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We develop a bottom-up holographic model that provides the dual description of a strongly
coupled field theory, in which the spontaneous breaking of an approximate global symmetry yields
the SO(5)/S0(4) coset relevant to minimal composite-Higgs models. The gravity background is
completely regular and smooth, and has an end of space that mimics confinement on the field
theory side. We add to the gravity description a set of localised boundary terms, that introduce
additional symmetry-breaking effects, capturing those that would result from coupling the dual
strongly coupled field theory to an external, weakly coupled sector. Such terms encapsulate the
gauging of a subgroup of the global SO(5) symmetry of the dual field theory, as well as additional
explicit symmetry-breaking effects. We show how to combine spurions and gauge fixing and how to
take the appropriate limits, so as to respect gauge principles and avoid violations of unitarity.

The interplay of bulk and boundary-localised couplings leads to the breaking of the SO(5) sym-
metry to either its SO(4) or SO(3) subgroup, via vacuum misalignment. In field theory terms, the
model describes the spontaneous breaking of a SO(4) gauge symmetry to its SO(3) subgroup. We
expose the implications of the higgsing phenomenon by computing the spectrum of fluctuations of
the model, which we interpret in four-dimensional field-theory terms, for a few interesting choices
of parameters. We conclude by commenting on the additional steps needed to build a realistic
composite Higgs model.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The discovery of the Higgs boson [1, 2] provides a compelling argument for the study of composite Higgs models
(CHMs) [3-5]: they extend the standard model (SM) of particle physics and can be tested by Large Hadron Collider
(LHC) experiments. In this context, Higgs fields emerge as composite pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone bosons (PNGBs), in
the weakly-coupled effective field theory (EFT) description of a more fundamental theory. Reviews can be found in
Refs. [6-8], and the summary tables in Refs. [9-11] provide an interesting classification of possible fundamental field
theory origins for CHMs, amenable (in principle) to non-perturbative numerical studies with lattice gauge theory.

The literature on model-building and phenomenological studies (see, e.g., Refs. [12-56]), is complemented by an
expanding body of numerical lattice calculations, in theories with gauge group SU(2) [57-66], Sp(4) [67-84] and
SU(4) [85-93]. Results for the SU(3) theory with Ny = 8 Dirac fermions [94-101] have been reinterpreted in terms of
new CHMs, embedded in the dilaton EFT framework [102, 103]—see also Refs. [104-106]. But the microscopic origin
of CHMs with minimal SO(5)/SO(4) coset is more obscure—see for instance Ref. [107].

Central to the CHM model-building programme is the absence of new physics signals in direct and indirect searches,
indicating that the scale of new phenomena, f, is higher than the electroweak scale, v. This little hierarchy originates in
the strong-coupling dynamics, as a consequence of small destabilising perturbations of the vacuum, due to perturbative,
weak interactions with an external sector. Rephrasing the title of the classical work in Ref. [108], the electroweak scale
is suppressed by what is called the vacuum misalignment angle, § ~ v/f < 1—see, e.g., Sect. 2.2.1 of Ref. [8], and
references therein. In practical terms, phenomenological constraints can be satisfied with a rather modest suppression
of A, and only a moderate tuning of parameters, which adds to the appeal of CHMs. Yet, computing 6 from first
principles requires non-perturbative methods.

A new alternative avenue for the study of non-perturbative phenomena opened within the context of string theory
and supergravity, with the discovery of gauge-gravity dualities (holography) [109-112]. The strongly coupled regime
of special field theories admits an equivalent description as a weakly coupled gravity theory in higher dimensions.
For example, type-IIA supergravity backgrounds, in which the geometry includes a shrinking internal circle, provide
a holographic description of linear confinement in Yang-Mills theories [113], allowing to study glueball spectra [114],



chiral symmetry breaking [115, 116], and masses of mesons [117-121].! Also within type IIB supergravity, backgrounds
exist in which a whole portion of internal space, the base of the conifold [124], shrinks to zero size, giving rise to a rich
phenomenology [125-130], including the possibility of a light dilaton [131-135]. Simpler bottom-up holographic models
dispense with the microscopic origin of the gravity theory, complementing lattice explorations of CHMs [136-141]. Tt
is indeed in this context that CHMs based on the minimal SO(5)/SO(4) coset have been first developed [142-149).

A holographic CHM derived from a fundamental gravity theory more accurately predicts the properties of com-
posite states. A step towards such a construction was pursued in Ref. [150], by exploiting the classical work on S*
compactifications of maximal supergravity in D = 11 dimensions [151-158], its reductions to D = 7 dimensions,
and its symmetry-breaking backgrounds [159, 160], which lead to the appearance of the minimal SO(5)/SO(4) coset.
Reference [150] is the first exploratory work, in the larger space of supergravity theories, that features a variety of
different coset structures and gauge symmetries—a useful review on gauged supergravities is Ref. [161].

In this paper, we present the next stage of development of the minimal realisation of holographic CHMs. Our
motivation for embarking on this task is that the ambitious programme of embedding a holographic CHM within
the fully rigorous context of top-down holography requires additional preliminary work on the formalism, before
making contact with model-building and phenomenological aspects. In the next subsection, we elaborate on why this
is so, and clarify what are the objectives of the present investigation, in which we focus on developing and testing
the formalism with a semi-realistic bottom-up model. The simpler construction we propose captures much of the
physically interesting aspects of the CHM programme and is interesting and useful in itself, as a stand-alone model.

A. A roadmap towards top-down holographic composite Higgs

The complete construction of a top-down holographic CHM would involve the following steps.

1) Identify a fundamental gravity theory (the low energy description of which may be given by supergravity),
providing the dual description of a field theory in which spontaneous symmetry breaking involves the G/H
coset relevant to a CHM of interest.

2) Find regular gravity solutions that holographically describe confinement in the dual four-dimensional field theory.

3) Compute the (holographically renormalised) free energy, and the spectrum of fluctuations, dual to the bound
states of the field theory. Verify the absence of tachyons or other signals of instability.

4) Extend the gravity theory so that in the field-theory interpretation a subgroup of the global symmetry is gauged,
with coupling strength weak enough to allow for the perturbative treatment to be viable.

5) Extend the gravity theory to implement explicit breaking of the field-theory global symmetry, compatibly with
gauge principles and unitarity. Additional auxiliary fields (spurions) may be needed.

6) Perform a vacuum alignment analysis, within the gravity theory, to determine the field-theory vacuum structure.
7) Verify that no pathologies emerge in the mass spectrum in the presence of symmetry-breaking terms.

8) Couple the theory to standard-model fields, and identify viable regions of parameter space. This step might also
involve the introduction of top partial compositeness [162] (see also the discussions in Refs. [14, 18, 163-165]).

Points 1), 2), and 3) are addressed in Ref. [150]; the minimal SO(5)/SO(4) coset, relevant to CHMs, emerges within
maximal supergravity in D = 7 dimensions, which lifts to type-IIA supergravity in D = 10 dimensions. The spectrum
of fluctuations of bosons, upon compactification on a 2-torus, is computed [150] for backgrounds dual to a confining,
four-dimensional field theory, by exploiting the formalism in Refs. [166-170]—see also Refs. [133—-135, 171-174].

1 See also the critical discussions in Refs. [122, 123]
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A simpler bottom-up model, written in D = 6 dimensions [175, 176], readdresses points 1), 2), and 3), with several
technical advantages: the spectrum is simpler, the action contains only essential fields, with canonical normalisa-
tions and minimal interactions. The model is free from the complexities descending from supersymmetry in higher
dimensions, while retaining the essential features of interest (confinement and symmetry breaking).?

In this paper, we address points 4), 5), 6), and 7) for the bottom-up model in Refs. [175, 176], in a way that
can be generalised to more complicated cosets and geometries. The SO(4) subgroup of the (field-theory) global
symmetry is gauged weakly, and a spurion field introduces explicit breaking of SO(5) to SO(4). We discuss how
to implement gauge-fixing within this setting. Both new features are controlled by a boundary-localised action in
the gravity theory. The interplay with the background dynamics—vacuum (mis)alignment—determines whether the
mass spectra display SO(5) — SO(4) breaking (and unbroken gauged SO(4)) or SO(5) — SO(3) breaking (with the
gauged SO(4) subgroup higgsed to SO(3)).

In contrast to the earliest bottom-up models [148], the smooth and regular geometry deviates substantially from
AdS, and the mass gap is due to the existence of an endpoint of the radial (holographic) direction [113], while
symmetry breaking is triggered by bulk fields, similar to so-called soft-wall models previously considered in the
literature [147, 192, 193]. For these reasons, some formal developments warrant special attention, and are the main
topic of this paper. The consequences of holographic vacuum (mis)alignment can be illustrated within this simple
model to highlight general results that apply to a large variety of holographic realisations of CHMs. We detail
necessary, unconventional yet rigorous elements of the formalism, and subtleties in the (weak) gauging of the symmetry
that generalise holographic renormalisation [194-196]. We defer the construction of a realistic bottom-up holographic
CHM [197], obtained by gauging the standard-model SU(2) x U(1l)y C SO(4) x U(1)p—r—the Abelian factor is
related to baryon, B, and lepton, L, quantum numbers—and by adding fermions, either in the bulk or localised at
the boundary.

The paper is organised as follows. In Sect. II, we introduce the six-dimensional bottom-up gravity model of interest
and its SO(5) gauge symmetry. The profile of a bulk scalar field breaks such symmetry. A shrinking circle in the
geometry mimics confinement on the field theory side. We introduce the elements needed to make the exposition
self-contained, and fix notation and conventions, but dispense with details, that may be found in Refs. [175, 176]. We
digress in Sect. III, to discuss a rather general description, in effective field theory terms, of non-linear sigma models
based on the SO(5)/SO(4) coset, in particular in order to clarify the subtle differences between gauge and global
symmetries, and explicit and spontaneous symmetry breaking. In Sect. IV, we return to the gravity theory. In order to
weakly gauge, in the dual field theory, an SO(4) subgroup of the SO(5) global symmetry, we add appropriate boundary
terms to the gravity description. We discuss the implications for the vacuum of the theory, and the resulting symmetry
breaking pattern, in Sect. V. In Sect. VI, we display the mass spectrum of fluctuations of the gravity theory, which
we interpret as bound states of the dual field theory. We outline further work that we leave for future investigations
in Sect. VII. We relegate to the Appendix extensive amounts of technical details.

2 The model presented in this paper is a development of the one in Ref. [175], which, in turn, is the bottom-up holographic realisation of
a mechanism qualitatively similar to the one discovered in the top-down constructions in Refs. [172, 177, 178]. Yet, the CHM context of
interest here is profoundly different, and so is the range of parameters in the model that is relevant for current physics considerations.
To be more explicit, conversely to what is done in Ref. [175], we are not going to further explore the relation between the emergence of
a classical instability in some range of the parameter space of the model with the ideas of Ref. [179] (nor the more general arguments in
Refs. [180, 181]), related to unitarity bounds, operator dimensions, walking dynamics, complex fixed points, and spontaneous breaking
of scale invariance—see the extensive discussions in Refs. [182-191]. In the numerical examples to appear later in the paper, we focus
attention on regions of parameter space where the background solutions of interest are stable, and pass both local as well as global
stability tests. In particular, in the regions of parameter space of interest, there is no light dilaton (the PNGB associated with dilatations)
in the spectrum of bound states of the dual field theory.



II. THE GRAVITY MODEL

The bottom-up holographic model of interest [176] is built by coupling gravity in D = 6 dimensions to a bulk scalar
field, X, transforming in the vector, real representation, 5, of a gauged SO(5) symmetry. One of the non-compact
space-time dimensions, denoted as p, is interpreted as the holographic direction. We restrict attention to background
solutions with asymptotically AdSg geometry, for large values of the holographic direction—the ultra-violet (UV)
regime of the (putative) dual field theory. Another one of the space-like dimensions is compactified on a circle that
shrinks smoothly to zero size at a finite value, p = p,, of the holographic direction—the infra-red (IR) regime. The
presence of an end to the space introduces a mass gap in the dual field theory interpretation, mimicking the effect of
confinement in the four-dimensional field theory. A subclass of backgrounds exists in which X acquires a non-trivial
profile, breaking spontaneously the SO(5) gauge symmetry of the gravity theory to its SO(4) subgroup.

A. Six-dimensional action

We review the essential features of the model to keep the presentation self-contained and explain the notation—see
Table I—without discussing details that can be found in Ref. [175], in respect to which we rescale the action in D = 6
dimensions by an overall factor of i, to lighten the notation in matching it to lower dimensions:

(butk) _ 1 6 —[Re 1. wx T Lo [P ANO

86 = — d N/ —g6y —— — =9 (DMX) DNX7V6(X)7§TI‘ g g ‘FMN‘FPQ . (1)

The six-dimensional space-time indexes are denoted by M = 0,1,2,3,5,6. The six-dimensional metric, g,; 5, has
determinant gg, and signature mostly +. The six-dimensional Ricci scalar is denoted as Rg.

The components, X, of the scalar transforming in the 5 of SO(5), are labelled by Greek indexes, a = 1, --- , 5.
The SO(5) gauge field is denoted by Aj;. The covariant derivatives are defined as follows:

(D), = 0yrXa +igAs . Xs (2)
and the field-strength tensors are
Fixa® =2(00As " +igAw Az (3)
NN o [N N AN o ANy ) o
where antisymmetrisation is defined as [nins] = % (n1n2 — nany). The bulk gauge coupling, g, is a free parameter. One
can, equivalently, write covariant derivatives and field-strength tensors in terms of the generators, t4 (A =1,---,10)
of SO(5), normalised so that Tr(t*¢?) = 1645, We exhibit an explicit basis for these generators in Appendix A.

