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Abstract

We derive a gravitational block formula for the supersymmetric action for a
general class of supersymmetric AdS solutions, described by GK geometry.
Extremal points of this action describe supersymmetric AdSs solutions of type
IIB supergravity, sourced by D3-branes, and supersymmetric AdSs solutions
of D = 11 supergravity, sourced by M2-branes. In both cases, the branes
are also wrapped over a two-dimensional orbifold known as a spindle, or a two-
sphere. We develop various geometric methods for computing the gravitational
block contributions, allowing us to recover previously known results for various
explicit supergravity solutions, and to significantly generalize these results to
other compactifications. For the AdSs solutions we give a general proof that our
off-shell supersymmetric action agrees with an appropriate off-shell c-function
in the dual field theory, establishing a very general exact result in holography.
For the AdSs solutions our gravitational block formula allows us to obtain the
entropy for supersymmetric, magnetically charged and accelerating black holes
in AdS4.
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1 Introduction

The programme of identifying and studying novel geometric structures associated
with supersymmetric AdS solutions of string/M-theory has led to enormous progress
in our understanding of the AdS/CFT correspondence. A particularly rich arena is
provided by supersymmetric AdS; x Y7 solutions of type IIB supergravity [1] and
AdSs x Yy solutions of D = 11 supergravity [2]. The AdS3 X Y7 solutions, which are
dual to d = 2, N' = (0,2) SCFTs, are supported by five-form flux and are associated
with D3-branes wrapping two-dimensional, compact surfaces. The AdS, x Yy solutions
are supported by electric four-form flux and are associated with M2-branes wrapping
such surfaces and, furthermore, arise as the near horizon limit of supersymmetric
black hole solutions. The geometry on Y7 and Yy was further understood in [3| and,
moreover, extended to general odd dimensions Y5,,,1; it is referred to as GK geometry.
Initial progress in studying GK geometry arose from constructing explicit solu-
tions [3H6]. However, such explicit constructions represent only a small fraction of a
much larger landscape of solutions, and new techniques are needed in order to study
the whole family and to elucidate properties of the dual field theories. Inspired by
techniques that were developed to study Sasaki-Einstein (SE) manifolds some time
ago [7,8], a geometric extremal problem characterizing GK-geometries was formulated
in [9) and further developed in [10-14]. In particular, these new techniques enable one
to obtain quantities of physical interest for AdSs x Y7 and AdSs x Yy backgrounds,
including the central charge of the dual to d =2, N = (0,2) SCFTs and the entropy
of the supersymmetric black holes, respectively, without needing explicit solutions.
A rich sub-class of such AdSs x Y7 and AdS, x Yy solutions are closely associated
with AdSs x SE5 and AdS; x SFE7 solutions, respectively. Recalling that the latter
solutions arise from D3-branes and M2-branes sitting at the apex of the corresponding
Calabi-Yau CY3 and CY,; cone geometries, one can further wrap the D3 and M2-
branes on a compact Riemann surface. Generically this results in a GK geometry
which consists of the SE geometry fibred over the Riemann surface. This setup
has been studied in [10-14] and, in particular, significant progress has been made
in the context of toric SE manifolds, for which additional algebraic tools have been
developed [10,/13,/14]. In the type IIB context, one can interpret the AdS; x Y7
solutions as being dual to the d = 4, NN = 1 SCFTs which are associated with
AdSs x SEj5, that are then reduced on the Riemann surface and flow to d = 2,
N = (0,2) SCFTs in the IR. The geometric extremization of the GK geometry in

the toric context has then been precisely identified with c-extremization [15,/16] of



the dual field theory in [10,[11]. In the D = 11 context there is an analogous picture,
with the AdS; x Yy solutions also being associated with the near horizon limit of
supersymmetric black holes living in AdS; x SE;. In this context the geometric
extremization of the GK geometry corresponds to I-extremization [17,/18] in the field
theory, as discussed in [12,/13,/19], and this has increased the scope of recovering
the entropy of supersymmetric AdS black holes from the dual field theory, vastly
extending [17].

Until recently, the construction of supersymmetric AdS solutions associated with
branes wrapping two-dimensional surfaces has focussed on compact Riemann sur-
faces, as discussed in the previous paragraph, with supersymmetry preserved via a
topological twist [20]. However, it has recently been shown [21,22] that one can
wrap D3 and M2-branes on certain two-dimensional orbifolds known as spindles,
and moreover, the supergravity solutions preserve supersymmetry in a novel way,
called the anti-twist. The spindle solutions of |21,22] were constructed in minimal
D = 5,4 gauged supergravity theories and then uplifted on Sasaki-Einstein manifolds
SFEs, SE7, respectively, to obtain AdS3 x Y7 solutions of type IIB and AdS, x Yy so-
lutions of D = 11 supergravity. More general solutions have been found in STU-type
gauged supergravities which can be uplifted on spheres, SE5 = S° or SE; = S7 (or
specific orbifolds, thereof) [23-28]. For the STU class it was shown in [27] that in
addition to the anti-twist solutions there are also topological twist solutions, which
we will simply refer to as twist solutions.ﬂ The fact that supersymmetry is preserved
in just one of these two ways is related to the global properties of spin® spinors on
spindles with an azimuthal rotation symmetry [27].

The GK geometry for the AdS3 x Y7 and AdS, x Yy solutions obtained by uplift-
ing these gauged supergravity solutions involving spindles, consists of fibrations of
Sasaki-Einstein manifolds over spindles. A most striking feature is that the orbifold
singularities of the spindles get resolved in the uplift, and the resulting GK geometries
are completely smooth. In fact, these smooth solutions had already been constructed
some time ago using a quite different perspective [4,/6]. While not relevant for this
paper, we note that other constructions of solutions associated with various branes

wrapped on spindles as well as higher dimensional orbifolds, have also been made.ﬂ

!Note that for the usual AdS solutions based on Riemann surfaces with a topological twist, the
metric on the Riemann surface has constant curvature and the Killing spinors are constant on the
Riemann surface. Neither of these features is present for twist solutions associated with spindles.

2Solutions corresponding to branes wrapped on spindles appear in [27,29] (M5-branes), |30,31]
(D4-branes), [32] (D2-branes), while [33] discusses compactifying the Leigh-Strassler theory on a

spindle. Solutions for D4 or M5-branes wrapped on four-dimensional orbifolds are contained in



The principal aim of this paper is to synthesize the general geometric extrem-
ization techniques for studying GK geometries that have been developed with the
recent progress in constructing explicit solutions associated to branes wrapped on
spindles. The formalism we develop will allow us to study a much broader class of
configurations of D3 and M2-branes wrapping spindles, for which supergravity solu-
tions are very unlikely to be ever found in explicit form. In particular, by solving the
geometric extremization problem one can extract key properties of the solutions and
of the holographic dual field theories.

The key object in GK geometric extremization [9] is the supersymmetric action,
Ssusy, which has to be suitably extremized in the space of R-symmetry Killing vec-
tors. For AdS3 x Y7 solutions Ssygy is proportional to the “trial central charge”,
which after extremization becomes the central charge of the dual d = 2 SCFT. For
AdS, x Yy solutions Ssysy is proportional to the “trial entropy” associated with the
dual d = 1 SCFT; on-shell it is associated with the entropy of supersymmetric black
holes which have the AdSs solution as a near horizon limit. One of our main results
is to demonstrate that for GK geometry consisting of fibrations of Sasaki-Einstein
manifolds over spindles, we can write Ssysy in a “gravitational block” form. Fur-
thermore, this rewriting is also applicable for fibrations of Sasaki-Einstein manifolds
over two-spheres, thus providing a new perspective on some of the results for GK
geometry discussed in [10-14].

The idea of gravitational blocks was first proposed in [46] in the context of super-
symmetric black holes and black strings in AdS; x S7 and AdSs x S°, respectively,
which carry electric and magnetic charges as well as non-trivial rotation and with
spherical horizons. There it was shown that the entropy can be obtained by ex-
tremizing certain entropy functions that are obtained by summing (“gluing”) basic
building blocks. This observation was inspired by the factorization of partition func-
tions of N/ = 2 field theories in d = 3, proven in [47] (for later developments in
field theory see also [4850]). In subsequent work [23]30] it was shown that for the
class of explicit supergravity solutions associated with M2 and D3-branes’| wrapping
spindles, obtained by uplifting solutions in D = 4,5 STU gauged supergravity the-
ories on ST, S respectively, it is possible to write the off-shell trial entropy and

trial central charge in the form of gravitational blocks, both for the twist and the

[30431134437]. A related construction, involving branes wrapped on disks with orbifold singularities,
has been presented in [38-45]. We also highlight that some of these solutions still have orbifold
singularities in D = 10, 11.

3D4 and M5-branes were also considered in [30].



anti-twist classes. Here we will systematically derive the results of [23]30], and more-
over show that they can be extended to the whole class of GK geometry consisting
of fibrations of arbitrary Sasaki-Einstein manifolds over spindles, and, furthermore,
over two-spheres.

We now turn to an outline of the paper, also highlighting some of the key results.
We begin in section [2| by reviewing some key aspects of GK geometry on Yj, 1,
n > 3, including summarizing the extremal problem involving the supersymmetric
action Ssygy as a function of the R-symmetry Killing vector £. In particular, the
extremal problem involves imposing some flux quantization conditions, which in the
case of AdS3 and AdS, solutions is associated with flux quantization in the type I11B
and D = 11 supergravity solutions, respectively. In the remainder of the paper we

focus on GK geometry of the fibred form

Xon-1 = Yopy1 — 3, (1.1)
where Xy, are Sasakian fibers and ¥ = WCIP’[lmﬂmH is a spindle, i.e. a weighted

projective space with co-prime weights m. € N, with an azimuthal symmetry. While
we focus throughout on spindles, our main results are also applicable to replacing
the spindle with a smooth two-sphere by setting my = 1. We assume that the fibers

have a U(1)® isometry (the “flavour symmetry”) so that we can write

§= Zbu asou ) (1.2)
n=0

where (b,) = (bo, b1, b, ..., bs) € R*TL. Here 9, denotes the Killing vector generating
azimutal rotations of the spindle (uplifted to Y2,11), while 0,, with ¢ = 1,..., s is
a basis for the U(1)® action on the fibers Xy, ;. The two fibers located at the
north and south poles of the spindle ¥, denoted by X, respectively, are orbifolds
Xt = Xon_1/Zy,,. and they play an important role in our analysis.

We analyse this setup in section |3| where we prove our main result

2mh
Ssusy = b_ol (Va1 = Van_1) (1.3)

where Vi | are “master volumes” [10}[13,[14] of the covering spaces X, ; of the
fibers X, respectively. With £, the orthogonal projection of the R-symmetry vector
¢ onto the directions tangent to the fibres X, over the two poles and, similarly
Jy = J|x, the transverse Kéhler class of the GK geometry restricted to the fibres
at the poles, we have Vi | =V, 1(&x; [J1]). We refer to as the “gravitational

block” decomposition of Ssysy.



We also define geometric R-charges, RE, which are associated with certain super-
symmetric submanifolds ST of dimension (2n—3) in Y,,1. More precisely, the latter
are defined as U(1)*-invariant codimension two submanifolds S, C Xy,_;, whose
cones are divisors in the Calabi-Yau cone Xgn_lﬂ These in turn define codimension
four submanifolds S;t C Ya,,41, as the copies of S, in the fibres Xy = Xy, 1/Z,,, over
the two poles of the spindle. For AdS3 x Y7 solutions when n = 3, the latter are three-
dimensional supersymmetric submanifolds in the fibres X5/Z,,, and the geometric
R-charges are dual to the R-charges of baryonic operators associated with D3-branes
wrapping these submanifolds. Similarly, for AdS; x Yy solutions when n = 4, they
are five-dimensional supersymmetric submanifolds in the fibres X7/Z,,, and the ge-
ometric R-charges are dual to the R-charges of baryonic operators associated with
Mb5-branes wrapping these submanifolds.

The remainder of the paper considers further special cases where we can make
additional progress. In sections 4] and |5| we consider what we refelﬂ to as the “flavour
twist”, which is defined by imposing a certain restriction on the quantized fluxes so
that they are determined by the fibration structure and the choice of £&. A particular
case is provided by examples for which the fibre X5,,_; has no “baryonic symmetries”
i.e. H?*(X9,_1,R) = 0. For the flavour twist we show that for n = 3 the off-shell

trial central charge for AdSs x Y7 solutions can be written as

1 1 1
— _ 3m3N? 1.4
bo (Vols(X5)|b(+) VOls(Xs)lb(—)> ( )

while for n = 4 the off-shell entropy for AdS, x Yy solutions has the form

83 N3/

o l 1 _ o
bo v/ VOls(X7>’b(+) v/ VOIS(X7)’b(7) 3\/6

Here Volg(Xa,-1)lp, is the Sasaki-volume of Xy, as a function of the Reeb vector

(1.5)

b; and ¢ = +1 is associated with the two ways of preserving supersymmetry on
the spindle, the twist and the anti-twist [27]. Also N = mym_Ny with Ny € N,
can be understood as the flux through the Sasaki-Einstein space for the associated
AdSs x SE5 and AdS, x SE7; solutions. A special sub-case of the flavour twist is what

4Later in section [7| we will take these to be precisely the toric divisors when C(Xa,,_1) is a toric
Calabi-Yau cone, with the index a = 1,...,d running over the number of facets d of the associated
polyhedral cone in R™. But for now we may take a to be a general index, labelling any set of
U(1)*-invariant divisors in C(Xap—_1).

°This was called “mesonic twist” in [12].



we shall call the universal anti-twist; for n = 3 and 4 this corresponds to the explicit
AdS;3 x Y7 and AdSs x Yy solutions constructed using minimal gauged supergravity
in D =5and D =4 in [21] and [22], respectively, both of which are in the anti-twist
class, and we find exact agreement. Section [5|illustrates with some specific examples
of the flavour twist.

We then switch gears in sections [6]-[§ to study the case when the fibres X»,_1, and
hence Ys,41, are toric. Section [6] reviews some basic features of toric GK geometry
on Yy,1 [10,/13,/14]. In section [7| we discuss how Ssysy in (1.3 can be written
algebraically in terms of the toric data of the fibre X5, ;. We also obtain similarly
explicit expressions for the geometric R-charges, RE, in terms of V,, ; (see )

In section [8 we focus on AdSs x Y7 solutions and prove the remarkable result

1
2 = 3 @@ T) (R R RS — Ry Ry RD)3N?, (1.6)
bo

a<b<c

where RF = RF(b") are the geometric R-charges and (@, 7, 7..) is a 3 x 3 determinant,
with v, the toric data for the fibre X5, ;. The AdS3 x Y7 solutions can be interpreted
as being dual to the NV = 1, d = 4 SCFT, which is dual to AdS; x SFEj5, that is
then compactified on the spindle with magnetic fluxes switched on. We determine
the explicit map between the field theory variables involved in c-extremization and
those appearing in the extremization of the GK geometry. We also illustrate some of
our formalism explicitly by considering some examples.

In section 9 we discuss some features of the AdSs x Yy solutions when interpreted as
the near horizon limit of supersymmetric and accelerating black holes in AdS, x SEx.
This complements the recent discussion in [51].

Section concludes with some discussion. Appendix [A] and [B] contain some
technical material relevant for sections [7] and [§] respectively. Appendix [C] discusses
some aspects of Kaluza-Klein reduction of type IIB and D = 11 supergravity on SEj
and SE7; spaces, respectively, which illuminates some subtleties concerning flavour

and baryonic symmetries discussed in section [9

2 AdS solutions from GK geometry

From a physics perspective, we are interested in a class of supersymmetric AdS3 x Y7
solutions of type IIB string theory supported by D3-brane flux |1] and AdSs x Y
solutions of M-theory supported by M2-brane flux [2]. In both cases the internal
space Ya,1 is equipped with a GK geometry [3] with n = 3, n = 4, respectively.



In [9] solutions to the supergravity equations of motion were shown to be critical
points of a certain finite-dimensional extremal problem for GK geometry. In the next
two subsections we briefly review these constructions, in general (odd) dimension for

Y5,11, before then specializing to the above two cases of physical interest.

2.1 GK geometry

We begin by discussing some salient features of GK geometry, referring to [3] for more
details.

GK geometry [3] is defined on odd-dimensional Riemannian manifolds Y = Y5, 41,
of dimension 2n + 1, where n > 3. The metric on Y3, is equipped with a unit norm
Killing vector field &, called the R-symmetry vector. Since £ is nowhere vanishing, it

defines a foliation F¢ of Ys,.1, and in local coordinates we may write

g:%az, n=c(dz+ P), (2.1)

where we have defined ¢ = (n — 2), and 7 is the Killing one-form dual to &. The

metric on Y5, then takes the form
dsf/2n+1 =0 +ePdss, (2.2)

where ds?. is a Kéhler metric transverse to F¢. This Kéhler metric has a transverse
Kahler two-form J, Ricci two-form p = dP, and Ricci scalar R. Moreover, the

conformal factor e? in (2.2)) is given by

2

B C
e 5 R (2.3)

In particular this means that we require the Kahler metric to have positive scalar
curvature, R > 0.

The metric cone over Y5, is by definition C(Ys,41) = Rog X Ya,41, with conical
metric ds%(Y%H) = dr? + r? ds%@nﬂ. There is also an equivalent characterization of
GK geometry in terms of the cone geometry [3]. For a GK geometry on Y5, the
cone has an integrable complex structure, and moreover we require there to exist a
nowhere vanishing holomorphic (n + 1,0)-form W, which is closed d¥ = 0. In this
sense C'(Ya,11) is then Calabi-Yau, having vanishing first Chern class, although the
conical metric dsQC(YQnH) is neither Kéhler nor Ricci-flat. We also require that ¥ has

definite charge under &, satisfying

LT =10, (2.4)
C



In particular this condition implies that £ is a holomorphic vector field on C(Ya,41).
A GK geometry becomes “on-shell”, satisfying the supergravity equations of mo-
tion in the string/M-theory applications described in sections and if the

transverse Kahler metric satisfies the non-linear partial differential equation
1 2 ab
UR = ER — R, R, (2.5)

where R,, denotes the Ricci tensor for the Kéahler metric, and [J is the Laplacian

operator.

2.2 The extremal problem

We are interested in the following extremal problem in GK geometry, introduced
in [9]. We fix a complex cone C(Y3,11) = Ryg X Y,.1 with holomorphic volume form
U, together with a holomorphic U(1)*™! action. Here s > 0 necessarily, as £ generates
at least a U(1) action, and in this paper we will be interested in the case that s > 1
and there is at least a U(1)? action. We take corresponding generating vector fields
Op,, i =0,1,...,s, with each ¢, having period 27. Moreover, we choose this basis
so that the holomorphic volume form has unit charge under 0,,, and is uncharged
under 9,,, i = 0,2,...,s. Notice here that we have singled out the d,, direction, as
well as the d,, direction. The reason for this notation will become clear in section [3]

A choice of holomorphic R-symmetry vector £ may then be written as

= by, (2.6)
n=0
where we may regard the coefficients as defining a vector (b,) = (bo, b1, bs,...,bs) €

R*+1[f] Given the condition (2-4), we must then set

by=- = . (2.7)

1 2
c n—2
A choice of £ determines the foliation F¢, and we then further choose a transverse

Kihler metric with basic cohomology class [J] € Hy'(Fe). It will often be convenient
to note from (2.1]) that

1

dn=cp = e (2.8)

6 As is standard in the physics literature, b, here denotes both the vector, and the p-th component
of this vector. When this abuse of notation might lead to potential confusion, we write (b,) € RS™!

for the vector.

10



where [p] € Hy'(Fe) also defines a basic cohomology class.

Given this data, we may define the following supersymmetric action

n—1

Ssus E/ NApN——. 2.9
Usy Yonit (n—1)! (2.9)

It is straightforward to show [9] that this is a positive multiple of the integral of the
scalar curvature of the transverse metric R > 0 over Ys,,1, and thus Ssysy > 0 is
a necessary condition for a regular on-shell solution. A necessary condition for the
transverse Kahler metric to solve the PDE is the constraint equation

n—2

J
NAPPAN —— =0, (2.10)
/yan (n—2)!

which is equivalent to imposing that the integral of (2.5 over Y5, holds. We also

impose the flur quantization conditions

Jn—2
/E ] = v Na. (2.11)

Here X, C Y5,,11 are codimension two submanifolds, tangent to £, which form a basis
for the free part of Hy, 1(Yan11;7Z), v, are certain real constants that are given in the
physical cases of interest of n = 3, n = 4 in subsections [2.3] below, and N, € Z
are the quantized fluxes. For a given &, it is important to notice that the quantities
[2.9), .10), depend only on the basic cohomology classes [J], [p] € Hg" (Fe),
and not on the choice of Kéahler metric itself.

The extremal problem we are interested in is to extremize the supersymmetric
action , subject to imposing the constraints , , for fixed flux numbers
N,. Here the parameter space is the choice of £, parametrized by (b,) € R**! via
, and the choice of transverse Kéahler class. The number of constraints ,
(2.11)) is the same as the number of transverse Kahler class parameters. Assuming
one can eliminate the latter, the supersymmetric action then effectively becomes
a function only of b, and the flux numbers N, € Z. While we don’t have a general
theorem to this effect, we shall see later that this is the case in various examples. The
main result of [9] is that GK geometries that solve the PDE are necessarily solu-
tions to this extremal problem. It is an important outstanding problem to determine
sufficient conditions for when solutions of the extremal problem guarantee that one

in fact has a GK geometry solving the PDE; for some further discussion see [9,|10].

11



2.3 AdS; solutions from D3-branes

Setting n = 3 in the above gives internal spaces Y7 that are associated to supersym-

metric solutions of type IIB supergravity of the form [1]

dsi, = L? e B/2 (dsids3 + d82y7) )

Fy = —L* (volpags, A F + #y, F) . (2.12)
Here we have introduced the closed two-form
1
F=—-J+d(e p), (2.13)
c

where ¢ = 1(n — 2) = 3, dsigs, denotes the unit radius metric on AdSz, and L > 0
is a constant. In fact, if desired one can absorb L in the transverse Kéhler geometry

via the rescaling J — L~*J, which implies e™® — L%~ 5.
The fact that only the five-form flux F; in type IIB is non-zero implies that

these solutions are in some sense supported only by D3-branes. This flux is properly
quantized via (2.11]), satisfying

1
- - Fy=N,, 2.14
(27T€5)4g8 /a ° N ( )
provided we take the constant 3 to be
2(27ls) g,
V3 = T s (215)

where /; is the string length, and g, denotes the string coupling constant. Further-
more, the extremal value of the supersymmetric action determines the central
charge Cgugra Of the dual field theory. In fact [9] introduced a “trial central charge”
%, defined by

3L8 12(2m)?
W SSUSY = (1/2 ) SSUSY; (216>
s*s 3

and on-shell, i.e. after extremizing, one has has

z)s = Csugra - (217)

2.4 AdS, solutions from M2-branes

Setting instead n = 4 gives internal spaces Yy that are associated to supersymmetric

solutions of D = 11 supergravity of the form [2]

dsf1 = [2e2B/3 (dsids2 + ds%g) ,

G = —L*volpgs, A F, (2.18)

12



where F is again given by (2.13)), but with now ¢ = $(n —2) = 1. Again L > 0 is a
constant which can be absorbed into the transverse Kihler geometry via J — L=3.J
(this is what is done in [51]).

We may interpret the fact that the flux G is zero when restricted to Yy, as meaning
there is only M2-brane flux, and no Mb-brane flux, sourcing these solutions. The
Hodge dual seven-form ;G is properly quantized via , satisfying

1

(270, /2 e =N, (219

provided we take the constant v, to be

(270,)°
s

V4 =

(2.20)

where ¢, is the eleven-dimensional Planck length. In this case we define a “trial
entropy” . via

4 LY s _2(2m)? s

(2.21)

where the supersymmetric action is given by with n = 4. When the D = 11
solution arises as the near horizon limit of a supersymmetric black hole, it was argued
in [9] that the on-shell value, .7, is the entropy of the black hole. More generally,
one expects this quantity to be the logarithm of a supersymmetric partition function

of the dual superconformal quantum mechanics.

3 Spindly gravitational blocks

In the remainder of the paper we will be interested in studying the extremal problem
described in section , in the special case that the internal space Y5, takes the
fibred form

X2n—1 — }/2n+1 L) X, (31)

Here Y5, 1 projects under the projection map 7 to a two-dimensional surface 2, with
Sasakian fibre X5,,_;.

