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Abstract

We show that the singularities of certain distributions of M2-branes can be re-
moved by adding a Wilson loop around a compact direction along the brane. The
holographic coordinate naturally ends up before the singularity and the resulting
spacetime provides an AdS soliton configuration, albeit possibly supersymmetric.
We study the phase space diagram of these M2-branes distributions endowed with
Wilson loops and show that different distributions are interconnected, providing a
rich structure of phase transitions at zero temperature.
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1 Introduction and discussion

One of the most important open problems in theoretical particle physics is the descrip-
tion of confinement in non-abelian gauge theories. When an holographic description of
the quantum field theory exists [1] it was pointed out that this confined phase might have
a very simple description in AdS [2]. A Lorentzian section of this everywhere-regular
confining metric has negative energy and is perturbatively stable: the configuration is
known as the AdS soliton [3].

Perturbative stability is non-trivial, since the AdS soliton entails the existence of
fermions with antiperiodic boundary conditions on a spacelike S!, which in asymp-
totically flat spaces gives rise to instabilities associated to the production of bubbles
of nothing [4]. This, however, is not the case in AdS. Moreover, one can ensure a
non-perturbative stability, due the existence of a BPS bound, when the AdS soliton is
endowed with a magnetic flux [5,6]. This opened the possibility to check whether these
AdS solitons have more sophisticated supersymmetric configurations. In this regard,
some of us recently studied a framework with a dilaton scalar running in the T? trunca-
tion of the gauged maximal N' = 8 supergravity [7]. This kind of construction has also
been generalized to 10 dimensions, as new models of holographic confinement [8-11].
The soliton/black hole phase transition has also been discussed in some of these cases
[12-14].

In this paper we provide a further generalization of these AdS soliton-like geome-
tries, and advance their understanding as we show that they have a nice interpretation
as smoothing singular distributions of M2-branes in eleven dimensions. The latter were
found and discussed in detail in [15]. Our results encompass some of these brane dis-
tributions and allow to construct their phase diagrams. We shall also see how the same
distribution is associated to inequivalent spacetimes, and study how the latter can co-
exist for different values of the boundary conditions on the gauge fields. Indeed, the
boundary value of the gauge fields can be interpreted as giving vacuum expectation
values (vevs) to currents in a dual field theory.

In the following, we focus on a sector of the D = 4, gauged N/ = 8 supergravity
theory, breaking the isometry of the seven-sphere S” from SO(8) to SO(4) x SO(4) for
vanishing gauge fields. Hence, it is possible to capture only certain M2-branes distri-
butions, namely those that have the same isometry. The construction is quite similar
to what we found in [7]. In this respect, we believe that the connection between brane
distributions and regular AdS solitons points to the possibility that various singular
brane distributions can be smoothed by giving a vev to a current on the QFT side.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Sect. 2, we present a consistent trun-
cation of the SO(8)-gauged maximal supergravity framework, its oxidation to eleven
dimensions and the associated BPS conditions. In Sect. 3 we reproduce the brane dis-
tributions of [15], specialized to the chosen truncation. We also present the change of
coordinates that connect the S” compactification yielding the STU model with the one



that is better adapted to describe the brane distribution. We also introduce a change
of coordinates to suitably describe the maximal analytic extension of the M2-brane
spacetimes with SO(4) x SO(4) isometry. It therefore becomes clear that, for every
value of the parameters of the distribution, there are two inequivalent and disconnected
spacetimes, both of them asymptotically AdSs x S” and singular. In Sect. 4 we con-
struct new spacetime configurations that generalize these distributions and yield a vev
for the holographic current. The supersymmetric limit of these new soliton solutions
are discussed in Sect. 5, and contrasted to the supersymmetric case in the absence of
running scalars. Finally, in Sect. 6 we compute the Euclidean action and energy of the
solutions, carefully investigating their phase diagrams.

2 The model

We are interested in studying the dilatonic sector of the STU model of the maximal
SO(8)-gauged, N' = 8 supergravity with action

3 2 4
S = ﬁ /d T\ —g (R i_g - 2 =+ 7L2 COSh ((I)z) 4 i_E - XZ Fl , (1)

where Fj are two forms, related with gauge fields in the standard way, and we have
Fi=dA;, Xi=e %%  §= (0, P03, (2)
with
a = (1,1,1), ar,=(1,-1,-1), as = (—1,1,-1), i, =(—1,-1,1). (3)

We consider purely magnetic solutions, for which it is consistent to truncate the ax-
ions to zero. The Lagrangian (1) can be obtained from the compactification of eleven
dimensional supergravity over the seven sphere with the ansatz [16]

