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Abstract

Relevant to top-down M-theory dual of large-N thermal QCD-like theories at intermediate cou-
pling, induced by the G2 structure supported by the closed M7 - a warped product of the M-theory
circle and a non-Kéhler six-fold which is the warped product of the thermal circle with a non-
Einsteinian deformation of Th! - we obtain explicitly (Almost) Contact (3) (Metric)Structure(s)
and a three-tuple of SU(3) structures along the “transverse” six-fold induced by the AC(3)MS on
M7. (Assuming the arguments to also hold for non-closed manifolds, similar structures can be
obtained on the non-closed My - a warped product of the M-theory circle and a non-Kéahler coni-
fold.) The aforementioned ACS do(es) not yield a Contact Structure. We separately obtain an
explicit Contact Structure on the seven-fold M7, and then obtain an explicit transverse SU (3) struc-
ture from the same. These results are expected to be very useful in the context of classification
of non-supersymmetric geometries relevant to top-down holographic thermal QCD at intermediate

coupling.
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1 Introduction

Go-structure manifolds are ubiquitous to fluxed M-theory compactifications [1]. Manifolds with
Almost Contact Structures (which induce a complex structure on the “transverse geometry”)
could be thought of as odd-dimensional analogs of even-dimesional manifolds equipped with
almost complex structures. The obstruction of the existence of nowhere vanishing vector fields
on closed manifolds essential to the existence of ACS, is non-vanishing Euler charactersitic. As
the Euler characteristic of odd-dimensional manifolds is vanishing, therefore odd-dimensional
manifolds may support ACS. Seven-dimensional manifolds equipped with Gs-structure are known
to provide an Almost Contact 3 Structure (AC(3)S). The existence of nowhere-vanishing vector
fields implies that the structure group of the tangent bundle is reducible which has an implication
on the amount of SUSY preserved by the vacuum. Also, a seven-fold supporting a G5 structure
can be shown to admit an Almost Contact Metric Structure (ACMS) and this implies that the
structure group reduces to SU(3). In fact, there exist at least three non-zero vector fields on a
manifold with G5 structure which provides the manifold with an AC3MS.

The use of G-structure torsion classes is a very useful tool for classifying, specially non-Kéahler
geometries. A complete classification of the SU(n) structures relevant to non-supersymmetric

string vacua, does not exist [2].

In the context of SU(3)-structure manifolds, non-supersymmetric type II vacua on SU(3)-
structure manifolds were studied in [3] and classified using calibrations in [4], and similar so-
lutions in heterotic string theory were obtained in [5] - see [6] for Gy structures relevant to

non-supersymmetric vacua in heterotic(M-) SUGRA.

A classification of SU(3)/Gs/Spin(7)/Spin(4) structures relevant to non-supersymmetric
(UV-complete) string theoretic dual of large-N thermal QCD-like theories, and its M-theory
uplift, has been missing in the literature. This is what we initiated in |7] wherein we worked out
the SU(3)-structure torsion classes of the relevant non-Kéhler conifold Mg = relevant to the type
ITA SYZ mirror, the Gy-structure torsion classes of the relevant seven-fold M, = S* x,, Mg, i.e.
a warped product of the M-theory circle and Mg, as well as the SU(4)-structure and Spin(7)-
structure torsion classes of the eight-fold Mg - a warped product of the thermal S' and M; -

relevant to the M-Theory uplift. Table 1 summarizes the G-structure torsion classes’ results.

We continue in this work wherein we obtain explicitly (Almost) Contact (Metric)(3)Structures

and associated transverse SU(3) structures corresponding to seven/six-folds relevant to the M-



S. No. Manifold G-Structure Non-Trivial Torsion Classes

1. Mg = non-Kahler conifold SU(3) TgUA(:s) =W eWo W3 W, D W5 : Wy~ Ws
2. M7 = S} xw Mg Go Té\;‘ZWﬂBW?éBWMEBWW
Ir~(1+ay)a, a;~0.1-0.3
W1 =0 <W> s W, > 1,

therefore disregarded up to O (%)?

W7z =0
= TH = Wiy & Wor
Mg = S} % My SU(4) Tyl =We @ W3 @ Ws
Mg Spin(7) TE i = Wi W,

Table 1: IR G-Structure Classification of Six-/Seven-/Eight-Folds in the type IIA /M-Theory Duals of
Thermal QCD-Like Theories (at High Temperatures) and for r €IR

theory inclusive of O(R*) terms, dual of large-N thermal QCD at interemdiate coupling as
obtained in [8], [7].

Main result of the paper: In this paper we prove the proposition (partly numerically):

Proposition 1: The seven-fold M, with coframes e=!+7 which is the warped product of the
M-theory circle and a non-Kahler six-fold that is the warped product of the thermal circle and
a non-Einsteinian generalization of T%! which figures in the M-theory uplift of the type IIB
dual of large-N thermal QCD (the latter as constructed in [9], with its type IIA SYZ mirror
and leading order (in a derivative expansion) M-theory uplift constructed in [8] and O(R*)
corrections worked out in [7]), near the Ouyang embedding of the flavor D7-branes (A4) in the
parent type IIB dual of large-N thermal QCD in the limit of very small Ouyang embedding
parameter, and N = 100, M (number of fractional D3-branes in [9])= N;(number of flavor D7-
branes in [9])= 3,95 = 0.1:

1. supports a Gy structure with the non-trivial torsion classes 7 given by 7 = 11 & 75 & 73;

2. supports an Almost Contact (3) Metric Structure (0!, 02, 0%) = (€', €7, —e?) with associated

(R', R*, R! x4 R?) which does not correspond to Contact (3) Structure;

3. supports a Contact (3) Structure: (o1, 0%, 0%) = (are! + aze® + aze”, Bret + Biet + Bre”, ?)
with 03 : 03(R! x4 R*) =1

4. inherits a transverse SU(3) structure (Qf), Q(_a)) wherein Q) = & — (@ A W Q@ =

o (%wgl) A w((ba) - *7q)> ,a=1,2,3 from the AC(3)S constructed in 2.
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5. inherits a transverse SU(3) structure from the C(3)S constructed in 3, (Qf), Q(,a)), where

ng‘) =® — g A wc(ba) and, e.g., for & = 1, a three-parameter (AS&], A§15)6, Ays6) family of:

- ABC _ A (1) _1boco (1) _3boco (1) 7boco aoboco
Q= AAMCG - A1boco6 + A360606 + A7bocoe + A‘mbocoe ’

where ag, by, co = 2,4,5,6 and Ayse is the only linearly independent non-vanishing Ay pgc,-

The remainder of the paper which is based on the proof of the aforementioned Proposition 1,
is organised as follows. Section 2, via two subsections, summarizes in 2.1 the M-theory dual of
large-N thermal QCD and the “MQGP limit”, and (Almost) Contact (3)(Metric) Structure(s)
in 2.2. In Lemma 1 in 3, we provide an explicit G structure on M; = S}, X, Mg, Mg =
Si

hermal Xw M5 where w implies a warped product and Mj is a non-Einsteinian generalization

of TH', and evaluate the four Gy-structure torsion classes of M7. In 4, explicit Almost Contact
3-Structures are constructed in Lemma 2 in 4.1. In Lemma 3 in 4.2, it is shown that the Almost
Contact Structure on M; constructed in 4.1 is in fact an Almost Contact Metric Structure. In
Lemma 4 in 5, we provide an explicit Contact (3) Structure on M;. In 6.1.1, we provide an
explict transverse SU(3)-structure arising from the Go structure constructed in Lemma 5 in 3.
In Lemma 6 in 6.1.2, we provide an explicit transverse SU (3)-structure arising from the Contact
Structure constructed in Lemma 4. There are four appendices. Appendix A quotes from [7] the
co-frames for the non-Einsteinian generalization of 7!, Appendix B lists out the independent
components of QL Q7 Q¢ that figure in de' = Qlet, de” = QTe® de® = Qle’ Nef a = 2,...,6.
In appendix C, expressions for @, «®, xd®, xd * ¢ relevant to 3, are listed out. Appendix D has

details of the computation of the transverse SU(3)-structure valued §2_.

2 String/M-Theory Setup and (Almost) Contact (3) Metric Struc-
tures [(A)C(3)MS] Basics

2.1 M-Theory Uplift of Large-N Thermal QCD and the MQGP Limit

Holographic dual of thermal QCD-like theories at finite coupling was successfully constructed in

[8, 10]. Since one requires finite coupling on gauge theory side therefore one is required to study

the strong coupling limit of string theory i.e. M-theory to be consistent with gauge - gravity

duality. Authors did the same in the ‘MQGP limit’ defined as [8, 10]:

gsM?
N

M-theory uplift of type IIB string dual [9] was obtained by first constructing type ITA Strominger-

9s ~1; Ny, M = O(1), N > 1,

<1 (1)

Yau-Zaslow mirror symmetry of type IIB string theory implemented via a triple T duality along



a delocalized special Lagrangian (sLag) 7° — which could be identified with the T2-invariant
sLag of [11] with a large base B(r, 61, 0s) [10, 12|, and then uplifted to M-theory using Witten’s
prescription. Type IIB string dual involves N color D3-branes (R'3(¢,z"%3) x {r = 0}), M
D5(RY3(t, a1%3) x {r = 0} x S%(61, ¢1) X NPs2(g, 4,)) and D5 (R¥3(¢, z823) x {r = 0} x S%(6y, ¢ ) X
SP 52 (9.6 )-branes and N; flavor D7 ( RY3(t, 2123) x Ry (r € [|ttouyang| 5> ruv]) X S (61, ¢, 1) X
NPgz2(p,.4)) and D7 ( RM3(¢,2123) x Ry (r € [Rps/ms — € ruv]) X S%(01, ¢1,9) X SPs2(0,.60))-

1. SYZ mirror symmetry is triple T-duality along three isometry directions (¢y,d2,%).

branes
By performing first T-duality along 1 direction, one obtains N D4 branes which are wrapping
1 direction and M D4-branes straddling a pair of orthogonal NS5-branes. Further, from T-
dualities along ¢; and ¢, one obtains a pair of Taub-Nut spaces and N D6 branes. Effect of
triple T-dualities on the flavor D7 branes is that D7 branes are replaced by D6-branes. The
M-theory mirror of the type IIA mirror yields KK monopoles (variants of Taub-NUT spaces).
Therefore, we can see that there are no branes in M-theory uplift and we have M-theory on a

(Gio-structure manifold with fluxes.
The N =1, D = 11 supergravity action inclusive of O(lg) terms, is hence given by:

1 1 1
SD:H:—[ VGR + VhEK — = \/503—6 C3 NGy NGy
My

2
2’%11 OM1; My My

4 2 % 1
L Umen)” (/ d"av/GM (Jo - §E8) + 32.213/03 A Xs + /t§G233 + ) -S8% @)
M

1
JO =3. 28(RHMNKRPMNQRHRSPRQRSK + §RHKMNRPQMNRHRSPRQRSK)

]. ! !
_ L aBomny.mun. MIN
Es = 3¢ PRt e apony Ny Ny BTV Ny

2p3 _ 4Mp...Mg,8 N1 PQ N2 N3Ny Ns5Ng N7Ns.
tStSG R - t8 tNl....NgGMl GMQ PQRM3M4 RM5MG RM7M8 ’

(2m)810
Kh = 9 = (3)

M!N!
R A MyNy s

k%, being related to the eleven-dimensional Newtonian coupling constant, G = dC with C being
the M-theory three-form potential with the four-form G being the associated four-form field

strength and S being the counter-terms needed for renormalization at O(R*).

Seeking a completion of the 1-loop O(R*) in the presence of NS-NS B in type ITA compatible
with T duality, and thus defining the torsionful spin connection, Q4 = ) + %H, H® = szdx“,

152(02, ¢2) is blown up S? in the conifold geometry, NP and SP stand for north pole and south pole of the resolving

5?2, and @ is the resolution parameter.



and Xg = XS(R(Q”);XB(R(Q‘)), where R(Qy) = R(Q) + 1dH + 1H A H, the ten dimensional X5
shifts by an exact form [13] %

— 1 1
X — 4 - 2\2
8 19207) [ (trR 4(trR ) ) +

1 1
d <§tr (HVHR? + HRVHR + HR*VH) — S (trR* trHVH + 2uH R trRVH)

1
Totr (QHY(VHR + RVH) + HRHVH + HVHHR)

1
—5 (WHVH R + trRVH H? + o VHH HR) +

1 1 1 1
—t b —¢ trH? + —t P —t t S !
3 rVHH 9 rVHH trH” + T rH(VH) o1 rHVH tr(VH) )} (4)
Defining the O(1,10)-valued one-form G = 4G, pdate™ e, the M-theory uplift of the
first two lines of (4) of type ITA, yields [13]:

— 1 1
By N X —_— trR* — = (trR?)?
2 N Xg — 192(27T)4|:C/\(IR 4( rR ))

1
+G A (Z (RabRbcgcdevgdae + 2RabgbceRcdvgdae + RabRbcvgcdegdae)

_i (trR* A GV G* + 6R™ G RGie) + .. )} ' ®)

In this paper as in |7], we restrict ourselves only to the first line in (5). Given that the same was
shown to vanish [8], perhaps to be T-duality invariant, the sum of the terms in the second and

third lines of (5) too may yield zero. We have not proven the same.