Physically this corresponds to the following set-up. When the fibres X = X5,
of Y = Y5, are Sasaki-Einstein manifolds, taking n = 3, n = 4 leads to associated
AdS; x X5 and AdS, x X7 solutions of type IIB supergravity and D = 11 supergravity,

respectively. These are the near horizon limits of N D3-branes or N M2-branes placed
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at the Calabi-Yau cone singularities of C'(X3,_1), respectively. We may then interpret
the fibration as wrapping the D3-branes or M2-branes over the two-dimensional
surface 3, with a general partial topological twist/fibration. The resulting low-energy
effective theories on these wrapped branes, in dimensions d = 2 and d = 1 respectively,
then flow to superconformal fixed points, with near horizon holographic duals given
by AdS3 x Y7 and AdSs x Yy, respectively.

The case where X = ¥, is a smooth Riemann surface of genus g, and where the
R-symmetry vector £ is tangent to toric fibres X, was studied in [10,/13]. Here we are
interested in generalizing this set-up by taking > = WCIP[lm_’m . to be a spindle, or
equivalently a weighted projective space with co-prime weights m4 € N. Moreover,
we take general fibres (not just toric), where crucially ¢ now has a component that
is also tangent to ZE] The action of £ on ¥ is simply rotation about the poles, which
are orbifold points modelled locally by C/Z,,,. This includes the special case that
2 = 52 is a two-spherd’ when my = 1.

The main result of this section will be that the supersymmetric action ((2.9)),
together with the associated constraint and flux quantization conditions ,
localize to integrals over the fibres X, over the poles of the spindle.ﬂ We refer to
these contributions as gravitational blocks, since they generalize similar (conjectured)
formulas that have already appeared in the literature — see [23}25,(30}46,,49, 52} 53].
As well as deriving these gravitational block formulas, we will also relate physical
quantities in the parent d = 4 and d = 3 field theories on the D3-branes and M2-
branes, respectively, to physical quantities in the compactified d = 2 and d = 1

theories in the IR. In turn, this will allow us to prove certain relations in holography.

3.1 Fibrations over a spindle

We may construct a spindle ¥ straightforwardly by gluing copies of C/Z,,, and

C/Z,,_, along their common S* boundary. The fibred geometries Y5, ,; that we are

interested in may then be realized via a modification of this gluing construction.
We begin with the product C x X5, 1, where X5, 1 will be the base of a Calabi-

Yau cone C'(Xy,-1) with dime C(Xs,-1) = n. The conical metric is ds?,y, ) =

"More precisely, 7. is a non-zero vector field on X.
8In practice, for the S? case the extremal ¢ does not have a component tangent to S2, as in [10413].

From a physics perspective, for n = 3 one can understand this as being associated with the lack of

mixing of the non-abelian isometries of the $? with the R-symmetry vector in c-extremization.
9In general these fibres will be topologically X+ = Xa,,—1/Zy,_ , rather than copies of the generic

fibre Xs,_1, as we will explain in section below. Strictly speaking, (3.1]) is then not a fibration.
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dr? +r? dsg(%il, with r > 0, and we denote by 2 the closed holomorphic (n,0)-form
on C'(Xs,_1). We also suppose that C'(X3,_1) is equipped with a holomorphic U(1)*
action, with the Reeb vector field J(rd,) generating a subgroup of this action, where
J is the complex structure tensor of C'(Xy,—1). We take a basis 0y,, i =1,...,s, of
holomorphic vector fields that generates the U(1)® action, such that the holomorphic
volume form (2 has charge 1 under 0y,, and is uncharged under 9y,, i = 2,...,s. The
corresponding coordinates 1; on Xy, 1 = {r = 1} C C(Xs,_1) here have period QWH

Given this set-up, the space Y5, 11 may be constructed by taking (C x Xs,,_1)/Zy, .
and gluing it to (C x Xs,-1)/Z,,_, where the local orbifold groups Z,,, act on both C
and the “fibres” X,,_1. It then remains to specify this action, and also make precise
how we glue. We may accomplish both together by first choosing two homomorphisms
hs : U(1) — U(1)*. This is equivalent to specifying integers o € Z, i =1,...,s, so
that explicitly

ho(w) = (W, ...,w™) € UL, (3.2)

with w € U(1) a unit norm complex number. Given a point (z,x) € Cx Xy, 1, where
z € C and z is a point in Xy,_1, the Z,,, orbifold actions are then defined by taking

the generators 'y to be
Fi(z,2) = (wg -2, he(we) - x) € Cx Xop1, (3.3)

respectively. Here wy = e*™/™+ are primitive m.-th roots of unity, and the action
of hy € U(1)® on the point x € X is via the assumed holomorphic U(1)* action
on Xs,_1. Quotienting C x X,,_; by then defines (C x Xo, 1)/Zy,,. Notice
here that any two choices of agt that agree modulo my (respectively for upper and

lower signs) give the same Z,,. quotient. That is, (C x Xy,_1)/Z,,, depends only
+

on «; € Zp,, where the latter then specify homomorphisms from Z,,, — U(1)%.
However, in the gluing construction of the two local models we describe next it will
be important to regard o € Z, and not just defined mod m..

The homomorphisms h. also specify diffeomorphisms @, (which may be thought
of as large U(1)* gauge transformations) of S' x Xy, ;1 C C x Xy, 1, where S =

{z € C||z] =1} 2U(1) are the unit norm complex numbers. Specifically,

Oi(z,7) = (2,hi*(2) - 2) € S' x Xo, 1. (3.4)

10Compare to the discussion at the start of section 2.2} The reason for using the notation t; here,
rather than ¢;, will become clear momentarily.
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Notice that the composition ®. o I'x o @' maps (z,2) € S* x Xo,_1 to (ws - 2, 7).
Thus, after composing with the diffeomorphism ®., the quotient acts only on the z
coordinate, showing that (S' X Xy, 1)/Z, = S/ Zyp, X Xop1 =2 S x Xy,_1, which
is the boundary of (C x Xo,_1)/Z,,. Both models then have the same boundary
S x Xy,_1, and we glue these boundaries with the identity diffeomorphism, after
reversing the orientation of (C x Xy,_1)/Z,,_. This constructs the total space Y, 1.

We may make the above discussion more explicit by introducing coordinates. We
write z4 = |,sz|ei<2’i as complex coordinates on each copy of C, where ngﬁi have period
27 before quotienting. The diffeomorphism /large gauge transformation is then

implemented by the coordinate transformation
¢T=¢", o =Uf —afde. (3.5)

Here zﬁ are 27-period angular coordinates on each copy of X, 1, and (¢*, gpf) are
the new angular coordinates on each copy of S x Xs,_1. It follows that on the
quotients (C x X, 1)/Zm, the ¢ have periods 2w /m., respectively. The gluing is
then accomplished by identifying (the minus sign due to the orientation change of

the second copy)

p = mpdt=-—m_¢ (3.6)

so that ¢ is a 2m-period coordinate for the azimuthal direction of the spindle. The

fibres Xy, 1 are glued with the identity diffeomorphism, meaning we identifyﬂ

e =i (3.7)

We then define ¢; = ¢ = ¢, as the angular coordinates on the fibres Xo,, ;.

3.2 Twist and anti-twist

The previous subsection gives a self-contained description for how to construct the
fibration (3.1)) over a spindle ¥. However, we may also make contact with the discus-

sion in |27], which focused on U(1) fibrations over a spindle, by focusing on the ith

UThe fibres Xa,_1 can be glued with the diffeomorphism gaj' = ; — t;(p where the parameters
t; € Z give a further diffeomorphism/large gauge transformation when we glue, as described in
[27]. However, in terms of the original coordinates this leads to the identification ;" — ajé.k =
v, — oy ngS_ + tim_g?)_, from which we see that we can simply absorb ¢; into a redefinition of o
via @ — «a; —t;m_ (notice this leaves a; mod m_ invariant, and so preserves the local model
(C x X2n-1)/Zy,_). Thus we can set t; = 0 without loss of generality. We could also remove the
remaining redundancy in this construction/description by requiring ozl.+ € {1,...,m4}, and then
take o € Z.
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factor of U(1) C U(1)*. The corresponding pair of integers (o, a; ) specify a U(1)
orbibundle over the spindle base ZH One can introduce a corresponding connection

one-form A;, and the discussion in [27] computes the total flux/Chern number

+

1 i ; i
— | F= I S & , (3.8)
21 Js m_  my  myim_
where F; = dA;, and we have defined
pi = a;my +aoim_ . (3.9)

The corresponding complex line bundle over ¥ is denoted O(p;). In particular, differ-
ent choices of ozf with the same p; in give isomorphic line bundles, as we shall
see.

Conversely, given a choice of (py,...,ps) € Z°, we may specify the local model

data above by first picking coprime integers a4 satisfying
amy+aym_ =1, (3.10)
which exist by Bezout’s lemma for coprime m,, m_, and then defining

af =ayp;i, o) =a_p;, i=2,...,5. (3.11)

2

These satisfy (3.9)), by virtue of (3.10)). Notice that here we treat the i = 1 direction
differently, as discussed below. One can check that different choices in the above

construction result in equivalent spaces Y5, 1. Explicitly, given a solution (ay,a_) €
7?2 to (3.10)), another solution is given by taking

a, — ay —Kmy , a_ — a_+Km_, (3.12)

where k € Z is arbitrary. Via this in turn shifts o — o F kpyms = o
mod m4. It follows that different choices of x lead to local models at each pole with
equivalent quotient spaces (C X Xo,,_1)/Zy,, . Moreover, the fact that o;" /m. change
by Fkp;, with opposite signs, then implies this change to each local model simply
cancels in the gluing construction, to obtain Y3, ;.

The @ = 1 copy of U(1) is special, as we chose the basis so that the holomorphic

(n,0)-form ©Q on X, 1 has charge 1 under this isometry. Equivalently, the Killing

12This pair of integers was denoted (my,—mg) in [27], where recall we have without loss of
generality set the variable p = 0 in [27], absorbing this into my or mg (¢f. equation and
the discussion after where p in [27] should be identified with one of the t;). We also note that the
analogue of the 9; coordinates here were denoted by x (for a single U(1)) in [27].
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spinor associated to the GK geometry is charged under this direction. This was
analysed in some detail in [27], with the conclusion being that there are precisely two

possibilities, called the twist and anti-twist:

twist : af = -1, af =—1,
anti-twist : af =—1, af =+1. (3.13)
Via (3.9) we then havd™|
twist : p1=—my—m_,
anti-twist : p1=+my —m_. (3.14)

In particular for the twist case this gives O(p1) = O(—m4 — m_) = Ky as the
canonical line orbibundle of the spindle Y. It will be convenient for the remainder of

the paper to write

a] =—o, P =—0omy —m_|, (3.15)

where we have introduced

+1 twist,
o= (3.16)

—1 anti-twist.

The result for the twist case ¢ = 41 may also be obtained via the following
construction. Recall that Y5,,1 is a fibration of X5, ; over X, and that ¥ denotes
the holomorphic (n + 1,0)-form on C(Y3,41). The twist case arises precisely when
C(Xan—1) fibred over ¥ is also Calabi-Yau, in the sense that it admits a holomorphic
(n+1,0)-form. This space is in general only a partial resolution of the cone singularity
C(Ya,41), and we denote its holomorphic volume form also by W. This may then be
constructed locally as the wedge product of a (1,0)-form on the spindle > with the
holomorphic (n,0)-form 2 on Xy, ; C C(X3,-1), being careful to check this glues
together appropriately.

We begin by constructing ¥ in each of the two patches. Recall that 2z, = \zi\ei‘ﬁi
are the complex coordinates on each copy of C. We denote by QF the (n, 0)-forms on

the corresponding copies of X5,,_1, before quotienting. These may further be written

3Fixing the overall sign of p; here involves a choice of convention, which we have fixed in writing
both and , and also in the discussion of the complex structure and holomorphic volume
form in the remainder of this subsection. The result of [27] more generally fixes |ai| = 1, rather
than (3.13), and it is the relative sign of af and o] that distinguishes the twist and anti-twist cases.
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as OF = ¥ OF where OF is uncharged under all Oys, i =1,...,5. We may then
define

Ut = dze A QT (3.17)

which are holomorphic (n + 1, 0)-forms, before quotienting by Z,,,. Combining the

angular changes of coordinates in section [3.1} we find
U =d <|zi|ei¢i) At eieiOF = (|zi|eii¢/mi) A etior e/ma gier () (3.18)

In order for the first expression to be invariant under the Z,,, quotient, which recall
acts only on the ¢ coordinates, we see that we immediately require oi = —1 mod
m.. Furthermore, in the second expression both ¢ and ¢; are globally defined angular
coordinates (on the complement of fixed points of the torus action), where recall that
implements the gluing of the spindle, while ¢; = ¢;” = ¢; identifies angular
coordinates on the two copies of Xy,_;. Requiring ¥ = U+ = ¥~ to agree on the
overlap in (3.18)), and moreover be charged only under d,,, with unit charge, then
imposes precisely the twist condition oaf = a; = —1 in (3.13). Thus, the twist
condition is equivalent to the fibration of C(Xs,_1) over ¥ admitting this global
holomorphic (n + 1,0)-form. In the literature this is often then called a (partial)
topological twist. At present there is no similar geometric interpretation of the anti-
twist in (3.13).

Finally, for both the twist and the anti-twist case, notice that defining d,, = 0,,
together with 0,,, ¢ = 1,...,s, these vector fields generate a U(1)**! action on the
total space Ys,.1, where this basis then satisfies the conditions imposed in the general
set-up described in section . In particular, the holomorphic (n + 1,0)-form V¥ is
uncharged under 0,,. In terms of the coordinates introduced in the construction in
section [3.1] it is helpful to note here that

1 °L of
Oy = Dp = F—0ps & > 0o O =0 =0y (3.19)
=1

Later in our discussion we will be particularly interested in the vector fields (4, that by
definition rotate the normal directions to the fibres over the poles of the spindle; that

is, the copies of X4 = Xy, _1/Z,. located at zy = 0, respectively, in the construction
of section . These are given by (= = 9;., and (3.19) immediately gives

C — 8¢3i _ m+a<p0 + a‘Pl - Zf:2 a:ra P = ZZ:O U-HL&P;L (320)

S — — S
—M_0py + 00p, =D 190 Op, = 0 Zu:o U0y, ,
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where we have used (3.13]) and (3.15). We may then also read off the “toric data”

vectors

(vip) = (my, 1, —a"), (v_py) = (—om_,1,—cd"), (3.21)
where % = (aF, ..., aF). We will make use of this result in section .

For later use, we define &4 to be the orthogonal projection of the R-symmetry
vector £ given in (2.6 onto directions tangent to the fibres over the two poles. These
may then be viewed as R-symmetry vectors for the fibres X.. From (3.20) we have

£ = bOC* Z pPa,,, ¢ = bog‘ Zb( - (3.22)
where we have defined the shifted vectors
Bt = b, — b—ovﬂ, ) = b, + b .. (3.23)
my om_
For later use note that
b — ) = P (3.24)

mym_

where we used (3.9)).

3.3 Gravitational block lemma

In this section we prove the following general formula

2mh
/ nApAT = 7r1(m+/ nAT —m_ nAF). (3.25)
Y2n+1 bo X+ X_

Here Y3, is a GK geometry fibering over a spindle X, as in (3.1]), where the fibres

over the two poles of the spindle are respectively X4 = Xy, 1 /Z,. , with the quotient
given by . The orientations of X4 here are those naturally induced via the Stokes’
theorem argument we introduce shortly, but we note that these may not agree with
the natural orientation induced by the complex structure on C'(Ya,+1) (we shall return

to discuss this later). Recall that we write the R-symmetry vector on Y, 1 as

¢ = Z b0y, (3.26)

where the vector field d,, was defined in the previous subsection, and rotates the
spindle ¥, while d,, for i = 1,...,s are tangent to the fibres Xy, 1 of (3.1). The
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differential form I" in (3.25)) is then any closed form on Y5, that is basic with respect
to the foliation defined by ¢; that is, L' =0, 2T = 0.

Both the supersymmetric action and constraint equation take the
form of the left hand side of , but so too does the flux quantization condition
, for submanifolds >, C Y5,,; that themselves fibre over the spindle direction
Y. Equation (3.25) will form the basis for much of the rest of the paper. Here
we provide a general differential-geometric proof for arbitrary fibre Xs,_;. In later
sections we will obtain an alternative proof for the case of toric Xs,_1.

We begin by noting from ([2.8)) that p = b;dn, so that (3.25]) is equivalent to

2
/ 77/\d77/\F:—7T(m+/ nAL —m_ 77/\F>. (3.27)
Yo i1 bo X, X

In section we introduced on Y5, 41 a set of 2m-period coordinates ¢, u =0, ..., s,
which are globally well-defined away from the fixed points of the U(1)*™! action on
Y5,11. In particular, ¢q is a 2m-period coordinate for the azimuthal direction of the
spindle X, while ¢;, ¢ = 1,...,s, are coordinates on the fibres X5, 1. ¢ is then
well-defined on 3, except at the poles. Each pole of the spindle is locally modelled

as a quotient C/Z,,., where we introduced complex coordinates zy = ]zi]ei‘%i on the
covering space copies of C. Via (3.5)), (3.6)), we then have

A 1 B 1
Oy = —o, G- =——p. (3-28)
er m_

Given the above notation, we next define the one-form

d
vy = %. (3.29)

A priori this is a one-form on ¥ that is well-defined except at the poles. We may
then pull this back to a one-form 7*vy on Y3,.1, which in an abuse of notation we
simply refer to also as vy. The latter is correspondingly then well-defined on Y3, 1,
except at the fibres X1 over the poles, i.e. precisely where we integrate on the right
hand side of (3.27).

The form vy is manifestly closed, but we must be careful at the poles. Indeed,
if we take the standard complex coordinate z = |z|e!® on C, where ¢ has period 27,
then v = d¢/27 is a smooth one-form on C\ {0}. Its exterior derivative is a two-form
that is zero on C\ {0}, but we also have

/51 v=1, (3.30)
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where S} = {|z| = €} is the circle of radius € > 0. We may then identify
dv =9 = i(z,y)dz AN dy, (3.31)

as a distribution-valued two-form, where z = x + iy, and 6(z,y) is the usual Dirac
delta function. More abstractly, dv = ¢ is a delta function representative of the
Poincaré dual to the origin 0 € C. We then have

1:/6(5:/€dv:/selv, (3.32)

as in (3.30)), where D, = {|z| < €} is the disc of radius e.
We may apply the above analysis to vy on the spindle, where dvy is zero except at
the poles of 3. These are both orbifold singularities, where recall that we introduced

a local model at each pole, starting with C x Xy,,_; and then quotienting by the Z,,,
action generated by (3.3). We may then identify

dvg =mydy —m_o_. (3.33)

Here the factors of +m4 come from the corresponding factors in , and 04 are
defined precisely as in , in local coordinates z. for each covering space C. Notice
that the origin of C is fixed under the Z,,, action generated by , so this group
acts purely on the fibres X5, 1 over the origin in C x X5,,_1, meaning the fibres over
the poles are X1 = Xo,_1/Zy,.. Using we may then immediately write

/ nAdngF:m+/ nALT —m_ nAT. (3.34)
Yon41

Xy X_
Here dvg is zero except near to X, which are at the origins of each local model
(C x X9p,-1)/Zp,.. On the other hand, the delta functions in precisely restrict
the integral to these copies of X.. Starting with the left hand side of , we may
then integrate by parts, using the fact that dI' = 0, to obtainﬂ

/ n/\dvg/\F:/ UO/\dn/\F:/ (Eavg)p ANdn AT (3.35)
Yon+1 Yont1

Yon41
Here in the last step we have used the fact that both dn and I' are basic, so £.dn =
0 = &410) while £an = 1. On the other hand, from (3.26) we immediately have

£1vg = bg/2m. Combining (3.35)) with (3.34)), we have thus proven ({3.27)).

4One can circumvent the use of delta functions by instead cutting out small neighbourhoods of

X, in Y2,41, to obtain a manifold with two boundary components, (S* x Xa,,_1)/Zp,, U (=S* x
Xon-1)/Z,_, and then integrating vg A n AT over this boundary. The integral of vg over the circle
factors gives m4, resulting in the right hand side of (3.34)). Instead using Stokes’ theorem, we have

dvg = 0 on the interior of the manifold with boundary, and the only contribution is the right hand

side of (3.35)).
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3.4 Gravitational block formula

We can now use these results to refine the extremal problem discussed in section
for GK geometries of the fibred form (3.1). Specifically we want to reconsider the
supersymmetric action , the constraint equation and the expression for
the fluxes .

We first observe that the supersymmetric action takes the form of ,

with T' = J"7!/(n — 1)! and hence we may write

27Tb1 J" 1
SSUSY—T<m+/X+77/\(n_1 —m_ / n—l >> (3.36)

2
Ssusy = Zbl [ Vol (X, ) — m_Vol(X_)] (3.37)
0

or

where Vol(Xy) are the induced volumes of the fibres over the poles. Indeed, since
Xy = Xoy-1/Zy,., we have in both cases myVol(Xy) = Vol(Xs,_1), although the
induced volume forms for each copy of Xy, _; are in general different, and the volumes
are different. We shall obtain an explicit formula for this for toric Xs,,_1 in section .
As remarked after equation , the orientations of X, in (3.37]) may not agree with
those induced from the complex structure on C'(Y3,41) (or equivalently the transverse
complex structure on Y1), and correspondingly the “volumes” Vol(Xy) will then
be negative. In fact we shall find that we can take Vol(X ) > 0 and o Vol(X_) > 0.

We next note that there are two preferred fluxes, N**, associated with the fibres
Xi = Xon-1/Zy,. at the north and south poles, respectively. Following (2.11)) we
define

Jn—? x
NApAN ——— = v, N°F . (3.38)
/Xi (n —2)!
Jn=2
We can then apply (3.25] - to the constraint equation ({2.10f - Weset I' = pA C=1] ) SO
that the constraint becomes

m+/ 7]/\p/\( —m_ / 7)/\p/\ 2) =0. (3.39)
X4

Thus, the constraint equation simply relates the two fluxes N** in (3.38). It is

convenient to then define N € Z via

N = m N* =m_N*- (3.40)

Notice that since m. and m_ are assumed co-prime, this means that N = m_ m_Nj,

where Ny € N. Indeed, without loss of generality we will take
N >0, (3.41)
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and hence with my > 0, we also have N+ > 0.

Before continuing, we now define the geometric R-charges for GK geometries of
the fibred form . The R-charges, RE, are associated with certain supersymmetric
submanifolds ST of dimension (2n—3) in Y, 1. More precisely, these may be defined
as follows. We begin with a set of U(1)*-invariant codimension two submanifolds
S, C Xo,_1, whose cones are divisors in the Calabi-Yau cone Xgn,l.m These in turn
define codimension four submanifolds Sai C Y5,11, as the copies of S, in the fibres
Xy = Xon-1/Zy,. over the two poles of the spindle. We then define

4 Jn—2
+
Ra = ynNX:E /S(;lt n N m . (342)

For AdS; x Y; solutions when n = 3, the latter are three-dimensional supersym-

metric sub-manifolds in the fibres X5/7Z,,. and the geometric R-charges are dual to
the R-charges of baryonic operators associated with D3-branes wrapping these sub-
manifolds. Similarly, for AdS, x Yy solutions when n = 4, they are five-dimensional
supersymmetric submanifolds in the fibres X7/Z,,, and the geometric R-charges are
dual to the R-charges of baryonic operators associated with Mb5-branes wrapping
these submanifolds. We emphasize that these supersymmetric submanifolds exist
even in cases with H 2(X2n,1, R) = 0, which we discuss further in section . We also
note that there is again an issue of orientation on S, and we will see later in the toric
case that we have R > 0 and o R, > 0.

We now compute the fluxes through another preferred class of (2n—1)-dimensional
submanifolds >, C Y5,.1. Specifically, we consider >, which are the total spaces of
the supersymmetric submanifolds .S, of the fibres Xy, _; defined above, that are then
fibred over the spindle X:

Se = Xg = 2. (3.43)

The associated flux through this class of cycles iﬂ

Jnf2
ApA——— =1, M,, 3.44
/an PN = (3.44)

5Later in section [7| we will take these to be precisely the toric divisors when C (Xan—1) is a toric
Calabi-Yau cone, with the index a = 1,...,d running over the number of facets d of the associated
polyhedral cone in R™. But for now we may take a to be a general index, labelling any set of U(1)*
invariant divisors in C'(Xa,—1).