The bulk scalar potential, Vs(X), is manifestly SO(5) invariant, as it depends only on the combination ¢ = vV XTX.
With the convenient choice of superpotential, Wg, adopted in Ref. [176]:

Ws=—2— BTy - g éqs?, (4)
2 2
one finds the potential to be the following:
1 oWs\> 5., A(G—A) , BAX ,
V:2za:(axa> A R A T ®)

We adopt this form of the potential, Vg, for its simplicity, and note that its origin in terms of a superpotential, W,
does not make the model supersymmetric: there are no fermionic fields, nor do the backgrounds discussed in this
paper originate from solving first-order equations derived from Wj.

The general configuration of the scalar field, X', can be parametrised as

X =exp [QiZA wAtA} Xo¢,  where X =(0,0,0,0,1)7, (6)



TABLE I: Field content of the model, organised in terms of irreducible representations of the symmetries in D = 6 dimensions
(SO(5) multiplets), as well as D = 5 dimensions (SO(4) multiplets, assuming (X) # 0), and D = 4 dimensions (SO(3)
multiplets, assuming (7) # 0). In the case of the language in D = 4 dimensions, we indicate the field content in terms of the
massive representations of the Poincaré group, and keep into account the degrees of freedom of gauge-invariant combinations
only. The irreducible representations for which we indicate Ngof = — refer to cases where the degrees of freedom have been
included in propagating degrees of freedom of other fields, to build gauge invariant combinations—for explanations, see the
body of the paper. For space-time indexes, M= 0,1,2,3,5,6, while M =0, 1,2, 3,5, and u =0, 1, 2, 3. For indexes of the
internal symmetry, o, 8 =1, -+, 5, while A=1,---,10, A=1,---,4, and A =6, ---, 10. When the SO(4) symmetry is
broken to SO(3), we use indexes A=1,2,3 A=5,6,7 and A =38, 9, 10.

D=6,500), || D=5 504), || D=4, 50(3),
massless irreps. massless irreps. massive irreps.
| Field [SO(5) | Nuot || Field| SO(4) | Nuot | Field| SO(3) | Nuos
I 1 9 |lgun]| 1 5 Juv 1 5
Gus 1 -
955 1 -
XM 1 3 Xu 1 3
X5 1 -
X 1 1 X 1 1
KXo 5 |5 6 | 1 6 | 1 |1
4 |4t 3 |3
mt 1 1
Ag Pl 10 |40 ([ At 4 |12 |42 3 | 9
AL 1 3
AAL 3| -
At 1 -
At | 4 4 || AA] 3 3
At |1 1
Al 6 |18 |4~ 3 | 9
A3 |9
AA| 3 | -
A 3 | -
Al 6 | 6 [ AR 3 | 3
AA| 3 | 3
Poo | 5 | 5 ||Pss| 4 | 4 ||Ps| 3 |3
Ps4 1 1
Pss 1 1 Pss 1 1
with A =1, --- , 4, labelling the generators of the SO(5)/SO(4) coset. If () # 0, one can also write X explicitly, as

—

X = (sin<|ﬁ)”,cos<|ﬁ|>>T , (7)

in terms of the four PNGBs, 7 = (7!, 7%, 7, 7%), spanning the SO(5)/SO(4) coset.



B. Dimensional reduction and background solutions

We find it convenient to write the background solutions of interest by first dimensionally reducing the theory to
D =5 dimensions. The sixth dimension is a circle, parameterised by an angle, 0 < n < 27. The metric ansatz is

dsg = e7?Xds2 + e%X (dn + XMdzM)2 ) (8)
where the five-dimensional space-time index is M = 0,1, 2, 3,5, and the five-dimensional metric is
ds? = dr? + eQA(")dxi?, = X qp? + em(”)dgci3 . (9)

In the background, the warp factor, A, as well as the scalars, X, and x, depend only on the holographic coordinate,
p, whereas Ag = 0, and Ay = 0 = xps. The background equations of motion for X, (p), x(p), and A(p) are given by

v
02X, + (40,A — 0,X)0p X = ﬁ , (10)
%
02X + (40,A — 0,x)px = —?ﬁ , (11)
1
3(9,A)* — gﬁpxaa,,xa —3(0,x)* = Vs (12)

In Refs. [175, 176], radial profiles of the background fields, ¢(p), x(p), and A(p), satisfying Eqgs. (10-12), and
resulting in regular geometries, are identified and referred to (with some abuse of language) as confining solutions.
We repeat here their IR expansions, that can be used to construct the full solutions numerically, by setting up the
boundary conditions in the vicinity of the coordinate, p = p,, at which the space ends, and by expanding in powers
of the small difference, p — p,:

Bp) = 01— 15001 (204 A (567 ~4)) (o~ po)? + O (0 po)*) . (13)
X() = xi+ 3 108(0 — po) + 5z (-804 (A~ 5) A6}~ 5AG) (o - p)? + O (0= o)), (1)
A@):zh+§myp—m»+§%@O+mﬁM0+A®ﬁ—8nﬂp—mf+0«p—%fy (15)

Here, ¢1, x5, and Ay are integration constants, and we set x; = 0 to avoid a conical singularity in the plane described
in polar coordinates by (p,n). In those solutions, (7) = 0. In this paper, we adopt the same solutions for ¢(p), x(p),
and A(p), but we allow for (%) # 0, as we shall see in Sect. IV.

We also reproduce here the UV expansions for the background solutions, written in terms of z = e™”. These depend
non-trivially on the value of A. Defining A; = min (A, 5 — A), and Ay =5 — Ay, they take the generic form

olz) = ¢s2™ 4 oyt 4 (16)
() = xw = log(e) ek (k)2 (1)
A(z) = Ay — glog(z) + e (18)

The integration constants, ¢; and ¢y, appear at leading and subleading order, respectively. Another integration
constant, xs, is related to the radial dependence of the size of the compactified circle. Finally, Ay and xy only appear
trivially, as overall factors, and in the following, we set them to zero without loss of generality—see Ref. [177].
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FIG. 1: Moose diagram representing the SO(5)/SO(4) EFT—figure generated with axodraw2 [198].

The circle reduction of the six-dimensional model leads to the following five-dimensional bulk action [176]:

" R MN B
s = [ @ov=g {5 = 39"V onxdnx - Lo (Dud)" (D) = g"e VTr [Dysda Dy Ad] - (19)

_ 1 _ 1 1
—e XY — 5926 XxTAZx — 1*6€8X9MP9NQFJ(\/>1<1)\/F1(398 - §€2XT1" [QMPQNQ}—MN}—PQ]

. 1
—ig g™ N xm XT AsDN X — 22X gMN gOP x  Tr (FnoDpAs) — igggMNxMxNXTA?;X

+e2XgMP gNCy N Tr (DpAs Do As) — e*Xg™M N gPxprxnTr (DpAsDgAg)

We exhibit this action purely in the interest of completeness, and anticipate that, in Sect. IV, we will rewrite it, in a
form more suitable for the computation of spectra, by expanding it in powers of small fluctuations, and approximating
it by retaining only quadratic order in said fluctuations.

IIT. EFFECTIVE FIELD THEORY

The purpose of this subsection is to clarify, within the language of four-dimensional effective field theories, the role
of explicit and spontaneous breaking of internal continuous symmetries. In particular, we want to expose differences
and commonalities between the treatment of global and local symmetries. We occasionally recall definitions and
notational conventions introduced earlier on in such a way that this short section is self-contained. It should be
stressed that this section does not provide the precise EFT, low-energy description of the theory of interest in the
rest of the paper, and we do not attempt to match the two, as doing so would go beyond current purposes.

We start by writing the non-linear sigma-model Lagrangian density capturing the long distance dynamics associated
with the spontaneous breaking of a gauged SO(5) symmetry to its SO(3) subgroup. The field content consists of two
(real) fields, ¥ and E, both transforming in the 5 of SO(5), so that, under the action of a symmetry transformation:

(%,

(1]

) - (US, UZ), (20)

where U € SO(5) is a group element (a special, orthogonal, real matrix).
As stated in Sect. II, we denote as ¢t the generators of SO(5), normalised so that Tr (t4t%) = %5AB, and use,
where appropriate, the choice of basis in Appendix A. We gauge the SO(5) symmetry, by defining A, =" , AﬁtA,



so that the covariant derivatives are

DS = 9,5 + igA,S, @1)
D,E = 9,2 4+ igA,E, (22)
F,ul/ = aﬂAu - auA# + ig [Al“ AV] ’ (23)

with g the (weak) gauge coupling strength. The SO(5)-invariant Lagrangian density is the following:?

2 HQf2 [
T

Lsow) = 5 [(D.D) (D'D)] + =5

1
—5Tr [F, B + (1-/%)E

(D,5)" (0'D)]

F, F* E (24)

where f is the scale of the theory, and the couplings are denoted by k, &, Ay, and A=. We will return to the
SO(5)-invariant potential, Vgo(s)(X, =), and the important physical parameters it encodes, in due course.

We require the divergence of the couplings Ay — +00 and Ay — +00, hence enforcing the non-linear constraints
¥T3 =1 =ETZ. Both these vacuum expectation values (VEVs) break SO(5) to a SO(4) subgroup, which may differ
in the two cases. We conventionally adapt our choice of basis for SO(5) so that we denote as tA, with A =5, ---, 10,
the generators that obey the relation ¢ (Z) = 0, and generate an SO(4) subgroup of SO(5), while tA, with A =
1, ---, 4, are the four generators describing the corresponding SO(5)/SO(4) coset. We then define ¢ =3 4 ¢AtA and
0=>4 gAtA, to parameterise the two scalar fields as

and (25)

™
I
9y
=
sl
= o O O O
[1]
I
[§¥)
<%
[S)
_= o O O O

If the VEVs are aligned, the SO(4) symmetry is unbroken. If otherwise, an SO(3) symmetry is left intact, and it can
be used to show that the most general vacuum can be written as

o
=
o
—~
[1]
-
Il
- o o o o
~—~
S
=)
S~—

General values of the misalignment angle, %, lead to the breaking of SO(4) to SO(3). The vacuum in Eq. (26) is
given by the choice of parameters (o) = 0 and (5) = vt?.

With all of the above in place, by imposing the non-linear constraints, the first two lines of Eq. (24) provide the
leading-order, two-derivative terms of the EFT that determines all the two-point functions involving gauge fields. We
ignore higher-derivative terms, that give small corrections to observable quantities computed at small energy. To make
any further progress, we discuss the properties expected of the last potential term in Eq. (24), Vso(5)(E, E), that
controls vacuum (mis)alignment and spontaneous breaking of SO(4) to SO(3). For current purposes, the only two

3 An interaction term of the form ETFW,F’“’E has been omitted for simplicity. As it changes cubic and quartic interactions in a non-trivial
way, it must be added in a complete analysis, more general than the one discussed here.
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quantities of interest are the position of the minimum of the potential, and its second derivative at said minimum. The
former controls the vacuum misalignment angle, the latter the mass of scalar excitations. As we ignore all interaction
terms and higher-order interactions, rather than worrying about power-counting and other subtleties, we adopt a
simplified, illustrative choice, in the remainder of this section. (We will discuss more realistic, physically motivated
choices in Sect. IITA.) We write the potential as

v L mTs ose)? 927
SO(5) = B (~ COS ) ) ( )

where 6 and )\ are treated as free parameters, that can be traded for the VEV and mass. To this purpose, we replace
the parametrisation of the vacuum in Egs. (26), to study, as a function of v, the resulting static potential:

Af4 v 2
Vstatic = — L ’ = —~—(cos|~|—cosl| . 28
tat SO(5) P — 2 ( (f) ) (28)
The minimum of the potential is at v = 6 f, and the second derivative evaluated at the minimum yields

2
(9 Vstatic

02 = Af?sin®0 > 0 (forA >0). (29)

v=0f

The mass matrix, M3, of the spin-0 states, evaluated at the minimum, v = 0f, is

000 0 000 O
000 0 000 O
000 0 000 O
000 1 000 -2
M2 = Af?sin?6 S (30)
000 0 000 O
000 0 000 O
000 0 000 O
1 1
000-000 %

written in the basis (¢!, <2, ¢3, ¢%, o', 0%, 0, 0*). The dependence on x comes from the non-canonical normalisation

of the kinetic terms in Lgo(5). For 6 # 0, the seven resulting massless states are exact Nambu-Goldstone bosons asso-

ciated with the breaking SO(5) — SO(4) — SO(3), while one scalar has mass squared given by m2 = 11:—52/\]& sin?(6).
The mass matrix for the gauge fields, M?, evaluated at the minimum, v = f, obeys

cos(292);r22l€2+1 0 0 0 % 0 000
0 Cos(292)2-22112+1 0 0 0 sinZ(sH) 0 000
0 0 cos@) 2L g 0 =29 g
0 0 0 R0 0 0 000
M3 sin(26) 0 0 0 sin®6) 0 0 000 (31)
9*f? 0 sin(26) 0 0 0 sin?6) 0 000’
0 0 sin(26) 0 0 0 sin®(f) 000
0 0 0 0o 0 0 0 000
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 000
0 0 0 0o 0 0 0 000

written in the basis (All“ Aﬁ, Af’“ Aﬁ,Ai, Aﬁ, AZ, AZ, AZ, A}LO). The factors of %2 descend from the fact that
the kinetic terms for the gauge bosons, in the vacuum with (2) # 0, are normalised by the kinetic matrix
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diag (1%2, k2 R%,R%,1,1,1,1, 1, 1). The three massless states, Aﬁ, Afw and ALO,

ken SO(3). For § = 0, only (Allt, AZ, Ai, Aﬁ) are massive. But for v = f0 # 0, seven gauge fields acquire a mass,

are associated with the unbro-

and the seven massless pions provide the longitudinal polarisations necessary for the Higgs mechanism. Only one
massive real scalar remains in the physical spectrum. The gauge fixing condition, defining the unitary gauge, is
A= =3 =0=0'= 0 = 0% and ¢* + ko* = 0.