The D = 11 action in (2) is holographically renormalizable by construction of appropriate
counter terms S®. It can be shown [14] that the bulk on-shell D = 11 supergravity action

inclusive of O(R*)-corrections is given by:

on—she 1 20 9 5T
SD:nh = D) [_251%"‘25((}01)W+5 <ﬁSEH -2 y V —g(l)R(O) + 25¢guy — I y \/_g(O)g(J\g)NégMON>] .
11 11 (0)
(6)

The UV divergences of the various terms in (6) are of the following types:

, V_hK

UV —divergent OMi1

d.J;
— MmN _9J0
/MH VIS M

V—gR

My

4
~ v log ruvy,
UV —divergent

v )

UV —divergent lOg ruv

*When wedged with C it will be understood that the metric, curvature, etc. are eleven-dimensional and when wedged

with B, ten dimensional.



It can be shown [14] that an appropriate linear combination of the boundary terms: |, ony, V. —hK

and f oMy \/—hhmnafz% serves as the appropriate counter terms to cancel the UV diver-
r=ryy
gences as given in (7).

The EOMS are:

1 1
Ryn — §9MN73 ~ 13 <GMPQRG;QR - gMTNGPQRSGPQRS>

IMN 1 0 1
=95 (0= 38) + g (9 38)
d*G = %G A G+ 3221 (27)* B X,
(8)

where [15]:

1 2
(27%)* (K11)* 16

~ [, 9
(27T)4 32212 P ( )

Ryunpo, Ry, R in (2)/(8) being respectively the elven-dimensional Riemann curvature tensor,

B

Ricei tensor and the Ricei scalar.

Now, it was shown in [7] that if one makes an ansatz:

Crnpe = Ciinp + BCY e (10)

one can self-consistently, set C](\})N p = 0. Further, as proved in [7] (as Lemma 1), in the neighbor-
hood of the Ouyang embedding of flavor D7-branes (A4) (that figure in the type IIB string dual
of thermal QCD-like theories at high temperatures [9]) effected by working in the neighborhood
of small 0, 5 (assuming a vanishingly small Ouyang embedding parameter), in the MQGP limit
(1), impy oo % = 0,limy_ % = 0. Therefore, Eg and t2G*R3-contributions (were) are

disregarded (in [7]).

2.2 (A)C(3)MS

Let Y be an odd dimensional ((non-)closed) Riemannian manifold with metric g, then if it
admits the existence of an endomorphism J of the tangent bundle 7Y, a unit vector field R

(with respect to the metric g) and a one form ¢ which satisfy

J=-1+R®o0, oR)=1

T=Truv



Y is said to admit an almost contact structure (J, R,o) (ACS) and o is called the contact
potential [16]. The structure group of the tangent space reduces to U(n) x 1 where 2n + 1 is the

dimension of Y.

The ACS is said to be a contact structure if
oNdo... Ndo #0 Vpoints € Y.

A Riemannian manifold Y with an ACS (J, R, o) has an almost contact metric structure (J, R, o, g)
(ACMS) if,
g(Ju, Jv) = g(u,v) — o(u)o(v), Vu,vel'(TY).

The fundamental two-form w of the almost contact manifold is then defined as,
w(u,v) = g(Ju,v), Yu,ve(TY)

and satisfies
OANWA ... \w # 0.

The ACMS determines a foliation Fz of Y by one-dimensional integral curves of R w.r.t. Gy
metric: ds? = 0% + ds?, where ds? is the metric on the transverse geometry of Fr induced by
the ACMS on Y.

An almost contact 3-structure (AC3S) on a manifold Y is defined by three distinct ACS
(J* R* 0%),a=1,2,3 on Y which satisfy [17],

J = JJ—R*®d" =JJ* - R ® 0"
R = J*R’=-J°(R"
o7 = 0% Jf=—6P 0"
o*(R%) = o’ (R*)=0
where {a, 3,7} are cyclic permutation of {1,2,3}. An AC3S consisting of three contact struc-
tures satisfying (11), defines a 3-Sasakian geometry [18].

Y admitting an AC3S must have dimensionality 4n + 3,n € Z", and the structure group
reduces to Sp(n)x13. An almost contact metric 3-structure (AC3MS) on a Riemannian manifold

Y with metric g is an AC3S satisfying,
g(J%, J) = g(u,v) — 0% (u)o*(u), Vu,veI'(TY)

for a € 1,2,3. With J%(u) = R* X4 u, one can see that with R*.R® = §*° R'  R? (R! x R?)
provide an AC3S.



3 (Go-Structure of
Mz = Sy X (Sthermal Xw Ms

therma )‘Ouyang—embedding[parent type IIB]N|uouyang| <1

Given that the adjoint of SO(7) decomposes under G5 as 21 — 7 @ 14 where 14 is the adjoint
representation of G9, one obtains four Ga-structure torsion classes:

TeENRG =W oW, d Wy, dWy=10871 &T® T, (11)

gy being the orthogonal complement of gy, the subscript a in W, denoting the dimensionality
of the torsion class W,, and p in 7, denoting the rank of the associated differential form. We
now proceed to determine the 7,’s of the seven-fold M; = S, Xy (Shermal Xw Ms), Ms being
a non-Einsteinian generalization of T™! and close to the Ouyang embedding (A4) of the flavor
D7-branes in the parent type IIB dual in the limit of very-small-Ouyang-embedding parameter
limit (|fouyang] < 1).

Lemmoa 1: Near the Ouyang embedding locus of the flavor D7-branes (A4) assuming the modulus
of the Ouyang embedding parameter |{iouyang| to be very small and the ¢ = 2nm,n = 0,1, 2-
coordinate patches, in the MQGP limit (2.1), 7 (M7) =7 & 72 B 73.

Proof. Setting,
e' = /G da®, (12)

and using the following definitions from |[7],

6
dei:l/Q = Z O;q€",
. a=2
dr = Z X, e,
a=2

6
dy = Vac",
a=2

6
dz = ZZae“, (13)
a=2

one can show that:

de® = Qfe’ A e, (14)
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where a,b,c = 2,...,6 and,

. (r = constant € IR) = Jj, 6“91}@25,@16 + 8[966“91}2\%@10 + 8[ye“91]yb@1c + 8[26“91]Zb@10 + 3[356“92}?(;,@20

+0[ye“92]yb@gc + 8[26“92]2,’%@20 + @[ye“ﬂ VX, + 8[Ze“m] Zy X, + 8[Ze“y] Z .. (15)
e Similarly,
de'(r = constant € IR) = Qe (16)
where,
Q! (r = constant € IR) = %%xo (09, G240O14 + D9, G100 20 + 0, G200 X,
+0,G300 Vo + 0.G1 0 2a) - (17)
e Also, defining
- \/Gé‘f%mdxm, (18)
de”(r = constant € IR) = e, (19)
where,
Q" (r = constant € IR) = W}\fawo (99, G6,10014 + g, Gl 110024 + 0, G 10 X,
+0, G0V + 0.G 10 2,) - (20)

The results of appendices B and C yield:
B A wrdd = 2 (207 — 202, — 203,) + €2 (—20] 1 O, — 03y) + 2 (20] + 02 + 200%)
| 127345 (_2933 _ 933) | 234567 (933 T34 933) | 123456 (—933 — 03 933) 13675

~y BT 1234563 (21)
implying, .
L= 15 * (® A #7d®D) ~ e'Q3, — Q3. (22)
Also 3,
To = dD %7 & = 0. (23)
To obtain 7, one notes that:
T1a® ~ (e + €% — €'%) 03, — T3, (24)

where J = e'2 4 3% + €56,

Similarly, to obtain 73, one notes that:

Tia*x7 ® ~ (62 AJ+ e 4+ 6367) Q3, — (6246 — 2% — 6456) Q3. (25)

3Thanks to S. Sarkar for pointing out an error in a previous version of this result.
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4 (A)C(3)(M)S

In this section, in 4.1, we provide explicit construction of Almost Contact (3) Structures at fixed
[R~valued r supported on M7 (which is a warped product of the M-theory circle and Mg where
Mg is a warped product of the thermal circle and a non-Einsteinian generalization of Th!). As a
small aside, we also provide a similar construction of AC(3)S for M; which is a warped product
of the M-theory circle and a non-Kéhler conifold Mg. In 4.2, we show that the ACS of 4.1 is in
fact an Almost Contact Metric Structure (ACMS).

4.1 AC(3)S arising from 7,2 35(M7)

From (12), (18) and (A1), we arrive at the following lemma:

Lemma 2: Near the Ouyang embedding of the flavor D7-branes in the parent type IIB dual
of [9] near the ¢ = 2nm,n = 0,1,2-coordinate patches in the MQGP limit, one obtains
AC(3)MS|yacr

OuyangNy=2nm—coordinate—patch :
R' = VGM 09,0,
R* = VGM xloxloaxm,
R® = @, VGM OGM 21209

= —GIYVGM OGM 20210 (AT) 9 = —GhYe2d),. (26)
Further, 0* = GM R'dz™ implying
(01702703) = (617677—62); (27)

the fundamental two-forms w® = do® = ig-®, which using (14), (16) and (19), can be evaluated.
We demonstrate the existence of a C(3)S in 5.

One can similarly see that near the Ouyang embedding of the flavor D7-branes in the parent
type IIB dual of [9] near the ¢y = 2nm,n = 0,1, 2-coordinate patches, the non-compact M, - a
warped product of the M-theory circle and a non-Kéhler conifold Mg -supports an AC(3)S:

Rl = vV GM rrar’
R2 — /GM xloxloaxlo,
R3 _ (I)Hm:lo \/GM rr(GM xlomloa“

— —GhYe ST GMIr M (21T) g = e GM a0 2y, (98)
Further, 0 = GM R"dz™; fundamental two-forms w® = do® = iga®:

mn «
(0!, 02,0%) = (!, 7, —e 3"V GM 102102, (29)

vral0
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4.2 AC(3)MS on M;
In this section we prove the lemma:
Lemma 3: The AC(3)S of 4.1 in fact corresponds to AC(3)MS.
Proof: We will explicitly show the existence of ACMS for (R!, ') in (27).
An we know, ACS is ACMS provided g(Ju, Jv) = g(u,v) — o(u)o(v). We now show that the

same is satisifed by (R!, o'). In components, the aforementioned requirement is written as:

G D@ = g0 (@)

mi1-ni

or Gmn®" 1l(I>” R @Rl (@ _ Jmyng — cr,(fgcr(a). (30)

ni

e m; = n; = 2°: The RHS of (30) in this case is null. The LHS of (30) will be proportional
t0 Grn®"0,0P" 0,0 = 0 and therefore (30) checks out.

e m; =n; = z'%: The RHS of (30) in this case is g,0,10. The LHS of (30) is

2 2
0 0
mn T mn 217 217 T mn 2
qg (I)mxloxoq)nmloxo (R ) =4 (6 ) 2100 (6 )nmlomo (R ) =g ngxlomlo = (x10410.

(31)
Therefore, (30) checks out.
o my,ny # 2°, 2% The LHS of (30) yields gy,,n,- The LHS of (30) obtains:
0)? 27 35 46 27 35 46\ 12 0)?
Grn @™ 0D (Rm ) = (T +e® =) (T ¥ =€) (en) (Rl“ ) :
(32)
Now (32) will involve:
(@) (&) (€7),, = nmenB™en, — enel, Bep, +enen, BTep, = 0— 0+€m1 i
<b> (635)m1n (635)21 3E3n 5)nl €ny t+én E5n iLl €y — En E5n ibleil = ml nl +€m1 nl 0
<C) (646)m1n (646)21 =6 E4n Snl €ny + €6E6n ibl €ni — 6n EGn ?nleﬁl = gbl €ny + eml m —0.
(33)

One hence obtains:

6
2
LHS = (Z 6%1621> (69100)2 (Rm()) = Omings (34)
and therefore, (30) checks out.
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e m; = 2% n; = 2'° The LHS of (30) then becomes proportional 0 D,,30,00™ 1 o = 0 and

the RHS of (30) is the difference of g,0,10 = 0 and o 0 ol 10 = 0. Therefore, (30) checks out.

Similarly, for m; = 21, n; = 2°.

e One can similarly argue that the LHS and RHS of (30) vanish identically for m;/n; =

2%, ny/my # 2010

e m; = x'% ny # 2%1% The LHS of (30) becomes

- 2
gnnq)nmmxo (I)ﬁmmo (RJCO)

=) (T8, )
Now,
(a) g™ (627)m10 (627)nm — gnP (eieie;oJ —elele? e;m —elezelion, Fe meile;e;)
= (67106 + enlexl()) = 0(&8 6210 g = 0)
) e, = ek, = 00 g™kl = ) @)

Also, as g;10,, = 09(31121 =0, (30) checks out.

One can similarly argue that the ACS corresponding to %3 of (27), correspond to ACMSs.

5 C(3)S on M;

As wAw? =0in 4.1 in the v = 2nm, r =constant-coordinate patches, the same does not provide
a contact structure. In this section, we provide an explicit construction of a contact structure
in the v = 2nm-coordinate patch.