16We emphasize that the fluxes M, are, in general, distinct from the fluxes N, in — see
. We also note that even when Hs,_3(X2,-1,R) = 0, so that the homology classes of S, in
the fibres Xs,,_1 are necessarily trivial, it does not follow that the M, are zero. Indeed, these are
integrals of the flux over ¥,, whose homology classes are generically non-trivial due to the fibration.
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where M, € Z. In a completely analogous fashion to how we derived the block
formula (3.25]), we can split the integral in (3.44]) into two pieces as

Jn—? 271'[)1 Jn—2 Jn—?
A p A = N————m_ N — 3.45
/a” PN T (”“/S;" CED T <n—2>!>’< )

where recall that S* are the copies of the S, in the fibres over the north and south

poles of the spindle, respectively. We thus conclude that these preferred fluxes are

related to the R-charges associated to these submanifolds via

M, = (rr — RN (3.46)
2b,

4 Block formula for some simpler sub-classes

We can make further progress by making some additional assumptions on the GK
geometry. In this section we first consider what we call a “flavour twist” (called a
“mesonic twist” in the toric setting in [12]) followed by the “universal anti-twist”,

which involves an additional assumption.

4.1 Block formula for X5, ; with a flavour twist

First consider the special class of geometries where the fibre X5, _; has no baryonic
symmetries, i.e. H*(Xs,_1,R) 2 0. The nomenclature comes from the fact that for
n = 3,4 the field theories dual to the associated AdS; x X5 and AdS, x X7 geometries
then have no baryonic U(1) flavour symmetries. For this case the transverse Kéhler
class of the GK geometry restricted to the fibres at the poles, [J|x. ], must necessarily

be proportional to [p] and we can write
[Jlx,] = Aslpl € Hi(Fe.) (4.1)

with AL € R, and recall that &L are the R-symmetry vectors of the fibres X,

introduced in (3.22)).

We can also consider a more general class of geometries where we don’t assume
H?*(X5,-1,R) = 0, but nevertheless (4.1 is still satisfied. We call this the “favour
twist”. We will see below that this corresponds to fixing the GK geometry Y51,

including certain constraints on the fluxes M, in terms of X5, 1, my and p;.
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Substituting (4.1]) into the supersymmetric action (3.37) we obtain

_ 21k n—1 P! ne1 Pl
o R e R R e

— ”(bel) [my AT Volg(X4) — m_ A" Volg(X_)] . (4.2)
0

Here Volg(X) is the Sasakian volume, obtained from Vol(X) by setting [J] = ﬁ[p],

namely

Volg(Xs) = @Tl)"—l/xi"/\ (npil)! . (4.3)

These Sasaki volumes can be considered to be functions of trial Reeb vectors &4
tangent to Xi. In practice, Volg(X4) can be computed by taking the expression for
the Sasakian volume of the fibre manifold X5, ; and taking the trial Reeb vector to

be the orthogonal projection of the R-symmetry vector £ on Y5, ; onto the fibres
over the poles. Recall &4 were defined in (3.22)), where we have

€, = boC+ Zb £ = boC— Zb( (4.4)

Finally, we should divide by m4 in order to take into account the quotient/orbifold

singularities, and hence we can write
1 1
VOIS(Xi) - m_:t VOLS’(Xanl)’é:gi - m_:t VOIS(X2n71)|bz(_i) . (45)

Here Volg(Xan—1)|p, i

of b; (leading to a positive Sasaki-Einstein volume after extremization). We thus have

7T(2b1)n
bo

Ssusy = [Afl Vols(Xon—1)|,c0 — A" Volg(Xan_1)], | - (4.6)

To make further progress, we now consider the expression for the flux quantization

(3.38) through the fibres over the poles. Using the same type of argument we find

1 Jn—2 — 1) (2b)" 1
Vn Jx. (n—2)! my vy,

Aiﬁ2 VOls(X2n71)|b(_i) 5 (47)

and we also recall the constraint equation (3.40) given by N = m NX+ = m_N~¥-.
We can therefore solve for Ay in terms of N. After substituting into (4.6]) we obtain

an expression for the off-shell action as a function of the R-symmetry vector £ given

17The sign is consistent with the toric formalism in section @ as well as with the known explicit

supergravity solutions.
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in and the integer N. At this point, we can set by = % and the extremization
of the GK geometry with respect to the remaining components of b, can be carried
out. There is some difference in signs depending on whether n is even or odd, which
we will discuss further below.

Before doing that we derive an expression for the geometric R-charges R=, defined
in (3.42)). Recall that ST are the copies of the supersymmetric (2n — 3)-dimensional
submanifolds S, in the fibres over the north and south poles of the spindle, respec-
tively. We can express RE in terms of the Sasakian volume of the submanifolds S,

defined as

pn—Q 1

1
+ = — -_— = —
Volg(S) = 202 /ng nA =2 ms VOIS(SQ)|bZ(j:) : (4.8)

Here Volg(S,)|s, is the standard positive Sasaki volume of the submanifold S, C X5, 4
as a function of b; (leading to a positive result on the Sasaki-Einstein manifold after

extremization). Hence, after eliminating AL using (4.7, we can conclude that

Ri B 2 VolS(Sa)

“ " (n—1)b; Vols(Xsn1) (4.9)

)

Notice that using (3.46|) we can therefore write the fluxes in the form

TN
(n - 1)[)0

VOls(Sa)
VOls(Xgn_l)

V015(5a>

M, = _ TS\
s Volg(Xa,-1)

(_)] (4.10)

This equation must be interpreted carefully. The fluxes M, on the left hand side
are integers, while on the right hand side for fixed X5, _; this is a function of the
spindle data m., the flavour twisting variables p;, and the R-symmetry vector (b,) =
(bo, b1, ..., bs) € R¥TL Fixing X5, 1, m+ and p; fixes the internal space Ys,,1, while
the extremization involves varying over the R-symmetry vector, which of course is not
compatible with holding the M, fixed in (4.10). However, the correct interpretation
is to extremize the supersymmetric action, detailed below in , , to obtain
the critical R-symmetry b7, and then use this to compute the associated fluxes for
this flavour twist solution using ; in this sense the GK geometry Y5, and the
fluxes M, are fixed by X5, 1, m+ and p;. A necessary and sufficient condition for
this to make sense is that the right hand side of is rational (hence integer
for appropriate choice of N). On the other hand, this is guaranteed to be true if
(b)) € Qs is itself rational, as the Sasakian volumes are (up to overall powers of

7 which cancel) rational functions of b; with rational coefficients [8]. The fluxes are
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thus determined in this way for the flavour twist. We shall also expand upon this
point in section , in the case that Xs,,_; is toric.

We now return to the issue of signs. Recall that N = m NX+ =m_NX- > 0 and
hence from (4.7) we can conclude that for odd n we have Ay Volg(Xs,_1)] b > 0
while for even n we have Volg(Xs,_1)| o) > 0. Next consider Vol(Xy):

Vol(Xy) = / L O e (X (4.11)

X4 (n—1)! T omy

Recalling our discussion in section [3.4] by considerations of the toric case (see (7.16)),

the orientation on X4 that we need to take are such that
Vol(X,) >0, oVol(X_)>0. (4.12)
Thus, for odd n we have:
AL >0, oA_>0, VolS(Xgn,l)]bEH >0, o VolS(in,1)|b§7> >0, (4.13)
while for even n we have:
Ay >0, oA_>0, VOIS(Xgn_l)’bEJr) > 0, VolS(XQn_1)|bg,> >0, (4.14)

which fixes the sign ambiguity in solving (4.7)).
We now further illustrate using the two cases of physical interest when n = 3 and

n = 4. The case n = 3 is associated with AdS3 x Y7 solutions. From (4.13]) we have
VOIS(XS)‘ber) >0, UVOIS(Xg))‘b(f) >0, (4.15)

and

. V3N
8b3Volg(X5) ‘b(_:l:) '

A (4.16)

Using (4.6) we therefore find that the off-shell central charge (2.16)) can be written

673 N2 1 1
Z = - 4.17
blbo ( VOlS (X5> ’b(+) VOIS (X5) |b(7) ) ( )

We should set b; = 2 when carrying out the extremization.

We now consider the case of n = 4, associated with AdSs x Yy solutions. From

(4.14) we now have

VOIS(X7)|b(_i) >0, (4.18)
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and

Uy vy
Ay = L A=0 4.19
" 24b§’Vols(X7)lb<+>] 24b§’VolS(X7)|b<_)] (4.19)
The off-shell entropy (2.21]) now reads
B 87T3N3/2 1 o

(4.20)

3[)0 /6b1 \/VOIS<X7)‘b§+> \/V015'<X7)‘b§*)

We should set b; = 1 when carrying out the extremization.
It is interesting to make a comparison with fibrations with no baryonic symmetries
over round two spheres. To do this we want to consider the twist case, i.e. 0 = 1,

set my = 1 and take the limit by — 0. First observe that with o = 1 we have

O = F67) _i(vﬂ +vz~) of _x~_m 0f

lim = =
bo—s0 bo my  m_) Ob; 4 < MM ob; ’
1=

(4.21)
i=1
where f(b;) is a generic function of the Reeb vector. Defining the operator V =

_\s pi 0
Y1 e 75, We thus have

6m3 N2 1
lim % = — 4.22
bos0 b Volg(Xp 1) | (4.22)
and
4N3/? 26
lim & = —— . 4.23
bos0 7 Y\ 27 Vol (Xan 1) (423)

In these expressions one should take derivatives with respect to b; before setting
by = 2 or by = 1, respectively. We also observe that after setting my = 1 (4.23) is
the same as equation (3.10) of [12], who considered the case of X; with no baryonic

symmetries fibred over a round two-sphere

4.2 Universal anti-twist

The universal anti-twist case is associated with Sasaki-Einstein X, fibred over the
spindle and, moreover, with the twisting in the fibration only along the Reeb Killing

vector of the Sasaki-Einstein space. We therefore impose the condition

[T, = Aslpl € HE(Fe.) (4.24)

29



where Ay are constants, to ensure that Xy, _; is Sasaki-Einstein. Notice that this
is the same condition as the flavour twist (4.1) imposed in the previous subsection.
However, in addition we demand that the fluxes, p;, determining the fibration satisfy
P14 P11,
bi = mbl( = ﬁbz( . (4.25)
by by
We need to check a posteriori that after extremization this is consistent with the
p; being integer, much as with the discussion of fluxes after equation (4.10). We
comment on this further below. Note that (4.25) is consistent with (3.24]) and, in
particular, implies that the twisting parameters can be written as

b1
b1+ bo(—a_ + oay)]

Pi= bi, i=2,...,5. (4.26)

As we will see we shall need to set ¢ = —1, and thus just have the anti-twist case, as
well as take the Sasaki-Einstein manifold X5, | to be quasi-regular.
Since the universal anti-twist is a special case of the previous subsection, we can

carry over all of the previous results of section and write, for general n,

W(VnN)% 1 Ky
SSUSY = 1 1 1 )
[2b1(n — 1)"=1]7=2by | [Volg(Xan—1)|,0]™2  [Vols(Xan—1)|,)] "2

(4.27)

where k,, = +1 if n is odd and k,, = o if is n even. As usual, to extremize we should
set by = 2/(n — 2). To proceed we extremize over b; and then by. For the former, it
is useful to use (4.25)) to introduce a new variable

ri = # b§+) = # bg_) , (4.28)
and we note that 7, = n. We next recall that Volg(Xs,_1)(r;), as a function of the
Reeb vector r;, is homogeneous of degree —n in r;. Hence, we can write

HE
Vols(Xan-1)l, ) = (17) Vols(Xan-1)l,, , (4.29)

and after substituting into (4.27) we obtain

(v, N)n=2 1 n yn_
Ssusy = ( ) i [(b§+))”’2 — kn (bg ))”’2

[2bynn(n — 1)n=17=2by [Vols(Xan-1)], ]72
(4.30)
At this point we can set by = 2/(n — 2) and proceed with the extremization. It

is clear that extremizing over b;, 1 = 2,3,..., is the same as extremizing over r;,
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1 = 2,3,.... Thus, we immediately deduce that Ssygy is extremized over b; when
VolS(Xgn,1)|n is extremized over r; and, recalling that r; = n, this results in nothing
but the Sasaki-Einstein volume i.e. Volgg(Xs,—1). This leads to the off-shell action

n—1

n—2 ﬁ ™ VnN n—=2 1 _n_ )\
Ssusy = (4 Y n_1> ( ) . [(ngr))"’Q - kn(bg ))”’2] 5
n (n ) VOISE (Xgn_l) n—2 V0

(4.31)

with the extremization over b, still to be carried out. We will explicitly extremize
over by for the two cases of physical interest below and favourably compare with
known results for explicit supergravity solutions. In particular we find that only the

anti-twist case with 0 = —1 gives rise to a positive on-shell value for Ssysy.
For the geometric R-charges, from (4.9)) and (4.28) we have

RE_ 2m Vols(S,)

4.32
. (n—l)b1 VOls(Xgn_l) b(li)ri ’ ( 3 )

where Volg(S,) is the volume of S, with respect to the Sasakian metric. Now
Volg(Xa,-1)(r;) and Volg(S,)(r;) are homogeneous of degree —n and —(n — 1) in
r;, respectively. Thus, by a similar scaling argument we deduce that after extremiz-

ing over b; the off-shell R-charges, as a function of by, are given by

Pt 2mb  Volgp(S,) b
“ n(n — 1)bl VOISE(Xgnfl) b1

R., (4.33)

where we introduced

27 Volsg(S.)
n(n —1) Volgg(Xon_1)
For n = 3 and n = 4 we have R, = R} and R, = R34, respectively, where R and
Rid are the R-charges associated with the AdS; x SE5 and AdS; x SFE; solutions,
respectively. Note that combining with , the equations above for RE

allows us to find the fluxes (with o = —1)

R, =

(4.34)

by . (e e My —m-
M, = 2 (Rt — RN = — (B9 — VR, N = N 4.
S (B = RN = 2 0 ) RN = = (4.35)
and we also have (with o = —1)
+ - bo
i+ By = (2= 22X ) Ra. (4.36)
1

where x = (m_ + my)/(m_my) is the orbifold Euler character of the spindle. In
both (4.35)), (4.36)) we have set o = —1, as it is needed for the universal anti-twist
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case. Note that in the special case that the SE space is toric, we have ) R, = 2
and hence we then also have (with o = —1)

1 b
§Z(R;+R;) =2 ix. (4.37)

Finally, we should return to the issue of everything being properly quantized.
Combining (4.26]) with (4.28]) and evaluating on-shell, we have

pi = %rf, (4.38)
where 7} is the critical Reeb vector for the Sasaki-Einstein metric on Xy, 1. The
latter is thus necessarily quasi-regular, meaning that (r}) € Q° is rational. One may
then ensure that p; € Z in by appropriately choosing py = my —m_ € Z,
which is a constraint on the choice of spindle ¥. Note that a similar conclusion was
reached for the universal twist solutions in [10], where there by = 0 and ¥ = ¥, is
a smooth Riemann surface. In that case the universal twist requires an appropriate
divisibility property for the genus g of the Riemann surface. Such issues were also
effectively discussed in [21] for the explicit AdSs x Y7 universal anti-twist solutions
described in the next subsection, where Z; quotients along the Reeb U(1) isometry
of the Sasaki-Einstein metric on X5,,_; were also Consideredﬂ

Finally, since the R-charges R, are rational for rational Reeb vector 7}, one may
ensure the fluxes M, in (4.35)) are integer by appropriately choosing N. Again, cf.

the discussion of the universal twist in [10].

4.2.1 AdS; x Y7 case
For the n = 3 case, from ([2.16]) and (4.31]), we therefore have

w3 N? 1

A I [CRECREE (4.39)

Notice that this expression is quadratic in by. If we extremize over by we find that it
is only in the anti-twist case, 0 = —1, that we get a positive on-shell central charge.

So, setting 0 = —1 we find the extremal value

3m_my(m_ +my)
bO* -

4.40
m2 +m_m; +m?2’ (4.40)

BFor such quotients the effective U(1)* action is not the same as on the unquotiented space.

32



and one can check that (4.15]) is satisfied, provided that we take m, > m_ (which is
associated with taking N > 0 and (4.12))). We can express the on-shell central charge
in terms of, a4q, the central charge of the d = 4 SCF'T, which is given by

m3N?
e 4.41
= Nol(SEs) (4.41)
and we find
4 _ _ 3
Z, — (”;+ m-) —— (4.42)
3m_my(mz +m_my +m?)

which is positive for m, > m_. The results and are in precise align-
ment with the results (21), (22) for the explicit supergravity solutions constructed in
minimal gauged supergravity in [21] (after identifying my with n).

From (4.33), the (off-shell) geometric R-charges can be written in the form

1
Ry =3 b R (4.43)

and hence

my —m_)(m_ +2m.) (my —m_)(2m_ +m.)

2(m? +m_my +m?%)

=t

a Rida R; = R3d7 (444)

2(m? +m_my +m?k)
where R4 are the four-dimensional R-charges associated with the AdSs x SEj solu-
tion. Notice that with R} > 0 and m, > m_ we have R} > 0 and oR, > 0 (with
o = —1 for this case as we have seen). We will argue more generally in the toric

setting that we always have R} > 0 and o R, > 0.

4.2.2 AdS,; x Yy case

For n = 4 using (2.21)) and (4.31]) we get the off-shell entropy

N3/273 1 [(

7= 63/2Vol(SE7)1/2 by

b2 - o672 (4.45)

which is to be extremized over by. If ¢ = 41 there are no extrema, so we again
conclude that we again must have the anti-twist case with o = —1.
We can express the off-shell result in terms of the four-dimensional Newton con-

stant G4 (in the conventions of [22]), defined by

1 23/27T2

- N3/2 4.4
G 33/2Vol(SE;)'/2 (4.46)
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Recall that the free energy on the three-sphere, Fgs, of the d = 3 SCFT dual to the
AdS, x SFE; solution is given by

™

Fgs = . 4.47
o (4.47)
We then can express the off-shell entropy (with ¢ = —1) as
1 _
= )2 4 2] (4.48)

8G by L

Extremizing over by (and setting b; = 1) we find two solutions but only one gives a

positive entropy. Focusing on this extremum we find

- \/Qm_m+
VmZ +mi’
with the associated on-shell entropy given by

g = T V2/mEIdmd —my —me (4.50)

4G(4) m_m4

Dos (4.49)

This agrees with the entropy for the supersymmetric, accelerating and magnetically
charged black holes that were constructed in minimal gauged supergravity in (1.1)
of [22].

From (4.33), the (off-shell) geometric R-charges can be written in the form

RE = pH R3M (4.51)
and hence
2 2 2 2
° + —\2m_ - 4+ — /2
R(—; - = T+ 7 i de ) Ra - = TJF ;/_m+ R(?;d ) (452)
m- + mi m* + mi

where R3¢ are the four-dimensional R-charges associated with the AdS; x SE; solu-
tion. Notice that with m, > m_ and R3 > 0 we again have R} > 0 and oR, > 0
(with 0 = —1).

Finally, as in [51] we can also make a comparison of the off-shell entropy
with an off-shell entropy function that was constructed in [22]. More specifically,
[22] considered a complex locus of supersymmetric, accelerating and magneticallylﬂ
charged black holes that were non-extremal and then holographically calculated the

on-shell action I at the AdS,; boundary. After suitable extremization I gives rise to

9Tn fact the calculation in [22] was carried out for a larger family of black hole solutions with

additional electric charge and rotation.
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the on-shell entropy. To make the connection, note that we can also write the off-shell

action (4.48) with b; =1 as

1 <p2
S = T+ (GyQm)’w | , 4.53
:FQiG(4) (w +(GwQm) w) ( )
with
(G Q) = %ﬁ: L o= %w i, w=F2mibo, (4.54)

and we see this is precisely the same as (4.41) of [53] with . = —I. We also highlight
that in the special case that the SE; is toric, using (4.37)) we can also write

o= i% ST(RE+R,). (4.55)

The off-shell action (4.48)) also agrees with (5.20) of [53], with . = —1I, after setting

a; = 1 and ay = —by.

5 Some examples

In this section we use the general results of the previous section to calculate some
physical quantities for particular examples of AdS; x Y7 and AdS,; x Yy solutions.
For the AdS; x Y7 solutions we consider X5 = S® and compare with known results
associated with explicit supergravity solutions. For the AdS; x Yy solutions we con-
sider X; = S7, for which we can also compare with known supergravity results, as
well as X7 = V52 for which explicit supergravity solutions are not known. Note that
the cases X5 = S° and X; = S” can also be treated with the toric methods that we
develop in sections [6] and [7}

5.1 AdS; x Y; solutions with X; = S°

Since H?(S°,R) = 0 the case of X5 = S° is an example with no baryonic symmetries,
as in section [ In a suitable basis, compatible with the toric data we will use for
this example later, the Sasakian volume of S° as a function of the Reeb vector can

be written as
3

15(S°) = : 1
Vo) = s — b — ) o

As is well known there are three supersymmetric three-submanifolds S, which are

U(1)? invariant and associated with baryonic operators in N’ =4 SYM theory dual
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to AdSs x S°. The Sasakian volume of these submanifolds are given by

22 22

1 = 7 1 1 a) — )
VO S(Sl) bQ b3 ) VO S(S ) ba (bl . bg . b3)

a=23. (5.2)

It will be convenient below to briefly recall that we obtain the Sasaki-Einstein volume
by setting b; = 3 in and then extremizing over b, b3. The extremal values are
by = by = 1 with Volgg(S®) = m* and Volgg(S,) = 272

We now consider the GK geometry associated with the AdSs; x Y7 solutions. The
off-shell central charge can be obtained from and reads

e 2*17\20 (67067 (57 =067 = of7) =0l (7 =0l =6l (53)

Similarly, the off-shell geometric R-charges are obtained from (4.9 and are given by

2 2bg
Rf:b—l<b§i> b — b(i) Ri="—. a=23. (54

Observe that for this example, which is also toric, we have

ZR*
m_ —omy by

d
1 _

— R+ R - — 5.5
2 ; + mym_ by’ (5:5)

b(i

in agreement with the general toric results , .

Recall that there are two preferred fluxes, N** associated with the fibres X, =
S%/Zy,,. at the north and south poles, respectively, and from we have N =
m4 N+ = m_N%X-. There are no further cohomologically non-trivial five-form fluxes.
However, we also have three five-form fluxes M, defined as the integral of the five-
form flux through the three submanifolds ¥,, obtained as the three supersymmetric
submanifolds S, of S° fibred over the spindle, as in ([3.44). Using we obtain

the following expression for the fluxes M,:

M, 1

a = - - ) ) ) 5.6
p N mm. {p1 (P2 + p3), P2 ps} (5.6)

N

where as usual, p; = —om, — m_. For this example, we have Z M, m+m ,

which one can check is in agreement with the general result ) for toric X7.
We also note that the variables p, we have introduced can be identiﬁed with the
background magnetic fluxes of the dual d = 4 SCFT, in this case N' = 4 SYM theory,

as we discuss in more detail in the toric setting in section [§
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To obtain the on-shell values for the central charge and R-charges we should set
b1 = 2 and then extremize Z over by, by and b3. The expression for 2 is quadratic in
bo, ba, b3 and we find that the extremal values for by, by and b3 depend on the spindle
data my, o as well as ax (subject to (3.11])). However, the on-shell values of 2 and
R¥ are independent of a..