4 2
" . 1
dst) = AP dsy +4LPA73 N " X! (dui + <dsoi + 2LAi> ) , (4)
1=1
1 .
Pt Y (6t ) 4
=1
2L

1 - _
ALY X P pidp A <d90¢ - Ai) AYF (5)

where ¢4 is the volume form of the four-dimensional metric ds?, F is the four-form field
strength and ** is the Hodge dual operator. The four independent rotations on S7 are



parameterized by the ;, which are 2w-periodic angular coordinates. We also have

4 4
A:ZXi/’L’LZ’ Z/j,?:1, (6)
=1 =1

where the latter p; can be parameterised in terms of angles on the 3-sphere as
p1 =sind, po =cosd sinty, sz =cosv costpsing, pug = cosv cosy cos§. (7)

We are interested in considering the higher-dimensional interpretation of some of our
solutions using this uplift. In particular, we shall work with a simplified, consistent
truncation of the theory, where

P =P3=0, Py=v2¢, F'=F>=F' F?=F*=F2, (8)

and we then obtain an action of the form:
R 1
2 2

S:i/d%\/jg( (6¢)2—16\/§¢(F1)2—%e_\/§¢ (F2)2+1<2+cosh(\/§¢)>>,

4 L?
9)
where
A A A
F;w =0,A, — 8,,AM , A=1,2. (10)

The above Lagrangian yields a consistent truncation to the dilaton ¢ only of the NV = 2
minimal coupling supergravity [17], provided the constraint

FUAF' — e 2V20p2 \ 2= (11)

is satisfied. The minimal-coupling model defined by (9) is a consistent truncation of the
STU model, characterized by a scalar manifold of the form SL(2,R)/SO(2).!

2.1 Supersymmetry

The general formulae related to the supersymmetry transformations in N' =2, D = 4
supergravity with Fayet-Iliopoulos terms can be found in Appendix A of [7], where we

also define our spinor conventions.

Minimal-coupling model truncation. In order to see if the solutions preserve part

of the supersymmetry, we consider the explicit form of the fermionic variations of the

' The special geometry [18,19] of this smaller theory can be described in terms of a prepotential
function F(x*) = —4 (X% (X') and is selected among the class of theories discussed in [20] by
choosing n = 1, corresponding to v = co. The formulae obtained in the present paper can obtained by
choosing the Fayet-Iliopoulos terms of the gauged D = 4 supergravity as 0y = (p71L727 p/4, 0, 0)7
setting ¢ = 0 in the dyonic v = oo model considered in [20], having also suitably shifted the dilaton and
rescaled the vector fields as described in the same reference.



gauged supergravity theory. The latter, once adapted to the minimal-coupling model,
read

1 1 . A
5\1122‘ = 8ueA + 1 wuab Yab A+ oY (A}L + Ai) i (02) g eP—

1

1 _ 1
3 (Fl}peﬁ¢+F3pe \/5¢> fy”p'yueAB e+

1
+§W’YM(5ABEB, (12)

1 1 _ 1
N == et — — (—Fylpeﬁ¢+F3pe ﬁ¢> AP eAB ep—

2v/2
1 14 — L 4\ AR
4+ — <e\/§ —e V2 ) 0" ep, 13
V2L 7 "
where the superpotential explicitly reads

1 @ _ 1 é
evz2' +e V2
W= ——. 14
5T (14)
We write the chiral spinors in terms of their real and imaginary components, using the
spinor conventions specified in Appendix A of [7]:
! =Ree +iIme?, (15)
and introduce the complex spinors

XR:Reel—l—iRee2, XI:Imel—l—iImeQ. (16)

Each of the Killing spinor relations may be expressed as a first-order differential equa-
tion. Nevertheless, the two are not independent, and we can solve the spinor equations
in just one of them (x,, for instance). Since in the chosen spinor basis

*
€A = (EA) , (17)
the Majorana spinors eg‘v{ : is expressed as
A —es+e? =2Reet. (18)
(M)
12,3 A

The action of 7° = iv%y'42~3 on the above Majorana ¢ is

(M)

’)/56‘('?\{):6A—6A:—2Z'Im614, (19)

so that
Ime? = i~° Ree? | (20)



giving
XIEImel+iIme2:i75(Re61+iRe62):iVSXR, (21)
providing the connection between the complex spinors.