5.1 Construction of Contact (3) Structure

We now prove the lemma:

Lemma 4: Near the 1) = 2nm-coordinate patch, (o1, 02, 0%) = (aje! + asze® + aze”, Bret + Buet + Bre7, 03)

14



RZ) = 1 with

I

. sep
R =
RY — 043<€92Gx91 eale92)7

G26, Gt
M
R = ( %ﬁéi{al(} )’
26,
Rfl _ az(— eglGxQQGé‘;‘GM — 691(}’/‘”‘C¥J"‘(}’ze2 —MengalGMGzeg + e‘rSGgCGlG’/‘”‘GZg2 + €3G$91Gx92Gé\;l)'
G, Gé‘gQG/V‘GQg1

5, (eglGMG/‘”I + 63Gx91GM — 63G191G'£§)

A = G GG ’ 0

ay ~ag~ar B~ By~ Brand Ry = Ry(e3 — e*, az — fB4), provides a Contact 3-Structure.

Proof:

e To find a contact structure, one makes the ansatz:

ol = alel -+ a363 + a7e7,

which, using (13)-(20), implies:

wh = dot = a1 Qare™ + asQ e’ + arQu7e™, a,b,c=2,...,6;

3
ol A (wl) ~ a1a§a7Q§3QZ596161234567 # 0.

Now, (38) implies (in the 1) = 2n7m-coordinate patch):

a
or = GxoxoR:fO = a1y/GM. o, implying R = !
GM

1

0,10

Also,

M 10 / ) ) 10
= meme:f = Q7 Gﬁoxloa implying Rf =

09 = GM Ry =ase®, ... =y, z(G%j (¢ = 2nm)

?

2020

= GM Rﬁ—a363 =z, 2z =2y, 2,601, 0.

M pmpn __ _ 10
G R'RY =1, mn=nra",02,2,9,%.

The last equation in (40) and (41) are solved to yield (37).

o'(R;) =1 implies:

a3 +azRi.e® +az=1.
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where, r = (r) € IR either as valued in [19] or R.e?({(r)) = 0 arising from ipe® = w®, a =
1,2,3 - 54, (52) in particular.

Similarly, making an ansatz:
0 = pre' + Bae* + Bre’, (43)
implying

w® =do* = 51 Que™ + 5491%06176 + BrQare™;
02 A (w?)” ~ 51 B2 B0 61 12357, (44)

Now, (43) implies:

[ . - a
GmomoRr 61 xoxm 1mply1ng RZO = - 5
\V/ G%mo

0-3:10 = GmmxloRx = /8 Gﬁoxm, 1mply1ng Rglo = L7
\/ Gﬁomlo
5 =Gy Ry =pue, . =a,y, Z(G%J_(@/} =2nm) = 0);
02 = GMﬁRg = /846?..7 - =0,Y, % 6 =Ty, %, 917 92- (45)
Also,
GMRIRY =1, myn =2° 2" 015,79, 2;
o' (Ry) = 0*(Ry) =0: GY R"Ry = 0, (46)
along with
Ry = Ry(¢® — !, a3 — Ba), (47)

implies: 37 + B4Ry.€* + B2 = 1. The second constraint in (46), implies:
Oélﬁl +Oé7ﬁ7 +201(R2)<N7 M7 Nf;'rh) =0, (48)
where,

Sot(m) (N, M, Ny;ry) = G (RS RY + Ry Rs) + Gag, (RS RY? + Ry’ RY)
+Got (RYRY + Ry RY) + G (RSR) + Ry ;)
+G, (R5R? + RPRY) + G Ry R + RYRY)

+GY(RYR] + R3RY) + GoX(RyRY + R3RY). (49)

16



One can show,

4 1+ a} ) N9/3
St (N, M, Npiry) ~ =82 (k3 1 0) K4 - (L5 a
(R2)( ! h) /84 ( 9171760) y;1;8° (7,2 _ 3&2)2 A2/3 <log T)4 (log Th>2 0531
N13/10
10 ( . - ) . (50)
(A(r))? (|logr|)" log s

In the IR and in the MQGP limit, | logr|, |logr, ~ N'/? as used earlier, and hence,
Lol )N9/5
201(32)(N,M7Nf;7“h) ~ ( 02)

(log N)2N11/5 )
large-N suppressed. Thus, (48) can be approximated by a3/ + a78; = 0. One expects

that the o2 dual to R?® = R! x4 R? also provides a Contact Structure.

or globally, ¥,1 (g, (N, M, Ng;rp) ~ ﬁ and is thus

Requiring ige ® = w®, we work out constraints on «; 3 7 that figure in (38) corresponding to
R of (40) and (37). Similar constraints can be worked out for R? of (47) and R® = R'x ¢ R?.

In the following “~" implies equality up to numerical multiplicative constants of O(1).

As,

im® = a7 J + a1€?” — R.e’e!” + R.e3e' — R.e'e’” + R.e’e® — R.e5e7
+a1e®® — R.e3e + R.e®el® — a1e® + R.etelS
—R.e%e! — R.e?e®® + R.e’e®® — R.e®e® — R.e?e® + Re'e® — Ree*.  (51)
The following (wherein m = 2, ..., 6) follow from (51):
R = 0. (52)
Now, to estimate the r around which R;.e? ~ 0, we will expand all 7-dependent terms
except logr in R;.e? about r = 1}, to yield:
ag (A2log N? + Aslog N(31.321og r — 0.25log N) + 68.73 log 7
log r2r2(Ns(log N — 3logr))?/3
+107% x O(r —ry), (53)

Re? ~ 1074

A5 being the parameter parametrizing the one-parameter family of eigenvectors rele-
vant to the diagonalization of the M5(6, 2, x,y, z)-metric in [7]. Assuming A5 > 1 and
in the large- N limit, one sees from (53) vanishes in the IR-valued r in the neighborhood

of:

log(r) = —O(1072) X5 log N
or

(r) ~ N’O<10_2)A5RD5/D—5 =r,+0. (54)
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Q7 = —OélQ% = 043934 = 043926. (55)
Now, ay = —a; 2 in (55) imples:

N7/20
a7 = (1 ( a6 (56)

log(r))” a3,
for N = 10% and (r) as of (54) and A5 of (61), (56) implies a; ~ O(1)ay.

ar = azQ3, in (56) implies:

(0%¢

0.1¢2"* (log N)* M?N?} (log(r))* (0.7 + () log(r)) (0.004 + (1) log(r)) (log N + 263(r) log(r))

g 053
N'3/20 0%2

which at (54) and (61) for N = 102 implies (r) log(r) ~ —0.1, and thus for M = N; =
3,95 =0.1:

Qry ~ Q3. (58)

Similarly, Q3;(gs = 0.1, M = N; = 3, N = 100, (r) : (54) N (61)) = O(1), implying
again a7 ~ O(1)as.

a7 = R:foeio = ;. (59)

From (59) and (55), one sees that consistency requires 27 ~ Q1 ~ O(1), i.e.,

a
N2~ (log(r))?, (60)
g,
and near (54),
N7/ /ag-
As ~ 107 ——>—=, 61
> log N oy (61)
Q) = —R"e? . (62)
Using (60)-(61), one obtains:
/3
as 2, a3 (log(r))"
O(10)ag = A\g—————= = O(10°) —————, 63
0= 2 g~ P g o
implying;:
(log(r))""*
~ ) 4
s log N (64)
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alQé = R’{“efn,

which implies:

Qg N3/55

20NV Jog N~ X2y

o, g, (r)2log N (log(r))'/*

Using (64), (66) implies:
NT/40 \[Fo; 5

N =N 0 20 (Jog N)® ~ O(1).

For N ~ 102, one notes (67) is satisfied by % = 0O(1).

1 _ m 6
alQ4 - Rl ema

which implies:

(log N)? log N
O ~ a3
AV g
Using (64), (69) implies:
N4 O(10)  ap,

(log N)° ™ N11/40 IOgNagf

must be O(1), which is indeed the case for N = 102

alQé = —R{”ef’n,

which implies

o x O(1) = O(10%)—2 .
(logr)*
Using (64), (73) implies:
log N
ar x O(1) = O(10%)ay —2 O(10%)

which should be O(1) - the same checks out for N = 102

Q) = Rl"e?.

One can show (74) is equivalent to (62).
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arls = —Ri'el, (75)
which implies:

5/3 7/40 ag
o N v 1
a7 x O(10°) = ag—gs N N w0 2 (log N)''/%. (76)
a02

For N = 102, (76) obtains:
Q7 ~ Q3. (77)

a7l = —R"eb (78)

1 *m»

which implies:

8/3
logN log N ag,” n=102
Qp ~ Qg ~ a3_(log<7“>)8/3 = 0(10)as N7/15 0/6153 o(1), (79)
for a3 = O(1), and hence checks out.
a7Qd; = Ri'e), (80)
which using (77) obtains:
11/3
ar o 0) 107 ap’ . )
O(10) 3 3 (log(r>)11/3 N77/120 aéi/b‘ 3
a3Qg5 = _R;ﬂeim (82)
which yields:
aggz/ INYlog N (log(r))* (r) N"®ay, g1/ N”*"‘ﬁ“f log N— ( %2)4
0432 agl (1Og<7“>)2 ’ agl 6,
~ (3. (83)

o

So, one chooses ag, : Y2 = O(1)N(83), which one can effect for N = 102

agl

sy, = —Re3 (84)

1 *m»
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which obtains:

(log{r))* >

Qg, Tn

7/20 2
N/ a02 ) Ofgl

)
asNY?P M N log(r)— ~ asMN; [ ———2
3 TR N

0 NT/40 \/Fay

21/4

~ MNfN log N ag, % 0[3
AsQi3 9 N2y, 1 ag, (log r)4/3
(log(r))** (3Ny)2/3 az (log(r))? | (3Ny)*3 \Jag, logN
102
~ N7/120 ~ 85
(3N;)2/3log N a3 ~ (3, (85)
which checks out for N = 102.
asy, = —Rl'e),, (86)
which obtains:
MNf 2 MNf PIRVACT
377 (log N)“log(r) ~ ~N3/i0 (log N) ™
11/3
~ 10 @ 2o, (87)

which

(log(r))""/? ag/*"
checks out for M = Ny = 3, N = 100.

a3y, = —R7"eD (88)

1 ~m>

that obtains:

3N9/20 (log N)? (log(r))* (r) (0.9 — (r) log(r))

o N (log N)* (105(r))” () (0.9 (1) log(r)

~ —Q
04310462 ozglo%
_ 7/40 /%0
N/, (log N)* (log(r))" (r) N*/*0 NPT e,
~ —053 ~ _a3
(log(r))* a3, ag, ag,
8/3
log N 10a3 log N
~ —10a5—2" L (89)
(log(r))*"* N
which checks out for N = 100.
a3Q§6 = R{”efn, (90)
Now,
DB~ —oy N2 (log N)* (log(r))* {r) (0.1 + (r) log(r)) (91)
% ’ a31a62 '
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Now, (r)log(r) for N = 102, % ~ O(1) is close to -0.1 and hence Q35 ~ 0 just like

) ael
m 2
Ries,.

Qi = —R7e?. (92)
Now,

MPN} (log N)* (log(r))’

N3/2042 ’
02

Q3 ~ 107" (93)

which for N = 10% and (r) given by (54), is much less than unity; this mirrors the

vanishing of re? .
The gist of this subsection hence is:

1 ~ g ~ Q. (94)

6 SU(3) Structure on a Manifold with G5 Structure < Reduction of
G9 Structure to SU(3) Structure

A seven-fold M7 admitting a Go structure ® admits an almost contact metric structure (ACMS)
and thereby reduces the structure group to SU(3) [20]. The reason stems from the fact that any
such manifold admits a nowhere vanishing vector field R which can be normalized with respect
to the metric go. (In the context of supersymmetric theories) A nowhere-vanishing vector field
R on (Y, ®) and nowhere-vanishing spinor 7 (implicit in the choice of Gy structure) induce a

second spinor Ry which together can be used to construct an SU(3) structure [21].

Alternatively, the reduction of the structure group from Gy to SU(3) can be effected by
construction of the latter from ®4, and ACS:
Proposition [2]: The ACMS induces a reduction of the Gy structure to an SU(3) structure
(we, ) on the transverse geometry of the foliation with we being the fundamental 2-form on Y
(we = ig®) and Q2 the transverse (3,0)-form w.r.t. J(J(u) = R Xou, Yu € I'(TY)). (we,2) are
determined by the ACS decomposition of the G5 structure ® on Y':

=0 Aws + 0,
1
Q/): >|<7(b — —U/\Q_+§W¢./\W¢. (95)
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6.1 7‘Ouyangfembedding[parent type IIB]N|pouyang| <1

In this subsection, via two lemmas, we will construct an explicit transverse SU(3) structure in
6.1.1 from the ACMS of 4.2, and then from a CMS of 5.1 in 6.1.2.

6.1.1 Transverse SU(3) Structure from ACMS

Lemma 5: M7, near the Ouyang embedding in the limit of very small limit of the Ouyang embed-
ding parameter and near the 1) = 2nm,n = 0, 1, 2-coordinate patch, inherits a transverse SU(3)
structure (Qf%Q@) wherein ng‘) =0 — @A wc(ba),Q(,a) = o (2 (@) A W<(1> >|<7<I>) , Q=
1,2,3 from the AC(3)S constructed above.