There is a Z3 symmetry permuting the p, but not (p1, pe, p3): the latter is a con-
sequence of the fact that we singled out the p; direction in constructing the fibration.
It is therefore illuminating to express the on-shell values of 2 and RT in terms of

p,. For the on-shell central charge we find

61n” m? p1paps 2
m? +m3 —m2m? (p7 + p3 + p3)

(5.7)

Csugra = %s -

In the case of the twist ¢ = +1 we have exact agreement with the supergravity
solutions of [27) 7] For the anti-twist case ¢ = —1 we likewise have agreement with
the supergravity solutions found in [24},27], and for the special anti-twist case when
pr = P2 = p3 = (?nﬁjnn;) we recover the result that we derived in for the

universal anti-twist after using asq = N?/4; this is also the result found for the

supergravity solutions constructed in [21].
Starting with (4.9)), the on-shell expressions for the R-charges can be written

R = —Cmy (prlo +m_pi], palo + m_ps], pso +m_ps]) ,
R, = —Cm_ (p1[1 4+ mypi], p2[l + mypal, pa[l + mips]) , (5.8)
where
C= 2m_my (5.9)

ComZ 4+ mt —mEm2(p?+pd+pd)

This is a new result which could be checked using the explicit supergravity solutions.
It is also interesting to observe that if we demand, on-shell, ¢ougra > 0 as well as R > 0
and oR, > 0 then, for the anti-twist case (¢ = —1) we find we must have p; > 0,
p2 > 0 and p3 = —p; — po + (my — m_)/(mym_) > 0 (which, in particular, implies
my > m_); this is in alignment with the result found for the explicit supergravity
solutions as in (3.30) of [27]. Similarly for the twist case (¢ = +1) we find that we

must have any two of (p1, P2, p3) to be positive, now with p; = —p; — po — (my +

20We should identify p, with p,/(m_m, ) there, as well as m_, my with ny, ng, respectively, and
notice that the constraint (8.28) on our p, is twist case A of [27] when o = +1 and anti-twist case
B when o = —1.
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m_)/(mym_) > 0 which is also consistent?] with the result found for the explicit
supergravity solutions, see (3.31) of [27].

For the universal anti-twist case with p; = py = p3 = (g;:jg;) and 0 = —1, the

geometric R-charges simplify to give

(my —m )(m_+2m,)

3(m% +m_my +mk)
(ms —m_)(m, +2m.)

R, =— . 5.10
“ 3(m? +m_my +m?%) (5.10)

R} =

)

This is in exact agreement with the general result of after using the fact that
R} =2/3.

Finally, we can prove a conjecture for the central charge stated in [23},30]. To see
this, observe that we can use . - to write the off-shell central charge as

3N22 | £ bo : bo
D@p Tb_lll_‘[ <@a+pa5) _H ((Pa_pai) ; (511)

a=1

where
bl + _
= = 12
va =7 (BRI +R) (5.12)

and Ty 0 = 37+ 67) = by =5 We also rocall $p, = ~ 52 and
that we should set b; = 2 before extremizing. This is then in agreement with e.g. [30]

provided that we identify our (my, @q, by, po) with their (ng, p,, —2€, —n,).

5.2 Examples of AdS, x Y, solutions

We now consider some examples of AdSy x Yy solutions of D = 11 supergravity with
Yy a fibration of X; over a spindle, specifically, X7 = S7 and also X; = V>2. Both
of these cases are examples with no baryonic symmetries with H?(X7,R) = 0 and
can be analysed using the results of section . The S7 case is toric and can also be

treated using the toric formalism, similar to the analysis for S® later in section [8.4.1|

5.2.1 X;=S7 example

In a suitable basis, the Sasakian volume of S7, as a function of the Reeb vector, is

given by

7T4

3 bobgby(by — by — b3 — by)

Volg(S7) = (5.13)

2'Here we do not find a condition m > m_ as stated in (3.31) of [27]; the resolution is that twist

solutions can also be found using the analysis of [27] with my < m_ after relabelling.

38



There are four supersymmetric five-submanifolds S,, which are U(1)* invariant and
associated with baryonic operators in the SCFT dual to AdS; x S7. The Sasakian

volumes of these supersymmetric submanifolds are given by

3 3b
T Volg(S,) = A . a=2,34. (5.14)
babsby

Volg(S1) =
0 S( 1) b263b4(b1 - b2 - b3 - b4)

The Sasaki-Einstein volume can be obtained by setting by = 4 and then extremizing
(5.13)) over by, bs, by. The extremal point has by = by = by = 1 with Volgg(S”) = 74/3
and Volgg(S,) = 3.

We now consider the GK geometry associated with AdS; x Yy solutions. The
off-shell entropy function can be obtained from and takes the form

N3/2
¢¢::%%§E[¢@“Q“¢”@9*—@”—@”—h§§
o-\/bg‘>b§‘)b§‘> (bg—>._»bg—>._.bg—>._»bg—>)] . (5.15)

The off-shell geometric R-charges are obtained from (4.9)) and are given by

25
Rf—b—(b&i)—béi)—bé*)—bf)), Ry ==, a=234. (516)
1 1

Observe that for this example, which is also toric, we have

EE: Rt 2b<i

1< .
§§:uﬁ+4§):2—ﬁ%zifi%, (5.17)
a=1 -

in agreement with the general toric results (7.47)), (7.49). Also, using (3.46) we can
find the following expression for the preferred ﬁve—forrn fluxes M, defined in (3.44)).

M,
- 5.18
N m+m_ {pl 2+p3 +p4)ap27p37p4}7 ( )

Pa

where, as usual, p; = —om, — m_. For this example, we have Z L M, N,

m+m
which one can check is in agreement with the general result ( - for toric X7.

To obtain the on-shell values for .# and R, we should set b; = 1, as appropriate
for an AdS, x Yy solution, and then extremize ((5.15) as a function of be, b3, by, and

by. Performing such a computation analytically with general fluxes is difficult due to
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the presence of the square roots. We will look at a simpler case when the fluxes are

pairwise equal, i.e. My = My and M3 = M,, which amounts to setting

1
p2=5(P1—2p3),  Pi=Dps. (5.19)

2
This choice corresponds to considering fibrations of the S7 that maintain U(2) x
U(2) € SO(8) symmetry and will allow us to compare with some explicit supergravity
solutions. Notice in passing that this implies that p; = —om_, — m_ must be even.
Consistent with this U(2) x U(2) symmetry we now make the further assumption

that we can carry out the extremization over the locus

1 b
by = 5 (by — 2bs) + §(0a+ —a_),  by=by, (5.20)
which implies
1
D () T e (5.21)

2
With these restrictions, the arguments of the square roots in ({5.15) become perfect

squares, so that

NPT @) o) () (5) ()
7 = T 00 ) oD 20 )
0

where 4 are signs defined by

5, = sign [bg+><bg+> - 2b§f’)] . 0 =osign 0000 - 2b§;’)] L (5.23)

We now need to extremize over by, bg with by = 2. By an explicit calculation we find
that when 6, = ¢_, is linear in b3 and by and so it does not have any extremum.

Hence we set
0y =—0_=9. (5.24)

We then find two different set of values for (by, b3) that extremize the off-shell entropy
(.22

20mm_ 1 om_—my +4pso(l —2a_my)
where
D= \/~16p} — 8ps(om, +m_) + (om_ —m,)?, (5.26)
with the corresponding entropy given by
N3/2 (m_ — + oD
S (m omy =9 ) . (5.27)
3v/2 m_m,
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Clearly there are restrictions on m4 > 0, ps and ¢ to ensure that .%, is real and
positive. The conditions (5.23)), (5.24)), and the positivity of the entropy imply
(
b§+)(b§+) — Qbi(;r)) b b3 >0
6=1 = < O'b:())_)(bg_) — 2bg_)) b b3 <0 (528)

m_ —omy £0D <0,

\
(
b:(;_)(bg—i_) — 2b:(3+)) b b3 <0

m_ —omy £0D > 0.

\

For the twist case, 0 = +1, we find that it is not possible to satisfy these conditions.
Hence, there are no twist solutions with X; = S7 and pairwise equal fluxes. This
conclusion was also reached within the context of a specific class of local supergravity
solutions in [27}2§].

We now consider the anti-twist case, 0 = —1. In this case there are no possibilities

for the lower sign extremal solution in (5.28]), (5.29)), but there are possibilities for

the upper sign. In particular we find

. 2mym_ . 1 m_+my +4ps(1—2a_my)
b= "m—. b= = : (5.30)
and 3o
N _ -D
R <m My ) , (5.31)
3v/2 m_m,
with
1 1
=1 for: §(m+—m_)<p3<0 or O<p3<§(m+—m_),
_ 1
0=-1 for — m? < p3 < min {O, 5 (my — m_)}
1
or max {O, 5 (my — m_)} <p3 < % . (5.32)

Notice that in both cases m, — m_ is even. For these classes of anti-twist solutions

we can also compute the on-shell R-charges and find

Rf—Rg—%+%(m+—3m—4p3),
R;:RI:%—%(mJF—I—m_—élpg),
R1:R223—$(3m+—m—4p3),
R; = R, :%—%(m++m_+4p3). (5.33)
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Note that is consistent with the analysis of explicit supergravity solutions
studied in [25].@ The expressions for the geometric R-charges are a new result,
which could, in principle, be compared with a calculation using the supergravity
solutions. If we now impose the conditions R} > 0 and o R, > 0 (here with o = —1)

we find that we are only left with the case
1
d=1 for: 0<ps< 5 (my—m_). (5.34)

We can also make a comparison with the analysis of explicit supergravity solution
in [28]. An expression for the on-shell entropy for general fluxes was given in equation
(6.4) of [28] and reads, in their notation,

2 . . 2 R
T258| = ﬁNB/Q\/—OmJFm_ + P® + 0\/<—am+m_ + P(2)> —4P@ |
+ —
(5.35)
where \
PR = (mym_)? Zpapba P = (m+m—)4HPa. (5.36)
a<b a=1

We expect that this agrees with our general result; we will explicitly check it agrees in

the special case of pairwise equal fluxes. Specifically, from (5.18]), (5.19)) we substitute
my —m_ — 2p p

Pr=p2=—" S, ps=pa=——, (5.37)

2m.om_ mom._

to find that (5.35)) can be simplified to give

2 _ —D)?
i = ooy [lme T me Z DY (5.38)

Taking the square root we get agreement with the two distinct branches, § = +1,
above. Here we ruled out the § = —1 branch and one can do the same using the
analysis of [28]. In addition we believe that our result arising from the positivity
conditions R-charges is in accord with the existence of supergravity solutions of [2§]
(up to a relabelling of the parameters in the solutions and using (2.17) of [28]).

We can now consider the further special sub-case of the universal anti-twist which

has, with 0 = —1,

1 1

P2=ps=Dps=p1= Z(m+ —m_). (5.39)

22The fluxes there are 2 times the fluxes here.
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In this case the fluxes in ([5.18)) read
a= 1,1,1,1 5.40
P = 4m —{ ;- (5.40)
We can also check that the resulting extremal values for by, b3, by and by are consistent
with (4.26)). The on-shell entropy (5.31) and R-charges (5.33)) also agree with those

given in section [£.2.2]
Finally, we can prove a conjecture for the entropy stated in [30] (see also [23]). T

see this observe that we can use - - to write the off-shell entropy function,
not assuming the U(2)? symmetry condition (5.19)), as

2w N3/2 1 4
- Pa + Pabo -0 Pa — pabﬂ) 3 (541)
3bo/20; }_[1( ) }_[1(
where
by
o= (Ry + R, 5.42
(’0 2 ( a + a) ) ( )
and Y, ¢o = by + 07 = 2b; — bo " We also recall 35 p, = —7n0= and

mym—

that we should set by = 1 before extremizing. This is then in agreement with [30]

provided that we identify our (m4, @q, bo, po) With their (ng, @,, —€, —n,).

5.2.2 X; = V5% example

We now consider an example of X; where there is currently no known explicit su-
pergravity solution. Specifically, we consider the (non-toric) Sasaki manifold V52 =
O(5)/SO(3). This manifold has SO(5)x U (1) isometry, with a maximal torus U(1)3,
and hence this is an example with s = 3. The Sasakian volume can be computed
using the Hilbert series method and reads [12]
54t
(b1 = ba) (b1 + b2)(by — b3) (b1 + b3)

There are five supersymmetric five-submanifolds S,, which are U(1)? invariant, and

VOls(V5 2) (543)

are associated with baryonic operators in the SCFT dual to AdS, x V2. The Sasakian

volumes of these supersymmetric submanifolds are given by

b17T3
Volg(S7) =
ols(51) (by = b2)(by + b2)(by — bs)(by + bs)
3 3
Volg(Ss5) = ; Volg(S3) = )
ols(52) (b1 — by) (b1 + ba) (by + bs) ol(:55) (b1 + b2) (b1 — b3) (b1 + bs)
3 3
Vols(Sy) = il Volg(S5) = T

(by — ba)(by — b3)(by + b3) (b1 — ba)(by + b2) (b1 — b3)

(5.44)
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The Sasaki-Einstein volume can be obtained by setting b; = 4 and then extremizing
over by, by. The extremal point has by = b3 = 0 with Volgg(V>?) = (27/128)7*
and Volgg(S,) = 73/64.

We now consider the GK geometry associated with AdS, x Yy solutions. The
off-shell entropy function can be obtained from and takes the form

Ax N3/2
S = 27()0\/E [\/(bgﬂ _ béﬂ)(bgﬂ + béJr))(ngr) _ b§+))(b§+) 4 b§+))

o 07 B0+ )00 6700 + 6| (5a5)

The off-shell geometric R-charges are obtained from (4.9) and are given by

+ + + + +
1 3 bl ) 2 3 bl ) 3 3 b1 )
2 b + b 2 b 4 o
Ry=--—1+—2- Rf=--1 3 5.46
From (3.46)) we obtain the fluxes
M, 1
Pa = N 3mm {ph D1 — P3, P1 — P2, P1 + D2, P1 +p3} ) (5.47)
_l’_ —
with p; = —om, — m_. Note that
My + Mo+ My = My + My + My = 22N (5.48)
mym_

These equations play an analogous role to the general formula valid in the toric
case, that we discuss later. Indeed, both and may be interpreted in field
theory as the condition that the superpotential is twisted via the line bundle O(p,),
where the flux terms on the left hand side correspond to the twistings of individual
fields that appear in the superpotential. For V32 the particular combination of terms
in (5.48) may be determined from the field theory dual worked out in [54], with
particular fields being associated with particular divisors C'(S,) C C(V?>?).

To obtain the on-shell values for . and RF, we should set by = 1 and then
extremize as a function of by, by and by. As for the S7 case, the case of general
fluxes is involved, hence we will consider the case when four of the fluxes are pairwise

equal, namely M, = M3 and My = M;, which holds when

P2 =ps3- (5.49)
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This choice corresponds to considering fibrations of the V°? that maintain SU(2) x
SU(2) x U(1) € SO(5) x U(1) isometry. In this case the entropy (5.45) becomes
symmetric under the exchange by <+ b3, and we may assume that at the extremal

point

With (5.49) and restricting to the locus (5.50) we find that the (5.45)) simplifies to

A N3/?
C27hy

3087 =)0 4+ 067) = 507 =)0 + 05|, (5.50)
where the signs are defined as

6 =sign | (0 — o§)(0{" + 85|, 6- = asign [0 — )7 607
(5.52)
By an explicit calculation we find that when 6, = d_, ((5.51)) is linear in by and by

and so it does not have any extremum. Hence we take
0y =—0_=9. (5.53)
We then find that (5.51)) is extremized for

* 2mym- . pa(aym- —a-my)
b=+ by =

: =T :
V2(m2 +m?) — p} V2(m% +m?) — p}

Interestingly, bf and b5 do not depend on whether we are in the twist or in the

(5.54)

anti-twist case. The on-shell entropy reads

Fog =0 ———— [0m+ —m_ =+ \/2 (m2 +m?2) —p3| . (5.55)

Clearly we must have p2 < 2 (m% + mi) and there are additional restrictions
that are needed in order to have a positive entropy. Mimicking what we did for the
case X7 = S7, we need to analyse the cases of § = £1 and the two signs , for
each case of the twist, 0 = +1, and the anti-twist, 0 = —1. We find that there are
no possibilities for choosing m. > 0, ps for the twist case and hence there are no
AdS, x Yy solutions in the twist class for X7 = V52 and py = ps.

For the anti-twist case with ¢ = —1 we find there are no possibilities associated
with the lower sign in the extremal values in , . However, there are

possibilities associated with the upper sign. In particular we find

b — 2mym_ bE — p2(apm- —a_my)
0= 2 =

Va(mZ +mZ) = p3 VR )

(5.56)
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and

8w N3/2
yos:_(sm {er—l—m_—\/Z(mQ_—}-mi)—p% y (557)
with
d=1 for — |my —m_| < pg <|my —m_],
d=-1  for —(my+m_) <py < —|my —m_|
or my —m_| <ps < (my+m_). (5.58)

Notice that the condition p3 < 2 (m? + m?) is automatically satisfied. For this class,

with the upper sign, the on-shell R-charges are given by

L 2 dm
Ry = 3 2 2 7’
3v/2(m3 +m2) - p3
2 2(2m_
R;:R;’_—__ (;n+]2)2> 5
3 3y2(mi +m?) —p3
2 2(2m_ —
RI - R;_ — 5 ( m pQ) )
3 320mE +m) — 1
2 2(2 —
Ry =Ry = - — (2my —po) ’
3 3y2(mi +m?) —p3
2 2(2
Ri—p = 2o 2mitp) (5.59)
3 3y/2(mi +m?) —p3
If we now impose the conditions R > 0 and oR, > 0 (here with 0 = —1) we find
that we are only left with the case of the upper sign with
1
d=1 for: 0<ps< 3 (my —m_). (5.60)

It is natural to conjecture that these are sufficient constraints on the parameters in
order for the AdS, x Yy solutions to actually exist.

We can now consider the further special sub-case of the universal anti-twist which

has

p2=p3=0. (5.61)
In this case the fluxes in ([5.47)) read
M, __ D
N 3mym_
From ([5.56)) we see that the extremal value has b5 = b5 = 0, consistent with .

The extremal value of by, the on-shell entropy ([5.57)) and R-charges (5.59)) agree with
those given in section [4.2.2]

P = {1,1,1,1,1}. (5.62)
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6 Toric GK geometry

In this section we recall some general properties of the GK geometry associated with
toric Ys,41, and in particular discuss the master volume Vs, of Ys,,1 which allows
one to carry out the geometric extremization algebraically. We follow [10}[13,14],

where further details can be found.

6.1 Toric Kahler cones

We begin with a toric Kéhler cone C(Y2,11) in real dimension 2(n + 1). Thus we

have a Kahler metric of the form

d320( ) = dr® +r*ds3,. , (6.1)

Yon41

with a U(1)"*! action generated by holomorphic Killing vectors Op,, p=10,1,...,n,
with each ¢, having period 27. We assume that C'(Y2,1) is Gorenstein meaning that
it admits a global holomorphic (n + 1, 0)-form W,11). As before we choose a basis
so that this holomorphic volume form has unit charge under d,, and is uncharged
under 0., 1 =0,2,...,n.

The manifold Y5,,,1 is embedded at » = 1. The complex structure of the cone pairs
the radial vector 79, with the Killing vector field £ tangent to Ya,41, i.e. £ = J(r0,).

We can write
= b, . (6.2)
pn=0

and the vector (b,) = (bo,b1,...,b,) € R™! then parametrizes the choice of R-
symmetry vector £. A given vector field ¢ defines a foliation of Y3,,; which we

denote by F¢. We also have
£§W(n+170) - iblw(n+170) . (63)

Similarly, the complex structure pairs the one-form 7, dual to the Killing vector

¢, with dr/r. For Kéahler cones we have
dn = 2Jg , (6.4)

where Jg is the transverse Kahler form. In this case n is a contact one-form on Y5, 4
and &, satisfying £1n = 1, is then also called the Reeb vector field. The associated

Sasakian metric on Y5, is given by

ds%’znﬂ = 772 + dsgn(JS) . (65>
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We also note that that (2.8) immediately gives the cohomology relation

dn) = 5-lp] € H3(Fo), (6.6)

where p denotes the Ricci two-form of the transverse Kéhler metric ds2,(Js).

We next define the moment map coordinates
y' =120, , w=0,1,...,n. (6.7)

These span the moment map polyhedral cone C C R""!, where the y* are Euclidean
coordinates on R"*!. The polyhedral cone C, which is convex, is determined by D
vectors va, with A = 1,...D and for each A we have (v4,) € Z™"' . Specifically,
these are inward pointing and primitive normals to the D facets of the cone and we

have

C:{(y“)GR"H | ZQ#UAMZO’ Azl,...,D} . (6.8)
=0

If we change basis for the U(1)"*! action with an SL(n + 1,Z) transformation, then
there is a corresponding SL(n+1,Z) transformation on the moment map coordinates
and hence on the toric data, i.e. the vectors v,,. In the basis above, satisfying ,
the Gorenstein condition implies that (v4,-1) = 1 for all A.

Geometrically, C(Ya,.1) fibres over the polyhedral cone C. There is a trivial
U(1)™**! fibration over the interior Ciy of C, with the D normal vectors v4, to each
bounding facet {Y°_,y"va, = 0} C IC specifying which U(1) C U(1)"*! collapses
along that facet. Each facet is also the image under the moment map of a toric
divisor D4 in C(Ya,41), where Dy is a complex codimension one submanifold that
is invariant under the action of the U(1)"*! torus. We define T to be the U(1)"*!
invariant (2n—1)-cycle in Y3, 1 associated with the toric divisor D4 on the cone. Since
dim Hs,, 1(Yop41,R) = D — (n + 1), the toric (2n — 1)-cycles [T4] € Hop 1 (Yoni1,2Z)
are not independent in Ha,_1(Y2,41,Z), satisfying the (n + 1) relations

D
D wauTa] =0,  p=01,... n. (6.9)
A=1

We next define the Reeb cone, C*, to be the dual cone to C. Then for a Kahler

where C*

> 1s the open interior

cone metric on C(Y2,11) we necessarily have (b,) € C,,

of the Reeb cone [7]. The image of Ys,11 = {r = 1} under the moment map is then

the compact, convex n-dimensional polytope

P=P(b,)=CNH(b,), (6.10)
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where the Reeb hyperplane defined by

H=Hb,) = {(y“) RNy, = %} . (6.11)

6.2 The master volume

We first fix a choice of toric Kéhler cone metric on the complex cone C(Ya,11). As
described in the previous subsection, this allows us to introduce coordinates (y*, ¢,,)
on C(Ys,41). For a fixed choice of such complex cone, with Reeb vector ¢ given by
(2.6, we would then like to study a more general class of transversely Kahler metrics
of the form with J, in general, no longer equal to Jg.

Of central interest is the “master volume” defined by
Voni1 = / n A % ) (6.12)
Yon41 :
which is considered to be a function both of the vector &, specified by b,, and the
transverse Kahler class [J] € H(F¢). We can introduce ¢4 € H%(F¢) to be basic
representatives of integral classes in H?(Y3,41,7Z), which are Poincaré dual to the D

toric divisors D4 on C(Y3,41). This allows us to write

D
[J] = =27 Aaca € HR(Fe), (6.13)

A=1
with the real parameters A4 determining the transverse Kahler class. The ¢4 are not
all independent and [J] in fact only depends on D — n of the D parameters {\4}, as
we shall see shortly. It is also useful to note that the first Chern class of the foliation

can be written in terms of the ¢4 as

D
[p] =27 ) ca € Hy(Fe) . (6.14)
A=1
We then see that in the special case in which

Ay = — A=1,...D, (6.15)

2b,
we recover the Sasakian Ké&hler class [p] = 2b;[Js] and the master volume ([6.12))

reduces to the Sasakian volume.
The master volume ((6.12)) may be written as

2 n+1
Vyir = 7|?)| Vol(P) | (6.16)
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where [b] = (327 buby)'/?. The factor of (2m)"*! arises by integrating over the torus

U(1)™*, while Vol(P) is the Euclidean volume of the compact, convex n-dimensional

polytope

P =P(bu; \a)
= {(y“) €Hb) | D> (W' =y vap>Aa, A=1,... ,D} , (6.17)

with y# an arbitrary point in the Reeb hyperplane. Different choices for y can be

reabsorbed into a re-definition of the \4. It is convenient to take

1

Notice then that with A4 = —ﬁ the polytope P is the same as the Sasaki polytope
P given in (6.10)).

The master volume Vy, ;1 is homogeneous of degree n in the A4, and we have

D

V2n+1 = / 77/\$Jn = (—271')“ Z %IALnAn)\Al )\An s (619)
Y2n+1 Al,.‘.,Anzl

where the “intersection” numbers I4, 4, are defined as

1 anl)2n+1
R — ANcay N---Nca, = 6.20
A /y+ e AT (22m)m OMa, ... OAa, (6.20)
We may then calculate
a V2n+1
- (6.21)
/;/27,‘4,1 Z a)\ . a)\Ak

Aty Ap=1

We are also interested in integrating over T4, the (2n — 1)-dimensional and U (1)"*!
invariant cycle in Y5, associated with a toric divisor D4 on the cone and Poincaré

dual to ¢4. We have

/ nApEA (n_li—1)!‘]niki1 - / nApEA (7%—;—1)!‘]7%1671 A ca
Ta Yon+1

—1)kH1 D k+1
= ;) 2. & ?9)\ VW(;A - (622)
T g1 9MAOABL - OAB,

We can obtain similar formulas for integrals over higher-dimensional cycles that are

Poincaré dual to products of the c4. For example, consider the codimension four
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cycle Tz, g, that is Poincaré dual to cp, A cp,. We then find, for example,

/ T]Apk/\m(]n_Qz/ nAﬁJn_z/\CAl/\CA2
Ta Yont1

142

SCO Kl (6.23)
(2m)2 | &= 0Ax,0Aa,0\p, - OAp, '

Bu,...,Bx=

It can also be shown that the master volume Vy,.; is homogeneous of degree —1
in by,.