So far, all the symmetries are local, and only spontaneous symmetry breaking is present. Yet, this scenario is
of general validity, and encompasses also the case of global symmetries, and their explicit breaking. We show in
the remainder of this section how to take appropriate limits and recover more general symmetry-breaking patterns.
In particular, we want to describe the case in which only the SO(4) subgroup of SO(5) is gauged, and there is an
additional, independent source of explicit breaking of SO(5) to SO(4). Their combined effect is to trigger, via vacuum
misalignment, the further spontaneous breaking to SO(3). We proceed as follows, in reference to Eq. (24).

e The limits Ay;, Az — +0o impose the non-linear constraints, ¥7% = 1 = ZTZ. We also find it convenient to
redefine the constant k, by the rescaling Kk = a k.

e When K > 1, the coefficients of kinetic terms of At, Ai, Ai, and Ai are large, hence the couplings of these four
fields are small, and the mass matrices are approximately diagonal. We take a second limit, & — 400, to find

M2 5 Af?sin?0 diag (0, 0,0,1,0,0,0, 0) , (32)
g*f?
M: — 1 diag (az, a?, a?, a?, sin?(#), sin?(6), sin*(0), 0, 0, O) ) (33)

The unitary gauge is defined by setting ¢! = ¢? = ¢3 = 0 = o' = p? = 0® = 0* = 0, while ¢* remains in the

theory as a physical spin-0 field.

e Holding fixed g and f (besides A and 0), for very large choices of a > 1, the four gauge bosons, Af, that live in
the SO(5)/S0O(4) coset, decouple from the physical scalar, ¢*, and become parametrically heavy. They can be
trivially integrated out of the EFT. We hence take the third limit @ — 4+0c0. The EFT field content now consists
of the scalar ¢*, with mass m2 = \f?sin?(6), three massive gauge fields, with mass 1g2f2sin®(6), corresponding
to the spontaneous breaking SO(4) — SO(3), and denoted as Afﬁ Ag, and AL (their longitudinal components

are provided by ¢!, ¢2 and ¢?), and, finally, the massless gauge bosons AZ, AZ, and A}LO.

The result of this process is equivalent to adopting the following Lagrangian density:

— f2 a T )L 1 = 1% 4 T 2
Lsow = %5 (Dﬂz) (D 2) = 10 FuwF" = sf (ET2-1)" = Vsou (D), (34)
A=5
which has been obtained by replacing the second field, Z, with a spurion field, P = (0, 0, 0, 0, 1). The covariant

derivative is now restricted to SO(4):

10
DY = 0, +ig Yy AMAS, (35)
A=5
as are the kinetic kinetic terms for the gauge field. By taking Ay — +o0o one imposes the non-linear constraint
©TY = 1. From the choice in Eq. (27), one finds that Vso) = )\%4 (P5TE — Co8 9)2. This potential term leads to
vacuum misalignment, and also provides a mass for ¢*. In this Lagrangian, the global SO(5) symmetry is broken
explicitly, both by the gauging of an SO(4) subgroup, and by the coupling to the spurion, Ps.

In summary, as is well known, in the presence of an admixture of explicit and spontaneous breaking of a set
of continuous global symmetries, one must pay attention to gauge only unbroken subgroups, as prescribed by the
Higgs mechanism. Yet, one may be able to elegantly describe the whole system in terms of only gauge symmetries,
undergoing spontaneous breaking, without ever referring to explicit symmetry breaking. If this can be arranged, the
case of interest can then be recovered by taking the appropriate limits in the space of parameters. Caution must be
applied to the order of limits one takes for the parameters, in such a way that no violation of unitarity ensues, no
ghosts or negative norm states remain, and the theory is weakly coupled, at all stages of the analysis.
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A. External fields, Coleman-Weinberg potential, and vacuum misalignment

The choice of potential in Eq. (27) has a certain appeal, both for its simplicity, and for the fact that it induces
vacuum misalignment, while also suppressing the mass of the associated scalar field, ¢*. But it is not realistic. As
anticipated, since we are interested only in the vacuum misalignment angle and the mass of the scalar, and only in
the two-point functions, not in interaction terms, the detailed functional form of the potential is not important for
our purposes. Yet, it may be instructive to demonstrate how a more realistic potential may emerge dynamically. We
devote this short subsection to demonstrating one simple example of such a potential.

To build such an example, we couple the EFT to external fermions, by borrowing some ideas from the discussion
of Eq. (116) in Ref. [148], but with major simplifications. First, we write the couplings in such a way as to preserve
an SO(4) ~ SU(2)r x SU(2)r subgroup of SO(5). Second, as we are not attempting here to implement a version
of top partial compositeness, we do not couple the external fermions to bulk fermions, that would represent baryons
in the strongly coupled dual field theory. In its stead, we realise a simpler mechanism for fermion mass generation,
reminiscent at the algebraic level of the one adopted in the literature on technicolor [199, 200], extended technicolor
theories [201, 202], and walking technicolor [203-205] (see also the reviews in Refs. [206-210]), by coupling directly a
fermion bilinear to a scalar composite operator of the strongly coupled theory (a meson). As we are interested only
in the symmetry and symmetry-breaking patterns emerging, rather than in controlling the dynamics and predicting
the natural magnitude of the couplings involved, this simpler approach is adequate for our current purposes.

We start from the local identification SO(5) ~ Sp(4). We introduce a convenient basis of 4 x 4 matrices defining
the adjoint, 10, and the antisymmetric, 5, irreducible representations of Sp(4). We borrow the latter, with some
adjustments, from Refs. [67, 70]—see also Appendix A. We write the symplectic matrix, 2, as follows:

0 010
Oup = 0 0 01 ’ (36)
-1 0 00
0 -100
and define the matrices, T4, that satisfy
QrA+174TQ =0, for A=1,---,10, (37)

as the 10 generators of Sp(4). We also introduce the Hermitian and traceless matrices I'Z that satisfy the relation
Qr® —rfrqg = o, for  B=1,---,5, (38)

hence identifying them with the 5 generators of the coset SU(4)/Sp(4), so that we have a complete basis of the natural
embedding of Sp(4) in SU(4). We adopt the normalisation Tr (T4T?) = 1648 = Tr (TAT'P).
The components of X, that can be read off Eq. (25), are recombined to define the Hermitian matrix

o rl -2 0 —ix3 + 34
5 14 sy2 5 3 4
o Y 4iX -3 127 — X 0
L% = 4y AT = : (39)
Azl 0 RIS IS Yo o 4 %2
DR 0 —ix?2 -¥°
Similarly, the components of Z are used to define 2“5 = 4 Z‘Z:l = (FA)QB. Both these matrix-valued fields transform

in the adjoint representation:

(%. %) — (U0, Ug0Y), (40)

4 In a more refined and realistic model, one would want to gauge the standard-model SU(2)r, x U(1)y C SO(4) x U(1)p_1, symmetry,
and possibly introduce bulk fermion fields transforming in the appropriate representations of the symmetry groups. We defer such steps
to future work, with particular reference to the interplay of fermion partial compositeness and vacuum misalignment [139, 148, 211].
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where U = exp(i 234021 aAT4) are 4 x 4 unitary matrices describing Sp(4) transformations. The combination ¥ = %0
is a 4 x 4 antisymmetric matrix transforming as the 5 of Sp(4). The same applies to == ZQ:

(2, 8) — (UxUT, U=0"7). (41)
We introduce chiral fermions, ¥, , and g4, formally transforming in the 4 of Sp(4), which is also the spinorial
representation of SO(5). We break explicitly the symmetry by writing the fermions as incomplete multiplets:

tr tr —br
0 - 0 0
Y = , and Yr = Q lypr = QT = (42)
bL bR tr
0 0 0

Each of the entries is itself a 2-component chiral spinor. The notation is suggestive of the fact that in an extension
of the standard model they would represent the top and bottom quarks, respectively, but notice the absence of QCD
color quantum numbers.

Finally, we add to the Lagrangian density a set of couplings between scalars and fermions, written as
Ly = —yfir (5 = Z)dn + he., (43)

where y is a Yukawa coupling. In the vacuum, (X) # 0 # (Z), one finds:

e =l () - () oene

where we omit interactions with the PNGBs. The resulting Dirac mass matrices break SU(2);, x SU(2)g ~ SO(4),
but preserves the diagonal subgroup, SU(2) ~ SO(3). The fermion mass is My/3 =y f (cos (%) - 1). It vanishes

when the vacuum is aligned, () = (Z).

Perturbatively, at the one-loop level, the presence of the symmetry-breaking terms, encoded in the Yukawa coupling
and in the gauging of SO(4), induces a divergent contribution (a la Coleman-Weinberg [212]) to the static effective
potential, Vow. Defining the matrix T = diag(1, 0, 1, 0), the naive result for Vow takes the form

A2
Vew = 327T2$TrM2 (45)
A2 2 p2 S T ;A A 2 p2 S = S = f
= 55 (36 ZEttZ—4yfTr[(E—:)T(E—:) T] (46)
A=5 2,2=(%), (8)

This potential depends explicitly on the divergent cutoff, A, of the theory, which requires the introduction of
counter-terms and a choice of subtraction prescription. Doing so requires two free parameters, controlling the overall
size of the terms proportional to g? and y?, respectively. By denoting these two free parameters as C,, C; ~ O(1) (and
estimating A ~ O(4rf)), we conclude that in the Lagrangian density in Eq. (24) one should include the potential

10
Vsowu = gng‘*Cg YosTds - 2 ric, Tr[ (2 - E)T(i: - E)TT] (47)
A=5

, ;
= %ng‘ng sin? (;) — 4% e, (COS (;) — 1) . (48)

While the resulting potential in Eq. (47) is different from Eq. (27), it is not difficult to convince oneself that a

potential with the structure in Eq. (47) will ultimately lead to vacuum misalignment, and yield the same leading-
order, long distance features as they emerge from Eq. (27)—as we are interested only in the vacuum and in the
mass of the scalar excitation around the vacuum, not in the interactions or the details of the potential away from its
minimum. Furthermore, there are other possible choices for fermion sector that one can make, that lead to different
1-loop potentials. As anticipated, it is also possible to marry this model with fermion partial compositeness, in which
case the divergencies can be milder, or even absent, depending on details that vary between different models. We
close here this digression, and return to the gravity theory.
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IV. BOUNDARY TERMS AND ACTION TO QUADRATIC ORDER

We return in this section to the higher-dimensional gravity model of interest and to its dual field theory inter-
pretation. We want to build a holographic model such that its long-distance behaviour reproduces the qualitative
features of the EFT described in Sect. III, at least at the level of low-momentum two-point functions and light
particle spectrum. We implement the (weak) gauging of an SO(4) subgroup of the SO(5) global symmetry of the
four-dimensional field theory. The further explicit breaking of SO(5) to SO(4) is realised through the addition of
a set of interaction terms that are localised at the boundary of the five-dimensional gravity geometry obtained in
Sect. ITB. We do not specify the short-distance origin of such terms, neither in field-theory, nor in higher-dimensional
gravity terms, and leave such tasks for future work. In particular, we keep our treatment of the explicit symmetry
breaking terms general, rather than specifying the external sector and performing a perturbative effective potential
analysis a la Coleman-Weinberg [212]. As discussed in Sect. IIT A, we are interested in the misalignment angle and
mass for the lightest scalar excitation, while the shape of the effective potential and the higher-order couplings are
beyond the scope of this paper.

In the gravity description, the SO(5) symmetry is gauged, and hence one is not allowed to write terms that explicitly
break it. As illustrated in Sect. ITI, this difficulty can be overcome if one writes the full action in a manifestly SO(5)-
invariant way, by introducing a new field, Ps—transforming in the 5 of SO(5) and localised at the UV boundary.
Explicit breaking of SO(5) to SO(4) is recovered (without violating unitarity or introducing other pathologies) by
taking the appropriate limits, that decouple the additional degrees of freedom.

The boundary terms added to the gravity theory are necessary in order to gauge a subgroup of the corresponding
global symmetry in the dual field theory interpretation. They also introduce explicit breaking of global symmetries in
the way that triggers vacuum misalignment and spontaneous breaking of the SO(4) gauge symmetry in the dual field
theory down to its SO(3) subgroup. The gravity background solutions of interest break (spontaneously) the SO(5)
symmetry to SO(4), due to the radial profile of the bulk scalar field, ¢. The boundary conditions for the background
fields select a (constant) value of 72, which further breaks (spontaneously) SO(4) to SO(3). The radial profiles of all
other background fields have been discussed in Sect. II, and remain the same as in Ref. [176]. We end this section by
expanding the action of the model to quadratic order around the new background solutions, and writing it in a form
suitable to the computation of the spectrum of fluctuations in Sect. VI.

A. Boundary-localised interactions

In the five-dimensional theory, we introduce boundaries at finite values of the radial directions, p = p;, with i =1, 2,
to serve as regulators; our calculations are performed within the restricted range range p; < p < p2, yet physical
results are obtained by taking the limits p; — p, and ps — co. As in Table I, we denote boundary space-time indexes
by p=0,1,2,3. We add to the bulk action, Sébulk), several boundary terms—denoted as Sguy,i, Sx,i, Sp;,2, Sv,.2,
S4,2, Sy,2, and Sx 2—in order to obtain the complete five-dimensional action, Ss:

S5 = Sk > (SGHY,i + 3,\71‘) +Sp2+ Sy, 2+ 842+ Sy 2 +Sxz2- (49)
i=1,2
The boundary actions with subscript ¢ = 1, 2 are localised at p = p;. We now proceed to discuss each of these terms,

in both gravity and field-theory language.
The Gibbons-Hawking-York boundary actions, Sguy i, take the following form:

, _K
Scuy,i = (—)l/d%\/ Y

where gprn is the induced metric on the boundaries, g is its determinant, and K is the extrinsic curvature—see

; (50)

P=Pi
Appendix B 1. Boundary-localised scalar potentials, A\;(X, x,4s), that are SO(5) invariant, enter the action as

Sni = () / /M (X As) (51)

P=Ppi
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These two types of boundary terms are needed to make the variational problem well-defined, and ultimately ensure
that the background solutions can be consistently truncated at the boundaries, p = p;, in the holographic direction.