Proof: Using (27), (14), (16) and (19), one hence obtains,

QELI) =9 —c¢ /\w(l)

1
QWb — et (2 () /\w(l) 7<I>) ;

Qf) =0 —e¢ /\w(Z)

Q¥ = ¢ (; @) A wc(p) — *7<I>)

Qf) =P 4 e /\wg’),

0P = —¢2, <; B Awd — 7<1>). (96)

6.1.2 Transverse SU(3) Structure from CMS

Lemma 6: My, near the Ouyang embedding in the limit of very small limit of the Ouyang
embedding parameter and near the ¥ = 2nm,n = 0, 1, 2-coordinate patch, inherits a transverse
SU(3) structure from the C(3)S constructed in 3, <ng‘), Q@), where ng‘) =& — oA w(a)

and, e.g., for &« = 1, a three-parameter (AS&, A%G, Ays6) family of:

ABC _ A(l)

Q_ =ANapce Lhoeo €

lbo co 3b0 co 7b0 co apboco
+ A3boco + A7boco + Aaobocoe )

where ag, by, co = 2,4,5,6 and Ays6 is the only linearly independent non-vanishing A e, -

Proof. Making the following ansatz for €)_:

QO = AAMce A(l

lboco

137 3boc() 3760
Jr/\137 + A3boco + A37c0 + AL

1boco + A(Q) 13co + Agi)coel7co
7b()co+A " eaoboco (97)
apboco ;

Tboco
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where ag, by, co = 2,4, 5, 6.

The solution using results of Appendix D, along with addition of a regulator €745 (as) in
€1745 + a3A145 = 4% A%& that arises from (D9)(3) and (D11)(4), is given by:

0.020r1 €1745 Kog 1R 2A(71211((R.e4)2 + R.€’R.€%))
R.e5(—R.e* + R.€5) ’

Afzs = —((Al55R.€")/R.€°),

Al = —((Re* (AR R + Afg R.e®)) /(R.e' R.c?)),

Ay =0,

A:(),25 (0. 5/\112)5,)/(11,

Az = —((0.5A{5 R.e”)/(an R.€°)),

A345 (0. 5/\145)/0417

Ayis = —((05AL5R.€°) /(an R.e?)),

Ag56 = (0. 5(A125R + A145R e"))/(a1R.€°),

A$2)4 = €1724 © |€1724] <K 1,

AL = (=AY R.e* + 20;A0L R.€7) /R.€7(0.6AL R.€%) / R.€,

Abs = (arAihy) /o,

A% = (a7(2€1745 + A%))/O‘la

(
Az = -

1 1 D (1) D (1) A (1 1) 2 (1) 4 (1
A$4)6 = W 2Q7A§26A§25A(724 + 2047A§2)6A§4)5A$2)4 - 2a7A§2)6A§52)5A(72)5
12503724

1), (1 1)\ (1 1
+Ag2)6A(72)5 2+ 261745/\(72)4/\%)(3) = —((A(74)5R.e5)/R.e6),

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
A$5)6 OO 2A§26A§25Ag45/\724 + 2(17/\&26/\32)5/\72)4/\72%
A125A724
1 1
+2a7A126A345A’(724A7;5 - 2a7A126A32)5A725 _'_ A126A72)5 3
e ABADAD, 261745As;>4As;1-,A%>6)

= (AY)R.eY)/R.€°,
ARy = (A, — arA) /R,
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1
(R.e3(R.e* — R.e’)R.€?) (

Ag)s = (047A;12)4 - 0-0204%1745/%10@1% 2A§12)41)(R.e4)2

—1—047(—2(171\;12)5 — 1.‘A§12)4)R.64R.e5 + R.€°(—0.0207 €1745K10g r1v 2AL 24R e’ + 2047A§125R e ))

(a A125R e’ — a7A112)6R € )

A(3) _
326 a1 R.e3R.€b ’
A(g) _ Oz%(—2€1745 — A}ik—]) — Q%A}L—] — Q1A456R.66 - a%(—/\ﬂS) — O‘%A}ZS — Q1A456R.66
345 a1 R a1 R.68 )
1
Al = —aq Al 2AL), Re*R.e® + ((ar(—1ATpAL; 2
e A%)EJA%LR.GB’R.B‘*R.& t2 12675725

1 1) 4 (1 1 1 1) 41
+047A§2)6<_2A§52)5Ag2)4 - 2A3215A$2)4 + 2A§2)5A7)25) 261745A724A726)

AyseR.€®
+ A1 AT Ao Rc”) Ree’ + 1an AfpsAfpAry, R.”) R-66> - %,
: ! DA 1 A1) A (1
Ag5)6 RGBT 3A§26A32)5A345A724 A§25A15)6A72)4 2
A125 A724 R.e

1) 1) A (1 NG 1 A1
Jr047(/\§26A725( 2/\32)5/\72)4 2A3215A$2)4+2A§52)5A7)25)

e A A AT + o7 (—Af5EAzs * — 2617455, Azds Ardg)
(0.0204%61745,‘@10g MR 2/\&)5 (R.e*)?2+R.e?R.€%))
(o1 (—R.e*+R.€®)R.eb))
R.e3

—OélA%)G — A456R.€4 +

—A AL 2A456R.e4> ~
(98)

We hence see that (setting €724, €1745 to zero), one obtains a three-parameter (AS&, A%)G, Asse)

family of solutions.

As regards A%)fj, on one hand:

AD _(5%745"flogr1R A724((R e') 2+ R.e’R.e°)?)
790 R.e’(—R.e* + R.e®)?R.eb) ’
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using:

R.e* ~ 0,
R.e® ~ — OW)azs

(| log(r)| Ny)** log (r)~—N7/400p A5~ 102 NNT/40 20
R.e* ~ azd N*/ ay

72 8/3
O(l)gs/ logN(log(r>)3 M2Nf/ (r)?
O(1) g NV =724

5/3
<0z9N;/5>

7/40 Q9
aslog NNV ieew 7/ R.e®

o(1) (agN?/s))s/s 6 ’

R.e® ~

Y

R.e5 ~

and given that N'¥/30 < 10.7 for N = 100, one obtains:

2 4
61745 K"lOg T'IR' N

A(l) ~
756 g§4

One the other hand:

1
AL /\§4)5R“34 -~ N1/4A(1)
56 T T R o6 i 745

Assuming,

61745’%10g7’IR ? ~ 0(1)7

() N3/4
724 921/2
gs

A ~O(1), g, < 0.1,

a7

one may obtain consistency between (102) and A% ~ o

Substituting (98) into the remaining two equations:

1056—107/2004g
arAis — aghfy — ————,

4
O[el

and

043A§12)4 — alAé12)4 — 0(103)0(3 == O,

substituting A§12)4 = 0 from (98). For N = 10 and ay ~ 8 for an appropriate value of Ajy)
obtained by solving (105) for ap, (104) is approximately numerically satisfied.
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7 Summary

Continuing with the program of classification of non-supersymmetric geometries relevant to M-
theory dual of large large-N thermal QCD at intermdiate coupling initiated in [7]|, we obtained
the G-structure torsion classes of the relevant seven-fold M7 which is the M-theory circle times

the warped product S} ....1 Xw Ms, M5 being non-Einsteinian deformation of T

TETL DT DT3. (106)

We then explicitly showed that the aformentioned M7 supports an Almost Contact 3 Structure.
Subsequently, we verified that this AC(3)S is in fact an Almost Contact 3 Metric Structure
(AC3MS). It turned out that the abovementioned Almost Contact Structure is in fact not a
Contact Structure. We then showed that it is possible to explicitly construct a Contact Structure
on the seven-fold M.

Using a proposition of [2], we not only obtained a transverse SU(3) structure by a reduction of
the GGy structure obtained earlier induced by aforementioned Almost Contact Metric Structure,
but also a three-parameter family of transverse SU(3) structures by a reduction of the Gs

structure induced by the Contact Structure obtained earlier.

Combining the Proposition of [7] and this paper, we hence arrive at the following (combined)

proposition:

Proposition 2:

e The non-Kéhler warped six-fold Mg, obtained as a cone over a compact five-fold My (a
non-Einsteinian generalization of T™!), that appears in the type IIA background corre-
sponding to the M-theory uplift of thermal QCD-like theories at high temperatures, in the
neighborhood of the Ouyang embedding (with vanishingly small embedding parameter)
([22]) of the parent type IIB flavor D7-branes (that figure in the type IIB string dual of
thermal QCD involving N D3-branes, M fractional D3-branes and Ny flavor D7-branes
“wrapping” Rso x S%) effected by working in the neighborhood of small 6, 5 (615 € [0, 7)),
in the "MQGP limit" inclusive of the O(I}), (I, being Planck length) corrections,

— is a non-complex manifold (though the deviation from Wls ;J ® —0 being N-suppressed)
- proved in [7],
- Wf ve ng ve) (upon comparison with [23], interpreted as “almost" supersymmetric
[in the large-N limit|) - proved in [7].
e The Gy-structure torsion classes of the seven-fold M; (a cone over the M-theory-S!-
fibration over Ms: p?(Mi1) = po(Myy) = 0, are: k%, = W3 & Wyi? - proved in 7).
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e My, a warped product of the thermal S and M;: Wﬂsdg(4)/spi"(7) = WQSU(4) S) W;;SUM) S

Wy Uy seint g e _ proved in [7.

e (Proved in this work - Proposition 1) M7|r=consteIRm(A4)

— has the following non-trivial G-structure torsion classes: kg, = W oW @ W2

— supports an Almost Contact (3) Metric Structure (o', 0%, 0%) = (€', 7, —e?) [and asso-

ciated (R, R?, R! x4 R?)], but the same does not correspond to Contact (3) Structure;

— supports a Contact (3) Structure: (o',0?,03) = (a1 + aze® + aze’, Biel + Biet + Bre’, 03)
with 0 : 03(R' x¢ R?*) =1
— inherits a transverse SU(3) structure ( a), Q(,a)) wherein Qf) = o0 /\cu<I> ), Q@

)
o (; (@) A wq) >|<7<I>> = 1,2, 3 from the abovementioned AC(3)S.

— inherits a transverse SU(3) structure from the aforementioned C(3)S, (Qf),ﬂ(,a)),

where Qf) =®—c@ A wfba) and, e.g., for a = 1, a three-parameter (AS&, A%)G, Ause)
family of:

QO = AAM(;e A(l

1boco 3boco 7b0€0 apboco
leCQ + A3boCO + A7boCO + ‘/\a()b()c()e )

where ag, by, co = 2,4,5,6 and Ayse is the only linearly independent non-vanishing

Aao boco*

The results are summarized in the following table:
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S. No. Structure Type Description Reference in the paper
wherefrom Structure obtained

1. Go-structure torsion classes 7 TETIL DToD T3 Section 3
2. AC(3)S (o1,0%,03) = (e!,e”, —€?) (26)-(27) in 4.1
3. AC(3)MS G " g (@) 42

(a) (a)

= gm1n1 —Om10n,

4. C(3)S ol = are! + aze® + aze”
0?2 = Brel + Byet + Bre’
o3 03(R xo R?) =1

ot

5. Transverse SU(3) (95) (96) in 6.1.1
3-Structure from AC(3)S

6. Transverse SU(3) Structure (Q4, Q| 97)) (95), (98) in 6.1.2,
from Contact Structure App. D

Table 2: Summary of Results for M7 : a warped product of the M-theory circle and the warped

product :S'tlhema1 X My, M5 being a non-Einsteinian deformation of 71! - G5 Structure torsion classes,

(A)C(3)(M)S and Transverse SU(3) Structures for N ~ 10, M = Ny = 3,g5 ~ 0.1
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A Co-frames near ¢ = 2nm,n =0, 1, 2-patches

Quoting from [7], the coframes diagonalizing the five-fold which locally is R>q x M;, M; being

a non-Einsteinian deformation of T%!, near ) = 2nm,n = 0, 1, 2-coordinate patches, relevant to
this paper, are given by:

el = VGrrdr
1
2 5 9 76 sin%1 (#2) sin®* (61) , VB ng)Cq
e? =, | K2 ,csc2 (02) + K2 3 K1
18 2,80 98610gN3M3Nf log (r) ’ sm2 (62)
a0 2 957/ % 1og NMN ¢ (04250,270.067‘2)sin(@l)csc(QQ)log(r) By C;lz)cqg57/4 log NJVINf(l.Sa2+245'r2)Csc(@g)log(r)
1 Relvliﬂo r2 + 01;2;8 7‘2\/sin(91)
X |: W

gs"/*M Ny sin® (61) csc? (62) log(r) (3a? log(r) + 0.08r) 42 VB Cg?ngSQI/‘lMSNfS sin® (01) csc (02) log3(r) (a?r?log(r) + r3)

2
+db2 Ky, 1;50 Ty KRoy:2:8 N3/4,3

VB Cg)ngJ/QMQNf2 log?(r) sin? (61) csc® (62) (3.6a2r log(r) + 4.8r2)