The spinor components can be retrieved from a solution x, of the Killing spinor
equations as

e(lM) =2 Rexy, e(zM) =2Imyy,, (22)
and
145
61 = ( 2 ) 6(1M) = (]1 _75) ReXR )
(23)
1-—+°
et = 7( > ) E(QM) = (]l —75) Im iy, -

The explicit equations for x, have the form

i

1
0 = a‘uXR + — wpab Yab Xr — (A}L + A/QL) XR+

4 2L,
7 1 _ 1 1
+3 (F3p6ﬁ¢+F3pe ﬂ¢)7””7uxa+§wwxm (24)
7 1 _1
0= _7u8M¢XR,+ﬁ(_FI}p€\/§¢+F3pe \/E¢>’YVPXR,+
1 1 _ 1
voT7 (eﬂ¢—e ﬂ¢)XR. (25)

To derive analogous conditions on Y, it is sufficient to multiply the above expressions
by i+° from the left.

3 Maximal extension of a M2 brane distribution

Now we will take a singular distribution of M2-branes and show how it can be seen as a
four dimensional solution of the theory (9). While the solution is known, the maximal
extension we provide in this section is new.

Our starting point is the 11-dimensional M2 brane distribution of [15]:

ds?y = H™2/3 (—dt* + d2* + dyp®) + H'/? ds3

(26)
FW =dt ndz ndp AndH!,
where
(2L)6 1/2 y»2
H = Ao = (Hy...Hg)Y L4 27
p6 AO ) 0 ( 1 8) Z Hz ) ( )



with

and where ds% is just flat space in disguise,

AO dp2

dsg= ——"—
88 (Hl"'H8)1/2

8
=1

with the constraint

8
Z yi2 = constant .

=1

The unconstrained cartesian coordinates are
i
w'=p\Hyi,

and the metric is given by
ds3 = 8, dw'dw? .

In order to make contact with the STU model, we specialize to the case when

bg=1t1, Ulr=4Ly, Llsg=1l3, [Ul5=14,

and we introduce the new coordinates

Y1 = p1 cos 1, Ys = p1 singpr,
Y2 = 2 COS P2, Y7 = p2 sinpa,
Y3 = [z COS 3, Y6 = p3 sinps,
Y4 = g COS P4, Ys = 4 SN Q4 .

Using this new parametrization, we see that

4
Ao = (Hi--H) Y X;pf = (Hy--- Ho)*M A, X =
=1

The eleven-dimensional M2-branes metric now reads

(Hy - - Hy)Y/?

ds2, — A2/3 P4
11 — 24L4

(—dt? + d2* + de* + G(p) dp®) +

4
+ALP ATV XY (dpd + pf de})
=1

(28)

(31)

(32)

(33)

(34)

(35)



with

26156
Glp) = —————. 37
The distribution is read-off from the harmonic function H, which can be written as
H=(2L) / BLACORp W R S— 24 H pif (38)
= w g = - .
jw—ws“ T CEER P

Note that (36) indeed coincides with the sphere reduction of the previous section, when-
ever Z?Zl ,u? = 1 and the gauge fields vanish. The truncation we are interested in is
obtained setting £3 = ¢1, ¢4 = fo. In this latter case, the distribution has support on an
ellipsoid in terms of the Cartesian coordinates w;:

w%—l—w%%—wg—l—wg w%+wi+w§+w$
2 2
G 5

~1, (39)

which makes the isometry of the distribution manifestly SO(4) x SO(4) invariant. In

terms of the intrinsic coordinates of the S7, this reads:

2 2 2 2
Bt ps | M5t
1 2

The term in parenthesis of (40) is manifestly positive definite on the S7. Hence, we
learn that the support of the M2 is located at p = 0. We shall see below that this is not
a curvature singularity. Indeed, the curvature singularity is actually located at negative
values of p2. We shall cure the latter in the M2 brane distribution and see that this
yields a form of an AdS soliton in four dimensions, with a possible supersymmetric limit
as in [21].

We find convenient to introduce the following change of coordinates [22, 23]

. == 17 41
T=g TP 1 (41)
where the four dimensional metric (the part multiplying A%/3) in (36) reads
02
ds? = Y (z) (—dt2 +d2? + d® + o dx2> , (42)
with ) 6
L 16 L
Y(z) = 273;27 n? = — (43)
n*(z —1) (€1 - 52)
In(z)

and the four dimensional dilaton reading ¢ = — ol

We note that the asymptotic region is located at x = 1, namely for p? = 4oo.



Hence, we find two different disconnected geometries, 0 < x < 1 and 1 < x < 0o. In
particular, one has

G<ly: 2e(0,1) > p*€(—00,—f3), wz€(l,+00) — p°€ (—£;,+00),

(44)
2 2 . 2 _ 2 2 0. 2
G>0: xe€(0,1) - pPe(—f3,+0), z€(l,4+00) — p*€ (—o0,—17).

Then, in any case, the coordinate x provides a maximal analytic extension of the man-
ifold, unveiling its geometry in a transparent form.