The master volume satisfies the important identity

D
b\ OVont1
E - = = =0,1,...,n. 24
(UA;L bl > a/\A 0 ) K 07 ) T (6 )

A=1

It follows from this, together with homogeneity, that the master volume is invariant

under the “gauge” transformations

Aa = Aa+ Y M (vab —by) (6.25)

pu=0

for arbitrary constants v#. Since the transformation parametrized by ! is trivial,
we see that the master volume only depends on D — n of the D parameters {A4}, as
noted above ]

It is possible to obtain very explicit formulas for the master volume in low di-
mensions in terms of v4,, b, and A4. Specifically, in dimensions n = 1,2 and 3 the
relevant formulae for Y3, Vs and Y7 were derived in [14], [10] and [13], respectively ]

Finally, we note that the formulae in this section assume that the polyhedral
cone C is convex, since we started the section with a cone that admits a toric Kahler
cone metric. However, this convexity condition is, in general, too restrictive. Indeed,
for applications to AdS,; and AdSs solutions of interest many explicit supergravity
solutions are known that are associated with “non-convex toric cones”, as defined
in [9], which in particular have toric data which do not define a convex polyhedral
cone. Based on the consistent picture that has emerged, including recovering results
for the known explicit supergravity solutions, it is expected that the key formulae in
this section are also applicable to non-convex toric cones, and we will assume this is

the case in the sequel.

23Note that since the A4 specify a Kahler class, they satisfy some positivity constraints, and some

care is required in utilizing these gauge transformations.
2 Note that the minus sign in (2.23) of [13] should be a plus sign.

o1



6.3 Geometric extremization for toric Y5,

When Y, is toric, the geometric extremization of section for the associated
GK geometry on Y5,4; can be carried out using the master volume Va,,11(b,; Aa). In
order to carry this out we need expressions for the off-shell supersymmetric action,
the constraint equation and flux quantization conditions. These can all be expressed

in terms of derivatives of the master volume as follows:

D
aVQn—l-l
Ssusy = — Y :
A=1 2V
D
- 3 S
AB=1 "AYAB
D 92
v, My = _ 1 OSsusy _ 1 0 Vont1 (6.26)

(27’[’) 8)\A 2m =1 8)\Aa)\3 ’

with My € Z. The M, are not all independen‘cﬁ and, as a consequence of ,
satisfy (n + 1) linear relations given by

D
> vaMa=0, p=01,...n. (6.27)
A=1
Notice that the pr = 1 component in (6.27), >, M4 = 0, is actually the constraint
equation given in ([6.26]). Since the master volume is homogeneous of degree n in the
Aa, it is also possible to write

D
2

- AaM 4. 6.28
_1V;A A ( )

Ssusy = —

n

The geometric extremization principle that is to be implemented for the GK
geometry on Y5, is now simple to state. To obtain the on-shell supersymmetric
action, we need to fix b; = ﬁ and then extremize Ssysy with respect to by, bs, ..., b,
as well as the D — n independent )4, subject to the constraint equation and flux

quantization conditions in (6.26)).

ZNote that the M4 are a linear combination of the (independent) quantized fluxes N, in (2.11)),
which are associated with the flux through a basis for the free part of Hoy,—1(Yont1;2Z).
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7 Toric geometry fibred over a spindle

With the toric formalism of section [6] to hand, we now return to studying GK geome-
tries Y5,,1 of the fibred form

Xon—1 = Youg —> X, (7.1)

introduced in section [3| where now the fibres X,,,_; are toric Sasaki-Einstein man-
ifolds and ¥ = W(C]P’[lmﬂmH is a spindle. There is then a toric U(1)" action on
Xon_1, and when combined with the azimuthal rotation symmetry of the spindle
Y= WC]P’[lm_?mH, this gives rise to a toric U(1)"*! action on Yy, 1. We will utilize
the toric geometry summarized in the previous section both for Y5,.1 and, with suit-
able notational changes, for the fibres X5, ;. Our main goal is to relate the quantities
appearing in the geometric extremal problem for Y5, in section to the master

volume Vy,,_1 of the toric fibres Xs,,_1.

7.1 Toric data for Y5,

As described in section [3, the fibration of X, over ¥ is specified by n integers
(pi) = (p1,---,pn) | These are effectively Chern numbers for the associated U(1)"
fibration over ¥, and may be identified in terms of the local gluing data «;" of section
via . Moreover, as explained in section , we have from ((3.14])

P =—(omy+m_), (7.2)
where 0 = £1 corresponds to the twist or anti-twist case, respectively:

> +1 twist (73)
—1 anti-twist .

Recall here that we are using a basis for the U(1)™ action on X, 1 for which the
holomorphic (n,0)-form € on the cone C'(Xs,_1) is only charged with respect to the
first U(1). This U(1), associated with the integer Chern number p; in (7.2)), may
then be viewed as a fiducial choice of Reeb action on the Calabi-Yau cone C'(Xs,_1),
which in the holographic context is dual to a fiducial choice of R-symmetry of the
dual SCFT (i.e. not necessarily the superconformal R-symmetry). The remaining

U(1)"!, associated with the integer Chern numbers

P = (p2,--,Pn), (7.4)

268etting m, = m, = 1 is the case of the round S?, which arises in [10] as a genus g = 0 Riemann

surface case. We should identify p; here with —n,; there.
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are dual to flavour symmetries.

The toric data for C(Ys,41) may be determined in terms of the toric data for
the Calabi-Yau cone C(Xs,_1), together with the spindle data m4., and the fibration
data p;, . To begin, let v,; with a =1,...,d and i = 1,...,n be the toric data for
C(Xapn-1), with (vg4), € Z™ for each a. In the basis for the U(1)" action described
above, where the holomorphic (1, 0)-form 2 on the cone C'(Xs,,_1) has charge 1 under
the first U(1) € U(1)", and is uncharged under the remaining U(1)"~!, we have
(vai)q = (1,10,), with @, € Z"! describing a convex lattice polytope. Following
the discussion in section , the toric data for the cone C(Y3,41) is then given by
D = d + 2 vectors v, with A =+, — aand p=0,1,...,n and (va.);_o € 7"t for
each A. Explicitly, in the basis of vector fields 9,,, p = 0,1,...,n, generating the

U(1)™*! action introduced in section [3] the v4, can be written

Vi = (Mg, v4), where vy; = (1, —ayp) ,
vy = (—om_,v_), where v_; = (1, —ca_p) ,
Vap = (0, 04i) where v,; = (1,,) . (7.5)

Here, as in (3.10)), the ay € Z satisfy
a_mi +azm_=1. (7.6)

Recall that d,, is a vector field on Y5, that rotates the spindle direction, with
the holomorphic (n + 1,0)-form ¥ on C(Y2,11) having charge zero under 9d,,, while
Oy,
Xon—1. This immediately leads to the result v,, = (0,v,) in (7.5). Geometrically,

the vy, specify the d U(1) C U(1)" subgroups that fix d corresponding toric divisors

i =1,...,n, are vector fields that generate the toric U(1)™ action on the fibres

in C(Xa,-1), and in C(Ya,11) there are then correspondingly d toric divisors, fixed
by U(1) C U(1)"*! and specified by v,,; more precisely, these are the d toric divisors
of C(Xs,_1) fibred over 3. On the other hand, in C(Y3,,1) there are two additional
toric divisors, fixed by the U(1) C U(1)"*! subgroups specified by vy, respectively.
Geometrically, these are cones over the fibres X1 = Xy, _1/Z,,, over the two poles of
the spindle, and the vector fields (4 = (v4,), (- = o(v_,) were determined in (3.20)),
(13.21).
Recall that the integers a in are unique only up to shifts

ay — ap —Kmy , a_ +— a_+Km_ (7.7)

where x € Z is arbitrary. The toric data v4, for Ya,41 given in (7.5 a priori depends

on the choice of ax, but recall that we are free to make SL(n+ 1,Z) transformations,
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corresponding to a change of basis for the torus U(1)"*'. One can check that the

matrix
1 0 0 .
0O 1 0 .
M=]kp 01 ... 0| € SL(n+1,7Z), (7.8)
o0 :
kp, 0 0 . 1

acting on the p index of v, maps the vectors vy, in (7.5) to the same set of vectors
with the replacements (7.7). The toric data we have presented is thus well-defined,
with all choices of ay satisfying ((7.6)) describing the same toric geometry.

Wiy = (M4, —aip)

Wap = (Oa wa)

w_p = (—om_, —oa_p)

Figure 1: Toric data for a representative twist case (¢ = +1) with n = 3, d = 6.
The toric diagram is a suspension of the toric diagram for X5, the two-dimensional
polytope at height zero. For the anti-twist case (¢ = —1) notice that the figure is no

longer convex (recall my € N).

The toric data vy, for Y, is given by a “suspension” of the toric data for X, 1,
at least in the twist case with ¢ = +1. Dropping the y = 1 component in ([7.5)) we

can define truncated vectors

wyp = (Mg, —asp), w_p=(—om_,—ca_p), we = (0,17,), (7.9)
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with 4 = 0,2,...,n. In Figure [I] we have provided an illustration of the polytope
that these vectors define for the twist case 0 = +1, of dimension n = 3, d = 7. In
particular the two-dimensional polytope at height zero is the “toric diagram” for X5,
defined by the vectors w,; we see that the toric diagram for Y7 is the suspension
of this, adding two additional vectors w.,. For the twist case, when o = +1, the
polytope is convex, as illustrated in the figure, but it is not for the anti-twist case
when o = —1.

That the toric data describes a fibration directly follows from our
discussion in section [3] An alternative point of view is provided by utilizing the

Delzant construction (see e.g. [55]), as discussed in appendix

7.2 Relating the master volumes of Y5,.; and Xy,

We now show that we can relate the master volume Vs, 11 for C(Y5,41), or more pre-
cisely certain derivatives of it, to the master volume V,,,_; associated with C(Xy,_1).
Recall from (6.16)) that the master volume for Y3,1 can be written

(2m)ntt
1]

Vgn_H = VOI(P) >0 s (710)

where [b] = (32)_ybubu)"/? and Vol(P) is the Euclidean volume of the compact,

convex n-dimensional polytope
P =P(bu; \a)

= {(y“)EH(bH) | Z(y“—yf)vAHZ)\A, Azl,...,D} , (7.11)

pu=0

with (y*) € H = H(b,) given by

. . 1
= ! = —,0,... . 12
(y* ),LL—O (07y*)7 Yy <2b1707 70) (7 )

The defining condition for the (n+ 1)-dimensional Reeb hyperplane H given in (6.11)

can then be written in the form
yrb=1 e Yo+ (¥ —yl)bi=0. (7.13)
n=0 =1

We now want to exploit the fact that the polytope P takes a special form, namely
a “truncated prism” with upper and lower faces, P, each of which is a polytope of

one lower dimension specified by d vectors; see Figure |2l Specifically, these polytopes

26



<?\>

Figure 2: Toric polytope for a representative twist case with n = 3, d = 6.

are defined by

P =7PnN {Z(y“ — Y oy = )\i} ) (7.14)
p=0

with vy, given in (7.5). Geometrically, these correspond to the Xo,_1/Z,,, fibres over
the two poles of the spindle, associated with orbifold singularities Z,,, , respectively,
as described in section [3] The faces Py of the truncated prism are the images of
toric divisors Dy in C'(Y2,11) under the moment map. We denote the corresponding
U(1)"*! invariant (2n — 1)-dimensional manifolds as Ty, which are copies of the fibre
Ty = Xon_1/Zp,, over the poles of the spindle. These submanifolds were denoted
X in section [3 and in particular in section 3.3} but as commented there we must be
careful with orientations. From , the volume of these manifolds are given by

1 0V,
_ 1 n—1 _ n+1
Vol(T%) :/ A G = g (7.15)

Ty

where the orientation on T is induced from the complex structure and Vol(7) > 0.
We shall see later that these satisfy the homology relation m, [T} ] = om_[T_] €
Hy,1(You41,R), leading us to identify

T.=X,, T =o0X_. (7.16)

In particular, Vol(7%) should always be positive for a bona fide GK geometry, where
note that in section (3| (see also (4.12))) we then have Vol(X_) = oVol(1L).
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We now want to re-express Vol(7%) in terms of master volume Vs, _; for the fibres
Xo,_1. First consider T',. We begin by noting that the volume of 7', is obtained from

the Euclidean volume of the (n — 1)-dimensional polytope P, where one imposes

n n

Z(yﬂ - yf)v+,u = )\+ ) Z(y,u - y*u)vau 2 )\a . (717>
n=0 ©n=0
Notice that since v,, = (0,v,;), this last inequality is exactly the same as the one for

the n-dimensional polytope:

n

> W = e = A (7.18)

=1

On the other hand, the first equation in ([7.17)) reads

y'm, + Z(?f — Y = Ay (7.19)
i=1
We can solve this for 4° and then substitute into (7.13)) to write the Reeb hyperplane

condition in the form

S0 =) (b ) = = (7.20)
When A, = 0, notice this is an n-dimensional Reeb hyperplane equation, where
we have shifted the n-dimensional Reeb vector b; — b; — TZ—ivH, which was already
introduced in (3.23)). We can also absorb the right hand side of into a new y¢,
which recall is an arbitrary point in the n-dimensional Reeb hyperplane. It is then
convenient to make the shift

‘ . b .
Py ———X,0,...,0) =y 7.21
Y, Yy + (m+b1 _ b() +5 Y 3 ) Y ) ( )

to then find that the two conditions ([7.20]) and (7.18)), and hence (7.17) along with

the Reeb hyperplane condition, can be written in the equivalent form:

n n

S =y =0, Do =y = A (7.22)

i=1 =1
where we have also defined

b b
b§+) = bz - _0v+i ) )\((J,+) = )\a + O(Jr)
my m4 by

A (7.23)
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Now are precisely the conditions for specifying an (n — 1)-dimensional
polytope P, associated with the fibre X5, 1/7Z,,, sitting at the pole of the spindle
with orbifold singularity Z,,,, as a function of the Reeb hyperplane vector bgﬂ and
Kahler class parameters Aﬁf). If Vo,,—1(bs; Ay) denotes the master volume of X, 1 as
a function of Reeb vector b; and Kahler class parameters \,, then the above analysis
shows that

1 Wy 1
Vol(T,) = —— = — 7.24
OI(T) = 5 = v (7.2
where we have defined
Vi = Vo (0 A (7.25)

Here the factor of 1/m, on the right hand side of ((7.24]) is because the corresponding
fibre is not Xo,_1, but rather 7 = Xy, 1 /Zy,, .
A nearly identical analysis goes through for 7, and we can summarize the final

results for both cases as follows?']

_ m4 aVZn—H

Vi1 = Vo (075000 = o = e Vol(Ty)
B Yo om_ Va1
Vi 1 = Vana (b7 00)) = - aAj — om_Vol(T.) , (7.26)
where we have defined the shifted vectors
b b
bz(‘+) =bi— —v,, AT =20 + %)\4’ ;
m+ m+b1
_ b b
B =+ ——u;, DYSRIED R L (7.27)
o am,bgf)

with bgi) already introduced in (3.23)). From ([7.26]) we also immediately deduce that

82V2n+1 . _2_7T 8V§§1_1 82V2n+1 _ 2T 8V2’n_1
0Ny ONa My 0Ny N0\,  om_ O\,
PVani1 _ 2mhy . Vo OVaony1 | 27y - MWVan_1

ON% mibgﬂ — 0\, ’ ON2 m2_b§7) Y ’
0*Van 11
— =0. 7.28
ONLON_ (7.28)

27As already remarked, the polytope P is convex only in the twist case with ¢ = 1, with the
anti-twist formulae with ¢ = —1 formally obtained from the twist formulae by replacing m_ with
—m_ in the toric data (7.5).
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The last result is the statement that 7, and 7" do not intersect, which is obvious
geometrically as they are distinct fibres of a fibration. Since Vol(T%) > 0 we also
note from that V), | > 0 and oV,, ; > 0.

We next consider the identity satisfied by the master volume Vs, 1. The
i =1 component of this vector equation is trivial. The u = 0 component, which will

play a key role in a moment, can be written as

d
aVZnJrl o 8V2n+1 a1}2n+1
bo a)\a = (m+b1 bo> a)\+ <0m_ b1 + bo) a)\_ . (729)

a=1

We do not explicitly write out the remaining components here.

7.3 Geometric extremization for Xy, ;| — Yo, 1 =X

We now have all the ingredients to translate the geometric extremization procedure
for Y,,41, summarized in section [6.3] in terms of the shifted master volumes on the
fibres X5,,_1. We first consider the supersymmetric action. From the definition (|6.26|)
and then using the identity satisfied by the master volume we immediately

have
D

S _ Z 8V2n+1 _ _ﬁ m 8V2n+1 —om 8V2n+1
T Lo b\~ O\ T On
A NOTL) — om VOITLY] . (7.30)

0
and we notice that the last expression is in exact alignment with the general result
(3.25)) that we proved earlier, taking into account the orientations in ([7.16|). Hence,
using ([7.26)), we obtain the key result

b
Ssusy = 27rb—1 (Vi1 = V1) (7.31)
0

and recall that Sgysy > 0.
We next consider the fluxes on Y3,.1. We denote these by My = (M, M_, M,),
which are the fluxes over the corresponding toric codimension two submanifolds Ty C

Yoni1, where Ty = (T, T_,T,). In particular

1 n—2
M, = — . 32
From (7.16]) we take
M, = N*+ | M_=oN*-, (7.33)

60



where N** > (0 were the fluxes introduced in section [3} The T, may be identified
with >, in , and are the total spaces of toric codimension two submanifolds
S, C Xo,_1, fibred over the spindle X, with a =1,...,d.

We first note that the linear relations satisfied by these fluxes given in (6.27)) can

be written in the equivalent form

m+M+ =om_M_=N ,
d
SoM, = Iy
—1 mym_
d
N
> M, = P, (7.34)
mym_

and these include the constraint equation ) , M4 = 0. The first line implies m [T | =

om_[T_] € Hy,—1(Yan11,R) that we mentioned earlier. As an aside notice that for
+1, the second line implies that some of the M, < 0. We can
Indeed from the

expression for the M4 in terms of derivatives of Sgysy given in (6.26]) we immediately

the twist case, 0 =

also easily find expressions for the fluxes M, in terms of Vy, ;.

deduce
1 b vy
mML_—Z%H Ne
1 0
om. M. — 51) Z Vzn L
]_ bl 8V2 -1 8]}; -1
M, =— T & )
Vp bg ( 8/\a 8/\a <7 35)
The constraint equation can be recast in the form
W)ﬂ = >Z: (7.36)

which ensures my M, =om_M_ = N.

Due to the constraints , the set of toric fluxes My = (M, M_, M,) is
overdetermined, and it is sometimes convenient to instead work with a minimal set of
unconstrained quantized fluxes N, as originally introduced in equation . We

may make contact between the two descriptions using the results of appendix[A] Here

the index on A, may be identified as « = [ = 0,1, ...

free part of Hy, 1(Y2,41,2), while recall that A =1,...,D
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the general homology relation in toric geometry (see e.g. [56])

d—n
My=) QFN;. (7.37)
1=0
Written out explicitly using the charge matrix Q‘If‘, satisfying 23:1 Q‘If‘ va, = 0, and
deduced in appendix [A] this reads

d—n
My=m_Ny, M_=om.Ny, Me=qiNo+> afNi. (7.38)
I=1

Here ¢} is the corresponding charge matrix for the toric fibres Xy, i, satisfying
Zizl qfvei = 0, and qf satisfies ZZ:l 46 Vai = pi, where recall the integers p; de-
termine the fibration of Xy, _; over X. Notice that the ¢ are not unique, in general,
and can be replaced with g5 — Z?;? crqf where c; are constants. In turn this shifts
the “baryonic fluxes” N7, via N7 — ¢;Njy showing that they are not unique either,
and we comment on this further in section [

Given that in (7.34]) we identify m M, = om_M_ = N, where recall 0% = 1, the
first two equations in allow us to identify

N

mym_

Ny = (7.39)

Since N is required to be a positive integer (2.11]), note this shows that N is divisible
by m,m_, as commented earlier, below (3.40)). The toric flux numbers M, thus satisfy
the last equation in (7.38)). In appendix [A| we further introduce the (non-unique)

integers o that satisfy

d
> vaied =67 (7.40)

a=1
In terms of the gauged linear sigma model description, o is the charge of the ath
coordinate on C? under the jth U(1) in the toric U(1)" action on the fibres Xy, ;.
Using this, we may then write ¢§ = >_1" | p;a’,, and hence the last equation in ([7.38)

reads

n d—n
N )
M, = E pia,, + E Qi N7 . (7.41)
=1 I=1

miym_ “—

This expresses the toric flux numbers M, directly in terms of the “flavour fluxes” p;,

and a set of “baryonic fluxes” N7, one for each independent cycle, together with N
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and the toric data. Although as we comment further in section [9) the A; depend
on an (arbitrary) choice of the ai satisfying (7.40), and different choices lead to
different N.

Although we shall not work through the details, the flavour twist case of section [4]
is obtained by imposing the condition (4.1)), which in the toric setting amounts to set
all the A\, = X to be equal in a particular gauge. To see this, from and we
can write the transverse Kéahler class for Y5, in the form [J] = —27(Aicy +Aje +
A, Ca), while the first Chern class of the foliation is [p] = 27(cy +c- 4+ >, ¢q). In
particular it is clear that is satisfied on the toric fibres at the poles.

7.4 R-charges of baryonic operators

We now provide an expression for the geometric R-charges that are associated with
certain supersymmetric cycles Ty,, a = 1,...,d, of codimension four on Y5, 1, which
were introduced in section Recall that these are defined as copies of U(1)"
invariant codimension two submanifolds S, C Xs,,_1, whose cones are divisors in the
Calabi-Yau cone X, _1, over each of the two poles of the spindle. In the notation of

section [3] we have

Tia=S", T..=08, (7.42)

a

precisely as in . In the case of n = 3,4 the geometric R-charges are dual to
the R-charges of baryonic operators associated with D3, Mb5-branes wrapping these
cycles, respectively.

In section we introduced ¢4 € H%(Fe) to be basic representatives of inte-
gral classes in H 2(Y2n+1, Z), which are Poincaré dual to the D toric divisors D4 on
C(Yapi1). We write ¢y = {c4,cq}, with c¢p Poincaré dual to the divisors Dy. The

codimension four supersymmetric cycles T, are then Poincaré dual to ¢4 A c,. Then
using the result (6.23) in the definition of the R-charges (3.42) we deducﬂ

12 1 PVan
N M:I: Vp, (27T) 8)\ia)\a .

(7.43)

28Note that the normalization of the geometric R-charges here is slightly different to what has
appeared before in the literature. For example, setting m+ = 1, 0 = +1 and by = 0, we have the
set-up associated with a Sasaki-Einstein space fibred over a sphere. In this case My = N and the

geometric R-charges here differ from those in [10}/13] by a factor of N.
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Notice that these agree with the expressions defined in (3.42)), with the different
choices of orientation in the cycles in (7.42)) cancelling due to the division by M. in

(7.43)), rather than NX+ in ([3.42)), where these are similarly related via ((7.33]). Since
M, >0 and cM_ > 0 from the first line of (7.43)) we have

R[>0, oR, >0 (7.44)

We will prove in a moment that these R-charges satisfy the identities

d 9 b d 9 b
Rtv,, = — (b, — =2 Ry, = — (b, + —2u_ 7.45
; a Yau bl(“ m+v+u>, ; @ Vo bl(#+0mv M) (745)

Using the results in the previous subsection we can now express the geometric
R-charges in terms of V,, 1. Indeed using ((7.28)) we have

R:I: o _lzavg':n—l
@ Nu, O\

(7.46)

In addition, using the expressions for the M4 given in ([7.35) we immediately derive
the result

d
;RJ=2—6

and we also note that

2b0 _ 260
: R, =2+ 7.47
2 (7.47)

2by M,
RI— R, =-=
a a bl N

(7.48)

agreeing with the general formula (3.46|) derived earlier. It is also interesting to
highlight that in the toric case, from ([7.47) we can write

d
1 m_ — omy by
= Pﬁ + R S 7.49
2 ; mym_ b ( )
Note that for the toric anti-twist case, with ¢ = —1, this expression is the same as

what we saw in the universal anti-twist case in (4.37]).
Observe that ([7.47)) is actually the g = 1 component of (7.45). Notice that the
i = 0 component of ([7.45) is trivially satisfied. Thus, to complete the proof of (|7.45))

we therefore just need to check the remaining components which read

d
2 —
ZRJ” = —b<+> > Ry, = ab<—> : (7.50)
a=1
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Using the expressions for RE given in (7.46]), we find that these are identities after
using the fact that the (2n — 1)-dimensional master volumes Vs, (b4 /\Sﬁ)) satisfy

the identity

@Vgn .