+dx Hi,l;ﬁo sin? (01) csc (02) + 53;2;3

V' Nr?
9 9572 M2 N2 sin? (01) csc? (62) log?(r) (3a? log(r) + 0.087’)2 . VB Céi)cq
+dy | 1- Ky 1;89 2 ~ Ry 3
Y vVNr sin2 (01)

s VB cl Cqsm(Gg) :|

+dz [ K2, osin(62) — & 1,8
#1i8 % sm2 (61)

6 61 64
3 3 ) r6sin® (02) sin®* (61) .3 4 (1) : 2
e’ = \/Hl;,é’o csc? (02) + & 2[30 926 Tog N3 MBNSU/T0N 3 log3 (r) nw\/ﬁ C22 Cqr/sin (61) csc? (02)

3
a0 3 4g57/4 log NM Ny (0A2a2—0A1r2) sin(61) csc(02) log(r) + 16. ¥B Cglz)cqgs7/4 log NA/INf(1A56a2—0A5221"2) csc(fz2) log(r) sin2 (61)
R N3/20,2 013138 =
X
VN
5
a0 3 9s7/* M N sin? (61) csc?(62) log(r) (0.0005a2 log(r)40.0000147) e 16 VB ci?cqgﬁ/“MNf sin2 (01) csc? (02) log(r)(2.7a® log(r)+0.0817)
62;1;80 20Nr 02;1;8 T
+
VN
T/20 2 L2 il 4 2 2 4 (1) /202 N2 i 4 2 L2 B
gs M=N;=sin”(071) csc” (02) log (7‘)(44320, 10g(7‘)+04064'r) <3 16. VBV C:2 Cqgs M<“N;“sin2 (61) csc™(02) log ('r)( 7a* log(r) 0.17‘)
r ~ MyB TN
+dy | 1— k3 40
y;1;8 /N

+dx (n 1,60 sin? (81) csc (f2) — nx 1,8 B Céz Cq sin (61) csc (92)) +dz (n 1,60 SN 02 + nz 1.8 /B Cﬁz Cq/sin by sm€2>:|

(A1)
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. . 1
et = |kt csc? (02) — k2 rOsin® (0) sin” (61) K3 VB CEZ)Cq
. .80 - .
1;8 2i8° .6 1og N3 ]\{3Nf3 log3(r) LB sin% (62)

(0.006a%r2 — 0.002r*) csc (61) 4 VB Cgi)cq csc3 (02)
s7/4log NM Ny (0.02a* — 0.01a2r2 + 0.002r4) log(r) NMCET: gs15/4log N3M2N ;2 /sin (01) log?(r)

x |do1 VN | k2
01;1;8 g

+dos ng;l;ﬁo - VB Cii)cq WCS;2 (62) B Hg o 710 6in 157 (61) sin® (62)
9515/4log N2M2 N2 sin2 (61) log?(r) 2T e e,g.25/4 10g N3 M3 YNN? (0.022a% — 0.015a2r2 + 0.002r4) log® (r)
Gl (0.033a* — 0.02a%r2 + 0.004r%) sin? (61) _ 4 VB Cé?cqm
v 0.0220% — 0.0154%2 + 0.002r T T2 log N2M2N;2sin2 (61) log?(r)
dy H;l;l;ﬁo i 7r5/2r59 311157 (492) sin® (61) (9.54a2 log(r) + 0.265r) Lt VB C;?Cq\/MCsc‘l (02)
gs8log NS M4N 4 (0.022a% — 0.015a2r2 + 0.002r4) log*(r) yilis gs2log N2M Ny log(r)

720 5in118 (0,) sin!28 (6) . By Y ey /sin (01) }

+dz | 1—-VN w2
=160 39/2 1og N10 M10N (10 (0.022a — 0.015a272 + 0.002r4)2 log0(r) TRz gs7/2log N2M2N ;2 log?(r)

5 76 sin%1 (h2) sin (67) 45 VB Cﬁ?cq

5 _ 5 2
e’ = ,| k> 4o csc? (02) + K3, K.
L6 %8 gs610g N3M3 N2 log(r) 5P gin (gy)
ooy (=2 gs™/*log NM N (0.00002r2 — 0.00004a2) sin (61) csc (62) log(r)
61;1;80 YNr2
1 7
e VB LY Cags2 /4 log NMB3 N3 (0.592r2 — 2.37a2) sin? (61) csc® (62) log®(r) (0.00049a2 log(r) + 0.000014r)°
01;1;8 N3/4p4
by (7115 gs7/4MNf sin? (01) csc? (62) log(r) (—0.00049a? log(r) — 0.0000147)
.1-80
02;1;8 YN
1 .9
il VB Ciz)ngSQl/‘lMSNf3 sin2 (61) cscb (62)log®(r) (—1.89a? log(r) — 0.01977) (0.00049a2 log(r) + 0.0000147")2
02;1;8 N3/4.3
1 .9
+da | K2 VB Ciz)cqgs”QMQNﬂ sinZ (61) csc® (02) log?(r) (0.00049a2 log(r) + 0.0000147’)2 o
z;1;8 N2/5,2 +Hz;1;30 sin” (01) csc (62)

vay(1 - L[5 95s7/2M2N ;2 sin* (01) csc* (02) log? (r) (0.00049a2 log(r) + 0.000014r)>
VN y3;1;89 72

. VB Cgs TP M2 YNN 2 sin? (61) csct (62) log(r) (0.00049a2log(r)+0.000014r)2}) ;
+ dz

4 (1)
e VB e, }

v/sin (62)

(A2)

5 : 5
2 K2.1,50 sm(€2)+liz;1;ﬁ
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6 5inb1 (0-) sin®4 (0 YB cWe
ef = 5(15450 csc2 (02) + Hg 72 sin ( 2)Sm ( 1) _ H?;/B Y zz “q
’ sin? (02)

82 946 log N3M3N;3log3(r)

6
+ Ko 5158

VNr2 V/Nr2,/sin (61)

By Cglz)cqg57/4JVINf\/sin(91 csc?(02) 10g(7‘)(249a2 log(r)+0.17‘) )
T

o |:d01 (/@6 gs"/*log NM N (34.9a% — 11.672) sin (61) csc (62) log(r) VB C’g?ngsW‘l log NM Ny (0.064r2 — 5.8a2) csc (62) log(r))
01;1;8°

T/4M N sin®(61) csc?(82) log(r) (0.5a2 log(r)4-0.014r)
gs r 1 2) log g
d€2 (Hgg;l;ﬂo T + RSQﬂ;B
VN
gs"/2M? N2 sin? (61) csc? (02) log?(r) (15.625a% log? (r) + 0.875a2r log(r) + 0.01225r2)
VNr2
VB Cg)ngsWZMQNf2 sin’3 (61) csc? (02) log?(r) (—a* log?(r) — 0.1a2r log(r)) )
V/Nr2

Jr

+dy (1 N Hg;l;ﬂo

6
+“y;1;6

(A3)

VB cVe, sin (0
+dx (52;1;50 sin? (1) csc (62) *53;1;5% Ci?c’q\/sin (01) csc (92)) + dz (“2;1;50 sin (02) Jrlig;l;ﬁ asin (02) .

sin? (01)
In (A1) - (A3), K’gl:gl/m/s Jo1 < 1. Except for e, however, all the rest have an IR-enhancement
factor involving some power of logr appearing in the contributions picked up from the O(R*)
terms. Further, these contributions also receive near-Ouyang-embedding enhancements around
small ;5 - which also provide the most dominant contributions to all the terms of the action.
Also, Ko > 1 but are accompanied by IR-suppression factors involving exponents of r along

with near-Ouyang-embedding enhancements around small 6, 5.

Now, (A1) - (A3) can be inverted - in this paper, for simplicity, one restricts to the Ouyang

embedding;:
1y 9 9
(7‘6 + 9a2r4) 1 ez(W=d1=92) gipy —21 sin —22 = U, (A4)

i being the Ouyang embedding parameter assuming |u| < 7’%, effected, e.g., by working near the

0, = ]av%, 0y = aijo -coordinate patch (wherein an explicit SU(3)-structure for the type IIB dual
constructed in ]\{9] and its SYZ type ITA mirror and an explicit Gy-structure for its M-Theory
uplift was worked out in [8], [10], [7]). As explained in [7], one ought to also consider the v/B, 81, 3
terms in the coframes (A1) - (A3). To capture the essence of the results that one gets if one were
to actually do so, what is being additionally assumed is that N ~ 10% g5 ~ 0.1, M = N; = 3,
and r in the IR estimated as r (€ IR) ~ N=% with f, ~ 1 [24], [14]. One can then show,
;‘g,@/} = 2nm),n = 0,1,2, the -

dependent terms are given by: O(107)/B + O(1073)y/B + O(10719)8% + O(1)8. Therefore,
e.g., by choosing 3 ~ O(107'"), one sees that the most dominant terms are the B4 and the

that by working in the neighborhood of (6 = %,920 =

£ terms which are both of the same order. This is hence the reason why we write explicitly
down corrections in the co-frames up to O(3 %) and this hence captures the essence of the exact
calculation up to O(p).
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1 7 a
B Qa? Qa’ be

In this appendix, we list out the expresions for Q}, Q7 Q¢ inclusive of O(3)-corrections, relevant
to 3 and 5.1.

o2l Components

Ol = 8ON™/?0y, (2a% +1%) 174 [ @12Cq Cg)NN/QO\/OTA
2= 1 - ~
Mr2aj Nygi! og(r) (24) o, ¢5 (4)
0l = 56.7T618N7/ 0, [ @13Ce /Y NI/
Mozg1 Nng/4 log(r) (A) agz &g (A)

(:J14Cq Cgi)Nll/QO, /Ojgl Nf

o1 _ 15.6835M (r? — 2.857140%) Nygl/* 1og2(N) log(r)
4 — - ~
o, /95 log(N) /Ny (21og(N) — log (9a%r? + 7)) (Nf (2A>> 2/3

o () o

88.059N7/204
f = 2+

~ 1/4 _@156(1 CQL)N17/20 T
Mozgl Nfgz/4 log(r) ([l)

0432 Yas (A)
1.20M YN (a2 — 0.5r2) NJ%gZ/“ log(N) log(r)
- r2ag, 3/ Ny (2log(N) — log (9a2r? + r6)) (N (—log (9a2r* + r6) — 4 (log (ag, ) + log (g, )) + 21og(N))) 2/3

Qf =

D16 Y/BCq\/ CEY NI/ s Ny

+p1/4
a}, Y75 log(N) /Ny (2Tog(N) — log (9a7r7 1 19)) (N (24) ) 2/

)

(B1)

where A = log < N )

2 2
\/(9a2r4+r5)a91 g,
¢Q27 Components

Cq\/CLY NYT/20 jege ((—6.1a2 — 0.7r2) log(N) + (3.06a2 + 0.3r2) log (9a2r* + 1))
o, /7= log(N) (A) (D)

Qf =— 160N™/ 200, (2a° +72) BY/ 40,
MT’QO%I Nfgz/4 log(r) <2A)

3784.1N7/20qy,
MT‘20431 N?gilﬂl log(r) (A) 2

/g, | CaV/CENTT0 aa

w73

of = x [(ergs (a2 log() (A) — 0.01r log (9a2r* + 1) + 0.03r log(N) — 0.07r log (ag, 0492)):|

o}, Y= log(N) (D)
o Ntgs ((2.5a2 + 0.3r%) log (o, @, ) + (—1.2a% — 0.172) log(N) + (0.6a% + 0.172) log (9a2r* + r6) — 0.4r%) — 1.7r2
Nfgs (A)

- 5870.7TN7/20qy,
OF =

= —— |rNytgs (a®log(r) (A) — 0.01r log (9a*r* 4+ 75) + 0.03r log(N) — 0.07r log (v, cva
T g (1) () o ()

51/45) |:Cq Cgl)N”/QO« /Qg, :| <—(19a2 +2.2r2) log (Oégl ong) + (a2 + 1.17’2) log(N) + (—4.9(12 - 0.67’2) log (9a27"4 + 7’6) >
- 74 — =
aéz ¥gslog(N) (D) A
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o7 176.121N7/20qy,
5

B Mragl Nfgz/4 log(r) (fl) 2

—2.3rlog (agl gy )
>< {

Nggs (—(19a2 4 2.2r2) log (ag, g, ) + (9-9a% + 1.1r%) log(N) + (—4.9a® — 0.6r2) log (9a®r* + r®) + 28a2 + 3.1r%) + 120a? + 14r?
Nygs (—(20a2 + 2r2) log (ag, g, ) + (10.a2 + r2) log(N) + (—5a2 — 0.5r2) log (9a2r* + r6) + 3.r2) + 14.r2
Ol — 12.9M 2{’/NNng/4 log(N) log(r)
=

. {mc“ CLINTI20 gy

aj, ¥gs1og(N) (A) }

|:1og(N) (33.3(12 log(r) + r) + (—16.7a2 log(r) — 0.37") log (9(127’4 + 7"6) — 66.7a> log(r) log (Oégl (1’92)

2oy, (A) 2

|:O.2a2 log (g, ) — 0.2a2 log (ctpy) + log(N) (a2r log(r) + 0.1a® — 0.057’2) — 2.a%r log(r) log (o)

+ (—0.5(127’ log(r) — 0.05a% 4+ 0.027"2) log (9(127’4 + 7"6) — 2.a2rlog(r) log (a’92) +0.1r% log (agl) +0.1r% log (ong)
/(1) 17/20
*51/4@76 szzloch / VA0,

— |:6.60L2 log (ag, ) + 6.6a2 log (cgy) + (73.3a2 - 0.47’2) log(N)
ap, Y7 log(N) (4)

+ (1.6a2 + 0.27"2) log (9a2r4 + 7’6) +0.7r2 log (agl) +0.7r2 log (a92):| !

where D = (a2 + 0.1r2) A.