It should also be clear that the singularities in the manifold are not related to the
M2 brane distributions. They occur at p? = —¢2 and p? = —¢2. In the following, we
will study how to remove these singularities. We will also see that the two geometries
are actually interconnected from the boundary point of view, as they are both smoothly
connected in the phase space description of these distributions in terms of the vevs of
a dual current.

4 Hairy soliton solutions

The model (9) admits soliton solutions generalizing the configurations of [23] with the
presence of a scalar field. These solutions can be obtained by analytic continuations

t—igp, ©—it, Qr = 1Q4, (45)

of the black hole configurations of [20,22,24], whose charged planar solutions can be
embedded in the STU model [16].?

In particular, if we consider the dyonic, charged planar black hole of [20] for v = oo,
a hairy soliton solution obtained through (45) reads®

& =/Y(x)Ldt, e'= i((i)) gdx, e = /Y(x) f(x)dp, € =+/T(z)Ldz,

1 1 1
¢=- n(x)’ Al = —Pizdt+ Qi(z — o) dp, A*=—Pyzdt — Qs <—> de,

T o
(46)

?The STU model [25-27] is a N/ = 2 supergravity coupled to 3 vector multiplets and character-
ized, in a suitable symplectic frame, by the prepotential Fip,(X?) = —i' VXOXT X2 X3, together with
symmetric scalar manifold of the form ./ = (SL(2,R)/SO(2))® spanned by the three complex scalars
2" = X"/ X% (i =1,2,3); this model is in turn a consistent truncation of the maximal N’ = 8 theory in
four dimensions with SO(8) gauge group [28-31].

% Note that the coordinates (z,t) of this section are related to the one of the previous section by a
factor L.

10



L’z 772(513 - 1)3 2 % 772 P12 772 2
Y(z)= ——= % I Vo -+ B s | T p2). 4
@)=t W ( s S o G & ) 7

The quantities of the D = 11 theory of Sect. 2 can be written for this solution as

by =—logz, P =d3=0,

Fl = = Q1 dx A dp, F2=F*=Qy 2 %dz n dyp,

=3
1 1 1 1 (48)
X; (Z§ , T 2,22, af§> ,

A =27 sin ¥ + 273 cos?d (sin2 ¥ + cos® Y (c082£ +  sin? §)) ,
which shows that everything is regular for  # 0 and x # oo in the eleven dimensional
geometry. The constraint (11) is solved if

PQi—P,Q2 =0 (49)

This indeed coincide with the brane distribution of the previous Section when there are
no gauge fields.

Asymptotic expansions. The metric’s conformal boundary is at x = 1, where the
conformal factor Y(z) features a pole of order two. The metric then describes two
distinct spacetimes for x € (0,1) and = € (1, 00), physically identified by different signs
of the dilaton field.

Let us restrict to a soliton magnetically-charged configuration, P, = P» = 0. The
canonical form of an asymptotically AdSs spacetime can be obtained by introducing
the change of variable

L2 LS Lt
=1+ (= — O(p~3 50
! <np 8n3p3>+2n2p2+ (b7 (50)

the sign determined by the choice of branch z > 1 or 0 < z < 1. This gives for the

metric quantities

T(x) = 55+ 00072, (51)
2
9o = X(@) /() = 5 =L +0(™2). (52)
L2
Mzi;(Q%—Qg) , (53)

11



the latter p being the energy parameter of the solution. The dilaton field can be
expanded as

¢ =L? gi“ + L* “pb; +0(p?), (54)
where 1
¢0:¥E7 ¢1 =0, (55)

then giving only a non-trivial leading term ¢g, which yields a vev in the QFT.

Dual theory. Our focus lies in soliton solutions, identified by the contraction of the
p-circle at point xy where

f(zo) =0, (56)

the soliton configuration existing in the interval between xg and the boundary z = 1.
Expanding the metric around xg, together with the above condition (56), regularity
requires defining a parameter A such that

¢ € [0,A], (57)
where A is given by

1 (2o — 1)°

A_l 1 df
4 L2 2}

B 47”73:%

<Q% 2o (1 +220) — Q3 (2 + !EO)) ‘ : (58)

T=x()

Magnetically charged configurations feature net magnetic fluxes at infinity,

%:/Fl:?{Al = Q1 A(1 — o) = 2Ly,
(59)
Q)ﬁlz/FQZ%fP:QgA(—lexol) =2rLs.