The UV-localised actions, Sp, 2 and Sy, 2, involve the bulk scalar, X', and a new, boundary-localised field, Ps,
transforming as the 5 of SO(5). We refer to P5 as a spurion, because its dynamics is frozen (in the appropriate
limit). These terms have the same qualitative structure and implications as the second, sixth and seventh terms of
the Lagrangian density in Eq. (24). Explicitly, we write them as follows:

; (52)

P=p2

~ 1 v 2
Sp, 2 :/d‘*m/—g{ - 5KB §" (D, Ps) D, Ps — X5 (P P — v3) }

Sy, 2 Z—/d4$\/ —gVa(X, x, Ps)

7 (53)

P=p2

where K5, A5, and vs are free parameters. The potential, V4 (X, x, P5), is SO(5) invariant. It depends (besides x) on
two invariants, ¢ = VXTX and ¢ = X7 P;.
The background equation for a boundary-localised, constant Ps is

oV
ANs(PTP5 — 02)P5 o + aT;X"‘ =0. (54)
We take the limit A5 — oo, so that |Ps| = vs, freezing one component of the spurion, Ps. In the next section, we will
further discuss a limit that involves K5, and which decouples the four remaining spurion degrees of freedom. Because

of SO(5) invariance, without loss of generality, we fix the background value of Ps to be along its fifth component:
P5 =(0,0,0,0,vs)T . (55)

We assume there exists a value of ¢ with 9,Vs = 0. Since Vy is a function of SO(5) invariants, ¢ and 1, then
Vi(x, X, Ps) = Va(x, ¢, |7|) is SO(4) invariant. Hence, Sy, effectively serves as a UV boundary-localised potential
for X (and x), that captures the explicit breaking of SO(5) to SO(4), due to an external sector.? All of these steps
realise, in the context of the five-dimensional gravity theory with boundaries, the mechanism discussed in Sect. III.

Next, the boundary-localised action, S4 2, realises in the gravity theory the (weak) gauging of an SO(4) C SO(5)
subgroup of the global symmetry of the dual field theory. We write

~ DQ ~Up ~VO L= ~Vo 4
SA72 = /d4x\/jg{ - ngupg PST]:MV]:PUP5 - 1D2 g,upg (‘F/ﬁ/}-ﬁf - 7}51:)5T‘7L—’MV]:poP5) } , (56)
p=p>
which, after fixing the spurion to its background value, Ps = Ps, becomes
~ Lo ~vo TA A L= ~vo A A
Sazlp 7= /d4:v\/ —g{ = D20 Fiu Fiy — 1 D295 f;j‘l,f;},} (57)
p=p>

We shall show how the choice of coefficients, Dy and Ds, relates to the SO(4) gauge coupling in field theory. We
anticipate here that the two terms appearing in this localised action are closely related to the third and fourth terms
in the Lagrangian density of Eq. (24).

The circle reduction also left an Abelian symmetry in the five-dimensional gravity theory, which requires the
introduction of the corresponding boundary action for the U(1) gauge field:

~ 1 ~Up Vo
Sy2 = /d4x\/g{ — ZDX’Q gtrg FI%)FFS(’,‘)} , (58)

P=p2

with D, o a (possibly divergent) constant required by holographic renormalisation. This term will not play a crucial
role in the following, but is needed for completeness.

5 In the following, we will assume that V4 has been chosen such that, when evaluated on Ps = Ps, it does not depend on wvs.
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By contrast, the next term is needed for holographic renormalisation and will play an important role in the following,
consisting of a boundary-localised action for the bulk scalar, X':

(1
Sx2 = /d433\/ —g{ - §KX,2 g (DMX)TDVX}

Finally, the complete action of the model also contains gauge-fixing terms that realise the R, gauge. We relegate

(59)

pP=p2

their explicit form to the Appendix, as there are no substantive elements of novelty to this technical part, and we
follow the formalism in Ref. [174], adapted to include the treatment of the additional, boundary-localised spurion.

B. Boundary conditions for the background solutions

The bulk equations of motion for the background fields, Eqgs. (10)—(12), are not affected by the addition of localised
terms to action. The boundary conditions differ from Ref. [176], and read as follows:

O\ 0z V4
X —_— = X _— =
(ar «a aXQ) o 0; (ar «a 8Xa+8/\,’a> o 07
aX P1 3)( 5)( ]
3 3
(28TA+)\1> =0, (28714—"-)\2 —V4) =0. (60)
pP1 P2

Recalling that 1 = X7 Py, and replacing Ps = Ps = (0,0,0,0,v5)”, we can write the second of these equations,
evaluated at the UV boundary, p = p2, as follows:

OXa 6V4] X, n AsA OVy—- )
0={1]8¢— == + =2 =2 4 200,72 (tN) P X5 + == D5 61
(|oo- %2+ 5] % s+ ) | (61)
This is solved by imposing the following algebraic constraints:
Ora 0V A oV,
Or === -5 , Or , =0, — =0. 62
¢|P2 ( a¢ 8¢ ) o T |P a,lp ( )

The boundary conditions for ¢, x, and A are only trivially modified by the presence of V,, in a way that can be
absorbed into a redefinition of the boundary potentials, A;, hence there is no element of novelty in this respect, and
the solutions are those displayed in Sect. II B.6 The only significant difference is that the third of the conditions (62)
is satisfied by choosing 7 so that |7| = v, where the parameter v is related to the vacuum misalignment angle, and
governs the spontaneous breaking to SO(3). Without loss of generality, we assume that only the fourth component

4

of 7 is non-zero on the background solutions, i.e. 7* = v—in analogy with Sect. III.

C. Truncation of the action to quadratic order

Besides identifying interesting gravity backgrounds, associated with the field-theory vacuum, the main objective of
this paper is to compute the mass spectrum of their fluctuations, which correspond to the field-theory bound states.

6 Suppose that one has obtained background solutions ¢(®), x(0) A(©) to the system without V4, as in Sect. II, and that these satisfy the
boundary conditions following from a boundary potential )\go). Then, after including V4, one may choose

A2 (8, %, As) = A (6, x, As) + Va6, X, |7] = v) (63)
oV, ov. N
+(6-69) 55 @O x A =)+ (x = x@) T A, 7 = 0), (64)

such that the same background profiles of ¢, x, and A again satisfy the updated boundary conditions. Hence, the background solutions
for ¢, x, and A are exactly the same as in Sect. II B, irrespectively of the addition of V4 at the boundary.
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We hence simplify the action by expanding it in powers of the fields that vanish in the background and truncating
the resulting action to quadratic order. This approximation retains all the information needed to compute two-point
functions.” We retain full functional dependence of the action on fields having non-trivial profiles: ¢, x, and gy n.
As anticipated, we set the background value of the spurion, Ps = Ps, by taking the limit A5 — oo, so that the
fluctuation of its fifth component has infinite mass. We hence only retain its first four components, treating them as
perturbations. We write the resulting five-dimensional action, truncated at the quadratic order, as follows:

2 bulk,2 2 2 2
S =8 4 8@, 455, + Y s, (65)
i=1,2

where Sébulk’Z) is the bulk part of the action, the boundary actions Sg)’Q and 51(,24),2 are localised at p = po, while Sfi)
are localised at p = p; (i = 1,2). In the remainder of this subsection, we display the explicit form of these terms.

In the backgrounds, the non-zero value of 7 = v breaks spontaneously SO(4) to SO(3). It is convenient to use
indices adapted to the SO(3) language, namely A= 1,2,3, A= 5,6,7, and A = 8,9, 10, chosen so that t4 are the
unbroken generators of SO(3). We parametrise the fluctuations of the fourth component of A by writing 7* = v+1I%.
We note that the physical (mass eigen-)states in the spin-1 sector of the theory result from mixing of the two triplets
labelled by the A and A indexes. To simplify the resulting equations, we define the linear combinations:

B = cos(v) AL + sin(v) AL (66)
Bé‘i = — sin(v)./élgL4 + cos(v).Agi , (67)
Byt = cos(1;).,él]w"i + sin(v)AMA+4 , (68)
Byt = — sin(v).AJ\/[“‘i_4 + cos(v).AM“‘I (69)

We hence adopt the following choice of basis for the fields (other than the metric) that we allow to fluctuate over the
backgrounds:®

70
71
72

o = {¢,x},
o0 = {864’“4%78843“464}’
V]V[A - {XMaBMAvAM4aBIVIA7AMA}7

(
(
(
HHA = {0, va(v) O + gBMA, AT + gAM4va 0} : (

)
)
)
)

73

We write explicitly the action, starting from the bulk part, which takes the form:

u R 1
Séb k;2) ——/d5x\/—gs {4 - igMNGab(?Mq)“BN(I)b — V5(9%)
1 1
— §gMNGfl%)8M<I>(O)“8N<I>(O)b — Emg%pé(o)a@(o)b
1 1
igMNG(All)g? !(1)A? !S\})B ZgMogNP Hg% r NA FOPB} ) (74)

In this expression, the field strengths are Fyn? = QG[MVN]A, and the scalar potential is V5(¢,x) = e~ 2XVs(¢). For

7 One has to take extra care that the gauging of SO(4) is sufficiently weak. We will return to this point later, and in the Appendix.
8 For v = 0, this basis coincides with the one used in Ref. [176] (up to a trivial reordering of the fields).



completeness, we reproduce here all the entries of the sigma-model matrices, that are independent of v [176]:

Gup = ding (L6) . @O = [ & Lo | R (b (i Y | :
‘6*6X16Xg g ‘06><6
0 %QSX
G = ¢” Lixa ) HY = X 1yxy
O6x6 eX 1oy

We now turn attention to the boundary-localised actions, s P, 2, 51(/24),2’ and Sfi). After defining the variables

1A A gus A gus
P:EM)A = {GMP54+ 5 A0, Py +7Au4}

= {ang& + % (COS(’U)BMA - sin(v)BNAH) L0, P+ %A 4} ,

we find that we can write

1 ~ N
s = /d4$\/j§{ - QgWKg,(sAéP;QAPEEQB}

pP=p2

The expansion of V4 to quadratic order can be written formally as

52 = [atey= { (6. x.v) +Vf)<¢>,x,u,Pg*,H4>}

b

p=p2

where the zeroth-order contribution, Vio), is evaluated on the background solutions, while at second order

2
2 1 P . . 62V4
Vi ) — 583))4 (H4 — UZ) , with 02V, = sin?(v)p?v? a0

The final contributions to the boundary actions, Sfl-)7 take the form

/d4$\/ { +)\ - §gleXz u¢au¢

HVC H(l)AH(l)B 4gu0' V’YDEQBF/,LVAFU'Y }

p=pi
with ¢\ =0, D{" = 0, while
0
1343
OV = Kx 0 1 :
O3x3
O3x3
and
Dy -
% [Dg + Dy + cos(2v)(D2 — Dg)} 1343 % sin(2v)(Dy — ﬁQ) 1343
Dél) = D2
1sin(20) (D2 — Do) 1345 1[Da + Dy + cos(20)(Ds — Ds)] 1343
Dy 133
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(79)

(80)

. (82)
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TABLE II: Summary table associating the fields in five-dimensional language (left) to their fluctuations in the four-dimensional,
ADM formalism (right). Notice the existence of mixing in the physical states denoted by the parenthesis: the mass eigenstates
for (a®, aX) and (u HA, v HA) are admixtures of the original fluctuations in the theory. For some of the spin-0 fluctuations, mass

degeneracies survive even after the spontaneous breaking SO(4) — SO(3), hence the eigenstates can be grouped together in
the SO(4) language.

H Field H Fluctuation H
gMN euw
XM Op
(¢, X) (a®, a¥)
A A
iﬁg =1
B¢ i ot
A " at
(BMA,BMA) (DMA, U;ﬁ“)
An? 0,4
Au? nMA
A L[
mt = p*

V. FLUCTUATION EQUATIONS AND THE PARAMETERS OF THE MODEL

In this section, we discuss the fluctuations of all the fields in the backgrounds of interest, and summarise the salient
features of the gauge-invariant formalism that we use to compute the mass spectrum reported in Sect. VI (for further
details, including our use of the ADM formalism [213] and the introduction of gauge-invariant combinations of the
fluctuations, see Appendix B). We find it convenient to switch between the SO(4) language (the SO(4) indices are
A=1,--- 4and A=5,--- 10), and the SO(3) language (with indices A=1,2,3, A=5,6,7, and A = 8,9, 10). We
denote the original fields in the action and the gauge-invariant combinations of fluctuations corresponding to them
with different symbols, summarising the correspondences in Table II.

We apply the gauge-invariant formalism of Refs. [133-135, 166-170] to the treatment of tensor, e,,, and scalar
fluctuations of fields carrying no SO(4) quantum numbers, a® and aX. Scalar fluctuations associated with non-trivial
SO(3) irreducible representations, denoted as {Bé‘i,Ag{} and {Bé‘i,flé}, form SO(4) multiplets transforming in the
adjoint and fundamental representations, respectively—see Table II. We treat them in the same way as a® and aX,
although they do not mix with components of the metric, and they do not introduce significant elements of novelty
in the paper—see Appendix B 1 and Refs. [175, 176].