(B2)
o232 Components (i) Q%

»  128N*4ay, (5.84% +r?)
Q23 =

1
Laa [0.5C\/CON/
,” 774 + B W33
Mr%c@legs log(r)

oy, ", /9s
x (—5.7 x 10°a®rlog(r) + 0.3a” — 3.1 x 10%2)}

2
Q24 =

r4a§1
Vao | 15Cq\/CEIN20 (8 30" — 2,247 + %)
+B87 054 | —

4
Qg ", Vs

2.6M N*/2° N;gl/* log? (N) log(r) (—13.6a* + 4.54545a%r2 + (1363.6a*r — 227.3ar%) log(r) + 1*)

2 _ C99N¥iay, (970 +1%) gz [ 47 102C41/CLY NP/
Mr>af, Nygi/* log(r) riag o}, g5 log(N)
x (log(N) (0.05@4 + 1.3a%r% + (12409a2r3 — 142a4r) log(r) + 7‘4) + 04007r4):|
) AANag, (2a% +72) 4, [0.5C\/C N/
26 = 2,4 7/4 tA7 @ 4,3/2 4
Mr2ag Nygs' ™ log(r) rtay "o, /9s
(-17a* + 1.5 x 10°a*r®

a“r° log

(r) — 4.5a°r" + 767‘4)}

(1)
2 MN¥N;g/*log?(N)log(r) . .1/s- |0-5Cq\/CL N1/
QS4 - 2 + 6 Wsg 1 3/2 3
%o, riag)“ag, ¥/9s
(20a2r2 + (59Oa4r - 14Oa2r3) log(r) — 5r4):|
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1
Q§5 _ 16. 7N3/40¢92 n 51/4&132»5 [450Cq Céz) NB/4 (0.03a2r + (1 la* + 37.5@27'2) log(r) + r3)
Mag, Nfg7/4 log(r) r chf g, ¥/9s

02 6. 9]\]3/41&92 1/4-2 Cq M) No/4 (—0.1(127‘2 + (22@27‘3 - 4.1a47‘) log(r) + 7'4)
36 = — " 774 + B w3 52 1 .,
Moag Nygs log(r) riay ol Y/gs
0 LOMN Nyg!" log? (W) log(r) g2 [ Cqy/CEY N9/
- 2
@, oy, ¥/gslog(N)

X (0404a2r2 log(N) + log(r) (a4r log(N) + a*r®(—0.2log(N) — 0.7)) + r*(—0.008 log(N) — 0.013))

o2 1.4AMN3/20 (r2 —3.3a%) Nfgz/4 log?(N) log(r) /a2 Cq\/ clY N1o/20 (20.5a2 log(r) +7)
=— - @
46 1"20451 o rozZ{QOcZZ /g5 log(N)
02 10.6N%/* ag, e 0.5C;\/CLY N?/4 (22a%r + (—3.2 x 10%a?r?) log(r) — 1.5 x 10°7?)
56 — Ws6
Mad Nygl*log(r) 3053{20432 Ygs

(B3)

In (B3), |&f| < 1.

(i) .
of 0.5M N%/20 (r* = 3a%) (r* — 2a%) (2a* 4+ r?) Nfg7/4 log?®(N) log(r) g Cq\/CLY N/
= — W —
= 7"604310‘92 » O‘el 0‘9 gslog(N)

X (3343a27‘10g(7‘) —0.3a% +7%) ((7“2 - 3.3a2) log(N) — 87.7a2rlog(r)):|

s M (-988.8a" +352.3a%r2 + 72.4r") Nypgl/*1og?(N)log(r) 1,45 [Ca/CE N2 (v — 307) (202 + 1?)
Q24 = o — B 3/2
VNr rd Qg a92 N
of 0.3M N%/2° (r* —3.a%) (r* — 2.a%) (2.a® +17) Nfgz/4 log?(N) log(r) L pVAg Cq cI N3/
= @
» réag, ag, * 4a21/2a§2 ¥g:10g(N)

(100.a2r10g(7‘) —4.a” + r2) ((r2 —3.3a%) log(N) — 8746667a2rlog(r)):|

0.3MN®/2° (r* = 3a?) (r* — 2a%) (2a* 4+ r?) Nfgz/4 log?(N) log(r)

6 2
rbag ag,

Py Cq\/ ctY N34 (2.a> +r?) ((r* — 3.0%) log(N) — 78.9a”r log(r))
2
¢ 7‘4052{20432 /g5 log(N)
3 10.4M° (1.7a* — 0.8r%) (a® — 0.3r%) (0.2a* — 0.07r?) N?g?l/4 log*(N) log?(r)

34 — N3/201602
2

3
926 =

—BY4%3, CqyJCL N1O/20 (33.3a2rlog( )+ 77) ((r* — 3.3a%) log(N) — 87.7a’r log(r))
oy, a3, g5 log(N)
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0.5M N%/20 (r* —3.30%) (r* — 3.a%) Nfgz/4 log?(N) log(r)
riag g,

3 _
Q35 = —

gV, [\/Cim 10CqN®/4 (33.3a’rlog(r) +r?) ((1.r* — 3.30”) log(N) — 87.7a*r log(r))
QS{QQQQ gslog(N)

0 — 0.4M N/ (r* = 3.a%) (r* — 2.a%) Nygl’*log?(N)log(r)
36 =

1,2
rtag ag,

_BMAgd [Cq ct) N3/A (a® — 0.3r?) (a®log(r) + 0.03r)
r agfa(h {4/g_S

. _ 1782M° (a® — 0.3r%) (0.20% — 0.07r?) (0.03r* — 0.06a°) N3g2"*log*(N) log®(r)
45 — N3/20r6a§
2

/3 [Cq\/ ct) N19/20 (33.3a%rlog(r) 4+ r?) ((r* — 3.3a*) log(N) — 87.7a*r log(r))
- Was

e 3/2a62¢/g_slog( )

0.09M? (3.30° — 1"2)2 (r*—2.a ) Nig: gt (N) log®(r)
N3/20780%

3
Qe =

CYMAN/ JagrN2gi® * log(N) log?(r) (35.7143a2r log(r) — 2.8a° + 1)

1.5
Ty,

C
+ﬂl/4@26|: .
X ((r2 - 3.3a2) log(N) — 87.7a2r10g(r))

3
956:7

0.5M N2 (r* = 3.a*) (r* — 2.a%) Nfgz/4 log?(N) log(r) L pag [Cq cU N5/ (a® — 0.31"2)}
Ws6

4,2 3/2
rtag, ag, r2a9/ a92 4/,

(B4)
In (B4), |@p,| < 1.

(iii) QF,

b, _ _B8TM( —2.0%) (824" — 5% 41 ) Nygl/* log(N) log(r) _ g Ca\/CEYN3T/20 (12— 9.702)
2= NT2 (1at — 7.5a212 1 r4) | M2r2al a3, N2 10g2(N) log?(r)
ol 32.9¢°M*a}, (a®* — 0.3r%) (a* — 0.7a*r* + 0.1r*) Njg! log*(N) log®(r) /A Cq /eI N/
24 = — - whoa | —57———
Nrdag, (a* —0.7a2r? + 0.09r4) 3/204(9 75

x (50a* — 40a°r* +r*)

Ot — 21.9M (r® — 2.a%) (8.25a* — 5.a*r* +r?) Nfgz/4 log(N) log(r) g1/ Cq ct) N37T/20 (=7.02a%r* +r*)
» VNr2(1lat — 7.5a272 4 ) e M2riq 7/2 QNJ%g;S/4 log?(N) log?(r)
22.8M (r® — 2.a%) (8.25a* — 5.a*r* + r?) Nfg7/4 log (V) log(r)

Q% = : : : — B! i
VN72 (11a* — 7.5a2r2 4 r4)

5 15/4

GQC Cél)N37/20 (2a2 +7,2)
M2r3ag/? a3 N2gi®*log?(N) log(r)
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Ot — 23.2M%a;, (r* —2.1a%) (r* — 2.a%) (8.2a" — 5.a°r* +1?) N?gfl/4 log®(N) log®(r)
3= N17/20p4q4, (11a* — 7.5a272 + 1)
P [Cq\/ cY N34 ((1000.a*r + 100.a°r®) log(r) 4+ r*)
34
riag!*ad, Ygs
70.6M (r* —2.0°) (8.2a* — 5.a°r* + 1) Nfgz/4 log(N) log(r)
VNr2 (11a* — 7.5a2r2 4 r4)

(1)
+ﬂl/4£)§5 Cq\/CLY N37/20 (r4)
M2riag/® a3, N2gl® M log? (N) log?(r)
Of _ 47.3M (r* — 2.a%) (8.2a" — 5.a%r* +r*) Nfgz/4 log(N) log(r)
% V/Nr2 (11a — 7.5a2r2 4 )
Ca\/CEYN3T/20 (15.9a% log(r) + 1) (28.3a° log(r) + 1)
7/2 15/1
M2r2a9{ o, NJ%gS /1og? (N) log?(r)

|

13.1M%ag, (r* = 2.1a%) (r* — 2.a%) (8.2a* — 5.a*r* 4+ r?) N?gfl/4 log®(N) log®(r)
N17/20p4q, (11at — 7.5a2r2 + 1)

4
Qs =

1/a-4 | Ca cY N34 ((500.a*r +100.a*r?) log(r) + 1.r")
+67 " wis

4.3/2 4 4
rtag “ap, 9gs

Ol _ 13.7M%ag, (r* — 2.1a%) (r* — 2.a%) (8.2a* — 5.a*r* 4+ r?) N?gfl/4 log®(N) log®(r)

6= N17/20p4q, (11at — 7.5a2r2 + 1)

s [cq CL N/ (35.7143a%r log(r) — 2.85714a® + 1)
- Wae

r2ag) b, g

Ol _  68.5M (r* —2.a%) (8.25a" — 5.a°r* + r*) Nfgz/4 log (V) log(r)

% VN72 (11a* — 7.5a2r2 + r4)
+ﬂl/4 ~4 [ Cq Cg)NSWQO :| (B5)

Ws6
M2ay/? a3 N3g:®* log?(N) log?(r)

In (B5), @5, < 1.

(iv) 3.

s A0TANT®ag, (4.6a° +72) 45 [Co/CONT20 g (0.01a" — 0.03ar? + (13.1a%° — 1.2a"r) log(r) + 1)

Qo3 = 774 — B Qs 1.4 3
Mr2aj Nygs'™log(r) riag, V/9s

5 M (—854.5a* + 302.5ar” + 62.7r") Nygl/*log?(N)log(r)

Q24 = 1
V/Nr4
1/a-5 | 0-5Cq Cglz)Nll/20,/Oé@1 (a4 log N — 5.03 x 10~ "?a*r® log(r) — 9.9 x 10~ '*log Nr*)
A /gslog Nrtaj,
o 228.8N"/* ag, (9.2a% + r?) e Ca\/CEY NV Jagr (0.03a + 1.230%72 + (13.04a27° — 0.95ar) log(r) + 1.7%)
=- )

> Mr2aj N¢ g7/ *1og(r) » rtag, /s

5 202.05N7/ 0, (2a% +12) 1, o [Coy/CENT sag (r* — 0.0746269a%)
{26 = — 2 2 7/4 + 87 g 1,4 4

Mr2ag Nygs'™ log(r) rtog, /9s
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g5 _ M (27470 — 66.9r°) N;gZ/*1og2(N) log(r) g [ G CONT/ g (r? — 1.5a%)
— - @
" V/Nr2 o r2ag, Ygs
. — 674.08N7/20a92 1/4-5 Cq\/ Céi)N”/QO‘ TR (().04(127’2 + (1.4a4r + 59.8a2r3) log(r) + r4)
35—M 2 7/4 - B wss ppY 3
ozelegS log(r) 0, V95
1
0 — BTN Man, e (a% — 26.7) Cq\/CYN'T/20 /gy
Ma3 N;gi/*log(r) rag, ¥9s
o, _ 66.3M (0.0316742a° + +*) NtgZ/*1og?(N) log(r)
45 — W']’Q
—51/4&15 Cq\/Céi)Nll/QOM (73(127’2 + (50.@27'3 - 100.a4r) log(r) + r4)
45 1"40422 %
O 85.2M Ny gZ/*1og? (N) log(r) (302.03a"r* log®(r) — 2.5a°r + (42.3a°r® — 22.7a"r) log(r) + r*)
46 = Y Nr4

751/4[:}5 (','11\/(','££)N11/2()1/oze1 (20.5a2r10g(r) +r2)
0 r2ag, ¢/gslog(N)

5 524.01N7/?0 qp,
956 = 5 7/4
Mag Nygs log(r)
g Co\/CY N/ Jag, (—0.04a’r + (10.1a*r* — 1.4a*) log(r) + r*)
56 rgagZ%

In (B6), |@p,| < 1.