The dilaton field generates a non-zero vev of an operator, in the dual theory, of conformal
dimension one, that can be expressed in terms of the fluxes as

™

V2A

The dual energy momentum tensor is expressed in terms of the energy parameter as

[32-35]

(O)=¢o=7F

x5l ((1 +220) 92 — 20 (2+x0)w§). (60)

1 17 0
Ty) = ——" T.,)= " T,,) = ———_ .
< tt> 2/€L2’ < zz> 2%L2’ < ® > %LQ

Finally, from the presence of the gauge fields originates a vev for the currents at the

(61)

12



boundary [36]

y 0S 1 y Q1 o,

) = sar = Nue 2O F ] = = 26 (62)
y 0S8 1 _ y Q2 o,

U5) = ap =~ Nue VORI = =R (63)

where N, is the outward pointing normal to the boundary metric h,, = g, — NuN,,.

4.1 Existence of solitons

As seen from a bulk perspective, @1, @2, and n parametrize the solutions. Nonetheless,
from a boundary perspective, it makes more sense to parameterize solutions in terms
of the boundary data we hold fixed.

We can take into account fixed charges (or better, fixed currents) holding fixed
Q1/n, Q2/n, and the period A, or fixed fluxes (Wilson loops), holding fixed 11, 12, and
the period A.

Fixed fluxes. Let us consider soliton configuration in terms of the boundary quanti-
ties 91,12 and A. We recast the bulk parameters as

_wbe o 2wl
Ql_A(].—IEO)’ Qz_A(xal—l)’
(64)
o {L‘()A
= ﬂ‘w%(l—l—Q{Bo) —Ib%xo (2—}—.%'0)‘ ’
Substituting into f(zg), we get
_ 2 _ 2
o) = 1.+ 20— 20) (41 = 20 3) (65)

(1 +2m0) 3 — o (2 +930)7/)§)2 .

Then, similarly to the Einstein-Maxwell configurations [5,37], there exists a limited
range of parameters characterized by two different solitonic solutions, coalescing at the
range extremum, see Fig. 1.

13
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Figure 1: Location of z( as a function of 11, for fixed ¥ = 0.5. We find that, for each value of

11 identifying a configuration, there exist two solutions for xg, possibly coalescing.

Fixed charges. Let us now consider the boundary fixed charge framework. We in-
troduce the rescaling

A% Qi
Am2l n

Q1,2 = (66)

If we rewrite the metric in terms of the rescaled charges and impose regularity around
2, we obtain for n the expression

p= 2 g3 (2 + o) — i o (1 + 220)
4 (=14 =z0) (63 — 43 x0)

(67)

The location of soliton configurations now come from the solutions of the equation

4
(5 (2+20) —qf 2o (14 220))
=
16 x% (=1 + x0) (q% To — q%)

flzo) =1- (68)

In Fig. 2 we show how, for every value of the rescaled charges (66), from zero to four
solutions can be found.* The supersymmetric scenario (see Sect. 5) turns out to be
simpler, featuring two superymmetric solitons for the same boundary conditions, with
the same energy and free energy.

4 The situation is very different than for pure Einstein-Maxwell-AdS system, where there are only
two solitons for each value of the charge [5].

14
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Figure 2: The z( solutions for the roots of (68) as functions of the rescaled charge g;. The black
line shows the location of the supersymmetric solitons, with the susy condition g2 = ¢;
(see Sect. 5). The other coloured lines represent the different roots of (68) for fixed
g2 = 0.2. The vertical dotted purple line corresponds to the value of ¢; satisfiying the
susy condition ¢; = g2 = 0.2. As expected, this intersects the coloured solution lines
where they intersect the black line. The additional intersection at xg = 1 corresponds

to non-susy solutions with vanishing scalar (see following Subsect. 5.2).

4.2 Relation to earlier solutions

Soliton solutions in a model with a single gauge field were discovered in [5], exploiting a
compactification from the D = 11 supergravity setup with A; = %A (1=1,...4) and
®, =0 (a =1,2,3). The hairy solutions we discuss in this paper should then reduce
to the scalar-free model [5] for A' = A2=14 and ¢ =0.

Let us know construct the explicit connection between the two models. We start

with the change of coordinates
o
r=1——, (69)
(Y

setting the boundary at y — oo and implying for the xy point location g = 1 — &£

Yo~

15



The solution can be then rewritten as

O = T@yd, = [T a2 AR e, ¢ = T dz,

fy) y(y—a)
__ b _«a 1_ 11 2 _ Yy — Yo
#= \@ln<1 y)’ A Qla( y+yo> de, A Qw(y—a)(yo—a)d%
(70)
with
1,2 _ 2 3(_02 (s _ 2
T(y) = yangQ a), fyy=1-1°2 ( L?;;é’y _O;));r Q2y) (71)

To make contact with the model [5], we have to impose ¢ = 0 while also obtaining the
same functional form for non-vanishing gauge fields A' and A2. In order to achieve this
result in a well-defined configuration, we consider the simultaneous scalings

L? ~ ~ ~ 7
Oé—>0, nﬁzv Q1,2—>77Q1,2, Q%_Qgﬁﬁv (72)
resulting in a finite well-behaving limit for the solution and a standard form for the
conformal factor T — %22
Explicitly, the above limit gives
o_Y 1 dy 2 3_ Y
e’ = =dt, e = , e =/ foly)dp, e’ = =dz,
L fo(y) L
(73)
1 2 2 A L1
¢=0, A=A =L"Q1| ——+ — | dp,
Yy Yo
with ) ) i Ao
Y y. op L7Qq
_ 9 =2 __£_ 74

which finally corresponds to the scalar free, single gauge field solution [5] for Q = L? Q1.