The vector fluctuations, v, (v in the following), associated with the U(1) gauge field, xas, complete the set of
SO(4) singlets in the model. Their treatment requires gauge fixing, but ultimately the study of the mass spectrum
is carried out by focusing on the (gauge-invariant) transverse part of the fluctuations, which obeys the differential
equation [175]

0 = [ag + (20,4 + 79,X)0, — e“‘x—?f‘q?} b, (83)
subject to the UV boundary condition

0= {67"@, + Dy 072 ¢?

nf“ : (84)
P=pP2

together with the Neumann boundary condition, d,b|,=,, = 0, in the IR. The mass spectrum is given by those
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M? = —¢? for which solutions exist that satisfy both the bulk equations of motion and boundary conditions above.
In the following, we make the choice D, » =0, as this U(1) is a global symmetry in the field theory dual.

We devote central attention to the fluctuations that are affected by SO(5) and SO(4) symmetry breaking, given
by the vectors UA, oA, UA, and v?, associated with the fields defined in Eq. (72) (except xar), together with the
pseudoscalars p“‘i and p?, associated with ’HE\?A and 7—[5\}[)4 defined in Eq. (73). The treatment of these vector and
pseudoscalar states requires adding appropriate gauge-fixing terms. We adopt the R¢-gauge, and report details of
the procedure in Appendix B2. The (gauge-invariant) bulk equations of motion associated with the transverse
polarisations of the spin-1 fluctuations in the symmetry-breaking backgrounds, as well as the pseudoscalar ones, are
manifestly SO(4) invariant, and can be written as follows [176]:

0 = |02+ (20,A+9,X)0, — e2X2Aq2]n“7 (85)
- 22 R

0 = |8+ (20,A+0,x)0 — =~ — e2><2Aq2] o?, (86)
- 242 X

0= |92 (2apA +O,x + %;f"b) 9,2 f - erquﬂpA . (87)

The UV boundary conditions, at p = ps, induce spontaneous symmetry breaking to SO(3) C SO(4). The vectors
that transform as triplets, 3, of SO(3), but live along the SO(5)/SO(3) broken directions, are denoted as oA and vA.
They mix and obey the following boundary conditions:

2 1/_ . _ . i
0 = {exap + gz sin(v)2 K502 + 3 (D2 + D + cos(2v) (D2 — D2))€_2Aq2 UA‘
pP=p2
sin(2v 2 A
+ (2v) {— g sv2 + (D — Dy)e _2Aq2]0*“ ; (88)
2 4 pP=p2

? 1/ . L )
0 = {exap + gz (KX,2¢2 + COS(U)2K5’U§) + 5 (Dz + Dy + cos(2v)(Dy — Dz))e”qﬂ n““‘
pP=p2

+sin(22v) {

2 - . .
— %Kg;?)é + (D2 - D2)62Aq2:| U'A‘ . (89)
P=p2

The boundary conditions for the other vectors, vA and p*, are given by
0 = {exﬁp + DgeQAqQ] n"i‘ , (90)
P=p2

2
0 = {exa,, + 7 (Kx20® + Ksu?) + D262Aq2] 04‘ . (91)

P=p2

The presence of the spurion, Ps, does not affect the boundary conditions for the pseudoscalar triplet, pA:

0= [K“e X9, +1} A\ (92)

PPz

yet, it modifies the boundary condition for the SO(3) singlet, p*, that at p = py obeys:

Ksv?  Ksv? o4 2\ _ K502 e 242
0=|(K K x4+ (1 ‘ 93
|: ( X2 + (;52 —+ 83)}4 x,2€ q e o + + 372))}4 p P p2 ( )

In the IR, the boundary conditions obeyed by the ﬂuctuatlons at p = pp are 51gn1ﬁcantly simpler. They reduce
to Neumann boundary conditions for the vectors, with 9,v” ( 1) = Opv ( 1) = 9,vA(p1) = 9pvt(p1) = 0, and to
Dirichlet boundary conditions for the pseudoscalars, with p ( 1) = p4(p1) = 0. The IR boundary conditions do not
introduce additional symmetry breaking, and could be recast, equivalently, in terms of SO(4) multiplets.
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A. Model parameters and SO(4) gauging

It is instructive to compute some of the two-point functions, in particular (A7 (q)A7t(—q)) and (A% (q)AL(—q)),
and exhibit their structure. We separate the transverse and longitudinal polarisations, and write the results in terms
‘ngu and q;ﬂ]u
q

(defined in Appendix B2), in the longltudlnal part of the propagators only:

of the projectors, P, = 1, —

, highlighting the dependence on gauge-fixing parameters, My and M

- . . onl ~ _ 9,0\
(U0 AX=a)) = (~i) lim { (pattp 0 22) |,
P=p2
1 9,07\ " v
24 (e—QAq2+ex P;L) qﬂg , (94)
Ma L) p=p> 4
o B B 9o\ !
(AL@AL(-0) = (=0) lim { (a4 o e ) |,m
P=p2
a1 _ g’ g° AN Gpullv
+e 2A<€ AP+ K50l + T Ky p¢® + XL o (95)
v e i) |

Here, ni’A stand the longitudinal (L) parts of the corresponding gauge fields. They appear in the unphysical, lon-
gitudinal parts of the two-point functions, that contain gauge-fixing parameters. We include them for completeness,
and their bulk equations of motion and boundary conditions can be found in Appendix B 2.

A careful analysis of the (UV) expansions in powers of small z = e~ shows that A ~ 4y =~ —%log(z) and
¢ ~ ¢z —see Eqgs. (16)-(18). The second and third terms contribute to (A},(¢).A%(—q)), if we impose the scalings

k .
Ks==52%7  Kyp=ky8*287 (96)
Us
where we introduced new parameters, k5 and ky, that do not depend on z.
In order to see how to fix Dy and 152, we work out the example of A = A ; = 2—the generalisation to any A requires
a case-by-case analysis, but is straightforward. By building upon the small-z expansions reported in Appendix B 3,
one sees that in order to cancel divergences one must choose

Doy 2—2_14—7

1
D2 = —Z_l + 52 ,

? ) (97)

with £2 and €2 two free parameters, independent of z. With these replacements, one can take the z — 0 limit, to find:

o pv A A : q2 31]3 - o
PRIPYH A (@) A (—q)) = —i 2 A P, (98)
0
-1
2 4 2k‘ 2/€ 2
PP AL @AY (~0) = —i (q o SRR ¢J> P (99)
0

Choosing the values of & and & corresponds to choosing the strength of the (weak) gauge couplings.” After rescaling
the normalisation of the fields, we set £ — 0. Only the SO(4) subgroup is gauged in the dual field theory, with
coupling strength that, for small &, is approximately equal to g4 = € ¢.'° These expressions are valid for small ¢? and
&; we discuss how to improve these results, and obtain the physical two-point function valid for all ¢2, in Appendix C.

9 If one sets € = € = ¢, then the full SO(5) is (weakly) gauged in the dual field theory, and, provided € is small, the gauge coupling in
four dimensions, measured at ¢2 ~ 0, is approx1mately given by g4 = eg.

10 This choice could also be implemented by picking D = 0, and letting € — 0 as a function of z — 0. Either choice is analogous to the
limit & — oo, discussed in Sect. III.
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Finally, in order to obtain a non-trivial contribution to Eq. (93), from 92V, for any A, we must impose the scaling:
2V, = m? 2193 (100)

which introduces the parameter m3. This parameter is the analogue of the combination Af?sin® 6, in Eq. (27).

Let us then summarise the order of limits, as we did in Sect. ITI. By first taking the limit A5 — oo, which introduces
an infinite mass term in the action Sp, of Eq. (52), the absolute value of Ps is frozen. By then taking the limit k5 — oo,
the couplings of the remaining degrees of freedom in P5 vanish as well. At this point, P is a genuine spurion: although
we introduced it as a field, obeying its characteristic transformation rules under a symmetry transformation, it has
been reduced to a vector of real numbers. Third, the limit & — 0 incorporates the gauging of the SO(4) subgroup,
by effectively freezing the gauge bosons along the coset SO(5)/SO(4).'! In this way, one recovers the spontaneous
breaking of an approximate symmetry in the dual field theory (as in Sect. IIT), without violating the gauge principle
(and unitarity). At this point, one can take the py — oo limit, removing the UV regulator.

We conclude by providing an explicit example of how to set up the UV boundary conditions for the vector and
pseudoscalar modes. We specify to the particular case of A = 2; other cases requiring a case-by-case analysis. We
make use of the UV expansions for the fluctuations, as reported in Appendix B 3, which we replace into the boundary
conditions given in Egs. (88-93), and obtain relations between the leading and subleading coefficients appearing in

the general solution of the bulk second-order linearised equations. This results in the following relations:'?
0 = Lyi_ 308 (101)
- &2 0 3
0 = cos(v)v(;i - sin(v)n()‘i7 (102)
~ 2 N . 2 . .
0 = —3cos(v)o + sin(v) <‘1kx¢305“ - 3n§4> + %2 (cos(v)b54 + sm(v)ng‘) : (103)
0 = vj, (104)
0 = pg' —kapi', (105)
4 mj 4
0 =1po—|kx+ 55 )b (106)
q ¢J

The body of our numerical study, exemplified by the plots in Sect. VI, consists of an extensive study of the
parameter space of the model, in which we studied in detail the dependence of the whole spectrum of fluctuations on
the remaining free parameters of the model, which we summarise as follows.

e The background functions are determined by the parameters A (associated with the dimension of the dual

operator inducing SO(5) breaking) and ¢; (the parameter in the IR expansion that controls the profile for ¢,
%, and the latter
to choices that lie along the stable branch of background solutions, as identified in Ref. [175], by requiring that

including how much it departs from 0). We restrict the former to lie in the range % <AL

o1 < ¢r(c), with ¢r(c) the critical value at which a first-order phase transition is taking place.

e The SO(4) gauge coupling in the dual field theory interpretation is approximately given by g4 = &g, where g is
the bulk coupling. We require the renormalisation constant £ to be small enough to apply perturbation theory.

e The vacuum misalignment angle, v, and the mass of the lightest scalar particle, m2, are dialled to produce an
appreciable separation of mass scales between parametrically light states and towers of heavy resonances.

e The constant ky deserves further discussion, and we devote the short subsection V B to it.

11 One may verify that these two limits, ks — oo and é — 0, commute, and that, moreover, the results are consistent with putting Dy =0.
12 The substitution g2 — €2XU ~24U ¢2 reinstates the dependence on Ay and xu in these expressions. In order for this to be the case, one
needs to also have properly reinstated Ay and xy in Egs. (96-97).
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e In presenting numerical results, we specify the values of p; — p, and ps — p, used in generating them. We verified
that the results do not depend on these choices, within the set numerical accuracy of our study.

We conclude with two clarifications. First of all, the bulk equations and boundary conditions we discussed here
are used to identify the eigenstates with M? = —¢? # 0. For the massless modes, we already have the spectrum:
the multiplicity is determined by the symmetries of the system. For example, the unbroken SO(3) leads to three
massless vector states. Secondly, the gauging process we outlined, in the presence of a non-trivial bulk profile for ¢ in
a D-dimensional gravity background that is asymptotically AdS, hence reproducing the lines of thought of Sect. III,
relies on the value of A lying in the range % <AL %. In this range of A, the scalar field in the gravity
description admits more than one interpretation in terms of operators in the dual field theory [214]. Indeed, in the
numerical examples we will display, we choose A = 2, with D = 6. We elaborate further on this point in the next,

short subsection.

B. More on the gauging of SO(4) and the role of kx

We find it useful to pause and digress, in order to clarify the role of the parameter ky. In the gravity theory,
the action is SO(5) gauge-invariant, but the background solutions have X, # 0, breaking (spontaneously) the SO(5)
symmetry to SO(4). The standard field-theory interpretation invokes an admixture of explicit and spontaneous
breaking of a global SO(5) symmetry, encoded in the two non-vanishing parameters, ¢; and ¢y, appearing in the UV
expansion of the background solutions in Egs. (16)—(18). The (asymptotic) boundary values of the bulk fields become
(up to normalisations) the sources for composite operators on the field theory side, appearing as a deformation of the
form

/ Pz x00%,  where X" =lim (2747 X,) , (107)

z—0

where O is the (composite) operator dual to X,.

The gauged SO(4) subgroup of SO(5) is not the same SO(4) preserved by the aforementioned deformation. But
explicitly broken symmetries cannot be gauged. This obstruction requires turning the boundary value, Xéo), into a
dynamical field, to restore the full SO(5) invariance of the field theory. One can then take the appropriate limits to
turn the field is a non-dynamical spurion. But, to do so, the field/spurion (before freezing) must admit a (unitary)
field theory description, which restricts its scaling dimension to lie above the unitarity bound. This is possible only if

D73SASD;1, (108)

with D = 6 in the present case.

The boundary-localised potentials of the sigma-model fields, );, include mass terms, which we take to infinity
when setting up the boundary conditions for the corresponding fluctuations, to freeze the absolute of X,. This is
analogous to the limit A5 — 4o0 for the spurion Ps, but also related to the limit Ay, — 400 discussed in Sect. III.
Similarly, the parameter kx is analogous to k5. In Ref. [176], the boundary conditions were chosen such that the limit
kx — 400 was implemented, leading the four extra massless degrees of freedom (the PNGBs associated with the
spontaneous breaking of SO(5) to SO(4) due to the VEV of XD(LO)) to decouple. Here, instead, we keep kx as a (finite)
free parameter. Three of the massless components of the scalar are eaten by the Higgs mechanism, and become the
longitudinal components for the massive gauge fields along the SO(4)/SO(3) coset. The fourth component (morally
corresponding to the Higgs boson in a CHM implementation of these ideas) acquires a mass, due to the explicit
breaking encoded in m3 # 0.