> ( g(i)) — =0 (7.51)
Uy—— |———=0, :

a=1 bgi) aAa

which is the (2n — 1)-dimensional version of (6.24)).

7.5 The limit when by =0, m+ =1

It is interesting to consider taking the limit by — 0 in the expressions for the geometric
extremization problem above. In particular, if we set m4 = 1, and ¢ = +1 the spindle
is then a two-sphere and we could expect to recover the results for GK geometry fibred
over a Riemann surface of genus g = 0 with a topological twist. In particular, in this
set-up there is no mixing of the R-symmetry vector with the U(1) action on the two
sphere and hence by = 0.

We first note that setting my = 1 and taking the by — 0 limit of the off-shell

supersymmetric action ([7.31)) we find

. _ - Va1 : ONVap1
blolgo SSUSY = —27Tb1 izl(—pi) abl —A £ a)\a s (752)
with —p; = +2, and where we have defined
A= 2n(AL+A). (7.53)

Note that in these expressions we should take derivatives before setting by = 2/(n—2).
In addition, from (7.35)) for the fluxes, in the by — 0 limit we obtain

:__28V2n 17

(9 Vgn 1 - a21}2n—1
Mq o Z NNy Z(_pi) oNOb; | (7.54)

and hence the constraint equation ) , M4 = 0 becomes in this limit

d d n
avn 82V a Van
0=—2r(—py) 2nl § 0 28/\: + o b1§ S (- 8)\28191' (7.55)

a=1 a=1 =1
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Finally, the R-charges (7.46]) are given by

. 1 2 0Vy,—1
—+ _ - = n
blolglo e = Nv, 0\,

(7.56)

These are precisely the formulae derived in [10,/13,/14], associated with a Sasaki-
Einstein space fibred over a Riemann surface of genus g = 0, after taking into account
that the R-charges differ by an extra factor of N as noted before, as well as identifying
—p; here with n; there.

We expect that setting my = 1 implies that we must have by = 0 (which we

assumed above). For the case n = 3 we can explicitly show that this is true in

section R3]

8 Matching AdS; x Y7 solutions with field theory

This section will focus on the toric set up of the previous section with n = 3. This
is associated with AdS3 x Y7 solutions of type IIB supergravity, where Y7 is a toric
GK geometry consisting of a fibration of a toric Sasaki-Einstein space X5 over a
spindle. These solutions can be interpreted as being dual to the N = 1, d = 4
SCFT, which is dual to AdS5 x X5, that is then compactified on the spindle with
magnetic fluxes switched on. We determine the explicit map between the field theory
variables involved in c-extremization and those appearing in the extremization of the
GK geometry. We also illustrate some of our formalism explicitly by considering the

examples when X5 = S° and also T4

81 N =1,d=4SCFT on RM x %

Consider the four-dimensional N = 1 SCFT that is associated with N D3-branes
sitting at the apex of the Calabi-Yau 3-fold cone C(X5), with toric vectors vy, a =
1,...,dand 7 = 1,...3. Recall that the SCFT has, genericall , U(1)? symmetry
with U(1)473 baryonic symmetry associated with the number of independent three
cycles d — 3 = dim H3(X5,R) on the Sasaki-Einstein manifold X5;. We then place
the SCFT on a spindle with background magnetic fluxes for the U(1)? symmetry,
associated with either a twist or an anti-twist to preserve supersymmetry. Assuming
that the resulting field theory flows to a d = 2, N' = (0,2) SCFT in the IR, we
can extract the central charge, as well as the R-charges of the baryonic operators,

using c-extremization [15]. The extremization can be carried out in two stages by

29Tn some cases this is enlarged to a non-Abelian symmetry.
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first extremizing over the baryonic directions first. The resulting central charge after
the first stage, which is still off-shell, is what can be matched with the off-shell
gravitational computation, as we shall show in detail.

Let A, be the trial R-charges of the fields that are associated with the toric
divisors of C'(X5) — see, for example, [56], [57] for a general discussion of quiver gauge
theories dual to toric C'(X5), and this trial R-charge assignment. The A, satisfy the

constraint

d
Z = (8.1)

which is equivalent to the statement that the superpotential of the theory has R-
charge 2. We also turn on background magnetic fluxes for the U(1)? symmetry, with

field strengths F,, a =1,...,d, given by

1
pa_g/z‘ch (82>

where the p, are integers divided by (m_m, ). These may be viewed as twisting the
associated fields into sections of O(p,) over the spindle, where to preserve supersym-
metry we have the constraint

d

Z _omy +mo 7 (8.3)

+m_
=1

associated with the twist and the anti-twist case when o = £1, respectively.
We next define the field theory quantities®]

1 =
AF EAﬁ_g(pa_?“_aw),

2 2 m_mgy
1 TqM_ — oMy
A=A, —= ot ——""7"""m 1|, 8.4

with r, a set of arbitrary variables satisfying the constraint

d
Y re=2. (8.5)

a=1
Different choices of r, give different gauges, and so will drop out of final resultsﬂ To

see this, notice that the freedom we have is

d
Ta F Tq+ 0Ty , with Zéra =0. (8.6)

30These were labelled Aél), A,(f) in [23].
31Tn various papers the results for A, in different gauges have been reported.
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On the other hand, from (8.4)) we see that such a shift may be absorbed into the trial

R-charges A, via
g m—_ — omy

A, = A+ —

2 m_my

and, moreover, this shift preserves the constraint (8.1]). Notice that (8.1)—(8.4)) imply
that AT satisfy

(8.7)

d
;A —2—m—+, ZA‘ amg (8.8)

Using anomaly polynomials, it has been shown that the off-shell trial central

charge in the large N limit is given by [23]

3 o oS e N A A A
Ctrial = g ( Z (Uaavbavc>A:A;_Az_ - Z (Uaavlnvc)Aa Ab Ac) N2 ) (89)

a<b<c a<b<c

where (U, Uy, U.) = det(¥,, U, U.). Associated with the d — 3 baryonic directions, we

can first impose a partial set of extremization conditions

d . 0c
Z tr““: ., I=1,...,d-3, (8.10)
=1

where we recall that ¢f are the kernel vectors for the toric data for C'(X5) satisfying

d
> qfva=0. (8.11)
a=1

which specifies the embedding U(1)%% C U(1)? (see appendix . After solving
these conditions, and substituting back into c., one obtains an off-shell function,
Cirial [baryonic, Of d—(d—3) = 3 variables: we start with the d+1 variables Ay,..., Ay, ¢,
with one constraint , and end up with (say) A1, Ay, &, where we have eliminated
Az, ..., A, using the constraints . After extremizing over the baryonic direc-
tions, the resulting Af\baryomc are then also functions of trial R-charges Aq, Ag, €.
The on-shell results are then obtained by further extremizing over A, Ay, e. This
procedure is carried out for fixed magnetic fluxes p,.

It is interesting to highlight that the baryon mixing constraints can be
recast as an expression that is linear in either A, and €. We prove this in appendix

[B] and, for example, we can write the conditions as

bod
Z Z G (Ua, U, Ue) (AT + pcAF +epppe) = 0. (8.12)

b=1 a=1 c=1
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8.2 Matching with GK geometry

Recalling ([7.34)), the rank of the field theory gauge group, N, is identified on the

gravity side via
N=m, M, =om_M_. (8.13)

Furthermore the background magnetic fluxes for the SCFT p, are identified on the

gravity side via

Pa = (8.14)

where M, characterize the quantized five-form flux through the d toric five-cycles on
Y7 associated with the toric divisors D,. Importantly, the second condition in ([7.34))
on the M, implies that this identification is consistent with the field theory constraint
on the p,. Note also from the third condition in , for consistency, we deduce
that the background magnetic fluxes of the SCFT are related to the geometric data
p which specifies the fibration of the SEj5 over the spindle, via

> tlapa = ! 7 (8.15)
- m_m.
This particular relation may be understood in field theory as follows. Recall that
turning on the magnetic flux p,, the corresponding fields Z, become sections of O(p,)
over the spindle ¥. On the other hand, in the gauged linear sigma model description
of the fibres C'(X5), the Z, are also sections of non-trivial bundles over the fibres X,
as they are (typically) charged under the baryonic U(1)?3 symmetries. However,
from one can verify that HZZI ZY* are sections of trivial bundles on the fibres
X5, that moreover have charge d;; under the jth toric U(1) C U(1)®. The variables
p then precisely describe the twisting of this ¢th flavour direction over the spindle X2,
for ¢+ = 2,3, which is the equality . A more detailed discussion of this may be
found in appendix B of [13], albeit in the case that ¥ = 3, is a smooth Riemann
surface of genus g.

We also make the identification
€ = bo s (816)
as well as

=R, (8.17)

ALl e —
@ |baryonic a @ |baryonic a
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where the notation on the left hand side means that we have extremized the trial
c-function in field theory over the baryonic directions, as discussed in the last sub-
section. We immediately notice that the conditions on the Af]baryonic arising from
(8-8) are consistent with the conditions on the R in (7.47). Observe that RE are
functions of the trial R-symmetry vector (bg, be, b3) (with b; = 2, as required for a
GK geometry) while the Af\baryonic are functions of trial R-charges Aq, Ag, e, after
extremizing over the baryonic directions.

The claim is that gives the change of variables between field theory and GK
geometry. Notice this is a prior: over-determined, as there are 2d equations in (8.17)),
but only three independent variables. However, we can prove that the identification
is consistent; the proof is somewhat involved so we have presented it in appendix
Bl We will also show there, using the key results of the previous section, that the
off-shell trial central charge in gravity can be expressed in the form

> (a0, %) (Ri B R — Ry Ry R . (8.18)

With the above dictionary, this is then in exact agreement with the field theory

result .

8.3 New variables

In field theory, instead of using the variables A, subject to the constraints (8.1)) and

(8.10) we can use a slightly different set of variables ¢, defined via

Lar+an) =, 420, (.19)

90a=2 4 mym_

where we used (8.4) and we recall the gauge parameters satisfy > 1, = 2. The
inverse relation is AF = ¢, + =Pa. The constraints , - ) then become the

following constraints on the ¢,:

d
Eomy —m-
; Spa - 2 5 m+m7 ;
d b d
D> (T T (pobe + pey) = 0, (8.20)

b=1 a=1 c=1

where we used (B.26) to get the second expression. We also highlight that while

(Ua, Up, Ue) is antisymmetric in b, ¢ and (@ppe + @cpp) is symmetric, the sum is not
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trivial due to middle summation running from a = 1,...,b. The off-shell trial central
charge can be written in terms of the ¢, as:

Lo g?
Ctrial = 3N2 Z (Uaa Up, Uc) (paSObSOc + PoPaPe + pc@a‘pb + Z papbpc) . (821)
a<b<c
These formulae generalize those of [23]30], who studied the case of X5 = S°, to
arbitrary X5. Indeed for the special case of X5 = S%, which we will study in the next

subsection, there is no baryonic symmetry and we just have the first constraint in

(8.20). Furthermore, the trial central charge (8.21)) reads

82
Cirial = SN (P1@2903 + P13 + P31 + T P1132P3) ) (8.22)

and we have recovered the result (5.26) of [30].

For general X;, using the ¢, variables it is straightforward to show that when
the spindle becomes a two-sphere, then necessarily ¢ = 0 (recall that in section
we assumed € = 0). Indeed, setting my = 1 and ¢ = +1, both of the constraints
are independent of €. Thus, the only € dependence in ¢, is the quadratic
dependence in the last term in and hence the extremal point will necessarily

have e = 0.

8.4 Examples

We finish this section by discussing two toric examples when X5 = S° and T%!,
making the relation between the quantities appearing in field theory and GK geometry
that was discussed in section [8.2] very explicit. One can also check that the general
formula for the associated toric Y7 GK geometry discussed in section [0 based on the
master volume V;, agrees with the formula that we derived in section |7| using V5i. In
fact, studying these examples was very helpful in elucidating the general results of
section . For the S° example, we also recover all of the results of section , where

we analysed this case as an example of an X5 with no baryonic symmetries.

8.4.1 S° fibred over a spindle

The toric data for S° can be specified by d = 3 inward pointing normal vectors given
by

V1; = (172171) , Vo; = (1,'1172) 5 V3 = (1711_;3) ) (823>
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where
?171 = (07()) ) 1172 = (170) s 1173 = (O, 1) . (824)

There are no baryonic directions associated with S® and the kernel ¢¢ for the toric
data is trivial.
For S5 fibred over a spindle, the toric data for the associated toric GK geometry

Y7 is then given by D = 5 inward pointing normal vectors given in ([7.5)):

iy = (my, 1, —asp), v_p=(—om_,1,—ca_p), v =(0,1,1,), (8.25)

where g = (po,p3) € Z? and ax € Z satisfy a_m, + a,m_ = 1. The three integers
pi = (p1,pa,p3), with p; = —(m_ 4+ omy), specify the fibration. There is a one-
dimensional kernel @, satisfying 23:1 Q¢ v, = 0 (see appendix , given by

Q) = (m_,omy, —(m_ + omy) — ps — p3, P2, p3) - (8.26)

Using the vectors we can now obtain an explicit, and lengthy, expression for
the master volume V; for Y7 using the formula given in (2.27) of [13].

We can now carry out the geometric extremization using the procedure summa-
rized in section [6.3} The master volume V; depends on just 5 —3 = 2 of the 5 Kahler
class parameters A4. We therefore solve the constraint equation and one of the five-
form flux quantization conditions in for two of the 4. For example, we can
solve the constraint equation and the expression for M, for (A;, A\_). It must be the
case, and indeed it is, that the remaining Kahler class parameters A;, Ao, A3 then drop
out of any final formula. The flux vector M4 in is now expressed in terms of
M, py, ps3 and, in particular, we find om_M_ =m M, = N.

Instead of using these three variables, it is illuminating to express the flux vector
in terms of My, My, M3 to get
o m_ >

m4
M., My, My, M M, =—— M, . 8.27
. +5 1, 2 3} ; + m_+am+; ( )

MA - {M+,

We can further rescale the M, by a factor of N = om_M_ = m M, and introduce
p., which are to be identified with the background magnetic fluxes of the SCFT

shortly, via

M, 3 m_+om
Pa= ) ) Pam . (8.28)

mym_
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Note from (8.15)), the fibration data g = (py, p3) is related to the p, via

P2 = Mm_mypo, P3 = m_miP;s. (8.29)

Also, importantly, (8.28) implies

_+ —py—
p1 = —(p2 +p3) — = oMy _ DL P2 P , (8.30)

m_m.y m_m.y

where recall pj = —(m_ 4+ om,). Observe that there is a Z3 symmetry permuting
the p, but not (pi, p2, p3): the latter is a consequence of the fact that we singled out
the p; direction in constructing the fibration.

At this point we can now obtain an expression for the off-shell central charge %
from and the expression for Ssygy in . This is expressed in terms of m-.,
A+, Pa, bo, b1, by, b3 and we should set by = 2. The expression for Z is quadratic in
bo, b, b3 and after extremizing over these variables we find that the on-shell central

charge, Csugra, as calculated from the GK geometry, can be expressed as

6m? m3 p1paps
- NZ, 8.31
m? +m3 —m2m? (p} + p3 + p3) (531

Csugra = %s =

exactly as in section [.I] Notice that ay have dropped out of the final expression.
With the master volume V; in hand, it is also straightforward to obtain explicit
expressions for both the off-shell and on-shell R-charges RT using (7.43). The on-

shell expressions can be written

R = —Cmy (prlo +m_pi], palo +m_po], pso +m_py]) ,
R, = — Cm_ (p1[l +mypi], pa[l + mypo], ps[l + myps)) (8.32)
where
C= 2m_my (8.33)

—omZ +mi —mZmi(p?+ p3+p3)

again in agreement with section Demanding csygra > 0 as well RF > 0 and
oR, > 0 gives the restrictions on the parameters in alignment with the explicit
supergravity solutions as discussed in section [5.1}

We can now compare these results with the corresponding calculations in field
theory using anomaly polynomials and c-extremization. In fact these calculations
were carried out for the case of the anti-twist already in [21,24}27). We consider
N = 4 SYM theory dual to AdS; x S®, with SU(N) gauge group. We place the

theory on a spindle with background magnetic fluxes, parametrized by p,, for the
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U(1)> € SU(4) global symmetry with 22:1 Po = —%. The trial field theory

central charge, c¢a1, is parametrized by A,, satisfying Zizl A, = 2. From we
find that cqa is explicitly given by

Ctrial = {3(A1A2P3 + A1Asps + Ay Aspy)

3(m_ —omy)[(r3Qs + 12A3)p1 + (1341 + 11A3)pa + (1281 + 71A5)ps]
Adm_my

(rorg Py + rirs pa + rira ps)(m_ — o'm+)2 + 9]31]32P3m2m2+)] }N2 . (8.34)

— €

+ 32 {
16m?m?.
We then find that ¢ as a function of the three independent variables Ao, Az, e
(say) exactly agrees with the off-shell gravitational charge 2 as a function of by, bs, b3
(with by = 2), provided that we utilise the dictionary given in section

b0:€,
M,
Po < N
1 e
AgEAaif(mg%) o RE (8.35)

as well as identifying N on each side. Explicitly, for this example the dictionary reads

bo =£,
1 =
by = Ay + —poe — 2 (=T ) o g pgm_e,
2 4 m_my
1 =
by = A3 + =p3e — T—S w € —agpsm_e. (836)
2 4 m_my

Notice that the dictionary involves the parameters a,. Recall that a is only defined

up the transformation given in ((7.7). Making this shift in (8.36)), and using (8.29)),
induces a transformation on the vector (b, by, b, b3) which is precisely given by the

SL(4,7Z) transformation in (7.8]) with by — by + Kkpaby and bs — by + Kkp3by.
8.4.2 TU! fibred over a spindle

The toric data for T*! can be specified by d = 4 inward pointing normal vectors

given by

— — —

vy = (1,40) , vy = (1,40s) , vz = (1,03) vy = (1,44) (8.37)
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where
wy = (0,0) wy = (1,0) ws = (1,1), wy = (0,1). (8.38)

There is a one-dimensional kernel ¢f, satisfying Zizl ¢§ ve; = 0 (see appendix ,

given by
q(ll = (_Ll?_l?l) : (839)

The toric data for T%! fibred over a spindle, Y7, is then given by D = 6 inward

pointing normal vectors given in ([7.5)):

Uiy = (my, 1, —ayp), v, =(—om_,1,—ca_p), v, = (0,1,1,), (8.40)

where ' = (po,p3) € Z? and ax € 7Z satisfy a_my + a;m_ = 1. The three integers
pi = (p1,p2,p3), with p1 = —(m_ + om,), specify the fibration. There is a two-
dimensional kernel Q‘I“ = (Q7', Q1), satisfying 2,64:1 Q;‘ va, = 0 (see appendix ,
given by

QS‘ = (m_,0m+, —(m_ + Um—i—) — D2 _p3ap2a07p3) ’

Qi = (0,0,1,-1,1,—-1) = (0,0,41, 41, G}, 41) - (8.41)

Using the vectors (8.25)) we can now obtain an explicit, and lengthy, expression for
the master volume V; for Y7 using the formula given in (2.27) of [13].

The master volume V; depends on just 6 — 3 = 3 of the 6 Kéahler class param-
eters M. We therefore solve the constraint equation and two of the five-form flux
quantization conditions in for three of the A4. For example, we can solve the
constraint equation and the expressions for M, and M; for (A, A_; ;). It must be
the case, and indeed it is, that the remaining Kahler class parameters Ao, A3, A4 then
drop out of any final formula. The flux vector M4 in is now expressed in terms
of M, M, ps,ps and, in particular, we find m M, = om_M_ = N. Instead of
using these four variables, it is most illuminating to express the flux vector in terms
of My, My, M3, M, to obtain

4
am m_
MA - {M+, m—+M+,M1,M2,M3,M4} y M+ - —m E Ma- (842)

We can further rescale the M, by a factor of N = om_M_ = m M, and introduce
p., which are to be identified with the background magnetic fluxes of the SCFT

shortly, via

4
M, m_ +omy
0 = , =, 8.43
Po = ;p P (8.43)



and also, from ({8.15)), we have the fibration data p'= (p,, p3) is related to the p, via

p2 = m-my(p2 + p3), ps = m_my(p3 + pa). (8.44)

We can now obtain an expression for the off-shell central charge 2 from ([2.16)
and the expression for Ssygy in (6.26). This is expressed in terms of m4, ay, pq,
bo, b1, ba, b3 and we should set by = 2. It is quadratic in bg, by, b3 and after extremizing
% over these variables we find that the on-shell central charge as calculated from

gravity can be expressed aﬂ

Csugra = c@f)s

3(m* =+ O-m+)2 Za<b,c;éa,b papbpz Za<b<c p(lpbpc 2
= 2 _ 2 — @ N 5 (845)
(m2 —om_my +m3) [[,o(Pa + pp) — omim_Okw

where

Oxw =3 Paspi—2> paps ][ e (8.46)
a<b,cta,b a<b c

Notice that a4+ have dropped out of the final expression. The extremal values by, bs, b3
are lengthy and we don’t give them here explicitly. With the master volume in hand,
it is also straightforward to obtain explicit expressions for both the off-shell and on-
shell R-charges R using . The on-shell expressions are expressed in terms of
my and p, as expected. One then determine the ranges of allowed parameters by
imposing, on-shell, ¢yugra > 0, R > 0 and oR, > 0.

Now H?*(T"',7Z) = Z, associated with there being a single baryonic U(1) symme-
try in the Klebanov-Witten field theory dual to AdS; x TH!. Thus, Hs(Y7,Z) = Z*
and there are two independent fluxes Ny, N;. We can therefore express M, in terms
of Ny, V1, given the spindle data m+, o and the fibration data p;. Recall from ([7.39))
we have Ny = F]\;n, Also, from we have ¢f = (—(m_+om)—ps—ps, p2, 0, p3)
and ¢f = (—1,1,—1,1). Hence from ([7.38]) we can write

(Mla M27 M37 M4) -

(—(m_ +omy) — p2 — p3,p2,0,p3)
m+m_

and N is the baryonic charge. As we emphasized earlier, the definition of baryonic
charge is not unique. In particular, for a given M,, we could also write ([7.38]) in the
form M, = (q§ + ¢¢N1/Ny)Ny and then using ¢§ = ¢§ + ¢¢N1/Np instead of ¢§ to

32This corrects some typos in [23] who analysed this from field theory as explained below.
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define the baryonic charge, which still satisfies ZZ:1 44 Vai = pi, we would conclude
that the baryonic charge vanishes.

It is interesting to examine the special sub-class associated with the flavour twist
that we discussed in sections [l and Bl We first recall that the Sasakian volume of
T is given by

Volg(T™!) = G , (8.48)
babs(by — bo)(by — bs3)

while the Sasakian volume of the three-dimensional supersymmetric submanifolds are

272 272
Volg(Sy) = = | Volg(Sy) = ——1 |
o505 = py o505 = 30— )
272 272
Volg(Ss) = i Volg(Sy) = —— (8.49)

(by = ba)(by — b3)  ba(by —bs)
The Sasaki volume (8.48]) is extremized for by = b3 = %1 Setting b; = 3 we get the

Sasaki-Einstein volumes which are Volgp(T"") = = and Volgp(S,) = .

The flavour twist is obtained by demanding the condition (4.1]), which in the toric
setting amounts to set all the A\, to be equal in a particular gauge. Using the gauge
transformations ([6.25)), we can fix 7, and -3 in such a way that three of the four A,

are equal. In order to fix the last \,, we need to fix one of the fluxes M,, e.g.