5 Supersymmetric solutions

The soliton configuration preserve some part of the supersymmetry if
@Qi=Q2 = npn=0. (75)

It is possible to achieve the aforementioned condition by solving the Killing spinor
equations. We also remark that, as expected, supersymmetry leads to the vanishing
of the energy parameter p, see (53), while the reverse is not true (the solution is not
supersymmetric for Q1 = —Q2).

16



Applying the susy condition (75) in the f(x) function gives

Qin*(—1+a)!

f($) =1- L2 12 ) (76)
and the Killing spinors can be explicitly written as
a_(z) 0
; 0 ; o ()
— W _ LW
XR(l) - € 0 ’ XR(2) - —Ta_ (fL‘) ’ (77)
—iaq(z) 0
0 —aq ()
— W o (:L‘) — SIwep 0
Xy = S e = o (78)
0 ia_(x)
where, from eq. (21), we have Xi,) = i’y5XR(k), and with
ar(@) = |1 Y@ 12 /@2, w=—T. (79)

The above relation involving A implies the antiperiodicity of the spinors. The chiral
form of the spinors can be reproduced as

1 , 5
€)= Re Xy, +1i Re Xy = (]1 — ) Re X o

(80)
e%k) =Im X, +1 Im Xi,, = (1 -+°) Im Xn, o
giving
cos(wy) a—(x) sin(wep) a_(x)
1 icos(wp) a_(x) 9 isin(wp) a_(z)
DT g sy = , (81)
isin(wy) ay () —icos(wy) ay ()
sin(wg) oy (2) —cos(wip) s (2)
—i cos(wy) at () —isin(wy) at ()
L eostwp)as(a) , | smwe)ar@) .
6(2) - . ) 6(2) - B ) ( )
sin(wep) a_(x) cos(wep) a_(x)
—isin(wp) a_(x) icos(wy) a_(z)
that, as expected, satisfy the condition
~5 eé,) = —e(}c) : (83)
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If we consider the N/ = 2 framework, the existence of four chiral spinors identifies
the solution as 1/2 BPS [38,39]. The solution instead turns out to be 1/8-BPS when
referring to the maximal N/ = 8 theory.

5.1 Supersymmetric solutions with fixed fluxes

In order to satisfy the susy condition (75), the fluxes must be related as (see eq. (59))

Y2 = —1 /20, (84)
that inserted in (65) determines the existence of supersymmetric solitons for:

Y1

xozl_d)l’ ¢2:—1+¢17 O<’¢1<17 (85)
wo——lflwl, Yo =1+11, —1<91 <0. (86)

The EM configurations of [5] can be reproduced by taking ¢ = :l:%.

5.2 Supersymmetric solutions with fixed charges

The susy condition in terms of the rescaled charges (66) simply reads

q1=q2 . (87)
The n parameter (67) and the metric function (68) now simplify in

A 1+zx 2(1 4+ 20)*
g IET gy o o )

= 88
2 —1+ xg xo ( )

Then, for every value |q1] < % there exist two charged solitons (one for each branch

xo 2 1) satisfying the condition

o

RIETSEE (89)

f(xg) =0 - Q=

the sign depending on the sign of the charge.

Relation with pure EM solutions. It is possible to show that this choice of bound-
ary conditions also features non-susy configuratons with vanishing scalar. If we consider
the discussion of Sect. 4.2, it is easily found that EM solutions with vanishing scalar of
[5] can be achieved from our susy configuration by the scaling zy — 1 and

@G —q —0. (90)
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Since we have found susy hairy configuration (87) satisfying the above condition but
with zg # 1, we realize that in the fixed charges framework we can have both susy
hairy and scalar-free EM solutions [5], satisfying the same boundary condition (90).
The latter EM solutions however are not supersymmetric (except when their period
A is maximum) and correspond to the discussed additional intersection of the vertical
dotted purple with the hairy solutions at xy = 1 in Fig. 2.