VI. SPECTRUM

In this section, we present examples of the numerical results we obtained for the complete mass spectrum of
fluctuations, and its dependence on the model parameters. For concreteness, we set A = 2, ¢; = ¢r(c) ~ 0.3882,
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FIG. 2: Mass spectrum, ‘M—A;, of pseudoscalar fluctuations, pA (lines) and p* (crosses), as a function of the parameter m2, for
two representative choices, kx = 1 (top panel) and kx = 5 (bottom panel). The spectrum shown is that of the theory prior
to gauging the SO(4) subgroup, hence the pA sector contains massless modes, higgsed away in the gauged case. All plots have
A =2 g=5, ¢r = ¢r(c) = 0.3882, and the values of the IR and UV cutoffs are, respectively, p1 — po = 107° and p2 — po = 5.

p2 — po = 5, and p; — p, = 1072, throughout the section. Figures 2-5 illustrate the spectrum dependence on the
residual freedom encoded in the choices of &, g, v, m3, and kx. All spectra, except for Fig. 5, are normalised so that
the lightest of the SO(3)-singlet spin-2 fluctuations, e,,, has unit mass.

Figure 2 displays the dependence of the mass spectrum of the pseudoscalar fluctuations, pA and p*, as a function
of the parameter m?, for two representative choices of kx. The spectra in these two sectors do not depend on & or v.
Several interesting features are worth commenting about. We notice that the spectrum of pA contains three exactly



25

M g=>5, kx =1, m2=0.19% 22 =0.142
7\ T T T T T T ]
:@@@@@@@@@@@@@@969@@@@@@@@@@@@@@@@@@‘9@@@@@@@@@@@@@@@@@@@@@@@@@@@@: . ¢
N I I LTI I
[ 1 - a®x
i ] oA
08 4 _
[BEEEEESEARRBEBIBIBEIEILILELELEEEERERERELEILILI RS BB B A RB 8885  , A
06 [seeecceccesoescescocscessccscccssosccsscssccssccsccssccscccaccsns] « pAA
- (2222222222222 VXXXIILVLVVPXXRIILVVVV2XXXRIXV2R2R22R22R] t]4
04 [eoeeeccccesccccocscccscscocssscccssccccsssccssssscssscscsssnnss| o pA
i 1o pt
[ 1 4
02+ 1
L xXXxxxxxxx><><xxxxxxxxxxxxxxXxXXxxXxxx 4
00 [su3835838855558355385583553855335538558358385585583355838838583]
0.0 05 1.0 15 20 25 30
v
M g=>5, kxy =1, m3=0.19% &2 =0.14%
o
XX
i XXXXXX 1 . e
004 ]
- 1 - v
. XX 4
L o 1« gPx
i ] p
003 1 et
+ xxxxx" 1 o CIA
»XXXXXXXXXXXXX)(XX)(XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX;((&X;((XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX- DA7 1
002 o 1L
[ ><>(><><>( i o U‘A
L & i i
001 1 o p
S IS
L XXX * 1
0.0 F35000000000000RRIHHHHHIIIIIIIHHHHIIIIIIIIHHHHHIIIIIIIHHHHIIIIIIIHHHHIIIIIIIIHHHHHRR
1 L L L L L L L L L L L L 1 L L L L 1 L L L L 1
0.0 01 0.2 03 04 05
v

FIG. 3: Mass spectrum, M, of fluctuations, including pseudoscalar, p* (purple crosses), pA (purple diamonds), vectors oA
(black diamonds), v* (black crosses), b2 and vA (green crosses), scalars a’* (blue diamond), and at (blue crosses), active
scalars, a®,aX (blue dots), graviphoton v (black dots), and spin-2 tensors, ¢ (red dots), as a function of the misalignement
angle, v, for fixed values of kx,m3, and & The bottom panel is a detail of the top one. All plots have A = 2, g = 5, and
ér = ¢r(c) =~ 0.3882, and the values of the IR and UV cutoffs are, respectively, given by p1 — po = 107° and p2 — po = 5.

massless states, that disappear when the SO(4) subgroup is gauged, and we work in unitary gauge, as they provide
the longitudinal components for three of the vector bosons. A tachyonic mode appears in p* if one chooses m3? < 0,
which is hence forbidden. Positive, but small values of m3, close to zero, lead to a small mass for the physical state
corresponding to the PNGB respounsible for SO(4) spontaneous symmetry breaking. (If this were a composite Higgs
model, such a state would be identified with the Higgs boson.)
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FIG. 4: Mass spectrum, M, of fluctuations, including pseudoscalar, p* (purple crosses), pA (purple diamonds), vectors oA
(black diamonds), v* (black crosses), b2 and vA (green crosses), scalars a’* (blue diamond), and at (blue crosses), active
scalars, a®,aX (blue dots), graviphoton v (black dots), and spin-2 tensors, ¢ (red dots), as a function of the parameter &2, for
fixed values of kx,mj, and v. The bottom panel is a detail of the top one. All plots have A =2, g = 5, ¢r = ¢1(c) ~ 0.3882,
and the values of the IR and UV cutoffs are, respectively, given by p1 — p, = 107° and p2 — p, = 5.

Figures 3 and 4 show the complete spectra, for representative choices of g, kx, A, ¢r, and m2, as a function of v
and 22, respectively. Superficially, the spectra appear to be quite complicated, due to the large number of states, and
details depend on the choices of parameters. Yet, the figures display a few important general features. First, only a
small number of states are light: the massless vectors corresponding to zero modes in the unbroken, gauged SO(3)
sector, the lightest of the p* pseudoscalars, and the lightest combination of vectors in the SO(4)/SO(3) coset. All
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FIG. 5: Mass spectrum, M, of fluctuations, normalized to the mass, mz, of the lightest p* state, including pseudoscalars, pA

(purple), p* (purple dashed), vectors, v and pA (green), oA (black), v* (black dahsed), v (black dotted), scalars, a®, aX,a®, a®
(blue) and spin-2 tensors, ¢ (red), for three values of the coupling g: (A) g = 2, v = 0.15, g4 = 0.7, m3 = 0.185%, (B)
g =75 v =01724, g = 0.7, m? = 0.19%, (C) g = 8, v = 0.17, g4 = 0.7, m3 = 0.185°. All plots have A = 2,
ér = ¢r(c) =~ 0.3882, and kx = 1. The IR and UV cutoffs are given by p1 — po = 1072 and p2 — p, = 5, respectively.
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other states have masses that are of the order of the typical scale in the theory, that we identify with the mass of
the lightest spin-2 state. A small hierarchy emerges between these two groups of states. Furthermore, as expected on
general grounds, the mass of the lightest vector states grows when either of v or &2 is small and growing, and vanishes
when either of these two parameters vanishes, which are the natural expectations for vector bosons associated with
the Higgs mechanism for spontaneous breaking of a weakly coupled gauge theory.

In Figure 5, we show three numerical examples of the spectrum, aimed at illustrating how a semi-realistic imple-
mentation of this model as a CHM would look like. We set aside the differences with the standard model, purely
for illustration purposes, and interpret the lightest state in the p? fluctuations as the Higgs boson. For the sole
purposes of this exercise, we call its mass my, and measure the other masses in units of my. We fix A = 2 and
o1 = ¢r(c) ~ 0.3882, impose the requirement that g, = &g = 0.7—of the order of the SU(2);, coupling in the stan-
dard model—and adjust the other parameters so that the ratio of mass between the lightest fluctuation in the spin-1
(vA and vA) sector, and the spin-0 (p?) sector, be approximately given by Mz/mpg ~ 0.73—the ratio between the
experimental values of the mass of the Z and Higgs bosons.

This model is not realistic, and this final exercise should be taken with a grain of salt. Yet, it meets its purpose, and
demonstrates that it is possible, within this model, to produce a small hierarchy between the Higgs and Z mass on
one side, and, on the other side, the towers of new bound states predicted by the theory. It is also worth noting that
the next-to-lightest states appear to be the spin-0 states, with spin-1 states and spin-2 states significantly heavier.

VII. OUTLOOK

In summary, we demonstrated how to build a bottom-up, holographic model that, at low energies, can be interpreted
in dual field theory terms as a sigma-model with SO(5) global symmetry broken to SO(4). An SO(4) subgroup is
gauged. The presence of explicit SO(5) symmetry-breaking interactions leads to vacuum misalignment and to the
spontaneous breaking of the gauged SO(4) to its SO(3) gauge group. Much of this paper is devoted to the non-trivial
development of the formalism, showing that symmetry breaking can be consistently triggered by a bulk scalar field
in the gravity theory, in which the SO(5) is gauged. It is worth noticing that this can be done without violating the
gauge principle, despite the presence of explicit symmetry breaking in the dual field theory. But this can be done
consistently only if the bulk field triggering symmetry breaking corresponds in the dual field theory to an operator
with scaling dimension restricted to the range % <AL %, for reasons described in the body of the paper.

A significant distinctive feature of this proposal is that the gravity background is completely smooth, in a way that
mimics confinement in the dual field theory and leads to the introduction of a mass gap. Although more sophisticated
holographic descriptions of confinement may require further extensions, and although we did not yet implement a
realistic realisation of the electroweak model, the study of the spectrum we performed and reported here indicates that
the phenomenology is quite simple, as expected in CHMs based on the SO(5)/SO(4) coset. All the new particles are
parametrically heavy in respect to the bosons that play the role of the Z, W, and Higgs boson. Because a (custodial)
SO(4) symmetry is built into the model, one expects a realistic realisation of a CHM based on this model to have
escaped indirect detection although a detailed calculation of all precision on electroweak parameters is needed.

To build a fully realistic model, that might be detectable in direct collider searches, requires additional non-trivial
steps. First, the model has a gauged SO(4) symmetry, while the SM gauge symmetry is SU(2);, x U(1l)y, and,
furthermore, the quantum assignments of the standard-model fermions require identifying an additional U(1) global
symmetry, related to baryon and lepton number, so that hypercharge assignments are realistic. We leave this task for
future work.

Second, this theory does not contain fermions. We anticipated in the body of the paper that we could proceed in
two ways towards their introduction: either by assuming that all fermions are localised on the UV boundary, or that
there are additional bulk fermions, transforming in the spinorial representation, 4, of SO(5). These ingredients would
then determine the mechanism for mass generation for the SM fermions, and in turn the contribution of the fermions
to the effective potential triggering spontaneous symmetry breaking of the gauge symmetry via vacuum misalignment.
Also this task is left for future investigations.
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Finally, the techniques illustrated in this paper can be applied to a large class of holographic models in which bulk
scalar fields implement symmetry breaking. In particular, there are clear similarities between the gravity set up we
discussed here and the one in Ref. [150], which is based on maximal supergravity in D = 7 dimensions, and has bulk
SO(5) gauge symmetry. As discussed in the Introduction, it is still an open challenge to identify a UV-complete CHM
model based on the SO(5)/SO(4) coset, in which the gravity theory is embedded into a known supergravity. The
results of this paper provide a major step in this direction.
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Appendix A: Basis of SO(5) generators

We present here an example of a basis of SO(5) generators, used in the body of the paper, taken from Ref. [176].

0000 —1 0000 O 0000 0 0000 O
0000 O 0000 —1 0000 O 0000 O
1 _ ¢ 2 _ 1 3_ 1 4 _ 1
th=5fl0000 0 |, #=5f0000 0 |, =5(0000-1|, t!=5(0000 0 |,
0000 O 0000 0000 0 0000 —1
1000 0 0100 0010 0 0001 0
000 -10 000 0 0 000 0 O
000 0 O 000 —10 000 0 0
5 _ & 6_ & 7_ G
' =5l0000 0|, **=5l000 00, t'=5]000-10 ],
100 0 O 010 0 0 001 00
000 0 0 000 0 0 000 0 0
00-100 00 0 00 0-1000
oo o0 o0 loo-100 {10000
tS:% 100 00 ,tgf% 01 0 00 ,tmf% 00000/, (A1)
00 0 00 00 0 00 00 000
000 00 00 0 00 00 000
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We find it convenient to present also a basis of SU(4), adapted from Ref. [67], written in terms of 4 x 4 Hermitian
matrices. The adjoint representation of SU(4) decomposes as 15 = 5 @ 10 in Sp(4) ~ SO(5), both being used in the
body of the paper. We order the basis so that T'4, for A =1, --- , 5, spans the coset SU(4)/Sp(4), and hence can be
used to describe the 5 of Sp(4), while the generators of Sp(4) are denoted T4, with A = 1, --- , 10. We conventionally
normalise Tr (TATP) = 1648 = Tr (IATB), for all the SU(4) matrices. The I'* matrices are

0100 00— 0 0 00 0 —i
1_‘1:1 1000 1_‘2:11'000 1_‘3:}002'0
410001 4100 0 i 410-i00
0010 00 —0 i 00 0
0 0 01 1 0 00
110 0 —-10 1]1]0-10 0
F4: ’ F5:* (A2)
410 -1 00 410 10
1 0 0 O 0 0 —1
The generators of Sp(4), the 10 of Sp(4) ~ SO(5) are
04 00 01 0 O 0001
lel —1 0 T2:1 10 0 0 T3:E 0010
41 00 0 i 4100 0 -1 4fo100
0 —1 0 00 -1 0 1000
0 0 0=« 0: 0 0010
T4:1 0 0 ¢ 0 T5:1 0 00 —i TG_E 0001
41 0 —i00 41 00 0 411000
- 0 00 0 0 0 0100
-1 0 00 0 0 1 0 00 —i O
T7:1 0 =100 TS_} 0 0 0 -1 T9_1 00 0 —i
41 0 0 10|’ 1000 414300 0
0 0 01 0-10 0 07 0 O
1 0 0 O
110-1 0 0
TIO: (Ag)
410 0 -10
0 0 01
They can be written as commutators of two I'4 matrices. For example, T! = —2i [Fl, I‘5]. Similar relations hold for

the other generators.