7N [ Volg(S3) Vols(S3) ]
Ms = - 8.50
’ 2bg _VOIS(TI’I) B VOIS(TM) 5(=) ] ’ ( )

(c.f. (8.47)). All the other fluxes are fixed by (7.34)), and likewise they read

7N [ Volg(S,) Vols(S,) ]
M, = TN | Yols(Ba) | Vols(oa) |
2b0 _VOIS(TLI) B+ VO].S(Tl’l) (—)

(8.51)

Sl

exactly as we derived earlier in (4.10)).
The universal anti-twist case is obtained by setting (4.24)) as well as (4.25)). The
latter combined with (4.28]) tells us that the on-shell twisting parameters are fixed to

be, with ¢ = —1,
S 1
P2 =DPs 9 5

Furthermore, the condition (8.50) implies

(my —m_). (8.52)

my —m—

Pr=p2=p3=ps= (8.53)

dmim_

We then recover, as expected, all the general results of section for the universal

anti-twist, in particular the on-shell results for 2 given in and RE given in

(4.44) with

27N?
64 '

Qaq = RM = % ., a=1,234. (8.54)
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We can now compare with field theory. For the case of the anti-twist the relevant
field theory calculations were carried out already in [23]; here we also include the twist
case. We consider the quiver gauge theory dual to AdS; x TH!, with rank N gauge
groups. This gauge theory has U(1)? x U(1)p symmetry where U(1)p is a baryonic
symmetry associated with the kernel . We now put this gauge theory on a
spindle with background magnetic fluxes, parametrized by p,, for the U(1)* x U(1)p

symmetry with Zizl P, = —%. The trial central charge is parametrized by

A,, satisfying > A, = 2 and from the general result we find (setting here

T =To=1T3="T4= % for simplicity)
Ctrial = N2{3[P1(A2A3 + Ao Ay + AgAy) + P2 (A1 A3 + Aj AL+ AgAy)
+p3(A1AY + ATAL + AgAy) 4+ pa(A1 A + A1 A+ AgAs)]

BUR Z9) (012 = Ag) + a2 — ) 4 pol2 = ) + pa(2 — Ay))

dm_my
or m_ +omy)(m_ —omy)?
el 64m?* m3
3
+ (P1PaPs + PrPops + P1pspa + Papapa)] [ V7. (8.55)

The on-shell central charge calculated in field theory is obtained by extremizing
with respect to A, and €, subject to ) A, = 2. We can do this in two steps,
first extremizing over the baryonic direction defined by ¢{A, = Ay — Ay + Az — Ay,
and then over the remaining three independent variables, which can taken to be, for
example, Ay, Ay, e. After the first step we get Cuial|baryonic @s @ function of Ay, Ay, e
and we find that there is an exact agreement with the off-shell gravitational charge
%, as a function of by, by, b3. The dictionary between the two variables is as described
in section R.2}

bO = £,
“ M,
Pa N
1 W Mm_ —
Al:1|:|baury01f1ic = Aa + 55 (Pa + %mm_—ﬁ) < R;t , (856)
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as well as identifying N on each side. Explicitly, for this example we find

bO =g,
by = —— (20 — (2 + Pa) A+ (1 + pa) Ao + 5 £(pa + pa)
2 — p1+p2 2 2 3 1 1 4 2 9 2 3
1 (m_ —omy\ (=repi+ (r1 — 2)pa + 713 — 12ps)
45( - ) P arm_e(p2 +ps3) ,
1 1 - =
by =2 = Ai = Do+ 5 e(py 1) — 7 2(r + 1) (%)
—a+m_e(p3+p4) . (857)

Notice that the dictionary involves the parameters a,. Recall that a is only defined
up the transformation given in . Making this shift in , and using ,
induces a transformation on the vector (bo, by, b, b3) which is precisely given by the
SL(4,7Z) transformation in (7.8]) with by — by + kpeby and bs — by + Kp3by.

9 Black holes in AdS, x SE-

For n = 4 we expect the AdS, x Yy solutions, with Yj fibred as in , can arise as the
near horizon limit of supersymmetric, accelerating black holes that carry magnetic
charge and asymptotically approach AdS; x X;, with X; a Sasaki-Einstein mani-
fold. Such solutions, and our associated entropy function , have recently been
discussed in [51]. In this section we make contact with that work, along with some
related observations.

As explained in [51], from a four-dimensional perspective the near horizon black
hole solutions take the form AdS, x X, with the conical deficits of the spindle horizon
¥ being related to a non-zero acceleration parameter for the black hole [22]. Such
black holes can carry two types of magnetic charge, associated to massless gauge
fields in AdS, with a different D = 11 origin: one type arise from isometries of
X7 (“Havour symmetries”), while the other type arise from homology cycles of X5
(“baryonic symmetries”). The flavour magnetic charges can immediately be identified
with the twisting parameters p; € Z: this follows directly from their definition in
(3.8), where the A; are connection one-forms for the twisting of the U(1)* action on
X7 over the spindle X. As already alluded to in section [7.3], the baryonic magnetic
charges, or equivalently “baryonic fluxes” N7, instead require (arbitrary) choices to
define unambiguously. This is a reflection of the well-known mixing between baryonic
and flavour symmetries in field theory, and can also be seen directly at the level of

Kaluza-Klein reduction.
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Specifically, as described in [51], in considering a linear Kaluza-Klein reduction of
D = 11 supergravity on an AdS; x X7 background, one has the perturbation of the

six-form potential

s bs(X7) L6
4
506 = E Ai/\wﬁ— E A[/\W[ o N . (91)
=1 I=1

Here both w; and w; are co-closed five-forms on X7, but w; is closed while dw; =
Op;avolx., with voly, a suitably normalized volume form [5§] (see also [59,60]).
We are then free to shift w, — w; +>; c{ wy, for arbitrary constants c{ , which
is the freedom to mix baryonic symmetries into flavour symmetries. This is the
same freedom discussed after equation , or equivalently the freedom to shift
of — al + >, clqd. This correspondingly shifts the four-dimensional gauge field
as A; — A; — >.i_, ¢l A;, and hence also the flux fz dA; /27 through the spindle
horizon 3. Although one might (naively) define this as the “baryonic flux”, as shown
in appendix [C] this is not in general the same as the “baryonic flux” N already
defined.

Recall that the original flux integrals N,, defined in , depend only on the
homology classes of the seven-cycles ¥, C Yy. The ambiguity in correspondingly
defining the fluxes N7, with associated homology cycles labelled by I =1,. .., b5(X7)
in the fibre X5, arises precisely because of the twisting. To explain this, pick repre-
sentatives C; C X7 of the five-cycles in the fibre, which are invariant under the U(1)*
action that we twist by. The C; then fibre over the spindle ¥ to give seven-cycles in
Yy, with the seven-form flux through these cycles then defining a set of fluxes.
However, when the flavour magnetic charges/twisting parameters p; are non-zero,
the homology classes of these seven-cycles in general depend on the representative of
Cr: specifically, two representatives of the same cycle in X7, but with different U(1)*
actions, will twist differently, resulting in different seven-form ﬂuxes@ This is just
another manifestation of the baryonic/flavour mixing problem described in the previ-

ous paragraph. A precise relation between the Kaluza-Klein point of view and fluxes
of the AdS, solution, and in particular equation ([7.41)), is spelled out in appendix .

33For a concrete illustration of this in the AdSs; case, see the formula for the fluxes
(My, My, M3, My) for T*! internal space. In this case there is only one internal three-cycle, with
the four toric representatives all being £1 times this cycle in homology in TV!. But this flux vector
depends explicitly on the twisting variables p;, showing that the homology classes of the correspond-
ing four five-cycles in Y7 (the fibration of 71! over X) are distinct i.e. in we see that the four
M, are not simply related by & signs, but instead are different linear combinations of Ay and Nf;.
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Rather than trying to separate out a set of “baryonic magnetic charges”, it is
therefore preferable to work directly with the seven-form fluxes, with a chosen basis
of seven-cycles, which are then defined unambiguously. Or, even better, in the toric
case to work with the toric fluxes M,, given by and which are subject to the
constraints in the last two lines of . It is the latter that most directly describe
how the field theory is twisted over R x 3, on the conformal boundary of the AdS,
black hole solutions. Indeed, more generally it is presumably possible to define a set of
“equivariant” fluxes, utilizing a form of equivariant cohomology that generalizes toric
geometry appropriately, so that the flavour and baryonic charges may be combined
naturally. We leave further development of this for future work, anticipating that the
results of [59/60] could play an important role.

In the case of the universal anti-twist such black hole solutions have been explicitly
constructed in D = 4 minimal gauged supergravitylﬂ and then uplifted on Sasaki-
Einstein X7 to obtain black hole solutions in D = 11 [22]. As discussed in section [4]
the universal anti-twist is a special case of the flavour twist. In fact a richer class
of black hole solutions were constructed in [22] that have non-vanishing rotation and
also electric flavour charge. The entropy of these black holes was computed in [22]
and, for vanishing rotation and electric charge, precisely agrees with the result
obtained using the formalism of this paper. However, a curious feature of these black
hole solutions is that while setting the electric charge and rotation to zero leads to a
regular AdS, x Yy horizon, the R x ¥ conformal boundary degenerates into a singular
geometry.

It is possible that this is a feature of purely magnetically charged black holes in the
anti-twist class more generally@, i.e. not just in the universal anti-twist class. If this
is the case, then we expect that they should be viewed as limiting, degenerate cases of
larger families of black hole solutions that also have non-vanishing electric charge and
angular momentum. On the other hand we do not expect such restrictions in the twist
class, and we expect, generically, that one will be able to construct purely magnetic
charged and accelerating black holes with regular R x ¥ conformal boundaries and
regular AdSy x Yy horizons.

The results of this paper allow us to calculate the entropy of supersymmetric,
accelerating and purely magnetically charged black holes. In the flavour twist class,
the results of section for the X; = S7 case precisely agree with the results for
explicit black hole solutions constructed using STU gauged supergravity [25]. The

34Note that Ngg in e.g. (4.46) of [22] is the same as N in this paper.
35Indeed, it is challenging to solve the conformal Killing spinor equation on the boundary [22}/33].
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results for V52 provide a precise new prediction for the entropy. A much richer family
of cases arises when X7 is toric and the techniques we developed in section [7] allow
one to obtain the entropy very explicitly@ by solving a system of algebraic equations.
It would be very interesting to recover these results from a field theory calculation
and hence obtain a microstate counting interpretation of the black hole entropy.

A similar discussion to the above can be made for AdS; x Y7 solutions with
Y7 fibred as in . One now expects these to arise as the near horizon limit of
supersymmetric accelerating black strings in AdSj;, carrying flavour and baryonic
magnetic charges. Many of the above points for black holes are also applicable to
black strings, but there are some differences. For example, less is known about explicit
solutions: indeed accelerating black strings in D = 5 minimal gauged supergravity
are not known, which would be the analogue of the D = 4 accelerating black holes
of [22]. Another important difference is that one cannot add electric charge (flavour
or baryonic) and preserve the AdS3 x ¥ horizon, which could be particularly relevant
for anti-twist constructions. On the other hand, within the toric case one can make a
precise connection with a field theory computation using c-extremization and anomaly

polynomials, as we discussed in section [

10 Discussion

In this paper we have studied various aspects of GK geometry, consisting of a Sasaki-
Einstein space fibred over a spindle. One of our main results is the formula ([3.25]
which, in particular, gives rise to the gravitational block form for the supersymmetric
action as given in (3.37)). By setting my = 1, this formula is also valid if the spindle
is replaced with a two-sphere, giving a new perspective on some of the results on
GK geometry presented in [10-14]. These results provide a concrete demonstration
that gravitational blocks appear very generally in the context of M2 and D3-branes
reduced on two-dimensional spaces with an azimuthal symmetry.

Since the gravitational block formula receives contributions from the two
poles of the spindle, one might imagine it arises by applying an appropriate fixed
point formula, with the associated action generated by azimuthal rotations of the
spindle (or sphere). A technical observation is that there are some (implicit) signs in
the gravitational block formula, related to the choice of whether we are in the twist or

anti-twist class. As shown in [27], this is in turn related to the chirality of the Killing

360btaining the final result in closed form can be challenging since the extremization procedure

requires finding roots of polynomials.
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spinor at the fixed poles of the spindle. Thus, if a standard fixed point formula, such
as the Berline-Vergne formula, can be used to derive the gravitational block result,
the equivariant forms must be sensitive to these signs, related to spinor chirality.

On the other hand, in the specific case of the universal anti-twist, the super-
symmetric action/entropy function given by has already been related to the
localization result in minimal gauged supergravity [61] in reference [53]. However,
this relation is for now somewhat indirect, as in the present paper we have shown
by direct computation that the supersymmetric action for this class of AdS, GK ge-
ometries is equal to the on-shell action of a corresponding class of supersymmetric
accelerating black holes in AdSy, for which the former arise as the near horizon limits
of the latter. It is then more specifically the holographically renormalized on-shell
action of these black holes that the localization formula of [61] applies to, as described
in [53]. This intriguing relation between these two approaches to black hole entropy
functions is discussed further in [51].

More generally one might imagine that conjectured gravitational block formulas
for other classes of solutions, in different theories and in different dimensions, could be
derived using a similar approach to this paper, and/or by an appropriate fixed point
theorem. For example, the various black holes in AdS, and AdS; discussed in [46], the
class of branes wrapped on spindles and higher-dimensional orbifolds in [30,31,34-37],
and the general higher derivative gravitational block formula conjectured in [52] for
black holes in AdS,; and asymptotically flat space. We note that the latter formula
was inspired by the localization formula in minimal gauged supergravity in [61]. These
generalizations might also include adding various internal fluxes to the GK geometries
focused on in the present paper, for example the solutions constructed recently in [33],
as well the more general extensions of GK geometry considered in [62,/63]. Another
possibility would be to consider including higher derivative terms in the effective
action. The geometric structures imposed by supersymmetry in different theories
and different dimensions are often quite distinct, but the universality of this class
of gravitational block/black hole entropy functions suggest there is a more universal
approach to deriving these formulas, indeed perhaps utilizing an appropriate fixed
point formula that is largely insensitive to the detailed geometry. It will be very
interesting to pursue this in future work.

For the AdS; x Y7 class of GK geometries in type IIB string theory discussed in
section [§) we have obtained a very general proof that our off-shell supersymmetric
action agrees with the off-shell trial c-function in field theory, thus obtaining a very

general exact result in AdS/CFT. Here Y7 is an arbitrary fibration of a toric Sasaki-
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Einstein five-manifold X5 over a spindle >. However, a key assumption on the gravity
side is that the corresponding extremal AdSs supergravity solutions actually exist —
provided they do, the extremal value of the supersymmetric action computes the
central charge, but there might be obstructions to existence. Ultimately one needs
an existence result for the corresponding PDE — see, for example, the discussion
in [9,/10]. However, it is natural to conjecture that this existence is guaranteed if and
only if the R-charges RF satisfy the positivity conditions R} > 0, cR; > 0 (in our
conventions). That this is a necessary condition can be seen from the first equality in
7.43 when n = 3 these R-charges are proportional to the Kahler class integrated over
a basis of toric submanifolds in the fibres over the two poles of the spindle, and these
should all be positive. On the field theory side this question is related to whether the
d=4, N =1 SCFT, dual to the AdS; x X5 solution, indeed flows to a d = 2, (0, 2)
SCFT in the IR when the theory is wrapped on a spindle.
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A Delzant construction

To see that the toric data (7.5 indeed describes a fibration (7.1]), we can utilize the
Delzant construction for toric cones (as summarized, for example, in [55]).
We first recall this construction for C(Xs, 1) and, for simplicity, we assume that

Xon_1 is simply-connected. There is a linear map
AW RESRY D A (e,) = v, €R™ (A.1)

where {e,} denotes the standard orthonormal basis for R?, with components eq, = 0gp,
and v, = (v4)}, are the toric data for Xy, 1, where in what follows it will be
convenient to suppress the vector index i on v, (which are the components of v, in
a basis for the Lie algebra of U(1)"). Since A™ maps Z¢ to Z", there is an induced
map of tori U(1)¢ = R?/Z¢ — R"/spany{v,}, with a kernel U(1)4™" "] The latter is

3"When Xo,,_1 is not simply-connected there is also a finite group as part of this kernel.
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generated by an integer d x (d —n) matrix ¢¢, I = 1,...,d — n, satisfying

d
Zq?vaizo, i=1,...,n, (A.2)
a=1

which specifies the embedding U (1)4™ C U(1)4. The toric U(1)" action on C'(Xa,_1)
is then via the quotient U(1)" = U(1)¢/U(1)¥ ™. In physics language, the above
construction describes a gauged linear sigma model (GLSM) with d complex fields
and U(1)4™" charges specified by ¢¢, with C'(Xs,_1) being the vacuum moduli space
(see e.g. [55]).

For a toric C'(Ya,41) there is then a similar construction, with linear map
A(nJrl) : ]RD —y R , A(nJrl)(eA) — vy € R+ : (A?))

with standard orthonormal basis {e4} of RP, with components e p = d 45, toric data
va = (Vap)j—o for C(Yany1), and with a kernel specified by an integer D x (D —n—1)
matrix Q?, I= 0,1,...,d — n, satisfying

D
ZQ?UA“:O, w=0,1,....,n. (A.4)
A=1

From ([7.5]), which recall relates the toric data for C(Y2,41) in terms of that for
C(X2n-1), the spindle data m., and the twisting variables p;, a, we can immediately

identify part of this kernel:
Qr=(0,0,q7,...,4%) , I=1,...,d. (A.5)

Note here that this satisfies (A.4) by virtue of (A.2), where v, = (1,,). Since I
takes D —n—1=d+1—mn values and I = 1,...,d — n, there is one more kernel
vector to identify, which we label as the I=0 component of Q?. We write this charge

vector as

QO = (m*7am+7Qé7 s 7‘13) . (A6>

Notice here that the first two entries are fixed by the zero’th components of the
vectors in ([7.5)). From ([7.5) and (A.4)) we see that Qg is a kernel vector provided that

the vector ¢f satisfies

d
quvai:pi, i=1,...,n, (A.7)
a=1
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where we recall from (7.2]) that py = —(m_ + om,), with ¢ = +1 being the twist,

and o = —1 being the anti-twist. In fact the above equations are precisely describing
the fibration in a two step process, as we now describe.

To begin, recall that to fibre C(Xy,_1) over a spindle ¥ = W(CIP’[lmﬂmH, we may
first fibre C¢ over . To do so we must first lift the U(1)"™ action on C(Xs,_1) to C¢,
which means specifying n vectors of = (a!)4_; € Z% i =1,...,n satisfying

A (') =¢; €7, (A.8)

where {e;} is the standard orthonormal basis for R”. In components this condition

reads
d .
Z Vi ) = 0] . (A.9)
a=1
Of course the choice of each o € Z%, i = 1,...,n, is unique only up to the kernel of

A™ | generated by ¢¢. Geometrically, this is because C(Xa,_;) is precisely a Kéahler
quotient of C¢ via the torus U(1)4~™ generated by this kernel. Put more simply, the
charge of the ath coordinate 2® of C¢ under the ith U(1) C U(1)" is precisely o.
With this in hand, we now re-examine and the kernel Q?. We first consider
the twist case with 0 = +1. The GLSM for C(Y,11) begins with C? = C4*2. Taking
the quotient by U(1) with charge vector @)y given by then describes the total
space of a C? bundle over ¥ = VV(CIP’%m_’m .1» where the charge vector ¢g describes the

twisting. That is, as a first step we construct the (d + 1)-dimensional space
Z = O(qg)z XU(l)d Cd . (AlO)

Here the notation means we twist the ath coordinate of C? by the line bundle O(gd)s.
The zeroth component of the condition then simply says that Z is a Calabi-
Yau (d + 1)-fold. Notice here that ¢f < 0 is necessary for the convex toric geometry
description we have given to be applicable, although the space Z defined by
exists as a complex manifold with zero first Chern class irrespective of the signs of
the charges.

In the anti-twist case, with ¢ = —1, the charge of the second coordinate on
CP = C¥?2 under Q in is negative. Taking the Kéhler quotient by this U(1)
then does not result in a space with the topology given in (A.10). Formally we may
complex conjugate the second coordinate on CP| to see that topologically Z given by
is a partial resolution of the conical geometry in the anti-twist case. However,

the space Z is then no longer Calabi-Yau, since Zizl q§ is not equal to —(m_ +m.)
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when o = —1.@ This lack of any clear relation to a partially resolved Calabi-Yau
geometry, with a blown up copy of ¥ on which the branes may wrap, is one reason
why the anti-twist solutions are more difficult to interpret physically.

Returning to the twist case with 0 = +1, at this stage we have quotiented by
U(1) out of U(1)4*17" to obtain a Calabi-Yau (d + 1)-fold Z, which is a C? fibration
over the spindle ¥. Quotienting by the remaining U(1)¥™ = U(1)¥*1="/U(1) then
precisely turns the fibre C? into C(Xy,_1) — this is clear from (A.5]), which only acts
on the C? fibre direction of Z. Since C? is fibred non-trivially over the spindle, the
C(Xa,-1) will also be fibred, and equation is telling us how. Specifically, this

condition is solved by writing
n
q5 = Zpi a. . (A.11)
i=1
The fact this solves (A.7)) follows from (A.9):
d d n
quvai:Zijagvai:pi, i=1,...,n. (A.12)
a=1

a=1 j=1

Geometrically, recall that ol gives the charge of the ath coordinate on C? under the
ith U(1) in U(1)™. Thus p'= (p2, ..., pn) precisely has the interpretation of twisting
C< by the line bundle O(p)s, so that we may also write

Z = O(mg XU(l)" Cd , <A13)

where ¢o in (A.10) is specified by (A.11). The vacuum moduli space with the full

quotient is then

O(p)s xvay C(Xan-1) . (A.14)

In the anti-twist case this last quotient of C? by U(1)?™ to obtain the Calabi-Yau
cone fibres C(Xs,_1) is still valid, but the space in (A.14]), while being a partial

resolution of C'(Y3,41), is no longer Calabi-Yau.
This concludes our proof that the toric data (7.5)) describes the fibration (3.1)).

38This fact was discussed in some detail in [27] for various explicit supergravity solutions where
d=mn and C(Xg,—1) =C™.
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B Matching GK geometry for AdS; x Y7 with field
theory

Here we consider GK geometry for toric Y7 comprised of toric X5 fibred over a spindle.
We show that the off-shell central charge 2 for the AdS3 x Y7 solution matches with
the off-shell central charge Cisiallbaryonic it the field theory, where the extremization
over the baryonic directions has been carried out. The key results of sections [7.3] and
are central to the proof and we also use some results of [11].

It will be convenient to utilise different choices of gauge for the Kahler class
parameters A\*. Recall that the master volume for toric Yz, V7, is invariant under the

gauge transformations given in ((6.25)):

3
A = Aa+ Yy (vaub = b,) (B.1)
=0

Although ~* has four components only three of them yield a non-trivial transforma-
tion since the dependence on ! drops out. Any function which is homogeneous in A4
is invariant under and, in particular, Vs, Vsi, R*, and Z are all gauge-invariant

quantities.
We will use three different gauge choices. We first note that the transformation
of AS™ only depends on 42,~3. We can therefore choose 72,7 to set two of the AS"

to vanish, for example
Plus gauge: Aﬁ” = )\éﬂ =0. (B.2)
Similarly, we can instead choose 72, v3 to set two of the A7) to vanish, for example
Minus gauge: )\g_) = )\(2_) =0. (B.3)

Finally, noting that the transformation of A* depends on 7%, 72, v® we can choose
72,93 (say) to obtain
Symmetric gauge: A=d=0 = P =), (B.4)

a

Note that these three gauge choices leave a residual one-parameter gauge invariance

parametrised by 7°, which we will not need to fix.
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B.1 2 as a function of R

The master volume for toric X3, Vs, is homogeneous of degree 2 in the A\, and hence

we can write

B, N
VE == 81;5 — ”3 ZR* A (B.5)

where we used the expressions for the shifted R-charges, R, given in . We
now show that it is possible to express AE in in terms of RE and hence obtain
an expression for the supersymmetric action Ssysy, and hence the off-shell central
charge 2, in terms of R using and . We will use different gauges to
treat the + cases, but the final results are gauge invariant.

