z for an integral along the unit circle in z, converts the
integrals into contour integrals for which we can use the method of residues, for example

_ @ 7{ dz ! _ % (D.2)
YT omi f 2 (x—az)(x—a/2)+yy Vi —dxxaZ '
where 1 = xx + yy + a%. Converting from Cartesian coordinates to spherical bipolar ones
x=+Va2+r2sinfe® | y=rcosfhe (D.3)
leads to
Z5 _ QS Q5 (D4)

r? + a?cos? 0 Ty
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Next, we introduce an Fy term to the profile function,

. . 2by . (2rmk —b L
Fo(0) = e*PFap(d) = — VMO% sm( 7 VU) = iyk}% (zV —z7"), (D.5)
y y

where by is real. The Fy term in the profile function gives rise to the following contour integral
expression for the harmonic function Zy:

by [ dz 2¥+ 27 a?sin2 0\ "’ cos 0
0o=5-¢ — - - = 2b ) (D.6)
2mi |z (x—az)(x—a/z) +yy r2 + a? )Y
One also has the fibration one-form, 3, given by
Rya* 2
= sin“ 0 d¢ — cos” 0di) ) , D.7
B Nobs ( ¢ 0y (D.7)
and the angular momentum one-form
a’Ry 2
w = wp, wy = ——=— (sin®0d¢ + cos” 0 dy). (D.8)

V23X

The shockwave limit takes v to be extremely large, so that the profile (D.6) localizes around
the circular supertube source at r = 0,6 = 7. Note that not only are the R-R fields (B.1d)-
(B.1f) highly localized as a result, they are also rapidly oscillating along this circle, so that on
average the R-R fields are essentially invisible.

The source function Fy also contributes to the one-brane harmonic function Z;

. 2bp\2 1 Ark
|Fof2 = (—kROy) 5[ eos (S v (D.9)
The cosine term leads to another highly localized, rapidly oscillating contribution that is invisible
in the large v limit. The constant term contributes a term identical to the |F,4|? contribution,
leading to a relation between the scales a, by and the charges 1, Qs

20l 21Qs
PR RPRZ

a’ + (D.10)
This equation is simply the F1 winding budget knj* + (vk)n% = nins, expressed in terms of
coherent state parameters.

The onebrane charge is given by

Qs (" - N
Q, = 75 (|Faa(®)]> + |Fap(d)]?)do . (D.11)
0
The quantities (Q1, Q)5 are related to quantized onebrane and fivebrane numbers ny, ns by
2 13
Q1= %7 Qs =nsa’, (D.12)
4
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where v, is the volume of T* in string units.

When by # 0, the coefficients of the harmonic function are altered, in that the radius a of
the supertube is reduced due to the devotion of some of the winding budget (D.10) to cycles of
type €'P|AB) , (also called “|00)” cycles in the literature); this changes the coefficient of Zs
relative to Z;. As a result, the metric no longer has the tuning of coefficients that allows the
supertube locus at r = 0,6 = 7 to be nonsingular, and instead one finds a shockwave singularity
there [84, 85]. Restoring the rapidly oscillating terms in (D.9), which according to (D.6) only
contribute close to the source locus, smooths out the singularity.

Note that if we had not a single mode but a distribution of high frequency modes, then
in |I':0|2 two high frequency modes can generate a low but non-zero frequency in their product
which would lead to a low-frequency modulation of Z;. In order to avoid this, and just have a
shockwave, we can for instance have all the high frequency modes be multiples of some large
k > 1, with k; oc kK and then |F0\2 has a constant frequency piece and then higher modes of
frequency at least k.

D.2 Shockwaves in 3-charge backgrounds

The analysis of trapping behavior in [33] included a class of NS5-F1-P 3-charge geometries
obtained by “fractional spectral flow” of the 1/2-BPS ground states (4.14), [86-90]. Shockwaves
in these geometries were considered in [69]. These backgrounds also have an exact worldsheet
description as null-gauged WZW models [26-28], and as in section 7.1, one can again ask where
the vertex operator wavefunctions localize in the large j’ limit, and make a shockwave that is
regularized by stringy effects.

The fractional SU(2) spectral flow of the state by an amount s/k makes an allowed state in
the spacetime CET [89], see also [90]. In the worldsheet description, the null vector coefficients
are modified to

1
12:—<28—|—1> s 7’2:—1 s l3:T3:—(kRy+m>

kR,
(D.13)
nss(s + 1)

nss(s + 1)
kR, '

I, = kR, + R
Y

s Ty = —]{?Ry +
The geometry has an evanescent ergosurface (a quadratic vanishing of the metric coefficient gy,;
or geometrically, the surface on which the Killing vectors 0, and 0, are orthogonal) on the locus
s+1

r=0, tan’f= . (D.14)
s

The vertex operators must satisfy the null constraints J = J = 0 with these modified
coefficients in the null vectors. These constraints were analyzed in [27]. Supergravity vertex
operators again have w, = 0. The axial null constraint imposes

m —m = —kn, + (2s + 1)m' — m/ (D.15)
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up to shifts of order one.
Let us look for vertex operators concentrated on the evanescent ergosurface (D.14). The
1/4-BPS center-of-mass wavefunctions are

o , 2 j+n/2
sl _ _i(2j+n)T—ino .0 a— J .
e "(mra)  roun) (D.16)
U im—j = e (2 =m)+imy ( sin 0) 27'm ( cos 9) "
The null constraint (D.15) is solved for large j' by
j/
me~me~g o, n,~0 ! m o~ g, (D.17)

mN23+1 ’

for which the peak is at (D.14). For large j' (and thus large njs), the string wavefunction is
concentrated within a string scale distance of the evanescent ergosurface, just as we saw for the
1/2-BPS two-charge geometries.
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