Appendix B: Five-dimensional formalism

In this Appendix, we report technical details on the treatment of gauge-invariant fluctuations. Most of this material
is borrowed from the literature, but we find it useful to summarise it here, to make the exposition self-contained, and
the notation coherent and self-consistent.
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1. Scalars coupled to gravity

We report here the salient features of the gauge-invariant formalism developed in Refs. [133-135, 166-170]. Bor-
rowing from Refs. [167, 170], consider n real scalars, ®*, with a =1, --- | n; the action, Sp, is written in general as
follows:

R 1
Sp = /d%\/—gf {4 — 5Gal,gMN<9Mc1>a<9N<1>b — V(@) . (B1)
(In this paper, the relevant scalars are denoted as {x, ¢, Bé&,Aé‘I, Bé‘i,Aé}, hence n = 12, and the dimensionality of
the system is D = 5.) The backgrounds are described by the ansatz

ds?, = dr? + 24 g, datda” (B2)
¢ = P(r), (B3)

in which the background functions depend only on the radial direction, r. The connection symbols are

Iyy = %QPQ (3M9NQ + Ongom — 8QQMN) ; (B4)
while the Riemann tensor is
Rynp? = ONT9p — 0T p + 1% pT %y =T pT % (B5)
the Ricci tensor is
Run = Rypn", (B6)
and the Ricci scalar is
R = RMNgMN . (B7)

The conventions are such that the (gravity) covariant derivative for a (1, 1)-tensor takes the form
P _ P P P
VuT y = ouT y +T70T% T nTh, . (B8)

and generalises to any (m,n)-tensors.
Because of the presence of boundaries, at which the five-dimensional manifold ends on two four-dimensional mani-
folds, one must introduce the induced metric, §asn, for which we adopt the following conventions:

gun = gun — NuNu, (B9)
where Ny is the ortho-normalised vector to the boundary, which satisfies the defining properties:
g]V[NNMNN = 1, and gMNNN =0. (BlO)

It is conventional to orient the ortho-normalised vector so that it points outside of the space. Yet, in the body of the
paper, we use a definition of Nj; which aligns it along the holographic direction, so that it points outwards from the
boundary at the UV, but inside the space at the IR boundary. For this reason, different signs appear in front of the
terms localised at the two boundaries in Eq. (50). The extrinsic curvature, K, is given by K = gM¥ Kj;n, in terms
of the symmetric tensor

Kuy = VuNy = OyNy —T9, Ng. (B11)

In parallel to the space-time, in the internal space, the sigma-model connection descends from the sigma-model

metric, Ggp, and the sigma-model derivative, d, = %, to read

gdab = %Gdc ( 8aGcb + 8bC"Yca - 85Gab) . (B12)
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The sigma-model Riemann tensor is
R%eq = 0cG%pq — 049" pe + G 449" ce = G 59 de - (B13)
while the sigma-model covariant derivative is
DyX?, = 9y X%, + G, X, — G XY,.. (B14)

The equations of motion, satisfied by the background scalars, are the following;:

D20 + (D — 1)9,A40,9* + G, 0,80, — V* = 0, (B15)
where the sigma-model derivatives are given by V¢ = G%9,V, and 0,V = %. The Einstein equations reduce to
(D —1)(0,A)* + 0?A + %V =0, (B16)
(D —1)(D —2)(8,4)% — 2G,0,8%0,8" + 4V = 0. (B17)
a. Tensor and scalar fluctuations
Following Refs. [166-170], the scalar fields can be written as
(M, r) = D(r) + ¢*(z¥, 1), (B18)

where p®(z#,r) are small fluctuations around the background solutions, ®*(r). The metric fluctuations are decom-
posed with the ADM formalism [213]:

ds? = ((L+v)? +v,v7) dr? + 2v,datdr + €47 (1, + hy,) doda” (B19)
where

hliy — e“,, + iq"el, + iqyeﬂ + @H + 1
q? D -2

8" h. (B20)

Here, v(zt,r), v*(xH,r), e#, (x#, 1), e*(x*,r), H(z*,r), and h(z*,r) are small fluctuations around the background
metric, of which e#, is transverse and traceless (while e is transverse), and gauge invariant.
The other (diffeomorphism) gauge-invariant combinations are

o a 0 P°
L A RS (B21)
h
o B22
b=v=0 (2([) - 2)3#1) ’ (B22)
—24 2
N R H B2
c e o 5D —2)0,4 2& ) (B23)
W = e APV — Ot (B24)

The algebraic nature of the equations for b and ¢ allows us to decouple the equations and solve them.
The tensor fluctuations ¢*, obey the equation of motion

9% + (D — 1)8, A8, — e*'“‘(r)qﬂ et =0, (B25)
with boundary conditions given by

=0. (B26)

v
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The equation of motion for d# is algebraic and does not lead to a spectrum of states. The equations of motion for a*
obey the following equations of motion:

0 = [D£+(D— 1)8,AD, — e 24¢2|a (B27)
4(0,0VY + V90,8 Gpe  16V0,0%0,9°Gy,
_ a o a b d T T c T T C c
Ve~ Rad, 20,07 + (D—2)5,4 T D =220, A) ]
while the boundary conditions are given by
2e%240, 0 40, b
- e otp. — 77 b —a% =o. B2
(D —2)¢%9, A {a’“ T o294 Y ] -t =0 (B28)

The background covariant derivative is D,.a%* = 0,a% + gabcar<1>ba0, and V4, = % + G4, Ve

2. Vectors, pseudoscalars, and spurions

In this appendix, we provide the gauge fixing terms and equations of motion for the spin-1 and spin-0 fluctuations
introduced in Sect. IV. The resulting equations for the fields defined in Eq. (72) (except for xas) and other fields
interacting with them are distributed in the following subsections. Section B2a reports the equations of motion
and boundary conditions for B MA and B M“‘i, and for the associated spin-0 states. Section B2b discusses Ay? and
Sect. B2c focuses on A4, respectively.

a. The BMA and BMA sectors

Following the procedure in Ref. [174], we choose the gauge fixing terms for B MA and B MA to be

)

s — /d4q dr 77HAAA
1 26

iq”BMA(fq) - gsin(v) ¢ G( ) 62A7T'A( q) — ¢ Oy (HiaiezABg,A(q))] X

D) (1) 5)
v Hy H 5
A gsin(w) & <1> Q24 Al 3 1) 24 A
X[ "B, a) =~ o 7 (q) HS)@ (H iAcBs (q)) ) (B29)
A

and
@ g
HO o ¢
)= [agar{ - o - oo (nnco)]
AA

x l—iq"sﬂq) - Hfl) O, (Hf;;e”zsﬂq))] } : (B30)

AA
where f and é are gauge-fixing parameters. The boundary-localised gauge fixing terms at r = ro are

S](é) :/d4q drd (r —rg) {

_gsin(v)
2v

‘ i . i . v i
{zq“B#A(fq) + M2H§LG2AB5A(7(]) - M2K5L;62A COS(”U)P5A(7q) (B31)
2

2 i) e A )] x g = ~all}

and

1 [ .. & _ N i
s :/d4q aré (r—rg){—QM [ztu#A(_q)+M2H§}62A55A(_q)+M2K5%6 sin(v)PA(— )} x  (B32)

x[(¢ = —q)]} -
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The boundary-localised gauge fixing parameters, M, and M,, are independent of the bulk dynamics. Gauge fixing
at r = r1 can be done in a similar manner. Gathering terms from the action Eq. (65) and gauge fixing terms in
Egs. (B29), (B30), (B31), and (B32), the equations of motion and boundary conditions for B, and B, read

—l2g (1) 24 9\ A1) 24 vig A
0=|?H), ~ 0, (HAAe aT)+(§) e ]P” B, A(q, 1), (B33)
0=[?D\)  + H 0, + e (g) L+ A IR K cos(v) ]PWBDA((],T)
T=T2
21 A(9Us\2 : urp A
n [q D4 = e (052 K cos(u )Sln(v)} PeB A (B34)
2 2
|9 g _ 1) 24 g 1 24| @"d”
o_[gHM 8T<HAA6 aT)+(2) e ] B A(g, ), (B35)
2 2 HqV :
_ |4 (1) 24 24 (9 (1) 24,9Y5\2 2| 49 A
O[M2+HAA6 O te (2) Cyiate (= )Kcos()] Z B, (q,r)r_T2
gv : "q" A
— [62A(75)2K5 cos(v)sm(v)} 2 B/‘(q,r) , (B36)
r=ro
0= [2H<}>~ o, (H(~ ~62Aar)]PWBﬁ(q,r), (B37)
0=|¢*D"", +H(~1)~€2A67»+€2A 9952 ¢ sin(v)? pB,A ,T
[R2SY (%522 Ks sin(v)’] @n)|
21 24,9Y5 . e A
+ [q D, 34 A (22 5 )2 K5 cos(v) sm(v)} P*B,%(q,r) e (B38)
2 M AV .
1 1 a-q A
0:[ Hﬁil—ar (Hﬁ&e%ar)] 2 B (¢,7), (B39)
77 .
0= +H~~62A3 + e (L2 g i wqg B, A(q, )
2 2 q =72
HgV
- eQA(%)Zm cos(v) sin(v)} ng B, A(q,r) (B40)
T=T2
Equations (B33), (B35), (B37), and (B38) can be compared to Egs. (85), (86), and (88) in the body of the paper.
For pseudoscalar and spurion fields, the equations are obtained from the variation with respect to B5A 15’5“47 Ain
the bulk and boundary and Pg4 in the boundary, respectively:
|2 _ 5 (1) 24 A
0= [q O <Hf£l{8r (HAAe )) Bs (Q7T)a (B41)
e 4 (1) 24 (1) A gus A
0= [gHQa (H e >+MH BsA(q,7) [ MK sin(v )} Pl (B42)
A r=ro
N2 _ g® ¢ (1) 24 92 A1) 24| g A
O—lq G- H; 8 (H(1)87'<HAA€ )>+2GAA€ Bs*(q,r)
AA
. (1) 24
gsin(v) | 1) 24 W, (G4 A
AA
e 24 £rr(1 0 1 i gus i
0= lHQaT (5H;L62A> + MQHJ(&;i BsA(q,r) — [TMQ COS(’U)K5} P (q)
AA r=ro
gsin(v) L (1)
AA Y
2% g (1) - MZCQA_A (qv ) ) (B44)
A~A T=T2
sin(v) W) 4an A1) 242 (9Y2 & aa ) 2| 4
0 » Or (GAA€ (’“)T) Ga¢a (5) H(})Ae (GAA) 7 (q,r)
AA
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9 (1) a4\ _ é 24 (1) A
+2 10 (GMe ) G0, (H )135 (g7, (B45)
AA
_sin) [o0) 24,2 (1) Mg A
0== {CMA + M, (2) (Cy 30" + G 0| ' (a7) s
. 2 . A
+ s (§) costorscliy] pi)| - St g - e san| o mio
r=rq r=ro
Vs 2 . ) . R
0=|Kse 2¢? + (975) K2 (cos(v)2M2 +sm(v)2M2)] PA(g)
r=ro
gus\2 cos(v) sin(v) (1) A
+ [MQKE)( : ) Gl )|
- [Kg, cos(v ) NLH, }Br @] + [Kg, sin(v)%Mzﬂgﬂ BsA(q,r) (B47)
rT=T2 T=r2
We introduce convenient redefinitions
R A : R
BsA = 45 — fgsmv(”)a,,wf‘, (B48)
e GAA g
- . A
A = U( j <YA+ 7(92/22?4&?; ) , (B49)
SIm(v
q’e GAA

to separate the physical states from the gauge- dependent ones. The equations for the gauge-independent scalar fields,
x4 , and gauge dependent, non physical Y4 are

aTG(hl)A QQG(})A .
=102 + (—2@,4(@ ~—52 ) o+ —qPe2AM _ —a XAq,7), (B50)
Gaa HH 14
o, H. 20-24()  ¢2G'Y, i
— |2+ (23 A(r) + (;‘)‘A o+ (-1 9 AL |y A(q,r). (B51)
H 3 4HAA
For the boundary terms we only mention the physical X A boundary condition:
G(l) 1
0=0r + — | X4a,r) (B52)
2AA r=ro

Equations (B50) and (B52) can be compared to Eqgs. (87) and (92).

b.  The Ap* sector

Appropriate gauge fixing terms for Ay;* in the bulk are the following:

(1)
Hy' |, g & §
s = [ d4qdr{— i [zq“A;‘(—q) 3 o g 0 = 0 (Hi e A5 (- >)]x

25 44

v 4y 9 (1) 2474 § (1) 24 4 4
X l iq" A" (q) 2 )G44 II*(q) — 481) ——=0, <H44 e As (Q))1}7 (B53)

44

where £ is the gauge-fixing parameter. The boundary-localised, gauge-fixing terms at r = ro are

1 . )
SJ(\}) :/d4q dré (r — 7o) {2M2 [zq”Aﬁ(fq) + MgHﬁ)ezAAf(fq) — M2K597562AP54(7q)

~2M,C0 P I ()] < (g )]} (B54)
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with M a free parameter. Thus, the equations of motion and boundary conditions for -Au4 read as

0=|euly o, (Hea,) + (4

2
2) G&)em} P“”A,/l(q,r), (B55)

0=[H£i>e2Aar+q2Dé%24+e2A (2) ot + <g§5>2K5e2A] PR A gr)| (B56)
T=T9

|9 5 (1) 24 g (1) 24| 979 4

o=| L) -0, (H 0.)+ (4) ol T a0 (B57)

— | g, 24 24 (9\? () | (9Y5\25- 24| 4"9" 4 4

0= [H o, +M2 + e (9) Ci+ () Kse }qz Atan)| (B58)

Equations (B55) and (B56) are restated in Eqs. (86) and (91).
For the pseudoscalars and the spurion, the equations are obtained from the variation with respect to As* and II*
in bulk and boundary and P# in the boundary, respectively. They are the following:

§ g
0= q2H4<i>—H£?6r< o (HDe) )+ (2) ol | asta.n)
Hy,
(1) 24
g 1 £Gy e
+5|Ci e, — Hio, <H()> (g, 7)., (B59)
44
e 24 (1) 24 | 4.4
0= 650, (HDe2) + M | As(a,7)
44 r=rg
+ 91 E G 0l | ) — M Kovs] PH0)| (B60)
H44 r=ro
9\* &
0=|0, (G 1) e, ) G (1) A% — (5) . (G(l)) (g, 7)
H44
g 1) 44a) _ & oan0) (1) 24 4
+ 9 (o, (¢l ) PR e )] As*(a,7) s (B61)
0= [che2 4 2t (5) (L + 0BV + 60 i)
T=T9o
2 5 1
+ g [G(l) Mzcz(lzszH(l)} As*(q,r) + {94 O - 1]533]74] Pi(q) ) (B62)
T=T2
v 1
0=|Kse A2 + M, (925) K§+Qa?,v4] Pi(q)
T=T2
9gvus (1) 4 (1) 2 4
- {M27K5H44 ] As™(q,7) + { 4 M2K50244 8 V. } I1%(q,7) (B63)
T=T2
By applying the convenient definition
X4 2
At = —— 9,104, (B64)
e*AGy 9
one can derive the equations for gauge invariant field X*:
(1) 92 (1)
o2+ (20,4 ZGu) o, 4 [ —qre2a - LGN | xaqg ), (B65)
Gig 4H
2 2A(r) K. 2 2
0=10, + GV OVae -+ ovsg - X'(q,) (B66)
02V, K5v2e2Ar) + O ,02V,e2A40) + K5C5 f,v2q? —

Equations (B65) and (B66) are restated in Eqs. (87) and (93).
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c. The Ay sector

The gauge fixing terms for AprA in the bulk are chosen to be

H(l) F _
s :/d4q dr{%— [zq“A (—q) - Hi)a’“ (Hitl}eQAAfBA(Q))} X

AA
[_iquuA(q) - Hé(.l) a?“ ( 1) 2AA ( ))] } ’ (B67)
AA

where ¢ is the gauge fixing parameter. The boundary-localised gauge fixing terms at r = ry reads

1 i _ - - _ _
s = [ataars =) {5 i AA 0 + M A )]  [~i A A + e A @)

(B68)
with M,, the boundary gauge fixing parameter.
Similar to the previous sections, the equations of motion and boundary conditions for AMA are
(1 1 v A
0 :[q2 Al& — Oy (H(— )—62‘4&” P A, A g, ), (B69)
1) 1 v
0= [H L0, + DY) P AN G )| (BT0)
2 oo v _
q 1 1 a-q
0 —[S_Hfil — 0, (Hﬁ&e%&n)} p A A (g, r), (B71)
2 % -
q (1) 245 |19 4 A
O0=|—+H Oy A7 (q,r B72
17 o) TEaan| (B72

Equations (B69) and (B70) are restated in Eqs. (85), and (90). The fifth component of the gauge field is pure gauge
in this case.

3. Asymptotic expansions of the fluctuations

We present here some of the asymptotic expansions for the fluctuations, see also Ref. [176].

a. IR expansions

For convenience, we put p, = 0 and A; = 0 in this subsection,'? while y; = 0 in order to avoid a conical singularity.
For the fluctuations of the scalars, we have

1
a® = af, +af, log(p) + na [ EYN (aI o (A (1597 —4) +20) +661(ay, — af,) (A (567 — 4) + 20))

+q*(afy —af,) - 48a“ (A (25467 4+ 20(10 — 11A)¢% + 48(A — 5)) + 400)
2
+log(p) (a?l (— 15A4 i +(A-5)A+ q2> - §a, Adr (A (597 —4) + 20)) } +0(p*), (B73)

1 1
a* = ay, + ay, log(p) + ZPQ [ - ZA@(C‘?O ar, 7 (A (567 —4) +20) + q2(a’l‘70 —aj)

13 The dependence on p, and A; can be reinstated by making the substitutions p — p — p, and ¢ — e~241¢? in the expressions for the
IR expansions.
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- ga;io (A¢7 (A (567 — 8) +40) + 80) + 1—2@ , (A¢7 (A (507 — 8) +40) + 80)

+ log(p) <—a1 AT + af, z(A 5)A¢r +aj (—A%ﬁl +3(A = 5)A¢? + ¢* — 30)) } +0(p*), (BT

_ 1 _ _
at =ajy+p? <2a}4)0q2 log(p) + a‘}‘)2> +0(p"), (B75)
A_ i af1 9%¢1 i 4
av =aot+p <2a1 0 (q + ) log(p) + am) +0(p") - (B76)
For the pseudoscalar fluctuations, we have
o ~ N 1 92
pt = P}A,o +p° [P?,z + 513}4,0 ((12 + 4¢?> log(p)] +0O (P4) . (B77)
For the vector fluctuations, we have

1
=107 _2p 2+ =¢’vr _slog(p) + 010+ —== [1536q%,,0 +80A%0; 507 (2 (8A% — 50A + 75) — 3¢7)

2t 12288
+128(A — 5)Av; 267 (—3(A — 5)A + 3¢° — 50) — 64 (9¢" + 60g> — 500) v; _2 + 125A% 07 ¢}

— 1000(A — 2)A%0; ¢ + T68¢ 07 _» log(p)} +0O ("), (BT8)
_ _ — 1 _ _
o = o7 + 07 log(p) + gep [24q (07 — vf) + 07 (—5A%GE + 8(A — 5)Ag? — 80)
+ 24‘120?,1 log(p)} +0(p"), (B79)

i A i 1
o = vy + 07, 1og(p) + op [ (24¢° + 69%0%) vilg + (—80 — 24¢% — 6962 — 40A¢3 + A? (892 — 5¢%)) v7}
+ (24q2 + 692q§1) log(p)n‘;‘)l} + 0O (p4) . (B80)
For the tensor fluctuations, we have

1
¢ = 21,0+€I7l log( )—F@p [48(]2(6170—2]71)—25A2€[,l¢%+40(A—5)A€[71¢%—40021714-482[,1(]2 log(p)} —|—O (p4) . (BSI)

b. UV expansions

In this subsection, we put A = 2, and Ay = 0 = xy.!* We write the expansions in terms of z = e~*.
For the fluctuations of the scalars, we have

1
a® = af2? +af2® + 2a2q 2 6a3q 254+ = 51° af (¢* —12¢%) 25 + O (27) , (B82)
1 1 1
oX = af — —afq®2” + —afqtet + X’ + —afq® (¢ — 1467) P+ O (27) | (B83)
6 24 144
i 1 1 1 1
ot = o — 0l 4+ 052 — aftgtst + —aq? — ——adlq® (¢ +10¢%) 25 + O (27) (B84)
2 8 10 144
. o4 1 1 1/ :
at = aff — 2CLAq2z2 + a 22+ an (905 —2¢*) 2* + — 50 <a6492¢J¢V + 2a§4q2) 20
~ 553° ol (2¢° + (20 + ¢*) 2% — 4g%6%) 25 + O (27) . (B85)

For the pseudo-scalar fluctuations, we have

+ 652 +0 (2. (B86)

no'a’ P’f‘¢v> 2 200*0s0y +pia’ed + 26y
2 0¥

pA:pS‘w{‘er(

14 The dependence on xg and Ay can be reinstated by making the substitution g2 — €2XU =240 ¢2 in the expressions for the UV expansions.
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For the vector fluctuations, we have

1 1 1
b =0y — —q2002% + —q*vpz* + v52° + — 0, (q4 - 14q§%/) 28

6 24 144
1
+ ﬁq2(35000)(5 — 38000y ¢ + 2505)2" + O (2°) , (B87)
i i 1 i A 1 i 1 i 1 i
U 064 - §q2n6422 + U?zg — §q4n64z4 + Eq%?zs — mq%é (q4 + 1O¢‘2/) 28
- _ 26 —
+ 550 (q4t1§4 + 6¢%05 (15x5 — Foves) + 45n§‘¢2v) 2T+ 0 (28), (BS8)
A_ A Yoo, as L afa 0 o\a, 1 (24, 04 5 6
" =0y — g0y 2 + 05z — g% (¢ —?(bj z —l—l—o q-v} +?Uo¢‘]¢v 2>+ 0(2°) . (B89)
For the tensor fluctuations, we have
1 1
e =-¢g— geoq2z2 + ﬂ€0q424 + 2525 + 0O (2’6) . (BQO)

Appendix C: Of two-point functions

In this short appendix, we perform an exercise to demonstrate the relation between mass spectra of vector fluc-
tuations and holographically renormalised two-point functions. To this purpose, we digress and analyse a simplified
system, in which analytical calculations can be carried out, and symmetries are manifest. We consider a new U(1)
gauge theory living in a new six-dimensional spacetime, yet adopt the same ansatz as in Eqgs. (8) and (9). At variance
with the body of the paper, we consider solutions for which A = 4x = 4p/3, resulting in an AdSg geometry. To
introduce a scale, we hold the IR cutoff, p; = 0, fixed, and interpret it as a confinement scale, as in hard-wall models
in the AdS/QCD literature [216, 217]. The (reduced) five-dimensional action for the new U(1) gauge field, Ay, is'®

1 1
S = / dp / d%uﬁ—g{ -1 e2x gMPgNQ]:MN]:pQ} + / d‘{m/—g{ - 1D2 gﬂpgyofwf,m}

where Fyny = Oy Ay — On Ay, and Ay has trivial background profile. After Fourier transforming in the Minkowski

; (C1)

P=p2

directions, the transverse part of the gauge field satisfies an equation of motion that can be written as follows:

{3’2, +30, — e_QPqQ} P,,A"(q,p) =0. (C2)
In the following, we call v(g, p) the solutions to this linear equation, which depend on the four-momentum, ¢, and
on the radial direction, p. In the IR, we impose Neumann boundary conditions, d,v(qg, p)‘p:p1 =0

The presence of the boundary-localised term, proportional to Ds, introduces (weak) gauging of the global U(1)
symmetry of the dual field theory. The transverse part of the two-point function (propagator) is
—i P 1

PrP" (AL ()AL (—q) = ,,21_13_100 2 (¢ pa)’ (C3)

where we anticipated that we will take the limit po — 400, and where

2 — i SpapU(Qap)
(e, p) = Dyt e er 0. (C4)

To remove a divergence, that appears when ps — 400, we require that

1
Dy = —e” + = (C5)

15 This action closely resembles the one for A“]‘ép in the body of the paper.
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where ¢ is a renormalisation constant. The transverse part of the propagator in the background has the closed form:

—i P77 £?
¢ 1+elo(¢?)’

PH PYY(A(q) Au(—q)) = (C6)

and the physical ¢>-dependence is encoded in

—2
(%) = ——Y——. C7
The poles in Eq. (C6) identify the mass spectrum. Equivalently, one can solve Eq. (C2), subject to Neumann

boundary condition in the IR, 0,v(g, p)| = 0, impose in the UV the constraint 8,v(q, p)+¢*Dae 3 v(q, p)|

hence identifying the discrete spectrum fr: 212, and afterwards take the limit po — 400 to recover the physical s%gg%crum.

As long as €2 and |¢?| are small, the process discussed after Eq. (C6) yields sensible physical results. However, if
one considers large values of |¢?|, an unphysical tachyonic mode appears, with ¢® ~ (¢2)~2, which is due to having
taken the limit py — 0.

If one, conversely, chooses Dy to be non-negative, and retains a large, but finite, value for ps, there are no tachyons
while the rest of the spectrum is shifted only by small effects. The appearance of the tachyon is, hence, truly
unphysical, and it should be ignored. Is there a way to write a two-point function that does not depend explicitly on
the (unphysical) cutoff, ps, nor leads to the appearance of an (unphysical) tachyon? We devote these final paragraphs
to propose a simple and elegant solution to this puzzle.

As in ordinary perturbation theory, the presence of large hierarchies between the renormalisation scale and physical
scales of interest may lead to difficulties, which can be overcome by applying the renormalisation group to improve
perturbation theory. Inspired by the work on the holographic Wilsonian renormalisation group [218, 219] (see also
Refs. [139, 220, 221] and Ref. [222]), we proceed as follows.

Suppose one computes the spectrum with a finite cutoff, po = pa, for a given choice of Dy. One can ask how to
change D, into a function that depends on ¢2 and p, so that the same spectrum is reproduced for any choice of the
finite cutoff, pz. This can be achieved by requiring that Do(g?, p2) satisfies the first-order differential equation

Dpy Do — e732¢? D3 + 2 =0, (C8)

with boundary condition D2(g?, pa) = D2 a.
For concreteness, we set Dy o = 0. From Eq. (C5), we see that if one identifies €2 = e~PA_ then the new Dy matches
the previous expression at ps = py. The solution is given by

eP2
1+er2y/—¢?cot (\/ —q?(e2 - e‘”))

and we can replace it into Eq. (C4). One may verify that, for any ¢* such that the resulting II(¢?, p2) = 0, one also has

DQ(QQap2) = -

; (C9)

95, 11(g?, p2) = 0. The zeroes of the new II(¢?, p2) do not change as a function of ps, leaving the spectrum invariant.
We may now take the limit po — oo, evolving Da(q?, p2) towards the UV by using Eq. (C9), after which the
renormalised two-point function is given by

1 1
PP A A 0) = ) ) =P (c10)
g = 1L(¢%(e2)?) + ,(¢%) ) ¢
Equation (C10) is approximately equal to Eq. (C6) for small €2 and ¢2, which validates the approximation used in the
body of the paper. Furthermore, the (unphysical) tachyon is no longer present, while the physical states are retained.
Finally, by expanding (A,,(¢)A,(—¢)) in powers of small ¢, one finds a normalisation factor for the gauge fields, so
that the four-dimensional gauge coupling is

52

_75292 %62‘92. (Cll)
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