(v) 2.

6
923 =

BITENT e, (150° +12) | gy [CaV CINT v
Wa3
Mr2a2 Nyg{*log(r) riag, 395 log(N)

X (23.9(141"2 log®(r) + log(N) (70.008a4 +0.03a°r° + (a4r - 11.1a2r3) log(r) — 0.8r4)):|

QG o 78.1M (7135(14 + 4.7a2r2 + T‘4) ]\fng/4 IOgQ(N) log(r) N 51/4 s CL4Cq Cgi)Nll/QOm(OOZL log(N) N rlog(r))
24 = /Nrd Wy a3 /g log(N)
08, — 7283.8]\[7/200492 (9.2a° 4 2) B 51/45’35 C, Cg)N”/QOm
Mr2a§1Nng/4 log(r) 7‘40432 /g log(N)

X (239a4r2 log®(r) + log(N) (—0.04@4 —1.3a*r° + (a4r - 1446a2r3) log(r) — 141r4)):|

05 = 262.5N"/* o, (20” +r?) 1/446 Cq Cglz)N”/QO\/W
26— - 26
Mr%cgl Nfgz/4 log(r) 1"40432 /g5 log(N)

X (23.9a4r10g(r) + log(N) (a4 —130.05a°7% log(r) + 0.2a°r% — 15.27’4))}
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6
QS4 =

M (350.10% — 878r%) Nyg?'1og (V) og(r) 11/ g [Ca/ LN gy
WT2 W3y 1"30422 {‘/g_slog(N)

X (a4r log®(r) + log(N) (0.001@27" + (0.04(14 — 0.01a2r2) log(r) — 0.00047‘3)):|

6
935 =

SOTSN 00, ae [ Co CLONYTI0 sagr
35
Ma3 Nygi/* log(r) riag ¥/g:log(N)

X (23.9(147’2 log®(r) + log(N) (().03(121"2 + (a4r + 45.2a2r3) log(r) + 0.8r4)):|

438.8N7/% Cy /CQNU/QOM
Qs — 2 - 61/4@6 93.9q42 log2(r) + log(N) 0.03a2r2 + (La*r — 8.a%3 log(r) — 0.974
P Maj, Nygl M log(r) | riaf, /gslog(N) ( ( ( ) )
Qf. — 82.8M (7“2 _ 0.03@2) Nng/4 log?(N)log(r) N 51/4 6 | Ca ¢ p11/20 G
45 — WT2 Wys 1"3&22 %log(N)

X (a4r log®(r) + log(N) (0.001@27" + (0.042@4 — 0.012@27"2) log(r) — 040004r3)):|

o _ M (2760° — 110.74r°) Nyg!'* log?(N) log(r) e Cq\JCD N2 g (20.5a% log(r) + 7)
o VN2 46 rag, /s log(N)
s, — _O308NTa0, e [Ca CLUONYTI0 sagr
% Mag, Nfgz/4 log(r) % rtag, /gs log(N)
X (2349a4r2 log®(r) + log(N) (0403a2r2 + (a4r - 745a2r3) log(r) — 0.87‘4)):| (B7)

In (B7), |&f.| < 1.

From (B1) - (B7), one notes that in the MQGP limit,

(@) ~ ()" ~ = ()", (BS)

(23)" ~ — ()"
@) ~ = ()" ~ = ()", (BY)
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and,

(933)60 ~ = (935)[30 ~ = (936)60 ~ (Qgﬁ)ﬁ ~ (935)6 ~ (936)6()’

(9?34)60 ~ (Qis)ﬁ ~ (926)607

(933)60 ~ (934)ﬁ ~ (9?55)60 ~ (936)13 ~ (925)60 ~ (Q§6>B ~ (Qgﬁ)ﬁoa

(2)7 ~ (@) ~ (2%)”:

()" ~ ()" ~ (2)” ~ (95)" ~ (2)” ~ ()™,

(24)" ~ ()" ~ (24)" ~ ()"

(9)" ~ (9255)" ~ (2%)" ~ (25)" ~ — ()" ~ (2%).

(2,7 ~ (@) ~ (95)7 ~ (@) ~ (28)7 ~ (@%)" ~ (9%)" ~ (%),
(98)7 ~ = (%) ~ = (928)7 ~ (%) ~ = (95)" ~ — (2%)” (B10)

C O xD,dP, xdd, xd x O

In this appendix, we summarize the results for @, d®, x;d® and *;d x; & that will be useful to
obtaining the results of 3.

P = 6127 + 6347 + 6567 + 6135 _ 6146 _ 6236 _ 6245

I

dd = (62135 4 62146 4 63127 4 63146 - 65127 - 65146) Q%

4 (62734 4 62756 4 63712 4 63756 - 64712 - 64756 - 65712 . e5734) Q;

+ (€217 — 245 _ 21T _ 2536 _ 2617 _ 2645 | 3517 _ 3617 _ 3645 | e17) 2,
2347 | 2315 | 2547 | 2647 | 2615 | 3547 _ 3526 | 3647 | 3615 | 5647\ ()3 2415 (3
+(e +e@ + e e e 4 e — e 4 e 4 et )923+6 Q5

+ (62367 + 62567 + 63567 _ 63524 _ 63624 _ 65624 + 62357 _ 62314 + 62514 _ 62657 + 62614 _ 63657 + 63614

5614 5623 5

234 231 254 264 261 3547 _ 3526 | 3647 | 3615 | 5647\ ()3 241593 .
r (1T 4 10 4 21T 4 2007 4 2015 4 30T 3520y B0AT y 3015 4 504T) 08 4 21150035 (C1)
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*7(1) — 63456 =+ 61256 =+ 61234 _ 62467 + e2357 4 61457 + 61367
Qi ® = —¢57 (QL 1 Q) — 157 (O 4 QF + O + Q%) + 5 (O 4+ 02, + Q3y)
_613457 (Q% + Q; + Qgg + 933) + 612345 (Q% + Qgg + 933) _ 613567 (Q% + 933)

+623467 (Q; . Q%g _ Qgg) o 623457Q; + 613467 (Qgg _ Q;) _ 624567 (Qgg + Qgg) + 614567 (Qgg _ Qgg)

23456 (3 5 12567 ()3 23567 (3 5 12346 3 12456 (13 12467 (3 5
+e (923 + Q23) — € Qs+ e (923 + Q23) —€ Qs te Qs t+e (924 - Q23)

12347 _ 12457 _ 12357 _ 23456 _ 12356 13567\ (75
+ (!4 — !PT — — — !0 4 19907 O,

(& (&

12367 12345 13567 23456 12567 23567 12346 12456 3
+ — - — - — + Q35

e e 23

~ | —e (& (& (& (& e

3.

srd® — (6467 L BT 456 _ (257 4 346 6237) 0l

i (_6156 Lopl4 y o456 | 124 (356 _ 123 4 346 | 6126) o

i (_6456 _ QM6 4 BA6 14T (345 (137 | 246 | 245 127 6234) Qgg

1 (6156 _QH6T 136 | 135 34T | (126 147 195 | 24T | e123) Qgg _ 6367934

4 <€145 _9el24 4 JI67 _ JI5T 4 (13T 146 56T _ 36T 4 35T _ 957 _ 237 _ 147

-~ (6156 Q6T _ 136 4 135 347 | 126 147 (125 | 4T | 6123) 933 _ 6367934;@3)
4.

t7 (d g @) = (—€* — P + e ¥ — " — ) Q
(e B e 10 )
(el T el 5T 2y 20) 2

n (_617 _ 5 g3y 24y 67 14y 5T e37) 933 + %03,

QT A5 34y 24y 6T 4 14 5T 637) Qgg i 635Q§4.

D Q_ :iponQ_-=0Nnxd = —cWAQ + %w%

Relevant to the explicit construction of a transverse SU(3) structure in 6 and in particular,

6.1, arising from the contact structure constructed in 5, in this appendix we discuss the details

41
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pertaining to solution of:

ZR(I)Q_ - 0,

1
@ = —cWAQ_ + éwé,

(D1)

for Q2 with the understanding that 0, = ®—0Awg (the holomorphic three-form Q = Q, +:Q_).

From the ansatz (97), one obtains:

1bgco

A5y (Ray-€*e — Ryy.eet + Ry 600637)

A, (Ray-e’e™™ — Roy.eTe™ + Riy.ee) + AQ (R e — Ry ee™ + Ry .ee™)

+Xaoboco (R(l) 0 gboco _ R(l).eboeaoco + R(l).ecoeaobo) —0,

(ag, by, co = 2,4,5,6) that yields:

AS;OCOR 1)- 6 +A3bocoR 1) e3 _|_A%)c R ).67 + 3Aa0b0coR(1)-ea0 — 0’
A Raye® + AL Ray.e® + chOR et =0,

Ag?,coR( - 21\% B Ag?;COR(l el =0,
Aﬁ)coR( e! +A37COR(1 &8 — 270 Ruy.e® =0,
A%)COR 0+ A\ 37R(1 € =0,

Ay Ray.€* = 0,

Ag?%)coR(l)-eco =Y,

A Ray.e' + AS), Ray.e = 0.

Tboco

From (D3),

2 1 3 3
Ag?))(:o = Ag7)(20 - Al(j)'?)Co - Ag7)(20 = 0’
A§37 = 0.

42

(D3)

(D4)

(Ry-e'e™ = Repy.ce™ + Ryy.e®e') + Ay (Ray-e' e — Roy.c®e™! + Ryyy.ee™)

+A1760 (R(1 LeTeo R(l).€7ecol -+ R(l). ) + A137 (R(l).€1€37 R(1 e3e™ + R( e’ 31)

(D2)



Substituting

and

w2 =2 0410439(1192 albe 0410479197 alb? 4 a3a7Qi’cQZebW7

+a3 0 Q™Y

=9 0410439 Qboco 31boco +204104ng Q3c0 a13co +QIQ7 31bo7
_'_Ql Q7 agl37 _'_2@3&7930092 e300ao7 Lo 05791100097 boco37
_'_2 0410439 Qboco aolboco _i_al&?chlOQZ a01b07+a &79006097 bocoao?
+a29b0009d0f0 bOCOdOfO;
QboConofo grocodold = 934926 - 935936 + 936935 e 0,
o' Nws = aja3 (Qgcelbc + Q™) + ajar (9261“7 + Qre™)

—|—O(393 3bc 4 e (QZ@BG? Q3 7bc)
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into (95) one can obtain ., and the following set of conditions on AD ABC S:

(i) —a1A<5 o aras QB b, co # 2,4
(1)
3]

1
boc
—OélA 124 + 041(139 Q 24 = 1

. 1

(1) — <041A37c0 a3A17c0 + 0‘7/\13c0) + 5(2[13920], co # 6;

1

1

20 <Oz3A7bOCO a7A3b0c0) 5 (20430479[3‘609%}) 0, by, co # 2, 5;

1
N (a3A§25 a7A325> 5 (205070,05) = —1.
(ZU> AOLObOCO + QBQB[coQaO]bO 07 ao, b07 Co # 47 57 67
(U) Aaoboco + O‘la?)Q(llOQI?;’OcO - 07 aop, bOa Co 7& 27 5a 6a
Aose + 0é10é3959?5)6 =0,
1
(vi) 1/\(1 + 5041(179[100920} = 0,bo, co # 4,5;

T]boco

1
—ap Al + 501070
g 1
(vit)  Aagboe, + 5@3(17@,?)’060920 =0, ag, by, co # 2,4, 6;
1
A246 + 50[30[792693 =1.

In (D8), assuming ay, ~ O(1),
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e (D8) (i) implies:

1, 0 3, 0 1, 0 3, 0 1O2N4/5 lOg N
(1) Q3 BQQ'{')B _95[3932[3 NT
I N =107
o1
D <,
ael

(10g N)2 (_O(l)agefa9N7/40N5/8gZ/2M2NJ% lOgN + 0(103)0{32)

(1) 1)
gy — gy ~ 2
agN3/40a91a92

JN=10>, M = N; = 3,9, = 0.1
£/ O
0(10%)a2, ap = Y2

Qg

Y

0 0 0 0 O(1)SN¥5(log N)2  ¢2*(log N)2V/NM2N(r) log(r
(2) Qé’BQgéB _Qéﬁ 93’25 ~ _ () ( ) . ( ) f<> <>

(r) log(r)ag, O(1)ag, of,
N_N7/40
Lo~ (r)~ 1 gNOZG’ log(r) ~ —N"/*%q,: N =100, M = Ny =3,9,=0.1,09 = O(1)
O(10?
(4 )<<17 a91N8;
ael

O(107%)gi*N'/5 (log N)* M?N? log(r)

2
0491 0492

1’ 0 37 0 17 0 37 0
(3) ’ 9456 _Q5ﬁ 934ﬁ ~

N7N7/40a
Lo~ (r)~ ?Ne’ log(r); N =100, M = N; = 3,9, = 0.1,a5 = O(1)
(0)
O(1
— 4( )2 < 1;
Qg O

10%g7(log N)*(log(r))?  O(1)g* M>N?N"/5(log N)* log(r)

1, 0 37 0 17 0 3, 0
(4) Q3 g Q466 _Q6B 934[3 ~

Nl/loozg1 al aé‘l ol
Llog(r) ~ —N™*ag; N =100, M = Ny =3, g, = 0.1,a5 = O(1)
O(1)
1.
0/911 <5

(5) Qp 0" - 0p” R
O(1)g7/* 12N} gty (log N)2V/N (7)) (log(r)? + (log N)*N'/*log(r) ) aa,

~S —

ag
1
N_N7/40
iv%“T_W%J%M+N=me=M:&%=0L%:Om
0g

0O(10?