When the period of the scalar-free solutions [5] takes the maximum value A = 74/ %3,
the configuration turns out to be supersymmetric, and coincides with our susy hairy
soliton solution. In particular, since we have found the relation Q = L2 Qq, this corre-

sponds to a period for the hairy solution A =7 %, that inserted in (66) gives

1
A:ﬂ'\/% - o=, = =1 = n-o00 (91)

having used equation (89). This gives again the limit discussed in Sect. 4.2, where hairy
configurations reduce to the vanishing scalar solutions [5]. The remarkable implications
of this correspondence on the stability of susy configurations will be better illustrated
in Sect. 6.3.

6 Phase structure
6.1 Euclidean action

Let us consider the analytic continuation of the soliton metric to a real Euclidean
metric gg featuring Euclidean time 7 € [0, 8], 8 = 1/T representing the inverse of the
temperature T' of the configuration. This would give rise to a periodic bosonic solution
in 8, being the gauge and the dilaton fields invariant under the continuation.

We note that, unless 8 = oo, the thermal partition function is incompatible with
supersymmetry, since it needs the fermions to be antiperiodic in 7. As a result, only
zero-temperature susy solutions exist, while non-susy bosonic solutions can be defined
for all values of f3.

The Euclidean action Sy can be expressed as [40]:

S,

VE = Ty + Ton + T + Iy + I, (92)
where

vesan., A= fa (93)

The Ik term gives the bulk contribution,

€

R 1

_ 2+ cosh (V2¢)

L2
(94)

1 1 1
Ty = Tim. H/d:c Ve (—2 +5(99) + 5 V20 (F1) 4 1720 (F2)°

o
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while Iy is the Gibbons-Hawking term, Iz the Balasubramanian-Krauss counterterm,
I is a scalar-dependent divergent counterterm and Iy is a finite counterterm. For our
solutions, they can be expressed as

1 2 1
Iow = —= lim KVh, Iy = — lim Vh, Iy = lim vVh ¢, Iy =0,
K e—1— K/L e—1— 2 HL e—1—
(95)

where h is the square root of the determinant of the boundary metric h,, and K is the
trace of the extrinsic curvature K, = D(, N,). The contributions explicitly read:

1 3
Iy = — lim (p+p2_u>7

Kk p—oo \ L*  8n%2 L2
1 3p° 3p 3u
fon = Tk plioo < " 8n2 2L2)°
(96)
(205 p
= g (% ).
Lot = K plLHolo 42
giving for the Euclidean action
Sk I
e __ P 97
14 202k (97)

where p given in (53). Since there is no entropy associated with these configurations,
their free energy corresponds to their energy.

6.2 Fixed fluxes ¥; and v,

Let us now consider fixed fluxes boundary conditions. For the hairy soliton configura-

tion, the free energy density is as follows:

SE o ng . M _ 1% B 1 2 2y

VvV AA, T AA, 2xIL2 :':2/“7 (Ql B QQ) -
98
2m3 L2 (—f + ad3) |(1+ 220) ] — w0 (2 + x0) V3| (98)

=+ A3 2 2 ?
: o (—1 + 5)
having employed eq. (64). Using now the free energy of the AdS soliton of [3]
2 3L2

32 (99)

0= 797 A%k =
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as a convenient normalization, we show in Figures 3, 4 the ratio

Gy _ L2 (—vf +adv3) |(1+220) Y] — m0 (2 + x0) V3 '

_ (100)
Gol 16 o (1 +22)”

We note that, due to the normalization Gy, the graphs always tend to a value larger
than —1 in the vertical axis. This seems to suggest that the AdS soliton retains its
status as the lowest energy configuration even within these more general supergravity
theories, extending its significance beyond General Relativity.

Figures 3 and 4 show two distinct branches of energies. The upper one ends up at
zero energy, when there are no sources. The lower one ends up at a negative energy, and
when there are no sources it matches the energy of the AdS Soliton. On the field theory
side, the dual fermions are antiperiodic by construction on these solutions. Therefore,
in the dual QFT, the higher energy branch corresponds to antiperiodic bosonic fields on
the S! and the zero energy end point of the higher energy branch is just a representation
of the matching of the bosonic and fermionic degrees of freedom, as expected from a
supersymmetric dual field theory. The lowest energy solution then has antiperiodic
fermions and periodic bosons on the S'.

It is remarkable that both the higher and lower energy solutions are reproduced in
the gravity side by matching the negative vev and the positive vev solutions as can be
seen from Figure 5, the latter representing the vev (O) A of eq. (60) originating from
the presence of the dilaton.