It is helpful to recall the explicit formula for Vs = Vs(b: {A\.}) given in (1.3) of [10]:

3

J . . = . 5 —
Z a 1 Uaava+17b) )\ (’Ua 1,'Ua+17b) +>\a+1(va—17va7b) ) (B6>

(77(1 1 Uaa b) (Uaa 17(1—&-17 b)

We now define
8V5 +

Jap = ONON, ) Jab = Jab|g:f)'(i) )

with J,;, independent of A, and b = (b1, ba,b3). The only non-vanishing components

(B.7)

of the matrix Jy, are J,, and Jy 441 = Jat1,4 given by

Gat, Uag1, b 1
Jaa — —(27T)3 (Ua 1;Ua+17 ) . Ja,a+1 — (27_‘_)3—_’ ) (BS)
(Ua—17 17(17 b) (17(17 27(1-}—17 b) (UGJ Ua+17 b)

The homogeneity of the master volume Vs implies that we can recast R in (7.46)) as

d
2
+ + 4 (£)
Ra __NV3 Z‘]abAb ’
b=1
_ 167T3 [ )\a—l N (’Ua—la 17a+17 g(i)) >\a + >\a+1
NV (T4, Ty D)) (Tyr, Ty 0E)) (T Tt 6E) (T Tar1, b))

(B.9)

We now focus on the + case and choose the “plus gauge” (B.2)), )\gﬂ = )\éﬂ =
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In this gauge we have

Rf =~ (7047).
RY =~ (7567).
RY = — 5 (15267 + 3504),
Rf = Niy?, (A7 + T AT + TN
, (B.10)
and these equations can be solved recursively for the A;"™ to get (as in [11))
AP = —f\é:; a (B, T, NV RS, a=3,....d. (B.11)

b=2
The identity for R} given in (7.50|) ensures that the expression for )\gr) we get from
the first equation in (B.10]) is consistent with (B.11)). If we now substitute (B.11))
back into (B.5)) we get
N2p2 .
Vi = i 2 ZZ Ty, Uy, D) RE RS (B.12)

a=3 b=2

and then after again using the identity (7.50) we can write

i = N S R R

a=3 b=2 c=1
N2v2b oL L
_ 1283; > (U 0, 7.) RERS R (B.13)
a<b<c

This expression does not depend on the gauge choice that we used and hence it holds
in all gauges.

Analogously, for the — case we can utilise the “minus gauge” , and obtain
an equivalent expression for V; with R} replaced with R, . Putting these results

together, we can write the supersymmetric action ([7.31)) and hence the trial central

charge Z defined in (2.16)) in the form

3N?bi TR + p+ pt R R
% = > (U0, 7.) (RfRFRE — Ry Ry R;) . (B.14)

In this expression we note that RE can be viewed as functions of b, as well as the
five-form fluxes M, (after eliminating the A’s using the second two lines of (6.26) or,

equivalently, ([7.35)) and ((7.36))).
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We now observe that after setting by = 2, which is required in the GK extrem-
ization procedure, the expression for Z in has precisely the same form as the
field theory expression for the central charge using the dictionary between field
theory and geometric quantities discussed in section [8.2}

E'~:b07

= R} =R, . (B.15)

4] o
Aa baryonic R‘l ? Aa baryonic = " @

We also identify the rank of the field theory gauge group, N, with the flux N =
my M, = om_M_ and the background magnetic fluxes for the SCFT p, with the
five-from fluxes via p, = e as in (8.14) (8.16).

We now argue that the identification (B.15) is possible. On the GK geometry side
we have three independent variables, by, bo, b3. We also have three independent vari-

ables on the field theory side, the d+ 1 variables e, A, satisfying the d — 2 constraints

aCtrial

d
d oA, =2, > g oA =0, I=1...d-3. (B.16)
a=1 a

Interestingly, we will show below (see ) that the latter constraints are actually
d — 2 linear constraints in terms of the variables A,,e. We will also show in section
that the Rff, after eliminating the A, variables, are linear functions of by, b3 and
by. Thus, is 2d+ 1 linear equations for 3 variables and hence the system seems

to be overdetermined. However, only 3 of the equations are independent, and the

other 2d — 2 can be obtained as linear combinations of these.

To see this, we introduce the notation

£ AL =+
Ea = Aa ‘baryonic - R ’ (B17>

a

so that the 2d linear equations in the second line of (B.15]) are simply E= = 0. Then,
combining the identities ([7.48]) and the definition (8.4)), we conclude

EXY—E; =0, (B.18)

which eliminates d equations, say those encoded by E, from the original system.

Another equation can be eliminated because

Y Ef=0, (B.19)

where we used ([7.47)) and (8.8]). Finally, the last set of d — 3 linear constraints comes

from the baryonic extremization condition (B.16)).
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To see this we will prove in the next subsection that

d
z : ac‘crlal

CL

=0, I=1,...,d-3. (B.20)
AF=RE(B,Ma)

Furthermore, to do so we will also prove that the baryonic extremization condition
(B.16) can be re-expressed in the equivalent form

b d
DN i (W, T) (AFAS = AyAL) =0 (B.21)

a=1 c=1

Writing (B.21)) purely in terms of A7, say, yields

M=

i
X

d b d
SO G (@, T, ) (PeAT + pA) +eppe) =0, (B.22)

b=1 a=1 c=1
from which we see that the baryonic constraints are linear in the A, and ¢ as noted
above. Hence, given (B.20]), the baryonic extremization condition implies that the
system of linear equations E; is, indeed, also subject to d — 3 linear constraints
d b

b=1 a=1 c=

d
4§ (Ua, U, 0e) (MBS +pE)) =0. (B.23)
1

Thus, the linear identifications (B.15]) are actually not overdetermined. In practice
we can take the identification to be, for example,

€= bO ) A;r‘baryonic - RT ) A2+|baryoniv: - R;r ’ (B24>

B.2 Proof of baryonic extremization conditions

We now prove (B.20) and (B.21). We begin with the latter and show that we can

rewrite the field theory baryon mixing condition

aCtrlal

d
Z =0, I=1,...,d-3, (B.25)

in the form .
SO G0 5, T) (AF AL — Ay AT) =0 (B.26)

To see this, we begin by using the expression for ¢, in to write

d
Z acmal _ Z (Te, Uy Ue) [a7 AT AL + ATAT + ¢IAFAF — (+ )] .
= e<b<c

(B.27)
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We can rewrite the triple sum in the following way
d d d b d
PIEDIIHIED I IE (B.28)

where due to the asymmetry of the determinant the sum gets no contribution if we
set any two of e, b, ¢ equal. Using (A.2)), we can rewrite the third term in (B.27)) as

d b b

d b b
YD (W O, T)GEAT AT =Y DD (0, B, T g AT AT (B.29)

b=1 e=1 c=1 b=1 e=1 c=1

where we swapped the indices e and ¢ to get the second expression. Hence, summing
the first and the third term of (B.27)) yields

ZZZ Te, Oy, Vo) @ A AT (B.30)

b=1 e=1 c=1

For the second term in (B.27)), we can exploit the skew-symmetry of the summand to
extend the range of ¢ and then massage it via some relabelling and again using (A.2))
to find

d b d d b d
Z Z Z(ve, Uy, V) PATAT = Z Z Z T, Ty, Vo) P AT AT
b=1 e=1 c=b b=1 e=1 c=1
d d d
=338 (v i) AT AL = - ZZZ(ﬁe,ﬁb,mq?A:Aj
ezl bbe czl e=1 b=1 c=1
= D (T, B, TG AL AT (B.31)
b=1 e=1 c=1

Hence we find that the second term in (B.27)) is equal to the sum of the first and the
third term. We can obtain a similar result for the terms involving A7 and hence we

have proven (B.26)).

We now prove (B.20)):
d
Z Ctrlal

a

=0, I=1,...,d-3. (B.32)
AF=RE(B,Ma)

Using what we just proved in (B.26]), as well as the conditions satisfied by RE given

in (7.50) to carry out the sum over ¢, this condition can be written equivalently as

w

d d
Y3 ¢ [va,ﬁb, YRF — (ﬁa,gb,z%))z%g] —0, (B.33)

a=1 b=a
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where we have also swapped the sums over a and b. To proceed we exploit the
determinant identity (@,b,&) = @- (b A @) to write W in the form

d
W=t ., = Z (@ ATDRS — (@ AFR | (B.3Y)

Note that the expression for W is unchanged under the following shift of the vectors
Ug:

Uy = Wy = Uy + Uy N\ Zyy (B.35)
for an arbitrary vector Zz,. The strategy is to show that we can choose Z, in such a

way that all of the @, are actually the same vector , since if this is the case we then

have
W=> qit,-i,=> ¢it,-a=0, (B.36)

where in the last step we again used ((A.2)).
We now show that such a choice of Z, is possible. We first compute the difference

between two adjacent @, vectors:

@y — il = =G AB)VRE 4 (G AU)R 4 Gagr A Zags —Ta AZa. (B.37)
We thus want to choose the variables z,, a = 1, ..., d to solve the system of equations
G A [BPRY —FOR: + 5] T AZ =0,  a=1,....d, (B33

where, as usual, the indices are identified cyclically i.e. d +1 = 1. Now since 4, and
U,41 are not parallel vectors the only way to solve this is if each of the two terms are

proportional to v, A U,;1 which implies that we can write

PORE — VIR + 2, = koUasr + K0,
Z_'a—‘rl —k Ua + l{:a+1va+1 (B39)

for some real constants k,, k., and £/, a = 1,...,d. This is equivalent to

Zy = kolasr + KT, — VO RE +5OR,
Za = —kaflﬁafl —+ /CZ?_fa . (B40)

Now recall from (B.35]) that Z, can be shifted by a vector proportional to ¥, without

changing u/,. Hence, we can reabsorb, for example, the term kv, inside y, with an
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associated redefinition of k/. Thus, consistency of the two expressions for each 2, in
(B.40) amounts to solving the following system of equations for k, and &,

kaUasr + k' Ty + ka1Ta 1 =0 RF -0 R . a=1,....d. (B.41)

This is 3(d — 1) independent equations for 2d variables k,, k/,. A solution can exist

provided that a set of d — 3 constraints are satisfied. Let us introduce the notation
PORY — 0 Ry = (8], fa) (B.42)

where [, is a two dimensional vector. Then the first component of (B.41) can be

used to solve for k!, as follows
k; = 511 — ko — ka1 (B.43)
Substituting this back into (B.41)) we get the set of two-dimensional equations
ka(waﬂ - wa) — ka1 (Wo — Wan) = ga, - ﬁ;wa : (B'44>

Now if we project this two-dimensional equation onto vectors orthogonal to (W, —
wW,) and (W, —wW,—_1), we get two simple linear equations for k.1 and k, respectivelyﬂ
We therefore deduce

ka [(u_;a—i—la wa) - (wa—i—la U_ja—l) + (u_ja? wa—l)] = (gay wa) - (gaa u_ja—l) + 53 (wm wa—l) )
_k‘afl [(U_jm wa+1) - (U_)’a,l, U_ja+1) + (11_]’(1,1, wa)] = (ﬁay waJrl) - (6(17 wa) - 5; (u_jav u_;aJrl) )
(B.45)

where here (@, ¢) denotes the determinant of the 2x2 matrix built with the vectors @

and €. So, we obtain two different expressions for k, and the constraint is that they

must be equal
(5aa u_ja) - (ﬁaawa—l) + 61( lU 1)
(wa-kla U_ja) - (wa-i-la wa—l) (w u_f )
(B +1; wa+2) (ﬁa—l-h wa—&-l) - 5é+1<wa+17 7I;a—i-Z)
(Wag1, Way2) — (Wa, Waga) + (Wa, Was1)

. (B.46)

We are left to show that 3! and 3, are such that (B.46) is satisfied. Notice that

this equation can be rewritten in terms of 3x3 determinants as

(Em 77a717 g(+)>R;_ - (Uaa Uafla g(_))R; o (Ua—I—Qa Va+1; b( ))R 41 (Ea—i-Qa Ua-{-l» g(i))R;_H
(77a+1a Uaa ’Uafl) (Ua+2a Va+1, ’U‘a) .

(B.47)

39Note that we can do this since by construction (.41 — w,) and (W, — W,_1) are linearly

independent.
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This equation is gauge invariant, so we can choose a convenient gauge to show that

it is satisfied. In particular it is convenient to pick the “symmetric gauge” (B.4)):
M=A=0 = =), (B.48)

We substitute the expression for R into (B.47)). The terms involving \,_; and
Aas2 cancel and we are left with an expression involving A\, and A\, given by@

—

\ {(aa_l, a1, ) (s B, 8)) = (W, Tagn, 5O (@ T, BD)
‘ (Ua1+ Uas Vam1)
(Tara, Tapr, 60 (T, Tarer, 0)) = (o, Tapr, B (T, T, 0)
B AP AR ]
I |:<Ua7 Vg1, E(Jr))(ﬁa, Va1, é(_)) - (?a, Vg1, g(_))(ﬁa, Vat1, E(Jr))
(%H, Va, 'Ua71>
(Uaa 77&4-27 E(H)(ﬁa’ ﬁa—i—h g(_)) B (1_);17 ﬁa—i—% g(_)>(17a7 Ua+17 E(H)

(Ua+2 ’ Il_]’aJrl ) Ua)

] =0. (B.49)

We can show that both the terms inside the square brackets vanish independently
as a result of the vector quadruple product identity. Specifically for any four vectors

@, b, ¢ din R* we have

- — - —

a(b, ¢ d) — b(é,d, a) + é(d, d,b) — d(@,b,7) = 0, (B.50)

which immediately implies the following identity involving products of determinants:

-

(@d.8)(,d.0) + (0.d.8)(¢ d.6) + (.d.&)(@d.b) = 0. (B.51)

Using this identity we can write

—

(/Uafl? /17a+17 g(+))(?7a7 UaJrl? b(i)) - (UaflaﬁaJrla g(*))(ﬁaa '17(1+1, 5(+))
- (UaJrl’ 17@, Ua*1>(17(l+17 5(7)7 B(+)) )

(as2s Va1, B (W, Barr, 87)) = (TagasBarr, 8) (W, Tagr, 00)

= (17a+27 Ua-{—la Ua)(ga—i—h g(_)v g(+)) 3 (B52)

which implies that the coefficient of A, in (B.49) vanishes. A similar argument shows
that the coefficient of A,y in (B.49) also vanishes and this concludes the proof of
(B.32)).

40We could in principle have exploited the residual gauge invariance to set e.g. Aqyy1 = 0 but this

is not necessary to conclude the proof.
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B.3 R as functions of by, b3

Here we show that R,
by, b3 and by. This shows that the second line in (B.15]) are linear equations in these
variables and also that (B.22)), after substituting A7 — R}, are linear constraints.

The key equation from the previous subsection is (B.47). After eliminating R,
via ((7.48) and using also (3.24)), we find (B.47)) can be rewritten as

after eliminating the A, variables, are linear functions of

. + Lo T I R} -
(Um Va—1, m mf:n_ =+ (U(u Va1, b( »% - (Ua+27 Ua+17]3> m_f;r;_ + (Ua+27 Va+1, b< ))%
(Ua—i-la 17(17 Ua—l) (17a+27 Ua-‘rla ’Ua)
(B.53)
Schematically we can write this in the form
Rf =Rf A, + B, , (B.54)

where A, is independent of by, b3 and by, while B, is linear in by, b3 and by. By
+

recursively substituting the expression for R:H into the expression for R, we can
eventually express all R} in terms of the last one, R}, as
RY =RIA + B, (B.55)
with A/, B! having the same properties. Next we can use ([7.47) to find
d -1 b d
Rt = Al 2—- 2 _N"p|, B.56
= (X)) poxm (8.56)

to conclude that R} is a linear function of by, b3 and by. From (B.54) we find that all
of the R} are linear functions of by, b3 and by and, recalling that R, are related to
R} via (3.46]), the same is true for R; .

C Fluxes from Kaluza-Klein reduction

In this appendix we expand further on how flavour and baryonic fluxes arise from
Kaluza-Klein reduction in AdS; x X7;/AdS; x X5 solutions with n = 4, n = 3,
respectively, and in particular analyse the relation for the toric fluxes M, from
this point of view. Essentially this expands on the discussion in [58] (using some of
their results), to make contact with some flux formulas that appear in the present
paper. Notice that here we are relating fluxes in a linearized Kaluza-Klein analysis
around AdS, x X7/AdS; x X5 solutions, to fluxes in near horizon AdSs x Yy/AdS3 x Y

solutions — while one cannot literally compare the solutions at this level, the fluxes
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are quantized, and hence one should be able to make such a matching; and indeed,
we find this leads to a consistent picture.

We work in general dimension n, with n = 3 and n = 4 relevant to the AdS5 x X5
and AdS, x X7 solutions, respectively. We may then consider Kaluza-Klein reduction
of, respectively, Type IIB and D = 11 supergravity on a Sasaki-Einstein manifold
Xon—1 with U(1)® isometry. As explained in [58], we obtain a supergravity theory
with an AdSs;/AdS; vacuum, which has massless gauge fields A,, where the index
a runs from 1 to d = s + by, 3, where by, 3 is the (2n — 3)-th Betti number, i.e.
bon—3 = dim Hy, 3(X2,-1,R). Such gauge fields appear in the expansion of the
(2n — 2)-form potential

2 LQn—Q
an_g = VFVOI Xgn 1 ZA /\wa cee yn—N (C]_)

Here V = Volgg(Xs,_1) and vol(Xs, 1) is the volume form on Xy, 1, coming from
the AdS background, and the terms in the --- in are not relevant for our
discussion. The remaining term Zzzl A, N\ w, is the Kaluza-Klein fluctuation term
(called 0C§ in with n = 4), where w, are (2n — 3)-forms satisfying [58]

s

dwa = Z Vai a%_l VOl(XQn_l) s (CQ)

=1

d ¥on—1 Wq = 0. (C?))

The v,; are constants, but in the case that X, is toric, i.e. s = n, the v, are
precisely the toric data [58]. While we expect everything in this appendix to be true
in general, for concreteness we assume that X, 1 is toric so as to be able to make
use of various toric formulae that appear in the main text, and appendix [A]

In general, quantities labelled by the index a can be split into linear combinations
of quantities labelled by an index 7, ¢ = 1,...,s, and those labelled by an index I,
I =1,..., by,_3. We thus begin by writing

ban—3

A, —Za A + Z q7Ar, (C.4)

b2n 3

va w; + Z m§wr . (C.5)

Here in (C.4) we take o and the baryonic charge matrix ¢¢ to be the quantities

introduced in appendix [A] This is then precisely what one means by a splitting
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into “flavour” and “baryonic” symmetries: by definition o’ is the charge of the ath
coordinate 2% of the GLSM C? under the ith U(1) C U(1)%, while ¢¢ is the charge of
this coordinate under the Ith baryonic symmetry. By definition, these then couple
to the flavour gauge field A; and baryonic gauge field A;, respectively, as in (C.4)).
Similarly, in ((C.5]) we take the w; to be harmonic (2n — 3)-forms, constituting a basis
of H*"3(X3,_1,R) and such that fC[ wy = 0py for C; a basis for the free part of
Hoy,—3(Xon-1,Z), while w; satisfy

dwi = a%J VOl(XQn_l) . (06)

This then ensures that (C.2]) holds. Moreover, taking the m¢ to satisfy the relations

d d
Zvai OQ];; = 55 5 Zvai q(Il =0 ) (07)
a=1 a=1

d d
> qimG =41, D ahkm§=0, (C.8)
a=1 a=1

then gives the projections
d d
A= i Aa, Ar=> miA,, (C.9)
a=1 a=1

d d
wi:Zaiwa, wI:Zq?wa. (C.10)
a=1 a=1

The forms w; and w; are then precisely the projections onto flavour and baryonic
directions, respectively. The relations in are precisely those in appendix ,
where v,; give the toric data for Xy, ;. In particular, recall that o are not unique,
precisely due to the kernel generated by ¢f. On the other hand, in the first equation in
the baryonic charges ¢f, [ =1, ..., bo,_3, are by definition linearly independent,
and m9 is simply a choice of inverse. Due to the second equation in ((C.7)) we are free
to shift m$ — m$ — >7_, clv,;, and using this freedom one can then always impose
the second equation in ((C.8§]).

Notice, however, that we are still free to make the following simultaneous shifts,

without changing A, and wy,:

s ban—3
A[ — A[—ZCZ-IAZ‘, w; — w;+ Z CZ-IWI, (Cl]_)
=1 I=1
ban—3 S
i i I I
al — ol + Zci q7, my — m?—Zci Vai (C.12)
I=1 =1
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where ¢!

and section @ With these decompositions, we can then rewrite (C.1)) as

are arbitrary constants. This is the same freedom discussed in section

ban 3 L [2n—2
n

27
Copo = | — vol(Xo,_ A N w; Ar A —F—FN. (C.13
2n—2 VVO( 2 1+; w+z 1 \Nwr =+ - G—n)p2n ( )
Up until this point, all we have done is expand upon the Kaluza-Klein analysis
discussed in [58]. However, consider now putting the lower-dimensional theory on
a spindle ¥, fibering the internal manifold X5, ; over it and building an (2n + 1)-
dimensional internal space Xy, 1 < Y5,.1 — X. The fibration is achieved by

turning on the flavour magnetic charges

! 4= b (C.14)

o mom._

as explained in section 3.2l Next consider integrating dCy,_» over supersymmetric
(2n — 1)-submanifolds ,, that are fibrations S, < X, — X, where S, is defined to
be the (toric) submanifold such that [ w, = dap (see in the main text). Such
integrals give the fluxes M,

5—n
Ma - W /Ea dCQn_Q . (015)

These fluxes depend only on the homology classes of ¥, in Y5, which, as explained
in section [7.3] may be decomposed in terms of the homology classes of the cycles 3,

obtained by fibering C; over the spindle plus that of the fibre X,,_; itself as

ban—3 ban—3

[XQn 1+ Z Q[ EI in 1 + Z qI ZI . (C.16)

qa
mym_

[Ea] =

In particular this is the homology content of the last equation in ([7.38]), where [X5,, 1]
is the class of the fibre in Hy, 1(Yan11,Z). However, note that given the homology
class [C/] € Hop—3(Xaon—1,7Z) in the fibre, the homology class [¥;] € Hop—1(Yant1,Z) in
the total space is not uniquely identified but it depends on the specific representative
we use for [C/], because these will be twisted in different ways by the fibration. Indeed,
in order for [Z,] to be invariant under the shift of o/ in (C.11)), correspondingly there
must be a shift in [3/]

Zpi ¢! [Xon—1] (C.17)

Mo m_
+ i=1

(X1 = [Xr] -

which is exactly what parametrizes the ambiguity in choosing a representative for

Cr].
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We now have everything we need to compute the fluxes (C.15)):
5—n 1 ® .
M, = i QU
Vp 122 [m+m_ ;p Q/X
N ;
= i(ya
mym_V Z,le /X

N s bon—3
= > opial+ Y g, (C.18)
i=1 I=1

mym_

b2n73
dCy,—2 + Z Q}l/ dCop—2
I=1 Xy

ban—3

VOl(XQn_1> + Z q‘}./\/}
=1

2n—1

2n—1

where, in agreement with (2.14]), (2.19), we introduced

s ban—3
5—n N
/\/‘Izm/&dc%_g—% [;/Ed/li/c[wi—i- ;/EdAJ/CIWJ]
N dA;

i=1 ¢

In particular this gives a formula for the “baryonic fluxes” N7 in terms of the Kaluza-
Klein reduction. Notice that the second term N [, dA;/27 is what one would nat-
urally call the “baryonic flux”, but that in general also the first term contributes,
coming from the flavour twisting p;.

Equation shows how to split the fluxes M, into a “flavour” part and a
“baryonic” part. It is clear that, while the fluxes M, are unambiguous and dictate
how the fields are twisted over the spindle in the dual field theorylﬂ, on the other
hand applying the shift invariance (C.11)) to (C.18) results in an ambiguity in the

flavour /baryonic splitting

o) — al + Z clqt . (C.20)

The transformations above encode the freedom to choose s X by, _3 constants ¢! and,
given that there are by, 3 fluxes N7, we can always choose them in such a way
to fix the ANj to whatever we want (e.g. to zero) and we will actually still have

some freedom left, parametrized by (s — 1) bo,_3 constants. The shift in the Nj

4Tn the toric case there is a general prescription to identify these M, with the twisting of the
dual gauge theory, since this has a known relation to the GLSM. There is no such known general

prescription in the non-toric setting.
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can also be understood from (C.19)) by noticing that dCs,_» is invariant under the
transformations (C.11)) but the cycle ¥ is not, and transforms as (C.17) [
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