(4 ) <1

a91
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102N*51og N

17 60 37 /30 1760 37 60
(6) Q3 Qz4 - Q4 Q32 ~ ol
0

1

295 (log N)*N'/° N} (r) (log(r))* + 1784(log N)*N"/"°a},

log(r)ag, ag,

~

_NT/40

b (r) ~ Tﬁ7 log(r); N =100,M = Ny =3,g5 = 0.1, = O(1)

686802 (D9)

e (D8) (ii) implies:

(1)

O(1)N0ag
g¢* M2N? (log N — 31log(r))* (log(r))2
Llog(r) = N"®ag; N =100,M = Ny = 3,9, = 01,05 = O(1)
O(107%);

160 760
g " ~ -

O(10°)N*/2ajaf,
N'1902 ((9(10)(10g N)*(log(r))*ag, + W)
Ql 6097 BO 9s f

3 "4 (log(r))*ag,
i log<T> ~ _HlongRNWZlOO‘@; N = 1007 M = Nf = 37gs = 0-17059 = O<1>
O(10)
4

L, Kiggpr ~ O(1);
K’longR oer™ ( )
20(103)]\/‘7/10
9> M2N? log(r)*
J/ 10g< > ~ _K'longRN / g, N = 100, M = Nf = 3,95 - 0.1,0(9, K’logrlR ~ O(l)
o)

160 760
s Sy

< 1,
longR
. 5097 g N2/51og N N:1o2,ﬁ>:0(1) 0(107?%) <1
B2 0(1)(log(r))2a3, ag, ’
Using /\17&0 0,
a AL + ar A = —1. (D10)
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e (D8) (iii) implies:
1) 2(0%”"0p 7 - 0" + 0, 0"

NY10]og N (103 N7y + a; (0(10)93/2 log(MANVIONGlos N)? O(log)logmgagl))
1

g, 10g<7">

~

o,
Llog(r) ~ =N"7%q4; ayg = O(1); retaining the most dominant term in N
N3/3(log N)?
- O(1)agoy,
I N=100,M = Ny = 3,9, = 0.1
0(10?)

—— < 1,
ozelozg

@) 2 (95700 - o "0 + 0} P
_O(10°)N*(r) (O(10~2 + (r) log(r}))) log N
oy,
O(102)e~ o N"* N4/5 og N
oy,
i 10g<7’> ~ —N7/4OO[9; N = 100, M = Nf = 3793 = O.l,OZ@ = O<1>
@) 2(0h70] " - 0l Mol + ol "))

N2 log N (0(10°)(r)?)  O(1)g:"(log(r))>M*V/NN}{r)(log N)?

~J

(r)og, a0,
N7N7/40
b (r) ~ ﬁ, log(r); N =100, M = Ny = 3,9, = 0.1,09 = O(1)
0
O(10%3
7( 7 ) <1
ael

) 2 (0% " - M0l + 0 ")

7/2 _
log(r>N1/5 log N (—0(104)N3/5<7’>2+ = M2N;(O(10)70290 2)10gN)(10gN)2a§1)
2
0‘31
N7N7/40
L () ~ ?j\f‘@; N =100, M = N; =3,9,=0.1,ap = O(1)
0
O(1
4( )2 < 1
0401040
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) 2 (00 - af el + a0l

_OQONY2(r)log N O(10~)g: (log(r))* M N} (log N)* O(10)g:'* log (r) M* N} (log N)?

agl Nl/loagagl a§1a62
_N7/40a9
$<T> ~ W, N = 100,M:Nf :3795 :0.17069 :O(l)
103
s <
Qg

(6) 2(Q%”er " -0l + ok or")

4/5 2 | 20.7e=c0NT/%0 log N

N N logN <353.2<7‘> + —logr ~ gz/2(log(r))QMQ\/NNﬂr)(logN)2
(r)yag, g, 0,
N7N7/40

L)~ TN%; N =100,M = Ny = 3,g. = 0.1, a9 = O(1)

1 3 g, ~8
v et g2 a0, (D11)

o,

e (D8) (iv) implies:
0 0 0 0 0 0
(1) = (9570l + 05 0k - 0kl ")

gl MENFN (1) (10g N)* (log(r))* (97> M2 N1ONF(0.9 — O(107%) log N) log(r) + O(10*(r)aige, ) )

g 6 )
af of

~

9] 0 0 0 0 9
(2) - (95°70% 7 + %" 0R” - o ol )
gZ/QMQN?N1/5 (log N)3(log(r))? (gZ/QMQNl/ION?(—O.lélog N + O(1)(r)?log(r)) log N log(r) + 0(102<r>2o¢§a31))

(r)ag, ag

~ K
)

3, 8%3, B° 3, 823, B° 3, 8°3, 8°
(3) - (QQ5 QSG + Q56 Q32 - Q26 Q35

gl M2NFN*/1(r) (10g N)? (10g(r))* (N*/*(~O(10)310g N — O(10)(r))afad, + O(1)g/*M>N3(r)(log N)? )

10,6 )
agdag

~

0 0 0 (0] 0 0
(4) - (957057 + 9% 0L - 950k ”)

N3/5(r) (=010~ 3) log N—O(10)(r) log(r))a?
gIM N} (r)(log N)* (log(r))® ( p .
1

3/10 ,8 8
N3/ ag, of

O¢2
% 0(1072) gl * M2 N? log(r) (log N)2)

~

(D12)
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Now, for N =10%, M = N; = 3,9, = 0.1, a9 = 3.9, a9, = 0505,

(a) Aoys = a%%,

(b) Ao = aij?—?é

() Ause = —1+a§£g—i§1,

(d) Ass = ai—o. (D13)

Qg

e (D8) (v) implies:

ey ol — o) ok P ol g~
gi/? (log N)? log<r>M2NfN1/5 (O(107?) log N — 1.1(r) log(r)) log(r) + O(10°) (log N)? Nl/loo/éo/él .

)

log(r)ag, aj
203" 03" ol Py 4 o Po,
gZ/Q (log N)3 MQNJ% (N2/5 (0(10_25logNlog(r> —O1)(r) 10g(7‘>)) —O1)(r) log(r)af)l)
N5(r)agag, ’

1,80 3, 8° 1, 893, B° 1, 893, B°
B)y" QL% —ap PR’ +ap fal’

~

0(10)N*/Pafaf n
log(r)

gs7/2 (log N)3 (log<1ﬂ>)2 MQNJ% (f gZ/QMQN? (log N)2 ((’)(1075)]\73/10 log(r) — (9(1()72) log(r)a%a%J)

2/5,4 2 5
N/aelae

~

1,80 3, 8° 1, 893, B° 1, 893, B
W7 Q%% —ap s " +ap Pal”

T/2 2,2 A2 2 (N3/10(ry10g(ry 2 2
N1/5 (log N)2 (_ 0(10)6N3/5 n gs' M Nf log<r)cx91 (70(1) O(1) logNaeagl

(r) log(r) agog,
~ T (D14)
Hence, for N =102, M = Ny = 3,9: = 0.1, a9 = 3.9, ap, = agagl,
|Aoys| = ! < 1
O(1
|Agss| = 4< ) < 1
&61&0
0(10?
|Aus6| = (74) < 1
01
4350
|Agss| = ‘1 - +| ~ 0 for appropriate ag, ag, . (D15)
0490401
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e (D8) (vi) implies:

Hence,

(1)

3YN3/50202
N1/1042 (0(10) (log N)* log(r)a2, + %)

gt M2N?

17 /3O 77ﬁ0
QL 2qn 7

2 (log(r))* o,
_N7/40a
b (r) ~ TJV@? N =100, M = Ny = 3,9, =0.1,ap = O(1)
O(10
7/2(7) <5
4
9s "ilogrIR

0 7
Jlog(r) ~ =Ny m; N =100, M = Ny = 3,9, =0.1,a5 = O(1)
O(10%)ay .
gZ/Qmog rIR ’
ol 87 B N?%/51og N
2 O(1) (log(r))* a3,

4 log(r) ~ —N7/40a9/-€10grm; N =100,M = Ny =3,g9, = 0.1, a9 = O(1)
V1003 (©(10) (log N (log(r) af, + 2203 )
a2 (log(r))"

4 log(r) ~ —N7/40a9/-€10grm; N =100,M = Ny =3,9, =0.1,a9 = O(1)

17 BO 7’ ﬁO
7"~

0(10?

0

"ilogrIR

Laoon o O()N*Slog N .92 (log N)* M2N?

Q[4 QG} ~ = 7 —O(1079) N
(log{r)” o, N3,

4 log(r) ~ —N7/40a9/-€10grm; N =100,M = Ny =3,9, = 0.1, a9 = O(1)
O(1072)

I

agag,
O(10%)N?/°log N

(log(r))* a3,
4 log(r) ~ —N7/40a9/-€10grm; N =100,M = Ny =3,9, =0.1,a9p = O(1)

17 BO 7’ ﬁO
9[5 QS} ~ —

1
———— < L.
O(1)agag,
1 60 160 102
log rIR
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e (D8) (vii) implies:

(95707 7 + i "0p 7 - 05, "))
2
NV10log N <—(’)(102)N7/10 (r) + ol <_

(1)

g2/ M2N'/19N2(log N)? log(r) _ 0(10°)log NaZa3,
O(103)aa? log(r)

~

4
Ozel

J log(r) ~ —N%0qy, g, = aglag; Large — N limit
O(10~*)N3/8 (log N)* N=1g?

— < 1;
agorg, O(1)agag,
o (93708 7 + i 0p 7 - o)
2
O(1)g/* M2 N2 log N(log(r))> ~ O(1)g2/*M2N2 log N (log(r))>
(log N)? ((9((1)(;)51\/ | QWsE NN log Nlloge))” | Ogi M2 log N(logtr) )
01 0%, 0%, )
- log(ryN1/5 ’
1 log(r) ~ —N7/40a9/{10grm; N =100,M = Ny =3,g, =0.1,a9g = O(1)
4500 1
= ‘A246‘ = ’1—()(10(7a ol ~ 0 for Q7 ~ m,&g,agl NO(1)7
0Cg,
5 (957 0F 7 + 0% "0l 7 - o Pl
2
107597 M*N# (log N)* log(r)®  g3/*M>N'Y5N? () log(r)
B NY0agaf + agag
1 log(r) ~ —N7/40a9,%10grm; N =100,M = Ny =3,g, =0.1,a9g = O(1)
o(1)
— < 1’
agay,
R e e e
(@) :
3/10
NV (log N’ (O(w()f)Nl/g | N, (—@m log<r>+0<1>logNa3a§1)>
0%,
log(r)ag, ’
1 log(r) ~ —N7/40a9/{10grm; N =100,M =Ny =3,9,=0.1,00p ~ 3.9, a9, = 8
10°
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From (D12), (D14) and (D18), one notes that for N = 100, M = Ny = 3,9, = 0.1,

0.4 0.4 50.5
| Agys| ~ Q13— , O3y ———— ~ Qg——;
0%, QyQy, g,
5.3 4350 9
|Aosg| ~ arag T~ ’1 — QzQy 7 ag 2 8
4350 4000 18
| Agss| ~ '1 —aiag ~ Qgr—— ~ 03—
(7] 91 0490491 0490491
146 12 0.3
|A456| ~ (13 1 ~ Q307 ~ |1 — 0432—80(% ~ 1. (Dlg)
90[01 Ongzgl gagl
Hence, only Ays6 will be taken to be non-vanishing.
(i)
asAlY, — an AL, = 6868. (D20)
(ii)
0.05 3
o 2; A =0 for ag = 2,4,5,6. (D21)
1
(iii)
. by 1026817107
047A:(>,2)5 - a3A§2)5 = 1 ,
&61
ALL = as Al (£ ' D22
a1\ 305 = gy (from (7). ( )
(vi)
108.9
Rlog rIR 2
AL R+ AL Ret + AL Ret + AL R = 0. (D24)
A Re® =0. (D25)
is identically satisfied if A%)ao =0,a9 = 2,4,5,6.
1
AL A0 (D26)
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and

asAfzs = a1 Ay (from (i)):
[65X6]
sy = a1y = = Argg(from (i0));

1 1 Q103 (1
0‘3/\54)5:(11/\&4)5: o A$4)5;

1 1 a1a3 (1
053A§4)62051A1(’,4)6: o A$4)6;

(058 %}

1 1 1
053A§5)6 = &1A§55)6 = —7A$5)6 (D27)

AY Rt = 0. (D28)

1bgag

Using (i):

AV Reh =0, (D29)
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