Gy
Go

0.2 2 = 0.4

0.0 )
0.2 0.4 6 0.8 v

-0.2

-0.4

-0.6

-0.8

Figure 3: Rescaled free energy % as a function of ¢y, for 9 = £0.4. The x 2 1 branches of
the solution are represented by different hues. The shift in color occurs when one of
the spacetimes, pertaining to a configuration, transits into another (see Sect. 4).
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Go
02-
0.1+

L

0.0

Figure 4: Rescaled free energy % as a function of ¢1, for 1y = £0.7. The x = 1 branches of
the solution are represented by different hues. The shift in color occurs when one of

the spacetimes, pertaining to a configuration, transits into another (see Sect. 4).

Negative values of the vev (O) A in Figure 5 correspond to configurations belonging
to the x > 1 branch, while the positive region is related to the 0 < x < 1 interval. The
susy solution (requiring p = 0) is found for vanishing value of the free energy, therefore
in correspondence with the intersection with the 1 horizontal axis, see Sect. 5.1.

(0)A

1.0:

Py = +0.4

0.5

0.0 : : :
t 0.6 0.8

10

-15+

Figure 5: Rescaled vev (O) A as a function of 1y, for )3 = £0.4. Different colours are used to

represent different branches of the solution.
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6.3 Fixed charges q; and g,

In the fixed charges boundary framework, the free energy of the solution is found by
exploiting the Legendre transform of the Euclidean action

v V JA AA‘Q:—&
— g — D QUL —20) = () Q2 (-1 + a3 = (101)
QT —Q 2 2 _
= LRI TR U

the signs depending on whether the solution falls within the range z < 1 or = > 1.

Supersymmetric solutions. In Sect. 5.2 we have seen how this fixed charges frame-
work gives rise to the possibility of finding both susy hairy and scalar-free EM soliton
configurations satisfying the same boundary conditions. This will lead to amazing im-
plications on the (expected) stability of the supersymmetric configurations.

Supersymmetric hairy solutions satisfy the condition (87), ¢1 = g2. The rescaled
charges (66) are related to the single charge of the EM configuration [5] as

A Q
= - 102
W= ge2p 12 (102)
having used the relations of Sect. 4.2.
The free energy of the Einstein-Maxwell configuration [5] is given by
Fo 2) 2 7“4 _ L2 2
EM _ Mo S+ g ’ Lo = % (103)
AA, 2k L kL?rg ro L
with A = %. Using relation (102), we can rewrite the above EM free energy as
0
Fou _ 20°L2
= X“(5b—-4X 104
s = e X2 (- 4X), (104
with A
2 3 o
— X 4-3X X=—. 105
G =1 XP(4-3X), — (105)
For the supersymmetric hairy solutions we find
Fy 27
=2 106
o=l (106)

having used (66), (67), (87) and (89) in (101).

In order to compare the susy hairy solution and the non-susy EM configuration
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(featuring the same boundary conditions) we plot their free energies in Figure 6 as
functions of ¢q;. We can see that both the Einstein-Maxwell and the hairy solitons exist
for values of g1 such that ¢; < %. In the extreme value ¢; = i the different configurations
merge yielding a supersymmetric soliton.

£
GO

20+

0.5

q1

-1.0

Figure 6: Rescaled free energy ﬁ as a function of g; for supersymmetric condition ¢; = ¢s.
The orange line represents the hairy supersymmetric solitons (106), while the non-

supersymmetric pure Einstein-Maxwell solitons (104) are shown in blue.

The phase diagram illustrates the existence of a branch of non-susy Einstein-
Maxwell solutions having lower free energy than the hairy supersymmetric solution.
This may come as a surprise, as susy solutions satisfy a BPS bound that would be
expected to identify them as the lowest energy configurations. This unconventional
result, however, does not conflict with the positive energy theorem [41,42]. The latter
implies that the energy of a susy configuration is the lowest of the class featuring the
same boundary conditions, but a necessary condition for the theorem to apply is the
existence, for the non-susy configuration, of an asymptotic Killing spinor coinciding, up
to O(1/r?) terms at infinity, with the Killing spinor of the susy one. The key point
in the latter prescription lies in the definition of asymptotic Killing spinors arising in
non-SUSY configurations. These spinors satisfy some Killing spinor equation only at
the asymptotic region of the spacetime, not necessarily holding true for the entire space
(as it happens for Killing spinors of a susy solutions). These properties are discussed
more in detail in [6].

Since our susy hairy solutions have antiperiodic boundary conditions at infinity, the
positive energy theorem applies only for non-susy solutions with an asymptotic Killing
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spinor with the same properties [6,7]. This only happens for values of the charges
at infinity where the susy solution’s free energy is less than the non-supersymmetric
one, as one would assume, preventing contradictions with the positive energy theorem
implications. The presented situation is then remarkable, as an example of framework in
which an instability of the supersymmetric solutions under quantum phase transitions
can occur [21].
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